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Abstract

We consider the long-time behavior of a diffusion process on Rd advected by a stationary ran-
dom vector field which is assumed to be divergence-free, dihedrally symmetric in law and have a
log-correlated potential. A special case includes ∇K of the Gaussian free field in two dimensions.
We show the variance of the diffusion process at a large time t behaves like 2c˚tplog tq

1{2, in a
quenched sense and with a precisely determined, universal prefactor constant c˚ ą 0. We also
prove a quenched invariance principle under this superdiffusive scaling. The proof is based on
a rigorous renormalization group argument in which we inductively analyze coarse-grained dif-
fusivities, scale-by-scale. Our analysis leads to sharp homogenization and large-scale regularity
estimates on the infinitesimal generator, which are subsequently transferred into quantitative
information on the process.
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Figure 1.1: A Brownian motion subject to a random incompressible drift.

1. Introduction

1.1. Superdiffusive central limit theorem. We consider the long-time behavior of a Brown-

ian particle advected by a random, divergence-free velocity field in Rd. This is described by the
stochastic differential equation

#

dXt “ fpXtq dt`
?
2νdWt ,

X0 “ x0 P Rd ,
(1.1)

where ν P p0, 1s1 is a given positive parameter called the molecular diffusivity, tWtu is a standard
Brownian motion on Rd and the vector field f : Rd Ñ Rd is a stationary random field with law P.
We assume that the vector field f is locally C1,1, isotropic in law, and satisfies the incompressibility
condition

∇ ¨ f “ 0 in Rd . (1.2)

It is assumed to behave like a Gaussian field with Hurst parameter ´1; roughly,

cov
“

fpxq, fpyq
‰

» |x´ y|´2 , for |x´ y| " 1 . (1.3)

See Section 1.2 below for the precise assumptions on f .

A special case of this setup is in two dimensions with f “ ∇KpH ˚ ηq, where H is a standard
Gaussian free field (GFF) and η P C8

c pB1q is a smooth, radial bump function. This model was first

1The assumption that ν ď 1 is made for convenience and without loss of generality. Indeed, if ν ą 1, we may
rescale the equation and apply the result.
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studied heuristically in the 1970s [FNS77, FFQ`85, KLY85, Fis84, AN84, BCGLD87, Fan98] and
rigorously in the more recent works [TV12, CHST22, CMOW23].

It is well-known that advection by an incompressible vector field enhances the diffusivity of a
Brownian particle. If the covariance (and thus the power spectrum) of f decays very quickly, then
the vector field will increase the effective diffusivity from ν to some constant νeff ą ν, and E0r|Xt|

2s

will grow at the linear rate 2νefft ` optq for large times t; here we denote by Px0 the law of
the process (1.1) conditioned on f , and by Ex0 its corresponding expectation. Conversely, if the
covariances of f have slow decay, then the low frequencies of f have larger amplitudes and the
diffusivity enhancements may accumulate, as the particle sees more and more of these larger length
scales. In this situation we expect superdiffusivity, that is, E0r|Xt|

2s should grow superlinearly in t
for t " 1, due to the effect of diffusivity enhancements across an infinite range of length scales.

The decay rate in (1.3) is critical: it is situated exactly on the boundary between the diffusive
regime (in which the right side of (1.3) is replaced by |x ´ y|´ξ for ξ ą 2) and the expected
superdiffusive regime (ξ ă 2). Predictions in [FNS77, FFQ`85, KLY85, Fis84, AN84, BCGLD87,
Fan98], which were based on heuristic renormalization group arguments, are that we should see
logarithmic-type superdiffusivity in the critical case of (1.3): more precisely, E0r|Xt|

2s is expected
to grow at the rate of tplog tq1{2 as t Ñ 8.2

In this article we formalize these heuristic renormalization group arguments using methods from
elliptic homogenization. In particular, we are able to sharply characterize the superdiffusivity of
the process tXtu. One of our main results is a superdiffusive central limit theorem: it states that,
for large times t, the process tXtu resembles a Brownian motion with diffusivity equal to 2c˚

?
log t

for a deterministic and universal constant c˚ ą 0 (universal in the sense that it is independent of
the parameter ν).

Theorem A (Quenched superdiffusive invariance principle). There exists a constant c˚pPq ą 0
such that, for P–a.e. realization of the vector field f ,

| log ε2|´
1{4εXt{ε2 ñ

?
2c˚Wt as ε Ñ 0 , (1.4)

where tWtu is a standard Brownian motion on Rd and the convergence in (1.4) is in law, with
respect to the uniform topology on paths. Moreover, for each δ P p0, 1{4q and β P p0, 4δq, there exists
a constant Cpβ, δ, c˚, ν, dq P p0, 1s such that, for every t P r10,8q,

P
„

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

t
E0

“ˇ

ˇXt

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
´ 2dc˚plog tq

1{2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ą C

`

log t
˘1{4`δ

ȷ

ď C exp
`

´C´1plog tqβ
˘

(1.5)

and, consequently, for every exponent p P r1,8q, allowing C to depend also on p, we have

E
„

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

t

“

E0r|Xt|
2s
‰

´ 2dc˚plog tq
1{2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p
ȷ1{p

ď Cplog tq
1{4`δ . (1.6)

The constant c˚ in Theorem A is semi-explicit and can be computed in many cases of interest,
as we will show. For instance, in the two-dimensional special case mentioned above, in which f
is ∇K of a mollified GFF, we have that c˚ “ 1

2π .

A natural generalization of this two-dimensional example to d ą 2, also covered by Theorem A,
is to consider f “ ∇ ¨ pH˚ηq where H is an anti-symmetric matrix-valued random field,3 the entries

2The dihedral symmetry assumption is crucial for this result; heuristic arguments give tplog tq
2{3 for certain non-

isotropic models, see [TV12].
3We use the convention that the divergence of a matrix-valued function A “ pAijq is the vector field with jth

coordinate given by p∇ ¨ Aqj “
řd

i“1 BxiAij .
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of which are obtained from independent copies of the standard log-correlated Gaussian field (LGF)
on Rd. In this case, the constant c˚ is given by the formula

c˚ “
pd´ 1q21´d

πd{2Γpd{2q
. (1.7)

Note that this example coincides with ∇K of the GFF in d “ 2, since in two dimensions the
LGF and the GFF coincide and anti-symmetric matrices have only one degree of freedom and
therefore may be identified with scalars. In three dimensions, the divergence of an anti-symmetric
matrix can be identified with ∇K of a vector field, and the f above can be written in d “ 3
as f “ ∇ ˆ ppH1, H2, H3q ˚ ηq, where the Hi are independent realizations of the 3d LGF. This
higher dimensional case was also analyzed heuristically in [BCGLD87] and in that paper the exact
prefactor constant of c˚, coinciding with (1.7), was also predicted.

Prior to this paper, several authors [TV12, CHST22, CMOW23] have pursued rigorous results
in the direction of Theorem A in the special case in which ν “ 1 and f is ∇K of a mollified GFF in
two dimensions. The first rigorous result demonstrating (qualitative) superdiffusivity was obtained
in [TV12], as well as (a time-averaged version of) the annealed estimate

C´1 log log t ď
1

t
E
“

E0r|Xt|
2s
‰

ď C log t . (1.8)

This bound was significantly improved in [CHST22], who obtained the predicted growth rate
of tplog tq1{2 up to double logarithmic corrections: precisely, they showed that, for every ε P p0, 1s,

C´1
ε

plog tq1{2

plog log tq1`ε
ď

1

t
E
“

E0r|Xt|
2s
‰

ď Cεplog tq
1{2plog log tq1`ε . (1.9)

The double logarithmic corrections were removed in [CMOW23], who obtained the estimate, for
general ν ą 0,

C´1
ν ď lim inf

tÑ8

E
“

E0r|Xt|
2s
‰

tplog tq1{2
ď lim sup

tÑ8

E
“

E0r|Xt|
2s
‰

tplog tq1{2
ď Cν . (1.10)

Annealed results in the superdiffusive regime in which the covariances of the field decay slower
than exponent 2 were obtained in [KO02]. We refer to [T1́8] for further references and more on the
history of the problem.

Theorem A improves on these works by obtaining the precise rate of superdiffusivity with nearly
the next-order correction, by proving that the diffusion process tXtu has a scaling limit which is
a Brownian motion, and by treating all dimensions d ě 2. Its statement also asserts that the
asymptotic rate of superdiffusivity is independent of the molecular diffusivity ν, a phenomenon
characteristic of anomalous diffusion.

Furthermore, the estimates presented in Theorem A and throughout this paper are the first
quenched statements about the behavior of the process. In fact, to our knowledge, Theorem A is
the first result establishing even the qualitative superdiffusivity statement that

P
„

lim
tÑ8

|Xt|
2

t
“ `8

ȷ

ą 0 .

In contrast, the results in [TV12, CHST22, CMOW23] are annealed, which means that they are
valid only after averaging over all realizations of the vector field f . We emphasize that there is
a substantial increase in difficulty when proving a quenched estimate rather than an annealed
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one. In the problem we are considering, annealed estimates can often be obtained by relatively
soft arguments, using ergodicity and stationarity. It appears, however, that quenched information
requires a quantitative, scale-by-scale approach in which the random fluctuations of all quantities
are carefully controlled.4 The payoff is that a quenched analysis yields more precise estimates, even
for annealed quantities.

It is certainly unusual to obtain convergence to a limit process under a scaling which is different
from the one which leaves the limiting process invariant. Notably, a superdiffusive invariance
principle, with the same

?
log-scaling as the one encountered here, has been previously obtained

for the periodic Lorentz gas [MT16, SV07].

The large-time behavior of the process Xt solving the SDE (1.1) has also been studied in the
case f “ ∇H, and the “unconstrained” case in which f has both potential and solenoidal parts.
In the potential case, the critical scaling for the covariance is the same as in (1.3)—so f is essen-
tially the gradient of the LGF mollified on the unit scale. This model was analyzed heuristically
in [FFQ`85, KLY85, Fis84, BCGLD87], with the prediction of subdiffusive behavior due to trap-
ping: t´1E

“

E0r|Xt|
2s
‰

» t´ν for some ν ă 1. The only rigorous result, to our knowledge, was proved
in [BDG20], where it was shown that the exit time from a large ball of a two dimensional discrete
version of this process has a subdiffusive scaling. For the unconstrained model, in which f is a vec-
tor white noise mollified on the unit scale, the prediction in [FFQ`85, KLY85, Fis84, BCGLD87]
depends on dimension: in d ą 2, one expects a diffusive scaling, as well as in d “ 2 for weak
disorder (when f is also small). These predictions were rigorously confirmed in the case d ą 2 for
weak disorder in [BK91, SZ06].

In the following two subsections, we introduce the precise assumptions and state our main
results. In Section 1.4, we present an informal, heuristic argument for the superdiffusive scaling
observed in Theorem A and, in Section 1.5, we give a detailed outline of the rigorous arguments
we use in this paper to formalize these heuristics.

1.2. Quantitative homogenization. The diffusion process described by (1.1) is Feller, as we
show in Appendix B. Feller processes are uniquely characterized by their infinitesimal generators
(see [Kal02, Lemma 19.5]), and therefore any statement concerning a family of Feller processes
can in principle be translated into an equivalent statement about their generators. For example,
a sequence of Feller processes converges to a limit if and only if their corresponding generators
converge: see [Kal02, Theorem 19.25] for the precise statement. This allows us to rephrase the
invariance principle asserted in Theorem A as a statement about homogenization of elliptic partial
differential operators.

The infinitesimal generator of the diffusion process described by (1.1) is the elliptic operator L
given by

Lu “ ν∆u` f ¨ ∇u . (1.11)

We start by writing L as a purely second-order operator in divergence form,

Lu “ ∇ ¨
`

νId ` k
˘

∇u ,

where k is the matrix potential or stream matrix for f . That is, k is an anti-symmetric d-by-d
matrix satisfying ∇ ¨ k “ f . In our setup, the matrix k is a random field which is not stationary:

4The first arXiv version of [CMOW23] contains quenched estimates for infrared cutoffs of the vector field. However,
these estimates are not shown to be valid on scales below that of the cutoff, and as such do not provide quenched
information about the original process.
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like the log-correlated Gaussian field, only its gradient is stationary. We define the matrix-valued
random field apxq by

apxq “ νId ` kpxq , (1.12)

so that we can simply write L “ ∇ ¨ a∇. The first statement in Theorem A is a consequence of
a stronger, more quantitative statement about the large-scale behavior of L, which is stated in
Theorem B below.

If the stream matrix k were a stationary function with finite second moment, then classical
homogenization theory would immediately imply that L homogenizes in the large scale limit to
a deterministic and constant-coefficient elliptic operator of the form L “ ∇ ¨ a∇. We would
consequently obtain an invariance principle for the process tXtu with diffusivity given by (twice) the
symmetric part of a and, in particular, we would observe the usual diffusive scaling E0r|Xt|

2s » t.
It is because the stream matrix k is not bounded that superdiffusivity is possible; however, this
unboundedness brings the problem outside the realm of standard homogenization theory.

Nevertheless, in this article we demonstrate that this superdiffusivity can be analyzed using
iterative quantitative homogenization. We prove that, on length scales of order 3m, the operator L
can be approximated (in the sense of homogenization, with estimates that are quenched) by the
operator Lm “ sm∆, where the renormalized diffusivity sm ą 0 is close to p2c˚ log 3

mq
1{2 for a

special constant c˚ ą 0.

To prove this, we must directly confront the fact that the oscillation of the stream matrix
necessarily diverges as a function of the length scale. This necessitates flexible analytic arguments
which do not degenerate at each step: the conclusions we obtain at one scale must be just as
strong as our assumption at the previous, smaller scale. This requires ideas and results from the
quantitative homogenization theory developed for high contrast coefficient fields in our companion
paper [AK24b].

We next introduce the general assumptions we work with throughout the paper. We take the
stream matrix k, not the vector field f , as the given random field. We assume that it is given by
the formal sum

kpxq “

8
ÿ

n“0

jnpxq , (1.13)

where tj0, j1, j2, . . . , u is a sequence of Rd–stationary random fields5, valued in the set Rdˆd
skew of anti-

symmetric d-by-d matrices with real entries, with law P and corresponding expectation denoted
by E, satisfying the following assumptions:

(J1) The field jn has range of dependence 3n
?
d.

(J2) For each A,B Ď N with A X B ‰ ∅, the subcollections tjn : n P Au and tjn : n P Bu are
independent.

(J3) Local regularity: with probability one, jn belongs to the space C1,1
loc pRd;Rdˆd

skewq of anti-
symmetric matrices with entries which belong to C1,1pBrq for every r ą 0, and

P
”

}jn}L8p□nq `
?
d3n}∇jn}L8p□nq ` d32n}∇2jn}L8p□nq ą t

‰

ď expp´t2q @t P r1,8q . (1.14)

(J4) Dihedral symmetry: the joint law of tjnunPN is invariant under negation, reflections and
permutations across the coordinate planes. That is, for every matrix R with exactly one ˘1

5The Rd–stationary assumption can be replaced by Zd–stationary with minimal notational changes.
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in each row and column and 0s elsewhere, the law of the conjugated sequence tRtjnpR¨qRunPN
is the same as that of tjnunPN, and the law of the sequence t´jnunPN is the same as that
of tjnunPN.

6

(J5) Non-degeneracy: there exist constants c˚, Ă P p0,8q such that, for everym,n P N with n ă m
and e P BB1,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∇∆´1

ˆ

∇ ¨

m
ÿ

l“n`1

jle

˙

p0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff

´ c˚plog 3qpm´ nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ă . (1.15)

Throughout, we denote the law of tjnunPN by P and the corresponding expectation by E.
Strictly speaking, the sum on the right side of (1.13) is divergent. To be more precise, we should

define instead

kpxq ´ kpyq “

8
ÿ

n“0

`

jnpxq ´ jnpyq
˘

, (1.16)

which does converge and is stationary. Indeed, by (J3) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, |jnpxq´jnpyq|

is almost surely summable in n. Similarly, ∇k is a well-defined stationary field.

We introduce the divergence-free vector field

fpxq :“ p∇ ¨ kqpxq “

8
ÿ

n“0

p∇ ¨ jnqpxq , (1.17)

which is also unambiguously defined. Notice that the incompressibility condition ∇ ¨ f “ 0 is
immediate from the assumed anti-symmetry of each jn.

As mentioned above, the main example we have in mind is of an anti-symmetric matrix with
entries obtained from independent copies of a log-correlated Gaussian field (LGF), mollified on
the unit scale. In dimensions d ě 2, the LGF is the (generalized) Gaussian random field on Rd
characterized by

cov
“

ph, ϕ1q, ph, ϕ2q
‰

“

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

´
d|B1|

p2πqd
log |x´ y|ϕ1pxqϕ2pyq dx dy , (1.18)

where ϕ1, ϕ2 are compactly supported smooth functions with
ş

Rd ϕ1 “
ş

Rd ϕ2 “ 0. In the two-
dimensional case, this coincides with the Gaussian free field. That the LGF acts only on mean-zero
test functions is a reflection of the fact that it is defined only modulo additive constants. For
the reader’s convenience, we give an explicit construction of the log-correlated Gaussian field in
Appendix A, where we also check that the anti-symmetric matrix-valued field with entries which
are obtained from independent copies of the log-correlated Gaussian field, mollified on the unit
scale, satisfy the assumptions (J1)–(J5) above with c˚ given by (1.7).7

The limit in (1.4) says that the rescaled process tXε
t u, defined for each ε ą 0 by

Xε
t :“ εX t

ε2p8c2˚| log ε|q1{2
, (1.19)

6In even dimensions, the negation assumption is redundant.
7Conversely, the assumptions (J1) and (J3) imply that the correlations of k are at most log-correlated, and the

non-degeneracy condition (J5) can be seen as a weak, double-sided log-correlation bound. We work with these general
assumptions to make it clear that we do not use Gaussianity, nor the precise covariance structure of the log-correlated
Gaussian field. Furthermore, it will become clear from the proof of that the right side of (1.14) can be relaxed to
allow for distributions with fatter tails, and the assumption (1.15) can be tailored to other situations with stronger
or weaker correlations (resulting in faster or slower superdiffusivity).
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converges in law, as ε Ñ 0, to a Brownian motion. The infinitesimal generator of (1.19) is the
operator Lε of Xε

t given by

Lε “
1

2

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{2∇ ¨

`

νId ` kε
˘

∇ , where kεpxq :“ k
`

x{ε
˘

. (1.20)

Since the infinitesimal generator of Brownian motion is 1
2∆, we should expect the limit in (9.2) to

be equivalent to an appropriate statement concerning the convergence of Lε to 1
2∆, in the limit

as ε Ñ 0. The following is a quantitative version of such a statement with an essentially sharp
bound on the error.

Theorem B (Quantitative homogenization). Let α, β P p0, 1s with β ` 2α ă 1 and U Ď Rd be a
smooth, bounded domain. There exists a random variable Z and a constant C ă 8, each depending
on pU, β, α, c˚, ν, dq, satisfying

P
“

Z ě ξ
‰

ď C exp
`

´C´1plog ξqβ
˘

, @ξ P r1,8q , (1.21)

such that, for every ε P p0, 1{2s with ε´1 ě Z and functions f P L8pUq and g P W 1,8pUq if we
let uε, uhom P H1pUq denote the solutions of the boundary value problems

#

´
`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{2∇ ¨

`

νId ` kε
˘

∇uε “ f in U ,

uε “ g on BU ,
and

#

´ ∆uhom “ f in U ,

uhom “ g on BU ,
(1.22)

then we have the estimate

›

›uε ´ uhom
›

›

L8pUq
`
“

∇uε ´ ∇uhom
‰

H´1pUq
`

„

νId ` kε ´ pkεqU

p2c2˚| log ε|q1{2
∇uε ´ ∇uhom

ȷ

H´1pUq

ď | log ε|´α
`

}∇g}L8pUq ` }f}L8pUq

˘

. (1.23)

We will show in Section 9 that Theorem B implies each of the assertions in Theorem A.

The estimate for the latter two quantities on the left side of (1.23) quantify the weak convergence
in L2pUq, as ε Ñ 0, of the gradients and fluxes of the solutions uε to their homogenized limits.

The random variable Z in Theorem B quantifies the lower bound on the scale separation ratio
required for homogenization. Observe that the estimate (1.21) on Z is very weak: it does not
give any positive moments for Z, since β ă 1. This differs substantially from the typical case
in quantitative homogenization theory, where one obtains very strong, exponential moments for
minimal scales (see for instance [AK24a]). The very weak estimate we observe here is not an
artifact of our proof, but is an intrinsic feature of the model. In fact, we expect that the stochastic
integrability witnessed in (1.21) is essentially optimal.

We also expect that the scaling of the error in (1.23), namely | log ε|´
1
2

`, is nearly sharp. To
see this, observe first that no convergence rate better than | log ε|´1 is possible, due to scaling (just

compare the solutions of the first problem in (1.22) with ε and ε{2). To see that | log ε|´
1
2 should

be sharp, observe that resampling the fields jk for k ě | log3 ε| ´ 10 will perturb the flux or the

gradient of the solution uε by at least Op| log ε|´
1
2 q.

Theorem B is the first iterative homogenization result in the random setting. All previous results
to our knowledge, either qualitative or quantitative, observe homogenization after essentially a finite
scale separation. In contrast, the emergence of superdiffusivity is the result of an infinite cascade
of enhancements of the diffusivity due to advection. The proof therefore requires quantitative
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homogenization machinery to be invoked repeatedly across an infinite number of geometric scales
(this is explained in more detail in Subsections 1.4 and 1.5 below). This kind of phenomenon is
expected to occur in many problems in statistical physics, including field theory and turbulence, in
which one observes the divergence of correlation length scales. Since such critical phenomena are
notoriously difficult to analyze rigorously, we expect that the methods developed in this paper to
prove Theorem B will be of wider interest beyond the particular problem considered here.

We also mention recent related works [AV23, BSW23] in which a multiscale, incompressible
vector field is constructed by hand, using periodic ingredients, in such a way that the corresponding
drift-diffusion equation can be analyzed by iterative quantitative homogenization. The solutions
are shown to exhibit anomalous diffusion, which is a stronger form of superdiffusivity than the
one observed here. The analysis in these papers rely on the periodic structure to obtain stronger
quantitative homogenization estimates than what is available in the random setting. The tradeoff
is that the vector fields in these explicit constructions are less generic, in a statistical sense, than
the one considered here.

1.3. Liouville theorems and large-scale regularity. The behavior of a Markov process is
inextricably linked to the properties of the L-harmonic functions associated to its infinitesimal
generator L. Of particular importance are estimates on the regularity of L-harmonic functions.
We next present statements giving large-scale C0,γ and C1,γ estimates exhibiting the superdiffusive
scaling, as well as associated Liouville-type classifications of L-harmonic functions with strictly
sublinear and, respectively, subquadratic growth at infinity.

To see why some regularity estimate is necessary for the invariance principle, note that a
quenched invariance principle requires pointwise homogenization in L8. Since homogenization
estimates are naturally obtained with L2 spatial integrability, an L8 estimate like the one in
Theorem B is typically proved by combining an L2 estimate with some uniform equicontinuity
of the sequence tuεuεą0 . Conversely, by [Kal02, Theorem 19.25], a quenched invariance principle
actually implies equicontinuity. This kind of regularity estimate is not true deterministically and
cannot be obtained by quoting classical elliptic theory since the equation for uε becomes highly
singular and degenerate as ε Ñ 0 (e.g., the De Giorgi-Nash estimates do not apply).

The importance of the regularity theory is not limited to its use as a technical tool to obtain
Theorem A from Theorem B. In fact, the regularity theory presented here plays a central role in
the paper, and without it we would be unable to prove even an L2 version of Theorem B, or to
obtain the sharp asymptotic growth of the renormalized diffusivities. Indeed, it is the engine that
allows us to formalize the heuristic renormalization group argument outlined below in Section 1.4.

The first regularity statement we present is a large-scale Hölder C0,γ-type estimate, for γ ă 1.
It states that the oscillation of a solution in a ball decays at a rate consistent with Hölder continuity,
as one decreases the radius of the ball from a large macroscopic scale down to a random minimal
scale. This is paired with a Liouville-type result, which asserts that the only solutions which
grow like Op|x|γq for γ ă 1 as |x| Ñ 8 are constants. The latter should be regarded as a soft,
infinite-volume, qualitative version of the former.

Here and throughout the paper we denote volume-normalized integrals and Lp norms by

´

ż

U
fpxq dx :“

1

|U |

ż

U
fpxq dx and }f}LppUq :“

´

´

ż

U
|fpxq|p dx

¯1{p

.

Theorem C (Large-scale C0,γ estimate). For each γ, σ P p0, 1q, there exists Cpγ, σ, ν, c˚, dq ă 8

and a nonnegative random variable X satisfying

P
“

X ą t
‰

ď C exp
`

´C´1plog tqσ
˘

, (1.24)
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such that the following statements are valid.

1. Liouville theorem. Almost surely with respect to P, if u P H1
locpRdq satisfies

´∇ ¨ a∇u “ 0 in Rd and lim inf
rÑ8

r´γ}u}L2pBrq “ 0 , (1.25)

then u is constant.

2. Large-scale C0,γ estimate. For every R ě X , f P L8pBRq and solution u P H1pBRq of the
equation

´∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in BR , (1.26)

we have, for every r P rX , R{2s, the estimate

}u´ puqBr}L8pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯γ´

}u´ puqBR
}L2pBRq ` plogRq´1{2R2}f}L8pBRq

¯

. (1.27)

The restriction γ ă 1 is sharp in the sense that the statement for γ “ 1 is false. Indeed, as
explained below, a large-scale C0,1 estimate of this type would be inconsistent with superdiffusivity,
and the best that one could hope for in our setting is a 4

?
log-Lipschitz type estimate (see Con-

jecture E below). This is in contrast to the case of uniformly elliptic homogenization, in which a
large-scale C0,1 estimate is valid (cf. [AK24a, Theorem 1.21]). See the introduction of [AV23] for
more discussion on the necessary trade-off between regularity of the solutions and the strength of
superdiffusivity.

The factor plogRq´1{2R2 multiplying the norm of f in (1.27) differs from the usual factor of R2

found in elliptic estimates. The extra factor of plogRq´1{2 reflects the superdiffusive scaling, and
ensures that the rescaled equation in (1.22) will have uniform bounds in ε. As part of our analysis
we will coarse-grain the Caccioppoli and Poincaré inequalities and obtain roughly that, for some
random minimal scale X and all solutions u of (1.26) on scales r ě X , we have

}u´ puqBr}L2pBrq À
rν1{2

plog rq
1{4

}∇u}L2pBrq `
r2

plog rq
1{2

}f}L2˚ pBrq , (superdiffusive Poincaré)

rν1{2

plog rq
1{4

}∇u}L2pBrq À }u´ puqB2r}L2pB2rq `
r2

plog rq
1{2

}f}L2pB2rq . (superdiffusive Caccioppoli)

See Lemmas 8.6 and 9.7 for the precise statements. In particular, the bound (1.27) implies

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pBrq ď C

´ r

R

¯γ´1´

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pBRq ` plogRq´1{4R}f}L8pBRq

¯

, (1.28)

where we have removed the logarithmic factors by slightly adjusting the parameter γ. This estimate
does appear to have the usual elliptic scaling, but the superdiffusive scaling is hiding in these coarse-
grained (“superdiffusive”) Caccioppoli and Poincaré inequalities.

The estimate (1.27) in Theorem C is not strong enough to imply an estimate on the actual
(pointwise) Hölder seminorm of a solution. While we do not know if such an estimate is true,
we suspect not. Pointwise bounds are typically obtained from large-scale regularity estimates by
covering the domains with balls of the form BX pyqpyq, where X pyq is the minimal scale for the
environment centered at y, and then applying local estimates (such as Schauder or De Giorgi-
Nash) in each of these balls. Carrying this out requires an estimate of the maximum of the X pyq’s,
which is typically obtained by a union bound. The difficulty in our setting is that the stochastic
integrability of the minimal scale X in (1.24) is very weak: since σ ă 1, we have no positive moment
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bounds on X , only stretched exponential moments for logX . This restricts our ability to make use
of union bounds.

What we can derive from Theorem C, which suffices for the pointwise L8 estimate in Theorem B,
and thus the invariance principle, is a Hölder estimate down to a certain mesoscopic scale which
implies uniform equicontinuity for sequences of solutions uε of (1.22). As explained in more detail
below—see the discussion leading to (1.58)— a solution uε of the first problem in (1.22) satisfies,
for all s ą 0 and V with V Ď U and small ε ą 0 (smaller than a random ε0),

}uε ˚ η| log ε|´s}C0,αpV q ď C
`

}g}L8pUq ` }f}L8pUq

˘

,

where the constant C depends on the subdomain V in addition to pU,α, c˚, ν, dq and tηrurą0 is the
standard mollifier. We do not possess continuity estimates on the solutions uε on scales smaller than
a power of | log ε|´1, and we in fact expect the solution to have wild, “intermittent” behavior on
such scales which can be highly localized in space (and will be localized in the regions corresponding
to large values of the random variable X in Theorem C).

Our next main result is a large-scale C1,γ regularity estimate, which can be considered as a next-
order analogue of Theorem C. We denote, for γ P p0, 1q, the linear subspace of ApRdq consisting of
functions which grow like op|x|1`γq as |x| Ñ 8 by

A1`γpRdq :“
!

u P ApRdq : lim sup
rÑ8

r´p1`γq}u}L2pBrq ă 8

)

. (1.29)

The next theorem asserts that the vector space A1`γpRdq has dimension 1 ` d, the same as the
dimension of affine functions; and, secondly, that an arbitrary element of ApBRq with R large
can be approximated by an element of A1`γpRdq, on all smaller balls down to a random minimal
scale, with the same precision as observed in the approximation of a harmonic function by an affine
function.

Theorem D (Large-scale C1,γ estimate). Let γ, σ P p0, 1q and 0 ă α ă 1
2p1 ´ σq. There exists a

constant Cpα, γ, σ, ν, c˚, dq ă 8 and a nonnegative random variable X satisfying

P
“

X ą t
‰

ď C exp
`

´C´1plog tqσ
˘

(1.30)

such that the following statements are valid.

1. Liouville theorem. Almost surely with respect to P, the space A1`γpRdq has dimension 1 ` d
and does not depend on γ.

2. Flatness at every scale. For every 0 ă α ă 1
2p1 ´ σq, ϕ P A1`γpRdq and r ě X , we have

inf
ePRd

}ϕ´ ℓe ´ pϕqBr}L2pBrq ď Cplog rq´α}ϕ}L2pBrq . (1.31)

3. Large-scale C1,γ estimate. For each R P rX ,8q and u P ApBRq, there exists ϕ P A1`γpRdq

such that
}∇u´ ∇ϕ}L2pBrq ď C

´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq , @r P rX , Rq . (1.32)

In light of the first statement of theorem, we henceforth drop the γ and denote A1`γpRdq

by A1pRdq.

In the case of stationary uniformly elliptic equations, a large-scale C1,γ estimate similar to the
statement of Theorem D is valid (see [GNO20] or [AK24a, Theorem 1.21]) and plays a central role
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in the theory of quantitative homogenization. In that case, the space A1pRdq consists of solutions
which can be written as an affine function plus a stationary corrector which is strictly sublinear
at infinity. In particular, each of these solutions grows like a particular affine function and has a
gradient which is stationary; unlike in our setting, the “flatness at every scale” assertion (1.31) is
valid with a slope e that is independent of the scale r. Consequently there exists a canonical linear
isomorphism from A1pRdq{R to Rd, that is, the isomorphism respects stationarity.

The space A1pRdq in our setting has very different behavior. The vector e attaining the infimum
in (1.31) cannot be selected independently of the scale r. That is, while the elements of A1pRdq

will indeed be flat at every scale as (1.31) asserts, they will have different slopes at different scales.
As a consequence, the individual elements of A1pRdq do not have stationary gradients and there is
no canonical (stationary) isomorphism from A1pRdq{R to Rd.

Indeed, if errϕs P Rd attains the infimum in (1.31), then we should expect errϕs to be related
to the energy of ϕ in Br and the effective diffusivity rsr at scale r by

ν}∇ϕ}2
L2pBrq

« rsr|errϕs|2 , (1.33)

up to a small error, we will in fact prove (1.33) (see (5.13) and (5.69)). Meanwhile, the main results
in the present work assert that rsr « p2c˚ log rq

1{2. Now, if ∇ϕ was a stationary field with bounded
second moment, then errϕs would converge as r Ñ 8 to the expectation of ∇ϕp0q, by the ergodic
theorem, and the left side of (1.33) would also be independent of r in expectation. This is clearly
inconsistent with rsr » plog rq

1{2.

This reasoning suggests that the size of the “slope” of an element ϕ P A1pRdq in a ball Br should

scale with the radius r like |errϕs| » rs
´1{4
r » p2c˚ log rq´1{4, leading us to the following conjecture.

Conjecture E. For every element ϕ P A1pRdq, the energy density ν|∇ϕ|2 is a stationary field.
Moreover, if errϕs P Rd attains the infimum in (1.31), then

lim
rÑ8

|errϕs|

p2c˚ log rq´1{4
“ E

“

ν|∇ϕ|2
‰1{2

. (1.34)

If Conjecture E is true, then it is immediate from (1.31) that every nonconstant element ϕ
of A1pRdq grows like |x|plog |x|q´1{4. Combining this with the first statement of Theorem D,
we would deduce that the equation has no solutions which grow at least linearly but at most
like Op|x|1`γq for γ ă 1. It can also be combined with the third statement of Theorem D to obtain
a large-scale 4

?
log-Lipschitz estimate, which would evidently be the sharp estimate (in view of the

second statement of the conjecture).

We offer a second but related conjecture about the scaling limit of the vector space A1pRdq.

Conjecture F. Given e P Rd with |e| “ 1 and r ě X , let ϕe,r denote the unique element of A1pRdq

satisfying errϕe,rs “ e. Then we have that the vector field

p2c˚ log rq
1{2p∇ϕe,r ´ eqpr¨q

converges in law (with respect to the topology of distributions), jointly with respect to e, to the
random field ∇∆´1p∇ ¨ keq, with additive constant chosen so that its average vanishes in B1.

12



1.4. Heuristic arguments for the superdiffusive scaling. The logarithmic divergence of the
diffusivity in Theorems A and B is a result of an accumulation of smaller enhancements of diffusivity
due to advection, iterated across many length scales. We formalize this by tracking the change in
the effective diffusivity between successive scales, as a function of the scale. This subsection contains
an informal description of this strategy and a more detailed outline appears in Section 1.5 below.

The vector field f in (1.17) is the sum of vector fields ∇ ¨ jn, each of which has size 3´n and
inverse frequencies (wavelengths) of order 3n. It follows that, for times t ! 32n, the vector field ∇¨jn
has a small relative effect on the position Xt of the particle. As time grows, the particle “sees”
more and more of the terms ∇ ¨ jn. Each such term enhances the effective diffusivity of the particle,
which should thus be viewed as a function of the scale.

This story can be told in the language of homogenization, in terms of the infinitesimal generator
of the diffusion process, which is

L “ ∇ ¨
`

νId ` k
˘

∇ . (1.35)

For each n P N, on length scales much smaller than 3n, the matrix jn is nearly a constant, by (1.14).
Since adding a constant anti-symmetric matrix to the divergence in L leaves L unchanged, we deduce
that

L « ∇ ¨

´

νId `

n
ÿ

k“0

jk

¯

∇ “: Ln on length scales smaller than 3n. (1.36)

The operator Ln is called the infrared cutoff of L on scale 3n, and it has range of dependence of
order 3n, by assumption (J1). By classical homogenization theory, the operator Ln is close to a
constant-coefficient, deterministic operator Ln on length scales much larger than 3n:

Ln « Ln “: sn∆ on length scales larger than 3n. (1.37)

The dihedral symmetry assumption (J4) ensures that Ln is a multiple of the Laplacian, and we
define the constant sn ą 0 to be this multiple. It is natural to expect that coarse-graining on a
smaller scale to (approximately) commute with taking an infrared cutoff on a larger scale. Indeed,
adding a constant anti-symmetric matrix commutes with homogenization, and the larger scale
matrices are approximately constant on smaller scales. This leads to the ansatz

L « ∇ ¨

´

snId `

8
ÿ

k“n`1

jk

¯

∇ on length scales larger than 3n. (1.38)

In effect, the oscillations in the vector field on scales smaller than 3n have been integrated out,
becoming part of the diffusion matrix, which has increased its value from ν to sn. This process can
be iterated, resulting in a reverse cascade of homogenization. Quantifying the increase in diffusivity
between successive scales leads to an approximate recurrence relation for sn which allows us to
compute, to leading order, its growth rate.

This heuristic is not new. It is a renormalization group argument that is present in some form
in the papers [FNS77, FFQ`85, KLY85, Fis84, AN84, BCGLD87, Fan98], with [Fan98] being the
closest to our discussion here. It is also similar to the heuristics presented in [CMOW23] and
in [AV23], which considers a different but related problem.

There are however several difficulties in passing from (1.36) and (1.37) to the conclusion (1.38),
stemming from a lack of scale separation and a large ellipticity contrast in the diffusion matrices.8

8These difficulties can, to a certain extent, be circumvented if one is after annealed as opposed to quenched
estimates. Our discussion here is oriented toward the latter.

13



An assumption of scale separation was implicit in passing from (1.36) & (1.37) to (1.38). Indeed,
this implication relies on the “macroscopic” part of the vector field, represented by

ř8
k“n`1 jk, not

affecting the homogenization of the “microscopic” scales, i.e., the range of dependence of Ln.
However, this is clearly a tenuous assumption, since jn`1 is active on scale 3n`1, which is only a
factor of three more than the microscopic scale.

This difficulty is compounded by the large ellipticity contrast of the operator Ln: the ratio of
its ellipticity constants in a cube of size 3n is typically of order ν´2n2.

This is where we crucially rely on the high contrast quantitative homogenization theory devel-
oped in [AK24b]. The results in [AK24b] assert that the critical length scale of homogenization
is at most exppCplogΘq3qq times the correlation length scale of the coefficients, where Θ is the
ellipticity ratio of the field. In our setting, this says that Ln should homogenize by at most length
scale 3n`Cplognq3 . We can therefore update (1.37) to the more precise claim that, for some q ă 8,

Ln « Ln “: sn∆ on length scales larger than 3n`Cplognqq . (1.39)

The problem of scale separation will be fixed by arguing that the error due to the overlapping
scales near 3n is much smaller than the size of sn. Indeed, if we can show that sn Ñ 8 as n Ñ 8

at a sufficiently fast rate, then we can neglect the contribution of jk for k in a large interval and
make a small relative error. Using this idea, we will eventually show that the homogenization
approximation in (1.39) is actually valid on scales below 3n:

Ln « Ln “: sn∆ on length scales larger than 3n´nδ
, for every δ P p0, 1{2q. (1.40)

This requires a lower bound on sn of n1{2plog nq´ξ for some exponent ξ ă 8, which is achieved by
a crude and less precise version of the argument which is to follow.

To obtain the recurrence relation, we use (1.40) to obtain roughly that

Ln`k « Ln`k « ∇ ¨

´

snId ` pjn`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` jn`kq

¯

∇

“ sn∇ ¨

´

Id ` s´1
n pjn`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` jn`kq

¯

∇ . (1.41)

Since sn Á n1{2plog nq´ξ, for fixed k ! nδ for δ P p0, 1{2q and large enough n we have

s´1
n pjn`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` jn`kq À k

1{2s´1
n » k

1{2n´1{2plog nqξ ! n´ 1
4 . (1.42)

The operator on the right side of (1.41) can therefore be analyzed by perturbative arguments which
yield an asymptotic expansion of its homogenized matrix. Indeed, in Section 7.3 we show is that if δ
is a small anti-symmetric matrix-valued random field satisfying the dihedral symmetry assumption,
then

∇ ¨
`

Id ` δ
˘

∇ homogenizes to s∆ , where s “ 1 ` E
“

|∇∆´1∇ ¨ δe1|2p0q
‰

`O
`

}δ}4
˘

.

The assumption (J5) tells us that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E
“

|∇∆´1∇ ¨ δe1|2p0q
‰

´ kc˚ log 3
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ă , where δ “ s´1

n pjn`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` jn`kq .

We deduce that, for k ! nδ with δ P p0, 1{2q,

sn`k “ sn
`

1 ` kpc˚ log 3qs´2
n

˘

`OpĂs´1
n q . (1.43)
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A simple analysis of this recurrence gives that

sn
?
2c˚ log 3n

Ñ 1 as n Ñ 8 . (1.44)

To obtain this precise growth rate, we need to make k, the number of scales in our recurrence step,
large enough that the increment in the recurrence (1.43) dominates the error on the right side. By
quantifying this idea we are able to obtain a convergence rate for this limit, which is stated below
in Theorem 7.1.

With the sharp asymptotics of sn, we can return to (1.36) and (1.40) to conclude that

L «
a

2c˚ log 3n∆ on length scales between 3n´nδ
and 3n.

This tells us that the original process tXtu behaves, on length scales between 3n´nδ
and 3n, like

a Brownian motion with covariance
?
8c˚ log 3n. In other words, the rescaled process Xε

t defined
in (1.19) should be close to a Brownian motion.

1.5. An outline of the rigorous proof. In this subsection we explain how the informal heuristics
above are formalized and give a detailed overview of the structure of the proofs of Theorems A
and B. Rather than attempt to directly iterate homogenization of the operators Ln defined in (1.36),
we instead analyze the asymptotics of certain (quenched) quantities which we regard as representing
the effective diffusion matrix at different length scales. We call these quantities the coarse-grained
diffusion matrices of the diffusion matrix νId ` k. They are the same objects central to the theory
of quantitative homogenization, having been first introduced in that context (see [AK24a, Chapter
5] and the references therein).

As recalled in Section 2, below, we define, for each cube □ Ď Rd and coefficient field apxq,
a dual pair of symmetric matrices sp□q and s˚p□q, and another matrix kp□q. We think of sp□q

and s˚p□q as representing two competing notions of the “symmetric part of the effective diffusion
matrix in □” and kp□q as representing the anti-symmetric part. The two symmetric matrices are
ordered: they satisfy s˚p□q ď sp□q, and the error in certain “coarse-graining estimates” will become
small when the difference sp□q ´ s˚p□q is small. We therefore regard rs˚p□q ` kp□q, sp□q ` kp□qs

as a confidence interval for the effective diffusion matrix.9 There are also annealed versions of these
quantities defined below, which we denote by sp□q, s˚p□q and kp□q. As we will see in (2.71) below,
in our context we have, by symmetry, that kp□q “ 0.

The coarse grained diffusion matrices can be thought of as the coefficients of the corresponding
elliptic operator in a wavelet-type expansion. They organize and compress the information in the
full elliptic operator into discrete multiscale representatives. Indeed, quantitative estimates on
the coarse-grained matrices can be translated into estimates on the solutions. For instance, we will
deduce Theorem B as a consequence of the quantitative convergence of the coarse-grained matrices,
which roughly states that, for the coefficient field apxq “ νId `kpxq, we have that, for every α ą 0,

ˇ

ˇsp□mq ´ p2c˚plog 3qmq
1{2Id

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs˚p□mq ´ p2c˚plog 3qmq
1{2Id

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇkp□mq ´ pkq□m

ˇ

ˇ À mα . (1.45)

Here and throughout the paper, □m denotes the axis-aligned cube centered at the origin with side
length 3m defined by

□m :“
´

´
1

2
3m,

1

2
3m

¯d
.

9These coarse-grained diffusion matrices are related to, but different from, the quantity that Fannjiang proposes
to analyze in [Fan98] which he calls box diffusivity. In fact, his quantity lies in the interval rs˚pUq, spUqs.
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Figure 1.2: Outline of the proof.

As discussed above, the field νId ` kpxq is only defined modulo a constant anti-symmetric matrix.
The coarse-grained matrices inherit this property, and in fact the matrices spUq and s˚pUq do not
depend on the choice of the anti-symmetric matrix, while the matrix kpUq commutes with it. The
expressions on the left side of (1.45) are therefore unambiguously defined.

The quantitative bound (1.45) is a very precise estimate which will not be proved until the end
of Section 7. The rest of this discussion is an outline of its proof, illustrated in Figure 1.2, which
we organize into six main steps.

It is natural to work with infrared cutoffs of the field kp¨q and ap¨q, which are defined at scale 3L

with L P N by

kLpxq :“
L
ÿ

n“0

jnpxq , and aLpxq :“ νId ` kLpxq . (1.46)

We let sLp□q, sL,˚p□q and kLp□q be the associated coarse-grained matrices. As mentioned in
the informal heuristics section above (see the discussion below (1.37)), the infrared cutoff and
coarse-graining operations nearly commute with each other, provided that the scale of the cutoff is
larger than that of the coarse-graining—this follows from the fact that the coarse-grained matrices
commute with the addition of a constant anti-symmetric matrix and depend continuously on the
field. Using this we infer that the coarse-grained matrices of the original field (without cutoff)
inherit decorrelation properties from those of the cutoff fields (which by definition have finite range
dependence). The precise version of this estimate appears in Lemma 2.9, and we refer to this as the
localization property of the coarse-grained matrices. This localization property is important because
it says that the coarse-grained matrices have much better decorrelations than the logarithmic ones
of the coefficient field, allowing us to obtain quantitative homogenization estimates.

The relative error in the localization estimate involves the ratio of the size of the terms that are
removed, multiplied by the coarse-grained matrix s´1

˚ p□q. This is the term which appeared above
in (1.42) and, as discussed there, to estimate it effectively we need a lower bound on s˚p□q, which
is very close to sL,˚p□q if the size of □ is smaller than 3L.
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Step one: A suboptimal lower bound for sL,˚p□q. In Section 3, we prove a quenched lower bound
for sL,˚p□mq which states roughly that, for every L,m P N with L ě m Á 1,

s´1
L,˚p□mq À m´1{2plogmq7Id . (1.47)

The precise version of (1.47) is stated in Proposition 3.1. This estimate is a suboptimal lower
bound on the diffusivity which, like the annealed estimate (1.9), exhibits a rate of superdiffusivity
which is optimal up to a correction which is doubly logarithmic in the length scale.

The proof of (1.47) relies on special properties of the matrix quantity s´1
L,˚p□q. The argument

would not work if we attempted to substitute s´1
L,˚p□q with other notions of “diffusivity”, includ-

ing sLp□q.

The first step in the proof is to observe that (1.47) can be reduced to an annealed estimate,
using the localization of s˚ and another key property of s´1

˚ , namely subadditivity, which says
that s´1

˚ p□mq can be upper bounded by the sample mean of the s´1
˚ pz ` □nq’s over the partition

of □m of subcubes of size 3n. Due to the localization property, the sample mean will exhibit
stochastic cancellations and, as a result, we deduce strong one-sided control of the fluctuations
of s´1

˚ p□mq.

It therefore suffices to prove an annealed version of (1.47), which states that

s´1
L,˚p□mq À m´1{2plogmq

13{2 , (1.48)

where s´1
L,˚p□mq :“ E

“

s´1
L,˚p□mqs denotes the mean of s´1

L,˚p□mq. Note that s´1
L,˚p□mq is a scalar

matrix by the dihedral symmetry assumption, and so by abusing notation slightly we allow s´1
L,˚p□mq

to also denote a scalar.

To prove (1.48), we fix L P N and find a large sequence of successive length scales rm ´ 2h,ms

of length 2h ! L, with 0 ă L ´ m À logL, such that sL,˚p□kq does not change much (in ratio)
as we vary the parameter k P rm´ 2h,ms. Since the subadditivity of s´1

L,˚ implies that s´1
L,˚p□kq is

monotone nonincreasing in k and bounded from above by ν´1, such a scale m can be found using
a simple pigeonhole argument.

After identifying this range of good scales rm´2h,ms, we attempt to obtain quantitative homog-
enization estimates within it. That is, we start from scalem´2h and show that homogenization has
occurred before we reach scale m. The fact that sL,˚p□kq is essentially constant across this range
of scales ensures that its subadditivity is nearly additivity, and this provides us with additional
decorrelation on these scales, which is notably below the scale of the infrared cutoff. Consequently,
the fluctuations of the coarse-grained matrices sL,˚p□kq are relatively small, and so these matrices
are close to the same deterministic scalar matrix, namely sL,˚p□mq.

This allows us to commute the influence of the larger scale jk’s with the coarse-graining, giv-
ing us a rigorous version of (1.41) on this limited range of scales. We are therefore able to lower
bound sL,˚p□mq by the expected diffusivity enhancement due to these waves jk on the opera-
tor sL,˚p□mq∆. This (roughly) yields the bound

sL,˚p□mq Á s´1
L,˚p□mqh . (1.49)

The actual bound will have additional logarithmic factors, see (3.53). Since h can be taken to be
nearly the size of m, we obtain, up to these logarithmic factors,

s2L,˚p□mq Á m.
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This results in the bound (1.48), and the choice of m can be removed by using the monotonicity
of sL,˚p□mq in m, due to the subadditivity of s´1

L,˚.

Implementing this argument requires the application of quantitative homogenization estimates
for high contrast coefficient fields established in [AK24b] to the infrared cutoff field aL. This is
because the argument above does not really give the bound (1.49) directly, it actually gives instead

sLp□mq Á s´1
L,˚p□mqh . (1.50)

The estimates in [AK24b] state that the relative homogenization error becomes small after approxi-
mately Oplog3mq many geometric scales. This tells us that, if we impose the constraint h Á log3m
on the width of the interval of scales, then we can ensure that sLp□mq ď 2sL,˚p□mq. We then
obtain (1.49) from (1.50). The constraint h Á log3m is responsible for the additional logarithmic
factors mentioned above.

Step two: Quantitative homogenization on scales below the infrared cutoff. With a lower bound
for sL,˚ in hand, we turn our attention to the problem of lack of scale separation in Section 4 with
the goal of formalizing the vague statement (1.40). That is, we want to prove that, across a range of
scales strictly smaller than L, the operator ∇ ¨aL∇ is close to sL∆, where sL :“ limmÑ8 sL,˚p□mq.

The precise statement formalizing the closeness of the operators ∇ ¨ aL∇ to sL∆ is presented
in Proposition 4.1. It says roughly that the coarse-grained matrices satisfy

s´1
m

ˇ

ˇsLp□mq ´ sm
ˇ

ˇ ` s´1
m

ˇ

ˇsL,˚p□mq ´ sm
ˇ

ˇ ` s´1
m

ˇ

ˇkLp□mq
ˇ

ˇ À m´1{4`δ . (1.51)

This statement does not take the form of a traditional homogenization estimate, in which solutions
corresponding to the two operators are compared to one another. We can certainly obtain such a
statement as a consequence, and we will do so, but it is much more efficient to encode information
about the operator ∇ ¨aL∇ in the coarse-grained matrices themselves. The exponent 1{4 appearing
in (1.51) is not optimal, and will be improved later.

Since, for each fixed L P N, the field aL has a finite range of dependence, the quantitative
homogenization results of [AK24b] are applicable (see in particular [AK24b, Proposition 1.4]).
However, since the range of dependence of aL is of order 3L, these results will give us homogenization
only on scales larger than 3L. On the other hand, we learn from the localization estimates in
Section 2.5 that the operator ∇ ¨ aL∇ is a very good approximation of ∇ ¨ a∇ on scales a bit
smaller than 3L. It is therefore on length scales strictly below the infrared cutoff that quantitative
homogenization estimates would be most useful. Indeed, the main interest in an estimate like (1.51)
is when the scale parameter m is the range L´ C logL ă m ă L.

The main difficulty in proving homogenization estimates below the scale of the infrared cutoff
is due to the lack of good quantitative ergodicity of aL on these scales. On scales below L, the
field aL has essentially the same logarithmic correlations as the field without cutoff. The strategy
is to use the lower bound for sL,˚ in Proposition 3.1 and the special structure of the coarse-grained
coefficients to argue that, notwithstanding the lack of correlation decay of aL, the coarse-grained
matrices still possess sufficient correlation decay on scales larger than 3L´opLq. In other words,
coarse-graining reveals a hidden decorrelation structure. This will allow us to apply the results
of [AK24b] to obtain the desired homogenization estimates, since these results are applicable under
such weak mixing conditions.

Step three: Large-scale regularity theory. A bootstrap technique that is present in many works
in quantitative homogenization is to use a weak or suboptimal homogenization estimate to gain an
improvement of regularity, which is then used to obtain stronger (and often optimal) homogenization
estimates. This idea is crucial to the present work, as explained in the next step.
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In Section 5, we prove a conditional “black box” statement which asserts that any quenched
homogenization estimate, like the one in Proposition 4.1, yields, deterministically, a corresponding
statement about large-scale regularity. Since the estimate given in Proposition 4.1 is suboptimal,
this black box gives us a version of Theorem D with a slightly weaker exponent α. The exponent α
will be improved by reusing the black box, once the exponent in (1.51) has been improved from
almost 1{4 to almost 1{2—this is accomplished in Step four. We also prove a weaker version of
Theorem C (see the last statement of Proposition 5.7), which requires f “ 0 and has L2 spatial
integrability instead of L8 in (1.27).

The overall strategy for obtaining regularity statements from homogenization estimates is re-
viewed in [AKM19, Chapter 3]. Briefly, the idea is to approximate an arbitrary solution by harmonic
functions at each scale, and thereby deduce that the solution enjoys the same oscillation decay es-
timates as harmonic functions do, up to the homogenization error. These estimates can then be
iterated if the homogenization error is sufficiently small. To obtain Hölder C0,γ-type estimates, the
iteration can be closed if the homogenization error is a small enough constant, which is ensured by
the assumption in the black box statement.

The C1,γ estimate is the critical one for the bootstrap argument in the paper. It is more involved
than the Hölder estimate, and it differs substantially from the usual argument in uniformly elliptic
homogenization theory. There one uses the homogenization estimates to obtain bounds on the
flatness of corrected affines on all sufficiently large scales. Then, working with a modified notion
of excess10 in which affines are replaced by corrected affines, we obtain excess decay estimates for
general solutions from those of harmonic functions, once again up to the homogenization error.
These can then be iterated to give the desired C1,γ-type bound.

Unlike the case of uniformly elliptic equations, infinite-volume corrected affines do not exist in
our setting. They do however exist in finite volume, and the main additional difficulty in the proof
is to show that these finite-volume corrected affines are compatible with each other across different
scales. In other words, we need to show that each of the finite-volume correctors is close to an
affine at every scale, with the slope of the affine depending on the scale. This estimate, which we
call flatness at every scale, is proved as part of an induction argument which proves a finite-volume
version of the C1,γ estimate. This finite-volume estimate then implies the Liouville theorem which
allows us to upgrade the finite-volume C1,γ statement to an infinite-volume one.

Step four : Improved coarse-graining estimates. The homogenization error obtained in Step 2
is larger than the diffusivity enhancement we expect to observe in the recurrence relation (1.43).
This is not surprising, because we obtained the homogenization result by using the localization
estimate, which essentially discards the wavelengths responsible for the enhancement. In order to
prove the recurrence, we must sharpen the homogenization estimates so that the heuristic in (1.41)
can be formalized.

The homogenization error is captured by the sizes of the differences |ps ´ s˚qp□q| as well
as |kp□q ´ k| and |s˚p□q ´ s|. However, the real bottleneck which limits the convergence rate
is the first difference |ps ´ s˚qp□q|, which represents the size of the “confidence interval” for the
coarse-graining operation in □. We call this the coarse-graining error, and it is distinct from the
other two errors, whose sum we call the fluctuation error, which measures how close the coarse-
grained matrices are to a.

The coarse-graining error is usually much smaller than the fluctuation error, in fact it is typically
the square of the latter. The role of the coarse-graining error is fundamental in our approach as

10The excess of a given function u is usually defined as Epu, rq :“ infℓ }u ´ ℓ}L2pBrq, where the infimum is over all
affines ℓ. It measures the relative distance between a given function and the nearest affine.
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it is the basis of the rigorous renormalization group argument. We define, for each n P N, the
coarse-grained coefficient field pan at length scale 3n by

panpxq :“
ÿ

zP3nZd

a˚pz ` □nq1z`□npxq . (1.52)

where a˚p□q :“ ps˚ ´ ktqp□q. In fact, if we take a solution u of the equation and mollify it on
scale r ą 3n by considering u ˚ ηr, then u ˚ ηr will be a solution of the coarse-grained equation

´∇ ¨ pan∇pu ˚ ηrq “ ∇ ¨
`

Error
˘

,

where the divergence-form error on the right side is controlled—explicitly and deterministically—by
the coarse-graining error. Therefore, if the coarse-graining error can be made small, we can literally
coarse-grain the equation by replacing ap¨q by panp¨q. This brings us very close to formalizing the
informal heuristics in Section 1.4, as we will explain in the next step below.

The goal of Section 6 is to improve the coarse-graining error, so that it is much smaller than
the fluctuation error. The proof follows a renormalization argument which is presented in the
uniformly elliptic case in [AK24a, Section 6.2]. The idea is quite simple: the coarse-grained matrices
characterize an exact relation between the gradients and fluxes of certain solutions, and the large-
scale C1,γ estimate says that the gradients of arbitrary solutions are close to a certain d dimensional
family of solutions. This finite dimensionalizes the problem and restricts the pair sp□q and s˚p□q

to be closer to each other. This argument appears in Lemma 6.3, which is then post-processed into
a statement about weak norms of fluxes, presented in Proposition 6.6.

As a result of this analysis, we improve the homogenization error estimate stated roughly
in (1.51) to the (still roughly stated) estimate

s´1
m

ˇ

ˇsLp□mq ´ sm
ˇ

ˇ ` s´1
m

ˇ

ˇsL,˚p□mq ´ sm
ˇ

ˇ ` s´1
m

ˇ

ˇkLp□mq
ˇ

ˇ À m´1{2`δ , (1.53)

with the coarse-graining error improved to

s´1
m

ˇ

ˇsLp□mq ´ sL,˚p□mq
ˇ

ˇ ď m´1`δ . (1.54)

These estimates, which are optimal up to the small δ ą 0, are stated in Proposition 6.2. They also
allow us to deduce the full statement of Theorem D from the black box regularity statement proved
in Section 5.

Step five: The approximate recurrence relation and sharp superdiffusivity. The main goal of
Section 7 is to obtain the approximate recurrence relation informally stated in (1.43). The estimate,
which is stated precisely in Proposition 7.2, is roughly

ˇ

ˇsm`h ´ sm ´ c˚plog 3qs´1
m h

ˇ

ˇ À m´1{2`δ , (1.55)

where h P N is constrained to lie in the interval h P rmδ,m´δsms and δ ą 0 is arbitrary. Upon
iteration of (1.55) we obtain a quantitative version of (1.44), which says that

ˇ

ˇsm ´ p2c˚plog 3qmq
1{2
ˇ

ˇ À mδ .

See Theorem 7.1 for the precise statement. The proof of (1.55) is broken into two steps, which are
stated in Lemmas 7.3 and 7.4 and which are the focus of Subsections 7.2 and 7.3, respectively.

Lemma 7.3 says that the homogenized matrix for pam ` pkm`h ´ kmq is almost the same as the
homogenized matrix for am`h. The estimate is roughly that

ˇ

ˇsm`h ´ arpam ` pkm`h ´ kmqs
ˇ

ˇ À Cm´1{2`δ , (1.56)
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where ards denotes the homogenized matrix for a (stationary random) elliptic coefficient field dp¨q.
This formalizes (1.41) and says that the renormalization flow is indeed (almost) a semigroup! The
proof of this estimate is based on the improved fluctuation and coarse-graining inequalities (1.53)
and (1.54) obtained in the previous step, in the (stronger) form of weak norm estimates on the
fluxes (Proposition 6.6).

Lemma 7.4 asserts roughly that

ˇ

ˇa
“

pam ` pkm`h ´ kmq
‰

´
`

sm ` c˚plog 3qs´1
m h

˘ˇ

ˇ À m´1{2`δ . (1.57)

Observe that the combination of (1.56) and (1.57) imply (1.55). To prove (1.57), we first show
that, in the computation of arpam`pkm`h´kmqs, the coarse-grained field pam has small fluctuations
and therefore can be replaced by smId, up to a negligible error. Thus

a
“

pam ` pkm`h ´ kmq
‰

« a
“

sm
`

Id ` s´1
m pkm`h ´ kmq

˘‰

“ sma
“

Id ` s´1
m pkm`h ´ kmq

‰

.

By the assumption on h we have that the anti-symmetric field s´1
m pkm`h ´ kmq is much smaller

than s´1
m and thus can be treated as a perturbation of the identity. This perturbative problem is

quite simple and straightforward to analyze, as we can compare the correctors ϕe, which solve the
problem

´∇ ¨ pId ` δqpe` ∇ϕeq “ 0 in Rd,

to a solution of a problem with the Laplacian,

´∆χe “ ∇ ¨ pδeq in Rd .

To see that ∇ϕe should be close to ∇χe, we observe that the two equations coincide asides from the
extra term ∇ ¨ δ∇ϕe, which turns out to be small, |δ∇ϕe| » |δ|2. Since the homogenized matrix is
the mean of the energy of the corrector, we deduce that

e ¨ arId ` δse “ |e|2 `
@

|∇ϕe|2
D

« |e|2 `
@

|∇χe|2
D

.

Meanwhile, our assumption (J5) controls exactly the term appearing on the right,

@

|∇χe|2
D

» c˚plog 3qs´2
m |e|2h ,

and so, combining the above yields a
“

Id ` s´1
m pkm`h ´ kmq

‰

« Id ` c˚plog 3qs´2
m h. A careful

quantification of this argument gives us (1.57).

Step six : Pointwise homogenization estimates. The main purpose of Section 8 is to upgrade the
homogenization estimates from L2 to L8. This will allow us to complete the proof of Theorem B.
Note that such an upgrade of spatial regularity is also needed in the next step to prove the invariance
principle, Theorem A.

A common way to obtain pointwise homogenization estimates from L2 bounds is to obtain
uniform bounds in a stronger space—such as C0,γ—and then interpolate L8 between L2 and C0,γ .
In the case of uniformly elliptic equations, one can directly apply the De Giorgi-Nash Hölder
estimate.

The argument is not so simple in our case, since the equation is not uniformly elliptic. We
apply the large-scale regularity estimates to obtain a bound on the L2 oscillation of the solution uε

in every ball larger than | log ε|´q for any exponent q ă 8. We take such a large mesoscopic
scale because, in order to have such a regularity estimate, we need to cover the domain by a grid
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of balls Br{2pxiq which have radii r ě εX pxi{εq, where X pzq is the minimal scale for the large-
scale regularity estimates centered at the point z. These estimates are similar to Theorem C, but
have L2 type spatial integrability rather than L8. We use a union bound and a bound on X similar
to (1.24) to estimate the probability, for a given r, that such a covering is possible. The stochastic
integrability of (1.24) is however very weak. There will be r´d many balls, so for the union to yield
something useful, we require that r´dPrX ą ε´1rs ! 1. This is only possible if r " expp´pc log εqσq

for σ ă 1. Taking then rε :“ | log ε|´q is clearly fine, but we cannot take it to be as small as ε0.999.

The result of this argument is an estimate of the form

“

uε ˚ ηrε
‰

C0,γ À 1 , (1.58)

where tηrurą0 is the standard mollifier. In fact, we have (1.58) for γ “ 1 for such rε, as we will
prove in Proposition 8.7, which states roughly that, in every ball Brpxiq with r P rrε, 1s,

}uε ´ puεqBrpxiq}L2pBrpxiqq À r .

We then use the De Giorgi-Nash L8-L2 estimate with explicit prefactor constant depending on the
ellipticity ratio11 to take care of the smaller scales. Since the ellipticity of our equation is at most
of order ν´1| log ε|2 (by another union bound), we obtain

}uε ´ puεqBr{2pxiq}L8pBrpxiqq À
`

ν´1| log ε|2
˘

d
4 }uε ´ puεqBrpxiq}L2pBrpxiqq .

When combined with the previous display, we obtain, in light of the choice of r, that

›

›uε ˚ ηrε ´ uε
›

›

L8 À
`

ν´1| log ε|2
˘

d
4 r ď ν´ d

4 | log ε|´q` d
2 À | log ε|´1000 . (1.59)

after taking q ą d
2 `1000. The combination of (1.58) and (1.59) gives us the uniform equicontinuity

of tuεuεą0 and allows us to upgrade the homogenization estimates from L2 to L8 and complete the
proofs of Theorem B and C.

Step seven: Consequences for the diffusion process tXtu. It is a basic fact that convergence
of a sequence of Feller processes is equivalent to convergence of the corresponding infinitesimal
generators: see for instance [Kal02, Theorem 19.25]. More precisely, if Xε

t is a sequence of Feller
processes with infinitesimal generators Lε and Xt is a Feller process with generator L,

Xε
t ñ Xt ðñ Lε Ñ L

where we say that Lε Ñ L if, for every u P C8
c pRdq there exists a sequence uε P C8

c pRdq such that

uε Ñ u and Lεuε Ñ Lu ,

with respect to the local uniform topology. In our setting, the latter statement can be deduced
from Theorem B. Specifically, we let uε be the solution of the problem

Lεuε “ Lu in Rd

and obtain convergence of uε to u by approximation via the Dirichlet problem with zero boundary
conditions on a very large domain and applying Theorem B.

11The optimal constant for the L8-L2 estimate is known to be CΛ
d´1
4 , where Λ is ellipticity and C depends only

on d. This was proved recently by Bella and Schäffner [BS21]. We do not require such a precise estimate, and any of

the standard proofs of De Giorgi-Nash bounds, upon tracking the dependence of the constants, yield CΛ
d
4 . We will

use the latter estimate, since the precise exponent does not matter to us.
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The remaining step needed in the proof of the first part of Theorem A is to verify that tXε
t u

is Feller. This is, however, an immediate corollary of the generalized Nash-Aronson type upper
bound established in the appendix (see Corollary B.3).

To prove the convergence of the diffusivity t´1E0r|Xt|
2 stated in the second part of Theorem A,

we use Theorem B to find a solution uε of the equation

Lεuε “ 1

which is very close to the quadratic function Qpxq “ 1
2d |x|2. This allows us to compute, making a

small error due to the difference }uε ´Q}L8 ,

1

2d
BtE

0
“

|Xε
t |2

‰

“ BtE
0
“

QpXε
t q
‰

« BtE
0
“

uεpXε
t q
‰

“ E0
“

LεuεpXε
t q
‰

“ 1 .

Therefore, after integration, we deduce that

1

2d
E0

“

|Xε
t |2

‰

« t .

After rescaling this bound, using (1.19), we obtain that

E0
“

|Xε
t |2

‰

« 2dc˚plog tq
1{2 .

To make the above argument precise, we must work in a bounded domain. We do so by defining uε

to be the solution of the Dirichlet problem
#

´ Lεuε “ ´1 in B1 ,

uε “ Q on BB1 ,
(1.60)

and using a stopping time T εB1
, the first exit time of the process tXε

t u from the domain B1:

BtE
0
“

uεpXε
t^T ε

B1
q
‰

“ E0
“

LεuεpXε
t^T ε

B1
q1tT ε

B1
ątu

‰

“ P0
“

T εB1
ą t

‰

.

The previous computation can then be repeated as long as the first exit time T εB1
is larger than t

with high probability, and we should expect this to hold for times t ! 1. Upon undoing the scaling,
we obtain the estimates (1.5) and (1.6) stated in Theorem A for all times t.

The bulk of Section 9 is devoted to this exit time estimate. This is obtained by repackaging the
homogenization bounds for the Dirichlet problem into estimates on the resolvent which then in turn
give bounds on the parabolic initial-boundary value problem. Repeatedly iterating the parabolic
bounds allows us to deduce that the probability that Xε

t exits B1 before time plog tq´δ is extremely
small (see (9.23)).

1.6. Notation. The Euclidean norm on Rm is denoted by | ¨ |. We sometimes write r ^ s :“
mintr, su and r _ s :“ maxtr, su. The Hölder conjugate exponent of an exponent p P r1,8s is
denoted by p1, where p1 :“ ppp ´ 1q´1 if p ‰ 8 and p1 “ 1 otherwise. We let ℓepxq “ e ¨ x
denote the linear function with slope e P Rd. The distance between subsets A,B Ď Rd is denoted
by distpA,Bq :“ infxPA,yPB |x´y|. The set ofm-by-n matrices with real entries is denoted by Rmˆn.
If B P Rmˆn, then Bt is the transpose of B. The n-by-n identity matrix is written In. The
symmetric and anti-symmetric n-by-n matrices are denoted respectively by Rnˆn

sym and Rnˆn
skew. We

denote the Loewner ordering on Rnˆn
sym by ď; that is, ifA,B P Rnˆn

sym thenA ď B means thatB´A has
nonnegative eigenvalues. Unless otherwise indicated, the norm we use for Rmˆn, denoted by |A|,
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is the square root of the largest eigenvalue of AtA. The Lebesgue measure of a (measurable)
subset U Ď Rd is denoted by |U |. If V is a subset of Rd of codimension 1, such as the boundary BU
of a nice domain U , then |V | refers instead to the d ´ 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure of V . We
denote volume-normalized integrals and Lp norms for p P r1,8q by

pfqU :“ ´

ż

U
fpxq dx :“

1

|U |

ż

U
fpxq dx and }f}LppUq :“

´

´

ż

U
|fpxq|p dx

¯1{p

.

We also put a slash through the sum symbol
ř

to denote the average of a finite sequence. We
denote by |A| the cardinality of a finite set A and, for every f : A Ñ R,

ÿ

aPA

fpaq :“
1

|A|

ÿ

aPA

fpaq .

We denote indicator functions—both for events and for subsets of Rd—using the symbol 1.
The function spaces we use include the standard Hölder spaces Ck,αpUq for k P N, α P p0, 1s

and a domain U Ď Rd, as well as Sobolev spaces, which are denoted by W s,ppUq for s P R
and p P r1,8s. The fractional Sobolev spaces are defined in [AKM19, Appendix B], and we use
the notation from this appendix (which we do not repeat here). For most of the paper, we use the
classical space W 1,ppUq; in the case p “ 2 this is denoted by H1pUq. The norm is defined by

}f}W 1,ppUq :“
´

}∇f}
p
LppUq

` }f}
p
LppUq

¯
1
p
.

If |U | ă 8, then the volume-normalized norm }f}W 1,ppUq is defined by

}f}W 1,ppUq :“
´

}∇f}
p
LppUq

` |U |´
p
d }f}

p
LppUq

¯
1
p
.

The negative, dual seminorms are defined by

“

f
‰

W´1,p1
pUq

:“ sup

"
ż

U
fpxqgpxq dx : g P C8

c pUq, rgsW 1,ppUq ď 1

*

and
“

f
‰

xW
´1,p1

pUq
:“ sup

"
ż

U
fpxqgpxq dx : rgsW 1,ppUq ď 1 , pgqU “ 0

*

.

If p “ p1 “ 2, then we write H´1 in place of W´1,p. We let W 1,p
0 pUq denote the closure of C8

c pUq

in W 1,ppUq with respect to the norm } ¨ }W 1,ppUq. If XpUq is a function space defined for every

domain U Ď Rd, then XlocpUq denotes the set of functions on U which belong to XpU X BRq

for every R P r1,8q. We let C0pRdq denote the space of continuous functions u : Rd Ñ R such
that lim|x|Ñ8 upxq “ 0, and Ckc pRdq denotes the subspace of CkpRdq with compact support in Rd.

We keep track of the stochastic integrability of our random variables with the OΨp¨q notation
defined in Section 2.3. Throughout, for σ P p0,8q we denote Γσptq :“ expptσq as defined in (2.38).
The bold symbol Γ is used to denote the gamma function Γpsq :“

ş8

0 ts´1 expp´tq dt.

2. Coarse-graining estimates

In this section we introduce the main objects in our approach to renormalization, namely the
coarse-grained coefficient fields. These quantities are not new, and have been used extensively in
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the theory of quantitative homogenization (see [AKM19, AK24a] and the references therein for the
historical background).

In a very recent paper [AK24b], two of the authors developed a formalization of the renormaliza-
tion group in the context of elliptic homogenization, with an analysis based on these coarse-grained
coefficients. In particular, in that paper we measure ellipticity in a negative regularity space, and
this allows for the renormalization of the ellipticity ratio. Concretely, for solutions on large scales,
we are able to make use of elliptic estimates on a coarse-grained level—we can use the renormalized
diffusion matrices rather than the microscopic diffusivity. The analysis in the present paper makes
critical use of this idea.

We begin our discussion in the next subsection by introducing the reader to the coarse-grained
matrices for very general coefficient fields, specializing to the setting of Theorem B later in the
section.

There are many equivalent ways of defining and of thinking about coarse-grained fields, and they
have many interesting algebraic properties. These are presented in a complete and self-contained
way in [AK24a, AK24b]. To avoid repetition, here we will summarize the properties that are needed
while referring to those papers for many of the proofs.

2.1. Definition of the coarse-grained matrices. Consider a general coefficient field a : Rd Ñ

Rdˆd and write the symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of a, respectively, as

s :“
1

2
pa ` atq and k :“

1

2
pa ´ atq ,

where at denotes the transpose of a. Although the coarse-grained matrices can be defined for more
general coefficient fields (see [AK24b]), in this paper we work under the assumption that ap¨q is
qualitatively uniformly elliptic on bounded subsets of Rd. This means that s is valued in the set
of positive matrices and s´1, s,k P L8

locpRdq. Associated to the field a is another field A which is
valued in the set R2dˆ2d

sym of 2d-by-2d symmetric matrices and given by

Apxq :“

ˆ

ps ` kts´1kqpxq ´pkts´1qpxq

´ps´1kqpxq s´1pxq

˙

. (2.1)

The field A arises naturally in the variational formulation of the equation ´∇ ¨ a∇u “ 0, and the
variational perspective is helpful in gaining an intuition for coarse-graining.

For each such ap¨q and every bounded Lipschitz domain U Ď Rd, we define three matrices which
we denote by spUq, s˚pUq and kpUq. The matrices spUq and s˚pUq are symmetric, and we think of
them as representing, respectively, upper and lower bounds for the symmetric part of the coarse-
grained matrix. We always have the order spUq ě s˚pUq, and we think of the gap between spUq

and s˚pUq as representing “uncertainty” in the coarse-graining procedure. The matrix kpUq is not
necessary anti-symmetric, but its symmetric part is bounded by the size of ps´s˚qpUq and therefore
small if coarse-graining is working well.

We also arrange these three matrices in a pair of 2d-by-2d matrices which we denote by

ApUq :“

ˆ

ps ` kts´1
˚ kqpUq ´pkts´1

˚ qpUq

´ps´1
˚ kqpUq s´1

˚ pUq

˙

, A˚pUq “

ˆ

ps˚ ` ks´1ktqpUq pks´1qpUq

ps´1ktqpUq s´1pUq

˙

. (2.2)

We consider these matrices to be a coarse-graining of the field A. We have that A˚pUq ď ApUq and
the difference ApUq´A˚pUq is proportional to ps´s˚qpUq, once again representing the uncertainty

25



or error in the coarse-graining. We will often need to refer to the top left d-by-d block of ApUq, so
we denote this matrix by

bpUq :“ ps ` kts´1
˚ kqpUq . (2.3)

The matrices ApUq and A˚pUq evidently contain the same information as the triple ps, s˚,kqpUq.
It is however helpful to have both perspectives in mind. The matrices ps, s˚,kqpUq are often more
intuitive, but on the other hand several important algebraic properties are best written in terms
of ApUq. For instance, as shown below, ApUq is subadditive, while spUq and kpUq are not.

There are several equivalent ways to define these coarse-grained matrices. The first way is to
define ApUq by the variational formula

1

2
P ¨ ApUqP “ inf

!

´

ż

U

1

2
pX ` P q ¨ ApX ` P q : X P L2

pot,0pUq ˆ L2
sol,0pUq

)

, P P R2d , (2.4)

where L2
pot,0pUq and L2

sol,0pUq respectively denote the set of potential (gradient) and solenoidal
(divergence-free) vector fields which vanish on the boundary BU ; that is,

L2
pot,0pUq :“

␣

∇u : u P H1
0 pUq

(

, L2
sol,0pUq :“

!

g P L2pU ;Rdq : @ϕ P H1pUq ,

ż

U
g ¨ ∇ϕ “ 0

)

.

The right side of (2.4) is clearly quadratic in P , and therefore there exists a symmetric matrix ApUq

such that the equality in (2.4) in holds, and this defines ApUq. Having defined ApUq in this way,
we can define the matrices s˚pUq, kpUq and spUq—in that order—by giving names to the various
block entries of ApUq.

An alternative way to define the coarse-grained matrices is to define, for each p, q P Rd, another
variational quantity JpU, p, qq by

JpU, p, qq :“ sup
uPApUq

´

ż

U

´

´
1

2
∇u ¨ s∇u´ p ¨ a∇u` q ¨ ∇u

¯

, (2.5)

where ApUq denotes the set of solutions to the equation ´∇ ¨ a∇u “ 0 in U ; that is,

ApUq :“
␣

u P H1
locpUq : ∇ ¨ a∇u “ 0 in U

(

.

We also define the analogue of this quantity for the adjoint equation by

J˚pU, p, qq :“ sup
uPA˚pUq

´

ż

U

´

´
1

2
∇u ¨ s∇u´ p ¨ at∇u` q ¨ ∇u

¯

(2.6)

where
A˚pUq :“

␣

u P H1
locpUq : ´∇ ¨ at∇u “ 0 in U

(

denotes the set of solutions to the adjoint equation in the domain U . The supremums in the
variational problems on the right sides of (2.5) and (2.6) are achieved, and the maximizers be-
long to H1pUq and are unique up to additive constants. Throughout the paper we denote them
by vp¨, U, p, qq and v˚p¨, U, p, qq, respectively.

Having defined JpU, p, qq, we can then define spUq, s˚pUq P Rdˆd
sym and kpUq P Rdˆd in a such a

way that

JpU, p, qq “
1

2
p ¨ spUqp`

1

2
pq ` kpUqpq ¨ s´1

˚ pUqpq ` kpUqpq ´ p ¨ q . (2.7)
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It turns out that, by duality arguments, it can be shown that (see [AK24a, Lemma 5.4])

J˚pU, p, qq “
1

2
p ¨ spUqp`

1

2
pq ´ kpUqpq ¨ s´1

˚ pUqpq ´ kpUqpq ´ p ¨ q . (2.8)

If we then define ApUq by (2.2), then the above identities become

JpU, p, qq “
1

2

ˆ

´p
q

˙

¨ ApUq

ˆ

´p
q

˙

´ p ¨ q and J˚pU, p, qq “
1

2

ˆ

p
q

˙

¨ ApUq

ˆ

p
q

˙

´ p ¨ q . (2.9)

This implies that
ˆ

p
q

˙

¨ ApUq

ˆ

p
q

˙

“ JpU, p,´qq ` J˚pU, p, qq (2.10)

These two definitions of the coarse-grained matrices given above are equivalent. A proof of this
purely algebraic fact can be found for instance in [AK24a, Section 5].

The quadratic form pp, qq ÞÑ JpU, p, qq is therefore yet another way to represent the coarse-
grained matrices. Its usefulness is due to the variational form (2.5), from which we can quickly
derive many important properties, as we will see in the next subsection.

While the coarse-grained matrices clearly depend on the underlying coefficient field ap¨q, we
usually suppress this dependence from the notation. However, in this paper we need to consider
several different coefficient fields (for instance infrared cutoffs of a in the context of Theorem B,
as well as renormalized coefficient fields) and so it is necessary to make this dependence explicit in
some cases, which we do by writing spU ;aq, s˚pU ;aq, kpU ;aq, ApU ;aq, JpU, p, q;aq and so forth.

One property of the coarse-grained matrices which is very important for the analysis in this
paper is the commutativity of coarse-graining with the addition of constant anti-symmetric matrices.
We first observe that the set of solutions ApUq of the equation does not change if we add a
constant anti-symmetric matrix k0 P Rdˆd to the field a, since ∇ ¨ pa ` k0q∇u “ ∇ ¨ a∇u. That
is, ApU ;aq “ ApU ;a`k0q. Indeed, we may even consider that the field a is only defined modulo the
addition of an anti-symmetric matrix. This invariance is inherited by the coarse-grained matrices.
Indeed, using this and (2.5) we see immediately that

JpU, p, q;a ` k0q “ JpU, p, q ´ k0p;aq .

In terms of the matrices, we have

spU ;a ` k0q “ spU ;aq , s˚pU ;a ` k0q “ s˚pU ;aq , and kpU ;a ` k0q “ kpU ;aq ` k0 , (2.11)

and

ApU ;a ` k0q “

ˆ

ps ` pk ` k0qts´1
˚ pk ` k0qqpUq ´ppk ` k0qts´1

˚ qpUq

´ps´1
˚ pk ` k0qqpUq s´1

˚ pUq

˙

“ Gt
´k0

ApU ;aqG´k0 ,

(2.12)

where we define the matrix Gh as

Gh :“

ˆ

Id 0
h Id

˙

. (2.13)

In other words, adding a constant anti-symmetric matrix k0 does not change spUq or s˚pUq, and
it merely adds k0 to kpUq.

We combine J and J˚ into a single quantity by defining

J

ˆ

U,

ˆ

p
q

˙

,

ˆ

q˚

p˚

˙˙

:“
1

2
J
`

U, p´ p˚, q˚ ´ q
˘

`
1

2
J˚

`

U, p˚ ` p, q˚ ` q
˘

. (2.14)
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2.2. Basic properties of the coarse-grained matrices. We list here (without proof) some of
the important properties of the coarse-grained matrices. Proofs can be found in [AK24a] or [AK24b].

The coarse-grained matrices are bounded by integrals of the field itself: for every bounded
Lipschitz domain U Ď Rd, we have that

´

´

ż

U
s´1pxq dx

¯´1
ď s˚pUq ď spUq ď ps ` kts´1

˚ kqpUq ď ´

ż

U
ps ` kts´1kqpxq dx . (2.15)

and, more generally,

´

´

ż

U
A´1pxq dx

¯´1
ď A˚pUq ď ApUq ď ´

ż

U
Apxq dx . (2.16)

A more general form of the last inequality in (2.16) is the subadditivity of ApUq, which states that,
for every partition tUiu

N
i“1 of U (up to a Lebesgue null set) we have that

ApUq ď

N
ÿ

i“1

|Ui|

|U |
ApUiq . (2.17)

Equivalently, the quantity JpU, p, qq is subadditive. By Young’s inequality, if s1, s2 are symmetric
matrices and k is another matrix, then

ˆ

s1 ` kts2k ´kts2
´s2k s2

˙

ď

ˆ

s1 ` 2kts2k 0
0 2s2

˙

. (2.18)

We will use this to upper bound matrices like Apxq and ApUq by a block diagonal matrix.

The first variation for the optimization problem (2.5) asserts that, for every w P ApUq,

q ¨ ´

ż

U
∇w ´ p ¨ ´

ż

U
a∇w “ ´

ż

U
∇w ¨ s∇vp¨, U, p, qq . (2.19)

The second variation says that, for every w P ApUq,

JpU, p, qq ´ ´

ż

U

´

´
1

2
∇w ¨ s∇w ´ p ¨ a∇w ` q ¨ ∇w

¯

“ ´

ż

U

1

2

`

∇vp¨, U, p, qq ´ ∇w
˘

¨ s
`

∇vp¨, U, p, qq ´ ∇w
˘

. (2.20)

It follows that J can be written as the energy of the maximizer: for every p, q P Rd,

JpU, p, qq “ ´

ż

U

1

2
∇vp¨, U, p, qq ¨ s∇vp¨, U, p, qq . (2.21)

Similarly, we have that

JpU, p, qq “
1

2

´

q ¨ ´

ż

U
∇vp¨, U, p, qq ´ p ¨ ´

ż

U
a∇vp¨, U, p, qq

¯

. (2.22)

By summing (2.7) and (2.8), we obtain the identity

JpU, p, q ´ hq ` J˚pU, p, q ` hq “ p ¨ ps ´ s˚qpUqp`
`

q ´ s˚pUqp
˘

¨ s´1
˚ pUq

`

q ´ s˚pUqp
˘

`
`

h´ kpUqp
˘

¨ s´1
˚ pUq

`

h´ kpUqp
˘

. (2.23)

28



In particular,

JpU, e, ps˚ ´ kqpUqeq ` J˚pU, e, ps˚ ` kqpUqeq “ e ¨ ps ´ s˚qpUqe . (2.24)

By [AK24a, Remark 5.7], we have that that the symmetric part of k is controlled by the gap
between spUq and s˚pUq:

pk ` ktqpUq ď ps ´ s˚qpUq and ´ pk ` ktqpUq ď ps ´ s˚qpUq . (2.25)

The quantity J allows us to relate the spatial averages of gradients and fluxes of arbitrary
solutions: by (2.19), we have that, for every p, q P Rd and w P ApUq,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

U

`

p ¨ a∇w ´ q ¨ ∇w
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

U
∇w ¨ s∇v

`

¨, U, p, q
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď p2J
`

U, p, q
˘

q
1{2
´

´

ż

U
∇w ¨ s∇w

¯1{2

. (2.26)

By taking q “ ps ´ kqpUqp, using (2.24) and then taking the maximum over |p| “ 1, we obtain, for
every w P ApUq,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

U
a∇w ´ ps ´ ktqpUq´

ż

U
∇w

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
1{2
ˇ

ˇspUq ´ s˚pUq
ˇ

ˇ

1{2
´

´

ż

U
∇w ¨ s∇w

¯1{2

. (2.27)

The coarse-grained matrix s˚pUq gives a lower bound for the spatial average of the gradient of an
arbitrary solution in terms of its energy:

1

2

´

´

ż

U
∇u

¯

¨ s˚pUq

´

´

ż

U
∇u

¯

ď ´

ż

U

1

2
∇u ¨ s∇u , @u P ApUq . (2.28)

Similarly, the coarse-grained matrix bpUq gives a lower bound for the spatial average of the flux of
an arbitrary solution in terms of its energy:

1

2

´

´

ż

U
a∇u

¯

¨ b´1pUq

´

´

ż

U
a∇u

¯

ď ´

ż

U

1

2
∇u ¨ s∇u , @u P ApUq . (2.29)

For e, q P Rd and a bounded Lipschitz domain U Ď Rd denote by vp¨, U, e, qq the maximizing
solution in (2.5). The spatial averages of the gradient and flux can be written explicitly in terms
of the coarse-grained matrices: by [AK24a, (5.16)], we have

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

´

ż

U
∇vp¨, U, e, qq “ ´p` s´1

˚ pUqpq ` kpUqeq

´

ż

U
a∇vp¨, U, e, qq “ pId ´ kts´1

˚

˘

pUqq ´ bpUqe .

(2.30)

We also denote
vp¨, U, eq :“ v

`

¨, U, 0, s˚pUqe
˘

, (2.31)

so that by (2.30) we have that
ˆ
`

∇vp¨, U, eq
˘

U`

a∇vp¨, U, eq
˘

U

˙

“

ˆ

e
`

s˚pUq ´ ktpUq
˘

e

˙

. (2.32)

By (2.21), the energy can be expressed as

´

ż

U

1

2
∇vp¨, U, eq ¨ s∇vp¨, U, eq “ JpU, 0, s˚eq “

1

2
e ¨ s˚pUqe . (2.33)

It is clear that the map e ÞÑ ∇vp¨, U, eq is linear. We also define

a˚pUq :“ s˚pUq ´ ktpUq .

For each n P N, we introduce the coarse-grained coefficient field pan defined by

pan :“
ÿ

zP3nZd

a˚pz ` □nq1z`□n . (2.34)
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2.3. Orlicz notation for tail bounds. Throughout the paper we track tail bounds of random
variables as follows: for A ą 0 and an increasing function Ψ : R` Ñ r1,8q satisfying

ż 8

1

t

Ψptq
dt ă 8 , (2.35)

and a random variable X, we write
X ď OΨpAq (2.36)

to mean

PrX ą tAs ď
1

Ψptq
, @t P r1,8q . (2.37)

As we will see just below, this induces a particularly useful algebra which allows us to essentially
multiply and add the right sides of (2.36). More generally, we write

X ď OΨ1pA1q ` . . .` OΨnpAnq

to mean that

X ď X1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `Xn , where Xi “ OΨipAiq , @i P t1, . . . , nu .

Although we introduce this notation for a general increasing function Ψ satisfying (2.35), for
most of this paper we will use Ψ “ Γσ, where for σ P p0,8q,

Γσptq :“ expptσq . (2.38)

This describes random variables with stretched exponential tails. The important case σ “ 2 specifies
Gaussian tails and (1.14) can be rewritten as

}jn}L8p□neq ` 3n}∇jn}L8p□nq ` 32n}∇2jn}L8p□nq ď OΓ2p1q . (2.39)

We recall some basic properties and refer to [AK24b, Appendix C] and [AKM19, Appendix A] for
an in depth discussion.

Lemma 2.1 (Generalized triangle inequality). There exists a universal constant C ă 8 such that,
for every σ P p0,8q and sequence tXkukPN of random variables,

Xk ď OΓσpakq ùñ
ÿ

kPN
Xk ď OΓσ

ˆ

`

1 ` Cσ´11tσă1u

˘

ÿ

kPN
ak

˙

(2.40)

Proof. The inequality for σ ě 1 is proved in [AKM19, Lemma A.4]. The proof of that lemma also
gives the statement for 0 ă σ ă 1.

Lemma 2.2 (Multiplication property). For every σ1, σ2 P p0,8q if X1,X2 are positive random
variables, then

X1 ď OΓσ1
pA1q and X2 ď OΓσ2

pA2q ùñ X1X2 ď OΓ σ1σ2
σ1`σ2

pA1A2q . (2.41)

In particular, for every σ, p,K P p0,8q and positive random variable X,

X ď OΓσpKq ðñ Xp ď OΓσ{p
pKpq . (2.42)

Proof. This is [AKM19, Lemma A.3].
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Lemma 2.3 (Maximum of OΓσ random variables). Suppose that σ,A ą 0 and X1, . . . , XN is a
sequence of random variables satisfying Xi “ OΓσpAq for N ě 2. Then

max
1ďiďN

Xi “ OΓσ

`

p3 logNq
1{σA

˘

. (2.43)

Proof. For every t ě 1 we use a union bound to estimate

P
“

max
1ďiďN

Xi ą Ap3 logNq
1{σt

‰

ď

N
ÿ

i“1

P
“

Xi ą Ap3 logNq
1{σt

‰

ď N exp
´

´3tσ logN
¯

ď exp
´

´tσp3 logN ´ logNq

¯

ď expp´tσq ,

where in the last line we used 2 logN ě 1.

The indicator function 1E of an event E with 0 ă PrEs ă 1 satisfies, for every σ P p0,8q,

1E ď OΓσ

`ˇ

ˇlogPrEs
ˇ

ˇ

´1{σ˘

. (2.44)

This is immediate from the definition of (2.36) in (2.37).

Lemma 2.4. For every σ P p0,8q and random variable X satisfying X “ OΓ2pσq,

Er|X|ks ď σk
`

1 ` Γpk{2 ` 1q
˘

, @k P N , (2.45)

and
E
“

exppNXq ´ 1
‰

ď 3max
␣

σN exppσNq, σ2N2 exppσ2N2q
(

. (2.46)

Proof. To obtain (2.45), we assume σ “ 1 without loss of generality and straightforwardly compute

Er|X|ks “

ż 8

0
Pr|X|k ą ts dt ď 1 `

ż 8

1
Pr|X| ą tsktk´1 dt

ď 1 `
1

2

ż 8

1
ktk´2 expp´t2q 2tdt ď 1 ` Γpk{2 ` 1q .

We next use (2.45) to estimate

ErexppNXqs ´ 1 “

8
ÿ

k“1

Nk

k!
E
“

|X|k
‰

ď

8
ÿ

k“1

σkNk

k!
`

8
ÿ

k“1

σkNkΓpk{2 ` 1q

k!
.

The first term on the right side is bounded from above by σN exppσNq and the second term is
bounded using the identity

Γpk ` 1{2q “

?
πp2kq!

4kk!
, k P N ,

as follows:

8
ÿ

k“1

σkNkΓpk{2 ` 1q

k!
“

8
ÿ

k“1

pσNq2kΓpk ` 1q

p2kq!
`

8
ÿ

k“0

pσNq2k`1Γppk ` 1q ` 1{2q

p2k ` 1q!

“

8
ÿ

k“1

pσNq2k

k!

pk!q2

p2kq!
`

8
ÿ

k“0

pσNq2k`1

k!

?
πp2k ` 2q

4k`1

ď
`

exppσ2N2q ´ 1
˘

` σN exppσ2N2q

ď σ2N2 exppσ2N2q ` σN exppσ2N2q .
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To conclude, we note that

σN exppσNq ` σ2N2 exppσ2N2q ` σN exppσ2N2q ď 3maxtσN exppσNq, σ2N2 exppσ2N2qu .

This completes the proof of (2.46).

We will use the following concentration inequality for sums of centered, independent random
variables with stretched exponential tails. For a proof, see [AK24b, Lemma C.2 & Corollary C.4].

Proposition 2.5 (Concentration for OΓσ). There exists a universal constant C ă 8 such that, for
every σ P p0, 2s, m P N and finite sequence X1, . . . , Xm of independent random variables satisfying

Xk “ OΓσp1q and ErXks “ 0 , @k P t1, . . . ,mu , (2.47)

we have the estimate

m
ÿ

k“1

Xk “ OΓσ

´

``

Cσ´1q
1{σ ` C| logpσ ´ 1q|

1{σ1tσą1u

˘

m
1{2
¯

. (2.48)

We often apply Proposition 2.5 in the case of sequences which have a finite range of dependence.
For instance, we may have random variables tXzuzP3nZdX□m

for some m,n P N with n ă m, which
have the property that Xz and Xz1 are independent provided that the corresponding subcubes do
not touch: that is, if distpz ` □n, z

1 ` □nq ‰ 0. In this case, we can simply break into 3d many
subcollections which are independent:

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

Xz “
ÿ

yP3nZdX□n`1

ÿ

zP3n`1ZdX□m

Xy`z

We then apply (2.48) to each of the inner sums: assuming Xz “ OΓσp1q, we have

ÿ

zP3n`1ZdX□m

Xy`z “ OΓσ

´

``

Cσ´1q
1{σ ` C| logpσ ´ 1q|

1{σ1tσą1u

˘

3
d
2

pm´n´1q
¯

.

Summing over y P 3nZd X □n`1 and using the triangle inequality then yields

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

Xz “ OΓσ

`

Cσ3
d
2

pm´nq
˘

.

2.4. Infrared cutoffs. We now move from the general setting considered above to the particular
setting of Theorem B, that is, a :“ νId ` k with k given in (1.13) with the assumptions (J1)–(J5)
in force.

We let am and km be the infrared cutoffs defined in (1.46), and we define also

Ampxq :“

ˆ

pνId ` ν´1ktmkmqpxq ´ν´1ktmpxq

´ν´1kmpxq ν´1Id

˙

. (2.49)

The divergence-free vector field fm is defined by

fm :“ ´∇ ¨ km .
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By (J1), the fields am, km, Am and fm are Rd–stationary and have range of dependence
?
d3m.

The assumption (J3) implies that, for a constant Cpdq ă 8,

}f ´ fm}L8p□mq ď

8
ÿ

n“m`1

}∇ ¨ jn}L8p□nq ď OΓ2

ˆ 8
ÿ

n“m`1

3´n

˙

ď OΓ2p3´mq (2.50)

and, indeed, for every m,n, P N with n ă m,

}∇pkm ´ knq}L8p□nq “ OΓ2

`

3´n
˘

. (2.51)

In the following lemma we record some more basic estimates on km ´ kn in Lp and W´1,p norms.

Lemma 2.6 (Estimates on km ´ kn). Let p P r1,8q. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for
every l,m, n P N with n ă m ď l,

›

›km ´ kn
›

›

W´1,pp□lq
ď OΓ2pCp

1{23mq , (2.52)
›

›km ´ kn
›

›

Lpp□lq
ď Cpm´ nq

1{2 ` OΓ2

`

Cp
1{2pm´ nq

1{23´ d
2

pl´mq
˘

, (2.53)
›

›km ´ kn
›

›

L8p□lq
ď OΓ2pCpm´ nq

1{2pl ´ nq
1{2q . (2.54)

Moreover, for every δ P p0, 1q and σ P p0,8q, there exists a random variable Kσ with

logKσ ď OΓ2σpCpCδ´1σ´1q
1{σq (2.55)

such that, for every m P N with 3m ě Kσ,

m´1
›

›k ´ pkq□m

›

›

L8p□mq
` 3m}∇k ´ ∇km}L8p□mq ` 3´m{4rk ´ pkq□ms

pH´1{4p□mq
ď δmσ (2.56)

and for every A,B ě 1 and m´ rA logpBmqs ď n ď m and z P 3nZd X □m

|pkqz`□n ´ pkq□m | ď pA logpBmqqδmσ . (2.57)

Also, for Kσ satisfying (2.55), we have, for every x P Rd,
ˇ

ˇkpxq ´ kp0q
ˇ

ˇ

2
ď C

`

logpK2
σ ` |x|2q

˘2p1`σq
. (2.58)

Proof. The dihedral symmetry assumption (J4) and the Rd-stationarity of jn imply that, for ev-
ery x P Rd

E
“

jnpxq
‰

“ E
“

jnp0q
‰

“ 0 .

The independence and tail assumptions, (J1) and (J3) respectively, therefore yield, for every k P N
and h P Z,

ˇ

ˇpjkqy`□h

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ2

`

C3´ d
2

ph´kq_0
˘

. (2.59)

Applying the multiscale Poincaré inequality (see [AK24b, Proposition A.1]) and using (2.42) and
the concentration inequality in Proposition 2.5 with σ “ 2{p, for every l ě k,

3´l
›

›jk
›

›

W´1,pp□lq
ď C

l
ÿ

h“´8

3h´l

ˆ

ÿ

yP3hZdX□l

ˇ

ˇpjkqy`□h

ˇ

ˇ

p
˙1{p

ď OΓ2

`

Cp
1{23k´lp1 ` pl ´ kq1td“2u

˘

. (2.60)
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The bound (2.52) now follows from the triangle inequality and Lemma 2.1:

3´l
›

›km ´ kn
›

›

W´1,pp□lq
ď

m
ÿ

k“n

3´l
›

›jk
›

›

W´1,pp□lq
ď OΓ2pCp

1{23m´lq .

Turning to the proof of (2.53) and (2.54), we use the independence of different jk and the tail
assumptions ((J2) and (J3), respectively) to obtain the existence of Cpdq ă 8 such that, for
every m,n P N with n ă m,

ˇ

ˇpkm ´ knqp0q
ˇ

ˇ “ OΓ2

`

Cpm´ nq
1{2
˘

. (2.61)

Using (J3), we obtain, for every m,n P N with n ă m,

›

›km ´ kn
›

›

L8p□nq
ď

?
d3n

›

›∇pkm ´ knq
›

›

L8p□nq
`
ˇ

ˇpkm ´ knqp0q
ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ2

`

Cpm´ nq
1{2
˘

. (2.62)

By the assumption of Rd–stationarity, we obtain, for every l P Z and m,n P N with n ă m,

´

ż

□l

ˇ

ˇpkm ´ knqpxq
ˇ

ˇ

p
dx ď OΓ2{p

`

Cppm´ nq
p{2
˘

. (2.63)

Using the finite range of dependence assumption (J1) and Proposition 2.5, we can improve the
previous bound on scales larger than 3m: for every l,m, n P N with n ă m ď l,

´

ż

□l

ˇ

ˇpkm ´ knqpxq
ˇ

ˇ

p
dx ď Cpm´ nq

p{2 ` OΓ2{p

`

pCpq
p{2pm´ nq

p{23´ d
2

pl´mq
˘

. (2.64)

This yields (2.53). To obtain (2.54) we return to (2.62) and make a union bound: for every t ě 1

P
”

›

›km ´ kn
›

›

L8p□lq
ą Cpm´ nq

1{2pl ´ nq
1{2t

ı

“ P
„

sup
zP3nZdX□l

›

›km ´ kn
›

›

L8pz`□nq
ą Cpm´ nq

1{2pl ´ nq
1{2t

ȷ

ď
ÿ

zP3nZdX□l

P
”

›

›km ´ kn
›

›

L8pz`□nq
ą Cpm´ nq

1{2pl ´ nq
1{2t

ı

ď 3dpl´nq exp
`

´Ct2pl ´ nq
˘

ď expp´t2q ,

provided that C is large enough. This implies (2.54).

Turning to the proof of (2.56) and (2.57), for each m P N, denote h :“ rA logpBmqs and define

Xm :“ m´1
›

›k ´ pkq□m

›

›

L8p□mq
` 3m}∇k ´ ∇km}L8p□mq ` 3´m{4rkms

pH´1{4p□mq

` h´1 max
nPrm´h,msXN

max
zP3nZdX□m

|pkqz`□n ´ pkq□m | .
(2.65)

We claim that
Xm ď OΓ2pCq . (2.66)

The first two terms on the right side of (2.65) are bounded by OΓ2pCq using (2.54) and (2.51). For
the third term, we claim that for every pz ` □nq Ď □m, we have

ˇ

ˇpkqz`□n ´ pkq□m

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ2pCpm´ nq
1{2q . (2.67)
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Indeed, by (2.59) and (2.43) we have that

|pkqz`□n ´ pkq□m |

ď |pknqz`□n | ` |pkmq□m | ` |pk ´ knqz`□n ´ pk ´ kmq□m |

ď OΓ2pCq ` |pk ´ knqpzq ´ pk ´ knqz`□n | ` |pk ´ kmqpzq ´ pk ´ knq□m | ` |kmpzq ´ knpzq|

ď OΓ2pCpm´ nq
1{2q ` |pk ´ knqpzq ´ pk ´ knqz`□n | ` |pk ´ kmqpzq ´ pk ´ knq□m |

ď OΓ2pCpm´ nq
1{2q ,

where in the last line we used (2.51). Consequently,

3´m{4rk ´ pkq□ms
pH´1{4p□mq

ď C
m
ÿ

n“´8

3´ 1
4

pm´nq

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇpkqz`□n ´ pkq□m

ˇ

ˇ

2
˙1{2

ď OΓ2pCq .

Also by (2.67) and (2.43) we have

max
nPrm´h,msXN

max
zP3nZdX□m

|pkqz`□n ´ pkq□m | ď OΓ2pChq . (2.68)

This completes the proof of (2.66).

For each σ P p0,8q we define Kσ :“ supt3m`1 : m P N , Xm ą δmσu. Set also Nσ :“
rpCσ´1δ´1q

1{σs. By a union bound and (2.66) together with (2.68) and a straightforward computa-
tion, we deduce that, if the constant C in the definition of Nσ is a large enough universal constant,
then

P
”

logKσ ą plog 3qNσm
ı

ď

8
ÿ

n“tNσ
σmu

P
“

Xn ą δnσ
‰

ď

8
ÿ

n“tNσ
σmu

exp
`

´cn2σ
˘

ď expp´cm2σq .

This completes the proof of (2.56) and (2.57).

Finally, (2.58) is a direct consequence of (2.56). The proof is complete.

We denote the coarse-grained matrices for the infrared cutoff am with the subscript m; that is,

smpUq :“ spU ;amq , sm,˚pUq :“ s˚pU ;amq , kmpUq :“ kpU ;amq , AmpUq :“ ApU ;amq

as well as JmpU, ¨q :“ JpU, ¨;amq and AmpUq :“ ApU ;amq and so forth. We also denote the infrared
cutoff coarse-grained coefficient fields paL,n by

paL,n :“
ÿ

zP3nZd

aL,˚pz ` □nq1z`□n . (2.69)

Associated to these coarse-grained matrices are annealed matrices AmpUq, smpUq, sm,˚pUq, kmpUq.
These are defined by

AmpUq :“

ˆ

psm ` ktms
´1
m,˚kmqpUq ´pktms

´1
m,˚qpUq

´ps´1
m,˚kmqpUq s´1

m,˚pUq

˙

:“ E
“

AmpUq
‰

. (2.70)

In fact, using that am has the same law as atm, and that

kpU ;atq “ ´kpU ;aq ,

35



which is immediate from (2.7) and (2.8), we deduce that kmpUq has the same law as ´kmpUq. In
particular, kmpUq “ 0, which allows us to rewrite the matrix in (2.70) as

AmpUq :“

ˆ

smpUq 0
0 s´1

m,˚pUq

˙

. (2.71)

The dihedral symmetry assumption (J4) also implies that each of the diagonal blocks of Amp□nq

is a scalar matrix.

By subadditivity, the matrices Amp□nq are monotone nonincreasing in n. We also define the
deterministic matrices Am and sm as the infinite-volume limits of these:

Am :“

ˆ

sm 0
0 s´1

m

˙

:“ lim
nÑ8

E
“

Amp□nq
‰

. (2.72)

The fact that s´1
m,˚pUq converges to s´1

m is a consequence of qualitative homogenization for the
field νId ` km (see [AK24b, Proposition D.1 & Theorem 3.1]).

We also define, for each m P N,

Em :“

ˆ`

ν ` 2C(2.53)ν
´1m

˘

Id 0
0 2C(2.53)ν

´1Id

˙

. (2.73)

Lemma 2.7 (Ellipticity bounds for Am). For every m,n P N,
ˇ

ˇE´1{2
m Amp□nqE´1{2

m

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1p1q and E´1{2
m AmE

´1{2
m ď E´1{2

m Amp□nqE´1{2
m ď 1 . (2.74)

Moreover, for each m P N and γ P p0, 1q, there exists a constant Cpγ, dq ă 8 and a random minimal
scale Sm,γ satisfying

Sm,γ “ OΓγ pC3mq (2.75)

such that, for every n P N,

3n ě Sm,γ ùñ 3´γpn´lqE´1{2
m Ampz ` □lqE

´1{2
m ď 2I2d , @l P Z X p´8, ns, z P 3lZd X □n . (2.76)

Proof. Fix m P N. Using (2.18), we compute, for every z P Rd and l P Z,

Ampz ` □lq ď ´

ż

z`□l

Ampxq dx ď ´

ż

z`□l

ˆ

νId ` 2ν´1ktmpxqkmpxq 0
0 2ν´1Id

˙

dx

ď

ˆ

pν ` 2ν´1}km}2
L2pz`□lq

qId 0

0 2ν´1Id

˙

.

We deduce that

E´1{2
m Ampz ` □lqE

´1{2
m ď max

!

1, pCmq´1}km}2
L2pz`□lq

)

I2d .

By (2.53) and (2.54), we have that, for every z P Rd and l P Z,

pCmq´1}km}2
L2pz`□lq

ď 1 ` OΓ1pC3´p d
2

pl´mq_0qq . (2.77)

Combining the previous two displays yields (2.74).

We also deduce from (2.77) that, for every t ě 1, γ P p0, 1q and n P N with n ě maxtm, lu,

P
”

pCmq´1}km}2
L2p□lq

ą 2t3γpn´lq
ı

ď exp
`

´ct3γpn´lq` d
2

pl´mq_0
˘

.
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By a union bound and stationarity, for every t ě 1, for every n P N,

P
”

Dl P Z X p´8, ns , Dz P 3lZd X □n , E´1{2
m Ampz ` □lqA

´1{2
m ę 2t3γpn´lqI2d

ı

ď

n
ÿ

l“´8

ÿ

zP3lZdX□n

P
”

E´1{2
m Ampz ` □lqA

´1{2
m ę 2t3γpn´lqI2d

ı

ď

n
ÿ

l“´8

3dpn´lqP
”

E´1{2
m Amp□lqA

´1{2
m ę 2t3γpn´lqI2d

ı

ď

n
ÿ

l“´8

3dpn´lq exp
`

´ct3γpn´lq` d
2

pl´mq_0
˘

ď exp

ˆ

C| log γ|

γ

˙

exp
`

´c3γpn´mq
˘

.

We next define

Sm,γ :“ sup

"

3n : n P N X rm,8q and there exists l P Z X p´8, ns , z P 3lZd X □n ,

such that E´1{2
m Ampz ` □lqA

´1{2
m ę 2t3γpn´lqI2d

*

.

Then Sm,γ satisfies the conclusion of the lemma.

2.5. Localization. We observe in this section that the matrix Gh defined in (2.13) and the
infrared cutoffs of the previous section can be used to estimate the cost of localizing, that is lowering
the infrared cutoff of the coarse-grained matrices. Localization will be used below in arguments
requiring us to use independence to observe stochastic cancellations.

Lemma 2.8. We have
Gh1Gh2 “ Gh1`h2 , @h1,h2 P Rdˆd . (2.78)

For every ℓ, n P N, z P Rd and h P Rdˆd,

AℓpUq “ Gt
´kℓpUq

ˆ

sℓpUq 0
0 s´1

ℓ,˚pUq

˙

G´kℓpUq (2.79)

and
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A´1
ℓ pUqGt

hAℓpUqGh ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 2

ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ,˚pUqh

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ,˚pUqh

ˇ

ˇ

2
. (2.80)

Proof. The first two identities are immediate. To see (2.80), suppress ℓ and U from the notation
and compute

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A´1Gt

hAGh ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Gk

ˆ

s´1 0
0 s˚

˙

Gt
kG

t
hG

t
´k

ˆ

s 0
0 s´1

˚

˙

G´kGh ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Gk

ˆˆ

s´1 0
0 s˚

˙

Gt
h

ˆ

s 0
0 s´1

˚

˙

Gh ´ I2d

˙

G´k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ

s´1 0
0 s˚

˙

Gt
h

ˆ

s 0
0 s´1

˚

˙

Gh ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ

s´1 0
0 s˚

˙ˆ

hts´1
˚ h hts´1

˚

s´1
˚ h 0

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

˜

s´1{2hts´1
˚ hs´1{2 s´1{2hts

´1{2
˚

s
´1{2
˚ hs´1{2 0

¸

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
ˇ

ˇs´1
˚ h

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs´1
˚ h

ˇ

ˇ

2
,
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where the last estimate follows by the fact that s˚ ď s.

We next compare the coarse-grained matrices corresponding to two different infrared cutoffs.

Lemma 2.9 (Localization). There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every m,n,L P N
with n ď m ď L and Lipschitz domain U Ď □n,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A´1{2
m pUqGt

pkL´kmqU
ALpUqGpkL´kmqU

A´1{2
m pUq ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
?
d3n}∇pkm ´ kLq}L8p□nq ` d32n}∇pkm ´ kLq}2L8p□nq . (2.81)

Consequently,
ˇ

ˇsmpUqs´1
L pUq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇsm,˚pUqs´1
L,˚pUq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1p31´pm´nqq (2.82)

and
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpkLpUq ´ kmpUq ´ pkL ´ kmqU qs
´1{2

L pUq
ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1p31´ 1
2

pm´nqq . (2.83)

Proof. We begin with the proof of (2.81). We start from the pointwise identity, which is immediate
from (2.49):

ALpxq “ Gt
kmpxq´kLpxqAmpxqGkmpxq´kLpxq , @x P Rd .

This can also be written as

rALpxq “ Gt
kmpxq´kLpxq´pkm´kLqU

rAmpxqGkmpxq´kLpxq´pkm´kLqU
, @x P Rd ,

where we define, for ‚ P tL,mu,

rA‚pxq :“ Gt
pk‚qU

A‚pxqGpk‚qU
and Tpxq :“ Gkmpxq´kLpxq´pkm´kLqU

.

Using the above, we have

›

› rA
´1{2

L
rAm

rA
´1{2

L ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
“
›

› rA
´1{2

L T´tTt
rAmTT´1

rA
´1{2

L ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq

“
›

› rA´1
L T´t

rALT
´1 ´ I2d

›

›

L8pUq
.

We next use the identity

rA´1
L T´t

rALT
´1 ´ I2d “ rA´1

L pT´t ´ I2dqrALpT´1 ´ I2dq ` rA´1
L pT´t ´ I2dqrAL ´ pT´1 ´ I2dq ,

the triangle inequality and the cyclic property of the spectral norm to obtain

›

› rA´1
L T´t

rALT
´1 ´ I2d

›

›

L8pUq

ď
›

› rA´1
L pT´t ´ I2dqrALpT´1 ´ I2dq

›

›

L8pUq
`
›

› rA´1
L pT´t ´ I2dqrAL

›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T´1 ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq

ď
›

› rA´1
L pT´t ´ I2dqrAL

›

›

L8pUq

›

›T´1 ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T´t ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T´1 ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq

“
›

›T´t ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq

›

›T´1 ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T´t ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T´1 ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq

ď 2
›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

2

L8pUq
.

In the last line, we also used that the spectral norms of T, T´1, Tt and T´t are equal, due to (2.78).
Therefore,

›

› rA
´1{2

L
rAm

rA
´1{2

L ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
ď 2

›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

2

L8pUq
.
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A similar computation yields,

›

› rA´1{2
m

rAL
rA´1{2
m ´ I2d

›

›

L8pUq
ď 2

›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

2

L8pUq
.

Using this, we have, for all P P R2d

P ¨ Gt
pkLqU

ALpUqGpkLqU
P

“ inf

"

´

ż

U
pX ` P q ¨ rALpX ` P q : X P L2

pot,0pUq ˆ L2
sol,0pUq

*

ď
›

› rA´1{2
m

rAL
rA´1{2
m

›

›

L8pUq
inf

"

´

ż

U
pX ` P q ¨ rAmpX ` P q : X P L2

pot,0pUq ˆ L2
sol,0pUq

*

ď
`

1 `D
˘`

P ¨ Gt
pkmqU

AmpUqGpkmqU
P
˘

, (2.84)

where for convenience we denote

D :“ 2
›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

2

L8pUq
.

By a similar computation, we also obtain the estimate

P ¨ Gt
pkmqU

AmpUqGpkmqU
P ď

`

1 `D
˘`

P ¨ Gt
pkLqU

ALpUqGpkLqU
P
˘

. (2.85)

The previous three displays yield that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A´1{2
m pUqGt

pkL´kmqU
ALpUqGpkL´kmqU

A´1{2
m pUq ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď D .

We bound the random variable D by noticing that

›

›T ´ I2d
›

›

L8pUq
ď }kmp¨q ´ kLp¨q ´ pkm ´ kLqU}L8pUq ď

?
d3n}∇pkm ´ kLq}L8pUq

ď OΓ2p3n´mq . (2.86)

In the last line, we used (2.51) and the assumption U Ď □n. Hence

D ď 2
?
d ¨ 3n}∇pkm ´ kLq}L8p□nq ` d32n}∇pkm ´ kLq}2L8p□nq

ď OΓ2p2 ¨ 3n´mq ` OΓ1p32pn´mqq ď OΓ1p31`n´mq . (2.87)

This completes the proof of (2.81).

To prove (2.82), we observe by (2.84) with h :“ pkL ´ kmqpUq ´ pkL ´ kmqU we have

Gt
´h

ˆ

sL 0
0 s´1

L,˚

˙

G´h ď p1 `Dq

ˆ

sm 0
0 s´1

m,˚

˙

.

Consequently, by (2.12)
s´1
L,˚ ď p1 `Dqs´1

m,˚

and
sL ď sL ` hts´1

L,˚h ď p1 `Dqsm , (2.88)

with the first inequality due to the fact s´1
L,˚ is positive definite and symmetric. An identical

argument, using (2.85) instead, shows that

s´1
m,˚ ď p1 `Dqs´1

L,˚ and sm ď p1 `DqsL .
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The previous three displays together with (2.87) yield (2.82). Similarly, using (2.88) we have

s
´1{2

L sms
´1{2

L ´ Id ď DId

and

s
´1{2

L hts´1
L,˚hs

´1{2

L ď p1 `Dqs
´1{2

L sms
´1{2

L ´ Id ď DId ` p1 `Dqps
´1{2

L sms
´1{2

L ´ Idq ď Dp2 `DqId ,

which, by (2.87), implies (2.83). The proof is complete.

The next lemma lets us compare gradients of solutions for different cut-offs.

Lemma 2.10. Let m, ℓ, n P N. If u P H1p□nq solves ´∇ ¨ am∇u “ 0 in □n, then there exists v P

u`H1
0 p□nq solving ´∇ ¨ aℓ∇v “ 0 in □n such that

}∇pu´ vq}L2p□nq ď ν´1}km ´ kℓ ´ pkm ´ kℓq□n}L8p□nq}∇u}L2p□nq . (2.89)

Proof. Let v P u`H1
0 p□nq solve ´∇ ¨ aℓ∇v “ 0 in □n. By testing the equation for v with pu´ vq

we have

0 “ ´

ż

□n

aℓ∇v ¨ ∇pu´ vq “ ´

ż

□n

aℓ∇u ¨ ∇pu´ vq ´ ν}∇pu´ vq}2
L2p□nq

.

Since u solves ´∇¨am∇u “ 0, it also solves ´∇¨pam´hq∇u “ 0 for every anti-symmetric matrix h.
In particular, for h “ pkm ´ kℓq□n we then get, by also applying Young’s inequality,

´

ż

□n

aℓ∇u ¨ ∇pu´ vq “ ´´

ż

□n

`

am ´ aℓ ´ pkm ´ kℓq□n

˘

∇u ¨ ∇pu´ vq

ď
ν

2
}∇pu´ vq}2

L2p□nq
`

1

2ν
}km ´ kℓ ´ pkm ´ kℓq□n}2L8p□nq}∇u}2

L2p□nq
.

The result of the lemma follows by the previous two displays.

Lemma 2.11. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that for every h, n, ℓ, L P N with h ă n ă

ℓ ă L we have that

|s
´1{2

L,˚ p□nqpkL ´ kℓq□n |2 ď OΓ1

`

CpL´ ℓq|s´1
L,˚p□hq|

˘

` OΓ2{3

´C

ν
pL´ ℓq3´ 1

4
pn´hq

¯

, (2.90)

and

|s´1
L,˚p□nqpkL ´ kℓq□n | ď OΓ2

`

CpL´ ℓq
1{2|s´1

L,˚p□hq|
˘

` OΓ1

´C

ν
pL´ ℓq

1{23´ 1
4

pn´hq
¯

, (2.91)

and
s´1
L,˚p□nq ď s´1

L,˚p□hq ` OΓ2

`

Cν´13´ 1
4

pn´hq
˘

. (2.92)

Proof. We will first show (2.92). By subadditivity,

s´1
L,˚p□nq ď s´1

L,˚p□hq `
ÿ

z1P3hZdX□n

`

s´1
L,˚pz1 ` □hq ´ s´1

L,˚p□hq
˘

.

To estimate the last term, we use (2.82), which yields

|s´1
L,˚pz1 ` □hq ´ s´1

n1,˚pz1 ` □hq| ď 2ν´1{2
ˇ

ˇs´1
n1,˚pz1 ` □hq ´ s´1

L,˚pz1 ` □hq
ˇ

ˇ

1{2

ď OΓ2

`

Cν´13´ 1
2

pn1´hq
˘

“ OΓ2

`

Cν´13´ 1
4

pn´hq
˘

.
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Similarly,

|s´1
L,˚p□hq ´ s´1

n1,˚p□hq| ď Cν´13´ 1
4

pn´hq .

The claim (2.92) now follows by Proposition 2.5 with σ “ 2. For every k P N, we have that

ˇ

ˇpjkq□n

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ2p1q and E
“

pjkq□n

‰

“ 0 ,

and thus, by Proposition 2.5 with σ “ 2, we obtain

|pkL ´ kℓq□n | “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

L
ÿ

i“ℓ`1

pjiq□n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ2

`

CpL´ ℓq
1{2
˘

.

This completes the proof of (2.90) and (2.91).

3. A suboptimal lower bound on the renormalized diffusivities

In this section, we prove the precise version of the suboptimal lower bound which was vaguely
stated in (1.47). The idea of the proof is that, if sLp□mq does not grow sufficiently fast in m, then
due to its monotonicity, we can find a range of scales across which it does not change much. But
this allows us to compare the maximizers of the variational problem in (2.5) with pp, qq “ p0, qq

across this same range of scales and thereby deduce that the maximizer on the largest scale is
“flat” (close to an affine function). We then argue that the existence of such a flat solution is only
possible if the advection term is not contributing much (which is ruled out by assumption (J5)),
or the effective diffusivity sLp□mq is large. We deduce therefore that sLp□mq must be large.

Proposition 3.1 (Suboptimal lower bound estimate). There exist Cpdq P r1,8q and cpdq P p0, 1{2s
such that, for every L,m, n P N satisfying

L ě m ě n ě
C

c˚

log3p3 ` ν´1q log logp3 ` ν´1q , (3.1)

we have
sL ě sL,˚p□mq ě cc˚m

1{2 log´ 13
2 pν´1mq (3.2)

and, consequently,

s´1
L,˚p□mq ď Cc´1

˚ n´1{2 log
13
2 pν´1nq ` OΓ2pCν´13´ d

2
pm´nqq . (3.3)

The rest of this section is focused on the proof of Proposition 3.1. Throughout, we select
parameters δ P p0, 1{2s, L P N satisfying (3.1) and h, h1 P N satisfying

h ě 10rK log3pν´1Lqs and
12d logp4ν´1Lq

δ
h ď h1 ď

1

10
L , (3.4)

where K is a large constant to be selected later. We will also select the parameter h at the end of
the proof. By the pigeonhole principle argument in [AK24b, Lemma 3.4], there exists

m P N X rL´ 4h1, L´ h1s ,

satisfying
ˇ

ˇA
´1{2

L p□mqALp□m´2hqA
´1{2

L p□mq ´ I2d
ˇ

ˇ ď δ . (3.5)

41



We next define scales n, ℓ, ℓ1, L1 P N by
$

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

%

L1 :“ m` rK logpν´1Lqs ,

ℓ1 :“ m´ h ,

ℓ :“ ℓ1 ´ rK logpν´1Lqs ,

n :“ ℓ´ rK logpν´1Lqs .

(3.6)

Note that, by taking K sufficiently large, we can ensure that

m´ 2h ă n ă ℓ ă ℓ1 ă m ă L1 ă L . (3.7)

Due to (2.82), we have that, for every k P rm´ 2h,ms,

max
zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇsL,˚pz ` □kqs´1
L1,˚pz ` □kq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1

`

C3´pL1´kq
˘

ď OΓ1

`

C3´pL1´mq
˘

. (3.8)

Combining (3.8) with (3.5), we deduce that
ˇ

ˇsL1,˚p□mqs´1
L1,˚p□m´2hq ´ 1

ˇ

ˇ ď δ ` C3´pL1´mq . (3.9)

Note that the quantity sL1,˚p□kq is monotone nonincreasing in k, and therefore (3.9) says that across
the range of scales k P rm´ 2h,ms the ratio of any two sL1,˚p□kq is close to one. In particular, the
parameters n, ℓ and ℓ1 each represent scales which are within this range, that is, n, ℓ, ℓ1 P rm´2h,ms.

We next fix a unit vector e P Rd with |e| “ 1. For each y P Rd and k P N, we let uk,y denote

the maximizer of JL1py ` □k, 0, s
1{2

L,˚p□nqeq; that is,

uk,y :“ vL1

`

¨, y ` □k, 0, s
1{2

L1,˚p□nqe
˘

, y P Rd , k P N .

For each k P N we let ∇uk denote the vector field whose restriction in each cube of the form z`□k

with z P 3kZd is equal to ∇uk,z. That is,

∇uk :“
ÿ

zP3kZd

∇uk,z1z`□k
.

This is a slight abuse of notation, since ∇uk is not necessarily a gradient field except on subdomains
of a single cube of the form z ` □k, z P 3kZd.

We define the parameters p, q P Rd by

p :“ s
´1{2

L1,˚p□nqe and q :“ Erpaℓ∇unq□ℓ
s . (3.10)

Observe that
|p| ď ν´1{2 . (3.11)

By (2.30), we have that, for every z P 3nZd,

E
“

p∇unqz`□n

‰

“ s´1
L1,˚p□nqs

1{2

L1,˚p□nqe “ p . (3.12)

We next use the identity (2.21) with s “ νId and the bound s´1
L1,˚pUq ď ν´1Id, which is valid in

every domain U , to obtain, for every z P 3kZd, the quenched estimate

}∇uk}2
L2pz`□kq

“ 2ν´1JL1pz ` □k, 0, s
1{2

L,˚p□nqeq

“ ν´1s
1{2

L1,˚p□nqe ¨ s´1
L1,˚pz ` □kqs

1{2

L1,˚p□nqe ď ν´2|sL1,˚p□nq| . (3.13)
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We next write the equation for um :“ um,0 as

´∇ ¨ aℓ∇um “ pfℓ ´ fL1q ¨ ∇um in □m . (3.14)

We let w P H2p□mq be the solution of the Dirichlet problem

#

´ ∆w “ pfℓ1 ´ fL1q ¨ p in □m ,

w “ 0 on B□m .
(3.15)

The proof of Proposition 3.1 is based on a comparison of w to um. We proceed by testing the
equations (3.14) and (3.15) with w to get

´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ aℓ∇um “ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ ´ fL1q ¨ ∇um “ p ¨ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ ´ fL1q ` ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ ´ fL1q ¨ p∇um ´ pq

and

´

ż

□m

ˇ

ˇ∇w
ˇ

ˇ

2
“ p ¨ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ1 ´ fL1q “ p ¨ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ ´ fL1q ` p ¨ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ1 ´ fℓq , (3.16)

respectively. Combining these, we obtain, for every q P Rd, that

´

ż

□m

ˇ

ˇ∇w
ˇ

ˇ

2
“ ´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ aℓ∇um ´ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ ´ fL1q ¨ p∇um ´ pq ` p ¨ ´

ż

□m

wpfℓ1 ´ fℓq

“ ´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ paℓ∇um ´ qq ´ ´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ pkℓ ´ kL1qp∇um ´ pq ´ p ¨ ´

ż

□m

pkℓ1 ´ kℓq∇w .

To get the second line in the display above, we integrated by parts, using the anti-symmetry of kL1

and kℓ, to remove the divergence from fℓ ´ fL1 and put a gradient onto the w. We next split the
terms on the right side of the previous display involving ∇um into smaller scale maximizers and
additivity defect terms. Noting also that aL1 “ aℓ ` kL1 ´ kℓ, we get, for every q P Rd, that

´

ż

□m

ˇ

ˇ∇w
ˇ

ˇ

2
“ ´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ paℓ∇un ´ qq ` ´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ pkL1 ´ kℓqp∇un ´ pq

` ´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ aL1p∇um ´ ∇unq ´ p ¨ ´

ż

□m

pkℓ1 ´ kℓq∇w . (3.17)

The strategy is to estimate the expectation of the left side of (3.17) from below in terms of p, and
thus by means of s´1

L,˚p□nq, and then to upper bound the expectation of the right side of (3.17).
This will be done in a series of lemmas below.

We begin with some basic estimates on the function w.

Lemma 3.2. For each t P p1,8q, there exists a constant Cpt, dq ă 8 such that

}∇w}Ltp□mq ď OΓ2

`

Ch
1{2|p|

˘

, (3.18)

and
}∇2w}Ltp□mq ď C}pfℓ1 ´ fL1q ¨ p}L2p□mq ď OΓ2

`

C|p|3´ℓ1˘

. (3.19)

Proof. Observe that by the regularity assumption (J3), the function on the right side of equa-
tion (3.15) is active only on scales larger than 3ℓ

1

, and this is therefore true for w as well. In
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particular, w is very smooth on scales much smaller than 3ℓ
1

. Using this together with (2.61)
and (J3) we see that the energy of w is bounded by:

}∇w}L2p□mq ď C|p|}fL1 ´ fℓ1}H´1p□mq

ď C|p|}kL1 ´ kℓ1 ´ pkL1 ´ kℓ1q□m}L2p□mq

ď C|p|

›

›

›

›

m´1
ÿ

k“ℓ1`1

jk

›

›

›

›

L2p□mq

` C|p|

L1
ÿ

k“m

3m´k
›

›∇jk
›

›

L2p□mq

ď OΓ2

`

Cpm´ ℓ1q
1{2|p|

˘

. (3.20)

Using odd reflection to extend w periodically to Rd, we may then apply standard interior Calderón-
Zygmund estimates together with the previous display, to obtain, for every t P p1,8q, the existence
of Cpd, tq ă 8 such that

}∇w}Ltp□mq ď C|p|}fL1 ´ fℓ1}W´1,tp□mq

ď C|p|}kL1 ´ kℓ1 ´ pkL1 ´ kℓ1q□m}Ltp□mq

ď C|p|

›

›

›

›

m´1
ÿ

k“ℓ1`1

jkp3´k¨q

›

›

›

›

Ltp□mq

` C|p|

L1
ÿ

k“m

3m´k
›

›∇jkp3´k¨q
›

›

Ltp□mq

ď OΓ2

`

Cpm´ ℓ1q
1{2|p|

˘

(3.21)

and
}∇2w}Ltp□mq ď C}pfℓ1 ´ fL1q ¨ p}Ltp□mq ` OΓ2

`

C|p|3´ℓ1˘

ď OΓ2

`

C|p|3´ℓ1˘

. (3.22)

To see the second inequality in the previous display, we use (J3) and compute, for each k ą 0,

}∇jk}L2p□mq “
ÿ

zP3m´kZdX□m

}∇jk}L2pz`□kq ď OΓ2pC3´kq .

This completes the proof.

We next prove a lower bound estimate for the expectation of the left side of (3.17), which
matches the upper bound in (3.18).

Lemma 3.3. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

E
„

´

ż

□m

ˇ

ˇ∇w
ˇ

ˇ

2
ȷ

´ plog 3qc˚h|p|2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C|p|2K logpν´1Lq . (3.23)

Proof. We consider, for each n P tℓ1 ` 1, . . . , L1u, the Rd–stationary random potential field ∇ pwn
defined by

∇ pwn :“ ∇∆´1
`

∇ ¨ jnp
˘

. (3.24)

That is, pwn is the solution of the problem

´∆ pwn “ ∇ ¨ jnp in Rd .

The random field pwn is well-defined and Rd–stationary in dimensions d ě 3 and is defined only up to
an additive constant in two dimensions; the potential field ∇ pwn, on the other hand, is well-defined
and Rd–stationary in all dimensions and satisfies E

“

∇ pwnp0q
‰

“ 0. Moreover, we have the estimates

}∇ pwn}L2p□mq ď OΓ2

`

C|p|
˘

, (3.25)
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}∇2
pwn}L2p□mq ď OΓ2

`

C|p|3´n
˘

, (3.26)

and
} pwn ´ p pwnq□m}L2p□mq ď OΓ2

`

C|p|pm´ nq
1{23n

˘

, if n ă m. (3.27)

These facts can be checked directly from the representation formula for pw in terms of a convolution
of the fundamental solution of the Laplacian, and the assumptions on jn in (J1) and (J3). Note
that (3.26) and the Poincaré inequality imply that

} pwn ´ p pwnq□m ´ ℓ∇ pwnp0q}L2p□mq ď OΓ2

`

C|p|32m´n
˘

, if n ě m. (3.28)

We next define
pw “ pwℓ1`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` pwL1 .

Using the triangle inequality, (3.27), (3.28), the independence assumption and E
“

∇ pwnp0q
‰

“ 0, we
find that

} pw ´ p pwq□m}L2p□mq

ď

m´1
ÿ

n“ℓ1`1

} pwn ´ p pwnq□m}L2p□mq `

L1
ÿ

n“m

} pwn ´ p pwnq□m ´ ℓ∇ pwnp0q}L2p□mq ` 3m
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

L1
ÿ

n“m

∇ pwnp0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ2

`

C|p|3m
˘

` OΓ2

`

C|p|3m
˘

` OΓ2

`

C|p|3mpL1 ´mq
1{2
˘

ď OΓ2

`

C|p|3mpL1 ´mq
1{2
˘

. (3.29)

The assumption (J5) asserts precisely that, in any bounded domain U Ď Rd,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E
“
›

›∇ pwp0q
›

›

2

L2pUq

‰

´ c˚plog 3qpm´ nq|p|2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E
“ˇ

ˇ∇ pwp0q
ˇ

ˇ

2‰
´ c˚plog 3qpm´ nq|p|2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ă|p|2 . (3.30)

In view of (3.15), the difference pw ´ w is the solution of the problem

#

´ ∆p pw ´ wq “ 0 in □m ,

pw ´ w “ pw on B□m .
(3.31)

By standard estimates for the Laplace equation and (3.29), we obtain

}∇p pw ´ wq}L2p□mq ď C3´m} pw ´ p pwq□m}L2p□mq ď OΓ2

`

C|p|pL1 ´mq
1{2
˘

.

We now obtain the desired estimate (3.23) from the triangle inequality, the previous display
and (3.30).

We next estimate the expectation of the first term on the right side of (3.17).

Lemma 3.4. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that

E

«

´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ paℓ∇un ´ qq

ff

ď
C

ν3{2
ℓpm´ ℓq3´pℓ1´ℓq . (3.32)

Proof. The idea is to find stochastic cancellations between scales 3ℓ and 3m, because the flux
field aℓ∇un has a range of dependence of at most

?
d3ℓ. We compute

´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ paℓ∇un´ qq ď }∇w}H1p□mq}aℓ∇un´ q}
pH´1p□mq

.

45



By (3.10) and (3.19), we have

3mE
”

}∇w}2
H1p□mq

ı1{2

ď C3m´ℓ1

|sL,˚p□nq|´
1{2 .

By (3.10) and independence, we obtain, for every k ě ℓ,

E
”

ˇ

ˇ

`

aℓ∇un´ q
˘

z`□k

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

ď C3´dpk´ℓqE
”

}aℓ∇un´ q}2
L2p□ℓq

ı

ď C3´dpk´ℓqE
”

}aℓ∇un}2
L2p□ℓq

ı

.

By (3.13) and (J3), we see that

E
”

}aℓ∇un}2
L2p□ℓq

ı

ď E
”

}aℓ}
2
L8p□ℓq}∇un}2

L2p□ℓq

ı

ď ν´2|sL,˚p□nq|E
„›

›

›

›

νId `

ℓ
ÿ

k“0

jk

›

›

›

›

2

L8p□ℓq

ȷ

ď
Cℓ2

ν2
|sL,˚p□nq| .

Therefore, by the multiscale Poincaré inequality (see [AKM19, Proposition 1.12]), we obtain

3´mE
”

}aℓ∇un´ q}2
pH´1p□mq

ı1{2

ď C3ℓ´mE
”

}aℓ∇un´ q}2
L2p□mq

ı1{2

` C

ˆ

pm´ ℓq
m
ÿ

k“ℓ

3´2pm´kq
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

E
”

ˇ

ˇ

`

aℓ∇un´ q
˘

z`□k

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

˙1{2

ď C3ℓ´m
ˆ

1 ` pm´ ℓq
m
ÿ

k“ℓ

3´pd´2qpk´ℓq

˙1{2

E
”

}aℓ∇un´ q}2
L2p□ℓq

ı1{2

ď
C

ν
ℓpm´ ℓq3ℓ´m .

Combining the above displays yields (3.32).

We next estimate the expectation of the second term on the right side of (3.17).

Lemma 3.5. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

ż

z`□n

∇w ¨ pkL1 ´ kℓqp∇un,z ´ pq

ff

ď
C

ν
pL1 ´ ℓqpℓ´ nq3´pℓ´nq . (3.33)

Proof. By duality,

´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ pkL1 ´ kℓqp∇un ´ pq ď
ÿ

zP3ℓZdX□m

}∇w ¨ pkL1 ´ kℓq}H1pz`□ℓq}∇un ´ p}
pH´1pz`□ℓq

.

We estimate the first term using (3.18), (3.19), (J3) and Hölder’s inequality:

ÿ

zP3ℓZdX□m

}∇w ¨ pkL1 ´ kℓq}H1pz`□ℓq

ď
ÿ

zP3ℓZdX□m

´

}∇w}H1pz`□ℓq}kL1´kℓ}L8pz`□ℓq ` }∇w}L2pz`□ℓq}∇pkL1´kℓq}L8pz`□ℓq

¯

ď OΓ1pC|p|pL1 ´ ℓq3´ℓ1

q ` OΓ1pC|p|pm´ ℓ1q3´ℓq .
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It follows that

3ℓE
„

ÿ

zP3ℓZdX□m

}∇w ¨ pkL1 ´ kℓq}2
H1pz`□ℓq

ȷ1{2

ď CpL1 ´ ℓq|p| ď Cν´1{2pL1 ´ ℓq .

By the multiscale Poincaré inequality (see [AKM19, Proposition 1.12]) and stationarity, we obtain

3´ℓE
”

}∇un ´ p}2
pH´1pz`□ℓq

ı1{2

ď C3n´ℓE
”

}∇un´ p}2
L2p□nq

ı1{2

` C
´

pℓ´ nq

ℓ
ÿ

k“n

3´2pℓ´kq
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

E
”

ˇ

ˇ

`

∇un ´ p
˘

z`□k

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı¯1{2

.

Since

E
“
ˇ

ˇ

`

∇un
˘

□n

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
“ E

“
ˇ

ˇ

`

s´1
L,˚p□nqs

1{2

L,˚p□nq
˘

e
ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď ν´1E

“

s´1
L,˚p□nqsL,˚p□nq

‰

“ ν´1 ,

we see by (J1) and (3.12) that

E
“ˇ

ˇ

`

∇un ´ p
˘

z`□k

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď C3´dpk´nqE

“ˇ

ˇ

`

∇un ´ p
˘

□n

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď
C

ν
3´dpk´nq .

We deduce that

ℓ
ÿ

k“n

3´2pℓ´kq
ÿ

zP3kZdX□ℓ

E
“
ˇ

ˇ

`

∇un ´ p
˘

z`□k

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď
C

ν
3´2pℓ´nq

ℓ
ÿ

k“n

3´pd´2qpk´nq ď
C

ν
pℓ´ nq3´2pm´nq .

Combining the above displays then yields (3.33).

The estimate of the third term on the right in (3.17) is the most involved one, and requires some
coarse-graining ideas. We first record a consequence of the localization estimates in (the proof of)
Lemma 2.9.

Lemma 3.6. For every m,n, ℓ P N with n ă mintm, ℓu and every U Ď □n and ε P p0, 1s,

ˇ

ˇ

`

bℓ ´ bm
˘

pUq
ˇ

ˇ ď ε
ˇ

ˇbmpUq
ˇ

ˇ ` p1 ` ε´1q
ˇ

ˇpkm ´ kℓq
t
Us

´1
m,˚pkm ´ kℓqUb

´1{2
m qpUq

ˇ

ˇ

` OΓ1{3

`

Cν´1mpℓ´mq3n´m
˘

. (3.34)

Proof. Recalling that the top left corner of Aℓ ´ Am is equal to bℓ ´ bm, we write

Aℓ ´ Am “ G´t
pkℓ´kmqU

AmG
´1
pkℓ´kmqU

´ Am

` G´t
pkℓ´kmqU

A
1{2
m

`

A´1{2
m Gt

pkℓ´kmqU
AℓGpkℓ´kmqU

A´1{2
m ´ I2d

˘

A
1{2
mG´1

pkℓ´kmqU
.

We bound the spectral norm of the second term using (2.63), (2.74), (2.87) and Lemma 2.2:

ˇ

ˇG´t
pkℓ´kmqU

A
1{2
m

`

A´1{2
m Gt

pkℓ´kmqU
AℓGpkℓ´kmqU

A´1{2
m ´ I2d

˘

A
1{2
mG´1

pkℓ´kmqU

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ˇ

ˇAm

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇA´1{2
m Gt

pkℓ´kmqU
AℓGpkℓ´kmqU

A´1{2
m ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇGpkℓ´kmqU

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď OΓ1pCν´1mq ˆ OΓ1p31`n´mq ˆ OΓ1

`

Cpℓ´mq
˘

ď OΓ1{3

`

Cν´1mpℓ´mq3n´m
˘

.
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To bound the top left corner of the first term above, we use (2.12) and observe that, with P :“ pe, 0q

for e P Rd

P ¨

´

G´t
pkℓ´kmqU

AmG
´1
pkℓ´kmqU

´ Am

¯

P

“ e ¨ pkℓ ´ kmqtUs
´1
m,˚pUqpkℓ ´ kmqUe` 2e ¨ pkℓ ´ kmqtUs

´1
m,˚pUqkme .

Using Young’s inequality, we have that, for every ε P p0,8q the last term on the right side may be
bounded as

2
ˇ

ˇe ¨ pkℓ ´ kmqtUs
´1
m,˚pUqkmpUqe

ˇ

ˇ

ď ε
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2
m,˚ pUqkmpUqe

ˇ

ˇ

2
` ε´1

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2
m,˚ pUqpkℓ ´ kmqUe

ˇ

ˇ

2

“ ε
`

e ¨
`

bm ´ sm
˘

pUqe
˘

` ε´1
`

e ¨ pkℓ ´ kmqtUs
´1
m,˚pUqpkℓ ´ kmqUe

˘

.

Combining the previous four displays yields (3.34).

Lemma 3.7. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that

E
„

´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ aL1p∇um ´ ∇unq

ȷ

ď C
`

δ ` 3´pL1´mq
˘1{2

´

pL1 ´ ℓq2|s´1
L,˚p□nq|2 ` |bℓp□nq|2

¯1{2

` Cν´4L4
`

3´ 1
2

pℓ1´nq ` 3´ 1
8

pℓ´nq ` 3´ 1
4

pℓ1´ℓq ` 3´ 1
8
h
˘

. (3.35)

Proof. We split the term on the left in (3.35) into two parts as follows:

E

«

´

ż

□m

∇w ¨ aL1p∇um ´ ∇unq

ff

“ E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

ż

z`□n

`

∇w ´ p∇wqz`□n

˘

¨ aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq

ff

` E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

ff

. (3.36)

The second term on the right side is now ready for coarse-graining, while the first term will be
brutally estimated using the separation of scales between the small cubes z ` □n and the scales
on which w varies, which are at least of order 3ℓ

1

. The two terms on the right side of (3.36) are
estimated in the following four steps below, in (3.39) and (3.37), respectively. Together, these
inequalities imply (3.35).

Step 1. We estimate the first term on the right side of (3.36). The claim is that

E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

ż

z`□n

`

∇w ´ p∇wqz`□n

˘

¨ aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq

ff

ď
C

ν3{2

`

δ ` 3´pL1´mq
˘1{2

pL1q
1{23´pℓ1´nq .

(3.37)
Here we will make a very crude estimate because we have scale separation to our advantage. We
use Cauchy-Schwarz and then use the Poincaré inequality in each cube of the form z ` □n, taking
advantage of the fact that the ∇w terms are centered, and then apply (3.19). We obtain:

´

ż

z`□n

`

∇w ´ p∇wqz`□n

˘

¨ aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq

ď }∇w ´ p∇wqz`□n}H1pz`□nq}aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq}
pH´1pz`□nq

.
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By (3.19) we have that

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

E
”

}∇w ´ p∇wqz`□n}3
H1pz`□nq

ı

ď C33n
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

E
”

}∇2w}3
L3pz`□nq

ı

ď
C

ν3{2
3´3pℓ1´nq

and, by the multiscale Poincaré inequality, Hölder’s inequality, and (2.29)

E
”

}aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq}
3{2

pH´1pz`□nq

ı

ď E

«

ˆ n
ÿ

j“´8

3j
ˆ

ÿ

z1Pz`3jZdX□n

ˇ

ˇ

`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z1`□j

ˇ

ˇ

2
˙1{2˙3{2

ff

ď C3
3
2
nE

«

}s
1{2p∇um ´ ∇un,zq}

3{2

L2pz`□nq

n
ÿ

j“´8

3j´n

ˆ

max
z1Pz`3jZdX□n

ˇ

ˇbL1pz1 ` □jq
ˇ

ˇ

˙3{4
ff

ď C3
3
2
npL1ν´1q

3{4E
”

}s
1{2p∇um ´ ∇un,zq}2

L2pz`□nq

ı3{4

.

The last factor on the right side can be estimated by (2.20) and (3.9):

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

E
”

}s
1{2p∇um ´ ∇un,zq}2

L2pz`□nq

ı

“
ˇ

ˇsL1,˚p□mqs´1
L1,˚p□nq ´ 1

ˇ

ˇ ď δ ` C3´pL1´mq . (3.38)

Combining the above displays with Hölder’s inequality yields (3.37).

Step 2. In this step we start to estimate the second term on the right side of (3.36). Let k “

r 4
d`4ℓ

1 ` d
d`4ℓs. The claim is that there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

ff

ď E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b

1{2

L1 pz ` □nq
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

pδ ` C3´pL1´mqq
1{2

` C3´ 1
4

pℓ1´ℓqpL1q2ν´5{2 . (3.39)

We first record, that, by (2.29) and (3.38),

E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇb
´1{2

L1 pz ` □nq
`

aL1∇pum ´ un,zq
˘

z`□n

ˇ

ˇ

2

ff

ď E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

ż

z`□n

∇pum ´ un,zq ¨ s∇pum ´ un,zq

ff

ď δ ` C3´pL1´mq . (3.40)

Decompose the left side of (3.39) as
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

“
ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

`

∇w
˘

z1`□k
¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

`
ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

´

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
´
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

¯

¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n
. (3.41)

49



The first term on the right of (3.41) is estimated using Cauchy-Schwarz and (3.40)

E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

`

∇w
˘

z1`□k
¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

ff

“ E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

b
1{2

L1 pz ` □nq
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k
¨
`

b
´1{2

L1 pz ` □nqaL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

ff

ď E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b

1{2

L1 pz ` □nq
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

ˆ E

«

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b

´1{2

L1 pz ` □nqaL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

ď E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b

1{2

L1 pz ` □nq
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

pδ ` C3´pL1´mqq
1{2 . (3.42)

Similarly, we have,

E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

´

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
´
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

¯

¨
`

aL1p∇um ´ ∇un,zq
˘

z`□n

ff

ď CE

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b

1{2

L1 pz ` □nq

´

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
´
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

ď CE

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
´
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

4
ff1{4

E

«

|bL1p□nq|
2

ff1{4

ď Cpν´1L1q2E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

∇w
˘

z`□n
´
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

4
ff1{4

ď C3kpν´1L1q2E
“

}∇2w}4
L4p□mq

‰1{4

ď C3k´ℓ1

pν´1L1q2ν´1{2 “ C3´ d
d`4

pℓ1´ℓq
pν´1L1q2ν´1{2 , (3.43)

where in the last inequality we used (3.22) and (3.11). Combining the above displays yields (3.39).

Step 3. We are left to estimate the expectation on the right in (3.39). For this we use indepen-
dence and the regularity of w. The claimed estimate is that there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such
that

E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b

1{2

L1 pz ` □nq
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff

ď C
´

pL1 ´ ℓq2|s´1
L,˚p□nq|2 ` |bℓp□nq|2 ` ν´2pL1 ´ ℓq2L1

`

3´ 1
4

pℓ´nq ` 3´ 1
2

pℓ1´ℓq ` 3´ 1
4
h
˘

¯

. (3.44)

Recall from Step 2, the selection k “ r 4
d`4ℓ

1 ` d
d`4ℓs. To prove (3.44), we first decompose

|bL1pz ` □nq| ď |bL1pz ` □nq ´ bℓpz ` □nq| ` |bℓpz ` □nq|
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and bound the first term using (3.34) as

|bL1pz ` □nq ´ bℓpz ` □nq| ď C|pkL1 ´ kℓq
t
z`□n

s´1
ℓ,˚pz ` □nqpkL1 ´ kℓqz`□n |

` C|bℓpz ` □nq| ` OΓ1{3

`

Cν´1pL1 ´ ℓqL13´pℓ´nq
˘

,

and then continue to decompose,

|bℓpz ` □nq| ď d|bℓp□nq| `

d
ÿ

i“1

ei ¨
`

bℓpz ` □nq ´ bℓp□nq
˘

ei .

By combining the above three displays we have,

|bL1pz ` □nq| ď C|bℓp□nq| ` C|pkL1 ´ kℓq
t
z`□n

s´1
ℓ,˚pz ` □nqpkL1 ´ kℓqz`□n |

` C
d
ÿ

i“1

ei ¨
`

bℓpz ` □nq ´ bℓp□nq
˘

ei ` OΓ1{4

`

Cν´1pL1 ´ ℓqL13´pℓ´nq
˘

. (3.45)

We now estimate using Hölder’s inequality and (3.45),

E

«

ÿ

z1P3kZdX□m

|
`

∇w
˘

z1`□k
|2

ÿ

zPz1`3nZdX□k

|bL1pz ` □nq|

ff

ď C|bℓp□nq|E
”

›

›∇w
›

›

2

L2p□mq

ı

` CE

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□k

bℓpz ` □nq ´ bℓp□nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

E
”

›

›∇w
›

›

4

L4p□mq

ı1{2

` CE

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□k

pkℓ ´ kL1qtz`□n
s´1
L1,˚pz ` □nqpkℓ ´ kL1qz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

E
”

›

›∇w
›

›

4

L4p□mq

ı1{2

` Cν´1pL1 ´ ℓqL13´pℓ´nqE
”

›

›∇w
›

›

4

L4p□mq

ı1{2

. (3.46)

We estimate these terms separately. First, we have by (3.18) that

|bℓp□nq|E
”

›

›∇w
›

›

2

L2p□mq

ı

ď C|bℓp□nq|pL1 ´ ℓq|s´1
L1,˚p□nq| .

Next, since the average is over a collection of independent OΓ1pCL1ν´1q random variables, by
concentration and (3.21)

E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□k

bℓpz ` □nq ´ bℓp□nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

E
”

›

›∇w
›

›

4

L4p□mq

ı1{2

ď
C

ν
pm´ ℓ1qL13´ d

2
pk´ℓq

“
C

ν
pm´ ℓ1qL13´ 2d

d`4
pℓ1´ℓq .

Next, by Lemma 2.11 and (3.9),

E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□k

pkℓ ´ kL1qtz`□n
s´1
L1,˚pz ` □nqpkℓ ´ kL1qz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff1{2

E
”

›

›∇w
›

›

4

L4p□mq

ı1{2

ď CpL1 ´ ℓq2|s´1
L1,˚p□m´2hq||p|2 ` Cν´1pL1 ´ ℓq23´ 1

4
h

ď CpL1 ´ ℓq2|s´2
L1,˚p□nq| ` Cν´1pL1 ´ ℓq23´ 1

4
h . (3.47)
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Finally, we use (3.21) again to see that

pL1 ´ ℓqL13´pℓ´nqE
”

›

›∇w
›

›

4

L4p□mq

ı1{2

ď Cν´1pL1 ´ ℓq2L13´pℓ´nq .

Combining the above four displays with Young’s inequality yields the desired estimate in (3.44).

Step 4. Combining (3.37), (3.39) and (3.44) concludes the proof.

We estimate the fourth and final term on the right side of (3.17).

Lemma 3.8. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that

E
„

p ¨ ´

ż

□m

pkℓ1 ´ kℓq∇w
ȷ

ď Cs´1
L,˚p□nq . (3.48)

Proof. We use (3.19) and (2.52) to find

E
„

p ¨ ´

ż

□m

pkℓ1 ´ kℓq∇w
ȷ

ď E
“

}pkℓ1 ´ kℓqp}
pH´1p□mq

}∇w}H1p□mq

‰

ď |p|E
“

}pkℓ1 ´ kℓq}2
pH´1p□mq

‰1{2E
“

}∇w}2
H1p□mq

‰1{2

ď C3ℓ
1

|p|23´ℓ1

“ C|s´1
L1,˚p□mq| ,

which is (3.48).

We are almost done with the proof of Proposition 3.1 except for an estimate of the factor |bℓp□nq|

in (3.35). To estimate this factor, we first localize, using Lemma 2.9, and replace the factor by
|bkp□nq| for a parameter k ! n. The replacement is a coarse-grained matrix coming from a high-
contrast local equation at the scale 3k. Since the local equation homogenizes, by [AK24b], the ratio
|bkp□mqs´1

k,˚p□mq| is bounded. This argument leads to the following estimate.

Lemma 3.9. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, if n ě C log3pν´1Lq, then we have that,
for every ℓ ą n,

bℓp□nq ď C
`

ℓ´ n` log3pν´1ℓq
˘4
sℓ,˚p□nq . (3.49)

Proof. Fix parameters k1, k2, k3 P N with k1 ă k2 ă k3 ă n to be selected below. We start from
the pointwise identity, valid for every x P Rd:

Aℓpxq “ Gt
kk1

pxq´kℓpxqAkpxqGkk1
pxq´kℓpxq ,

where G is as in (2.13). Therefore, we get that

›

›A
´1{2

ℓ Ak1A
´1{2

ℓ

›

›

L8p□nq
_
›

›A
´1{2

k1
AℓA

´1{2

k1

›

›

L8p□nq
ď p1 ` }kk1 ´ kℓ}L8p□nqq

2 .

Thus, for every P P R2d,

P ¨ Aℓp□nqP

“ inf
!

´

ż

□n

pX ` P q ¨ AℓpX ` P q : X P L2
pot,0p□nq ˆ L2

sol,0p□nq

)

ď
›

›A
´1{2

k1
AℓA

´1{2

k1

›

›

L8p□nq
inf

!

´

ż

□n

pX ` P q ¨ Ak1pX ` P q : X P L2
pot,0p□nq ˆ L2

sol,0p□nq

)

ď p1 ` }kk1 ´ kℓ}L8p□nqq
2P ¨ Ak1p□nqP . (3.50)
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By subadditivity and independence, using (2.48) with σ “ 2, we get

s´1
k1,˚

p□k3q ď s´1
k1,˚

p□k2q `
ÿ

zP3k2ZdX□h1

ps´1
k1,˚

pz ` □k2q ´ s´1
k1,˚

p□k2qq

ď s´1
k1,˚

p□k2q ` ν´1 ^ OΓ2pCν´13´ d
2

pk3´k2qq . (3.51)

Similarly,

bk1p□nq ď bk1p□k3q `
ÿ

zP3k3ZdX□n

pbk1pz ` □k3q ´ bk1p□k3qq ď bk1p□k2q ` OΓ2pCk23
´ d

2
pk3´k1qq .

By (2.54) we have the bound

}kk1 ´ kℓ}L8p□nq ď OΓ2

`

Cpℓ´ k1q
˘

and, thus, we obtain by (3.50) that

s´1
ℓ,˚p□k3q ď E

”

p1 ` }kk1 ´ kℓ}L8p□k3
qq

2s´1
k1,˚

p□k3q

ı

ď Cpℓ´ k1q2
`

s´1
k1,˚

p□k2q ` ν´13´ d
2

pk3´k2q
˘

.

(3.52)

and

bℓp□nq ď E
”

p1 ` }kk1 ´ kℓ}L8p□nqq
2bk1p□nq

ı

ď Cpℓ´ k1q2
`

bk1p□k2q ` Ck13
´ d

2
pk3´k1q

˘

.

By subadditivity sℓ,˚p□k3q ď sℓ,˚p□nq. Using this and (3.52) yields

sk1,˚p□k2q ď Cpℓ´ k1q2sℓ,˚p□nq ` Cν´1ℓpℓ´ k1q23´ d
2

pk3´k2q .

Furthermore, by [AK24b, Theorem 3.1], we deduce that if k2 ě k1 ` C log3pν´1k1q, then

bk1p□k2q ď 2sk1,˚p□k2q .

Combining the previous three displays then yields that

bℓp□nq ď Cpℓ´ k1q4sℓ,˚p□nq ` Cν´1ℓ8
`

3´ d
2

pk3´k2q ` 3´ d
2

pk3´k1q
˘

.

We complete the proof by selecting k1 :“ n ´ C log3pν´1ℓq with large enough Cpdq ă 8, as well
as k2 :“ k1 ` r13pk1 ´ nqs and k3 :“ k2 ` r13pk1 ´ nqs.

We conclude with the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By taking the parameter K sufficiently large, depending only on d, we
can ensure that h ě 100pℓ´ nq,

plog 3qc˚h ą 2C(3.23)K logpν´1Lq ,

and
Cpν´1Lq9

`

3´ 1
2

pℓ1´nq ` 3´ 1
8

pℓ´nq ` 3´ 1
4

pℓ1´ℓq ` 3´ 1
8
h
˘

ď νL´1000 .

Therefore, by combining Lemma 3.3 and (3.17) with (3.32), (3.33), (3.35) and (3.48), taking note
of (3.10), we see that

c2˚hs
´1
L,˚p□nq ď Cpδ ` 3´hq

1{2
`

bℓp□nq ` hs´1
L,˚p□nq

˘

` CK logpν´1Lq|s´1
L,˚p□nq| .
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If K is chosen sufficiently large and δ is chosen sufficiently small, then the factors of |s´1
L,˚p□nq| can

be reabsorbed from the right, and we deduce that

c2˚h|s´1
L,˚p□nq| ď

1

2
|bℓp□nq| .

Combining this with (3.49), we obtain

|s´1
L,˚p□nq| ď

C log12pν´1Lq

c2˚h
|sℓ,˚p□nq| . (3.53)

To optimize this inequality, we take h as large as we are permitted, which in view of (3.4) leads to
the choice h :“ cL logpν´1Lq. Substituting this into the previous display yields

c2˚|s´1
L,˚p□nq| ď CL´1 log13pν´1Lq|sℓ,˚p□nq| .

Finally, by (2.82), (3.9) and subadditivity, we see that

|sL,˚p□mq| ď 2|sL,˚p□nq| ď 4|sℓ,˚p□nq| ď 8|sL,˚p□nq| ď 8|sL,˚p□mq| .

Combining the last two displays, we obtain (3.2). We then obtain the quenched estimate (3.3)
from (3.2) and (3.51), which completes the proof.

4. Homogenization on scales below the infrared cutoff

In this section we prove homogenization estimates for the infrared cutoff field aL defined in (1.46)
on a range of length scales which include scales smaller than 3L. The goal, as described in the
introduction, is to show that the operator ∇ ¨ aL∇ is close to the operator ∇ ¨ sL∇ on length scales
of order 3m with m P rL´ CLα, Ls for α ă 1{2.

Before giving the statement of the proposition, we first introduce some random variables which
quantify the homogenization error in a way that turns out to be convenient. Given any (general)
coefficient field a, a deterministic matrix a P Rdˆd with symmetric part s and anti-symmetric
part k,, an exponent s P p0, 1q and m P N, we define

E:
s p□m;a, sq :“

ˆ m
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´mq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs´1ps ´ s˚qpz ` □k;aq
ˇ

ˇ

˙1{2

(4.1)

and

E‹
s p□m;a,aq :“

ˆ m
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´mq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2
˚ pz ` □k;aqps˚pz ` □k;aq ´ sqs´1{2

ˇ

ˇ

2
˙1{2

`

ˆ m
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´mq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2
˚ pz ` □k;aqpkpz ` □k;aq ´ kqs´1{2

ˇ

ˇ

2
˙1{2

. (4.2)

Moreover, we set
Esp□m;a,aq :“ E:

s p□m;a, sq ` E‹
s p□m;a,aq . (4.3)

The random variables in (4.1) and (4.2) measure, respectively, the coarse-graining error (the differ-
ence between sp□q and s˚p□q) and the difference between the coarse-grained matrices and the given
deterministic matrix a. These differences are taken with respect to all triadic subcubes of □m, with
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a geometric discount (represented by the exponent s) for smaller scales. We think of their sum, that
is, the random variable defined (4.3), as quantifying the difference between the operators ∇ ¨ a∇
and ∇ ¨ a∇ in a weak sense.

In what follows, we will need a lower bound on the length scale with strength of the bound
depending on other parameters. For this purpose, we introduce, for every α P r0, 1q andM P r1,8q,
a constant L0 defined by

L0pM,α, c˚, νq :“

ˆ

CM

p1 ´ αq16c2˚
log16

´ M

νp1 ´ αqc˚

¯

˙
1

1´α

, (4.4)

where the universal constant C is chosen to be so large that

L ě L0 ùñ L1´α ě Mc´2
˚ log16pν´1Lq .

We have defined L0 in such a way that Proposition 3.1 yields

L ě L0pM,α, c˚, νq ùñ inf
hPNXrL{2,8q

s 2
L,˚p□hq ě cpdqMLα log3pν´1Lq . (4.5)

The following proposition is the main result of this section. It states that, on sufficiently large
scales and for L sufficiently large, the coarse-grained matrices for the infrared cutoff aL will be
close to sL in a family of cubes with sizes which may be smaller than L. Recall that sm is defined
as an infinite-volume limit defined in (2.72).

Proposition 4.1. There exist a constant Cpdq ă 8 and, for every δ, s P p0, 1s, ρ P p0, 1{4q and M P

r104d,8q, a minimal scale X satisfying

logX “ OΓ4ρ

`

L0pC2s´1δ´1M, 1 ´ 2ρ, c˚, νq
˘

(4.6)

such that, for h :“ rCMs´1 logppν ^ δq´1mqs and every L,m, n P N satisfying

L,m ě L0pC2s´1δ´1M, 1 ´ 2ρ, c˚, νq , 3m ě X and m´ h ď n ď m, (4.7)

we have the estimate

max
zP3nZdX□m

Espz ` □n;aL, sL^pm`hq ` pkL ´ kL^pm`hqq□mq ď

#

δs´1{2
m mρ logm, m ď L` h ,

δm´100 , m ą L` h .
(4.8)

The error on the right in (4.8) is not sharp and will be improved in Proposition 6.1 below, where

we strengthen (4.8) by replacing the factor of s
´1{2
m mρ by s´1

m mρ.

In view of the fact that s
´1{2
m À m´1{4`ρ by Proposition 3.1, the estimate (4.8) above asserts

that the relative differences of sm and the coarse-grained matrices for aL in cubes proportional
to □m, with m in the range logL ď m ď L, are at most of order m´1{4`ρ, where ρ in any parameter
in p0, 1{4q. This range of m is much more unconstrained than the one suggested in (1.40). However,
the constant matrix in the estimate (4.8) is essentially sL^m, not sL. This is very natural, as we
expect the effective diffusivity to depend on the scale of the infrared cutoff, or the scale being
observed, whichever is smaller. However, as we will see in Lemma 4.38 below, the estimates in
Proposition 3.1 imply some continuity of sm in m. This allows us to replace sm by sL in this
estimate, provided that m is in the range L´ L1{2´ρ ď m ď L, and make a small relative error. In
practice, this yields a homogenization result across this more limited range of scales, with effective
diffusivity sL, matching (1.40).

The proof of Proposition 4.1 appears in Section 4.4, below. We continue in the next subsection
with a presentation of the needed decorrelation estimates for the coarse-grained matrices.
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4.1. Concentration properties of the coarse-grained coefficients. In this subsection we
prove a mixing property for the infrared cutoff coarse-grained matrices with the strength of the
estimate dependent on the scale separation.

Proposition 4.2 (Mixing below the infrared cutoff). There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that,
for every L,m, n, h P N satisfying

L´ n ď C´1s 2
L,˚p□hq , n ď m´ rC logpν´1mqs and h :“ n´ rC logpν´1mqs , (4.9)

we have
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
L p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ ALp□nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

ď OΓ2

`

CpL´ nq
1{2s´1

L,˚p□hq
˘

` OΓ1

`

CpL´ nqs´2
L,˚p□hq

˘

` OΓ1{3
pm´1000q (4.10)

and
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
L p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ ALp□nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1tmąL`C logpν´1Lqu ď OΓ1pm´1000q .

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let L,m, n, h P N be such that

L´ n ď K´1s 2
L,˚p□hq , n ď m´ rK logpν´1mqs and h ď n´ rK logpν´1mqs , (4.11)

where K ě 1 is a large constant to be selected below, depending only on d. We first consider the
case that m ď L ` K logpν´1Lq, which we note also implies n ă L ´ K logpν´1Lq. The argument
in the case m ą L`K logpν´1Lq is much simpler, as we explain at the end of the proof. Also, we
may suppose without loss of generality that

m´ n P rK logpν´1Lq, 10K logpν´1Lqs . (4.12)

Indeed, if n ă m´ 10K logpν´1Lq, we may split the sum into smaller subcubes and then apply the
result in each of those subcubes.

Select a parameter ℓ P N which satisfies

n ă ℓ ă mintm,Lu . (4.13)

We will require gaps of at leastK logpν´1Lq between each of these parameters, so we further assume

min
␣

L´ ℓ,m´ ℓ, ℓ´ n, n
(

ě
K

10
logpν´1Lq . (4.14)

We begin the proof with the decomposition
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ ALp□nq
˘

“
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

Aℓpz ` □nq ´ Aℓp□nq
˘

`
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ Aℓpz ` □nq
˘

` pAℓp□nq ´ ALp□nqq . (4.15)

To estimate the first term on the right side of (4.15), we use Proposition 2.5 with σ “ 1, (2.74)
and (4.24) to obtain
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

Aℓpz `□nq ´Aℓpz `□nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ1

´

Cν´2ℓ3´ d
2

pm´ℓq
¯

ď OΓ1pm´2000q , (4.16)
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where we used (4.14) for K suitably large in the last inequality. Estimating the last two terms
on the right side of (4.15) involves comparing the coarse-grained coefficients for different infrared
cutoffs and this is our focus for the rest of the proof. We claim that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ Aℓpz ` □nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs´2
L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}

2
L2p□mq

` Cs´1
L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}L2p□mq ` OΓ1{3

pm´1500q . (4.17)

We decompose the summand on the left of (4.17) as

ALpz ` □nq ´ Aℓpz ` □nq

“

˜

`

sL ´ sℓ ` ktℓps
´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚qkℓ
˘

pz ` □nq ´
`

ktℓps
´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚q
˘

pz ` □nq

´
`

ps´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚qkℓ
˘

pz ` □nq
`

s´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚

˘

pz ` □nq

¸

`

˜

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL ´ ktℓs

´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq ´
`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚

˘

pz ` □nq

´
`

s´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq 0

¸

. (4.18)

To estimate the contribution of the first matrix on the right side of the previous display, we use (2.82)
and Lemma 2.7 to obtain
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
ℓ p□nq

˜

`

sL ´ sℓ ` ktℓps
´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚qkℓ
˘

pz ` □nq ´
`

ktℓps
´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚

˘

pz ` □nq

´
`

ps´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚qkℓ
˘

pz ` □nq
`

s´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚

˘

pz ` □nq

¸ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ1{2

`

Cν´1ℓ3´pℓ´nq
˘

ď OΓ1{2

`

m´2000
˘

, (4.19)

provided that Kpdq is large enough. It remains to bound the second matrix on the right side
of (4.18):

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

˜

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL ´ ktℓs

´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq ´
`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚

˘

pz ` □nq

´
`

s´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq 0

¸
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs´1
L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}L2p□mq ` Cs´2

L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}
2
L2p□mq

` OΓ1{3
pm´1600q . (4.20)

Indeed, (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) yields (4.17).
The off-diagonal terms in (4.20) are estimated as follows. First, we observe that
`

s´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

“ s´1
L,˚pz ` □nqpkL ´ kℓqz`□n `

`

s´1
L,˚pz ` □nq

`

pkL ´ kℓqpz ` □nq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□n

˘

.

By Lemma 2.7 and (2.83), the second term above is bounded by
ˇ

ˇ

`

s´1
L,˚pz ` □nq

`

pkL ´ kℓqpz ` □nq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□n

˘
ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ2{3
pm´2000q .

For the first term, we set ℓ1 :“ 1
2pℓ´ nq and use (2.51) together with subadditivity to obtain that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zPy`3nZdX□ℓ1

s´1
L,˚pz ` □nqpkL ´ kℓqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď |pkL ´ kℓqy`□ℓ1 |

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zPy`3nZdX□ℓ1

s´1
L,˚pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` Cν´13ℓ
1

}∇pkL ´ kℓq}L8py`□ℓ1 q

ď s´1
L,˚p□nq|pkL ´ kℓqy`□ℓ1 | ` OΓ2pm´2000q .
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Combining the above three displays yields
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

s´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď s´1
L,˚p□nq}kL ´ kℓ}L1p□mq ` OΓ2{3

pm´1900q . (4.21)

We next focus on the upper left corner of matrix in (4.20). We rewrite it as

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL ´ ktℓs

´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq

“
`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq ` ktℓs

´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq ` pkL ´ kℓq

ts´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq .

For the last two terms on the right, we obtain by Young’s inequality, for every θ P p0, 1s,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ktℓs
´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´1

θ

ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ p□nq

`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq
ˇ

ˇ ` θ
ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ p□nq

`

ktℓs
´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq
ˇ

ˇ

¯

.

We then observe by (2.82) and Lemma 2.7,

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ p□nq

`

ktℓps
´1
L,˚ ´ s´1

ℓ,˚qkℓ
˘

pz ` □nq
ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1{3
pm´2000q ,

and, using the fact that |A| ď |trace pAq| ď d|A| for dˆd positive semi-definite matrices A, we have

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ p□nq

`

ktℓs
´1
ℓ,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq
ˇ

ˇ

ď C

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

s´1
ℓ p□nq

`

ktℓs
´1
ℓ,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C ` C

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

`

sℓ ` ktℓs
´1
ℓ,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq ´ sℓp□nq

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C ` C

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

Aℓpz ` □nq ´ Aℓpz ` □nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

By combining the previous four displays with (4.16) and taking

θ :“ min

"

1,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1{2*

,

we obtain
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL ´ ktℓs

´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` C

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1{2

` OΓ1{2
pm´1800q .
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To estimate the remaining term, we use (2.83) and Lemma 2.7, subadditivity, and Proposition 2.5
with σ “ 1 to get

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

s
´1{2

L,˚ pkL ´ kℓq
˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
s

´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nq
`

pkL ´ kℓqpz ` □nq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□n

˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nqpkL ´ kℓqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

ď |sLpz ` □nq|
1{2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
s

´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nq
`

pkL ´ kℓqpz ` □nq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□n

˘

s
´1{2

L pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

˜

s
´1{2

L,˚ p□hq `

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

z1Pz`3hZdX□n

`

s´1
L,˚pz1 ` □hq ´ s´1

L,˚p□hq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1{2
¸

ˇ

ˇpkL ´ kℓqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

ď s
´1{2

L,˚ p□hq|pkL ´ kℓqz`□n | ` OΓ2{3
pm´2000q .

Hence, using s´1
ℓ ď s´1

ℓ,˚, the localization estimate (2.82) and again Lemma 2.7

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

pkL ´ kℓq
ts´1
L,˚pkL ´ kℓq

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď s´2
L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}

2
L2p□mq

` OΓ1{3
pm´2000q .

From the previous three displays we deduce that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s´1
ℓ p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL ´ ktℓs

´1
L,˚kℓ

˘

pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs´1
L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}L2p□mq ` Cs´2

L,˚p□hq}kL ´ kℓ}
2
L2p□mq

` OΓ1{3
pm´1600q . (4.22)

Combining the above display with (4.21) completes the proof of (4.20) and thus of (4.17).

We next take the expected value of (4.17) and use (2.53) to obtain an estimate for the third
term on the right in (4.15):

ˇ

ˇA
´1
ℓ p□nqALp□nq ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ ď CpL´ ℓq
1{2s´1

L,˚p□hq ` CpL´ ℓqs´2
L,˚p□hq ` Cm´1000 .

This implies, by (4.11) for K sufficiently large that

ˇ

ˇA
´1
ℓ p□nqALp□nq ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ ď CpL´ ℓq
1{2s´1

L,˚p□hq .

Combining the above display with (4.16) and (4.17) together with (2.53) yields (4.10). This com-
pletes the proof when m ď L`K logpν´1Lq.

We conclude with the proof in the (easier) case when the scale separation is large, specifically,
when m ě L`K logpν´1Lq. By Proposition 2.5 with σ “ 1, (2.74) and (4.24) we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ALp□nq´1
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ ALp□nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ1

´

Cν´2L3´ d
2

pm´Lq
¯

ď OΓ1pm´1000q .

This completes the proof.

4.2. The renormalized ellipticity bound. In order to homogenize the infrared cutoffs, we
require the following rather crude ellipticity-type bound.
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Proposition 4.3. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every γ P p0, 1q and m,L P N with m ě L{4,
we have the estimate

sup
kPZXp´8,ms

3γpk´mq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L p□mqALpz `□kq

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1pCγ´1ν´2Lq . (4.23)

Proof. With EL defined in (2.73), we use the following crude estimate comparing it to ALp□nq:
for every L, n P N,

|ELA
´1
L p□nq| ď 4pν ` Cν´1Lq|s´1

L p□nq| ` 4ν´1|sL,˚p□nq| ď Cν´2L . (4.24)

Let Kpdq be a large constant to be selected just below. Using a union bound, (4.24) and (2.74), we
have that, for every m P N with m ě 1

4L and t ě 1,

P

«

sup
kPNXr´8,ms

3γpk´mq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L p□mqALpz ` □kq

ˇ

ˇ ą Kγ´1ν´2mt

ff

ď

m
ÿ

k“´8

3dpm´kqP
”

ˇ

ˇE´1
L ALp□kq

ˇ

ˇ ą cKγ´1ν2mL´13γpm´kqt
ı

ď

8
ÿ

k“0

3dk exp
´

´cKγ´13γkt
¯

ď expp´tq ,

where the validity of the last inequality was obtained by choosing Kpdq sufficiently large. This
concludes the proof.

4.3. Homogenization and renormalization. In this subsection, we complete the proof of
Proposition 4.6 by appealing to [AK24b]. To be able to invoke [AK24b, Section 5] we need to
verify that our field satisfies certain ellipticity and concentration assumptions. This verification has
essentially already been carried out above, but to be explicit we record it in the following lemma.
For the statements of the assumptions (P1), (P2’), (P3’) and (P4), we refer to [AK24b, Section
5.1].

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant Cpdq such that for every γ P p0, 1q, α P r0, 1q, M ě 1, and
every L P N with

L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq ,

the infrared cutoff field AL satisfies the assumptions (P1) and (P4). Moreover, (P2’) is satisfied
with parameters

H :“ C(4.23)γ
´1ν´2 , m2 :“ L{4 , ΨS “ Γ1 ,

D :“ 1 , KΨS :“ 2 expp2q and pΨS :“ 2d .
(4.25)

We also have that (P3’) is satisfied with parameters

β :“ 1{2 , m3 :“ L´MLα log3pν´1Lq , L1 “ 2C(4.9) , L2 :“ ν´1 ,

ωn “ rωn ` n´1000 , Ψ :“ Γ1{3 , KΨ :“ C and pΨ :“ 2d ,
(4.26)

for rωn defined by

rωn :“

#

CpL´ nq
1{2s´1

L,˚p□hnq , n ď L` C(4.10) logpν´1Lq ,

0 otherwise ,

where hn :“ n´ rC(4.9) logpν´1Lqs.
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Proof. Assume that L P N satisfies

L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq , (4.27)

where the constant Cpdq ă 8 is such that, if L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq and L ´ n ď MLα log3pν´1Lq

then the first condition in (4.9) is satisfied. The existence of such a constant is guaranteed by (4.5).
Assumption (P1) holds as each jn is Rd stationary and (P4) follows from (J4). Next, Proposi-

tion 4.3 gives us, for every j ě m2,

sup
kPZXp´8,js

3γpk´jq max
zP3kZdX□j

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L p□jqALpz `□kq

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ1pC(4.23)γ
´1ν´2Lq ,

which is (P2’) with parameters given by (4.25). It remains to check (P3’), and for that we apply
Proposition 4.2, which yields that, for every i, j P N with i ě m3 and j ě i` L1 logpL2jq,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
L p□iq

ÿ

zP3iZdX□j

`

ALpz ` □iq ´ ALp□iq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ1{3
prωi ` i´1000q . (4.28)

This is (P3’) with parameters given by (4.26).

We next use [AK24b, Theorem 5.1] to prove the following homogenization bound.

Proposition 4.5 (Homogenization below the infrared cutoff). There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8

such that, for every α P r0, 1q and M P r1,8q and for every L,m P N satisfying

L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq and m ě L´MLα log3pν´1Lq , (4.29)

we have the estimate

ˇ

ˇs´1
L sLp□mq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇsLs
´1
L,˚p□mq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ď Cs´2
L pL´m` log3pν´1Lqq1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu ` Cm´1000 .

(4.30)

Proof. Assume that L P N satisfies

L ě L0pKM,α, c˚, νq (4.31)

for a constant K ě C(4.27), depending only on d, to be determined below. Let ℓ :“ K log3pν´1Lq,
select γ “ 1{2 and fix parameters as in Lemma 4.4, so that we may apply [AK24b, Theorem 5.1].
Observe that the microscopic ellipticity ratio ΘL,0 in [AK24b, Theorem 5.1] for our field aL is
bounded via EL (defined in (2.73)), so that

ΘL,0 ď Cpdqν´2L .

We also have that

Υ1 :“
CK4d2

Ψ

mintd` 1, pΨu ´ d
“ Cpdq

and

Υ2 :“
C

mint3, pΨSu ´ 2
exp

ˆ

C
´

L1 logL2 `
D ` logpH `KΨS q

1 ´ γ

¯

˙

“ C exppC logpν´1qq ,

Furthermore, for large enoughK there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that form0 :“ C log3pν´1Lq

and every rm P N with rm ě m3 the inequality [AK24b, (5.5)] is satisfied. Consequently, by [AK24b,
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Theorem 5.1], there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, for n, rm P N with n ě rm ` m0

and rm ě m3,

ΘL,n ´ 1 ď Cpdqω2
rm ` Cpdqrm´2000 ď 1{4 , (4.32)

increasing K if necessary. Also, by subadditivity, we obtain for every h P N,

sL ď |sLp□hq| ď ΘL,h|sL,˚p□hq| ď ΘL,h lim
jÑ8

|sL,˚p□jq| “ ΘL,h sL . (4.33)

In particular, for every rm ě m3 by the previous two displays with

n “ rm` 2m0 and h “ n

we have
1

2
sL ď |sL,˚p□nq| ď sL . (4.34)

Next, for each such choice of rm, select rm1 such that h
rm1 “ n, let

n1 “ rm1 ` 2m0 and h1 “ n1

and apply (4.33), the first inequality in (4.32), and the improved bound (4.34) to see that

ΘL,n1 ´ 1 ď Cs´2
L pL´ n1 ` log3pν´1Lqq1tn1ďL`C logpν´1Lqu ` n´1000 .

This concludes the proof after possibly increasing K.

Using the previous proposition and the concentration estimate (Proposition 4.2), we obtain
quenched homogenization estimates.

Proposition 4.6 (Quenched homogenization below the cutoff scale). There exists Cpdq ă 8 such
that, for every α P r0, 1q, M P r1,8q and L,m P N satisfying

L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq and m ě L´MLα log3pν´1Lq , (4.35)

we have the estimate
ˇ

ˇpsL ´ sL,˚qp□mq
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇ

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL

˘

p□mq
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mq
`

sL,˚p□mq ´ sL
˘
ˇ

ˇ

2

ď OΓ2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq
1{21tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

˘

` OΓ1

`

Cs´1
L pL´m` logpν´1Lqq1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

˘

` OΓ1{3
pm´1000q . (4.36)

Proof. Denote n :“ m ´ rC(4.9) logpν´1pL _ mqqs. Using (2.9), subadditivity and Proposition 4.5,

we have that, for every e P Rd with |e| “ 1,

2JLp□m, s
´1{2

L e, s
1{2

L eq “

ˆ

´e
e

˙

¨ A
´1{2

L

`

ALp□mq ´ AL

˘

A
´1{2

L

ˆ

´e
e

˙

ď
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˆ

´e
e

˙

¨ A
´1{2

L

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ AL

˘

A
´1{2

L

ˆ

´e
e

˙

ď 2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
L

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ AL

˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
L p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ ALp□nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 4
ˇ

ˇA
´1
L p□nqAL ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ .
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Note that the condition (4.35) implies the hypotheses of Proposition 4.2 are satisfied if C(4.35) is
taken sufficiently large. Thus, we may apply Propositions 4.2, 4.5 and (4.34) to the above display
to obtain

JLp□m, s
´1{2

L e, s
1{2

L eq

ď OΓ2

`

Cs´1
L pL´ nq

1{21tmďL`C(4.9)u

˘

` OΓ1

`

Cs´2
L pL´ nq1tmďL`C(4.9)u

˘

` Cs´2
L

`

L´ n` log3pν´1Lq
˘

1tnďL`C(4.9) logpν´1Lqu ` OΓ1{3
pm´1000q .

An identical bound for J˚
Lp□m, s

´1{2

L e, s
1{2

L eq is obtained by the same argument. For a symmetric

matrix rs and skew symmetric matrix rk, let ra “ rs ` rk and observe that (2.23) gives us, for every
bounded Lipschitz set U , e P Rd

JLpU, e, rateq ` J˚
LpU, e, raeq

“
ˇ

ˇpsL ´ sL,˚q
1{2pUqe

ˇ

ˇ

2
` |s

´1{2

L,˚ pUqpkLpUq ´ rkqe|2 ` |s
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpsL,˚pUq ´ rsqe|2 . (4.37)

Finally, we can replace each of the three indicator functions with 1tmďL`2C(4.9) logpν´1Lqu. We can
then drop the last, deterministic term on the right side, since

L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq ùñ s´2
L

`

L´ n` log3pν´1Lq
˘

ď CpL´ nq
1{2s´1

L .

Combining the above completes the proof.

We record an application of Proposition 4.5 and Lemma 2.9 which enables us to compare the
effective diffusivity for different infrared cutoffs.

Lemma 4.7. There exists a constant Cpdq such that, for every α P r0, 1q, M P r1,8q and L, ℓ P N
satisfying

L ě ℓ ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq and ℓ ě L´MLα log3pν´1Lq , (4.38)

we have
ˇ

ˇs´1
ℓ sL ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ď CMLαs´2
L log3pν´1Lq ď

1

2
. (4.39)

Moreover,
sL ď Cc´1

˚ L
1{2 log

13{2pν´1Lq . (4.40)

Proof. Assume that L, ℓ, n P N satisfy

L ě ℓ ě L0pKM,α, c˚, νq and n :“ ℓ´ r100 logLs ,

where K is a large enough constant so that n ě L´MLα log3pν´1Lq. According to Proposition 4.5,

|s´1
L sLp□nq ´ s´1

ℓ sℓp□nq| ď 2C(4.30)MLαps´2
ℓ ` s´2

L q log3pν´1Lq ď
1

4

provided that Kpdq is large enough. By (2.82), on the other hand, we get

|sLp□nqs´1
ℓ p□nq ´ Id| ď CL´100 ď

1

4
.

Now (4.39) follows by the above two displays, the triangle inequality and Proposition 3.1 provided
that C(4.38) is large enough.

To show (4.40), Proposition 3.1 and (4.39) yield

|sL ´ sℓ
ˇ

ˇ ď Cc´1
˚ ℓ´1{2 log

19{2pν´1Lq .

Iterating this leads to (4.40).
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4.4. Minimal scales. We next show that Proposition 4.1 follows from Proposition 4.6. We just
need to write the quenched homogenization result in terms of the random variables defined in (4.1)
and (4.2) and then formulate the result in terms of a random minimal scale, which we do using
union bounds.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We letK to be a constant to be determined below satisfyingK ě C(4.29)_

C(4.35) _ C(4.38) and assume that

L ě L0 :“ L0pK2s´1δ´1M, 1 ´ 2ρ, c˚, νq .

Set also
h :“

P

Ks´1 log
`

pδ ^ νq´1m
˘T

and ℓ :“ m` 2h . (4.41)

We also define, for each z P Zd, k P Z and L P N, the random variable

Uz,k,L :“
ˇ

ˇs´1
L psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □kq

ˇ

ˇ

`
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kq
`

sL,˚pz ` □kq ´ sL
˘

s
´1{2

L

ˇ

ˇ

2
`
ˇ

ˇps
´1{2

L,˚ kLqpz ` □kqs
´1{2

L

ˇ

ˇ

2
. (4.42)

We will use the crude bound, by Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.3 that, for every k P Z and L ď 4m,

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L ď OΓ1pCν´2m2q . (4.43)

Step 1. We first observe that when L0 ď L ď ℓ and n P N, we have, by the definition (4.42),

max
zP3nZdX□m

`

E:
s pz ` □n;aL, sLq ` E‹

s pz ` □n;aL, sLq
˘

ď 2

ˆ n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L
˙1{2

. (4.44)

Step 2. We next consider the case of large cutoff, arguing that the choice of normalization gives
us a similar bound as in Step 1. More precisely, we show that

sup
Lěℓ

max
zP3nZdX□m

`

E:
s pz ` □n;aL, sℓq ` E‹

s pz ` □n;aL, sℓ ` pkL ´ kℓq□mq
˘

ď 2

˜

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,ℓ

¸1{2

` OΓ1pm´500q . (4.45)

We first observe, by the triangle inequality, that for any ℓ P N and k P Z

sup
Lěm`2h

|s´1
ℓ psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □kq| ď Uz,k,ℓ ` sup

Lěm`2h
|s´1
ℓ ppsL ´ sL,˚q ´ psℓ ´ sℓ,˚qqpz ` □kq| .

Since ℓ “ m` 2h, Lemmas 2.9 and 2.3 yield that

sup
Lěℓ

max
zP3kZdX□m

|s´1
ℓ ppsL ´ sL,˚q ´ psℓ ´ sℓ,˚qqpz ` □kq| ď OΓ1pm´2000q .

Combining the previous two displays establishes the bound in (4.45) for the E:
s pz ` □n;aLq term.

In the remainder of the step we consider the E‹
s pz ` □n;aL, sℓ ` pkL ´ kℓq□mq term. Using (2.82)

and (4.43) we get that, for every k P Z with k ď m,

sup
Ląℓ

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kq
`

sL,˚pz ` □kq ´ sℓ
˘

s
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď 2
´

1 ` sup
Ląℓ

ˇ

ˇps´1
L,˚sℓ,˚qpz ` □kq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

¯

Uz,k,ℓ ` 2 sup
Ląℓ

ˇ

ˇps
´1{2

L,˚ psL,˚ ´ sℓ,˚q
˘

pz ` □kqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď 2Uz,k,ℓ ` OΓ1{2
pm´2000q .
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We also have, for every k P Z with k ď m, that

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqpkLpz ` □kq ´ pkL ´ kℓq□mqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď 2
ˇ

ˇps
´1{2

L,˚ kℓqpz ` □kqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2
` 2

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqpz ` □kq ´ pkL ´ kℓq□mqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2
.

The first term on the right in the above display can be bounded using (2.82) and (4.43) as

sup
Lěℓ

ˇ

ˇps
´1{2

L,˚ kℓqpz ` □kqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ď

´

1 ` sup
Lěℓ

ˇ

ˇps´1
L,˚sℓ,˚qpz ` □kq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

¯

ˇ

ˇps
´1{2

ℓ,˚ kℓqpz ` □kqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď Uz,k,ℓ ` OΓ1{2
pm´2000q .

The second term can be split as

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqpz ` □kq ´ pkL ´ kℓq□mqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď 2
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqpz ` □kq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□k
qs

´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

` 2
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqz`□k
´ pkL ´ kℓq□mqs

´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2
,

and then estimated using (2.82), (2.83) and Lemma 2.7 as

sup
Lěℓ

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqpz ` □kq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□k
qs

´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď sup
Lěℓ

ˇ

ˇsLpz ` □kq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqpz ` □kq ´ pkL ´ kℓqz`□k
qs

´1{2

L pz ` □kqs
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď OΓ1{2
pm´2000q

and, by (2.51),

sup
Lěℓ

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kqppkL ´ kℓqz`□k
´ pkL ´ kℓq□mqs

´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď Cν´232m sup
Lěℓ

}∇pkL ´ kℓq}L8p□mq ď OΓ1pCν´13´2hq ď OΓ1pm´2000q .

Combining the above displays yields (4.45).

Step 3. In the next two steps we bound geometric sums involving Uz,k,L. In this step, we
consider the case L0 ď L ď m´ 2h and show

ˆ n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
L0ďLďm´2h

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L
˙1{2

ď OΓ2pm´400q . (4.46)

Proposition 4.6 and Lemma 2.3 yield that, for every k P N with k P rn´h,ms and L P rL0,m´2hs,

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L ď OΓ1pm´999q .

By (4.43) we get that

n´h
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
L0ďLď4m

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L ď OΓ1

`

C3´shν´2m2
˘

ď OΓ1

`

m´2000
˘

. (4.47)

Combining the above two displays yields (4.46).
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Step 4. We next consider the case |L´m| ă 2h. We show that, for m,n,L with |m´ L| ď 2h
and m´ h1 ď n ď m and every σ ą 0

˜

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
ℓ´4hďLďℓ

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L

¸1{2

ď OΓ4pCh
1{2s´1{2

m q ` OΓ2pChs´1
m q ` OΓ1{3

pm´400q .

(4.48)

By Proposition 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 we have for every k P N with k P rL ´ 2h, ns and σ ą 0 the
bound

Uz,k,L ď OΓ2pCs´1
m h

1{2q ` OΓ1pCs´2
m hq ` OΓ1{3

pm´999q .

By the above display and Lemma 2.3 we deduce that

˜

n
ÿ

k“n´h

s3spk´nq max
m´2hďLďm`2h

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L

¸1{2

ď OΓ4pCs´1{2
m h

1{2q ` OΓ1pCs´1
m hq ` O2{3pm

´498q .

Combining the previous display with (4.47) yields (4.48).

Step 5. We combine the previous steps and conclude by proving existence of the minimal scale
as in the claim. Let

rm :“

#

δs´1{2
m mρ log

1{2m, m ď L` h ,

m´300 , m ą L` h .

We first show that there exists cpdq P p0, 1q such that

P
„

sup
LěL0

max
zP3nZdX□m

Es
`

z ` □n;aL, sL^ℓ ` pkL ´ kL^ℓq□m

˘

ą rm

ȷ

ď exp
´

´cδ2s2M´2K´2 log´2ppδ ^ νq´1qm4ρ
¯

. (4.49)

By (4.48) and (4.46) we see that

P

«˜

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
L0ďLďℓ

max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L

¸1{2

ą rm

ff

ď exp
´

´c
`

δs´1{2
m mρ log

1{2m
˘4
h´2s2m

¯

.

We then obtain (4.49) by (4.44) and (4.45). The minimal scale is revealed to be

X :“ sup
měL0

"

3m`1 : sup
LěL0

max
zP3nZdX□m

Es
`

z ` □n;aL, sL^ℓ ` pkL ´ kL^ℓq□m

˘

ą rm

*

.

By (4.49) and a union bound we then deduce that, for every m P N with m ě L0,

P
“

logX ą 1
3L0m

‰

ď

8
ÿ

k“m

exp
`

´cKρ´2k4ρ
˘

ď C exp
`

´cKm4ρ
˘

ď exp
`

´m4ρ
˘

,

where the last inequality follows by taking C(4.6) large enough by means of K. The above estimate
concludes the proof.

For flexibility, we bound the larger matrices ApUq by the factor on the left in (4.8). For the
statement, recall the definition of Am from (2.72) and G from (2.13).
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Corollary 4.8. Let the parameters m,n, h P N be as in Proposition 4.1 and set ℓ :“ m` h. Then
we have, with h :“ pkL ´ kL^ℓq□m,

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L^ℓG

t
hALpz ` □kqGh ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

`

m
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´mq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

A
´1
L^ℓG

t
hpALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mqqGh

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1{2

ď 8E2 ` 16E (4.50)

where
E :“ Esp□m;aL, sL^ℓ ` pkL ´ kL^ℓq□mq .

Proof. For convenience, we write s :“ sL^ℓ, k :“ pkL ´ kL^ℓq□m and a :“ s ` k. Let U Ď Rd be a
bounded Lipschitz set. We start with the identity,

s
1{2s´1

L,˚pUqs
1{2 ` s´1{2sL,˚pUqs´1{2 ´ 2Id “ s´1{2psL,˚pUq ´ sqs´1

L,˚pUqpsL,˚pUq ´ sqs´1{2 .

From the above display and the fact that, for all λ, t ą 0 we have

0 ď λ` λ´1 ´ 2 ď t2 ùñ pλ´ 1q _ pλ´1 ´ 1q ď t` t2

we deduce

max
!

|s´1{2sL,˚pUqs´1{2 ´ Id| , |s
1{2s´1

L,˚pUqs
1{2 ´ Id|

)

ď |s
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpsL,˚pUq ´ sqs´1{2| ` |s
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpsL,˚pUq ´ sqs´1{2|2 . (4.51)

Recall the definition of G from (2.13). By the above display, (2.12) and the triangle inequality we
have

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L^ℓG

t
k
ALpUqGk ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
ˇ

ˇs´1psLpUq ` pkLpUq ´ kqts´1
L,˚pUqpkLpUq ´ kq ´ sq

ˇ

ˇ ` 2
ˇ

ˇss´1
L,˚pUq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
ˇ

ˇs´1psLpUq ´ sL,˚pUqq
ˇ

ˇ ` 4
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpkLpUq ´ kqs´1{2
ˇ

ˇ

2

` 4|s
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpsL,˚pUq ´ sqs´1{2| ` 4|s
´1{2

L,˚ pUqpsL,˚pUq ´ sqs´1{2|2 .

It follows from the previous display that

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L^ℓG

t
k
ALpz ` □kqGk ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ ď 8E2 ` 8E ,

which gives (4.50) for the first term.

We next turn to the estimate of the second term in (4.50). By (2.9) and the fact k is skew, we
have, for every e, e1 P Rd, the identities

0 ď

ˆ

´e
e

˙

¨

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

A
´1{2

L^ℓG
t
k

pALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mqqGkA
´1{2

L^ℓ

˙ˆ

´e
e

˙

“ 2
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

´

JLpz ` □k, s
´1{2e,ats´1{2eq ´ JLp□m, s

´1{2e,ats´1{2eq
¯
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and

0 ď

ˆ

e1

e1

˙

¨

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

A
´1{2

L^ℓG
t
k

pALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mqqGkA
´1{2

L^ℓ

˙ˆ

e1

e1

˙

“ 2
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

`

J˚
Lpz ` □k, s

´1{2e1,as´1{2e1q ´ J˚
Lp□m, s

´1{2e1,as´1{2e1q
˘

.

The matrix in the middle is nonnegative by the subadditivity. Since R2d “ spantp´pt, ptqt, pqt, qtqt :
p, q P Rdu, the above two displays imply that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

A
´1
L^ℓG

t
k

pALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mqqGk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C sup
|e|ď1

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

JLpz ` □k, s
´1{2e,ats´1{2eq ´ JLp□m, s

´1{2e,ats´1{2eq
¯

` C sup
|e|ď1

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

´

J˚
Lpz ` □k, s

´1{2e,as´1{2eq ´ J˚
Lp□m, s

´1{2e,as´1{2eq
¯

.

We also have, by (4.37) that

ˆ m
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´mq max
zP3kZdX□m

sup
|e|ď1

´

JLpz ` □k, s
´1{2e,ats´1{2eq ` J˚

Lpz ` □k, s
´1{2e,as´1{2eq

¯

˙1{2

ď 2E .

Recalling that s “ sL^ℓ, the above two displays and Jensen’s inequality imply that

m
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´mq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

A
´1
L^ℓG

t
k

pALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mqqGk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1{2

ď 8E .

This proves (4.50), and concludes the proof.

The above corollary can be used to control a composite quantity appearing below in Section 6.
For the statement, recall that aL,˚pUq “ sL,˚pUq ´ ktLpUq.

Remark 4.9. Let s be a symmetric and k an antisymmetric matrix, and let

A :“

ˆ

s ` kts´1k ´kts
´sk s´1

˙

.

For every m,L P N we have, with a :“ s ` k, that

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpa ´ atL,˚p□mqqs´1{2
ˇ

ˇ ď 8|A
´1

ALp□mq ´ I2d| (4.52)

and
ˇ

ˇs´1paL,˚p□mq ´ aq
ˇ

ˇ ď 8
ˇ

ˇA
´1

ALp□mq ´ Id
ˇ

ˇ

`

1 `
ˇ

ˇA
´1

ALp□mq ´ Id
ˇ

ˇ

˘

. (4.53)

Proof. By the triangle inequality we get, for every e P Rd with |e| ď 1,

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpa ´ atL,˚p□mqqs´1{2e
ˇ

ˇ

2

ď 2
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqps ´ sL,˚p□mqqs´1{2e
ˇ

ˇ

2
` 2

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpkLp□mq ´ kqs´1{2e
ˇ

ˇ

2
,
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and, together with (4.37) and (2.9), this implies that

ˇ

ˇs´1psL ´ sL,˚qp□mq
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqps ´ sL,˚p□mqqs´1{2
ˇ

ˇ

2
`
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpkLp□mq ´ kqs´1{2
ˇ

ˇ

2

ď sup
|e|ď1

´

JLp□m, s
´1{2e,ats´1{2eq ` J˚

Lp□m, s
´1{2e,as´1{2eq

¯

ď |A
´1

ALp□mq ´ I2d| .

If |A
´1

ALp□mq´I2d| ą 1{2, the above display, upon taking a square-root, implies (4.52). Otherwise,

if |A
´1

ALp□mq ´ I2d| ď 1{2, we have |s´1
L,˚p□mqs| _ |sL,˚p□mqs´1| ď 4, and hence

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqps ´ sL,˚p□mqqs´1{2
ˇ

ˇ ď
ˇ

ˇsL,˚p□mqs´1
ˇ

ˇ

1{2ˇ
ˇsL,˚p□mq´1s ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ď 2|A
´1

ALp□mq ´ I2d|

and

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpkLp□mq ´ kqs´1{2
ˇ

ˇ ď
ˇ

ˇsL,˚p□mqs´1
ˇ

ˇ

1{2ˇ
ˇs´1
L,˚p□mqpkLp□mq ´ kq

ˇ

ˇ ď 6|A
´1

ALp□mq ´ I2d| .

Combining the above two displays completes the proof of (4.52). By (4.52) we obtain

ˇ

ˇs´1paL,˚p□mq ´ aq
ˇ

ˇ ď
ˇ

ˇs´1{2s
1{2

L,˚p□mq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpa ´ aL,˚p□mqqs
´1{2

L

ˇ

ˇ

ď 8
`

1 `
ˇ

ˇA
´1
L ALp□mq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

˘
ˇ

ˇA
´1
L ALp□mq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ,

and thus (4.53) follows.

We next prove another consequence of Propositions 4.2 and 4.5.

Proposition 4.10. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every α P r0, 1q, M P r1,8q

and L,m P N satisfying

L ě L0pCM,α, c˚, νq and m ě L´MLα log3pν´1Lq , (4.54)

we have

|A
´1
L ALp□mq ´ I2d|

ď OΓ2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq
1{2s´1

L 1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

˘

` OΓ1

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqqs´2
L 1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

˘

` OΓ1{3
pm´999q . (4.55)

Proof. First, by [AK24b, Lemma 4.3], we have, for every n P N with n ď m and smp□nqs´1
m,˚p□nq ď

1 ` p80dq´1,

|ALp□mq´1ALp□mq ´ I2d|

ď 10dpsLp□nqs´1
L,˚p□nq ´ 1

˘

` 4

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ALp□nq´1ALpz ` □nq ´ I2d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. (4.56)

Fix n :“ m ´ rC(4.9) logpν´1Lqs. Choose C(4.54) sufficiently large so (4.29) and (4.9) are valid.
Consequently, by Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 4.2, we have

ˇ

ˇs´1
L sLp□nq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs´1
L sL,˚p□nq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs´2
L

`

L´m` log3pν´1Lq
˘

1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu ` Cn´1000 (4.57)
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and
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A
´1
L p□nq

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

`

ALpz ` □nq ´ ALp□nq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq
1{2s´1

L,˚p□hq1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

˘

` OΓ1

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqqs´2
L,˚p□hq1tmďL`C logpν´1Lqu

˘

` OΓ1{3
pm´999q , (4.58)

where h :“ n´ rC(4.9) logpν´1Lqs.
Using Proposition 3.1, we may assume, after making C(4.54) larger if necessary,

C(4.57)s
´2
L

`

L´m` log3pν´1Lq
˘

1tmďL`C(4.57) logpν´1Lqu ` C(4.57)n
´1000

ď C(4.58) log
1{2pν´1LqpL´m` logpν´1Lqq

1{2s´1
L,˚p□hq1tmďL`C(4.58) logpν´1Lqu ď p160dq´1 .

Combining the previous displays with Proposition 4.5 again completes the proof.

4.5. Auxillary minimal scale. In the proof of Lemma 5.6 below, we will use a minimal scale to
control another random quantity involving the coarse-grained matrices.

Lemma 4.11. For every t ą 0 there is a constant Cpdq ă 8 and a minimal scale Y satisfying

logY “ OΓ1pCq , (4.59)

such that for every L, n P N satisfying

L ě Cc´2
˚ log16pν´1q

and 3n ě Y we have

t
n
ÿ

k“´8

3´tpn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
L,˚pz ` □kq| ď Cs´1

n^L . (4.60)

Proof. Suppose that

L ě KC(4.29)max
!

pc´2
˚ logpν´1qq2 , log3pν´1q

)

(4.61)

for large Kpdq ă 8 to be selected below, where the constant C(4.29) is as in Proposition 4.5 with
parameter α “ 1{2. We show that

t
n
ÿ

k“´8

3´tpn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
L,˚pz ` □kq| ď Cs´1

n^L ` OΓ1pL´100q (4.62)

from which the result follows by a union bound.
We claim that we may reduce to the case

n ě L´
1

16
L

1{2 . (4.63)

Indeed, if n ď L´ 1
16L

1{2, then by (2.82), letting n1 :“ L´ 1
8L

1{2, we have, for each k P p´8, nq XN,

|s´1
L,˚p□kq| ď p1 ` |s´1

L,˚p□kqsn1,˚p□kq ´ Id|q|s´1
n1,˚p□kq| ď |s´1

n1,˚p□kq| ` OΓ1pL´1000q,
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with the last inequality holding after possibly increasing K; consequently, by (2.43),

n
ÿ

k“´8

3´tpn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
L,˚pz ` □kq|

ď

n
ÿ

k“´8

3´tpn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
n1,˚pz ` □kq| `

n
ÿ

k“´8

3´tpn´kqOΓ1pCpn´ kqL´1000q

ď

n
ÿ

k“´8

3´tpn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
n1,˚pz ` □kq| ` OΓ1pL´500q .

Thus, we may assume (4.63).
We now consider two cases for the indices k P N in the sum in (4.62). First, we consider k P N

such that

k ě L´
1

32
L

1{2

and let k1 :“ k ´ A logpν´1Lq for a sufficiently large constant Apdq ă 8 to be determined. Then,
by (2.92) we have, for large enough A,

s´1
L,˚p□kq ď s´1

L,˚p□k1q ` OΓ2pL´1000q ď 2s´1
L ` OΓ2pL´1000q , (4.64)

where the last inequality holds by Proposition 4.5 (with α “ 1{2) and (3.2), after increasing K if
necessary. We next consider indices k P N with

k ă L´
1

32
L

1{2

and use the brutal bound

3´tpn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
L,˚pz ` □kq| ď 3´tpn´kq{2ν´1L´1000 , (4.65)

with the latter inequality due to (4.63). Combining (4.64) and (4.65) and enlarging K yields

n
ÿ

k“´8

3´pn´kq max
zP3kZdX□n

|s´1
L,˚pz ` □kq| ď Cs´1

L ` OΓ2pL´250q .

This implies (4.62) after using (4.39) to switch s´1
L to s´1

n^L in the above display. This completes
the proof.

5. The Liouville theorem and large-scale regularity

The proof of Theorem D is based on the classical idea of regularity by harmonic approximation:
if a given function can be well-approximated by harmonic functions on a range of length scales,
then it inherits some regularity properties on those scales. In the context of uniformly elliptic
homogenization, this leads to a large-scale Lipschitz estimate on solutions, meaning that solutions
possess L2 oscillation bounds which have a Lipschitz-type scaling but are valid only on scales
above a (random) multiple of the correlation length scale (see for instance [AK24a, Theorem 1.21]).
One can prove higher-order regularity statements which assert that a general solution can be well-
approximated by corrected polynomials (solutions which are close to harmonic polynomials) with
approximation errors that scale like a Taylor remainder (see for instance [AKM19, Section 3.3]).
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As discussed in the introduction, what is different in our context is that we cannot expect this
Lipschitz-type estimate to hold across an infinite range of length scales, as it is inconsistent with
superdiffusivity. Nor do we expect corrected polynomials to exist in infinite volume—indeed, even
corrected affine functions do not exist. In particular, a solution which is flat—close to an affine
function—at a certain scale will typically deviate substantially from this affine function on other
scales. The key observation which allows the regularity iteration to work is that solutions should
nevertheless be flat at every scale, even if the slopes of the affine approximations change across
scales. This is the main step of the proof of Theorem D, and the argument appears below (inside
of an induction loop) in Step 1 of the proof of Proposition 5.7.

In the next subsection we collect the needed harmonic approximation lemmas as well as the
coarse-grained Poincaré and Caccioppoli inequalities. Given these ingredients, the regularity it-
eration arguments are entirely deterministic and the errors terms appearing in the subsequent
subsections will come from these lemmas. At this stage, these errors originate in the homoge-
nization error in the previous section, which is suboptimal in size. This homogenization error is
improved in Section 6, below, using the regularity estimates proved here. We can then return to
the arguments here and improve the error, and thus the regularity estimates themselves.

Therefore, in order to avoid repetition, we will work under the following general assumption on
the homogenization error in this section. This assumption is in force in the rest of this section.

Assumption H. There exist constants σ, s P p0, 1s, C P r1,8q, a decreasing sequence

tωmumPN Ď p0, 1s (5.1)

and, for every δ P p0, 1s, a constant L0 P r1,8q with L0p¨, ¨, ¨, ¨q as in (4.4),

L0 ě L0pC2
(4.7)δ

´1, 1{2, c˚, νq

and a random variable X pδq satisfying

logX “ OΓσpL0q (5.2)

such that, for h :“ rCs´1 logppν ^ δq´1mqs and every L,m, n P N satisfying

L,m ě L0 , 3m ě X and m´ h ď n ď m, (5.3)

we have the estimate

max
zP3nZdX□m

Espz ` □n;aL, sL^pm`hq ` pkL ´ kL^pm`hqq□mq ď δωm . (5.4)

We next present a version of Theorem D which is valid under Assumption H.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that Assumption H is valid and let γ P p0, 1q. Then the following
statements are valid.

1. Liouville theorem. Almost surely with respect to P, the space A1`γpRdq has dimension 1 ` d
and does not depend on γ.

2. Flatness at every scale. For every ϕ P A1`γpRdq and r ě X , we have

inf
ePRd

}ϕ´ ℓe ´ pϕqBr}L2pBrq ď Cωtlog3 ru}ϕ}L2pBrq . (5.5)
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3. Large-scale C1,γ estimate. For each R P rX ,8q and u P ApBRq, there exists ϕ P A1`γpRdq

such that
}∇u´ ∇ϕ}L2pBrq ď C

´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq , @r P rX , Rq . (5.6)

The proof of Proposition 5.1 is the focus of the rest of this section.

Remark 5.2. Proposition 4.1 gives us the validity of Assumption H with any choice of σ P p0, 1q

and s P p0, 1s and with parameters C “ 104dC(4.6), L0 “ L0pC2s´1δ´1, 1{2, c˚, νq as in the statement
of the proposition, and with

ωm :“ sup
kěm

ρk (5.7)

where ρm is defined by

ρm :“

#

s´1{2
m m

σ{4 logm, m ď L` h ,

m´100 , m ą L` h .
(5.8)

In view of (3.2), by making L0 larger, if necessary, we can ensure that ωm is no larger than 1 for
every m ě L0, and then redefine it to be equal to 1 for m ă L0.

5.1. Approximation lemmas. In this section, we switch from using mostly cubes as our domains
to using mostly balls. We are making this choice for readability, and because regularity iterations
are traditionally done in balls. However, this does require some additional notation, as in some
places we need to switch between balls and cubes in order to quote the estimates from previous
sections. We define a parameter

θ :“ 9
?
d ,

which is chosen so that, for every ball Br with r ą 0, there exists k P Z such that

Br Ď □k´1 Ď □k Ď Bθ´1r .

Given r P r1,8q, we define
Nr :“ logp2θ´2rq{ log 3 ,

which is the smallest k P Zd such that Bθ´2r Ď □k. It is convenient to express diffusivities in terms
of the parameter r, so we define, for every r ě 1, the renormalized diffusivity at scale r by

rsr :“ sL^Nr . (5.9)

Note that Lemma 4.7 implies that these diffusivities do not change much across a small number of
scales; precisely, for every r ě log3 L0, we have

1

2
rsr ď rsθ2r ď 2rsr . (5.10)

We also extend the definition of ω by setting, for every r P r1,8q,

rωr :“ ωtlog3 ru . (5.11)

Throughout, we let Xδ be the maximum of the minimal scales in Assumption H and Lemma 4.11.
Also recall the definition of the maximizer vLp¨, U, eq from (2.31), and the matrix Am from (2.72).
For every open subset U Ď Rd, we let HpUq denote the set of harmonic functions in U ,

HpUq :“
␣

w P H1
locpUq : ´∆w “ 0 in U

(

.

In the next lemma, we use Assumption H and a deterministic estimate found in [AK24b] to
obtain harmonic approximation for arbitrary solutions.
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Lemma 5.3 (Harmonic approximation). There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every r P rXδ,8q,

sup
uPALpBrq

inf
wPHpBθrq

r´1}u´ w}L2pBθrq

rs
´1{2
r ν1{2}∇u}L2pBrq

ď Cδrωr .

Proof. Fix r P rXδ,8q, let m :“ tlog3 ru and let u P ALpBrq and assume by normalization
that ν}∇u}

2
L2pBrq

“ 1. By [AK24b, Proposition 6.6] and (5.10), there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8

and w P Hp□mq such that, for every n P N, with n ă m´ 2,

3´ms
1{2
m

›

›u´ w
›

›

L2p□mq

ď C
´

3´ 1
2d

pm´nq ` max
zP3nZdX□m`1

Espz ` □n;aL, sL^pm`hq ` pkL ´ kL^pm`hqq□mq

¯

.

We then obtain the conclusion by (5.4) with α “ 1{2 and M “ 1.

Lemma 5.4 (Affine approximation). There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every e P Rd and m,L P

N with 3m ě Xδ, L ě L0,

3´m inf
cPR

}vLp¨,□m, eq ´ ℓe ` c}L2p□mq ď Cδωm|e| (5.12)

and
s´1
L^m

ˇ

ˇν}∇vLp¨,□m, eq}2
L2p□mq

´ sL^m|e|2
ˇ

ˇ ď 4δ|e|2ωm . (5.13)

Proof. Assume by normalization that |e| ď 1. Let ℓ :“ m ` h with h being as in Assumption H,
and let

h :“ pkL ´ kL^ℓq□m and q :“ sL,˚p□mqe .

By (2.32),
ˆ

p∇vLp¨,□m, eqq□m
`

paL ´ hq∇vLp¨,□m, eq
˘

□m

˙

“

ˆ

e
`

sL,˚p□mq ´ ktLp□mq ` ht
˘

e

˙

.

We substitute this into [AK24b, Lemma 2.15], using (2.31) and (5.4) to see that there exists a
universal constant C ă 8 such that

3´m

„

A
1{2

L^ℓ

ˆ

∇vLp¨, e,□mq ´ e
paLp□mq ´ hq∇vLp¨, e,□mq ´

`

sL,˚p□mq ´ ktLp□mq ` ht
˘

e

˙ȷ

pH´1p□mq

ď C3d
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A

1{2

L^ℓ

ˆ

0
q

˙

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

m
ÿ

k“´8

3´pm´kq

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇA
´1
L^ℓG

t
hpALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mqqGh

ˇ

ˇ

2
˙1{2

` C3d
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A

1{2

L^ℓ

ˆ

0
q

˙

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

m
ÿ

k“´8

3´pm´kq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

A
´1
L^ℓG

t
h

`

ALpz ` □kq ´ ALp□mq
˘

Gh

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1{2

. (5.14)

The summands on the right can be estimated using Corollary 4.8. We also have that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
A

1{2

L^ℓ

ˆ

0
q

˙

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď |s

´1{2

L^ℓsL,˚p□mq| ď s
1{2

L^ℓp1 ` 3δm´ρ log4mq ď 4s
1{2

L^ℓ ď 8s
1{2

L^m ,

where we used Lemma 4.7 with α “ 1{2 and M “ 1. Consequently, by the previous two displays
and the inequality

}f ´ pfq□m}L2p□mq ď Cpdq}∇f}
pH´1p□mq

,
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and Corollary 4.8 together with (5.4), we obtain that

3´m inf
cPR

}vLp¨,□m, eq ´ ℓe ` c}L2p□mq ď 3´m
“

∇vLp¨, e,□mq ´ e
‰

pH´1p□mq
ď Cδωm .

Finally, we observe from (2.33) that

ν}∇vLp¨,□m, eq}2
L2p□mq

“ e ¨ sL,˚p□mqe .

Therefore, by Lemma 4.7 and the definition of E‹
s in (4.2), we obtain

ˇ

ˇν}∇vLp¨,□m, eq}2
L2p□mq

´ e ¨ sL^me
ˇ

ˇ ď |e|2
ˇ

ˇsL,˚p□mq ´ sL^m

ˇ

ˇ

ď sL^m

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L^ms
1{2

L,˚p□mq
ˇ

ˇ

loooooooomoooooooon

ď4

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpsL,˚p□mq ´ sL^mqs
´1{2

L^m

ˇ

ˇ

looooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooon

ďE‹
s p□m;aL,sL^mq

ď sL^m ¨ 4δωm .

This is (5.13).

Lemma 5.5 (Superdiffusive Caccioppoli estimate). There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every r P

rXδ,8q, L ě L0 and u P ALpBrq,

rs
´1{2

θ2r
ν

1{2}∇u}L2pBθ2rq ď Cr´1}u´ puqBr}L2pBrq ` Cδrωrrs
´1{2
r ν

1{2}∇u}L2pBrq . (5.15)

Proof. We apply the large-scale Caccioppoli estimate proved in [AK24b, Lemma 6.5]. It yields, for
every k, ℓ P N with 3k ě Xδ and ℓ ď k,

ν}∇u}2
L2p□k´1q

ď C3´2ksL^k}u´ puq□k
}2
L2p□kq

` C3´ 1
2

pk´ℓqν}∇u}2
L2p□kq

` max
zP3ℓZdX□k

s´1
L^k

´

E:
1{2

pz ` □ℓ;aLq ` E‹
1{2pz ` □ℓ;aL ´ pkL ´ kkq□k

, skq

¯¯

ν}∇u}2
L2p□kq

.

Thus, by choosing ℓ :“ k ´ 100rlogpδ´1kqs, we deduce that

ν}∇u}2
L2p□k´1q

ď C3´2ksL^k}u´ puq□k
}2
L2p□kq

` Cpδs
´1{2

L^kk
ρ log

4{3 kqν}∇u}2
L2p□kq

.

After iterating this and using Lemma 4.7, we obtain (5.15).

Lemma 5.6 (Superdiffusive Poincaré inequality). There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every r P

rXδ,8q and u P ALpBrq,

}u´ puqBθr
}L2pBθrq ď Crrs´1{2

r ν
1{2}∇u}L2pBrq . (5.16)

Proof. Let m :“ tlog3 ru. By [AK24b, Lemma 2.12] we have

}u´ puq□m}2Lp□mq ď Cν
1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

m
ÿ

k“´8

3k max
zP3kZdX□m

|s´1
L,˚pz ` □kq|

1{2 .

We then conclude by appealing to Lemma 4.11 and using (5.10).
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5.2. Excess decay iteration. In this subsection we prove the following finite-volume version of
Proposition 5.1.

Proposition 5.7. For every γ P r1{2, 1q, there exist constants Cpγ, dq P r1,8q and δ0pγ, dq P p0, 1q

such that, for every δ P p0, δ0s, L ě L0, R P rCXδ,8q, m P N with 3m ě R, and for every u P

ALpBRq, there exists e P Rd such that

}∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□m, eq}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq , @r P rCXδ, Rs . (5.17)

Moreoever, there exists constants cpdq, Cpdq ă 8 such that we have the implication

r P rCXδ, Rs ,
R

r
ď exp

´ c

δ1{2rωr

¯

ùñ }∇u}L2pBrq ď C}∇u}L2pBRq . (5.18)

Furthermore, for every α P p0, 1q there exists δ1pα, dq and Cpα, dq ă 8 such that, for every δ P

p0, δ1s, we have that

}∇u}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯α´1
}∇u}L2pBRq @r P rCXδ, Rs . (5.19)

Proof. Throughout we suppress the dependence of the maximizers vLp¨, U, eq from (2.31) on the
infrared cutoff parameter L. The parameter δ will be a small number chosen at the end of the proof
and depend only on pγ, dq, in the case of (5.17), and depend only on pα, dq, in the case of (5.19).

The strategy is to first prove the following statement by induction in m P N, for each γ P r1{2, 1q:
for every n P N X r0,ms with 3n ě Xδ and every r,R P rXδ, 3ns with r ď R,

inf
ePRd

rs´1{2
r }∇u´ ∇vp¨,□n, eq}L2pBrq ď C

´ r

R

¯γ
rs

´1{2

R }∇u}L2pBRq , @u P ALpBRq . (5.20)

We will denote this statement by Rpm,C, γ, δq.

Taking m0 :“ rlog3Xδs so that 3m0´1 ă Xδ ď 3m0 , we have that (5.20) is trivially valid (since
we only have to check one scale) for any γ P p0, 1s with C “ 2 ¨ 31`d{2 and e “ 0. Here we also
use (5.10) to control the ratio of rsr and rsR. This establishes that Rpm0, 2 ¨ 31`d{2, γ, δq is valid,
which is the base case of the induction.

In Steps 1-4 below, we will prove the following implication: for every exponent γ P r1{2, 1q and
constant C1 P r1,8q, there exist parameters C0pd, γq ă 8 and δ4pC1, d, γq P p0, 1{2s such that, for
every δ P p0, δ4s, if then C1 ě C0 then

Rpm,C1, γ, δq ùñ Rpm` 1, C1, γ, δq . (5.21)

In the proof of the inductive step, we fix a small parameter ρ P p0, 1s defined by ρ :“ p8C1q´10.
Once we have proved the implication (5.21), we will obtain by induction that, for C2 :“

C0pd, γq _ p2 ¨ 31`d{2q, the statement Rpm,C2, γ, δq is valid for every m ě m0 and δ ď δ4pC2, d, γq.
The proof of the proposition will then be completed in Step 5, where it is shown that the e in the
infimum in (5.20) can be chosen independently of the scale r at the price of modestly increasing
the constant C on the right side of the estimate.

Step 1. Under the assumption that Rpm,C1, γ, δq is valid, we show that vp¨,□m`1, eq is flat on
every scale. The claim is that there exists δ1pC1, dq P p0, 1q such that, for every e P Rd, δ P p0, δ1s

and r P rpθρq´1Xδ, 3m`1s, there exists er P Rd such that

rs´1{2
r ν

1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , erq}L2pBrq ď δ
1{2
rωr|er| . (5.22)
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We break the proof of (5.22) into two cases. We first handle the case in which r is relatively
large: r ě ρ3m´2. By Lemma 5.4 we have, for every t P rXδ,8q and s P p0, ts, that

s´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□Nt , eq ´ ℓe ´ c}L2pBsq ď Cδ
´ t

s

¯1`d{2

rωt|e| . (5.23)

Thus, by the triangle inequality, for every t P rXδ,8q,

t´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ vp¨,□Nt , eq ´ c}L2pBθ´2tq ď Cδ
´3m

t

¯d{2`1
rωt|e| .

Denote w :“ vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ vp¨,□Nt , eq for convenience. Using Lemmas 5.4 and (5.10), we obtain
the very crude estimate

rs´1
t ν}∇w}2

L2pBθ´2tq
ď rs´1

t ν}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq}2
L2pBθ´2tq

` rs´1
t ν}∇vp¨,□Nt , eq}2

L2pBθ´2tq

ď Crs´1
t

´3m

t

¯d´

ν}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq}2
L2p□m`1q

` ν}∇vp¨,□Nt , eq}2
L2p□Nt q

¯

ď C
´3m

t

¯d
|e|2 .

Applying the Caccioppoli inequality in Lemma 5.5, using the previous two displays and (5.10), we
obtain the more refined estimate

rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇w}L2pBtq ď C

`

t´1}w ´ pwqBθ´2t
}L2pBθ´2tq ` δrωtrs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇w}L2pBθ´2tq

˘

ď Cδ
´3m

t

¯d{2`1
rωt|e| . (5.24)

We next impose a restriction on δ1pC1, dq P p0, 1s,

C(5.24)

´ρ

9

¯d{2`1
δ
1{4

1 ď
1

2
. (5.25)

By the previous two displays, we obtain (5.22) for every r P rXδ _ pρ3m´2q, 3m`1s.

We turn to the case in which r is smaller than ρ3m´2. For each r P rXδ, ρ3m´2q, we let er P Rd
attain the following infimum (with ties broken by lexicographical ordering):

Er :“ inf
e1PRd

rs´1{2
r ν

1{2
›

›∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , e
1q
›

›

L2pBrq

“ rs´1{2
r ν

1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , erq}L2pBrq . (5.26)

Applying the induction hypothesis Rpm,C1, γ, δq we find, for every r, t P rXδ, ρ3m´2q with t ă r,
an element ret P Rd such that

rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , retq}L2pBtq ď C1

´ t

r

¯γ
Er . (5.27)

By the triangle inequality and a similar computation as in (5.24) we then deduce that

Et ď rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nt , retq}L2pBtq

ď rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2
`

}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , retq}L2pBtq ` }∇vp¨,□Nr , retq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nt , retq}L2pBtq

˘

ď C1

´ t

r

¯γ
Er ` rs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇vp¨,□Nr , retq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nt , retq}L2pBtq

ď C1

´ t

r

¯γ
Er ` Cδ

´r

t

¯d{2`1
rωr|ret| . (5.28)
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For every q P Rd, we have, by the triangle inequality and (5.23), for every r, t P rXδ,8q with t ă r,

|q| ď Ct´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□Nr , qq ´ c}L2pBtq ` Ct´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□Nr , qq ´ ℓq ´ c}L2pBtq

ď Ct´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□Nr , qq ´ c}L2pBtq ` Cδ
´r

t

¯d{2`1
rωr|q| .

Thus, if t ě ρr, using (5.25) and taking δ1pρ, dq smaller, if necessary, we may reabsorb the last term
on the right side. We obtain that, for every q P Rd and r, t P rθ´1Xδ, ρ3m´2q with ρr ď t ă r,

|q| ď Ct´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□Nr , qq ´ c}L2pBθtq .

Applying the large-scale Poincaré inequality in Lemma 5.6, we obtain that, for every q P Rd
and r, t P rθ´1Xδ, ρ3m´2q with ρr ď t ă r,

|q| ď Crs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇vp¨,□Nr , qq}L2pBtq . (5.29)

Applying (5.29) with q “ er´ret and then using the triangle inequality, (5.26) and (5.27), we obtain

|er ´ ret|

ď Crs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇vp¨,□Nr , er ´ retq}L2pBtq

ď Crs
´1{2

t ν
1{2
`›

›∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , erq
›

›

L2pBtq
`
›

›∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , retq
›

›

L2pBtq

˘

ď C
´´r

t

¯d{2`1
` C1

´ t

r

¯γ¯

Er . (5.30)

By applying (5.28) and (5.30) with t “ ρr and then using the triangle inequality, we obtain that,
for every r P rpθρq´1Xδ, ρ3m´2q,

Eρr ď C1ρ
γEr ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q

rωr|reρr|

ď C1ρ
γEr ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q

rωr|er ´ reρr| ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q
rωr|er|

ď C1ρ
γEr ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q

rωr
`

ρ´pd{2`1q ` C1ρ
γ
˘

Er ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q
rωr|er|

ď C1ρ
γEr ` Cδρ´pd`2q

rωrp1 ` C1qEr ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q
rωr|er|

ď
`

C1ρ
γ ` Cδρ´pd`2qp1 ` C1q

˘

Er ` Cδρ´pd{2`1q
rωr|er| . (5.31)

Using that ρ “ p8C1q´10, which implies C1ρ
1{2 ď 2´10 and selecting δ1pC1, dq small enough

that (5.25) holds as well as

C(5.31)δ1ρ
´pd`2qp1 ` C1q ď 2´10 and C(5.31)δ

1{4

1 ρ´pd{2`1q ď 2´10

we obtain, for every r P rpθρq´1Xδ, ρ3m´2q,

Eρr ď 2´8Er ` 2´8δ
3{4
rωr|er| . (5.32)

Furthermore, we observe, using the triangle inequality, Lemma 5.4, the large-scale Poincaré in-
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equality in Lemma 5.6 and the definition of Er in (5.26),

|er ´ et| ď Ct´1}ℓer´et}L2pBθtq

ď Ct´1 inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□Nr , erq ´ ℓer ´ c
›

›

L2pBtq
` Ct´1 inf

cPR

›

›vp¨,□Nt , etq ´ ℓet ´ c
›

›

L2pBtq

` Ct´1 inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ vp¨,□Nr , erq ´ c
›

›

L2pBθtq

` Ct´1 inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ vp¨,□Nt , etq ´ c
›

›

L2pBθtq

ď Cδrωt|et| ` Cδ
´r

t

¯d{2`1
rωr|er| ` CEt ` C

´r

t

¯d{2`1
Er

ď Cδ
´r

t

¯d{2`1
rωr|et ´ er| ` Cδ

´r

t

¯d{2`1
rωt|et| ` CEt ` C

´r

t

¯d{2`1
Er .

We apply the previous display with t “ ρr and use (5.32) to obtain

|er ´ eρr| ď Cpδρ´pd{2`1q ` δ
3{4qrωr|er ´ eρr| ` Cpδρ´pd{2`1q ` δ

3{4qrωρr|eρr| ` Cρ´pd{2`1qEr . (5.33)

Restricting δ1pC1, dq again so that

C(5.33)δ
1{4ρ´pd{2`1q ď 1 and 2C(5.33)δ

3{4 ď
1

2
,

which allows us to absorb the first term on the right side, we obtain, for every r P rpθρq´1Xδ, ρ3m´2q,

|er ´ eρr| ď Cδ
3{4
rωρr|eρr| ` Cρ´pd{2`1qEr . (5.34)

Requiring also that C(5.34)δ
3{4

1 ď 1
2 , the triangle inequality then implies that

maxt|er|, |eρr|u ď 2mint|er|, |eρr|u ` Cρ´d{2´1Er . (5.35)

We are now ready to show that (5.22) follows from (5.32) and (5.34), by induction down the scales.
We have already established that (5.22) holds for every r ě ρ3m´2.

Let us suppose that (5.22) is valid for every r ě ρk3m´2 for some k P N with ρk`13m´2 ě

pρθq´1Xδ,ρ. Suppose that r P rρk3m´2, ρk´13m´2q and use (5.34) and the induction hypothesis
(which says that Er ď δ1{2rωr|er|) to obtain, using also rωρr ă 1,

Er ď δ
1{2
rωr|er| ď 4δ

1{2
rωρr|eρr| ` Cδ

1{2
rωrρ

´d{2´1Er ,

which after restricting δ1 again, allowing reabsorption of the last term on the right side, leads to

Er ď 4δ
1{2
rωρr|eρr| .

Using this, (5.32) and (5.35) we obtain

Eρr ď 2´8Er ` 2´8δ
3{4
rωr|er|

ď 2´8δ
1{2
rωρr|eρr| ` δ

3{4
rωρr|eρr| ` Cδ

3{4ρ´pd{2`1qEr

ď 2´8δ
1{2
rωρr|eρr| ` δ

3{4
rωρr|eρr| ` Cδ

5{4ρ´pd{2`1q
rωρr|eρr|

ď δ
1{2
rωρr|eρr| ,

after further restriction of δ1. This completes the induction and thus the proof of (5.22).
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Step 2. Denote, for e P Rd and r ą 0,

Prres :“
2pd` 2q

dr2
´

ż

Br

x vpx,□m`1, eq dx and ℓrrespxq :“ Prres ¨ x . (5.36)

It is immediate from the above that e ÞÑ Prres and e ÞÑ ℓrresp¨q are linear maps. Equivalently, ℓrres
is the orthogonal projection of vp¨,□m`1, eq onto the vector space of affine functions, i.e.,

inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓrres ` c
›

›

L2pBrq
“ min

ℓ affine

›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓ
›

›

L2pBrq
. (5.37)

In this step we show that there exist constants Cpdq ă 8 and δ2pC1, ν, dq P p0, δ1s such that,
if δ P p0, δ2s and Rpm,C1, γ, δq holds, then for every e P Rd and r P rpθρq´1Xδ, 3m`1s, we have that

r´1 inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓrres ` c
›

›

L2pBrq
ď Cδ

1{2
rωr|Prres| . (5.38)

We also show that the linear map e ÞÑ Prres is invertible and bounded for every r P rXδ, 3m`1s; in
particular, for every r P rpθρq´1Xδ, 3m`1s and every e P Rd we have that

r´1 inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□m`1, P
´1
r resq ´ ℓe ` c

›

›

L2pBrq
ď Cδ

1{2|e| . (5.39)

This statement can be considered as a converse to (5.38): the vector space of affine functions can
be approximated at every scale by the vector space tvp¨,□m, eq ` c : pe, cq P Rd`1u.

We start with the proof of (5.38). By Lemma 5.4, (5.22) and the Poincaré inequality in
Lemma 5.6, we obtain that

r´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓer ` c}L2pBθrq

ď Crs´1{2
r ν

1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□Nr , erq}L2pBrq ` r´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□Nr , erq ´ ℓer ` c}L2pBrq

ď Cδ
1{2
rωr|er| . (5.40)

By (5.37), the above estimate and the triangle inequality imply that
ˇ

ˇPrres ´ er
ˇ

ˇ ď Cr´1}ℓrres ´ ℓer}L2pBrq ď Cr´1 inf
cPR

}vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓer ` c}L2pBrq ď Cδ
1{2
rωr|er| ,

(5.41)
from which we deduce

|er| ď |Prres| ` C(5.41)δ
1{2
rωr|er| .

Upon taking δ2 so small that C(5.41)δ
1{2

2 ă 1{2 we may reabsorb the second term on the right in the
above display to get

|er| ď 2|Prres| . (5.42)

We get (5.38) by combining the previous display with (5.40) and (5.37).

We next turn to the proof of (5.39). We first observe that there exists a constant cpdq ă 8

such that for every e P Rd and r, t P rpθρq´1Xδ, 3m`1s,

1 ď
r

t
ď exp

´ c

δ1{2rωr

¯

ùñ
1

2
ď

|Prres|

|Ptres|
ď 2 . (5.43)

To see this, use (5.38) and the triangle inequality and compute

sup
tPrr{2,rs

ˇ

ˇPrres ´ Ptres
ˇ

ˇ ď Cδ
1{2
rωr

ˆ

sup
tPrr{2,rs

ˇ

ˇPtres
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇPrres
ˇ

ˇ

˙

,
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from which (5.43) follows via an iteration.
From (5.43) we deduce that for every e P Rd and κ P p0, 1{2s there exists rδ2pd, κq P p0, δ2s such

that for all δ ă rδ2 and r, t P rXδ,ρ, 3m`1s with t ď r we have

1

2

´r

t

¯´κ
ď

|Prres|

|Ptres|
ď 2

´r

t

¯κ
. (5.44)

For now, we take δ2 ď rδ2pd, 1{2q, so that

sup
tPrr{2,rs

ˇ

ˇPrres ´ Ptres
ˇ

ˇ ď
1

2

ˇ

ˇPrres
ˇ

ˇ and
1

2

´r

t

¯´1{2

ď
|Prres|

|Ptres|
ď 2

´r

t

¯1{2

. (5.45)

Continuing with the proof of (5.39), we next notice that, by (5.12) and the triangle inequality,

|P3m`1res ´ e| ď inf
cPR

C3´m
›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓe ` c
›

›

L2p□m`1q
ď Cδ

1{2|e| ď
1

2
|e| (5.46)

provided that δ2 is small enough. Consequently, by (5.45) and (5.46) we see that

C´1p3´mrq
1{2|e| ď

ˇ

ˇPrres
ˇ

ˇ ď Cp3´mrq´1{2|e| . (5.47)

Hence the linear map e ÞÑ Prres is injective and bounded for every r P rXδ, 3m`1s, as claimed.
Then (5.39) follows from (5.38).

Step 3. We show that there exists constants δ3pC1, dq P p0, δ2s and Cpdq ă 8 such that, for
every q P Rd and every r P rpθρq´1Xδ, 3m`1s we have that

C´1|Prrqs| ď rs´1{2
r ν

1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, qq}L2pBrq ď C|Prrqs| . (5.48)

Denote v :“ vp¨,□m`1, qq. For the first inequality, we use (5.38) and the Poincaré inequality to
obtain

|Prrqs| ď Cr´1
›

›v ´ pvqBθr

›

›

L2pBθrq
` Cδ

1{2|Prrqs| ď Crs´1{2
r ν

1{2
›

›∇v
›

›

L2pBrq
`

1

2
|Prrqs| , (5.49)

and the last term can be reabsorbed on the left. For the second inequality, we observe first that
it follows for r P rθ23m`1, 3m`1s by (5.47) and (5.13). For r P rpθρq´1Xδ, θ23m`1s, we use the
Caccioppoli estimate in Lemma 5.5, (5.38) and Lemma 5.4 to obtain

rs´1{2
r ν

1{2}∇v}L2pBrq ď Cr´1}v ´ pvqBθ´2r
}L2pBθ´2rq ` Cδrωθ´2rrs

´1{2

θ´2r
ν

1{2}∇v}L2pBθ´2rq

Taking δ3 small enough, we obtain the second inequality by induction.

Step 4. In the first three steps, we have shown that the vector space of finite-volume corrected
affines defined with respect to □m is close to the vector space of affine functions, in every ball
smaller than 3m. Using this, and the harmonic approximation property obtained in Lemma 5.3,
we will perform a C1,γ-type excess decay iteration to obtain the statement Rpm` 1, C1, γ, δq.

In particular, in this step we show that there exist constants Cpγ, dq ă 8 and δ4pC1, dq P p0, δ3s

such that, if δ P p0, δ4s and C1 ě C, then (5.21) is valid. Assume thus δ P p0, δ4s, C1 ě C
and Rpm,C1, γ, δq for m P N with 3m`1 ě Xδ. Let R P rXδ, 3m`1s and u P ApBRq be given. We
show that, for every r P rpθρq´1Xδ, Rs,

rs´1{2
r inf

ePRd
}∇u´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, eq}L2pBrq ď C

´ r

R

¯γ
rs

´1{2

R }∇u}L2pBRq . (5.50)
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Showing this will establish (5.21). Let er P Rd be the slope achieving the minimum on the left in
the above display. Denote, for each t P rXδ,ρ, Rs and for the rest of this step, zt :“ vp¨,□m`1, etq.
Applying Lemma 5.3 to u´ zt, we find a harmonic function wt in Bθt satisfying

}u´ zt ´ wt}L2pBθtq ď Ctδrωtrs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq . (5.51)

By the interior C1,1 estimate for harmonic functions, Lemma 5.6 and the triangle inequality, we
have, for every s P p0, θtq,

inf
cPR

›

›wt ´ ℓ∇wtp0q ` c
›

›

L8pBsq
ď C

´s

t

¯2
}wt ´ pwtqBθt

}L2pBθtq

ď C
´s

t

¯2
`

}u´ zt ´ pu´ ztqBt}L2pBθtq ` tδrωtrs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq

˘

ď C
´s

t

¯2
trs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq (5.52)

and, similarly,

|∇wtp0q| ď }∇wt}L8pBθ2tq ď Ct´1}wt ´ pwtqBθt
}L8pBθtq

ď Crs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq . (5.53)

Let ret :“ P´1
t r∇wtp0qs denote the element of Rd achieving the minimum in the below display (with

ties broken by lexicographical ordering)

inf
ePRd

inf
cPR

›

›vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ℓ∇wtp0q ` c
›

›

L2pBtq
.

We have by (5.39) and (5.53) that rzt :“ vp¨,□m`1, retq satisfies

inf
cPR

›

›

rzt ´ ℓ∇wtp0q ` c
›

›

L2pBtq
ď Cδ

1{2t|∇wtp0q| ď Cδ
1{2trs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq .

By the above display, (5.51) and (5.52) we obtain, for s P p0, θtq,

inf
cPRd

}u´ zt ´ rzt ` c}L2pBsq

ď inf
cPR

›

›wt ´ ℓ∇wtp0q ` c
›

›

L8pBsq
`

´ t

s

¯d{2

inf
cPR

}u´ zt ´ wt ` c}L2pBθtq

`

´ t

s

¯d{2

inf
cPR

›

›

rzt ´ ℓ∇wtp0q ` c
›

›

L2pBtq

ď Ct
´´s

t

¯2
` δ

1{2
´ t

s

¯d{2¯

rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq .

Now, we choose η P p0, 1q small enough so that Cη1´γ ď α{2 with small αpd, νq being determined

below. We then require that δ4 is so small that Cη´d{2δ
1{2

4 ď η2α{2. With these selections and s “

θ´1ηt, the above display may be written as

pηtq´1 inf
cPR

}u´ zt ´ rzt ` c}L2pBθ´1ηtq ď αηγrs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq .

By the Caccioppoli estimate (Lemma 5.5) and the above display, we deduce, with small enough α
and δ4,

rs
´1{2

ηt ν
1{2}∇pu´ zt ´ rztq}L2pBηtq

ď Cpηtq´1 inf
cPR

}u´ zt ´ rzt ` c}L2pBθ´1ηtq ` Cδ
1{2
rs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ zt ´ rztq}L2pBθ´1ηtq

ď C
`

αηγ ` δ
1{2η´d{2

˘

rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq ` Cδ

1{2η´d{2
rs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇rzt}L2pBtq

ď
1

4
ηγrs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq ` Cδ

1{2η´d{2
rs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇rzt}L2pBtq . (5.54)

82



By (5.48), the definitions of ret, rzt and (5.53) we have that

rs
´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇rzt}L2pBtq ď C|Ptrrets| “ C|∇wtp0q| ď Crs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇pu´ ztq}L2pBtq .

By the above two displays and linearity, we have that for small enough δ4 and every t P rpθρq´1Xδ, Rs

inf
ePRd

rs
´1{2

ηt ν
1{2}∇u´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, eq}L2pBηtq ď

1

2
ηγ inf

ePRd
rs

´1{2

t ν
1{2}∇u´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, eq}L2pBtq .

This implies (5.50) after a standard iteration argument.

Step 5. In this last step we upgrade the statement of (5.50) by removing the dependence of the
slope e P Rd on the domain Br. This will yield (5.17).

Fix m P N with Xδ ď 3m`1 and R P R with Xδ ď R ď 3m`1. For given r P rpθρq´1Xδ, Rs,
let er P Rd be the minimizer on the left in (5.20), and denote zr :“ vp¨,□m, erq. Fix γ P r1{2, 1q,
let κ “ 1

4p1 ´ γq and γ1 “ γ ` κ, γ2 “ γ ` 2κ. Also select δ ă δ5pγ, dq P p0, δ4 ^ rδ2pd, κqq so
that (5.44) is valid with κ and (5.50) is valid with γ2.

We next note that by iterating Lemma 4.7 we have that there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that for
every pθρq´1Xδ ă r ď R,

C´1

ˆ

R

r

˙´κ

ď
rsr
rsR

ď C

ˆ

R

r

˙κ

. (5.55)

By the above display, (5.50) and the triangle inequality we have for every pθρq´1Xδ ă s ď 1{2R,

sup
tPrs,2ss

}∇pzs ´ ztq}L2pBsq ď C
´ s

R

¯γ1

}∇u}L2pBRq .

For e P Rd and t, s P R with pθρq´1Xδ ă s ă t ď R, we apply (5.44) and (5.48) to get

C´1
´ t

s

¯´κ
}∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pBsq ď }∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pBtq ď C

´ t

s

¯κ
}∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pBsq .

We deduce from the above two displays that, for every s, r P R with pθρq´1Xδ ă s ă r{2 ă r ď R,

sup
tPrs,2ss

}∇pzs ´ ztq}L2pBrq ď C
´r

s

¯κ
sup

tPrs,2ss

}∇pzs ´ ztq}L2pBsq

ď C
´r

s

¯κ´ s

R

¯γ1

}∇u}L2pBRq ď C
´s

r

¯κ´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq .

Setting e :“ epθρq´1Xδ
and telescoping the above display yields for every r P R with pθρq´1Xδ ă r ď

R,

}∇vp¨,□m, erq ´ ∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq . (5.56)

Therefore, by (5.20) and (5.55), the above estimate and the triangle inequality, we obtain (5.17)
(for a slightly smaller γ).

Step 6. We show how the above estimates yield (5.18) and (5.19). Fix r ě pθρq´1Xδ with R
r ď

exppc(5.43)rpδ1{2rωrq
´1q. Using (5.17) we find e P Rd such that

}∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□m, eq}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯1{2

}∇u}L2pBRq . (5.57)

In particular, by the triangle inequality,

}∇vLp¨,□m, eq}L2pBRq ď C}∇u}L2pBRq .
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Hence, by (5.48), we have

|PRres| ď Cν
1{2
rs

´1{2

R }∇u}L2pBRq .

Using again (5.48), (5.43) and the above display yields

ν
1{2
rs´1{2
r }∇vLp¨,□m, eq}L2pBrq ď C|Prres| ď C|PRres| ď Cν

1{2
rs

´1{2

R }∇u}L2pBRq .

Combining the above display with (5.55) and (5.57) yields (5.18). A similar computation together
with (5.44), taking κ small depending on α, yields (5.19).

We record an estimate which follows from the above proof.

Lemma 5.8. There exist Cpdq ă 8 and δ0pν, dq P p0, 1q such that, for every δ P p0, δ0s, m,n P N
with 3m ą 3n ě CXδ, L ě L0 and e P Rd,

inf
e1PRd

›

›∇vLp¨,□m, eq ´ ∇vLp¨,□n, e
1q
›

›

L2p□nq
ď Cδ

1{4ωn}∇vLp¨,□m, eq}L2p□nq . (5.58)

Proof. Let δ0 be as in Proposition 5.7. By (5.22) and (5.48), there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such
that for all r P rCXδ, 3ms, there is a linear map e ÞÑ Hm,rres such that

}∇vLp¨,□m, eq ´ ∇vLp¨,□Nr , Hm,rresq}L2p□Nr q
ď Cδ

1{2
rωr|Hm,rres|

ď Cδ
1{2
rs´1{2
r rωr}∇vLp¨,□m, Hm,rresq}L2p□Nr q

.

Step 2 of the proof of Proposition 5.7 shows that the map Hm,r is invertible.
Next, we use (2.21), (2.33), subadditivity of J , and the definition of the minimal scale Xδ,ρ to

obtain that for every e P Rd, and k P N

ν}∇vLp¨,□n`k, eq ´ ∇vLp¨,□n, eq}
2
L2p□nq

ď C3dk
ÿ

zP3nZdX□n`k

`

JLpz ` □n, 0, sL,˚pz ` □nqeq ´ JLp□n`k, 0, sL,˚p□n`keqq
˘

“ C3dk
ÿ

zP3nZdX□n`k

e ¨
`

sL,˚pz ` □nq ´ sL,˚p□n`kq
˘

e

ď C3dkδ
1{2n´ρe ¨ sL,˚p□nqe “ C3dkδ

1{2n´ρν}∇vLp¨,□n, eq}
2
L2p□nq

. (5.59)

By combining the previous two displays, we obtain (5.58).

5.3. Infinite volume corrected affines. The statement of Proposition 5.7 is very close to the
large-scale C1,γ estimate claimed in (5.6). The difference is that (5.17) approximates solutions with
finite-volume corrected affines (defined on an arbitrarily larger scale) rather than the elements of the
vector space A1`γpRdq. To obtain the statement of the theorem, we need to use the estimate (5.17),
and its proofs, to obtain the statement of the Liouville theorem—that is, to characterize the ele-
ments of A1`γpRdq as limits of the finite-volume corrected affines. We will deduce that this linear
space has dimension d ` 1 and be able to show that the estimates (5.6) and (5.17) are essentially
equivalent.

Proposition 5.1 is stated for solutions to the equation without an infrared cutoff. Accordingly, in
the proof, we use the fact that none of the estimates in the previous subsections degenerate with L
and therefore we may apply them after sending L Ñ 8 to obtain the statements for solutions of
the equation without cutoff.
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Proof of Proposition 5.1. In Steps 1–3 we take limits of the “local corrected affines,” that is, the
minimizers vp¨,□m, eq to construct “global corrected affines”, ϕe which span A1`γ . Since global
corrected affines are close to local ones, we then deduce in Steps 4–5 the statements of Theorem D.

Step 1. We collect some parameters and preliminary estimates from the proof of Proposition 5.7.
To give ourselves some room, define κ “ 1

8p1´γq, γ1 :“ γ`κ and γ2 “ γ1 `κ . Also take s “ 1
2 . We

let δ :“ δpν, ρ, γ2, dq P p0, 12q be the minimum of δ0 in the statement of Proposition 5.7, rδ2pC1, ν, d, κq

from (5.44) and rδ0pρ, γ, dq P p0, 12q to be selected below. Select the minimal scale Xγ :“ C(5.17)Xδ.
Fix e P Rd and m P N with 3m ě Xγ . Observe that by (5.24), (5.10) and (5.59) we have

s´1{2
m ν

1{2}∇vp¨,□m`1, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pB3m q ď Cδ|e| . (5.60)

Define the linear map e1 ÞÑ Tmre1s P Rd by prescribing, for each unit vector ei, (with ties broken by
lexicographical ordering)

}∇vp¨,□m, eiq ´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, Tmreis ´ eiq}L2pBXδ
q “ inf

qPRd
}∇vp¨,□m, eiq ´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, qq}L2pBXδ

q .

Observe that, by (5.56) and (5.60), we have, for every r P rXγ , 3ms,

s´1{2
m }∇vp¨,□m, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, Tmresq}L2pBrq

“ s´1{2
m }

`

∇vp¨,□m, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, eq
˘

´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, Tmres ´ eq}L2pBrq

ď Cν´1δ
´ r

3m

¯γ2

|e| . (5.61)

Consequently, by (5.29), (5.60), the previous display and the triangle inequality we have that

|Tmres ´ e| ď Cs´1{2
m }∇vp¨,□m`1, Tmres ´ eq}L2pB3m q

ď Cs´1{2
m }∇vp¨,□m, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, eq}L2pB3m q

` Cs´1{2
m }∇vp¨,□m, eq ´ ∇vp¨,□m`1, Tmresq}L2pB3m q ď δ

1{2|e| , (5.62)

where in the last inequality we decreased δ if needed, to absorb constants. Note that this shows
that the linear map e1 ÞÑ Tmre1s is close to the identity.

Step 2. In this step a subspace of A1`γpRdq is constructed using the linear map e1 ÞÑ Tmre1s

from Step 1. (Later we will show this subspace is actually A1`γpRdq, modulo constant functions.)
Fix e P Rd, n ě NXγ and consider the sequence tekukPN recursively defined by

#

en :“ e ,

ek :“ Tk´1rek´1s , if k ą n .

(The parameter n will be shown to be superfluous at the end of this step.) Observe that by
iterating (5.62) together with the triangle inequality we have that

|ek| ď p1 ` δ
1{2qk´n|e| @k ě n .

Using this and denoting vkrn, es :“ vp¨,□k, ekq ´ pvp¨,□k, ekqq□k
we see that by (5.61) for each r P

rXγ , 3ks,

}∇vk`1rn, es ´ ∇vkrn, es}L2pBrq ď Cν´1δ
´ r

3k

¯γ2

|ek|

ď Cν´1δp1 ` δ
1{2qk´n

´ r

3k

¯γ2

|e| .
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This implies, upon taking rδ0pγ, νq sufficiently small,

}∇vk`1rn, es ´ ∇vkrn, es}L2pBrq ď δ
1{2
´ r

3k

¯γ2

|e| @r P rXγ , 3ks . (5.63)

Consequently, we have the existence of the limit (locally in H1) of

lim
kÑ8

vkrn, es “ ϕerns

and the map e1 ÞÑ ϕe1rns is linear. We also deduce from (5.63) that

}∇ϕerns ´ ∇vkrn, es}L2pBrq ď Cδ
1{2
´ r

3k

¯γ2

|e| @r P rXγ , 3ks . (5.64)

Moreover, by (5.44) and (5.48) we have, for every k ě n

}∇vkrn, es}L2pBrq ě C
´ r

3k

¯κ
}∇vk}L2pB

3k
q @r P rXγ , 3ks .

By combining the above display with (5.64) and the triangle inequality, we have that, for every k ě n

}∇ϕerns}L2pB
3k

q ď }∇vkrn, es}L2pB
3k

q ` }∇ϕe ´ ∇vkrn, es}L2pB
3k

q

ď C3κk}∇vkrn, es}L2pBXδ
q ` |e| ,

from which we deduce ϕerns P A1`κpRdq.

Denote by A1rns the linear subspace of A1`κpRdq spanned by ϕerns and the constant functions.
Observe that the dimension of A1rns is d ` 1 and for every n1 P N with n1 ě NXγ we have
that A1rns “ A1rn1s. Indeed, by Steps 1–3 of the proof of Proposition 5.7, for each m P N
above the minimal scale there is an invertible linear map from the vector space of finite-volume
corrected affines in □m to the vector space of affines in □m. Consequently, since the map Tk is
invertible, (5.64) implies the infinite-volume corrected affines also have that property. This shows
that the dimension of A1rns is at least d` 1 and it cannot be more since it is the image of a linear
map from a space of dimension d ` 1. From this we also deduce that A1rns is independent of n.
We henceforth write A1 and ϕe instead of A1rns and ϕerns.

Step 3. Our goal now is to show that A1 coincides with A1`γpRdq. In order to do so, in this
step we give a growth rate for the gradient term on the right in (5.17). To be specific, in this step
we show that if u P A1`γpRdq, then for every ρ0 P p0, 12q, there exists R0pd, ν, u, ρ0q P rXγ ,8q such
that

rs
´1{2

R }∇u}L2pBRq ď ρ0R
γ @R ě R0 . (5.65)

First observe that by Lemma 5.5 we have, for all n P N with 3n ě Xγ

s´1
n }∇u}2

L2p□nq
ď Cν´13´2n}u}2

L2p□n`1q
` Cδs´1

n`1}∇u}2
L2p□n`1q

,

and so, by iteration,

s´1
n }∇u}2

L2p□nq
ď Cν´1

8
ÿ

k“n

δk´n3´2k}u}2
L2p□kq

.

Fix ρ1pρ0, νq P p0, 12q to be determined below. Since u P A1`γpRdq, there exists n0 P N such that

}u}2
L2p□nq

ď ρ13
´2p1`γqn @n ě n0 .
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Consequently, by the above two displays, for rδ0pdq sufficiently small we have that for all n P N
with n ě n0 and 3n ě Xγ

s´1
n }∇u}2

L2p□nq
ď Cν´1

8
ÿ

k“n

δk´n3´2k}u}2
L2p□kq

ď Cν´1ρ1

8
ÿ

k“n

δk´n3´2k32p1`γqk ď Cν´1ρ13
2γn .

This implies (5.65) for ρ1 small enough.

Step 4. In this step we show that A1`γpRdq “ A1 and then deduce that dimA1`γpRdq “ d` 1
on an event of full P–probability. Fix u P A1`γpRdq. Let r0 P rXγ ,8q and ρ0 P p0, 1q be given and
choose R0 ą 0 as in (5.65) depending on ρ0. Using (4.40), we select n P N sufficiently large that

3n ě R0 _ r0 and 3´nκrγ
2

0 s
1{2
n ă 1 . (5.66)

By Proposition 5.7, there exists ren P Rd such that for all r P rXγ , 3ns

}∇u´ ∇vp¨,□n, renq}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

3n

¯γ2

}∇u}L2p□nq ď Cρ0r
γ2

3´2nκs
1{2
n , (5.67)

with the latter inequality following by (5.65). By the triangle inequality, we deduce that

}∇vp¨,□n, renq}L2p□nq ď Cρ03
nγs

1{2
n .

From the above display, (5.64) and (5.29), we deduce that, for all r P rXγ , 3ns,

}∇ϕ
ren ´ ∇vp¨,□m, renq}L2pBrq

ď Cδ
1{2
´ r

3n

¯γ2

|ren| ď Cρ0δ
1{2
´ r

3n

¯γ2

3nγ .

Combining the above display and (5.67) together with (5.66) yields

}∇u´ ∇ϕ
ren}L2pBr0 q

ď Cρ0 . (5.68)

Since ρ0 and r0 were arbitrary, this shows A1`γpRdq Ď A1. As A1 Ď A1`κ Ď A1`γ , this im-
plies A1`γpRdq “ A1. Consequently, by the paragraph at the end of Step 2, the dimension of A1`γ

is d` 1.

Step 5. We conclude with the proofs of (5.5) and (5.6). Let ϕ P A1`γpRdq “ A1 “ A1`κpRdq

and r ě Xγ . By Proposition 5.7, since ϕ P ApRdq, for all R ě r and m P N with 3m ě R, we have
the existence of eR P Rd such that

}∇ϕ´ ∇vp¨,□m, eRq}L2pBθ´1rq ď C
´ r

R

¯γ1

}∇ϕ}L2pBRq .

Combining this with (5.16) and then (5.65) with κ in place of γ and ρ0 “ 1, we obtain, for sufficiently
large R ,

inf
cPR

r´1}ϕ´ vp¨,□m, eRq ` c}L2pBrq ď Crs´1{2
r ν

1{2
´ r

θ2R

¯γ1

}∇ϕ}L2pBθ2Rq

ď rs
1{2

R rs´1{2
r

´ r

R

¯γ
.

Also, by (5.12), if m P N is chosen to be the smallest integer with 3m ě R,

inf
cPR

r´1
›

›vp¨,□m, eRq ´ ℓeR ` c
›

›

L2pBrq
ď Cδrωr|eR| .
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Next, select R possibly larger, depending on ϕ so that

rs
1{2

R rs´1{2
r

´ r

R

¯γ
ď

1

4
rωr}ϕ´ pϕqBr}L2pBrq .

Combining the above three displays and the triangle inequality, we obtain

}ϕ´ ℓeR ´ pϕqBr}L2pBrq ď
1

4
rωr}ϕ´ pϕqBr}L2pBrq ` Cδrωr}ℓeR}L2pBrq .

After partially reabsorbing the first term on the right side, we obtain

}ϕ´ ℓeR ´ pϕqBr}L2pBrq ď Crωr}ℓeR}L2pBrq .

This is (5.5).

To prove (5.6), we first observe that the estimate (5.17) is valid for ϕerms in place of vp¨,□m, eq
in Proposition 5.7. Let R P rXγ ,8q and let u P ApBRq. By Proposition 5.7, we have the existence
of e P Rd such that

}∇u´ ∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq , @r P rXγ , Rs .

By (5.64), (5.29), the above display and the triangle inequality we have

}∇ϕerms ´ ∇vp¨,□m, eq}L2pBrq ď C
´ r

R

¯γ
}∇u}L2pBRq @r P rXγ , Rs . (5.69)

The above two displays and the triangle inequality imply (5.6).

6. Coarse-graining and improved homogenization estimates

In this section, we use the results in Section 5 to improve the quenched homogenization estimate
in Proposition 4.1. This improved estimate verifies Assumption H for a smaller ωm than that given

in Remark 5.2. In particular, here we show that the factor of s
´1{2
m mσ{4 in (5.8) can be improved

to s´1
m mσ{2. This is essentially sharp, as we cannot expect the quantity |s´1

L

`

sL,˚p□mq ´ sL
˘

|, which
represents this difference, to be better than s´1

L . Indeed, it is easy to see that a resampling of jk
with k P rL´10, Ls will change the values of sL,˚p□mq and kLp□mq by at least Op1q. As mentioned
in the introduction, we need this improved bound to proceed—our estimates will otherwise not be
strong enough to obtain the sharp recurrence relation stated below in Proposition 7.2.

Proposition 6.1. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 and, for every ρ P p0, 1{2q, δ, s P p0, 1q

and M P r104d,8q, a minimal scale X satisfying

logX “ OΓ2ρ

`

pL1

˘

with pL1 :“ L0

`

Cρ´4p1 ´ 2ρq´4δ´4s´4M4, 1 ´ 1
4pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

(6.1)

such that, with h :“ rCMs´1 logppν^δq´1mqs, and for every L,m, n P N satisfying 3m ě X , m,L ě
pL1 and m´ h ď n ď m, we have the estimate

max
zP3nZdX□m

Espz ` □n;aL, sL^pm`hq ` pkL ´ kL^pm`hqq□mq ď

#

δs´1
m mρ logm, m ď L` h ,

δm´100 , m ą L` h .
(6.2)
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Recall that L0

`

M,α, c˚, ν
˘

has been defined in (4.4), and it blows up as α Ñ 1 or M Ñ 8.
Therefore the lower bound L1 blows up either when ρ Ñ 0 (corresponding to the optimal size
estimate) or ρ Ñ 1{2 (corresponding to the optimal stochastic integrability estimate).

Before proceeding with the proof of Proposition 6.1, we observe it gives us the validity of
Assumption H with any choice of σ P p0, 1q and s P p0, 1s and with parameters C “ 104dC(6.1), L0 “

L1 as in the statement of the proposition and with ωm defined as

ωm :“

$

&

%

sup
kěm

s´1
k kσ log k , m ď L` h ,

m´100 , m ą L` h .
(6.3)

Consequently, the results of Section 5 immediately lead to Theorem D and nearly Theorem C. In
particular, at this point, we may deduce Theorem C with right-hand side f “ 0, the case f ‰ 0
will be deferred to right below the proof of Proposition 8.12 below.

Proof of Theorem D assuming Proposition 6.1. By the discussion preceding this proof, we have
Assumption H with ωm given by (6.3). Hence, we have Proposition 5.1 and thus parts 1 and 3 of
Theorem D. To see that (5.5) implies (1.31) we use (3.2) to bound

ωm ď Cm´1{2`σ{2 log
13
4

`1pν´1mqc
´1{2
˚ .

By decreasing σ slightly and allowing the constant C to depend on ν and c˚ we may rewrite this as

rωr ď Cplog rq´ 1
2

p1´σq ,

which bounds the right side of (5.5) by the right of (1.31). This concludes the proof.

In this section we assume, for every δ, ρ P p0, 1q the validity of Assumption H with minimal
scale Xδ,ρ :“ X , lower bound pL0 :“ L0. We also let Xδ,ρpzq denote the random variable Xδ,ρ for the
environment centered at z. Recall that Assumption H holds with pL0 :“ L0p2C2δ´1, 1{2, c˚, νq and
the parameters from Remark 5.2 with s :“ 1{2.

Under this assumption, all of the results in Section 5 become available. Also, after proving
Proposition 6.1 we may use the results of this section with the improved ωm given in (6.3).

6.1. Coarse-graining estimates in weak norms. We use the following coarse-graining inequal-
ity below: by [AK24a, (5.64)] we have that, for every L, n P N and u P ALp□nq,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□n

paL,˚p□nq ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
1{2ν

1{2}∇u}L2p□nq|psL ´ sL,˚qp□nq|
1{2 . (6.4)

Proposition 6.2. Let ρ P p0, 1{4q, p P r1, 2q and t P p0, 1s. There exists a constant Cpp, dq P r1,8q

and δ0pdq such that, for every σ P p0, 1s, δ P p0, δ0s, and scales L,m, n P N with

n,L ě pL0 and n ď m´ Ct´1 logpν´1mq , (6.5)

we have, for every u P ALp□mqzR, the estimate

3´tm
›

›ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
›

›

W´t,pp□mq

ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

ď Cδ
1{8ωn

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
p

2´p1tXδ,ρpzqď3nu

2̇´p
2p

` OΓ2{3

`

n´400
˘

` OΓ4ρσ

`

pCpL0n
´1q

1{σ´4ρ log
1{4pν´1nq

˘

. (6.6)
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To prove this, we require the following improvement of (6.4).

Lemma 6.3. Let γ P p0, 1q and ρ P p0, 1{4q. There exist constants Cpγ, dq P r1,8q and δ0pγ, dq P

p0, 12 s such that, for every δ P p0, δ0s, and scales L,m, n P N with n ď m and L ě pL0 and
solution u P ALp□mq, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□n

paL,˚p□nq ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď |psL ´ sL,˚qp□nq|
1{2
´

C3´γpm´nq ` δ
1{8ωn ` 2

1{21tXδ,ρą3nu

¯

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p□nq . (6.7)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [AK24a, Lemma 6.8]. In the case 3n ď Xδ,ρ, the inequal-
ity (6.4) already implies (6.7). We continue therefore under the assumption that 3n ě Xδ,ρ. We
assume that δ0pγ, dq is small enough so that Proposition 5.7 is applicable.

By (2.32), the coarse-graining inequality (6.4) is exact for vLp¨,□n, eq; in fact, for every e P Rd,
$

’

’

&

’

’

%

´

ż

□n

∇vLp¨,□n, eq “ e ,

´

ż

□n

aL∇vLp¨,□n, eq “ aL,˚p□nqe .

Consequently, we deduce from (6.4) that, for every u P ALp□nq,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□n

`

aL,˚p□nq ´ aL
˘

∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2|psL ´ sL,˚qp□nq|
1{2 inf

ePRd
ν

1{2
›

›∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□n, eq
›

›

L2p□nq
. (6.8)

If u P ALp□mq, then, since 3n ě Xδ,ρ, we may apply Proposition 5.7 to find e1 P Rd such that

}∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□m, e1q}L2p□nq ď Cpγ, dq3´γpm´nq}∇u}L2p□mq . (6.9)

We next apply Lemma 5.8 to obtain e2 P Rd such that

}∇vLp¨,□m, e1q ´ ∇vLp¨,□n, e2q}L2p□nq ď Cδ
1{4ωn}∇vLp¨,□m, e1q}L2p□nq . (6.10)

Assume δ0 ď C´8
(6.10), so that δ ď δ0 implies C(6.10)δ

1{8 ď 1. By the triangle inequality and the above
estimates, we obtain

}∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□n, e2q}L2p□nq

ď }∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□m, e1q}L2p□nq ` }∇vLp¨,□m, e1q ´ ∇vLp¨,□n, e2q}L2p□nq

ď }∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□m, e1q}L2p□nq ` Cδ
1{4ωn}∇vLp¨,□m, e1q}L2p□nq

ď 2}∇u´ ∇vLp¨,□m, e1q}L2p□nq ` δ
1{8ωn}∇u}L2p□nq

ď C3´γpm´nq}∇u}L2p□mq ` δ
1{8ωn}∇u}L2p□nq .

Combining this with (6.8) we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□n

paL,˚p□nq ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď |psL ´ sL,˚qp□nq|
1{2
`

C3´γpm´nq ` δ
1{8ωn

˘

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p□nq .

This completes the proof.
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We now prove Proposition 6.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. Assume that, for a large constant Kpdq to be fixed,

n ď m´K
`

t^ pp´ 2q
˘´1

logpν´1mq .

We select γ “ 1{2, δ :“ δ0p1{2, dq as in Lemma 6.3, and for convenience write X pzq :“ Xδ,ρpzq. By
scaling we may also assume without loss of generality that ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq ď 1.

Step 1. We show that there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

3´ptm
›

›ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
›

›

p

W´t,pp□mq
ď C

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

` OΓ1{p
pm´1000pq . (6.11)

To see this, we use [AK24b, Lemma A.2] and compute

3´ptm
›

›ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
›

›

p

W´t,pp□mq
ď C

m
ÿ

k“´8

t3ptpk´mq
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

. (6.12)

On the one hand, by Jensen’s inequality, we have for k P N X rn,ms that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

z1Pz`3nZdX□k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z1`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

and, thus,

m
ÿ

k“n

t3ptpk´mq
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

ď C
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

. (6.13)

On the other hand, for all k P Z with k ď n, by (6.4) and (2.28) we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ paL,kq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 2|psL ´ sL,˚qpz`□kq|
1{2ν

1{2}∇u}L2pz`□kq

ď

´

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz`□kqpaL,˚pz`□nq ´ aL,˚pz`□kqq
ˇ

ˇ ` 2|psL ´ sL,˚qpz`□kq|
1{2
¯

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□kq

ď

´

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz`□kqpaL,˚pz`□nq ´ aL,˚pz`□kqq
ˇ

ˇ ` 2|psL ´ sL,˚qpz`□kq|
1{2
¯

, (6.14)

where in the last inequality we used the assumption ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq ď 1. Possibly localizing using
Lemma 2.9 and using the ellipticity estimates in Lemmas 2.6, 2.7 then yield

ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

ď OΓ1{p

`

pCν´1mqp
˘

.

Therefore,

n
ÿ

k“´8

t3ptpk´mq
ÿ

zP3kZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

ď OΓ1{p

`

pCν´1mqp3´ptpm´nq
˘

.
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Combining the above display with (6.12) and (6.13) and possibly increasing K gives us (6.11).

Step 2. In this step we show that there is a constant Cpp, dq ă 8 such that, for every σ P p0, 1s,

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

1tX pzqą3nu

˙1{p

ď OΓ4ρσ

`

pCpL0n
´1q

1{σ´4ρ log
1{4pν´1nq

˘

` OΓ2{3
pn´400q . (6.15)

By (6.4), Hölder’s inequality and the normalization ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq ď 1, we get

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

1tX pzqą3nu

˙1{p

ď C

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
2p
2´p

2̇´p
4p

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

1tX pzqą3nu

2̇´p
4p

.

The stochastic integrability of the “bad” event tX pzq ą 3nu is controlled by Proposition 4.1
and (2.44)

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

1tX pzqą3nu

2̇´p
4p

ď OΓ4ρσ

`

pCpL0n
´1q

1{σ
˘

@σ P p0,8q . (6.16)

By Proposition 4.6 with parameter α “ 1{2 and (2.82) we have

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
2p
2´p1tX pzqą3nu

2̇´p
4p

ď OΓ4

`

C log
1{4pν´1nq

˘

` OΓ2

`

Cs´1{2
n log

1{2pν´1nq
˘

` OΓ2{3
pn´400q . (6.17)

Combining the above two displays, using also

n ě pL0 ùñ s´1
n logpν´1nq ď 1 ,

we get by (2.41) the estimate, for every σ P p0, 2s and β :“ 4ρσ
1`4ρσ ,

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL´sL,˚qpz`□nq|
p

2´p1tX pzqą3nu

2̇´p
2p

ď OΓβ

`

pCpL2
0n

´1q
1{σ log

1{4pν´1nq
˘

`OΓ2{3
pn´400q .

Selecting β “ 4ρσ completes the proof of (6.15).

Step 3. In this step we conclude by showing

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

1tX pzqď3nu

˙1{p

ď Cδ
1{8ωn

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
p

2´p1tX pzqď3nu

2̇´p
2p

`m´2000 . (6.18)

We select another parameter k P N with n ă k ă m representing a mesoscale between n and m,
to be selected below, and we split 3nZd X □m into a set of “interior points” and “boundary layer
points,” denoted by

I :“
␣

z P 3nZd X □m : z ` □k Ď □m

(

and B :“ p3nZd X □mqz I .
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We first compute the average over subcubes in B. Using (6.4), the assumption ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq ď 1,
Hölder’s inequality and the definition of X pzq, we get

3´dpm´nq
ÿ

zPB

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

1tX pzqď3nu

ď 2p3´dpm´nqν
p{2

ÿ

zPB

}∇u}
p

L2pz`□nq
|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|

p{21tX pzqď3nu

ď
`

2δωns
1{2

L^n

˘p
3´dpm´nqν

p{2
ÿ

zPB

}∇u}
p

L2pz`□nq

ď
`

2δωns
1{2

L^n

˘p
3´

2´p
2

pm´kq .

For z P I, we use Lemma 6.3 with □m replaced by z ` □k and obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1tX pzqď3nu

ď C|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
1{21tX pzqď3nu

`

3´ 1
2

pk´nq}∇u}L2pz`□kq ` δ
1{8ωnν

1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq

˘

.

Summing the previous display over z P I and applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

3´dpm´nq
ÿ

zPI

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

1tX pzqď3nu

ď C
`

3´ 1
2

pk´nq ` δ
1{8ωn

˘p
ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
p

2´p1tX pzqď3nu

2̇´p
2

ď C
`

3´ 1
2

pk´nqn2
˘p

` C
`

δ
1{8ωn

˘p
ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

|psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □nq|
p

2´p1tX pzqď3nu

2̇´p
2

.

We select k :“ 1
2pp2 ´ pqm` nq so that

3´ 1
2

pk´nq ` 3´
p´2
2

pm´kq ď 2 ¨ 3´
2´p
4

pm´nq ď m´3000

and combine the above to get (6.18).

Combining (6.11), (6.15) and (6.18) completes the proof of the proposition.

6.2. Optimal homogenization estimates. In this subsection, we prove an optimal estimate on
the difference of the coarse-grained matrices and the deterministic matrices sL. The estimate (6.20)
below is an improvement of the one proved in Proposition 4.6, since the leading order error is of
size s´1

L , up to logarithmic factors, which is to be compared with logarithmic error in (4.36). In
particular, this estimate implies that the fluctuations of the matrices sL,˚p□mq, sLp□mq and kLp□mq

are at most of order pL ´ mq
1{2 log

1{2pν´1Lq ` logpν´1Lq. This is optimal, up to the logarithmic
factors, since these matrices have fluctuations at least of order pL´mq

1{2, since this is the expected
change we get from resampling the fields tjkumďkďL.

Proposition 6.4 (Optimal homogenization estimates). There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such
that, for every θ P p0, 1{8q, M P r1,8q, σ P p0, 1s and L,m P N satisfying

m,L ě L0

`

Cθ´1M, 1 ´ θ{2, c˚, ν
˘

and m ě L´M log3pν´1Lq , (6.19)

93



we have the estimate
ˇ

ˇpsL ´ sL,˚qp□mq
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇ

`

ktLs
´1
L,˚kL

˘

p□mq
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mq
`

sL,˚p□mq ´ sL
˘ˇ

ˇ

2

ď OΓ1

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq`s
´1
L

˘

` OΓ1{2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq2`s
´3
L

˘

` OΓσ

`

pCpL0m
´1qp1´θqp1{σ´2q log

1{2pν´1mq
˘

` OΓ1{6
pm´400q . (6.20)

Proof. The proof is based on the argument in [AK24a, Section 6.2]. Let δ :“ δ0p1{2, dq, with δ0 as
in the statement of Lemma 6.3. Fix θ P p0, 1{8q and select

γ :“ 1{2 , ρ :“
1 ´ θ

4
, m,L ě L1 :“ L0

`

Kθ´1M, 1 ´ θ{2, c˚, ν
˘

,

where Kpdq ě 1 is a constant to be determined below. Observe that L1 ě pL0, where pL0 is as in
the previous subsection.

By [AK24a, Lemma 6.7], we have that for every n P N and e P Rd,

JLp□m, e, sLeq ď
ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

e ¨ ´

ż

z`□n

`

paL,n ´ aL
˘

∇vLp¨,□m, e, sLeq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`
1

2

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nqpsL ´ atL,˚pz ` □nqqe
ˇ

ˇ

2
. (6.21)

We start by estimating the first expression in the above display. By Young’s inequality, (6.15), (6.18)
(with p “ 1), and the fact

1

2
|sLpz ` □nq ´ sL,˚pz ` □nq| ď sup

|e|ď1
Jpz ` □n, e, sLeq ,

we have

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

`

paL,n ´ aL
˘

∇vLp¨,□m, e, sLeq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cδ
1{4ω2

n

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

sup
|e|ď1

Jpz ` □n, e, sLeq1tX pzqď3nu `
ν

4
}∇vLp¨,□m, e, sLeq}2

L2p□mq

` OΓ2ρσ

`

pCpL0n
´1q

2{σ´8ρ log
1{2pν´1nq

˘

` OΓ1{6
pm´700q .

We use (2.21) to reabsorb the second term on the right above. To estimate the second term on the
right side of (6.21) we combine Proposition 4.10 and (4.52) to get

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nqpsL ´ atL,˚pz ` □nqq
ˇ

ˇ

2

ď OΓ1

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq`s
´1
L

˘

` OΓ1{2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq2`s
´3
L

˘

` OΓ1{6
pm´498q .

Combining the above two displays and (6.21) yields

sup
|e|ď1

JLp□m, e, sLeq ď Cδ
1{4ω2

n

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

sup
|e|ď1

JLpz ` □n, e, sLeq1tX pzqď3nu

` OΓ1

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq`s
´1
L

˘

` OΓ2ρσ

`

pCpL2
0n

´1q
2{σ´8ρ log

1{2pν´1nq
˘

` OΓ1{2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq`s
´3
L

˘

` OΓ1{6
pm´400q . (6.22)
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We next iterate (6.22) starting from n :“ m´ rKp1 ´ 4ρq´1 logpν´1mqs. We establish the base
case by observing the crude bound, by (2.23), Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.3 that

sup
zP3nZdX□m

JLpz ` □n, e, sLeq ď OΓ1pCν´2m2q ,

and, by (4.5),

m ě L1 ùñ ω2
n ď Cs´1

m m2ρ log2pν´1mq ď m´ 1
2

p1´4ρq log´1{2pν´1mq .

Thus, iterating r20p1 ´ 4ρq´1s times, we deduce that

sup
|e|ď1

JLp□m, e, sLeq ď OΓ1

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq`s
´1
L

˘

` OΓ2ρσ

`

pCpL2
0n

´1q
2{σ´8ρ log

1{2pν´1nq
˘

` OΓ1{2

`

CpL´m` logpν´1Lqq2`s
´3
L

˘

` OΓ1{6
pm´300q .

An analogous bound is valid for J˚
Lp□m, e, sLeq. The conclusion (6.20) is then obtained via the

identity (2.23) after redefining σ.

With the aid of Proposition 6.4, we can improve Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Fix ρ P p0, 1{2q and set θ :“ 1
4p1 ´ 2ρq and σpρ, dq P p0, 1{2q to be selected

below. Denote also
#

pL1 :“ L0

`

K4ρ´4p1 ´ 2ρq´4δ´4s´4M4, 1 ´ 1
4pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

, and

h :“ rMs´1C(4.41) logppδ ^ νq´1mqs ,

for Kpdq P N with K ě C(6.19) to be determined below. Assume that n,m,L P N are such

that m,L ě pL1 and m´ h ď n ď m. We also denote ℓ :“ m` 2h.

For each z P Zd and k P Z, recall the random variable

Uz,k,L :“
ˇ

ˇs´1
L psL ´ sL,˚qpz ` □kq

ˇ

ˇ

`
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □kq
`

sL,˚pz ` □kq ´ sL
˘

s
´1{2

L

ˇ

ˇ

2
`
ˇ

ˇps
´1{2

L,˚ kLqpz ` □kqs
´1{2

L

ˇ

ˇ

2

from the proof of Proposition 4.1. Recall also, by (4.44) and (4.45), the bound

sup
LěpL0

max
zP3nZdX□m

Espz ` □n;aL, sℓ^L ` pkL ´ kℓ^Lq□mq

ď 2

˜

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L^ℓ

¸1{2

` OΓ1pm´500q . (6.23)

By our choice of parameters, after possibly increasing K, we may invoke Proposition 6.4 and (4.39)
to see that, for k P N X rn´ h, ns and z P Zd,

Uz,k,L^ℓ1tLěm´2hu ď OΓ1

`

Chs´2
m

˘

` OΓ1{2

`

Ch2s´4
m

˘

` OΓσ

`

pCpL0m
´1qp1´θqp1{σ´2qs´1

m log
1{2pν´1mq

˘

` OΓ1{6
pm´399q ,

and therefore, by combining the above display with (4.44)

ˆ n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L^ℓ

˙1{2

1tLěm´2hu

ď OΓ2

`

Chs´1
m

˘

` OΓ1

`

Ch2s´2
m

˘

` OΓ2σ

`

pCpL0m
´1qp1´θqp 1

2σ
´1qs´1{2

m logpν´1mq
˘

` OΓ1{3
pm´150q ,
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and, by (4.46)
ˆ n

ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L
˙1{2

1tLďm´2hu ď OΓ2pm´400q .

It follows from the above two displays and (4.5), (4.40), with,

rm :“

#

δs´1
m mρ logm, m ď L` h ,

δm´300 , m ą L` h

and, for small enough σ, depending on ρ, that

P

»

–

˜

n
ÿ

k“´8

s3spk´nq max
zP3kZdX□m

Uz,k,L^ℓ

¸1{2

ą rm

fi

fl ď exp
`

´cKm2ρ
˘

.

The previous display and (6.23) yield that

P

«

max
zP3nZdX□m

Espz ` □n;aL, sℓ^L ` pkL ´ kℓ^Lq□mq ě rm

ff

ď C exp
`

´cKm2ρ
˘

.

Consequently, following the end of the proof of Proposition 4.1, we define

X :“ sup
měL1

"

3m`1 : sup
LěL1

max
zP3nZdX□m

Espz ` □n;aL, sℓ^L ` pkL ´ kℓ^Lq□mq ą rm

*

,

to see, via a union bound, that

P
“

logX ą m
‰

ď

8
ÿ

k“m

exp
`

´cKk2ρ
˘

ď C exp
`

´cKm´2ρ
˘

ď exp
`

´m´2ρ
˘

,

for a sufficiently large choice of Kpdq. This concludes the proof.

Using Proposition 6.1, we can prove a variant of Proposition 6.2 with improved error.

Proposition 6.5. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 and, for every s, δ P p0, 1s and ρ P p0, 1{2q, a
minimal scale Y satisfying

logY “ OΓ2ρppL2q with pL2 :“ L0

`

Cρ´4p1 ´ 2ρq´4δ´4s´4, 1 ´ 1
4pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

such that, for every L1, L,m P N with 3m ě Y, L1, L ě m`Cs´1 logppδ^νq´1mq and L,L1,m ě pL2,
and for every u P AL1p□mqzR, we have

3´sm
›

›paL ´ aL,˚p□mqq∇u
›

›

H´sp□mq
` 3´ms

›

›paL ´ sm ´ pkLq□mq∇u
›

›

H´sp□mq

ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

ď Cδs´1{2
m mρ logm

(6.24)
and

3´sm}∇u}H´sp□mq

ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

ď Cs´1{2
m . (6.25)

Moreover, for every σ P p0, 1{6s and u P AL1p□mqzR, we have

3´sm
›

›paL ´ aL,˚p□mqq∇u
›

›

H´sp□mq

ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

ď Cδs´1{2
m mρ logm` OΓσ

`

CppL2m
´1q

1´σ
6σ

˘

. (6.26)
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Proof. Let X be the minimal scale from Proposition 6.1 corresponding to the parameters s, δ, ρ as
in the statement and M :“ 104d. Assume by scaling that ν}∇u}2

L2p□mq
“ 1. Fix

h :“ rKs´1 logppδ ^ νq´1mqs and h1 :“ rC(6.1)Ms´1 logppν ^ δq´1mqs ,

and assume
pL2 :“ L0

`

K4ρ´4p1 ´ 2ρq´4δ´4s´4, 1 ´ 1
4pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

for Kpdq P N with K ě C(6.1) to be determined below. Assume that m,L,L1 P N are such

that m,L,L1 ě pL2 and that L1, L ě m ` h. We also denote ℓ :“ m ` 2h1. By taking K larger, we
may assume that ℓ ď m` h.

Below we will use the following special case of the multiscale Poincaré inequality (see [AK24b,
Lemma A.2]): for all f P L2p□mq,

}f}2
H´sp□mq

ď

m
ÿ

n“´8

s32sn
ÿ

yP3nZdX□m

|pfqy`□n |2 ď s32ms}f}2
L2p□mq

. (6.27)

Step 1. We first establish a minimal scale for |pkℓq□m |, that is we show that there exists Y1 such
that logY2 ď OΓ2ρppL2q and

3m ě Y1 ùñ |pkℓq□m | ď δmρ logm. (6.28)

We first observe by (2.54) and (2.59),

|pkℓq□m | ď |pkmq□m | ` OΓ2pCh1q ď OΓ2pCh1q .

This implies, using m ě pL2,

P
“

|pkℓq□m | ą δmρ logm
‰

ď exp
`

´cKm2ρ
˘

,

and so we deduce, via a union bound, for K large enough, the existence of Y1 as stated.

Step 2. In this step we show that there is a constant Cpdq ă 8 and a minimal scale Y2 such
that, if K ě C, we have logY2 ď OΓ2ppL2q and if 3m ě Y2, then for every v P AL1p□mq, there
exists w P ALp□m) such that

3´ms
›

›paL ´ aL,˚p□mqq∇pv ´ wq
›

›

H´sp□mq
` 3´ms

›

›paL ´ sm ´ pkLq□mq∇pv ´ wq
›

›

H´sp□mq
ď m´100

This allows us to reduce to the case L “ L1 below.
Let v P AL1p□mq be given and suppose, by scaling, that ν}∇v}L2p□mq “ 1. By Lemma 2.10 and

Lemma 2.6
}∇pu´ vq}L2p□mq ď }kL ´ kL1 ´ pkL ´ kL1q□m}L8p□mq ď OΓ2p3´hq

and, using also Lemma 2.7 and (4.40),

›

›paL ´ aL,˚p□mq}L8p□mq `
›

›paL ´ sm ´ pkLq□mq
›

›

L8p□mq
ď OΓ1pCν´1c´1

˚ m2q .

Combining the previous two displays with (6.27) shows

3´ms
`›

›paL´aL,˚p□mqq∇pv´wq
›

›

H´sp□mq
`
›

›paL´sm´pkLq□mq∇pv´wq
›

›

H´sp□mq

˘

ď OΓ2{3
pm´1000q ,

for K sufficiently large. We then conclude by the previous display and a union bound.
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Step 3. We prove both (6.24) and (6.25) with minimal scale Y :“ Y1 _ Y2 _ Y 1 _ X , where Y 1

is the minimal scale from Lemma 4.11. Also assume K is large enough so that Lemma 4.11 may
be applied. Let k :“ pkL ´ kℓq□m and a :“ sℓ ` k. Fix n P N with m´ 2h ď n ď m. By (6.14) we
have

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

paL,˚p□mq ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

ď max
zP3nZdX□m

´

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz`□nqpaL,˚p□mq ´ aL,˚pz`□nqq
ˇ

ˇ ` 2|psL ´ sL,˚qpz`□nq|
1{2
¯

. (6.29)

The second term above is bounded by Proposition 6.1. We estimate the first term by rewriting

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz`□nqpaL,˚p□mq ´ aq
ˇ

ˇ ď
ˇ

ˇs´1
L,˚pz`□nqsL,˚p□mq

ˇ

ˇ

1{2ˇ
ˇs

´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpaL,˚p□mq ´ aq
ˇ

ˇ .

and then estimating

ˇ

ˇs´1
L,˚pz`□nqsL,˚p□mq

ˇ

ˇ

1{2

ď
ˇ

ˇsℓs
´1
L,˚pz`□nq

ˇ

ˇ

1{2ˇ
ˇs´1
ℓ sL,˚p□mq

ˇ

ˇ

1{2

ď
`

2 `
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nq
`

sL,˚pz ` □nq ´ sℓ
˘

s
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2˘1{2`
2 `

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mq
`

sL,˚p□mq ´ sℓ
˘

s
´1{2

ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

2˘1{2

ď C
`

2 `
ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz ` □nq
`

sL,˚pz ` □nq ´ sℓ
˘
ˇ

ˇ

2˘1{2

Observe that by Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 4.7 we have

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mqpaL,˚p□mq ´ aq
ˇ

ˇ ď Cδs´1{2
m mρ logm.

Therefore, by Hölder’s inequality and the assumption ν}∇u}2
L2p□mq

“ 1, the above implies that

m
ÿ

n“´8

s3sn
ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

paL,˚p□mq ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

ď Cδ
m
ÿ

n“´8

s3sn
´

2 ` max
zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ p□mq
`

sL,˚p□mq ´ sℓ
˘ˇ

ˇ

2
¯1{2

s´1{2
m mρ logm

ď Cδ3sms´1{2
m mρ logm.

By a similar computation, we also get

m
ÿ

n“´8

s3sn
ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

paL ´ aq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

ď Cδ3sms´1{2
m mρ logm.

Furthermore, by (2.60), (2.28), Lemma 4.7 and the fact 3m ě Y1, we have that

“

psℓ ´ sm ´ pkℓq□mq∇u
‰

H´sp□mq
ď Cs´1{2

m

`

|sℓ ´ sm| ` |pkℓq□m |
˘

ď Cs´1{2
m

`

s´1
m log3pν´1mq ` Cδmρ log

1{2m
˘

ď Cδs´1{2
m mρ logm.

Combining the above with (6.27) shows (6.24).
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We turn to the proof of (6.25). First, by (2.28), the assumption ν}∇u}2
L2p□mq

“ 1 and

Lemma 4.7,

m
ÿ

n“´8

s3sn
ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

ď Cs´1{2
m

m
ÿ

n“´8

s3sn max
zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇsms
´1
L,˚pz ` □nq

ˇ

ˇ

1{2
.

By (4.60) this implies

m
ÿ

n“´8

s3sn
ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

ď C3sms´1{2
m .

By (6.27) we deduce (6.25).

Step 4. We show (6.26). First, proceeding as in Step 3 above, applying this time Proposition 6.4
with σ “ 1{3 and θ “ 1{2, and using also m ě pL2, we get for n P N with m´ h ď n ď m that

max
zP3nZdX□m

´

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz`□nqpaL,˚p□mq ´ aL,˚pz`□nqq
ˇ

ˇ ` 2|psL ´ sL,˚qpz`□nq|
1{2
¯

ď OΓ1{6
pCq .

For n ď m´ h, we use Lemma 2.7 and (4.40),

max
zP3nZdX□m

´

ˇ

ˇs
´1{2

L,˚ pz`□nqpaL,˚p□mq ´aL,˚pz`□nqq
ˇ

ˇ` 2|psL ´ sL,˚qpz`□nq|
1{2
¯

ď OΓ1{6
pC3

1
2
spm´nqq .

Therefore, by (6.29), by a similar argument as in (6.15), we deduce that, for every t P p0,8q,

m
ÿ

n“´8

s3spn´mq

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX□m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

paL,˚p□mq ´ aLq∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

1tYą3mu ď OΓ t
6`t

`

CppL2m
´1q

1{t
˘

.

Now (6.26) follows by setting σ “ t
t`6 . This completes the proof.

We also present an explicit improvement of Proposition 6.2. Below the parameters pL0 and pL1

are as in Proposition 6.1.

Proposition 6.6. Let s P p0, 1s. There exists a constant Cps, dq P r1,8q and δ0pdq such that, for
every ρ P p0, 1{2q and every δ P p0, δ0s and L,L1,m, n P N with

L,L1,m ě pL1 , L, L1 ě m` C logpν´1mq and n ď m´ Cs´1 logppδ ^ νq´1mq , (6.30)

we have, for every σ P p0, 1{6s and u P AL1p□mqzR, the estimate

3´sm
›

›ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
›

›

H´sp□mq

ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

ď δ
1{2s´3{2

n n2ρ log2 n` OΓ2{3

`

m´300
˘

` OΓσ

`

pCpL0n
´1qp1{σ´4ρq log

1{4pν´1nq
˘

. (6.31)

Proof. We first observe that by the Sobolev embedding theorem there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8

such that for every f P Hs
0p□mq,

3s
1m}f}

W s1,p1
p□mq

ď C3sm}f}Hsp□mq with s1 “ s
2 , p1 “ 2d

d´s and p :“
2d

d` s
.
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This implies that, for every g P W´s1,pp□mq,

3´sm}g}H´sp□mq ď C3´s1m}g}
W´s1,pp□mq

.

Consequently, it suffices to prove the claim for the W´s1,pp□mq norm.

By the same argument as in the beginning of the proof of Proposition 6.5, we may assume
that L1 “ L. Using Proposition 6.1 we have the validity of Assumption H with ωm given by (6.3).
Thus, by Proposition 6.2, we find that there exists a constant Cps, dq ă 8 such that

3´s1m
›

›ppaL,n ´ aLq∇u
›

›

W´s1,pp□mq

ν1{2}∇u}L2p□mq

ď Cδ
5{8ω

3{2
n ` OΓ2{3

`

m´400
˘

` OΓσ

`

pCpL0n
´1qp1{σ´4ρq log

1{4pν´1nq
˘

.

This implies (6.31) after decreasing δ0, if necessary.

7. Sharp asymptotics for the renormalized diffusivities

In this section, we identity the sharp asymptotic rate of growth of the renormalized diffusivities by
showing that

lim
mÑ8

sm
a

2c˚plog 3qm
“ 1 .

Indeed, we prove a rate of convergence for this limit which is given in the following statement.

Theorem 7.1 (Asymptotics for the renormalized diffusivities). For every ε P p0, 1{8q, there exist
constants Cpε, c˚, Ă, ν, dq ă 8 such that, for every m P N with m ě 2,

ˇ

ˇsm ´
`

2c˚plog 3qm
˘1{2ˇ

ˇ ď Cmε . (7.1)

Theorem 7.1 is a consequence of the following proposition which gives an approximate recurrence
formula for the sequence of renormalized diffusivities.

Proposition 7.2 (Approximate recurrence). For every ε P p0, 1{8q, there exist Cpε, c˚, ν, dq ą 0
and Mpε, c˚, ν, dq P N such that, for every n P N with n ě M and h P N X rnε, n´εsns,

ˇ

ˇsn`h ´ sn ´ c˚plog 3qs´1
n h

ˇ

ˇ ď C
`

1 ` Ă
˘

n´1{2`ε . (7.2)

We first give the proof of Theorem 7.1 from Proposition 7.2.

Proof of Theorem 7.1 assuming Proposition 7.2. We will use Proposition 7.2 to prove the following
claim: for every n P N with n ě maxtM, exppĂqu and h P N X rnε, n´εsns,

ˇ

ˇs2n`h ´ s2n ´ 2c˚plog 3qh
ˇ

ˇ ď Cn2ε . (7.3)

To prove (7.3), we apply the elementary inequality

|x2 ´ y2| ď |x2 ´ y2 ` 2ypx´ yq| ` |2ypx´ yq| “ |x´ y|2 ` 2y|x´ y| , @x, y ą 0

with x “ sn ` c˚plog 3qhs´1
n and y “ sn`h to obtain

ˇ

ˇs2n`h ´ s2n
`

1 ` c˚plog 3qhs´2
n

˘2ˇ
ˇ

ď
ˇ

ˇsn`h ´ sn ´ c˚plog 3qhs´1
n

ˇ

ˇ

2
` 2sn`h

ˇ

ˇsn`h ´ sn ´ c˚plog 3qhs´1
n

ˇ

ˇ .
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Applying Proposition 7.2 and using also Lemma 4.7 and (4.40), we obtain

ˇ

ˇs2n`h ´ s2n
`

1 ` c˚plog 3qhs´2
n

˘2ˇ
ˇ ď C

`

1 ` Ă
˘2
n´1`2ε ` C

`

1 ` Ă
˘

n´1{2`εsn`h ď Cn2ε .

Expanding the left side of this inequality yields

ˇ

ˇs2n`h ´ s2n
`

1 ` c˚plog 3qhs´2
n

˘2ˇ
ˇ “

ˇ

ˇs2n`h ´ s2n ´ 2c˚plog 3qh` c2˚plog 3q2h2s´2
n

ˇ

ˇ

ě
ˇ

ˇs2n`h ´ s2n ´ 2c˚plog 3qh
ˇ

ˇ ´ c2˚plog 3q2h2s´2
n .

Putting these together and using that c˚ ď 1 and h ď sn, we obtain (7.3).

The statement of the theorem now follows from a simple iteration of (7.3). We first demonstrate
that, for all sufficiently large n,

sn ě c˚n
1{2 . (7.4)

By Proposition 3.1, for all sufficiently large n we have that h :“ rn1{4s P N X rnε, n´εsns. It then
follows after iteration of (7.3) that

ˇ

ˇs2n ´ 2c˚plog 3qn
ˇ

ˇ ď Cn
3{4`2ε .

As 2 log 3 ě 2 ą 1, this implies (7.4).

Using (7.4), we may now perform another iteration of (7.3) with the choice of step size h :“
tc˚n

1{2´εu to obtain
ˇ

ˇs2n ´ 2c˚plog 3qn
ˇ

ˇ ď Cc´2
˚ n

1{2`2ε .

This inequality implies (7.1) withm2ε instead ofmε on the right side. This completes the proof.

The rest of this section is focused on the proof of Proposition 7.2. Throughout, we fix the
following parameters and objects:

• A small exponent ε P p0, 1{8q, as in the statement of the proposition and, to give us some
room, η :“ 2´8ε.

• A small parameter τ P p0, 2´8q, depending only on dimension, which will be selected later in
the proof.

• Nonnegative integers K, l, n0, h P N with 100 ď h ď 1
10n0 and

max
␣

M,n0 ´ h´M log n0
(

ď l ď n0 ´ h ď n0 ď K , (7.5)

where M P N is a sufficiently large constant that the lower bounds required for the validity of
Propositions 3.1, 4.1, 4.5, 4.10, 6.1, 6.5 and 6.6 are satisfied with parameters s :“ ρ :“ σ :“
η, α :“ 1 ´ 1

4η
10 and δ :“ δ0pdq is as in Proposition 6.6: that is, we take

pL3 :“ L0pM02
4η´10δ´10, 1 ´

1

4
η10, c˚, νq ,

and
M :“ max

!

pL3, c
´3
˚ log3pν´1q, ν´9η´1

, τ´100
)

, (7.6)

where L0p¨, ¨, ¨, ¨q is as in (4.4) and M0 ě 104d is a constant depending only on dimension to
be selected below. In particular we have, using Proposition 3.1 and (4.40), that

pn0 ´ hq
1{2´η ď sn0´h ď pn0 ´ hq

1{2`η . (7.7)
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We also require the following constraints on the separation between the scales

M logpν´1n0q ď K ´ n0 ď 2M logppδ ^ νq´1n0q , (7.8)

M logpν´1n0q ď n0 ´ h´ l ď 2M logppδ ^ νq´1n0q . (7.9)

We also suppose that the (large) scale separation parameter h P N satisfies

nη ď h ď n´10ηsn . (7.10)

• We let δpxq :“ s´1
n0´hpkn0 ´ kn0´hqpxq, where the sequence tkju is as in (1.46).

• We let pan0´h,lpxq be the coarse-grained field defined above in (2.69).

• We introduce a truncated field ăn0´h,l defined by

ăn0´h,lpxq :“ Id `
`

ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,lpxq ´ Idq ` δtpxq

˘

1!
|ps´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpxq´Idq`δtpxq|ď2τ
) . (7.11)

Observe that ăn0´h,l is uniformly elliptic with ellipticity constants 1 ´ 2τ and 1 ` 2τ and
is 3lZd–stationary.

• A “good event” defined by

Gτ :“
!

3n0´h}∇δ}L8p□Kq ` }δ}L8p□Kq `
›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L8p□Kq
ď τ

)

. (7.12)

Observe that, on the good event Gτ , the truncation does nothing in the cube □K :

pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t1Gτ “ sn0´hăn0´h,l1Gτ in □K . (7.13)

The approximate recurrence (7.2) is broken into the following two statements.

Lemma 7.3. There exists Cpε, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 such that for n0 ě M ,

ˇ

ˇsn0 ´ a
“

sn0´hăn0´h,l

‰
ˇ

ˇ ď Cn
´1{2`ε
0 . (7.14)

Lemma 7.4. There exist Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every n0 P N with n0 ě M

ˇ

ˇa
“

sn0´hăn0´h,l

‰

´
`

sn0´h ` c˚plog 3qs´1
n0´hh

˘ˇ

ˇ ď
`

Ă` C log n0
˘

s´1
n0´h . (7.15)

Proposition 7.2 is an immediate consequence of Lemmas 7.3 and 7.4 and the lower bound in (3.2).
Lemma 7.3 compares the original problem to the coarse-grained problem, and demonstrates that
these are essentially the same on large scales. Its proof, which is presented below in Section 7.2,
makes use of the large-scale regularity theory and in particular the coarse-graining estimates in
Section 6. The coarse-grained problem can be analyzed by perturbation arguments, leading to the
statement of Lemma 7.4; this appears in Section 7.3 below.

Throughout this section for convenience we omit the argument when taking expected values of
stationary functions; that is, for a stationary function f : Rd Ñ R we denote

Erf s :“ Erfp0qs .
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7.1. Estimates for the coarse-grained field. In this subsection we collect some preliminary
estimates on the coarse-grained field pan0´h,l which are needed in the proofs of Lemmas 7.3 and 7.4.
According to the homogenization results in Sections 4 and 6, this field is a small perturbation of
the constant sn0´h except on an event of very small probability. In the next lemma we give a
quantitative statement.

Lemma 7.5. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every p P r1,8q,

ˇ

ˇE
“

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

‰ˇ

ˇ ď C logpν´1n0qs´2
n0´h , (7.16)

›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

Lpp□Kq
ď OΓ1{5

`

Cp logpν´1n0qs´1
n0´h

˘

, (7.17)

and
›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L8p□Kq
ď OΓ1{9

`

Ch
1{2 logpν´1n0qs´1

n0´h

˘

. (7.18)

Proof. By Remark 4.9 and Proposition 4.10 (with α “ 1{2) we obtain, for all σ P p0, 1s,

ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´han0´h,˚p□lq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ď OΓ2pC logpν´1n0qs´1
n0´hq

` OΓσ{p1`σq

`

Cν´2pn0 ´ hqpC logpν´1n0qs´2
n0´hq

1{σ
˘

. (7.19)

Applying Lemma 2.3 we therefore obtain

›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L8p□Kq
“ max

zP3lZdX□K

ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´han0´h,˚pz ` □lq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

ď OΓ2pCh
1{2 logpν´1n0qs´1

n0´hq

` OΓσ{p1`σq

`

Chν´2pn0 ´ hq
`

Ch logpν´1n0qs´2
n0´h

˘1{σ˘

.

Selecting σ “ 1{8 in the above display and using (7.7) together with (7.10) yields

›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L8p□Kq
ď OΓ1{9

pCh
1{2 logpν´1n0qs´1

n0´hq ,

which is (7.18). Similarly, selecting σ “ 1{4 in (7.19) and using the triangle inequality for the Orlicz
norm OΓ1{5p

from Lemma 2.1, we get

›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

p

Lpp□Kq
“

ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´han0´h,˚pz ` □lq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

p

ď OΓ1{5p

`

pCpqp logppν´1n0qs´p
n0´h

˘

,

which is (7.17).

We turn to proof of (7.16). We have that

sn0´h,˚p□lq “ E
“

pa´1
n0´h,l

‰´1
,

and that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E
“

pa´1
n0´h,l

‰´1
´ E

“

pan0´h,l

‰

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Cs´1

n0´h,˚p□lqE
“
ˇ

ˇ

pan0´h,l ´ sn0´h,˚p□lq
ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď C logpν´1n0qs´1

n0´hp□lq .

Here we have used that the difference between the harmonic mean and mean is bounded by the
sample variance (see for instance [AK24a, (4.31)]). Combining this with (4.39) yields (7.16).

We next estimate the probability that the good event Gτ is not valid.
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Lemma 7.6 (Estimate of the bad event). There exists cpdq ă 8 such that, for every s P p0,8q,

1Gc
τ

ď OΓs

`

pcτsn0´hq´1{s
˘

. (7.20)

Proof. By a union bound, (2.54) and (2.62), we have that

P
“

}δ}L8p□Kq ą τ
‰

ď 3dpK´n0`hqP
“

}kn0 ´ kn0´h}L8p□n0´hq ą τsn0´h

‰

ď exp
`

´cτ2s2n0´hh
´1 ` pd log 3qpK ´ n0 ` hq

˘

ď exp
`

´cτ2s2n0´hh
´1 ` 2pd log 3qh

˘

.

Using also (7.10) and (7.7), increasing M0 if necessary, we obtain

P
“

}δ}L8p□Kq ą τ
‰

ď exp
´

´
1

2
cτ2s2n0´hh

´1
¯

ď exp
`

´cτsn0´h

˘

.

Similarly, we use a union bound and (2.51) to obtain

P
“

3n0´h}∇δ}L8p□Kq ą τ
‰

“ P
“

3n0´h}∇pkn0 ´ kn0´hq}L8p□Kq ą τsn0´h

‰

ď 3dpK´n0`hqP
“

3n0´h}∇pkn0 ´ kn0´hq}L8p□n0´hq ą τsn0´h

‰

ď exp
`

´τ2s2n0´h ` pd log 3qpK ´ n0 ` hq
˘

ď exp
´

´
1

2
τ2s2n0´h

¯

.

Again, similarly, selecting σ “ η{8 in (7.19), we have that

P
”

›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L8p□Kq
ą τ

ı

ď 3dpK´lqP
”

ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´han0´h,˚p□lq ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ ą τ
ı

ď exp
`

´pcτsn0´h log
´1pν´1n0qq2 ` pd log 3qpK ´ lq

˘

` exp
`

´τs
´p1`η{2q

1`σ

n0´h ` pd log 3qpK ´ lq
˘

ď exp
`

´cτ2 log´2pν´1n0qs2n0´h

˘

ď exp
`

´cτsn0´h

˘

.

Finally, using (2.44), we find that, for every s P p0, 1s,

1Gc
τ

ď 1t}δ}L8p□K qąτu ` 1t3n0´h}∇δ}L8p□K qąτu ` 1!
}s´1

n0´hpan0´h,l´Id}L8p□K qąτ
)

ď OΓs

`

pcτsn0´hq´1{s
˘

` OΓs

`

pcτ2s2n0´hq´1{s
˘

ď OΓs

`

pcτsn0´hq´1{s
˘

. (7.21)

This completes the proof of the lemma.

7.2. Coarse-graining estimates. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Lemma 7.3. That
is, we show that there exists a constant Cpε, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 such that

ˇ

ˇsn0p□Kq ´ ra
ˇ

ˇ ď Cn
´1{2`9η
0 , (7.22)

where to shorten the notation, we denote

ra :“ a
“

sn0´hăn0´h,l

‰

. (7.23)
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Notice that this implies the bound (7.14) since, by Proposition 4.5, (7.7) and (7.5), we have that

|sn0,˚p□Kq ´ sn0 | ď n´800
0 . (7.24)

By the dihedral symmetry assumption, we have that ra is a scalar matrix. By a slight abuse of
notation, we also let ra denote a positive constant.

We begin by reducing the desired estimate (7.22) into an equivalent estimate for the expectation
of Jp□K , e, raeq.

Lemma 7.7. For every e P Rd,

s´1
n0

ˇ

ˇsn0p□Kq ´ ra
ˇ

ˇ

2
ď 4E

“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq
‰

. (7.25)

Proof. Taking the expectation of (2.23), using that kn0p□Kq “ 0 by the dihedral symmetry as-
sumption, we obtain

E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq ` J˚
n0

p□K , e, raeq
‰

“ e ¨ psn0 ´ sn0,˚qp□Kqe`
`

ra ´ sn0,˚p□Kq
˘

e ¨ s´1
n0,˚p□Kq

`

ra ´ sn0,˚p□Kq
˘

e . (7.26)

The assumption (J4) that the joint law of the fields tjkukPN is invariant under negation implies
that

E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq
‰

“ E
“

J˚
n0

p□K , e, raeq
‰

, (7.27)

The lemma follows from the previous two displays and |sn0,˚p□Kqs´1
n0

| ď 2, which is a consequence
of (7.24).

Lemma 7.7 reduces the estimate (7.22) to the bound

E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq
‰

ď C|e|2n
´1{2`9η
0 s´1

n0´h . (7.28)

The rest of this subsection is focused on the proof of (7.28).

The first step is to bound the left side of (7.28) in terms of the solutions fDe , f
N
e P H1p□Kq of

the Dirichlet and Neumann problems
#

´ ∇ ¨
`

pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
˘

∇fDe “ 0 in □K ,

fDe “ ℓe on B□K ,
(7.29)

and
#

´ ∇ ¨
`

pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
˘

∇fNe “ 0 in □K ,

n ¨
`

pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
˘

∇fNe “ n ¨ rae on B□K .
(7.30)

We also let ξe P H1
0 p□Kq to solve

#

´ ∆ξe “ ∇ ¨ δte in □K ,

ξe “ 0 on B□K .
(7.31)

Lemma 7.8. There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, for each e P Rd we have

E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq
‰

ď E
„ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

∇fDe ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ȷ

` Cν´1s2n0´hE
”

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

4

L2p□Kq

ı1{2

. (7.32)
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Proof. We begin by establishing the identity

Jn0p□K , e, raeq “ ´
1

2
´

ż

□K

∇fDe ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq

`
1

2
´

ż

□K

ppatn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
tqp∇fNe ´ ∇fDe q ¨ ∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq . (7.33)

First, use (2.22) to write Jn0p□K , e, raeq in the form

Jn0p□K , e, raeq “
1

2
´

ż

□K

`

´e ¨ an0∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq ` rae ¨ ∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq
˘

. (7.34)

We next use that ∇fDe ´ e P L2
pot,0p□Kq and ppatn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ

tq∇fNe ´ rae P L2
sol,0p□Kq, combined

with the fact that an0∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq P L2
solp□Kq, to obtain

Jn0p□K , e, raeq “
1

2
´

ż

□K

`

´∇fDe ¨ an0∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq

`
1

2
´

ż

□K

`

pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
˘

∇fNe ¨ ∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq
˘

. (7.35)

Using the identity an0 “ an0´h ` sn0´hδ and rearranging the right side again, we obtain (7.33).

The second term in (7.33) is estimated as follows:

´

ż

□K

ppatn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
tqp∇fNe ´ ∇fDe q ¨ ∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq

˘

ď
›

›

patn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
›

›

L8p□Kq

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

L2p□Kq

›

›∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq
˘›

›

L2p□Kq

ď
ν

4

›

›∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq
˘›

›

2

L2p□Kq
`
C

ν

›

›

patn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
›

›

2

L8p□Kq

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

2

L2p□Kq

“
1

2
Jn0p□K , e, raeq `

C

ν

›

›

patn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
›

›

2

L8p□Kq

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

2

L2p□Kq
.

According to (2.54), (7.18), the triangle inequality and the lower bound (7.7) we have that

E
”

›

›

patn0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
›

›

4

L8p□Kq

ı1{2

ď s2n0´h

´

1`Ch log2pν´1n0qs´2
n0´h `Ch2s´2

n0´h

¯

ď 2s2n0´h . (7.36)

We combine the previous two displays with (7.33), reabsorb the factor of 1
2Jn0p□K , e, raeq and then

take expectations to obtain (7.32).

The estimate (7.28) is an immediate consequence of (7.32) and the following three estimates:

E
„
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

∇fDe ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1Gτ

ȷ

ď
1

2
E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq
‰

` |e|2s´1
n0´hn

´1`9η
0 ,

(7.37)

E
”

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

4

L2p□Kq
1Gτ

ı1{2

ď |e|2n´10
0 (7.38)

and
E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq1Gc
τ

‰

ď |e|2n´10
0 . (7.39)

The proof of (7.37) uses the homogenization theory developed in the previous three sections, and
in particular relies heavily on the improved coarse-graining estimates in Proposition 6.2. The esti-
mate (7.38) on the difference of the Dirichlet and Neumann solutions is a consequence of standard
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quantitative homogenization estimates for the coarse-grained field pan0´h,l`sn0´hδ
t. We will obtain

the estimate by quoting results from [AK24a, Chapter 5]. Finally, we will show that (7.39) is a
consequence of Lemma 7.6.

Before we give the proofs of these bounds, we establish some basic estimates on the solutions fDe
of (7.29) and ξe of (7.31) which are consequences of standard Calderón-Zygmund estimates.

Lemma 7.9 (Estimates for fDe and ξe). There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every e P Rd, p P

r2,8q, s P r0, 1{4ps and τ P p0, pCpq´1s, we have

}∇ξe}Lpp□Kq ` 3n0´h}∇2ξe}Lpp□Kq ď Cp|e|
`

3n0´h}∇δ}Lpp□Kq ` p}δ}Lpp□Kq

˘

. (7.40)

and

}∇fDe ` ∇ξe ´ e}Lpp□Kq1Gτ ` 3sl
ˆ

ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

›

›∇fDe ` ∇ξe ´ e
›

›

p

W s,ppz`□lq

˙1{p

1Gτ

ď Cp|e|
`

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L4pp□Kq ` p}δ}2

L4pp□Kq
` τ3´spn0´h´lq

˘

1Gτ . (7.41)

Proof. Step 1. We prove (7.40). For each exponent p P r2,8q, we may apply the Calderón-Zygmund
gradient Lp estimates for the Laplacian in a cube (see [Ste70, Section II.6.2] for the interior estimate,
and then use a reflection argument) to obtain, for a constant Cpdq ă 8,

}∇ξe}Lpp□Kq ď Cp|e|}δ}Lpp□Kq . (7.42)

Similarly, we also have that, for every k P Z with z P 3n0´hZd X □K ,

}∇2ξe}Lppz`□n0´hq ď Cp|e|}∇δ}Lpppz`□n0´h`1qX□Kq ` Cp3´pn0´hq}∇ξe}Lpppz`□n0´h`1qX□Kq .

Summing over z in the previous display and then applying (7.42) yields

}∇2ξe}Lpp□Kq ď Cp|e|}∇δ}Lpp□Kq ` pCpq2|e|3´pn0´hq}δ}Lpp□Kq . (7.43)

Step 2. We next show the estimate for the first term on the left in (7.41). For this, we rewrite
the equation for fDe P ℓe `H1

0 p□Kq as

´∆fDe “ ∇ ¨
`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇fDe in □K . (7.44)

The function w P H1
0 p□Kq defined by w :“ fDe ` ξe ´ ℓe solves

´∆w “ ∇ ¨
`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇w ´ ∇ ¨ δt∇ξe ´ ∇ ¨
`

ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idqp∇ξe ´ eq

˘

.

By the Calderón-Zygmund gradient Lp estimates and (7.42),

}∇w}Lpp□Kq ď Cp}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt}L8p□Kq}∇w}Lpp□Kq ` pCpq2|e|}δ}2

L2pp□Kq

` Cp|e|}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pp□Kq

`

1 ` Cp}δ}L2pp□Kq

˘

. (7.45)

By taking τ so small that τC(7.45)p ď 1{8, we can reabsorb the first term on the right in the above
and deduce that

}∇w}Lpp□Kq1Gτ ď Cp|e|
`

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pp□Kq ` p}δ}2

L2pp□Kq

˘

1Gτ ď 2|e| . (7.46)

This establishes the estimate for the first term on the left in (7.41).
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Step 3. In this step we start to estimate the second term on the left in (7.41) by showing that

3sl
›

›∇w
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ ď Cp|e|

`

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pp□Kq ` τ3´spn0´h´lq

˘

1Gτ . (7.47)

For this, we first apply the fractional Calderón-Zygmund estimates12. Noting that w has zero
Dirichlet boundary on B□K , these yield the existence of Cpdq ă 8 such that, for every p P r2,8q

and s P p0, 1{2ps,

›

›∇w
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
ď Cp

›

›

`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇w
›

›

W s,pp□Kq

` Cp
›

›δt∇ξe
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
` Cp

›

›ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idqp∇ξe ´ eq

›

›

W s,pp□Kq
. (7.48)

We split the estimates of the three terms on the right side into substeps.

Step 3(a). In this step we estimate the first term on the right side of (7.48) and show

›

›

`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇w
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ

ď Cpτ}∇w}W s,pp□Kq1Gτ

` Cp}∇w}L2pp□Kq3
´sl

`

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pp□Kq ` τ3´spn0´h´lq

˘

1Gτ . (7.49)

We first write

›

›

`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇w
›

›

p

W s,pp□Kq

ď C
›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

›

›

p

L8p□Kq
}∇w}

p
W s,pp□Kq

` Cs

ż

□K

´

ż

□K

|∇wpxq|p|s´1
n0´hpan0´h,lpxq ´ s´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpyq ` δtpxq ´ δtpyq|p

|x´ y|d`sp
dy dx .

For the term involving δ and x, y P □K , we use the estimate

|δpxq ´ δpyq|1Gτ ď τ mint3h´n0 |x´ y|, 2u .

This leads to the bound

s

ż

□K

´

ż

□K

|∇wpxq|p|δpxq ´ δpyq|p

|x´ y|d`sp
1Gτ dy dx ď

C

1 ´ s
τp3´sppn0´hq}∇w}

p
Lpp□Kq

1Gτ .

Next, using the fact that pan0´h,lpxq “ an0´h,˚pz ` □lq for x P z ` □l for every z P 3lZd, we have

12These estimates can obtained, for instance, by interpolating between the standard W 1,p
p□Kq and W 2,p

p□Kq

estimates for the Poisson equation in a cube.
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that, for every p P r2,8q and s P r0, 1{pq,

ż

□K

´

ż

□K

|∇wpxq|p|s´1
n0´hpan0´h,lpxq ´ s´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpyq|p

|x´ y|d`sp
dy dx

ď
ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

´

ż

z`□l

|∇wpxq|p
ˆ
ż

□K

|s´1
n0´hpan0´h,lpxq ´ s´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpyq|p

|x´ y|d`sp
dy

˙

dx

ď C
ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

}∇w}
p
Lpppz`□lqX□Kq

ďC}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l´Id}

p
Lpppz`□l`1qX□K q

hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}

p
L8ppz`□l`1qX□Kq

ďCp1´spq´13´spl
hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkj

´

ż

□l

ż

□l`1z□l

dx dy

|x´ y|d`sp

` C
K`1
ÿ

j“l`1

3´spj
ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

}∇w}
p
Lpppz`□jqX□Kq

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}

p
Lpppz`□jqX□Kq

ď
C

sp^ p1 ´ spq
3´spl}∇w}

p

L2pp□Kq
}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}

p

L2pp□Kq
.

Combining the last four displays yields (7.49)
Step 3(b). In this step we estimate the second term on the right side of (7.48) and show that

there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

›

›δt∇ξe
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ ď C3´spn0´hqτ

`

3n0´h
›

›∇2ξe
›

›

Lpp□Kq
` }∇ξe}Lpp□Kq

˘

1Gτ . (7.50)

Note that by (7.42), (7.43) the above display implies

›

›δt∇ξe
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ ď C3´spn0´hqp2τ2|e| . (7.51)

We first observe a general inequality: there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that for all g P Lpp□Kq,

rgs
p
W s,pp□Kq

ď Cps
K
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj
ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g ´ pgqpz`□j`1qX□K
}
p
Lpppz`□j`1qX□Kq

(7.52)

This yields, for g :“ δt∇ξe,

rδt∇ξespW s,pp□Kq
ď Cps

K
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj
ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}δt∇ξe ´ pδt∇ξeqpz`□j`1qX□K
}
p
Lpppz`□j`1qX□Kq

For the terms with j ď n0 ´ h, we have by the Poincaré inequality that

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}δt∇ξe ´ pδt∇ξeqpz`□j`1qX□K
}
p
Lpppz`□j`1qX□Kq

ď Cp3pj
›

›∇
`

δt∇ξe
˘
›

›

p

Lpp□Kq
.

For j ě n0 ´ h we similarly estimate,

K
ÿ

j“n0´h`1

3´spjs
ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}δt∇ξe}pLpppz`□j`1qX□Kq
ď
Cp

p
3´sppn0´hq}δt∇ξe}pLpp□Kq

.

Combining the previous three displays and the product rule yields (7.50).
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Step 3(c). In this step we estimate the third term on the right side of (7.48) and show that
there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

›

›ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idqp∇ξe ´ eq

›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ

ď Cτ3´spn0´hq
`

3n0´h
›

›∇2ξe
›

›

Lpp□Kq
` }∇ξe}Lpp□Kq

˘

1Gτ

` C3´sl}∇ξe ´ e}L2pp□Kq}s
´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pp□Kq1Gτ . (7.53)

Note that by (7.46), (7.42) this implies that

›

›ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idqp∇ξe ´ eq

›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ

ď C|e|3´sl
›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L2pp□Kq
1Gτ ` Cpτ2|e|3´spn0´hq1Gτ . (7.54)

For convenience we denote

g1 :“ s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id and g2 :“ ∇ξe ´ e .

First, we plug in g :“ g1g2 into (7.52) to see

rg1g2s
p
W s,pp□Kq

ď Cps
K
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj
ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g1g2 ´ pg1g2qpz`□j`1qX□K
}
p
Lpppz`□j`1qX□Kq

.

For each such cube □, we can use the triangle inequality to bound the right side as

}g1g2 ´ pg1g2q□}Lpp□q ď 2}g1}L2pp□q}g2 ´ pg2q□}L2pp□q ` 2}g2}L2pp□q}g1 ´ pg1q□}L2pp□q .

By the above two displays and Hölder’s inequality we have

rg1g2s
p
W s,pp□Kq

ď Cps}g1}
p

L2pp□Kq

K
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj

ˆ

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g2 ´ pg2qpz`□j`1qX□K
}
2p

L2pppz`□j`1qX□Kq

˙1{2

` Cps}g2}
p

L2pp□Kq

K
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj

ˆ

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g1 ´ pg1qpz`□j`1qX□K
}
2p

L2pppz`□j`1qX□Kq

˙1{2

.

We have that
}g1}L8p□Kq1Gτ ď τ

for sufficiently small τ . By a nearly identical computation to Step 3 (b), we also have

s
K
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj

ˆ

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g2 ´ pg2qpz`□j`1qX□K
}
2p

L2pppz`□j`1qX□Kq

˙1{2

ď Cp3´sppn0´hq
`

3n0´h
›

›∇2ξe
›

›

Lpp□Kq
` }∇ξe}Lpp□Kq

˘p
. (7.55)

The final term is estimated similarly. For the terms with j ď l, we use the fact that g1 is piecewise
constant at scale 3l to see

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g1 ´ pg1qpz`□j`1qX□K
}
2p

L2pppz`□j`1qX□Kq
ď Cp3

´p1´ 1
2p

qpl´jq
}g1}

2p

L2pp□Kq
.
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Using this, we have

l
ÿ

j“´8

3´spj

ˆ

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g1 ´ pg1qpz`□j`1qX□K
}
2p

L2pppz`□j`1qX□Kq

˙1{2

ď
Cp3´spl

p1 ´ 2sp´ 1{2pq
}g1}

p

L2pp□Kq
.

For j ě l we similarly estimate,

s
K
ÿ

j“l`1

3´spj

ˆ

ÿ

zP3jZdX□K

}g1}
2p

L2pppz`□j`1qX□Kq

˙1{2

ď
Cp

p
3´spl}g1}

p

L2pp□Kq
.

Combining the above displays yields (7.53).

Combining (7.49), (7.51), (7.54) and reabsorbing by taking τ ď p4C(7.49)pq´1 yields (7.47).

Step 4. We finally estimate the second term on the right of (7.41) by localizing (7.47). We
begin by using the interior Calderón-Zygmund estimate to obtain, for each k P N X rl,Ks and z P

3kZd X □K ,

›

›∇w
›

›

W s,pppz`□kqX□Kq
ď Cp

›

›

`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇w
›

›

W s,pppz`□k`1qX□Kq

` Cp
›

›δt∇ξe
›

›

W s,pppz`□k`1qX□Kq

` Cp
›

›ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idqp∇ξe ´ eq

›

›

W s,pppz`□k`1qX□Kq

` Cp
›

›∇w
›

›

Lpppz`□k`1qX□Kq
. (7.56)

By identical arguments leading to (7.49), (7.50) and (7.53) we have for each k P rl,KsXZ and z P Z,
›

›

`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δt

˘

∇w
›

›

W s,pppz`□kqX□Kq
1Gτ

ď Cpτ}∇w}W s,pppz`□k`1qX□Kq1Gτ

` Cp}∇w}L2pppz`□k`1qX□Kq3
´sl

`

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pppz`□k`1qX□Kq ` τ3´spn0´h´lq

˘

1Gτ ,

(7.57)

and

›

›ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idqp∇ξe ´ eq

›

›

W s,pppz`□kqX□Kq
1Gτ `

›

›δt∇ξe
›

›

W s,pppz`□kqX□Kq
1Gτ

ď Cτ3´spn0´hq
`

3n0´h
›

›∇2ξe
›

›

Lpppz`□k`1qX□Kq
` }∇ξe}Lpppz`□k`1qX□Kq

˘

1Gτ

` C3´sl}∇ξe ´ e}L2pppz`□k`1qX□Kq}s
´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pppz`□k`1qX□Kq1Gτ .

Assuming τ is even smaller so that C(7.57)pτ ď 1{9, and iterating the above two inequalities, we
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deduce that

3sl
›

›∇w
›

›

W s,pppz`□lqX□Kq
1Gτ

ď 9´pK´lq3sl
›

›∇w
›

›

W s,pp□Kq
1Gτ

` Cp
K`1
ÿ

k“l

9´pk´lq}∇w}L2pppz`□kqX□Kq}s
´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pppz`□kqX□Kq1Gτ

` Cpτ3´spn0´h´lq
K`1
ÿ

k“l

9´pk´lq}∇w}L2pppz`□kqX□Kq1Gτ

` Cpτ3´spn0´h´lq
K`1
ÿ

k“l

9´pk´lq
`

3n0´h
›

›∇2ξe
›

›

Lpppz`□kqX□Kq
` }∇ξe}Lpppz`□kqX□Kq

˘

1Gτ

` Cp
K`1
ÿ

k“l

9´pk´lq}∇ξe ´ e}L2pppz`□kqX□Kq}s
´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}L2pppz`□kqX□Kq1Gτ . (7.58)

Raising this inequality to the power of p, summing over z, and applying the inequalities (7.47),
(7.46), (7.42) and (7.43), we obtain (7.41). This completes the proof of the lemma.

We now turn to the proof of (7.37).

Proof of (7.37). Throughout we write vn0 “ vn0p¨,□K , e, raeq, for short. We fix another scale k
with l ă k ă n0 ´ h to be determined below, p :“ 3{2, p1 :“ 3 and compute
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

∇fDe ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

p∇ξe ´ eq ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

p∇fDe ` ∇ξe ´ eq ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

The first term can be estimated as
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

p∇ξe ´ eq ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
`›

›∇ξe
›

›

L2p□Kq
` |e|

˘

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

`

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

“

∇ξe
‰p1

W 1,p1
pz`□kq

˙1{p1ˆ
ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

›

›pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

›

›

p

W´1,ppz`□kq

˙1{p

,

and the second term similarly, with w :“ fDe ` ξe ´ ℓe, as
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

∇w ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˆ

ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

›

›∇w
›

›

p1

W s,p1
pz`□lq

˙1{p1ˆ
ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

›

›pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

›

›

p

W´s,ppz`□lq

˙1{p

.

We estimate the different terms above using Propositions 6.5 and 6.6, with parameter selections s :“
t :“ 2´8, by assuming that

|l ´ k| ` |k ´ n0 ` h| ě maxtC(6.30)p3{2, dq, 232u logpν´1n0q , (7.59)
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increasing M0 in (7.6) if necessary. This yields, together with Young’s inequality, that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ν

100|e|
}∇vn0}2

L2pz`□kq
` Cδ|e|sn0´hn

´p2´ηq

0 log24 n0

` OΓσ{2

`

C|e|ν´1n0s
1{2

n0´hppL3n
´1
0 q

2{σ
˘

` OΓ1{3

`

|e|n´200
0

˘

with Cpdq ă 8, σ P p0, 1{6s to be selected below. By (7.40) and the definition of Gτ , with smaller τ
if necessary, we have }∇ξe}L2p□Kq ď |e|. This and the previous display imply that

`›

›∇ξe
›

›

L2p□Kq
` |e|

˘

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□k

pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

1Gτ

ď
ν

50
}∇vn0}2

L2pz`□kq
` Cδ|e|2sn0´hn

´p2´ηq

0 log24 n0

` OΓσ{2

`

C|e|2ν´1n0s
1{2

n0´hppL3n
´1
0 q

2{σ
˘

` OΓ1{3

`

|e|2n´100
0

˘

.

Again, by (7.40),

3k
ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

“

∇ξe
‰p1

W 1,p1
pz`□kq

˙1{p1

1Gτ ď C|e|3´pn0´h´kq .

Using the constraint on k from (7.59), the above displays imply

ˆ

ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

“

∇ξe
‰p1

W 1,p1
pz`□kq

˙1{p1ˆ
ÿ

zP3kZdX□K

›

›pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

›

›

p

W´1,ppz`□kq

˙1{p

ď
ν

50
}∇vn0}2

L2pz`□kq
` OΓ1{4

p|e|2n´300
0 q .

Next, we have, by (7.41) and Proposition 6.5, together with Young’s inequality, the estimate

ˆ

ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

›

›∇w
›

›

p1

W s,p1
pz`□lq

˙1{p1ˆ
ÿ

zP3lZdX□K

›

›pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

›

›

p

W´s,ppz`□lq

˙1{p

1Gτ

ď
ν

100
}∇vn0}2

L2p□Kq
` C|e|2δ2n

´p1´ηq

0 sn0´h

`

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}2

L12p□Kq
` }δ}4

L12p□Kq

˘

1Gτ

` OΓσ{2

`

C|e|2ν´2n20ppL3n
´1
0 q

2{σ
˘

` OΓ1{4
p|e|2n´300

0 q .

Combining the above displays with (2.21) yields
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

∇fDe ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

50
Jn0p□K , e, raeq ` Cδ|e|2sn0´hn

´p2´ηq

0 log24 n0

` Cδ2|e|2n
´p1´ηq

0 sn0´h

ˆ

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}2L12p□Kq ` }δ}4

L12p□Kq

˙

1Gτ

` OΓσ{2

`

C|e|2ν´2n20ppL3n
´1
0 q

2{σ
˘

` OΓ1{4
p|e|2n´200

0 q . (7.60)

By (2.53), (7.8) and (7.17) we have

E
„

}s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id}2

L12p□Kq
` }δ}4

L12p□Kq

ȷ

ď C log2pν´1n0qs´2
n0´h ` Ch2s´4

n0´h .
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Combining the previous display with (7.60), taking the expected value and choosing σ “ 10´2

yields

E
„
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

□K

∇fDe ¨ pan0´h ´ pan0´h,lq∇vn0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1Gτ

ȷ

ď
1

10
E
“

Jn0p□K , e, raeq
‰

` |e|2s´1
n0´hn

´p1´9ηq

0 . (7.61)

This completes the proof of (7.37).

Proof of (7.38). According to [AK24a, Lemma 5.4], we have the deterministic estimate

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

2

L2p□Kq
1Gτ ď CJ˚

`

□K , e, rae ; pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t
˘

1Gτ .

Since pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
t “ sn0´hăn0´h,l on the good event Gτ , we have

J˚
`

□K , e, rae ; pan0´h,l ` sn0´hδ
˘

1Gτ “ J˚
`

□K , e, rae ; sn0´hăn0´h,l

˘

1Gτ

“ sn0´hJ
˚
`

□K , e, s
´1
n0´hrae ; ăn0´h,l

˘

1Gτ .

Since the field ăn0´h,l is uniformly elliptic, is 3lZd–stationary and has range of dependence at
most 3n0 , by applying the results of [AK24a, Proposition 5.15], we obtain Cpdq ă 8 and αpdq ą 0
such that

E
“

J
`

□K , e,arăn0´h,lse ; ăn0´h,l

˘‰

ď C3´αpK´n0q|e|2 .

Since arăn0´h,ls “ s´1
n0´harsn0´hăn0´h,ls “ s´1

n0´hra by (7.23), the combination of the above and (7.8)
(increasing M0 in (7.6) depending on α if necessary) yields

›

›∇fNe ´ ∇fDe
›

›

2

L2p□Kq
1Gτ ď Csn0´h3

´αpK´n0q|e|2 ď C|e|2n´1000
0 .

The proof of (7.38) is complete.

Proof of (7.39). We crudely bound the size of |ra| by observing that

|ra| ď 2sn0´h ď Cn0 .

Using this estimate, (2.9) and Lemma 2.7, we obtain

Jn0p□K , e, raeq ď OΓ1pC|e|2ν´1n30q .

Combining this with the estimate (7.20) for the bad event and using (2.41) and the lower bound
in (7.7), we obtain, for any s ą 0,

Jn0p□K , e, raeq1Gc
τ

ď OΓ1pC|e|2ν´1n30q ¨ OΓs

`

pcτsn0´hq´1{s
˘

ď OΓs{p1`sq

`

|e|2n
3´1{4s

0

˘

, (7.62)

possibly increasing M0 so that, since n ě M0, the last inequality holds. Taking s sufficiently small,
for instance s “ 10´2, and then taking the expectation of the result, we obtain (7.39).

The proof of Lemma 7.3 is now complete.
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7.3. Perturbative analysis of the coarse-grained equation. In this subsection we prove
Lemma 7.4. We first give a brief summary of the main ideas in the argument. Using the lower
bound (7.7), the desired estimate (7.15) is equivalent to

ˇ

ˇa
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

´
`

Id ` c˚plog 3qs´2
n0´hh

˘ˇ

ˇ ď
`

Ă` C log n0
˘

s´2
n0´h . (7.63)

Recall that the truncated field ăn0´h,l was defined above in (7.11) by

ăn0´h,lpxq :“ Id `
`

ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,lpxq ´ Idq ` δtpxq

˘

1!
|ps´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpxq´Idq`δtpxq|ď2τ
) . (7.64)

The event in the indicator in (7.64) ensures that ăn0´h,l is uniformly elliptic and is a small pertur-
bation of the identity. There are two perturbative terms, namely s´1

n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id and δ. As these
have (close to) zero mean, we should expect their presence to perturb the homogenized matrix of
the field quadratically—by the square of their size. The size of δ is of order h1{2s´1

n0´h, and the size

of s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id is estimated by Lemma 7.5: we have that

›

›s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

›

›

L8p□Kq
ď OΓ1{9

`

Ch
1{2 logpν´1n0qs´1

n0´h

˘

.

Since we are able to take h nearly as large as sn0´h, it will be much larger than a power of log n0.
Therefore, the δt term in the definition of ăn0´h,l should contribute the leading order correc-
tion to a

“

ăn0´h,l

‰

, and this correction should be of order hs´2
n0´h, with further corrections of or-

der plog n0q2s´2
n0´h. By a careful perturbative analysis we are able to identify the leading order

constant, which turns out to be c˚plog 3q, and this leads to the estimate (7.63).

The first step in formalizing this proof outline is to compute, at leading order, the homogenized
matrix for the field Id ` δ̆, where δ̆ denotes the truncation of δ given by

δ̆pxq :“ δpxq1!
|ps´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpxq´Idq`δtpxq|ď2τ
) . (7.65)

Note that the difference of δ and δ̆ is negligible, since by (2.54) and (7.20) we have that, for
every s P p0, 1{8s,

}δ ´ δ̆}L8p□n0´hq ď }δ}L8p□n0´hq1Gc
τ

ď OΓ2pChs´1
n0´hq ¨ OΓs

`

pcτsn0´hq´1{s
˘

ď OΓ 2s
2`s

`

C1`1{shτ´1{ss
´1´1{s

n0´h

˘

ď OΓ 2s
2`s

`

C1`1{sτ´1{sn
´1{4s

0

˘

,

where in the last line we used (7.7). Taking s “ 8´1 yields

}δ ´ δ̆}L8p□n0´hq ď OΓ1{10

`

Cτ8n´2
0

˘

. (7.66)

The homogenized matrix for Id ` δ̆ is a scalar matrix, due to the symmetry assumption (J4). We
will therefore abuse notation by allowing arId ` δ̆s to denote a scalar and a matrix, whichever is
more convenient. It is characterized by the formula, which is valid for every e P Rd with |e| “ 1,

a
“

Id ` δ̆
‰

“ 1 ` E
“

|∇ϕep0q|2
‰

, (7.67)

where t∇ϕe : e P Rdu denotes the space of first-order gradient corrector fields for the coefficient
field Id`δ̆. That is,∇ϕe is the unique 3lZd–stationary gradient field with zero mean, Er∇ϕep0qs “ 0,
that satisfies the equation

´∇ ¨ pId ` δ̆qpe` ∇ϕeq “ 0 in Rd . (7.68)

In the next lemma, we show that arId ` δ̆s is equal to 1 ` s´2
n0´hhc˚plog 3q, up to lower-order

corrections.
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Lemma 7.10. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

ˇ

ˇa
“

Id ` δ̆
‰

´
`

1 ` s´2
n0´hhc˚plog 3q

˘

Id
ˇ

ˇ ď Ăs´2
n0´h ` Ch2s´4

n0´h ` Cτ8n´2
0 . (7.69)

Proof. Fix e P Rd with |e| “ 1. By (7.67) it suffices to show that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

E
“

|∇ϕe|2
‰

´ s´2
n0´hhc˚plog 3q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ăs´2
n0´h ` Ch2s´4

n0´h ` Cτ8n´2
0 . (7.70)

We do so by showing ∇ϕe « ∇χ̆p1q
e `∇χ̆p2q

e and ∇χ̆p1q
e « ∇χp1q, where ∇χ̆p1q

e , ∇χp1q
e and ∇χ̆p2q

e are

the 3lZd–stationary random potential fields satisfying Er∇χ̆p1q
e s “ Er∇χ̆p1q

e s “ Er∇χ̆p2q
e s “ 0 and

the equations
´∆χ̆p1q

e “ ∇ ¨ pδ̆eq in Rd , (7.71)

´∆χp1q
e “ ∇ ¨ pδeq in Rd , (7.72)

and
´∆χ̆p2q

e “ ∇ ¨ pδ̆∇χp1q
e q in Rd . (7.73)

The assumption (J5) asserts precisely that

ˇ

ˇE
“

|∇χp1q
e |2

‰

´ s´2
n0´hhc˚plog 3q

ˇ

ˇ ď Ăs´2
n0´h . (7.74)

Subtracting the equations (7.71) and (7.72) and using the estimate (7.66), we have that

E
“

|∇χp1q
e ´ ∇χ̆p1q

e |2
‰

ď CE
“

|δ ´ δ̆|2
‰

ď Cτ8n´2
0 . (7.75)

To see that ∇ϕe « ∇χ̆p1q
e ` ∇χ̆p2q

e we observe that the difference ∇ϕe ´ p∇χ̆p1q
e ` ∇χ̆p2q

e q satisfies
the equation

´∇ ¨ pId ` δ̆q
`

∇ϕe ´ p∇χ̆p1q
e ` ∇χ̆p2q

e q
˘

“ ∇ ¨
`

δ̆∇χ̆p2q
e

˘

in Rd .

If τ is taken sufficiently small, depending only on d, then the Calderón-Zygmund estimates imply
that

E
“ˇ

ˇp∇ϕe ´ ∇χ̆p1q
e ´ ∇χ̆p2q

e q
ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď E

“
ˇ

ˇδ̆∇χ̆p2q
e

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď E

“
ˇ

ˇδ
ˇ

ˇ

4‰1{2E
“
ˇ

ˇ∇χp2q
e

ˇ

ˇ

4‰1{2
.

We also have that
E
“
ˇ

ˇ∇χ̆p1q
e

ˇ

ˇ

8‰1{8
ď CE

“
ˇ

ˇδ̆
ˇ

ˇ

8‰1{8
ď Ch

1{2s´1
n0´h ,

and
E
“
ˇ

ˇ∇χ̆p2q
e

ˇ

ˇ

4‰1{4
ď CE

“
ˇ

ˇδ̆∇χ̆p1q
e

ˇ

ˇ

4‰1{4
ď CE

“
ˇ

ˇδ̆
ˇ

ˇ

8‰1{8E
“
ˇ

ˇ∇χ̆p1q
e

ˇ

ˇ

8‰1{8
ď Chs´2

n0´h .

Combining these, we obtain

E
“
ˇ

ˇp∇ϕe ´ ∇χ̆p1q
e ´ ∇χ̆p2q

e q
ˇ

ˇ

2‰
ď Ch3s´6

n0´h .

Testing the equation for ϕe with itself, we obtain

E
“

|∇ϕe|2
‰

“ E
“

e ¨ δ̆∇ϕe
‰

. (7.76)

Combining the above estimates, we obtain that

ˇ

ˇE
“

|∇ϕe|2
‰

´ E
“

e ¨ δ̆
`

∇χ̆p1q
e ` ∇χ̆p2q

e

˘‰ˇ

ˇ “
ˇ

ˇE
“

e ¨ δ̆
`

∇ϕe ´ ∇χ̆p1q
e ´ ∇χ̆p2q

e

˘‰ˇ

ˇ

ď E
“

|δ̆|2
‰1{2E

“ˇ

ˇp∇ϕe ´ ∇χ̆p1q
e ´ ∇χ̆p2q

e q
ˇ

ˇ

2‰1{2

ď Ch2s´4
n0´h . (7.77)
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By the equation for χ̆
p1q
e , we also have

E
“

|∇χ̆p1q
e |2

‰

“ E
“

e ¨ δ̆∇χ̆p1q
e

‰

. (7.78)

Lastly, we have that, since the quantity e ¨ δ̆∇χ̆p2q
e is odd with respect to negation (replacing the

matrices tjnunPN by t´jnunPN), the symmetry assumption (J4) implies that

E
“

e ¨ δ̆∇χ̆p2q
e

‰

“ 0 . (7.79)

We now obtain (7.70) from the triangle inequality and the displays (7.77), (7.78), (7.79), (7.74)
and (7.75). This completes the proof of the lemma.

In view of Lemma 7.10, the proof of (7.63) will be complete once we have an estimate for the
difference of the homogenized matrix of the field ăn0´h,l and the homogenized matrix of Id`δ̆t. This
is the purpose of the next lemma. Before giving the statement, we introduce the space of first-order
gradient corrector fields for the coefficient field ăn0´h,l. These are denoted by t∇ψe : e P Rdu, and
are characterized as unique 3lZd–stationary gradient fields with zero mean, Er∇ψes “ 0, which
satisfy the equation

´∇ ¨ ăn0´h,lpe` ∇ψeq “ 0 in Rd . (7.80)

The homogenized matrix for ăn0´h,l is the scalar matrix a
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

satisfying, for every |e| “ 1,

a
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

“ E
“

pe` ∇ψeq ¨ ăn0´h,lpe` ∇ψeq
‰

Id . (7.81)

Observe that from (7.64) and (7.65) that

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq “
`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,lpxq ´ Id

˘

1!
|ps´1

n0´hpan0´h,lpxq´Idq`δtpxq|ď2τ
) . (7.82)

It follows from (7.82) and the estimates (4.53) and (4.55) that, for every p P r1,8q, there ex-
ists Cpp, dq ă 8 such that

E
“ˇ

ˇăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
ˇ

ˇ

p‰1{p
ď E

“ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

p‰1{p
ď C logpν´1n0qs´1

n0
. (7.83)

Note also that, by the assumed symmetry in law with respect to negation in (J4), we have

a
“

Id ` δ̆
‰

“ a
“

Id ` δ̆t
‰

. (7.84)

The main step remaining in the proof of Lemma 7.4 is therefore to obtain the following estimate.

Lemma 7.11. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

ˇ

ˇa
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

´ a
“

Id ` δ̆t
‰ˇ

ˇ ď Cs´2
n0´h logpν´1n0q . (7.85)

Proof. By (7.67) and (7.76), we have that

a
“

Id ` δ̆t
‰

“ 1 ` E
“

e ¨ δ̆∇ϕe
‰

.

By testing the equation for ψe with itself, we obtain, for every |e| “ 1,

a
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

“ e ¨ E
“

ăn0´h,lpe` ∇ψeq
‰

“ 1 ` e ¨ E
“`

ăn0´h,l ´ Id
˘

pe` ∇ψeq
‰

.
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Combining these and using (7.16), we find that

ˇ

ˇa
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

´ a
“

Id ` δ̆t
‰
ˇ

ˇ

ď
ˇ

ˇE
“

e ¨ ăn0´h,l∇ψe
‰

´ E
“

e ¨ δ̆t∇ϕe
‰ˇ

ˇ ` C logpν´1n0qs´2
n0´h

ď
ˇ

ˇE
“`

ăn0´h,l ´ Id
˘

p∇ψe ´ ∇ϕeq
‰ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇE
“`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

∇ϕe
‰ˇ

ˇ ` C logpν´1n0qs´2
n0´h . (7.86)

We next approximate the difference between ∇ψe and ∇ϕe. For this purpose, we let ∇ξp1q
e be

the 3lZd–stationary random potential field satisfying Er∇ξp1q
e s “ 0 and

´∇ ¨ pId ` δ̆tq∇ξp1q
e “ ∇ ¨

`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

pe` ∇ϕeq in Rd . (7.87)

If τ is taken sufficiently small, depending only on d, then we can apply the interior Calderón-
Zygmund estimates to obtain

E
“

|∇ξp1q
e |8

‰1{8
ď CE

“
ˇ

ˇ

`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

pe` ∇ϕeq
ˇ

ˇ

8‰1{8
.

Similarly, if τ is taken sufficiently small, depending only on d, then the interior Calderón-Zygmund
estimates also yield

E
“

|∇ϕe
ˇ

ˇ

16‰1{16
ď CE

“

|∇ϕe
ˇ

ˇ

2‰1{2
ď Cs´1

n0´hh
1{2 .

Combining the previous displays and using also (7.83), we obtain

E
“

|∇ξp1q
e |8

‰1{8
ď Cs´2

n0´hplogpν´1n0qqh
1{2 .

We next observe that ∇ψe ´ ∇ϕe ´ ∇ξp1q
e satisfies

´∇ ¨ pId ` δ̆tqp∇ψe ´ ∇ϕe ´ ∇ξp1q
e q “ ´∇ ¨

`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

∇ξp1q
e in Rd . (7.88)

Using the interior Calderón-Zygmund estimate again under the assumption that τ is small, and
applying also (7.83), we get that

E
“

|p∇ψe ´ ∇ϕe ´ ∇ξp1q
e q|4

‰1{4
ď CE

“ˇ

ˇ

`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

∇ξp1q
e

ˇ

ˇ

4‰1{4

ď Cs´3
n0´hplogpν´1n0qq2h

1{2 .

We therefore get, by the triangle inequality, (7.83), and the fact that h ď sn0´h, we obtain an
estimate for the first term on the right side of (7.86):

ˇ

ˇE
“`

ăn0´h,l ´ Id
˘

p∇ψe ´ ∇ϕeq
‰ˇ

ˇ

ď
ˇ

ˇE
“

ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δq∇ξp1q

e

‰ˇ

ˇ

` E
“ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id ` δ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ|p∇ψe ´ ∇ϕe ´ ∇ξp1q
e q|

‰

ď C
`

h
1{2 ` plog n0q

˘

s´3
n0´hplog n0q ` C

`

h
1{2 ` plog n0q

˘

s´4
n0´hplog n0q3h

1{2

“ C
`

h
1{2 ` plog n0q

˘

s´3
n0´hplog n0q

`

1 ` s´1
n0´hplog n0qh

1{2
˘

ď C
`

h
1{2 ` plog n0q

˘

s´3
n0´hplog n0q . (7.89)

Finally, we show that
ˇ

ˇE
“`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

∇ϕe
‰ˇ

ˇ ď n´1000
0 . (7.90)
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To prove this, we observe that, since pan0´h,l depends only on tj0, . . . , jn0´hu, and both δ̆t and ∇ϕe
depend only on tjn0´h`1, . . . , jn0u, these fields are independent by assumption (J2). We deduce
that, since Er∇ϕes “ 0,

E
“

ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Idq∇ϕe

‰

“ E
“

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

‰

E
“

∇ϕe
‰

“ 0 .

We next observe that

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id “

`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

`
`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

˘

1!
|ps´1

n0´hpan0´h,l´Idq`δt|ą2τ
) .

The previous two displays, (7.19), (7.21) and the Hölder inequality yield that

ˇ

ˇE
“`

ăn0´h,l ´ pId ` δ̆tq
˘

∇ϕe
‰ˇ

ˇ “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E
”

`

s´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

˘

1!
|ps´1

n0´hpan0´h,l´Idq`δt|ą2τ
)∇ϕe

ıˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď E
”

ˇ

ˇs´1
n0´hpan0´h,l ´ Id

ˇ

ˇ

2
1!

|ps´1
n0´hpan0´h,l´Idq`δt|ą2τ

)

ı1{2

E
“

|∇ϕe|2
‰1{2

ď Ch logpν´1n0qs´2
n0´h expp´cτsn0´hq ¨ Chs´2

n0´h

ď n´1000
0 ,

where in the last line we used the lower bound bound (7.7), (7.5), and increased M0 if necessary.
This completes the proof of (7.90).

Combining (7.86), (7.89) and (7.90), we get

ˇ

ˇa
“

ăn0´h,l

‰

´ a
“

Id ` δ̆t
‰
ˇ

ˇ ď C
`

h
1{2 ` logpν´1n0q

˘

s´3
n0´h logpν´1n0q ` Cs´2

n0´h logpν´1n0q .

Using that h ď sn0´h, we obtain the result.

The combination of Lemmas 7.10, 7.11, (7.84) and the triangle inequality give us (7.63). This
completes the proof of Lemma 7.4, and therefore of Proposition 7.2 and Theorem 7.1.

8. Homogenization of the Dirichlet problem

In this section we complete the proofs of Theorems B and C by obtaining pointwise homogenization
estimates and allowing for nonzero right-hand sides. Much of the work here is technical in nature,
and amounts to a post-processing of the results in Section 6.

We begin by extending some of the coarse-graining estimates to equations with right-hand side
(Lemma 8.3) and then use these to establish L2 estimates for the homogenization error for the
Dirichlet problem (Proposition 8.4). We then obtain superdiffusive Caccioppoli estimates, both
in interior (Lemma 8.6) and global (Lemma 8.5) forms. These together with the homogenization
error estimate and an excess decay iteration yield a large-scale Lipschitz-type bounds valid across a
logarithmic number of scales (Lemmas 8.7 and 8.9). Roughly, these statements assert that a solution
on a large ball BR will have L2 oscillation decay on smaller balls Br, for r P rRplogRq´1{2´δ, Rs, like
that of a Lipschitz function. Combined with an application of the De Giorgi-Nash L8-L2 estimate
to take care of small scales (as explained in Step 6 of Section 1.5), we consequently upgrade the L2

homogenization estimates to L8. This then allows us to improve the large-scale Lipschitz estimate
from L2 to L8 in Proposition 8.12, which is then iterated to yield Theorem C.

Theorem B is a consequence of the following statement, which is proved at the end of the
section. Here and throughout we define, for a smooth bounded domain U Ď Rd, the dilation of U
by UK :“ 3KU for every K P N.
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Proposition 8.1. Suppose that U is a smooth, bounded domain. There exists Cpd, Uq ă 8 and,
for every ρ P p0, 1{2q, a minimal scale X satisfying

X ď OΓ2ρpL1q with L1 :“ L0

`

Cρ´1p1 ´ 2ρq´1, 1 ´ 1
8pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

(8.1)

such that, if K P N satisfies K ě L1 and 3K ě X , g P W 1,8pUKq, f P L8pUKq and u, uhom denote
the solutions of

#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in UK ,

u “ g on BUK
and

#

´ sK∆uhom “ f in UK ,

uhom “ g on BUK ,
(8.2)

then we have the estimate

}u´ uhom}L8pUKq ` }∇u´ ∇uhom}
pH´1pUKq

` }s´1
K pa ´ pkqUK

q∇u´ ∇uhom}
pH´1pUKq

ď Cs´1
K Kρ logK

´

s´1
K 32K}f}L8pUKq ` logpν´1Kq3K}∇g}L8pUKq

¯

. (8.3)

Proof of Theorem B assuming Proposition 8.1. For every α, β P p0, 1q with β`2α ă 1, we take ρ :“
β{2 and deduce by (7.1) that Cs´1

K Kρ log2pν´1Kq ď K´α provided K ě CpU, p, β, α, c˚, ν, dq. We
may now apply Proposition 8.1 to obtain Theorem B after rescaling and using (7.1) to replace sK
by p2c˚plog 3qKq

1{2.

8.1. Homogenization estimates in L2. We begin by finding a minimal scale above which the
coarse-graining errors and the behavior of the stream matrix k are well behaved across a logarithmic
number of scales. This uses the results already obtained in Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 2.6 and
a routine union bound argument. The free parameter M can be enlarged to handle further union
bounds—for instance, we will need to find another minimal scale such that each of the Zρ,s,M ’s
centered on a grid are not large—which is what (8.7) asserts.

Lemma 8.2 (Minimal scale). For every s P p0, 1s there exists a constant Cps, dq ă 8 and for
every ρ P p0, 1{2q and M P r1,8q a random minimal scale Zρ,s,M satisfying

logZρ,s,M ď OΓ2ρpL1q where L1rM s :“ L0

`

CMρ´1p1 ´ 2ρq´1, 1 ´ 1
8pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

such that, for every m,n P N with m ě L1rM s and

3m ě Zρ,s,M and m´ rM logpν´1mqs ď n ď m, (8.4)

and, for every z P 3nZd X □m and v P Apz ` □nq, we have

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

3´ns
›

›pa ´ sn ´ pkqz`□nq∇v
›

›

H´spz`□nq
ď C

`

s´1{2
n nρ log n

˘

ν
1{2}∇v}L2pz`□nq ,

3´ns}∇v}H´spz`□nq ď Cs´1{2
n ν

1{2}∇v}L2pz`□nq ,

n´1
›

›k´pkqz`□n

›

›

L8pz`□nq
` 3n}∇k´∇kn}L8pz`□nq ` 3´n

4 rk´pkqz`□ns
pH´1{4pz`□nq

ď nρ .

(8.5)

and, for every k, k1 P N with k ě k1 ě n and z P 3kZd X □m, z
1 P 3k

1Zd X □m with pz1 ` □k1q Ď

pz ` □kq Ď □m we have
ˇ

ˇpkqz`□k
´ pkqz1`□k1

ˇ

ˇ ď kρ log k . (8.6)

Moreover, for each M1 ě 1 and k1 :“ rM1 logpν´1mqs, if m ě L1rM `M1s and

3m ě Zρ,s,M`M1 ùñ max
zP3m´k1ZdX□m

Zρ,s,M pzq ď 3m´k1 . (8.7)
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Proof. Fix a constant Kpdq ă 8 to be determined below and let

L1 :“ L0

`

K2Mρ´4p1 ´ 2ρq´4s´4, 1 ´ 1
8pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

,

L2 :“ L0

`

KMρ´4p1 ´ 2ρq´4s´4, 1 ´ 1
8pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

.

We define the minimal scale Zρ,s,M to be the smallest power of three such that, if m,n P N
satisfym ě L1 and (8.4) holds, then we have both (8.5) and (8.6). Observe that the implication (8.7)
is immediate.

Turning to the estimate of the stochastic integrability of Zρ,s,M , we define constants

L1 :“ L0

`

K2Mρ´1p1 ´ 2ρq´1, 1 ´ 1
8pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

,

L2 :“ L0

`

KMρ´1p1 ´ 2ρq´1, 1 ´ 1
8pρ^ p1 ´ 2ρqq, c˚, ν

˘

,

where Kps, dq ă 8 is a large constant to be selected below. Fix m P N with m ě L2. By Proposi-
tion 6.5 (with selection δ “ 1) and (2.56), (2.57) (with selection σ “ ρ and δ :“ M´1 log´1pν´1))
for sufficiently large K there exists, for every z P Zd, a minimal scale Ypzq satisfying the bound

logYpzq “ OΓ2ρpL2q

such that, if 3n ě Ypzq and n ě L2, we have for every v P Apz ` □nq

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

3´sn
›

›pa ´ sn ´ pkqz`□nq∇v
›

›

H´spz`□nq
ď C(6.24)

`

s´1{2
m mρ logm

˘

ν
1{2}∇v}L2pz`□nq ,

3´sn}∇v}H´spz`□nq ď C(6.25)s
´1{2
n ν

1{2}∇v}L2pz`□nq ,

n´1
›

›k´pkqz`□n

›

›

L8pz`□nq
` 3n}∇k´∇kn}L8pz`□nq ` 3´n

4 rk´pkqz`□ns
pH´1{4pz`□nq

ď nρ .

(8.8)

and for every n1 P N such that n´ rM logpν´1nqs ď n1 ď n and z1 P 3n
1Zd X z ` □n

|pkqz`□n ´ pkqz1`□n1 | ď nρ log n . (8.9)

Write h :“ rM logpν´1mqs and let

rYm :“ max
nPrm´h,msXN

max
zP3nZdX□m

Ypzq .

Observe that if 3m´h ě rYm then (8.5) and (8.6) hold in □m, after possibly enlarging K. We
compute, by a union bound

P
„

rYm ą 3m´h

ȷ

ď exp
´

´
1

4
pL´1

2 mq2ρ
¯

,

provided that m ě pCM logpν´1mqq
1{2ρL2. By another union bound, it follows that, after further

enlarging K if necessary,

P
„

Zρ,s,M ą 3k
ȷ

ď

8
ÿ

m“k

P
„

rYm ą 3m´rM logpν´1mqs

ȷ

ď exp
´

´pL´1
1 kq2ρ

¯

.

This completes the proof.
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Throughout the rest of this section, we let Zρ,s,M pzq denote the random variable Zρ,s,M from
Lemma 8.2 for the environment centered at z P Zd and L1rM s the lower bound. We denote the
Sobolev conjugates of 2 by

2˚ :“

$

&

%

2d

d´ 2
if d ą 2 ,

3 if d “ 2 ,

and 2˚ :“
2˚

2˚ ´ 1
“

$

&

%

2d

d` 2
if d ą 2 ,

3{2 if d “ 2 .

(8.10)

Lemma 8.3. For every s P p0, 1s and ρ P p0, 1{2q there exists a constant Cps, dq ă 8 such that,
if m,n P N satisfy

3m ě Zρ,s,M , m ě L1rM s and n :“ m´ rM logpν´1mqs with M ě C , (8.11)

and z P 3nZd with z ` □n Ď □m and u P H1pz ` □nq solving, for f P L2˚pz ` □nq, the equation

´∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in z ` □n ,

we have

3´ns
›

›pa ´ sm ´ pkq□mq∇u
›

›

H´spz`□nq

ď C
`

s´1{2
m mρ logm

˘

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq ` Cn1`ρ3nν´1}f}L2˚ pz`□nq (8.12)

and
3´ns}∇u}H´spz`□nq ď Cs´1{2

m ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq ` C3nν´1}f}L2˚ pz`□nq . (8.13)

Proof. Let uz denote the solution of
#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇uz “ 0 in z ` □n ,

uz “ u on Bpz ` □nq .
(8.14)

By testing the equation of u´ uz with itself and applying the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality (see for
instance [Maz11, Section 6.3.4]) we obtain

ν}∇u´ ∇uz}2L2pz`□nq
ď }u´ uz}L2˚ pz`□nq}f}L2˚ pz`□nq ď C3n}∇u´ ∇uz}L2pz`□nq}f}L2˚ pz`□nq .

We deduce that
}∇u´ ∇uz}L2pz`□nq ď C3nν´1}f}L2˚ pz`□nq . (8.15)

By the second line of (8.5) and (4.39)

3´ns}∇uz}H´spz`□nq ď Cs´1{2
m ν

1{2}∇uz}L2pz`□nq . (8.16)

The previous two displays and (6.27) imply (8.13).
By the third line of (8.5) together with the second line of (8.5), (4.39) and (8.6) we have

3´ns
›

›pa ´ sm ´ pkq□mq∇uz
›

›

H´spz`□nq
ď C

`

s´1{2
m mρ logm

˘

ν
1{2}∇uz}L2pz`□nq .

and by the last line of (8.5) and (6.27) together with (8.15) we have

3´ns
›

›pa ´ sm ´ pkq□mq∇puz ´ uq
›

›

H´spz`□nq
ď Cn1`ρ}∇u´ ∇uz}L2pz`□nq

ď Cn1`ρ3nν´1}f}L2˚ pz`□nq .

The previous two displays imply (8.13).
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We use the previous lemma to prove a homogenization result for the Dirichlet problem with L2

error bounds.

Proposition 8.4 (Homogenization estimates in L2). Let ρ P p0, 1{2q and let U be a smooth bounded
domain. There exist Cpd, Uq ă 8 such that, if K P N satisfy 3K ě Zρ,1,M and K ě L1rM s

with M ě C, then, for every f P LppUKq and g P H1pUKq, if we denote by u, uhom P H1pUKq the
solutions of the boundary value problems

#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in UK ,

u “ g on BUK
and

#

´ sK∆uhom “ f in UK ,

uhom “ g on BUK ,
(8.17)

then we have the estimate

3´K}u´ uhom}L2pUKq

ď Cs
´3{2

K Kρ logKν
1{2}∇u}L2pUKq ` Cpν´1Kq´200

`

}∇g}L2pUKq ` 3K}f}L2˚ pUKq

˘

. (8.18)

Proof. We collect some preliminary objects, notation, and assumptions. By dilating U , if necessary,
we may assume that U Ď □0. Let M ě HpU, dq where HpU, dq ă 8 is a constant to be determined
below and let

n :“ K ´ rH logpν´1Kqss .

We also assume, after possibly enlarging H, that n ě K{2. Let ζ be a smooth cut-off function
satisfying 0 ď ζ ď 1, }∇ζ}L8pRdq ď 3´n and

ζ ” 1 on tx P UK : distpx, BUKq ď 3n`du , ζ ” 0 on tx P UK : distpx, BUKq ě 3n`d´3u .

Denote the interior of UK by U˝
K :“ tx P U : distpx, BUKq ě 3n`du and the boundary layer

by Zb,n :“ tz P 3nZd X pUKzU˝
Kq : z ` □n`1 Ď UKu. Observe that

t∇ζ ‰ 0u Ď
ď

zPZb,n

pz ` □nq .

and, by the assumed smoothness of BU ,

|Zb,n| ď C3n´K |UK | (8.19)

Let η “ η3n be the standard mollifier on scale 3n.

We prove (8.18) by passing through the function

w :“ ζη ˚ u` p1 ´ ζqg , (8.20)

which is close to u. Indeed, we have, using (8.19) and the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality that

3´K}ζpu ˚ η ´ uq}L2pUKq ď C3n´K}∇u}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´200}∇u}L2pUKq

and
3´K}p1 ´ ζqpu´ gq}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´200}∇pu´ gq}L2pUKq ,

after again enlarging H if necessary. The above two displays imply that

3´K}w ´ u}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´200p}∇u}L2pUKq ` }g}L2pUKqq .
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Consequently, the desired statement (8.18) will follow once we establish the bound

}∇w ´ ∇uhom}L2˚ pUKq

ď s
´3{2

K Kρ logKν
1{2}∇u}L2pUKq ` Cpν´1Kq´200

`

}∇g}L2pUKq ` 3K}f}LqpUKq

˘

. (8.21)

This is our goal for the rest of the proof (recall that 2˚ ă 2 is defined in (8.10) and that its Hölder
conjugate is 2˚ ą 2). We will establish this bound by showing that w and uhom solve almost the
same equation in UK and are equal on the boundary BUK .

By direct calculation, we observe that w satisfies

´sn∆w ´ f “ pζη ˚ f ´ fq ´ ∇ ¨
`

ζη ˚ ppa ´ pkqUK
´ sKq∇uq

˘

` sn∇ ¨
`

∇ζpη ˚ u´ gq ` p1 ´ ζq∇g
˘

` ∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkqUK
q∇uq . (8.22)

We apply the classical divergence-form, global Calderón-Zygmund estimates for the Laplace oper-
ator in smooth, bounded domains (see for instance [AKM19, Exercise 7.10]) to obtain, for every
exponent p P p1,8q, the existence of Cpp, dq ă 8 such that

sn}∇w ´ ∇uhom}LppUKq

ď C
›

›ζη ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K ´ sKq∇uq
›

›

LppUKq
` Csn

›

›∇ζpη ˚ u´ gq
›

›

LppUKq
` Csn

›

›p1 ´ ζq∇g
›

›

LppUKq

` C}ζη ˚ f ´ f}W´1,ppUKq ` C}∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq}W´1,ppUKq . (8.23)

We apply this for p “ 2˚. The first term on the right is the leading order, coarse-graining error
which is estimated using Lemma 8.3. The second, third, and last terms are boundary layer errors
which will be estimated brutally using the smoothness of the domain (8.19). The fourth term on
the right is a mollification error which will be shown to be small.

By Lemma 8.3 applied with m :“ K and s :“ 1, we have, for every z P 3nZd X □K such
that z ` □n Ď UK ,

}η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K ´ sKq∇uq}L8pz`□nq

ď C
`

s
´1{2

K Kρ logK
˘

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□n`1q ` Cν´1n23n}f}L2˚ pz`□n`1q (8.24)

and

}η ˚ psK∇uq}L8pz`□nq ď Cs
1{2

K ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□n`1q ` Cν´1sK3n}f}L2˚ pz`□n`1q . (8.25)

By the previous two displays, the triangle inequality and (7.1), we obtain, for every z P 3nZd X□K

such that z ` □n Ď UK ,

}η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq}L8pz`□nq ď Cs
1{2
n ν

1{2}∇u}L2pz`□n`1q ` Cν´1n23n}f}L2˚ pz`□n`1q . (8.26)

Furthermore, using the Sobolev extension theorem, we may extend g outside of UK so that it
belongs to H1pRdq and satisfies }g}H1pRdq ď C}g}H1pUKq. We also extend both u and uhom outside

of UK by defining them to be equal to g in RdzUK .

By (8.24), we have that, for every q P p1,8q,
›

›ζη ˚
`

pa ´ pkq□K ´ sKq∇u
˘›

›

LqpUKq

ď C

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdXUK

›

›ζη ˚
`

pa ´ pkq□K ´ sKq∇u
˘
›

›

q

L8pz`□nq

˙1{q

ď C
`

s
´1{2

K Kρ logK
˘

ν
1{2

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdXU˝
K

}∇u}
q

L2pz`□nq

˙1{q

` CK23n}f}LqpUKq . (8.27)
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To estimate the last term on the right side of (8.23), let q P r2˚,8q and test with ψ P W 1,q1

0 pUKq

with }ψ}
W 1,q1

pUKq
ď 1, using the Hölder inequality and the Poincaré inequality in the boundary

layer to obtain

´

ż

UK

ψ∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq

ď |UK |´1
›

›η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq
›

›

LqpUKXt∇ζ‰0uq

›

›∇ζ
›

›

L8pUKq

›

›ψ
›

›

Lq1
pUKXt∇ζ‰0uq

ď |UK |´
1{q
›

›η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq
›

›

LqpUKXt∇ζ‰0uq
3´n

›

›ψ
›

›

Lq1
pUKq

looooooomooooooon

ďC}∇ψ}
Lq1

pUK q
ďC

.

Taking the supremum over all such ψ and using the last line of (8.5) yields that for all q P rq,8q

}∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq}W´1,qpUKq ď C|UK |´
1{q
›

›η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K q∇uq
›

›

LqpUKXt∇ζ‰0uq

ď C

ˆ

|UK |´1
ÿ

zPZb,n

›

›η ˚
`

pa ´ pkq□K q∇u
˘
›

›

q

L8pz`□nq

˙1{q

ď Cν´1K2

ˆ

|UK |´1
ÿ

zPZb,n

`

}∇u}L2pz`□n`1q

˘q
˙1{q

. (8.28)

It follows, by the above display for q “ 2˚ and (8.19), that for sufficiently large H

}∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkqUK
q∇uq}W´1,2˚ pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´300}∇u}L2pUKq . (8.29)

We next turn to the estimate for the fourth term on the right side of (8.23), which we estimate

in W´1,qpUKq for general exponent q P r1,8s. With ψ P W 1,q1

0 pUKq with }ψ}
W 1,q1

pUKq
ď 1, we

compute, using the Hölder inequality,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

UK

ψpf ´ ζη ˚ fq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

UK

`

ψ ´ η ˚ ψ
˘

f ` ´

ż

UK

η ˚ pψp1 ´ ζqqf

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď }f}LqpUKq

`

}ψ ´ η ˚ ψ}
Lq1

pUKq
` }ψp1 ´ ζq}

Lq1
pUKq

˘

. (8.30)

By the Poincaré inequality, we find that

}ψ ´ η ˚ ψ}
Lq1

pUKq
ď C3n}∇ψ}

Lq1
pUKq

ď C3n .

For the second term in (8.30), we use the Poincaré inequality in the boundary layer to obtain

}ψp1 ´ ζq}
Lq1

pUKq
ď }ψ}

Lq1
pUKXtζ‰1uq

ď C3n}∇ψ}
Lq1

pUKq
ď C3n .

By the previous three displays, we obtain, for any q P r1,8s,

}ζη ˚ f ´ f}W´1,qpUKq ď C3n}f}LqpUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´3003K}f}LqpUKq . (8.31)

Turning to the estimate for the third term on the right side of (8.23), we use Hölder’s inequality
and (8.19) to get

›

›p1 ´ ζq∇g
›

›

L2˚ pUKq
ď C

`

3´pK´nq
˘

2´2˚
2¨2˚ }∇g}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´300}∇g}L2pUKq . (8.32)
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It remains to estimate the second term on the right side of (8.23). We first split it using the triangle
inequality,

›

›∇ζpη ˚ u´ gq
›

›

L2˚ pUKq
ď
›

›∇ζpη ˚ u´ uq
›

›

L2˚ pUKq
`
›

›∇ζpu´ gq
›

›

L2˚ pUKq

and estimate the first term as

›

›∇ζpη ˚ u´ uq
›

›

L2˚ pUKq
ď }∇ζ}L8pUKq

›

›η ˚ u´ u
›

›

L2˚ pUKXt∇ζ‰0uq

ď C3
´pK´nq¨

2´2˚
2¨2˚ 3´n

›

›η ˚ u´ u
›

›

L2pUKXt∇ζ‰0uq

ď C3
´pK´nq¨

2´2˚
2¨2˚

›

›∇u
›

›

L2pUKq
ď Cpν´1Kq´300

›

›∇u
›

›

L2pUKq

and, similarly, the second term, using also Poincaré’s inequality in the boundary layer (using
that pu´ gq ” 0 outside of UK)

›

›∇ζpu´ gq
›

›

L2˚ pUKq
ď 3´n

›

›u´ g
›

›

L2˚ pUKXt∇ζ‰0uq
ď Cpν´1Kq´300p

›

›∇u
›

›

L2pUKq
`
›

›∇g
›

›

L2pUKq
q .

The above three displays yield

}∇ζpu ˚ η ´ gq}L2˚ pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´300
`

}∇u}L2pUKq ` }∇g}L2pUKq

˘

. (8.33)

Combining (8.27) with q “ 2˚, (8.29), (8.31) with q “ 2˚, (8.33) and (8.32) with (8.23) and using
also (7.1) yields (8.21) and thus the result.

8.2. Superdiffusive Caccioppoli and C0,1 estimates. Throughout the rest of this section, we
denote, for y P UK and m P N,

p□mpyq :“ py ` □mq X UK .

We also set p□m :“ p□mp0q.

Lemma 8.5 (Caccioppoli estimate up to the boundary). Assume U Ď Rd is a smooth, bounded
domain. There exist Cpd, Uq ă 8 such that, if ρ P p0, 1{2q, y P Zd and m,K P N satisfy

3K ^ 3m ě Zρ,1,M pyq and K ^m ě L1rM s with M ě C ,

then, for every f P L2pUKq, g P H2pUKq and solution u P H1pUKq of the Dirichlet problem

#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in UK ,

u “ g on BUK ,
(8.34)

we have the estimate

ν}∇u}2
L2pp□m´1pyqq

ď C3´2msm}u´ g}2
L2pp□mpyqq

` Cs´1
m 32m}f}2

L2pp□mpyqq

` Csm}∇g}2
L2pp□mpyqq

` Cpν´1mq´100032m}∇2g}2
L2pp□mpyqq

. (8.35)

Under these same assumptions we also have the global Caccioppoli estimate

ν}∇u}2
L2pUKq

ď Cs´1
K 32K}f}2

L2pUKq
` CsK}∇g}2

L2pUKq
` Cpν´1Kq´100032K}∇2g}2

L2pUKq
. (8.36)
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that y “ 0. Fix m,n,M P N as in (8.11) with
parameter s “ 1 and suppose 3K ě Zρ,1,M andK ě L1rM s. We use the fact that the ellipticity ratio
in UK X □m is pν´1mq2 (by the last row of (8.5))) to obtain, by the usual Caccioppoli argument,
the crude estimate,

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p 1

2
□mXUKq ď

Cm2

ν2

´

3´m}u´ g}L2pp□mq
` }∇g}L2pp□mq

` 3m}f}L2pp□mq

¯

. (8.37)

Note that we can also write this inequality as

ν
1{2}∇pu´ gq}L2p 1

2
□mXUKq ď

Cm2

ν2

´

3´m}u´ g}L2pp□mq
` }∇g}L2pp□mq

` 3m}f}L2pp□mq

¯

. (8.38)

We next fix a smooth cutoff function φ with 1□m´1 ď φ ď 1 1
2
□m

, 3m}∇φ}L8pRdq ď C and

sup
z`□n

φ ď C inf
z`□n

φ @z P Zd with z ` □n`1 Ď
1

2
□m , (8.39)

and

|r□mzr□˝
m| ď C where r□m :“ UK X tφ ą 0u and r□˝

m :“ tx P r□m : x` □n`3 Ď r□mu .

We test the equation (8.2) of u with pu´ gqφ2 P H1
0 pUKq and obtain

´

ż

r□m

fpu´ gqφ2 “ ´

ż

r□m

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ ∇
`

pu´ gqφ2
˘

“ ν´

ż

r□m

|∇u|2φ2 ` ´

ż

r□m

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨
`

´p∇gqφ2 ` p∇φ2qpu´ gq
˘

.

The left side can be estimated using Young’s inequality as

´

ż

r□m

fpu´ gqφ2 ď 3´2msm}u´ g}2
L2pr□mq

` C32ms´1
m }f}2

L2pr□mq
.

Combining the previous two displays yields

ν}φ∇u}L2pr□mq
ď 3´2msm}u´ g}2

L2pr□mq
` C32ms´1

m }f}2
L2pr□mq

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

r□m

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ pφ2∇gq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

r□m

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ ppu´ gq∇φ2q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. (8.40)

Our goal for the remainder of the proof is to estimate the last two terms on the right, for which we
split the estimate into that of boundary cubes

Zb :“ tz P 3nZd : pz ` □nq X pr□mzr□˝
mq ‰ Hu

and interior cubes. If z ` □n Ď r□˝
m, we have by Hölder’s inequality, (8.12) and (8.13) with (s “ 1)

and (7.1) that, for every η P H1pz ` □nq,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

pa ´ pkq□mqη∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

sm´

ż

z`□n

η∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

pa ´ sm ´ pkq□mqη∇u
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs
1{2
m

`

|pηqz`□n | ` 3n}∇η}L2pz`□nq

˘`

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq ` ν´1n23n}f}L2˚ pz`□nq

˘

.
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We apply the previous display with η “ pBiφ
2qpu ´ gq “ 2φpu ´ gqBiφ for each i, and then sum

over i, using also that 3m}∇φ}L8pRdq ď C,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ p∇φ2qpu´ gq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs
1{2
m

`

}pu´ gq∇φ2}L2pz`□nq ` 3n}∇ppu´ gq∇φ2q}L2pz`□nq

˘

ˆ
`

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq ` ν´1n23n}f}L2˚ pz`□nq

˘

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´m

`

}φpu´ gq}L2pz`□nq ` 3n}φ∇pu´ gq}L2˚ pz`□nq

˘

ˆ
`

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq ` ν´1n23n}f}L2˚ pz`□nq

˘

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´m

`

}u´ g}L2pz`□nq ` 3n}∇pu´ gq}L2pz`□nq

˘

ˆ
`

ν
1{2}φ∇u}L2pz`□nq ` ν´1n23n}φf}L2˚ pz`□nq

˘

,

where in the last inequality we used (8.39). We then deduce, after summing over z P 3nZdXr□˝
m using

Cauchy-Schwarz across the sum and that φ ď 1 followed by an application of Young’s inequality
together with (8.38),

ÿ

zP3nZdXr□˝
m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ p∇φ2qpu´ gq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´m

`

}u´ g}L2pr□mq
` 3n}∇pu´ gq}L2pr□mq

˘`

ν
1{2}φ∇u}L2pr□mq

` ν´1n23n}f}L2pr□mq

˘

ď
1

100
ν}φ∇u}2

L2pr□mq
` Csm3

´2m}u´ g}2
L2pr□mq

` Cpν´1mq´2000
`

}∇g}2
L2pr□mq

` 32m}f}2
L2pr□mq

˘

,

where in the last inequality we use the assumed scale separation between n and m in (8.11) and
increased M , if necessary. Using instead η :“ φ2pBigq and repeating the above argument we get

ÿ

zP3nZdXr□˝
m

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż

z`□n

pa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ φ2∇g
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´m

`

}u´ g}L2pr□mq
` 3n}∇pu´ gq}L2pr□mq

˘`

ν
1{2}φ∇u}L2pr□mq

` ν´1n23n}f}L2pr□mq

˘

ď
1

100
ν}φ∇u}2

L2pr□mq
` Csm}∇g}2

L2pr□mq
` Cpν´1mq´200032m

`

}∇2g}2
L2pr□mq

` }f}2
L2pr□mq

˘

.

We next estimate the contribution of cubes in the boundary layer Zb, for which we use the fact
that |Zb| ď C3n´m|□m|, which is a consequence of the assumed smoothness of BU . By Hölder’s
inequality and the last row of (8.5) we deduce that, for every η P H1pr□mq,

1

|□m|

ÿ

zPZb

ż

pz`□nqXUK

ˇ

ˇpa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ η
ˇ

ˇ ď
Cm2

|□m|

ÿ

zPZb

}∇u}L2ppz`□nqXUKq}η}L2ppz`□nqXUKq

ď Cm2
`

3´pm´nq
˘

2˚´2
2¨2˚ }η}

L2˚
pp□mq

}∇u}L2pp□mq

ď Cm2
`

3´pm´nq
˘

1
d_6 3m}∇η}L2pp□mq

}∇u}L2pp□mq
,

where in the last line we used the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality. Applying the above display with
the choices η “ pu´ gq∇φ2 and η “ φ2∇g and estimating the terms as above, taking advantage of

the additional factor of
`

3´pm´nq
˘

1
d_6 ď pν´1mq´4000 (which holds for M large enough), we obtain,
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respectively,

1

|□m|

ÿ

zPZb

ż

pz`□nqXUK

ˇ

ˇpa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ pu´ gq∇φ2
ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

100
ν}φ∇u}2

L2pp□mq
` Cpν´1mq´2000

`

sm3
´2m}u´ g}2

L2pp□mq
` }∇g}2

L2pp□mq
` 32m}f}2

L2pp□mq

˘

and

1

|□m|

ÿ

zPZb

ż

pz`□nqXUK

ˇ

ˇpa ´ pkq□mq∇u ¨ φ2∇g
ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

100
ν}φ∇u}2

L2pp□mq
` Cpν´1mq´2000

`

Csm}∇g}2
L2pp□mq

` 32m}∇2g}2
L2pp□mq

` 32m}f}2
L2pp□mq

˘

.

Combining the previous two displays with the two corresponding interior estimates proved above,
and then inserting the result into (8.40), we obtain, after reabsorbing the term 1

25ν}φ∇u}2
L2pp□mq

,

the desired bound (8.35).

To prove (8.36), we instead take φ ” 1 and repeat the above computations (which are in fact
simpler because ∇φ ” 0), using the assumption 3K ě Zρ,1,M and K ě L1rM s. This completes the
proof.

We next present an interior version of the coarse-grained Caccioppoli estimate. The idea is
that, if y ` □m Ď UK , then we may test the equation instead with pu ´ puqy`□mqφ2 and follow
a simplified version of the prior argument to obtain the following statement. Since the proof is
similar to that of the previous lemma, it is omitted.

Lemma 8.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma 8.5, with the relaxed assumption g P H1pUKq,
there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, if ρ P p0, 1{2q, y P Zd and K,n,m P N are such

y ` □m Ď UK and 3m ě Zρ,1,M pyq with M ě C ,

then we have the estimate

ν}∇u}2
L2py`□m´1q

ď C3´2msm}u´ puqy`□m}2
L2py`□mq

` C32ms´1
m }f}2

L2py`□mq
. (8.41)

We can also prove a Lipschitz type estimate across many scales.

Lemma 8.7. There exist Cpdq ă 8 and cpdq P p0, 1q, such that, if n,m P N and ρ P p0, 1{2q satisfy

n ă m ď n` csmm
´ρ log´1m and 3n ě Zρ,s,M , n ě L1rM s with M ě C , (8.42)

and u P H1p□mq and f P L8p□mq satisfy

´∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in □m ,

then we have the estimate

s´1{2
m ν

1{2}∇u}L2p□nq ` 3´n}u´ puq□n}L2p□nq ď C3´m}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` Cs´1
m 3m}f}L8p□mq .

(8.43)
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Proof. Fix a smooth domain V0 such that □´2 Ď V0 Ď □0 and for each k P N with k ď m

let Vk “ 3kV0 and let u
pkq

hom be the solution of the Dirichlet problems

#

´ sk∆u
pkq

hom “ f in Vk ,

u
pkq

hom “ u on BVk .
(8.44)

By Proposition 8.4 (with g :“ u) we have that for every k P N with n ď k ď m,

3´k}u´ u
pkq

hom}L2pVkq ď C
`

s
´3{2

k kρ log k
˘

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p□kq ` Cpν´1kq´2003k}f}L8p□kq . (8.45)

By comparing u
pkq

hom to harmonic v
pkq

hom P u
pkq

hom`H1
0 pVkq and using then the interior regularity of v

pkq

hom

(see for instance [AKM19, Exercise 3.7] for details), for every k, k0 P N with k P rn,ms,

inf
ℓ affine

}u
pkq

hom ´ ℓ}L8p□k´k0
q ď C3´2k0 inf

ℓ affine
}u

pkq

hom ´ ℓ}L2pVkq ` Cplog k0qs´1
k 32k}f}L8p□kq .

and so, by the previous two displays and the triangle inequality,

3´pk´k0q inf
ℓ affine

}u´ ℓ}L8p□k´k0
q ď C3´k03´k inf

ℓ affine
}u´ ℓ}L2p□kq ` Cs´1

k 3k`2k0}f}L8p□kq

` C3p1`d{2qk0
`

s
´3{2

k kρ log k
˘

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p□kq .

Furthermore, the Caccioppoli inequality (8.41) gives us

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p□kq ď Cs

1{2

k 3´k}u´ puq□k
}L2p□k`1q ` Cs

´1{2

k 3k}f}L8p□k`1q .

The above two displays and (4.39) yield

3´pk´k0q inf
ℓ affine

}u´ ℓ}L8p□k´k0
q ď C3´k03´k inf

ℓ affine
}u´ ℓ}L2p□k`1q ` C32k0s´1

m 3k}f}L8p□k`1q

` C3p1`d{2qk0
`

s´1
m kρ log k

˘

3´k}u´ puq□k`1
}L2p□k`1q . (8.46)

Using the previous display, we may perform an excess decay iteration. Define the excess

Ek :“ inf
ℓ affine

3´k}u´ ℓ}L2p□kq ,

and let ℓpkq be the affine function achieving the minimum in the above display, but for k “ m we
select ℓpmq “ puq□m . By the triangle inequality and since ℓpk`1q is an affine function, we have

}u´ puq□k`1
}L2p□k`1q ď Ek`1 ` C3k|∇ℓpk`1q| . (8.47)

Taking C(8.42) be so large that

C(8.46)3
p1`d{2qk0

`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

ď
1

4

and k0pdq P N small enough so that 31´k0C(8.46) ď 1{4, we have, by the triangle inequality,

Ek´k0 ď
1

2
Ek`1 ` C3ks´1

m }f}L8p□k`1q ` C
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

|∇ℓpk`1q| .

Iterating this yields that, for every k P N X rn,ms,

Ek ď C2´pm´kq
´

Em ` s´1
m 3m}f}L8p□mq

¯

` C
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

m
ÿ

j“k

2´pj´kq|∇ℓpjq| .
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Since ℓpmq is a constant we have, after summing the previous estimate over k

m
ÿ

k“n

Ek ď C
´

Em ` s´1
m 3m}f}L8p□mq

¯

` C
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

m´1
ÿ

k“n

|∇ℓpkq| .

By telescoping,the fact that ∇ℓpmq “ 0 and the triangle inequality, we get

|∇ℓpkq| ď

m´1
ÿ

j“k

|∇ℓpj`1q ´ ∇ℓpjq| ď C
m´1
ÿ

k“n

3´j}ℓpj`1q ´ ℓpjq}L2p□jq ď C
m
ÿ

k“n

Ek .

Using the first condition in (8.42) and ∇ℓpmq “ 0, we obtain

`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

m
ÿ

k“n

|∇ℓpkq| ď pm´ nq
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

max
kPNXrk,m´1s

|∇ℓpkq| ď c(8.42)

m
ÿ

k“n

Ek .

Using the previous three displays and reabsorbing the last term on the right by taking c(8.42) small
enough by means of d, we deduce by (8.47) that

max
kPNXrk,m´1s

3´k}u´ puq□k
}L2p□kq ď C

´

Em ` s´1
m 3m}f}L8p□mq

¯

.

This, together with an application of the Caccioppoli inequality (8.41), concludes the proof.

Corollary 8.8. There exist Cpdq ă 8 and cpdq P p0, 1q, such that, for every M ě C and n,m P N
and ρ P p0, 1{2q satisfying

3m ě Zρ,s,M`C and m´ rM logpν´1mqs ď n ď m´ 1 , (8.48)

and every f P L8p□mq and solution u P H1p□mq of the equation

´∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in □m ,

we have the estimate

max
zP3nZdX□m´1

`

s´1{2
m ν

1{2}∇u}L2pz`□nq ` 3´n}u´ puqz`□n}L2pz`□nq

˘

ď C3´m}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` Cs´1
m 3m}f}L8p□mq . (8.49)

Proof. We apply the previous lemma (with m ´ 1 in place of m) centered at every grid point z P

z P 3nZd X □m´1, noting that z ` □m´1 Ď □m, and obtain the result after appealing to (8.7).

We next prove a global counterpart of Lemma 8.7. The estimate is Lipschitz type, other than
the terms containing the derivatives of g, which are due to boundary effects.

Lemma 8.9 (C0,1-estimate). For every smooth bounded domain U Ă Rd, there exists Cpd, Uq ă 8,
such that, for every M ě C and n,m,K P N with K ě m and ρ P p0, 1{2q satisfying

n ă m ď n` csmm
´ρ log´1m and 3n ě Zρ,s,M , n ě L1rM s with M ě C , (8.50)

and for every f P L8pUKq, g P W 2,8pUKq and u P H1pUKq which solves the equation,
#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in UK ,

u “ g on BUK ,

we have the estimate

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pp□nq

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´m}u´ puq

p□m
}L2pp□mq

` Cs´1{2
m 3m}f}L8pp□mq

` Cpm´ nqs
1{2
m }∇g}L8pUKq ` Cpν´1mq´2003m}∇2g}L8pUKq . (8.51)
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Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that U Ď □0. Furthermore, by the Whitney
extension theorem there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, we may extend g outside of UK
so that it belongs to W 2,8pRdq and satisfies }g}W 2,8pRdq ď C}g}W 2,8pUKq. We also extend both u

and uhom outside of UK by defining them to be equal to g in RdzUK .
If the origin is a boundary point of U , let n0 “ ´8. Otherwise, let n0 P Z be such that □n0´2 X

BUK “ H, but □n0´1 X BUK ‰ H. Then, there exists a constant cpd, Uq such that for every k P Z
with k P rn0,Ks, we have the lower bound |p□k| ě c|□k|.

Since U Ď □0, we must have n0 ď K. If m ď n0, then (8.51) follows by (8.43). So suppose
that m ą n0. We consider two cases, n ď n0 ´ 3 and n ě n0 ´ 2. In the case n ď n0 ´ 3, by (8.43)
and (4.39) we have

ν
1{2}∇u}L2p□nq ď Cs

1{2
m 3´n0}u´ puq□n0´2}L2p□n0´2q ` Cs´1{2

m 3n0}f}L8p□n0´2q

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´n0}u´ puq

p□n0
}L2pp□n0 q

` Cs´1{2
m 3n0}f}L8pp□n0 q

. (8.52)

In the case n ě n0 ´ 2, we have, by (8.35) and an application of the Poincaré inequality in the
boundary layer that

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pp□nq

ď C3´ns
1{2
m }u´ puq

p□n`1
}L2pp□n`1q

` Cs´1{2
m 3n}f}L2pp□n`1q

` Cs
1{2
m }∇g}L2pp□n`1q

` Cpν´1nq´5003n}∇2g}L2pp□n`1q
. (8.53)

Our goal is to iterate these estimates from scale n0 ^ n to scale m.

Fix k P rn0^n,msXN. Let ηk be the standard mollifier on scale 3k, and let ζk P C8
0 p□k`2q be a

cut-off function which satisfies 1□k`1
ď ζk ď 1□k`2

and }∇ζk}L8p□k`2q ď C3´k and let gk :“ ζkpηk ˚

gq ` p1 ´ ζkqg. Fix a smooth domain pVk such that p□k´1 Ď pVk Ď p□k. We denote by uk P H1pp□k`2q

and uk P H1ppVkq the solutions of

$

’

&

’

%

´ ∇ ¨ a∇uk “ f in p□k`2 ,

uk “ gk on pBUKq X □k`2 ,

uk “ u on pB□k`2q X UK ,

and

#

´ sk∆uk “ f in pVk ,

uk “ uk on BpVk .

Observe that by the maximum principle together with ζk ď 1

3´k}u´ uk}L8pp□k`2q
ď 3´k}ζkpηk ˚ g ´ gq}L8pp□k`2q

ď C}∇g}L8pUKq . (8.54)

Moreover, by (8.35) and the above display, we have, for every k P N with n ď k ď m´ 2,

ν
1{2}∇pu´ ukq}L2pp□kq

ď Cs
1{2
m }∇g}L8pp□k`2q

` Cpν´1mq´2003k}∇2g}L2pp□k`2q
. (8.55)

By (8.18),

3´k}uk ´ uk}
L2ppVkq

ď C
`

s´3{2
m mρ logm

˘

ν
1{2}∇uk}

L2ppVkq
` Cpν´1mq´2003k}f}

L2˚ ppVkq
. (8.56)

Next, by the global C1,1 estimate for the Laplacian, since BU is smooth, we find a con-
stant Cpd, Uq ă 8 such that for every k, k0 P N,

inf
ℓ affine

}uk ´ ℓ}L8pp□k´k0´1q
ď C3´2k0 inf

ℓ affine
}uk ´ ℓ}L2pp□k´1q

` C3k0
`

s´1
k 32k}f}L8pp□k´1q

` 32k}∇2gk}L8pUKq

˘

. (8.57)
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For each k P N X rn_ n0,ms define

Ek :“ inf
ℓ affine

3´k}u´ ℓ}L2pp□kq

and denote by ℓpkq the affine achieving the infimum above but define ℓpmq ” puq
p□m

. By taking k0 to

be the smallest integer with 32d´k0C(8.57) ď 1{4 we get, by (8.54), (8.55), (8.56), the above estimate
and the triangle inequality,

Ek´k0 ď 1
4Ek`1 ` C

`

s´3{2
m mρ logm

˘

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pp□kq

` Cs´1
m 3k}f}L8pp□kq

` C}∇g}L8pUKq ` Cpν´1mq´2003k}∇2g}L2pUKq .

By (8.35) and the Poincaré inequality we see that, for k P N with n_ n0 ď k ă m,

ν
1{2}∇u}L2pp□kq

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´k}u´ puq

p□k`1
}L2pp□k`1q

` Cs
1{2
m }∇g}L8pUKq

` C3k
`

s´1{2
m }f}L8pp□mq

` pν´1mq´200}∇2g}L8pUKq

˘

. (8.58)

Taking C(8.50) large enough and combining the previous two displays with the triangle inequality
yields that

Ek´k0 ď
1

2
Ek`1 ` 3´pk`1q}u´ ℓpk`1q}L2pp□k`1q

` C
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

|∇ℓpk`1q|

` C}∇g}L8pUKq ` C3k
`

s´1
m }f}L8pp□mq

` pν´1mq´200}∇2g}L8pUKq

˘

.

Iterating this leads to

m
ÿ

k“n_n0

Ek ď C3´m}u´ puq
p□m

}L2pp□mq

` Cpm´ nq

´

}∇g}L8pUKq `
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘

max
kPNXrk,m´1s

|∇ℓpk`1q|

¯

` C3m
`

s´1
m }f}L8pp□mq

` pν´1mq´200}∇2g}L8pUKq

˘

.

Using the above display and then arguing identically to the end of the proof of Lemma 8.7 leads
to the bound, which holds for all k P rn_ n0,ms X N

3´k}u´ puq
p□k

}L2pp□kq
ď C3´m}u´ puq

p□m
}L2pp□mq

` C3ms´1
m 3m}f}L8pp□mq

` Cpm´ nq}∇g}L8pUKq ` Cpν´1mq´2003m}∇2g}L8pUKq .

Plugging this into (8.52) and (8.53) yields (8.51), completing the proof.

Arguing like in Corollary 8.8, we obtain the following version of the prior result valid up to the
boundary.

Corollary 8.10. For every smooth bounded domain U Ă Rd, there exists Cpd, Uq ă 8, such that,
for every M ě C and n,m,K P N and ρ P p0, 1{2q satisfying

K ě m ě L1rM s , 3m ě Zρ,s,M`C and m´ rM logpν´1mqs ď n ď m, (8.59)

and for every f P L8pUKq, g P W 2,8pUKq and u P H1pUKq which solves the equation
#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in UK ,

u “ g on BUK ,
(8.60)
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we have the estimate

max
zP3nZdX□m´1

`

s´1{2
m ν

1{2}∇u}L2pp□npzqq
` 3´n}u´ puq

p□npzq
}L2pp□npzqq

˘

ď Cs
1{2
m 3´m}u}L2pp□mq

` Cs´1{2
m 3m}f}L8pp□mq

` Cpm´ nqs
1{2
m }∇g}L8pUKq ` Cpν´1mq´2003m}∇2g}L8pUKq . (8.61)

8.3. Homogenization estimates in L8. Lemma 8.7 allows us to upgrade the L2-bound in
Proposition 8.4 to an L8-estimate.

Lemma 8.11 (Harmonic approximation in L8). There exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that,
if ρ P p0, 1{2q, m P N and M satisfy

3m ě Zρ,1,M with M ě C , (8.62)

and u P H1p□mq and f P L8p□mq are such that

´∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in □m ,

then there exists a function uhom P H1p□m´1q satisfying

´sm∆uhom “ f in □m´1 ,

such that

}u´ uhom}L8p□m´2q ď C
`

s´1
m mρ logm

˘`

}u}L2p□mq ` s´1
m 32m}f}L8p□mq

˘

. (8.63)

Proof. Let n :“ m ´ rK logpν´1mqs, where K is a constant to be determined below and let η be
the standard mollifer at scale 3n. Choose a smooth domain Vm such that □m´1 Ď Vm Ď 1

2□m, and
let u, uhom be the solutions of the Dirichlet problems

#

´ sm∆u “ f ˚ η in Vm ,

u “ u ˚ η on BVm
and

#

´ sm∆uhom “ f in Vm ,

uhom “ u ˚ η on BVm ,
(8.64)

respectively. Similarly to (8.31), we have, for every p P p1,8q, that

}η ˚ f ´ f}W´1,ppVmq ď C3n}f}Lpp□mq ď Cpν´1mq´3003m}f}Lpp□mq . (8.65)

Therefore, by Morrey’s inequality and the Calderón-Zygmund estimate, we get

}uhom ´ u}L8pVmq ď C3m}∇uhom ´ ∇u}L2dpVmq ď C3ms´1
m }η ˚ f ´ f}W´1,2dpVmq

ď Cpν´1mq´30032m}f}L2dp□mq .

Next, in order to compare u to u ˚ η, we observe that the latter function solves the equation

´sm∆pu ˚ ηq “ ∇ ¨
`

η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□m ´ smq∇uq
˘

` f ˚ η .

By Morrey’s inequality and the Calderón-Zygmund estimate we obtain,

}u ˚ η ´ u}L8pVmq ď C3m}∇pu ˚ ηq ´ ∇u}L2dpVmq ď Cs´1
m 3m

›

›η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□m ´ smq∇uq
›

›

L2dpVmq
.
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To estimate the term on the right, we follow the computation leading to (8.27) and obtain

›

›η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□m ´ smq∇uq
›

›

L2dpVmq

ď Cs´1{2
m mρplogmqν

1{2

ˆ

ÿ

zP3nZdX 1
2
□m

}∇u}2d
L2pz`□nq

˙1{2d

` Cpν´1mq´2003m}f}L2dp□mq . (8.66)

Applying Corollary 8.8, which we may do after picking C(8.63) ě K ` C(8.48), we get

›

›η ˚ ppa ´ pkq□m ´ smq∇uq
›

›

L2dpVmq

ď Cmρplogmq
`

3´m}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` Cs´1
m 3m}f}L8p□mq

˘

. (8.67)

Finally, to control the difference u´ u ˚ η in L8, we use the De Giorgi-Nash L8-L2 estimate with
explicit dependence in ellipticity (see for instance [BS21]). Here the ellipticity ratio is pν´1mq2,
by (8.5), and so we obtain by Corollary 8.8, for every y P □m´2,

ˇ

ˇpu´ u ˚ ηqpyq
ˇ

ˇ ď Cpν´1mq
d{2}u´ puqy`□n}L2py`□nq

ď Cpν´1mq
d{23´pm´nq

`

}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` s´1
m 32m}f}L8p□mq

˘

ď Cpν´1mq´200
`

}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` s´1
m 32m}f}L8p□mq

˘

,

for Kpdq large enough. Combining the above displays proves (8.63).

We then use the previous result to upgrade Lemma 8.7 to a pointwise bound.

Proposition 8.12. There exists constants Cpdq ă 8 and cpdq P p0, 1q, such that, if n,m P N
and ρ P p0, 1{2q satisfy

n ă m ď n` csmm
´ρ log´1m and 3n ě Zρ,1,M , n ě L1rM s with M ě C , (8.68)

and if u solves ´∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in □m, then we have the estimate

}u´ puq□n}L8p□nq ď C3´pm´nq
`

}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` s´1
m 32m}f}L8p□mq

˘

. (8.69)

Proof. After replacing (8.45) with (8.63), repeat the proof of Lemma 8.7.

We are now ready to prove Theorem C.

Proof Theorem C. Note that (1.27) implies (1.25), so it suffices to prove (1.27). In order to
prove (1.27) we need to remove the first constraint in (8.68) in the statement of Proposition 8.12.
Fix γ P p0, 1q and let γ1 :“ 1

2p1 ` γq. Take Nγpdq P N to be the smallest integer satisfying

3´ 1
2

p1´γqNγC(8.69) ď
1

2
.

Set M :“ Nγ _ C(8.68) and define X :“ Zρ,1,M . Note that for every m P N which satisfies

c(8.68)smm
´ρ log´1m ě Nγ , 3m´Nγ ě X and m ě Nγ ` L1rM s (8.70)

we have
}u´ puq□m´Nγ

}L8p□m´Nγ q ď 1
23
γNγ

`

}u}L2p□mq ` s´1
m 32m}f}L8p□mq

˘

.

Iterating the above display yields, for every such m,n P N with n ď m with n (in place of m)
satisfying (8.70) the bound

}u´ puq□n}L8p□nq ď C3´γpm´nq
`

}u´ puq□m}L2p□mq ` s´1
m 32m}f}L8p□mq

˘

.

This completes the proof of (1.27).
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Proof of Proposition 8.1. We will adapt the proof of Proposition 8.4, and let ζ, η be as in that
proof. Let n :“ K´ rN logpν´1Kqs for a large constant Npd, Uq to be determined and define M :“
N`C(8.59) and X :“ Zρ,1,M . For these choices of parameters, if g P W 2,8pUkq, then we have (8.61).
Our first task is thus to reduce to the case where the boundary data g P W 28pUkq.

By the Whitney extension theorem, there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that, we may
extend g outside of UK so that it belongs to W 1,8pRdq and satisfies }g}W 1,8pRdq ď C}g}W 1,8pUKq.

Let rη be the standard mollifier at scale pν´1Kq´503K and set rg :“ rη ˚ g. Then

}∇rg}L8pUKq ` pν´1Kq´503K}∇2
rg}L8pUKq ď C}∇g}L8pUKq . (8.71)

Consider the solutions v, vhom P H1pUKq of the Dirichlet problems

#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇v “ f in UK ,

v “ rg on BUK
and

#

´ sK∆vhom “ f in UK ,

vhom “ rg on BUK .
(8.72)

We argue that u, uhom are close to v, vhom, respectively. Since u ´ v P ApUKq, we have by the
maximum principle

}u´ v}L8pUKq ď }rη ˚ g ´ g}L8pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´503K}∇g}L8pUKq . (8.73)

To show that the energies are close, fix r ą 0 to be determined below and consider a smooth cutoff
function rζ P C8

c pUKq such that rζ ” 1 in tx P UK : distpx, BUKq ě ru and }∇rζ}L8pUKq ď Cr´1.

Testing the equation of u´ v with u´ v´ p1´ rζqprg´ gq P H1
0 pUKq, using the last row of (8.5) and

applying Young’s inequality yields

ν}∇pu´ vq}2
L2pUKq

ď ´

ż

UK

p1 ´ rζqpa ´ pkqUK
q∇pu´ vq ¨ ∇prg ´ gq ´ ´

ż

UK

prg ´ gqpa ´ pkqUK
q∇pu´ vq ¨ ∇rζ

ď
1

2
ν}∇pu´ vq}2

L2pUKq
` Cpν´1Kq4

`

}p1 ´ rζq∇prg ´ gq}2
L2pUKq

` }prg ´ gq∇rζ}2
L2pUKq

˘

ď
1

2
ν}∇pu´ vq}2

L2pUKq
` Cpν´1Kq4

`

r3´K ` 3Kr´1pν´1Kq´100
˘

}∇g}2L8pUKq .

The above display, upon reabsorbing the first term and selecting r “ pν´1Kq´503K , implies

}∇pu´ vq}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´20}∇g}L8pUKq .

The above display and (8.73) show that

3´K}u´ v}L8pUKq ` }∇pu´ vq}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´20}∇g}L8pUKq . (8.74)

A similar argument shows that

3´K}uhom ´ vhom}L8pUKq ` }∇puhom ´ vhomq}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´20}∇g}L8pUKq . (8.75)

By the previous two displays, it suffices to prove the desired estimates for v and vhom.

Next, to shorten the notation, we define w :“ ζpη ˚ vq ` p1 ´ ζqrg and

HK :“ s
1{2

K

`

}v ´ pvqUK
}L2pUKq ` }v ´ rg}L2pUKq

˘

`N logpν´1Kqs
1{2

K 3K}∇g}L8pUKq ` s
´1{2

K 32K}f}L8pUKq . (8.76)
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We first show that w is close to v. By (8.61) and (8.71), we have, for every z P 3nZd X □m,

ν
1{2}∇v}L2ppz`□nqXUKq ď C3´KHK . (8.77)

We define v and vhom to be equal to rg outside of UK . Using the De Giorgi-Nash L8-L2 estimate
with explicit dependence in ellipticity (here the ellipticity ratio is pν´1Kq2, by (8.5)) we deduce
that, for every y P z ` □n, z ` □n`1 Ď UK and for large enough N ě Cpd, Uq,

|vpyq ´ η ˚ vpyq| ď C
`

ν´1K
˘d{2

}v ´ η ˚ vpyq}L2py`□nq

ď C3n
`

ν´1K
˘d{2

}∇v}L2pz`□n`1q ď
`

ν´1K
˘´200

HK (8.78)

and if pz ` □n`d`3q X BUK ‰ H, then, for y P z ` □n`d`3,

|rgpyq ´ vpyq| ď C
`

ν´1K
˘d{2

}v ´ rg}L2ppz`□n`d`5qXUKq ` C3n}∇rg}L8pUKq

ď C3n
`

ν´1K
˘d{2

´

}∇v}L2ppz`□n`d`5qXUKq ` }∇g}L8pUKq

¯

ď
`

ν´1K
˘´200

HK . (8.79)

By the previous two displays we obtain

}v ´ η ˚ v}L8pUKq ` }v ´ w}L8pUKq ď C
`

ν´1K
˘´200

HK . (8.80)

In view of the above estimate, it remains to show that w ´ vhom is small in L8. To do this,
notice first that, by Morrey’s inequality,

}w ´ vhom}L8pUKq ď C3K}∇pw ´ vhomq}L2dpUKq . (8.81)

To bound the right side, we use the Calderón-Zygmund estimate as in (8.23) and get

sK}∇w ´ ∇vhom}L2dpUKq

ď C
›

›ζη ˚ ppa ´ pkq□K ´ sKq∇vq
›

›

L2dpUKq

` CsK
›

›∇ζpη ˚ v ´ rgq
›

›

L2dpUKq
` CsK

›

›p1 ´ ζq∇rg
›

›

L2dpUKq

` C}ζη ˚ f ´ f}W´1,2dpUKq ` C}∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkqUK
q∇vq}W´1,2dpUKq . (8.82)

We will estimate the five terms on the right. First, by (8.27) applied to v with q :“ 2d and
using (8.77) we get

›

›ζη ˚
`

pa ´ pkqUK
´ smq∇v

˘
›

›

L2dpUKq
ď C

`

s
´1{2

K Kρ logK
˘

3´KHK . (8.83)

Second, by (8.77) and the Poincaré inequality, we have

}∇ζpv ´ rgq ˚ η}L2dpUKq ď C3´ 1
2d

pK´nq}∇pv ´ rgq ˚ η}L8pUKq ď C
`

ν´1K
˘´200

3´KHK (8.84)

and, similarly,

}∇ζprg ˚ η ´ rgq}L2dpUKq ď C3´ 1
2d

pK´nq}∇g}L8pUKq ď C
`

ν´1K
˘´200

3´KHK . (8.85)

By the previous two displays we have

}∇ζpv ˚ η ´ rgq}L2dpUKq ď
`

ν´1K
˘´200

3´KHK . (8.86)
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Third, we obtain, by (8.71),

›

›p1 ´ ζq∇rg
›

›

L2dpUKq
ď C3´ 1

2d
pK´nq}∇g}L8pUKq ď C

`

ν´1K
˘´200

3´KHK . (8.87)

Fourth, by (8.31) with q :“ 2d,

}ζη ˚ f ´ f}W´1,2dpUKq ď C3n}f}L2dpUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´3003K}f}L2dpUKq . (8.88)

Fifth, the last term we need to estimate is the counterpart of (8.29). To estimate it, we use (8.28)
with q “ 2d and (8.77):

}∇ζ ¨ η ˚ ppa ´ pkqUK
q∇vq}W´1,2dpUKq ď C

`

ν´1K
˘´100

3´KHK . (8.89)

By combining the above estimates with (8.82) and (8.81), we arrive at

}w ´ vhom}L8pUKq ď C3K}∇w ´ ∇vhom}L2dpUKq ď C
`

s
´3{2

K Kρ logK
˘

HK . (8.90)

We now estimate HK . By the Poincaré inequality and the equation of vhom, we have that

}v ´ pvqUK
}L2pUKq ` }v ´ rg}L2pUKq

ď 2}v ´ vhom}L2pUKq ` }vhom ´ pvhomqUK
}L2pUKq ` }vhom ´ rg}L2pUKq

ď 2}v ´ vhom}L2pUKq ` C3K}∇vhom}L2pUKq ` C3K}∇rg}L2pUKq

ď 2}v ´ vhom}L8pUKq ` C3K}∇g}L8pUKq ` Cs´1
K 32K}f}L8pUKq .

Hence, by the definition (8.76),

HK ď 2s
1{2

K }v ´ vhom}L8pUKq ` CN logpν´1Kqs
1{2

K 3K}∇g}L8pUKq ` Cs
´1{2

K 32K}f}L8pUKq . (8.91)

Combining (8.90), (8.80) and (8.91) yields

}v ´ vhom}L8pUKq ď }w ´ vhom}L8pUKq ` }w ´ v}L8pUKq

ď C
`

s
´3{2

K Kρ logK
˘

HK ` C
`

ν´1K
˘´200

HK

ď C
`

s´1
K Kρ logK

˘

}v ´ vhom}L8pUKq

` C
`

s´1
K Kρ logK

˘`

N logpν´1Kq3K}∇g}L8pUKq ` s´1
K 32K}f}L8pUKq

˘

.

We may reabsorb the first term on the right above, if

s´1
K Kρ logK ď cpd, Uq ! 1 ,

which is valid for C(8.1) selected large enough and (8.90)

}v ´ vhom}L8pUKq ` 3K}∇w ´ ∇vhom}L2dpUKq

ď CN
`

s´1
K Kρ logK

˘`

s´1
K 32K}f}L8pUKq ` logpν´1Kq3K}∇g}L8pUKq

˘

. (8.92)

This, together with (8.74) and (8.75), proves the desired L8-estimate in (8.3).

We then estimate the weak norms. Observe that w ´ vhom is already bounded in W 1,2dpUKq

by (8.92), and u ´ v and uhom ´ vhom are bounded using (8.74) and (8.75), respectively. To

138



bound ∇v ´ ∇w in pH´1pUKq, we fix ψ P H1pUKq with }ψ}H1pUKq ď 1. Since v “ w on BUK , we
may subtract the mean of ψ from itself and thus assume that pψqUK

“ 0. We compute

´

ż

UK

p∇w ´ ∇vqψ “ ´

ż

UK

p∇rg ´ ∇vqp1 ´ ζqψ ` ´

ż

UK

∇ζpv ˚ η ´ rgqψ ` ´

ż

UK

p∇v ˚ η ´ ∇vqζψ .

The middle term on the right has already been estimated in (8.86). The first term we estimate as
follows

´

ż

UK

p∇rg ´ ∇vqp1 ´ ζqψ ď }∇rg ´ ∇v}L2pUKq}p1 ´ ζqψ}L2pUKq

ď C3´p 1
d

^ 1
6

qpK´nq
`

}∇v}L2pUKq ` }∇rg}L2pUKq

˘

}ψ}
L2˚

pUKq

ď Cpν´1Kq´200
`

}∇rg}L2pUKq ` 3K}f}L2pUKq

˘

,

where in the last display we used the crude Caccioppoli estimate (8.37) and the Sobolev-Poincaré
inequality. The last term we estimate as

´

ż

UK

ζψp∇v ´ ∇v ˚ ηq “ ´

ż

UK

∇vpζψ ´ pζψq ˚ ηq ď }∇v}L2pUKq}ζψ ´ η ˚ pζψq}L2pUKq

ď C3n}∇v}L2pUKq}∇pζψq}L2pUKq .

We have by Hölder’s inequality that

3n}∇pζψq}L2pUKq ď C}ψ1t∇ζ‰0u}L2pUKq ` C3n}∇ψ}L2pUKq ď Cpν´1Kq´2003K

and thus by (8.37)

´

ż

UK

ζψp∇v ´ ∇v ˚ ηq ď Cpν´1Kq´100
`

}∇rg}L2pUKq ` 3K}f}L2pUKq

˘

. (8.93)

By the above five displays we deduce that

3´Kr∇v ´ ∇ws
pH´1pUKq

ď Cpν´1Kq´100
`

}∇g}L8pUKq ` 3K}f}L8pUKq

˘

.

This, together with (8.92), (8.74) and (8.75), establishes the gradient estimate in (8.3).

To estimate the flux term, we subtract pkqUK
from a, fix ψ P H1pUKq with }ψ}H1pUKq ď 1 and

compute:

´

ż

UK

ppa ´ pkqUK
q∇v ´ sK∇wqψ

“ ´

ż

UK

ζψ
`

pa ´ pkqUK
´ sKq∇v

˘

` sK´

ż

UK

∇pv ´ v ˚ ηqζψ

` ´

ż

UK

p1 ´ ζqppa ´ pkqUK
q∇v ´ sK∇rgqψ ` ´

ż

UK

sK∇ζpv ˚ η ´ rgqψ . (8.94)

The last three terms are again very small using the quenched bound }a´pkqUK
}L8pUKq `sK ď CK2

provided by the last estimate in (8.5). Indeed, the second term has been estimated in (8.93), and
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the last term is estimated using (8.86), (8.91) and (8.92). The second to last term we bound, by
Hölder’s inequality, (8.37) and also (8.92), as

´

ż

UK

p1 ´ ζqppa ´ pkqUK
q∇v ´ sK∇rgqψ

ď Cpν´1Kq23´p 1
d

^ 1
6

qpK´nq
`

}∇v}L2pUKq ` }∇rg}L2pUKq

˘

}ψ}
L2˚

pUKq

ď Cpν´1Kq´1003K
`

}∇rg}L2pUKq ` 3K}f}L2pUKq

˘

.

The first term in (8.94) is the leading order, coarse-graining error. As in the proof of Proposition 8.4,
the integral can be split into a sum over boundary cubes and interior cubes, on which ζ “ 1. The
contribution of the boundary layer can be again estimated crudely as before, and so the computation
is omitted. The interior cubes satisfy, by Lemma 8.3,

´

ż

z`□n

ψpa ´ pkqUK
´ sKq∇v

ď
ˇ

ˇppa ´ pkqUK
´ sKq∇vqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇpψqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ ` C3npν´1Kq2}∇v}L2pz`□nqrψsHspz`□nq

ď C
`

s
´1{2

K Kρ logK
˘

ν
1{2}∇v}L2pz`□nq

ˇ

ˇpψqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ

` C3npν´1Kq2
`

}f}L2˚ pz`□nq

ˇ

ˇpψqz`□n

ˇ

ˇ ` }∇v}L2pz`□nq}∇ψ}L2pz`□nq

˘

.

Summing over interior cubes, indexed by z, then yields that

|□n|

|UK |

ÿ

z

´

ż

z`□n

ψpa ´ pkqUK
´ sKq∇v ď C

`

Kρ logK
˘

s
´1{2

K HK .

We hence obtain

3´K
“

s´1
K pa ´ pkqUK

q∇v ´ ∇w
‰

pH´spUKq
ď C

`

s´1
K Kρ logK

˘

3´Ks
´1{2

K HK ,

from which the desired estimate for the fluxes in (8.3) follows by (8.91) and (8.92). The proof is
complete.

Analogously to how we upgraded Lemma 8.7 using Lemma 8.11, we may upgrade Lemma 8.9
using Proposition 8.1, and a similar smoothing of the boundary data as in its proof, to obtain the
following pointwise oscillation estimate. The proof is omitted.

Proposition 8.13. Suppose that U is a smooth domain. There exist constants Cpd, Uq ă 8

and cpd, Uq P p0, 1q, such that, if ρ P p0, 1{2q and n,m,K P N with n ă m ď K are such that

n ă m ď n` csmm
´ρ log´1m and 3n ě Zρ,1,M , n ě L1rM s with M ě C , (8.95)

then for every f P L8pUKq, g P W 1,8pUKq and u P H1pUKq which solves the equation,

#

´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ f in UK ,

u “ g on BUK ,

we have the estimate

}u´ puq
p□n

}L8pp□nq
ď C3´pm´nq

´

}u}L2pp□mq
` s´1

m 3m}f}L8pp□mq
` pm´ nq}∇g}L8pp□mq

¯

. (8.96)
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9. The invariance principle

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem A by proving the invariance principle (1.4) as
well as the quenched (1.5) and annealed asymptotics (1.6) for the diffusivity of the process Xt. We
recall the definition of the rescaled process Xε

t given in (1.19):

Xε
t :“ εX t

ε2p8c2˚| log ε|q1{2
, (9.1)

The convergence asserted in (1.4) is equivalent to the statement that, for P–almost every realization
of the environment,

Xε
t ñ Wt in law as ε Ñ 0 , (9.2)

with respect to the uniform topology on paths, where tWtutą0 is a standard Brownian motion.

9.1. Quantitative homogenization of the resolvents. We show next that Theorem B implies
a quenched estimate on the resolvent. This asserts roughly that, for 0 ă λ ! | log ε|´α with α ă 1{2,
the inverse of the operator λ ´ Lε, with respect to Dirichlet boundary conditions, is close to that
of the operator λ´ ∆ in the L8 norm.

Lemma 9.1 (Resolvent estimates). Let U Ď Rd be a smooth bounded domain and α, β P p0, 1q

with β ` 2α ă 1. Let Z be the random variable in the statement of Theorem B. There exists a
constant CpU,α, β, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 such that, for every λ P r0,8q, ε P p0, 1{2s with ε´1 ě Z, and
functions f P L8pUq and g P W 1,8pUq, if we let uε, uhom P H1pUq denote the solutions of the
boundary value problems

#

λuε ´ Lεuε “ f in U ,

uε “ g on BU ,
and

#

λuhom ´ ∆uhom “ f in U ,

uhom “ g on BU ,
(9.3)

then we have the estimate

›

›uε ´ uhom
›

›

L8pUq
ď C| log ε|´α

`

}f ´ λuε}L8pUq ` }∇g}L8pUq

˘

. (9.4)

Proof. We decompose uhom “ u1 ` u2 where u1 and u2 are the solutions of the Dirichlet problems

#

´ ∆u1 “ f ´ λuε in U ,

u1 “ g on BU ,
and

#

λu2 ´ ∆u2 “ λpuε ´ u1q in U ,

u2 “ 0 on BU .

The maximum principle gives }u2}L8pUq ď }uε ´ u1}L8pUq. An application of Theorem B yields

}uε ´ u1}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´α
`

}f ´ λuε}L8pUq ` }∇g}L8pUq

˘

.

The triangle inequality and these estimates give us (9.4).

We next post-process the result of the previous lemma, putting it into a form that is convenient
for our applications below.

Lemma 9.2. Let U Ď Rd be a smooth bounded domain and α, β P p0, 1q with β` 2α ă 1. Let Z be
the random variable in the statement of Theorem B. There exists a constant CpU,α, β, c˚, ν, dq ă 8
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such that, for every f P W 2,8pUq, ε P p0, 1{2s with ε´1 ě Z and λ P r0, | log ε|αs, if we let uε, uhom P

H1pUq denote the solutions of the boundary value problems
#

λuε ´ Lεuε “ λf in U ,

uε “ g on BU ,
and

#

λuhom ´ ∆uhom “ λf in U ,

uhom “ g on BU ,
(9.5)

then we have the estimate
›

›uε ´ uhom
›

›

L8pUq
ď C| log ε|´α

`

}∇g}L8pUq ` }∆g}L8pUq ` λ}f ´ g}L8pUq

˘

. (9.6)

Proof. Let wε and rw be respectively the solutions of
#

´ Lεwε “ ´∆g in U ,

wε “ g on BU ,
and

#

λ rw ´ ∆ rw “ λpg ´ wεq in U ,

rw “ 0 on BU .

Then we can compare wε to g using Theorem B, and then compare uε ´wε to uhom ´ g ` rw using
Lemma 9.1, to obtain, respectively,

}wε ´ g}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´α
`

}∇g}L8pUq ` }∆g}L8pUq

˘

and
}puε ´ wεq ´ puhom ´ g ` rwq}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´α}λpf ´ wεq ` ∆g}L8pUq .

The previous two displays, the triangle inequality and the restriction λ| log ε|´α ď 1 yield

}puε ´ wεq ´ puhom ´ g ` rwq}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´α
`

}∇g}L8pUq ` }∆g}L8pUq ` λ}f ´ g}L8pUq

˘

.

By the maximum principle, the function rw satisfies

} rw}L8pUq ď }wε ´ g}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´α
`

}∇g}L8pUq ` }∆g}L8pUq

˘

.

Combining the previous displays, using the triangle inequality, we obtain

}uε ´ uhom}L8pUq ď }puε ´ wεq ´ puhom ´ g ` rwq}L8pUq ` }wε ´ g}L8pUq ` } rw}L8pUq

ď C| log ε|´α
`

}∇g}L8pUq ` }∆g}L8pUq ` λ}f ´ g}L8pUq

˘

.

The proof is complete.

The implicit Euler numerical scheme for a parabolic equation is equivalent to iterating the
inverse of the resolvent operator. Therefore, we can expect to obtain homogenization estimates for
parabolic boundary value problems as a consequence of Lemma 9.2. This idea leads to the following
statement. In what follows, we denote the parabolic boundary of a cylinder p0, T q ˆ U Ď R1`d by

Bparpp0, T q ˆ Uq :“
`

t0u ˆ U
˘

Y
`

p0, T q ˆ BU
˘

.

Lemma 9.3 (Homogenization estimates for parabolic problems). Let U Ď Rd be a smooth bounded
domain and α, β P p0, 1q with β ` 2α ă 1. Let Z be the random variable in the statement of
Theorem B. There exists a constant CpU,α, β, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 such that, for every T P r1,8q and ε P

p0, 1{2s with ε´1 ě Z, and h P C8pUq and g P C8pp0,8q ˆ Uq , if we let uε and uhom denote the
solutions of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problems

$

’

&

’

%

Btu
ε ´ Lεuε “ 0 in p0, T q ˆ U ,

uε “ g on p0, T q ˆ BU ,

uε “ h on t0u ˆ U ,

and

$

’

&

’

%

Btuhom ´ ∆uhom “ 0 in p0, T q ˆ U ,

uhom “ g on p0, T q ˆ BU ,

uhom “ h on t0u ˆ U ,

(9.7)

then we have the estimate
›

›uε ´ uhom
›

›

L8pp0,T sˆUq
ď CT | log ε|´

α{3
`

}g}W 2,8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

. (9.8)
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Proof. Since h is qualitatively smooth, then we have that the function B2
t u

ε is the solution of

$

’

&

’

%

BtpB2
t u

εq ´ LεpB2
t u

εq “ 0 in p0, T q ˆ U ,

pB2
t u

εq “ B2
t g on p0, T q ˆ BU ,

pB2
t u

εq “ pLεq2h on t0u ˆ U .

(9.9)

By the maximum principle, we obtain the bound

}B2
t u

ε}L8pp0,8qˆUq ď }B2
t g}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }pLεq2h}L8pUq . (9.10)

Similarly, we have the bound

}B2
t uhom}L8pp0,8qˆUq ď }B2

t g}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∆2h}L8pUq . (9.11)

However, since the operator Lε has fast oscillations in space, the function pLεq2h may be very large
even if the initial condition h is smooth. Therefore our first goal is to replace h by “well-prepared”
initial data hε which is close to h in L8 but for which we have good effective bounds on pLεq2hε.

Throughout we let λ ą 0 be a parameter which will eventually be taken to be c| log ε|α for a
small constant c depending on the appropriate parameters.

Step 1. We modify the initial data so that it is well-prepared for the operator Lε. The claim is
that, for given µ ą 0, there exists hε P C8pUq X L8pUq satisfying

µ}hε ´ h}L8pUq `
›

›Lεhε
›

›

L8pUq
` µ´1

›

›pLεq2hε
›

›

L8pUq
ď C}∇2h}L8pUq . (9.12)

By enlarging the domain U , if necessary, we may suppose that h has compact support in U . We
consider the functions hε1 and hε2 defined recursively as the solutions of

#

µhε1 ´ Lεhε1 “ µh in U ,

hε1 “ 0 on BU ,
and

#

µhε2 ´ Lεhε2 “ µphε1 ´ hq in U ,

hε2 “ 0 on BU .
(9.13)

We compare hε1 to the solution h1 of the problem

#

µh1 ´ ∆h1 “ µh in U ,

h1 “ 0 on BU .
(9.14)

An application of Lemma 9.1 yields

}hε1 ´ h1}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´αµ}h´ hε1}L8pUq .

Observe that h´ h1 satisfies
#

µph´ h1q ´ ∆ph´ h1q “ ´∆h in U ,

h´ h1 “ 0 on BU .

By the maximum principle,

}h´ h1}L8pUq ď Cµ´1}∆h}L8pUq ď Cµ´1}∇2h}L8pUq .

Thus, by the triangle inequality,

}h´ hε1}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´αµ}h´ hε1}L8pUq ` Cµ´1}∇2h}L8pUq .

143



For µ ď c| log ε|α, we can reabsorb the first term on the right side to obtain

}h´ hε1}L8pUq ď Cµ´1}∇2h}L8pUq .

By the maximum principle, we have

}hε2}L8pUq ď }h´ hε1}L8pUq ď Cµ´1}∇2h}L8pUq .

Define hε :“ hε1 ` hε2 and observe that the above estimates and the triangle inequality yield the
estimate for the first term on the left side of (9.12). Since ´Lεhε “ ´µhε2 and ´Lε

`

Lεhε
˘

“

µ2phε1 ´ h ´ hε2q, the above estimates and the triangle inequality also give us the estimate for the
other term in (9.12).

Step 2. We may also modify h so that it is well-prepared for the Laplace operator. The claim
is that there exists h1 P C8pUq X L8pUq satisfying

µ}h1 ´ h}L8pUq `
›

›∆h1
›

›

L8pUq
` µ´1

›

›∆2h1
›

›

L8pUq
ď C}∇2h}L8pUq . (9.15)

We omit the argument, as it follows from the one given in Step 1, just replacing Lε with ∆.

Step 3. We let vε and vhom be, respectively, the solution of the first and second initial-boundary
value problems in (9.7) with hε and h1 in place of h, respectively, at the initial boundary t0u ˆ U .
In view of (9.10), (9.11), (9.12) and (9.15) we have the estimates

}B2
t v
ε}L8pp0,T sˆUq ` }B2

t vhom}L8pp0,T sˆUq ď }B2
t g}L8pp0,T sˆUq ` Cµ}∇2h}L8pUq (9.16)

and, using also the maximum principle,

}vε ´ uε}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }vhom ´ uhom}L8pp0,8qˆUq ď Cµ´1}∇2h}L8pUq . (9.17)

Moreover, by Taylor’s theorem, (9.16) and the triangle inequality, we have, for every t, t0 P r0,8q,

›

›vεpt` t0, ¨q ´ vεpt0, ¨q ´ tBtv
εpt0, ¨q

›

›

L8pUq
`
›

›vhompt` t0, ¨q ´ vhompt0, ¨q ´ tBtvhompt0, ¨q
›

›

L8pUq

ď Ct2
`

}B2
t g}L8pp0,T qˆUq ` µ}∇2h}L8pUq

˘

. (9.18)

Define now, for every t0 P r0,8q,

wελ,t0pxq :“

ż 8

0
λ expp´λtqvεpt` t0, xq dt , whom,λ,t0pxq :“

ż 8

0
λ expp´λtqvhompt` t0, xq dt

and

gλ,t0pxq :“

ż 8

0
λ expp´λtqgpt` t0, xq dt .

Notice that, by integration by parts,

wελ,t0pxq “ vεpt0, xq ` λ´1Btv
εpt0, xq ` λ´1

ż 8

0
expp´λtqB2

t v
εpt0 ` t, xq dt

whom,λ,t0 “ vhompt0, xq ` λ´1Btvhompt0, xq ` λ´1

ż 8

0
expp´λtqB2

t vhompt0 ` t, xq dt .

Therefore, we deduce by (9.18) that

›

›vεpt0 ` λ´1, ¨q ´ vhompt0 ` λ´1, ¨q ´ pwελ,t0 ´ whom,λ,t0q
›

›

L8pUq

ď Cλ´2
`

}B2
t g}L8pp0,T qˆUq ` µ}∇2h}L8pUq

˘

. (9.19)
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Thus our goal is to estimate the term wελ,t0 ´ whom,λ,t0 .

Observe next that wελ and whom,λ are respectively the solutions of

#

λwελ,t0 ´ Lεwελ,t0 “ λvεpt0, ¨q in U ,

wελ,t0 “ gλ,t0 on BU ,
and

#

λwhom,λ,t0 ´ ∆whom,λ,t0 “ λvhompt0, ¨q in U ,

whom,λ,t0 “ gλ,t0 on BU .

In order to apply Lemma 9.2, we also consider the auxiliary solution

#

λ rwελ,t0 ´ Lε rwελ,t0 “ λvhompt0, ¨q in U ,

rwελ,t0 “ gλ,t0 on BU .

By Lemma 9.2 and the equation of whom,λ,t0 , we obtain that

›

›

rwελ,t0 ´ whom,λ,t0

›

›

L8pUq

ď C| log ε|´α
`

}∇whom,λ,t0}L8pUq ` }∆g}L8ppt0,8qˆUq ` λ}whom,λ,t0 ´ vhompt0, ¨q}L8pUq

˘

.

By the maximum principle,

›

›wελ,t0 ´ rwελ,t0
›

›

L8pUq
ď }pvε ´ vhomqpt0, ¨q}L8pUq .

Furthermore, using the formula for whom,λ,t0 , we get by integration by parts, the maximum principle,
and (9.15)

›

›whom,λ,t0 ´ vhompt0, ¨q
›

›

L8pUq
“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż 8

0
expp´λtqBtvhompt0 ` t, ¨q dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

λ
}Btvhom}L8ppt0,8qˆUq

ď
1

λ

`

}Btg}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∆h1}L8pUq

˘

ď
C

λ

`

}Btg}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

,

and, by the equation of whom,λ,t0 ,

}∇whom,λ,t0}L8pUq ď Cλ
›

›whom,λ,t0 ´ vhompt0, ¨q
›

›

L8pUq
` C

›

›∇gλ,t0
›

›

W 1,8pUq

ď C
`

}Btg}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∆g}L8ppt0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

.

The above four displays and the triangle inequality yield that

›

›wελ,t0 ´ whom,λ,t0

›

›

L8pUq
ď }pvε ´ vhomqpt0, ¨q}L8pUq

` C| log ε|´α
`

}Btg}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∆g}L8ppt0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

.

The previous display and (9.19) together yield

›

›pvε ´ uhomqpt0 ` λ´1, ¨q
›

›

L8pUq
´ }pvε ´ vhomqpt0, ¨q}L8pUq

ď C
`

λ´2µ` | log ε|´α
˘`

}g}W 2,8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

.
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Iterating this estimate and using (9.12) and (9.15) yields

sup
kPt0,...,Nu

›

›pvε ´ vhomqpkλ´1, ¨q
›

›

L8pUq

ď }hε ´ h1}L8pUq ` CN
`

λ´2µ` | log ε|´α
˘`

}g}W 2,8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

ď C
`

µ´1 `Nλ´2µ`N | log ε|´α
˘`

}g}W 2,8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

.

By the maximum principle,

}Btv
ε}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` }Btvhom}L8pp0,8qˆUq ď C

`

}Btg}L8pp0,8qˆUq ` C}∇2h}L8pUq

˘

.

From the above two displays with the change of variables T “ Nλ´1 we obtain

›

›vε ´ vhom
›

›

L8pp0,T sˆUq
ď C

`

µ´1 ` λ´1 ` Tλ´1µ` Tλ| log ε|´α
˘`

}g}W 2,8pp0,8qˆUq ` }∇2h}L8pUq

˘

.

The previous inequality, (9.17), the choices µ “ λ1{2 and λ :“ | log ε|2α{3 and the triangle inequality
imply (9.8). The proof is complete.

9.2. Estimates on the first exit time of the process. Given a domain U Ď Rd, we define

TU :“ infts ą 0 : Xs R Uu

to be the first exit time from U of the diffusion process Xt given in (1.1). Similarly we let T εU be
the first exit time from U of the rescaled process tXε

t u defined in (9.1). For convenience, we define
the time scale τε by

τε :“ ε´2p8c2˚| log ε|q´1{2 . (9.20)

It is immediate from the definitions that

Xε
t “ εXtτε and T εU “ τ´1

ε Tε´1U . (9.21)

The probability that these processes starting at x P U have exited U before t ą 0 is denoted by

pU pt, xq :“ Px
“

TU ď t
‰

and pεU pt, xq :“ Px{ε
“

T εU ď t
‰

.

The function pt, xq ÞÑ pεU pt, xq is the unique solution of the parabolic Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

$

’

&

’

%

Btp
ε
U ´ LεpεU “ 0 in p0,8q ˆ U ,

pεU “ 1 on p0,8q ˆ BU ,

pεU “ 0 on t0u ˆ U .

(9.22)

In the next lemma, we obtain an upper bound on pεB1
pt, ¨q for small times t.

Lemma 9.4. Let α, β P p0, 1q with β ` 2α ă 1 and Z be the random variable in the statement of
Theorem B with U “ B1{2. There exists a constant Cpα, β, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 such that, for every ε P

p0, 1{2s with ε´1 ě Z and every t0 P p0, 1s,

›

›pεB1{2

›

›

L8pr0,t0sˆB1{2q
ď 2 exp

`

´cmin
␣

t
´1{2

0 , | log ε|
α{6
(˘

. (9.23)
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Proof. Define h :“ Cpt
1{2

0 `| log ε|´α{6q, where C is a large constant, depending only on pα, β, c˚, ν, dq,
which will must be sufficiently large for the validity of two inequalities in the argument below.
By restricting both ε and t0 to be sufficiently small, without loss of generality, we may assume
that h P p0, 1{8q.

For each r P p1{2, 1 ´ 2hq we select a smooth function ζr P C8pBr`hq satisfying

0 ď ζr ď 1 , ζr ” 1 on BBr`h , ζr ” 0 on Br`h{2 , h}∇ζr}L8pBr`hq ` h2}∇2ζr}L8pBr`hq ď 10 .

For each such r, we let uεr and ur be the solutions of the problems

#

Btu
ε
r ´ Lεuεr “ 0 and Btur ´ ∆ur “ 0 in p0, t0q ˆBr`h ,

uεr “ ur “ ζr}p
ε
B1

}L8pr0,t0sˆBr`hq on Bparpp0, t0q ˆBr`hq .
(9.24)

By an application of Lemma 9.3, we have

›

›uεr ´ ur
›

›

L8pp0,t0sˆBr`hq
ď C| log ε|´

α{3}pεB1
}L8pr0,t0sˆBr`hq}∇2ζr}L8pBr`hq

ď Ch´2| log ε|´
α{3}pεB1

}L8pr0,t0sˆBr`hq

ď
1

4
}pεB1

}L8pr0,t0sˆBr`hq ,

with the last line valid by the assumption h´2| log ε|´α{3 ď c, with c ą 0 sufficiently small. By a
standard propagation estimate for the heat equation, since t0 ď ch2 for cpdq ą 0 sufficiently small,
we have

}ur}L8pp0,t0sˆBrq ď
1

4
}ur}L8pp0,t0sˆBr`hq “

1

4
}pεB1

}L8pr0,t0sˆBr`hq .

The maximum principle implies that uεr ě pεB1
in Br`h and we therefore deduce, using the previous

displays and the triangle inequality, that

}pεB1
}L8pr0,t0sˆBrq ď }uεr}L8pp0,t0sˆBrq ď

›

›uεr ´ ur
›

›

L8pp0,t0sˆBr`hq
` }ur}L8pp0,t0sˆBrq

ď
1

2
}pεB1

}L8pr0,t0sˆBr`hq .

An iteration of this inequality yields

}pεB1
}L8pr0,t0sˆB1{2q ď expp´ch´1q ď exp

`

´cmin
␣

t
´1{2

0 , | log ε|
α{6
(˘

.

This completes the proof.

9.3. Asymptotics for the diffusitivity. We next use Theorem B and Lemma 9.4 to obtain the
quenched estimate (1.5) on the large-time asymptotic behavior of the diffusivity of the process tXtu

stated in Theorem A. The annealed estimate (1.6) will then be obtained from the quenched estimate,
using the crude Nash-Aronson type upper bounds proved in Appendix B.

Proof of (1.5). Let α, β P p0, 1q with β ` 2α ă 1 and Z :“ X _ K2, where X is the minimal scale
in the statement of Theorem B with U “ B1{2 and K2 in the statement of Lemma 2.6. Fix a
time t0 ą 1 with

?
t0 ě Z and define a length scale rrt0s by

rrt0s :“
`

t0plog t0q
1
2

p1`αq
˘

1
2 . (9.25)
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We will apply Theorem B and Lemma 9.4 with ε “ rrt0s´1. We note that, with these choices, we
have that ε´1 ě Z and τε defined in (9.20) satisfies

τε “ ε´2p8c2˚| log ε|q´1{2 ě ct0plog t0q
α
2 .

An application of Lemma 9.4 implies that TBrrt0s
ą t0 with high probability; we have

P0
“

TBrrt0s
ď t0

‰

“ P0
“

T εB1
ď τ´1

ε t0
‰

ď P0
“

T εB1
ď Cplog t0q´α

2

‰

ď 2 exp
`

´cplog t0q´α
4

˘

. (9.26)

We will show next that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

d
E0

”

ˇ

ˇXt0^TBrrt0s

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

´ 2c˚plog t0q
1{2t0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Cplog t0q

1
2

´α
2 t0 . (9.27)

Consider the solution uε of the problem

#

´ Lεuε “ ´1 in B1 ,

uε “ Q on BB1 ,
(9.28)

where the boundary data is the quadratic function Qpxq “ 1
2d |x|2 . Since ´∆Q “ ´1, the solution

of the corresponding homogenized problem is uhom “ Q. Since ε´1 ě Z, the estimate (1.23) from
Theorem B yields

›

›uε ´Q
›

›

L8pB1q
ď | log ε|´α . (9.29)

We next compute that

BtE
0
“

uεpXε
t^T ε

B1
q
‰

“ E0
“

´LεuεpXε
t^T ε

B1
q1tT ε

B1
ątu

‰

“ P0
“

T εB1
ą t

‰

.

Integrating this in t, we deduce that

E0
“

uεpXε
t^T ε

B1
q
‰

“ uεp0q `

ż t

0
P0

“

T εB1
ą s

‰

ds “ uεp0q ` t´

ż t

0
P0

“

T εB1
ď s

‰

ds . (9.30)

Using the triangle inequality and (9.29), we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

2d
E0

“ˇ

ˇXε
t^T ε

B1

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
´ t

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E0

“

QpXε
t^T ε

B1
q
‰

´ t
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
E0

“

uεpXε
t^T ε

B1
q
‰

´ t
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`
›

›uε ´Q
›

›

L8pB1q

ď 2
›

›uε ´Q
›

›

L8pB1q
` tP0

“

T εB1
ď t

‰

ď 2| log ε|´α ` tP0
“

T εB1
ď t

‰

. (9.31)

Rescaling this estimate and taking t :“ τ´1
ε t0 and using (9.26), we obtain, in view of (9.21), (9.25)

and ε “ rrt0s´1, the estimate

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

d
E0

”

ˇ

ˇXt0^TBrrt0s

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

´ p8c2˚| log ε|q
1{2t0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct0| log t0|

1
2

p1´αq ` Ct0| log t0|´1000 ď Ct0| log t0|
1
2

p1´αq .

Using that 2| log ε| “ | log ε2| log t0 `Oplog log t0q, we obtain (9.27).

To conclude, we need to remove the stopping time from (9.27). According to (B.1), Proposi-
tion B.1 and (B.11), for each t we have the crude estimate

E0
“
ˇ

ˇXt

ˇ

ˇ

4‰ 1
2 ď Ct

`

logpt_ K2
2q
˘2pd`4q

.
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Therefore, using (9.26) and
?
t0 ě Z ě K2, we find that

E0
“
ˇ

ˇXt0

ˇ

ˇ

2
1TBrrt0s

ďt0

‰

ď Ct0plog t0q´1000 .

Combining this with (9.27) yields

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

d
E0

”

ˇ

ˇXt0

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

´ p8c2˚| log ε|q
1{2t0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct0| log t0|

1
2

p1´αq .

The previous inequality is valid on the event tZ ď
?
t0u, and therefore by (1.21) we obtain

P
„

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

d
E0

”

ˇ

ˇXt0

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

´ p8c2˚| log ε|q
1{2t0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ct0| log t0|

1
2

p1´αq

ȷ

ď P
“

Z ą
?
t0
‰

ď C exp
`

´cplog tqβ
˘

.

This gives (1.5) as in the statement of the theorem for δ “ 1
4p1´2αq. The proof is now complete.

Proof of (1.6). Let Bptq be the event defined by

Bptq :“
!

ˇ

ˇt´1E0
“ˇ

ˇXt

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
´ 2dc˚plog tq

1{2
ˇ

ˇ ą C
`

log t
˘1{4`δ

)

.

According to (1.5), for every finite exponent q ă 8 we have that PrBptqs ď Cqplog tq
´q. According

to Proposition B.1, we have that, for any q ă 8,

E
”

E0
“ˇ

ˇXt

ˇ

ˇ

2‰q
ı1{q

ď Cqtplog tq
2 .

We deduce that

E
„

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

t
E0

“ˇ

ˇXt

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
´ 2dc˚plog tq

1{2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

q
ȷ1{q

ď C
`

log t
˘1{4`δ

` E
”ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

t
E0

“ˇ

ˇXt

ˇ

ˇ

2‰
´ 2dc˚plog tq

1{2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

q
1Bptq

ı1{q

ď C
`

log t
˘1{4`δ

` Cqtplog tq
2P
“

Bptq
‰1{2

ď C
`

log t
˘1{4`δ

` Cqtplog tq
2´q .

This completes the proof of a much stronger bound than (1.6).

9.4. Proof of the invariance principle. To prove (9.2), we will use a very general criterion
which states that the convergence of a sequence of Feller processes can be formulated equivalently
in term of the convergence of the corresponding infinitesimal generators of the processes. Recall
from (1.20) that the infinitesimal generator Lε of Xε

t is given by

Lε “
1

2

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{2∇ ¨

`

νId ` k
`

{̈ε
˘˘

∇ . (9.32)

The infinitesimal generator of Brownian motion is 1
2∆, and thus by [Kal02, Theorem 19.25] the

convergence in (9.2) is equivalent to the following statement concerning the convergence of Lε to 1
2∆

in the limit as ε Ñ 0.

Proposition 9.5 (Convergence of the generators). For P-almost every realization of the field kp¨q

and every u P C8
c pRdq, there exists a sequence tuεu Ď C2pRdq X C0pRdq such that

lim
εÑ0

}uε ´ u}L8pRdq “ 0 (9.33)

and
lim
εÑ0

}Lεuε ´ 1
2∆u}L8pRdq “ 0 . (9.34)
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Proposition 9.5 is evidently a statement about qualitative homogenization. Indeed, for a
fixed f P C8

c pRdq, we find uε by solving the problem

´Lεuε “ f in Rd . (9.35)

For each ε ą 0, the coefficients of Lε belong to C1,1
loc pRdq by assumption (J3), and therefore the

solution of (9.35), assuming we can show it exists, must belong to C2pRdq. The convergence in (9.34)
is then trivially valid, and the limit in (9.33) says that uε converges in L8pRdq to the solution u of

´1
2∆u “ f in Rd . (9.36)

This is nearly a corollary of Theorem B, but the implication is not immediate because the homog-
enization estimate in Theorem B is for the Dirichlet problem in a bounded domain, rather than
the whole space. We will argue that the full space problem in (9.35) can be approximated by the
Dirichlet problem with zero boundary data in a large ball, and the desired limit thus follows from
Theorem B. Our quantitative estimates make it relatively easy to interchange limits and gives us a
lot of flexibility in the argument.

The following lemma provides the passage from finite to infinite volume. Since we use this
lemma qualitatively we did not attempt to optimize the stochastic constant appearing on the right
in (9.38).

Lemma 9.6 (Decay estimate). For every γ, σ P p0, 1q, there exists a a constant Cpγ, σ, c˚, ν, dq ă 8

and a random variable X satisfying
logX “ OΓσpCq

such that, for every 1 ď r ď R and f P C8
c pB1;Rdq, parameter ε´1 ą X and solution u P H1

0 pBRq

of the Dirichlet problem
#

´ Lεu “ ∇ ¨ f in BR ,

u “ 0 on BBR .
(9.37)

we have the estimate
}u}L8pBRzBrq ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d}f}L2pB1q . (9.38)

The proof of Lemma 9.6 requires the following consequences of the analysis in Section 8.

Lemma 9.7 (Superdiffusive Poincaré with RHS). For every σ P p0, 1q, there exists a constant
Cpσ, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 and a random variable X satisfying

logX “ OΓσpCq

such that, for every ε´1 ą X and u P H1p□0q satisfying

´Lεu “ 0 in □0 ,

we have the estimate

}u´ puq□0}L2p□0q ď C}∇u}L2p□0q ` C| log ε|´
1{2}f}L2˚ p□0q . (9.39)

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from the statement of Lemma 8.3 with s “ 1 after rescaling.
We also use the bound }u´ puq□n}L2p□nq ď C}∇u}H´1p□nq, which is dual to the standard Poincaré
inequality.
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Lemma 9.8 (Global L8-to-L2 estimate). Let U, V,W Ď Rd be smooth, bounded domains satisfying

V Ď W Ď U and V zBU Ď W

and let σ P p0, 1q. There exists a constant CpU, V,W, σ, c˚, ν, dq ă 8 and a random variable X
satisfying

logX “ OΓσpCq

such that, for every ε´1 ą X and u P H1pUq satisfying

#

´ Lεu “ 0 in U ,

u “ 0 on pBUq X pBW q ,

we have the estimate
}u´ puqV }L8pV q ď C}u´ puqW }L2pW q .

Proof. The statement of the lemma is immediate from Propositions 8.12, 8.13 and a standard
covering argument, using also (8.7).

Proof of Lemma 9.6. Define the adjoint pLεq˚ of Lε by

pLεq˚ :“
1

2

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{2∇ ¨

`

νId ´ k
`

{̈ε
˘˘

∇ (9.40)

Observe that pLεq˚ has the same law as Lε by the assumption of negation symmetry in (J4). We
let X be the maximum of the random variables appearing in Lemmas 8.2, 9.7, 9.8 and Theorem C
with ´k in place of k, which has the same law. We also denote θ :“ 9

?
d.

Denote Ar :“ BrzBr{2. Fix g P L2pArq with
ş

Ar
g “ 0 and extend g to be zero outside of Ar.

Let v P H1
0 pBrq be the solution of the Dirichlet problem

#

´ pLεq˚v “ g in BR ,

v “ 0 on BBR .
(9.41)

Testing the equation for v with itself, we obtain

1

2

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{2

ν}∇v}2L2pBRq “

ż

BR

gv “

ż

Br

gv ď }v ´ pvqBr}L2pBrq}g}L2pArq .

Applying Lemma 9.7, using that Br Ď □rlog3 rs Ď Bθr, we have

}v ´ pvqBr}L2pBrq ď Cr
`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{4

}∇v}L2pBθrq ` Cr2}g}L2pBθrq

ď Cr
`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{4

}∇v}L2pBRq ` Cr2}g}L2pArq .

We deduce from the previous two displays and Young’s inequality that

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{4

}∇v}L2pBRq ď Cr}g}L2pArq . (9.42)

By testing the equation for u with v and the equation for v with u, we obtain

ż

Ar

ug “
1

2

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{2

ν

ż

Br

∇v ¨ ∇u “ ´

ż

Br

∇v ¨ f “ ´

ż

B1

∇v ¨ f ď }∇v}L2pB1q}f}L2pB1q .
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Observe that the ellipticity ratio of pLεq˚ in BX is at most pC logX q2 (by the last row of (8.5))) so
that by the (usual) Caccippoli inequality we have

}∇v}L2pB1q ď X d{2}∇v}L2pBX q ď CX d{2ppCν´1 logX q2q
d{4}v ´ pvqB2X }L2pB2X q

ď CX d{2`1}v ´ pvqB2X }L2pB2X q . (9.43)

Using the large-scale Hölder estimate (1.27) and observing that g vanishes in the ball Br{2, we get

}v ´ pvqB2X }L2pB2X q ď C

ˆ

X
r

˙γ

}v ´ pvqBr{3
}L2pBr{p3θqq .

By applying Lemma 9.7, using that Br{3θ Ď □rlog3pr{3θqs Ď Br{3, we have

}v ´ pvqBr{3
}L2pBr{p3θqq ď Cr

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{4

ν
1{2}∇v}L2pBr{3q .

Combining the previous two displays, we obtain

}v ´ pvqB2X }L2pB2X q ď C

ˆ

X
r

˙γ

r
`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{4

ν
1{2}∇v}L2pBr{3q .

By (9.42), (9.43) and the previous display, we obtain

ν
1{2}∇v}L2pB1q ď CX d`1`γr1´d{2´γ

`

2c2˚| log ε|
˘´1{4

}∇v}L2pBRq ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d{2}g}L2pBRq .

Combining the above inequalities, we get
ż

Ar

ug ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d{2}g}L2pBRq}f}L2pB1q .

Taking g “ u´ puqAr yields

}u´ puqAr}L2pArq ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d{2}f}L2pB1q .

Dividing by |Ar|
1{2 “ Crd{2 and using |Ar|

´1{2}u´ puqAr}L2pArq “ }u´ puqAr}L2pArq, we get

}u´ puqBrzBr{2
}L2pBrzBr{2q ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d}f}L2pB1q . (9.44)

In the case that r ă 3
4R, we use the interior L8-L2 estimate in Lemma 9.8 to get

}u´ puqBrzBr{2
}L8pBrzBr{2q ď C}u´ puqB4r{3zBr{3

}L2pB4r{3zBr{3q ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d}f}L2pB1q . (9.45)

In the case r “ R, we instead use the full (global) version of Lemma 9.8, with U “ B1, V “ B1zB1{2

and W “ B1zB1{4, and with ε{R in place of ε, to obtain, after a rescaling,

}u´ puqBRzBR{2
}L8pBRzBR{2q ď C}u´ puqBRzBR{4

}L2pBRzBR{4q ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d}f}L2pB1q .

Since u “ 0 on BBR, we obtain by the triangle inequality and the previous display that

}u}L8pBRzBR{2q ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d}f}L2pB1q .

Combining this with (9.45) and using the triangle inequality and chaining together overlapping
annuli, we obtain (9.38).
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Proof of Proposition 9.5. Fix u P C8
c pRdq. Let R0 ě 1 be so large that u P C8

c pBR0q. By scaling
we may assume that R0 “ 1. In what follows, we will allow the constants C to depend on u in
addition to pc˚, ν, dq.

For each ε ą 0, let uεR be the solution of the Dirichlet problem

#

´ LεuεR “ ∆u in BR ,

uεR “ 0 on BBR .
(9.46)

We extend the domain of uεR to Rd by defining uεR to be zero in RdzBR. According to Lemma 9.6,
we have that, for every R, r ě X ,

}uεR}L8pRdzBrq ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d}∇u}L2pB1q ď CX d`1`γr2´γ´d .

By the maximum principle, for each S ě R ě X , the difference uεR ´ uεS satisfies

}uεR ´ uεS}L8pBRq ď }uε2R}L8pBBRq ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d .

It follows that
}uεR ´ uεS}L8pRdq ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d .

Since 2 ´ γ ´ d ď ´γ ă 0, we deduce that uεR converges as R Ñ 8 to a function uε which solves

´Lεuε “ ∆u in Rd (9.47)

and satisfies
}uεR ´ uε}L8pBRq ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d (9.48)

and the decay estimate
}uε}L8pRdzBRq ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d .

In particular, uε P C0pRdq. Since the operator Lε has coefficients which are P–almost surely C1,1

by assumption (J3), standard Schauder estimates imply that uε P C2pRdq. The limit (9.34) is
obvious from (9.47). To check (9.33), we apply Theorem B in a fixed ball BR, which yields, for all
sufficiently small ε (depending on R),

}uεR ´ u}L8pBRq ď | log ε|´α}∆u}L8pUq ď C| log ε|´α .

Since u vanishes outside of B1, we also have that

}uεR ´ u}L8pRdzBRq “ }uεR}L8pRdzBRq ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d .

Combining the previous displays with (9.48) and using the triangle inequality, we find that

lim sup
εÑ0

}uε ´ u}L8pRdq ď CX d`1`γR2´γ´d .

Sending R Ñ 8 yields (9.33).
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A. The log-correlated Gaussian field

A.1. Construction of the log-correlated Gaussian field. In this appendix, we give an explicit
construction of the log-correlated Gaussian field (LGF) in general dimension d ě 2 based on an
annuli decomposition and a standard Gaussian white noise. This definition in physical space will
be shown to be equivalent to other definitions which are typically given in Fourier space or using
the Bochner-Minlos theorem, but, as we will see in the next subsection, is more amenable to a
finite-range decomposition.

Throughout, we let W denote a standard Gaussian white noise field on Rd. That is, W is
a random distribution on R1`d such that W pψq is a Gaussian random variable for every test
function ψ P C8

c pR1`dq, and which satisfies the covariance formula

covrW pψ1q,W pψ2qs “

ż

R1`d

ψ1pxqψ2pxq dx , @ψ1, ψ2 P C8
c pR1`dq . (A.1)

The distribution W is not a function. In fact, it (almost surely) belongs to H
´ 1

2
p1`dq´ε

loc pR1`dq, for

every ε ą 0, but not H
´ 1

2
p1`dq

loc pR1`dq. See [AKM19, Chapter 5] for a proof of this fact, as well as
an explicit construction of the white noise field W . Throughout, we abuse notation by informally
writing

ş

R1`d ψpxqW pxq dx in place of W pψq.

Fix a smooth, radial function ζ : Rd Ñ R satisfying

1B1{2
ď ζ ď 1B1 and }∇kζ}L8pB1q ď 20 , @k P t1, 2, 3, 4u . (A.2)

and define, for each r ą 0,
ζrpxq :“ ζpx{rq . (A.3)

Lemma A.1. For every α ą 0 and x P Rd, we have that

|x|´α “ Mα

ż 8

0
r´p1`d`αq

`

ζr ˚ ζr
˘

pxq dr , where Mα :“

ˆ
ż 8

0
r´p1`αqpζ ˚ ζqp1{rq dr

˙´1

, (A.4)

and

lim
αÑ0

αMα “ pζ ˚ ζqp0q “

ż

Rd

|ζpxq|2 dx “:M0 . (A.5)

Proof. Using that ζr ˚ ζr “ rdpζ ˚ ζqp {̈rq and that ζ is radial, we find that, for every β ą 0,

ż 8

0
r´β

`

ζr ˚ ζr
˘

pxq dr “

ż 8

0
rd´βpζ ˚ ζqpx{rq dr “ |x|1`d´β

ż 8

0
rd´βpζ ˚ ζqp1{rq dr .

Taking β “ 1 ` d` α yields (A.4).

We define, for each ψ P C8
c pRdq with

ş

Rd ψ “ 0,

Hpψq :“

ˆ

d|B1|

M0p2πqd

˙1{2 ż 8

0
r´ 1

2
pd`1q

ż

Rd

pζr ˚ ψqpyqW pr, yq dy dr . (A.6)

In order to show that H defined in (A.6) is equivalent to other definitions of the LGF (e.g., those
in [LSSW16, DRSV17]), it suffices to compute its covariance. Indeed, since the random variable
defined in (A.6) is Gaussian, the random variable is determined entirely by these covariances.
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Lemma A.2. Let ψ1, ψ2 P C8
c pRdq with

ş

Rd ψi “ 0 for i P t1, 2u. Then

covrHpψ1q, Hpψ2qs “
d|B1|

p2πqd

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

´ log |x´ y|ψ1pxqψ2pyq dx dy . (A.7)

The expression (A.7) matches the covariance formula (including the multiplicative constant) for
the LGF defined in [LSSW16]: see Theorem 3.3(iv) of that paper. In particular, in two dimensions
we have the formula

covrHpψ1q, Hpψ2qs “

ż

R2

ż

R2

´
1

2π
log |x´ y|ψ1pxqψ2pyq dx dy , if d “ 2 , (A.8)

which matches the usual definition of the Gaussian free field, as the functionGpx, yq “ ´ 1
2π log |x´y|

is the Green function for the Laplacian in two dimensions.

Proof of Lemma A.2. It suffices by polarization to compute the variance of Hpψq for a single test
function ψ, that is, we may assume that ψ1 “ ψ2 “ ψ. We have, using the definition of white
noise (A.1),

M0p2πqd

d|B1|
var

“

Hpψq
‰

“ E
„
ż 8

0

ż 8

0

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

pstq´ 1
2

pd`1qpζs ˚ ψqpxqpζt ˚ ψqpyqW ps, xqW pt, yq dx dy dt ds

ȷ

“

ż 8

0
r´pd`1q

ż

Rd

|pζr ˚ ψqpxq|2 dx dr . (A.9)

The above display implies by dominated convergence,

M0p2πqd

d|B1|
var

“

Hpψq
‰

“ lim
αÑ0`

ż 8

0
r´pd`1`αq

ż

Rd

|pζr ˚ ψqpxq|2 dx dr , (A.10)

and for each positive α we have, by (A.4) that
ż 8

0
r´pd`1`αq

ż

Rd

|pζr ˚ ψqpxq|2 dx dr

“

ż 8

0
r´pd`1`αq

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

ζrpx´ zqζrpx´ yqψpzqψpyq dx dy dz dr

“

ż 8

0
r´pd`1`αq

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

pζr ˚ ζrqpz ´ yqψpzqψpyq dy dz dr

“ Mα

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

|z ´ y|´αψpzqψpyq dy dz .

Using the limit

´ log |z| “ lim
αÑ0`

1

α

`

|z|´α ´ 1
˘

, @z P Rdzt0u ,

and (A.5) together with the assumption that
ş

Rd ψ “ 0 we get

M0p2πqd

d|B1|
var

“

Hpψq
‰

“ lim
αÑ0`

αMα

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

α´1|z ´ y|´αψpzqψpyqdydz

“ lim
αÑ0`

αMα

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

α´1
`

|z ´ y|´α ´ 1
˘

ψpzqψpyq dy dz

“

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

´M0 log |z ´ y|ψpzqψpyq dy dz .
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Combining the above display with (A.10) we obtain

var
“

Hpψq
‰

“
d|B1|

p2πqd

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

´ log |x´ y|ψpxqψpyq dx dy ,

which matches the right side of (A.7). The proof is complete.

A.2. A decomposition of the LGF into finite range fields. In this subsection we verify the
assumptions (J1)–(J5) for the LGF, mollified on the unit scale. We define, for each n P Z,

Hnpxq :“

ˆ

d|B1|

M0p2πqd

˙1{2 ż 3n

3n´1

r´ 1
2

pd`1q

ż

Rd

ζrpx´ yqW pr, yq dy dr .

It is clear that tHnunPZ is a sequence of independent, Rd–stationary Gaussian random fields with
zero mean. The range of dependence of Hn is at most 3n by definition. Since the function ζ is
radial, the joint law of the sequence tHnunPZ is isotropic and invariant under negation. In view of
the definition (A.6), we have that, for every ψ P C8

c pRdq with
ş

Rd ψpxq dx “ 0,

Hpψq “
ÿ

nPZ

ż

Rd

Hnpxqψpxq dx . (A.11)

We have that

var
“

Hnp0q
‰

“
d|B1|

M0p2πqd

ż 3n

3n´1

r´pd`1q

ż

Rd

ˇ

ˇζrpxq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dx dr .

“
d|B1|

M0p2πqd

ż 3n

3n´1

r´1

ż

Rd

ˇ

ˇζpxq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dx dr

“
d|B1|

p2πqd

ż 3n

3n´1

r´1 dr “
d|B1|

p2πqd
plog 3q “

21´dπ´d{2

Γpd{2q
plog 3q . (A.12)

In particular, there exists Cpdq ă 8 such that

Hnpxq “ OΓ2pCq .

By a similar computation, using (A.2), we find that

3n|∇Hnp0q| ` 32n|∇2Hnp0q| ` 33n|∇3Hnp0q| ď OΓ2pCq .

By the previous two displays, we deduce that

}Hn}L8pB3n q ` 3n}∇Hn}L8pB3n q ` 32n}∇2Hn}L8pB3n q ď OΓ2pCq . (A.13)

We next need to compute the quantity

E
”

ˇ

ˇ∇∆´1
`

BxiHn

˘

p0q
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

.

To do so, we will perform integration by parts “in probability.” By this we mean that, for every pair
locally smooth, Rd–stationary random fields F and G with each of Er|F p0q|s, Er|∇F p0q|s, Er|Gp0q|s,
and Er|∇Gp0q|s finite, we have that

E
“

BxiF p0qGp0q
‰

“ ´E
“

F p0qBxiGp0q
‰

. (A.14)
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To see this, we reduce this identity to an integration by parts in space. Fix a cutoff function ζR
such that 1BR

ď ζR ď 1BR`1
and }∇kζR}L8pRdq ď C for k P t0, 1, 2, 3u and compute

E
“

BxiF p0qGp0q
‰

“ lim
RÑ8

E
„

|BR|´1

ż

Rd

ζRpxqBxiF pxqGpxq dx

ȷ

“ lim
RÑ8

E
„

´|BR|´1

ż

Rd

`

ζRpxqF pxqBxiGpxq

ȷ

` lim
RÑ8

E
„

´|BR|´1

ż

Rd

BxiζRF pxqGpxq dx

ȷ

loooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

“ ´E
“

F p0qBxiGp0q
‰

.

Applying (A.14) twice, we obtain, for every locally smooth, Rd–stationary random field F satisfy-
ing Er|∇kF p0q|s ă 8 for k P t0, 1, 2, 3u,

d
ÿ

i,j“1

E
”

ˇ

ˇBxiBxjF p0q
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

“

d
ÿ

i,j“1

E
“

´BxiBxiBxjF p0qBxjF p0q
‰

“

d
ÿ

i,j“1

E
“

BxiBxiF p0qBxjBxjF p0q
‰

“ E
”

ˇ

ˇ∆F p0q
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

. (A.15)

Using this, we find that, for every Rd–stationary random field F which has dihedral symmetry in
law and satisfies Er|∇kF p0q|s ă 8 for k P t0, 1, 2, 3u,

E
”

ˇ

ˇ∇∆´1
`

BxiF
˘

p0q
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

“
1

d

d
ÿ

i“1

E
”

ˇ

ˇ∇∆´1
`

BxiF
˘

p0q
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

“
1

d

d
ÿ

i,j“1

E
”

ˇ

ˇBxiBxj∆
´1F p0q

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

“
1

d
E
“

F p0q
‰

.

Using independence, we obtain that

E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∇∆´1

ˆ

Bxi

m
ÿ

n“l`1

Hn

˙

p0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff

“
1

d
E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

m
ÿ

n“l`1

Hnp0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff

“
1

d

m
ÿ

n“l`1

var
“

Hnp0q
‰

“
21´dπ´d{2plog 3qpm´ lq

dΓpd{2q
.

Similarly, for the mollified fields Hn ˚ η, we obtain
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∇∆´1

ˆ

Bxi

m
ÿ

n“l`1

pHn ˚ ηq

˙

p0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff

´
21´dπ´d{2plog 3qpm´ lq

dΓpd{2q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C .

Suppose now that k is a d-by-d anti-symmetric matrix such that the entries kij for i ă j are
independent copies ofH˚η for a radial mollifier η. For n ě 1, we let jn be the anti-symmetric matrix
corresponding to the Hn’s defined above, and we let j0 be the anti-symmetric matrix corresponding
to

ř

nP´NHn. Since there are 1
2dpd´ 1q many independent entries, we discover that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

E

«

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∇∆´1

ˆ

∇ ¨

m
ÿ

n“l`1

pjn ˚ ηq

˙

p0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ff

´
pd´ 1q21´dplog 3q

πd{2Γpd{2q
pm´ lq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C .

This coincides with the value of c˚ announced in (1.7), and completes verification of the assump-
tions (J1)–(J5) for the field k.
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B. Nash-Aronson estimates

In this appendix, we show that the solution of the SDE (1.1) is a Feller process. This a consequence
of the following deterministic estimate on the decay of the parabolic Green function for an oper-
ator which is locally uniformly elliptic but may have its ellipticity constants growing like a power
of log |x|. Notice that, for the field a defined via (1.12) and (1.13), the condition (2.58) yields, for
every e P Rd,

e ¨ papxq ´ kp0qq´1e ě

´

Cν´1
`

logpK2
σ ` |x|2q

˘2p1`σq
¯´1

|e|2 (B.1)

with the random variable Kσ satisfying (2.55).

Proposition B.1 (Nash-Aronson type bounds). Suppose that Λ0, θ, ν P p0,8q, κ P r2,8q, and
let Λ : Rd Ñ rν,8q be given by

Λpxq ď
Λ0

1 ` θ2
`

logpκ2 ` |x|2q
˘θ
. (B.2)

Suppose that ap¨q is an Rdˆd-valued coefficient field on Rd which satisfies the local uniform ellipticity
condition

e ¨ apxqe ě ν|e|2 and e ¨ a´1pxqe ě
`

Λpxq
˘´1

|e|2 , @x, e P Rd . (B.3)

Then there exists a constant Cpdq ă 8 such that the parabolic Green function P pt, x, yq satisfies
the pointwise upper bound

ˇ

ˇP pt, x, yq
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct´
d{2 exp

ˆ

´
|x´ y|2

40Λ0tp3 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

. (B.4)

Proof. Fix y P Rd, and let u be a solution of the parabolic equation

Btu´ ∇ ¨ a∇u “ 0 in p0,8q

satisfying an initial condition up0, ¨q “ u0 P C8
c pB1pyqq with u0 ě 0 and

ş

Rd u0 “ 1.

Step 1. The diagonal estimate. There exists Cpdq ă 8 such that
ż

Rd

|upt, xq|2 dx ď Cpνtq´d{2 . (B.5)

This estimate just uses the lower bound for apxq and so is no different from the usual uniformly
elliptic case. Using Nash’s inequality, we compute

Bt

ż

Rd

1

2
|upt, ¨q|2 “ ´

ż

Rd

p∇u ¨ a∇uqpt, ¨q

ď ´ν

ż

Rd

|∇upt, ¨q|2

ď ´cν

ˆ
ż

Rd

|upt, ¨q|2
˙1`2{dˆż

Rd

|upt, ¨q|

˙´4{d

“ ´cν

ˆ
ż

Rd

|upt, ¨q|2
˙1`2{d

.

Integrating this inequality yields (B.5).

Step 2. The off-diagonal estimate. We will show that, for every y P Rd,
ż

Rd

|upt, xq|2 exp

ˆ

|x´ y|2

40Λ0tplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

dx ď Ct´
d{2 . (B.6)
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For any test function ζ, we compute

Bt

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2 dx “

ż

Rd

`

´∇pζ2uq ¨ a∇u` ζu2Btζ
˘

dx

“

ż

Rd

`

´ζ2∇u ¨ a∇u´ 2ζu∇ζ ¨ a∇u` ζu2Btζ
˘

dx .

Observe that
ˇ

ˇ2ζu∇ζ ¨ a∇u
ˇ

ˇ ď
1

2
ζ2∇u ¨ a∇u` 8Λpxqu2|∇ζ|2

Combining the previous two displays yields

Bt

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2 dx ď ´

1

2

ż

Rd

ζ2∇u ¨ a∇u dx`

ż

Rd

u2
`

ζBtζ ` 8Λpxq|∇ζ|2
˘

dx . (B.7)

Let A be a parameter satisfying A ě 20Λ0 and consider the test function

ζpt, xq :“ exp

ˆ

|x´ y|2

4Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

.

We have that
$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

∇ζpt, xq “
ζpt, xq

2Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

¨

ˆ

1 ´
θ|x´ y|2

pκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2q logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2q

˙

px´ yq ,

Btζpt, xq “ ´
ζpt, xq

4Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ
¨

|x´ y|2

t
.

Using also (B.2), we obtain

ζBtζ ` 8Λpxq|∇ζ|2

“
ζpt, xq2

4Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ
¨

|x´ y|2

t

ˆ

´1 `
8p2 ` 2θ2qΛpxq

Aplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

ď
ζpt, xq2

4Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ
¨

|x´ y|2

t

ˆ

´1 `
16Λ0

A

˙

.

Inserting this into (B.7), we obtain

Bt

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2 dx`

1

2

ż

Rd

ζ2∇u ¨ a∇u dx

ď ´
1

t

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙
ż

Rd

u2ζ2
ˆ

|x´ y|2

4Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

dx . (B.8)

We next discard the second integral on the left side, as well as the contribution of the second
integral for the set

E :“
␣

x P Rd : |x´ y|2 ă Kp4Atq logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2q
(
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for a parameter K ą 0 to be chosen below. We thereby obtain the estimate

Bt

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2 dx ď ´

1

t

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙
ż

RdzE
u2ζ2

ˆ

|x´ y|2

4Atplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

dx

ď ´
K

t

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙
ż

RdzE
u2ζ2 dx

“ ´
K

t

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙
ż

Rd

u2ζ2 dx`
K

t

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙
ż

E
u2ζ2 dx

ď ´
2K

t

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙
ż

Rd

1

2
u2ζ2 dx` CK exppKq

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙

t´1´d{2 ,

where in the last line we used the diagonal estimate (B.5). Selecting the parameters A,K to satisfy

A :“ 20Λ0 , K :“
5

2
`

5d

4
ùñ 2K

ˆ

1 ´
16Λ0

A

˙

“
2

5
K “ 1 `

d

2
,

we obtain

Bt

ˆ

t1`d{2

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2 dx

˙

“ t1`d{2

ˆ

Bt

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2 `

ˆ

1 `
d

2

˙

1

t

ż

Rd

1

2
pζuq2

˙

ď C .

Integrating the previous display yields the claim (B.6) since

lim
tÑ0

t1`d{2

ż

Rd

pζuq2 ď }u0}2L8pRdq
lim
tÑ0

t1`d{2

ż

Rd

ζ2 “ 0 .

Step 3. Let tu
pnq

0 un be a sequence of initial values converging to δy as n Ñ 8 where u
pnq

0 is
supported in B1{2npyq, and let tupnqun be the corresponding sequence of solutions. Due to (B.2), we

have that, for every given k P N, the coefficient field a is uniformly elliptic in Vk :“
`

pBkzB1{kq ˆ

r0, ks
˘

Y
`

B2{kˆr1{k, ks
˘

and, by (B.6) and parabolic Nash-Moser theory, tupnqunąk is equicontinuous

on Vk and t∇upnqunąk is equibounded in L2pVkq. Then, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem and weak
convergence of the gradients, we find a subsequence upnjq such that upnjq Ñ u in CpVkq and∇upnjq Ñ

∇u weakly in L2pVkq. Therefore u is also a solution in Vk. By a diagonal argument, we then find a
solution u which is continuous on Vk for every k, has initial condition δy and satisfies, by Fatou’s
lemma, both (B.5) and (B.6) for every t ą 0. By uniqueness, the obtained u must be P p¨, ¨, yq.

Step 4. We apply the semigroup argument and obtain a pointwise upper bound on u. First, we
deduce from the previous two steps that

ż

Rd

|P pt, x, yq|2 exp

ˆ

|x´ y|2

40Λ0tp3 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

dx ď Ct´
d{2 . (B.9)

We will use this together with the semigroup property and the fact that pt, x, yq ÞÑ P pt, y, xq is the
parabolic Green function for the adjoint operator (which therefore satisfies the same bounds). We
claim that

|x´ y|2

4p3 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ
ď

|x´ z|2

plogpκ2 ` |x|2 ` |x´ z|2qqθ
`

|z ´ y|2

plogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |z ´ y|2qqθ
. (B.10)

To see this, we first have the elementary implication

|x´ y| ď 2|z ´ y| ùñ
|x´ y|2

4p2 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ
ď

|z ´ y|2

plogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |z ´ y|2qqθ
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On the other hand, we also have, by the triangle inequality and Young’s inequality,

|z ´ y| ď
1

2
|x´ y| ùñ |y|2 ` |x´ y|2 ě p|x| ´ |x´ y|q2 ` p|x´ z| ´ |z ´ y|q2

ě |x|2 ` |x´ y|2 ´ 2|x||x´ y| ` |x´ z|2 ´ 2|x´ z||z ´ y|

ě |x|2 ` |x´ y|2 ´ 2|x||x´ y| ` |x´ z|2 ´ |x´ z||x´ y|

ě
1

2
|x|2 `

1

2
|x´ z|2 ´

3

2
|x´ y|2 .

After rearranging this, we get

|z ´ y| ď
1

2
|x´ y| ùñ

$

&

%

|y|2 ` |x´ y|2 ě
1

5

`

|x|2 ` |x´ z|2
˘

,

|y|2 ` |x´ y|2 ě |y|2 ` |z ´ y|2 .

Since |x´ y|2 ď 2|x´ z|2 ` 2|z ´ y|2, we also obtain that |z ´ y| ď 1
2 |x´ y| implies

|x´ y|2

4p3 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ
ď

|x´ z|2

plogpκ2 ` |x|2 ` |x´ z|2qqθ
`

|z ´ y|2

plogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |z ´ y|2qqθ
.

Thus, in all cases, we deduce (B.10). Therefore, by Hölder’s inequality and (B.9), we obtain

P p2t, x, yq “

ż

Rd

P pt, x, zqP pt, z, yq dz

ď exp

ˆ

´
|x´ y|2

80Λ0tp3 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

ˆ

ˆ
ż

Rd

|P pt, x, zq|2 exp

ˆ

|x´ z|2

40Λ0tplogpκ2 ` |x|2 ` |x´ z|2qqθ

˙

dz

˙1{2

ˆ

ˆ
ż

Rd

|P pt, z, yq|2 exp

ˆ

|z ´ y|2

40Λ0tplogpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |z ´ y|2qqθ

˙

dz

˙1{2

ď Ct´
d{2 exp

ˆ

´
|x´ y|2

40Λ0p2tqp3 logpκ2 ` |y|2 ` |x´ y|2qqθ

˙

.

This completes the proof.

We next show that (B.4) yields bounds on the moments of the Markov process with that
generator.

Corollary B.2. Let P pt, x, yq, be the parabolic Green function associated to ∇ ¨apxq∇, where apxq

satisfies the locally uniform ellipticity condition (B.3) for a function Λpxq satisfying the growth
condition (B.2). Then, for every n P N there exists a constant CnpΛ0, θ, ν, dq ă 8 such that

ż

Rd

|x|n
ˇ

ˇP pt, x, 0q
ˇ

ˇ dx ď Cnt
n{2plogpt_ κ2qq

θ
2

pn`dq . (B.11)

Proof. By making κ larger, if necessary, we may assume that κ2plog κ2q´θ ě 2. For given t, we
consider separately the cases κ2plog κ2q´θ ą t and κ2plog κ2q´θ ď t. In the first case we have that

logpκ2 ` |x|2q ď log κ2 ` logp1 ` κ´2|x|2q ď log κ2 ` log
`

1 ` ptplog κ2qθq´1|x|2
˘

,
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and thus (B.4) implies, for every n P N and κ2plog κ2q´θ ą t,
ż

Rd

|x|n
ˇ

ˇP pt, x, 0q
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct´
d{2

ż

Rd

|x|n exp

ˆ

´
ptplog κ2qθq´1|x|2

Ct
`

1 ` logp1 ` ptplog κ2qθq´1|x|2q
˘θ

˙

dx

“ Cnt
n{2plog κq

θ
2

pn`dq . (B.12)

On the other hand, assuming κ2plog κ2q´θ ď t and letting τ solve τplog τq´θ “ t, we see that τ ě κ2

and hence, again by (B.4),
ż

Rd

|x|n
ˇ

ˇP pt, x, 0q
ˇ

ˇ ď Ct´
d{2

ż

Rd

|x|n exp

ˆ

´
|x|2

Ct
`

plog τqplogp1 ` τ´1|x|2qq
˘θ

˙

dx

“ Ct´
d{2

ż

Rd

|x|n exp

ˆ

´
τ´1|x|2

C logθ
`

1 ` τ´1|x|2
˘

˙

dx

“ Cnt
´d{2τ

1
2

pn`dq . (B.13)

Since we assume that κ is larger than two and τ ě κ2 in the latter case, we have τ ď Ct logθ t.
Combining the above two displays yields (B.11).

We conclude this section by observing that Proposition B.1 implies the associated Markov
process is Feller.

Corollary B.3. Suppose that tYtu is a homogeneous Markov process with infinitesimal genera-
tor given by ∇ ¨ apxq∇, where apxq satisfies the locally uniform ellipticity condition (B.3) for a
function Λpxq satisfying the growth condition (B.2). Then tYtu is a Feller process.

Proof. We show that P pt, x, yq, the parabolic Green function corresponding to ∇ ¨ a∇, is a Feller
transition function. We first check that it maps C0pRdq into C0pRdq, that is,

x ÞÑ

ż

Rd

fpyqP pt, x, yq dy P C0pRdq , @t ą 0 , f P C0pRdq . (B.14)

Denote Rf pεq :“ supt|x| : |fpxq| ą εu and write
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Rd

fpyqP pt, x, yq dy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż

BRf pεq

p|fpyq| ´ εq`P pt, x, yq dy ` ε

ż

Rd

P pt, x, yq dy

ď }f}L8pRdq

ż

BRf pεq

P pt, x, yq dy ` ε .

Applying (B.4) yields that, for every R P r1,8q,

lim
|x|Ñ8

ż

BR

P pt, x, yq dy “ 0 .

This completes the proof of (B.14).
We next observe that (B.4) implies that

lim
tÑ0

ż

Rd

fpyqP pt, x, yq dy “ fpxq , @x P Rd , f P C0pRdq . (B.15)

Indeed, since P pt, x, ¨q has unit mass and the estimate (B.4) ensures that, for small t, nearly all of
the mass is in a small ball near x.

Since it is immediate that the transition function is a contraction and satisfies the semigroup
property, this completes the proof.
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