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Abstract

We study the random conductance model on the lattice Zd, i.e. we consider a linear,
finite-difference, divergence-form operator with random coefficients and the asso-
ciated random walk under random conductances. We allow the conductances to be
unbounded and degenerate elliptic, but they need to satisfy a strong moment condition
and a quantified ergodicity assumption in form of a spectral gap estimate. As a main
result we obtain in dimension d > 3 quantitative central limit theorems for the random
walk in form of a Berry—Esseen estimate with speed =5+ for d >4 and =10+ for
d = 3. Additionally, in the uniformly elliptic case in low dimensions d = 2,3 we
improve the rate in a quantitative Berry—Esseen theorem recently obtained by Mourrat.
As a central analytic ingredient, for d > 3 we establish near-optimal decay estimates
on the semigroup associated with the environment process. These estimates also play
a central role in quantitative stochastic homogenization and extend some recent results
by Gloria, Otto and the second author to the degenerate elliptic case.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic homogenization of elliptic equations in divergence form with random coef-
ficients started from the pioneering works of Kozlov [37] and Papanicolaou-Varadhan
[49]. They established a qualitative homogenization result, which (adjusted to a dis-
crete setting) can be rephrased as follows. The unique bounded solution u, to the
elliptic finite difference equation

V'oVu, =e>f(e-) onZ¢ (1.1

with @ describing stationary and ergodic, uniformly elliptic, random coefficients, and
f an appropriate right-hand side, e.g. f € C.(R) with zero mean, converges after a
rescaling to the solution u( of the deterministic, elliptic equation

-V -@ohomVug=f on Rd,

where wpom denotes a deterministic coefficient matrix, the so-called homogenized
coefficients. Quantitative stochastic homogenization is concerned with finding the
rate of convergence of u, towards ug. The first result in this direction was obtained
by Yurinskii [51] and relied on probabilistic arguments. Recently, Gloria and Otto
in [29,30] and together with the second author in [28] obtained the optimal scaling
of the error for the discrete, uniformly elliptic case by combining input from elliptic
and parabolic regularity theory with input from statistical mechanics, in particular a
spectral gap inequality used to quantify ergodicity. Thereafter, an increasing interest
emerged in quantitative stochastic homogenization, e.g. see [6-10,12,14,15,22,25,31,
32,42].

Closely related to the topic of homogenization in PDE theory is the problem of
deriving invariance principles or functional central limit theorems for the so-called
random conductance model in probability theory, which refers to the random walk
X in random environment generated by the operator in (1.1). Roughly speaking, an
invariance principle states that the scaling limit of X converges to a Brownian motion
with a non-random covariance matrix %2 only depending on the law of the conduc-
tances, see Theorem 1.2 below. In particular, the covariance matrix of the limiting
process and the homogenized coefficients are related by the identity £? = 2@pom.
Such invariance principles are subject of very active research since more than a decade,
see the surveys [16,39] and references therein.

The goal of this paper is to extend the quantitative theories of stochastic homoge-
nization and invariance principles to the case of non-uniformly elliptic conductances.
In particular, we are interested in moment bounds and decay estimates for the so-
called corrector problem of homogenization and a Berry—Esseen theorem. Regarding
the latter, a first inspiring result in this direction has been obtained by Mourrat [43] for
uniformly elliptic i.i.d. conductances. In the uniformly elliptic case, we improve this
result (in terms of the convergence rate) in dimension d = 2, 3, and we extend this
result to degenerate and correlated environments in dimension d > 3 with a weaker
rate of convergence in dimension d = 3. Our analysis invokes input from the quan-
titative theory of stochastic homogenization as developed; in particular, we extend
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some key estimates obtained in [28] under the assumption of uniform ellipticity to
degenerate elliptic operators under moment conditions.

1.1 The model

Let d > 2. We study the nearest-neighbour random conductance model on the d-
dimensional Euclidean lattice (Z4, E4), where Eg :={e = {x,x +¢;} : x € Z%,i =
1,...,d} denotes the set of non-oriented nearest neighbour edges and {eq, ..., e4}
the canonical basis in R?. We endow the graph with positive random weights, which
we describe by a family w = {w(e), e € E4} € Q := (0, 00)Ed. We refer to w(e) as
the conductance of an edge e € E,. To simplify notation, for any x, y € Z¢, we set

wx,y) =wly,x) = o({x,y}), Vi{x,y}eEy,
ox,y) =0, V{x,y}¢ Eq4,

and define the matrix field w : Z¢ — R4*4 by
o(x) = diag(w(x,x +e1),...,0x,x +eg)).

Henceforth, we consider random conductances that are distributed according to a
probability measure P on €2, equipped with the o -algebra F := B((0, 00))®£¢. We
write [E for the expectation operator with respect to P. The measure space (2, F) is
naturally equipped with a group of space shifts {t, : x € Z}, which act on Q as

o) = o +x),

where the shift by x of an edge e = {e, e} € E;isdefinedase 4+ x := {e + x, e + x}.

The random conductance model is defined as follows. For any fixed realisation w it
is a reversible continuous time Markov chain, X = {X,: ¢t > 0}, on 74 with generator
L® acting on bounded functions f: Z¢ — R as

(L2NHx) = D o,y (f) - f&). (12)

yezd

With the help of the discrete gradient V and its adjoint V* (see Sect. 1.3 below), we
can represent the generator in the compact form £” = —V*wV, which highlights
the fact that £ is a (finite difference) second order operator in divergence form. We
denote by P the law of the process starting at the vertex x € 7% and by E{ the
corresponding expectation . This random walk waits at x an exponential time with
mean 1/u®(x) with u®(x) := Zy <74 @(x, y) and chooses the vertex y for its next
position with probability w(x, y)/u®(x). Since the law of the waiting times does
depend on the location, X is also called the variable speed random walk (VSRW). A
general assumption required in the context of invariance principles is stationarity and
ergodicity of the environment.
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Definition 1.1 (Stationarity and ergodicity) We say the measure P is stationary with
respect to translations of Z¢, if Pot! = P for all x € Z?. We say P is ergodic, if
P[A] € {0, 1} forany A € F such that t,(A) = A forall x € 74,

First results in this context are annealed (or averaged) functional central limit
theorems that yield the convergence of the rescaled random walk under the annealed
measure Py defined by Py[-] := fQ Py’[-]1d P(w). This has been established in [19] (cf.
also [36]) for general ergodic environments under the assumption of strict positivity
and a first moment condition

P[0 <w(e) <o0] =1 and E[w(e)] < oo, forallee EY. (1.3)

It is of particular interest to understand the finer question whether an invariance
principle also holds for P-a.e. w, that is in a quenched form. In [1] the quenched
invariance principle has been shown for general i.i.d. conductances. However, in the
case of a general ergodic environment, due to a trapping phenomenon, it is clear
that some moment conditions (stronger than the one in (1.3)) are needed. Indeed,
Barlow, Burdzy and Timar [11] give an example on Z> which satisfies a weak moment
condition, but not a quenched invariance principle. To formulate the moment condition
used in our paper, we set for any p, g € [1, o],

d
M(p,q) = Z(]E[w(o, e)?] +E [0, ei)—q]) 0,00 (14

i=1

Note that in the special case, when M (p,g) < oo for p = g = oo, we obtain
the uniformly elliptic case, i.e. P[1/c < w(e) < ¢] = 1 for some ¢ > 0 and the
generator L = —V*wV defines a uniformly elliptic discrete operator. Recently, the
following quenched invariance principle has been proven for random walks under
ergodic conductances.

Theorem 1.2 [2] Suppose that P is stationary and ergodic, and that the moment con-
dition M(p, q) < 0o holds for exponents p, q € (1, o] satisfying p~' +q~! < 2/d.
Forn € N, define X,(n) = %an,, t > 0. Then, for P-a.e. w, xX® converges (under
Py) in law towards a Brownian motion on R? with a deterministic non-degenerate
covariance matrix X2,

For further invariance principles in the setting of random degenerate conductances
wereferto[1,16,39] and references therein; for recent results on (qualitative) stochastic
homogenization of elliptic operators in divergence form with degenerate coefficients,
see [13,23,40,48].

1.2 Main results

In this paper our main concern is to establish a quantitative central limit theorem for
the random walk X. For definiteness, let & € R4 be fixed and set

of ==& X%,
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where X2 still denotes the covariance matrix in Theorem 1.2. Then, the invariance
principle of Theorem 1.2 yields for P-a.e. w,

Jlim POE - Xi S oexi/t ] = @(x), (1.5)

where ®(x) := 27)~V/ 2 ff . ¢~*/2 du denotes the distribution function of the stan-
dard normal distribution. Our goal is to quantify the speed of convergence in (1.5) for
d > 3 by means of a Berry—Esseen theorem. For a general ergodic environment the
speed of convergence can be arbitrarily slow, since ergodic environments may have
very weak mixing properties. Therefore it is necessary to quantify the assumption of
ergodicity. For this purpose, following the approach of [28-30], we assume that [P
satisfies a spectral gap estimate with respect to a Glauber dynamics on the field of
conductances.

Assumption 1.3 (Spectral gap) Suppose P is stationary, and assume that there exists
p > 0 such that

E [ - Efu)?] < % > E[ (o)), (SG)

ecEy

for any u € L?(2). Here, the vertical derivative d,u is defined as

hé.) —
Ot (w) := lim sup u@+ hde) — u(w)
h—0 h

’

where &, : E; — {0, 1} stands for the Dirac function satisfying é.(¢) = 1 and
S.(e) =0if ¢ #e.

Remark 1.4 (i) Thereis acertain freedom in the choice of the derivative that appears on
the right-hand side in (SG). In [28] the following vertical derivative is considered,

Oeu = u — Elu|F.], (1.6)

where E[-|F,] denotes the conditional expectation w.r.t. the o-algebra F, =
o(w(e') : ¢ # e). In this form the (SG) turns into an Efron-Stein inequality,
which holds for any environment generated by i.i.d. random variables having sec-
ond moments, see e.g. [27, Lemma 7]. All results in our paper extend to this
version of (SG). Since (1.6) does not satisfy a Leibniz rule, using (1.6) instead
of the classical partial derivative appearing in (SG) leads to not very enlightening
technicalities in various calculations.

(i1) Any stationary environment satisfying Assumption 1.3 is ergodic, see [27, Corol-
lary 6]. In a sense Assumption 1.3 can be interpreted as a quantified version of
ergodicity as it implies an optimal variance decay for the semigroup associated
with the “process of the environment as seen from the particle” induced by the
simple random walk on 74, cf. [27, Proposition 1 and Remark 5].
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(iii) Under Assumption 1.3 we have the following p-version of the spectral gap
estimate. For p > 1 and any u € L*?(Q) with E[u] = 0,

E[u*] <c(p. p)E [( > (aeu)z)p} (1.7)

ecEy

which basically follows by applying (SG) to the function |u|?, see [28, Lemma
11].

In addition to Assumption 1.3 we need to assume stronger moment conditions than
in Theorem 1.2. We do not keep track of the precise lower bounds for p and ¢ in the
moment condition M (p, g) < oo that we require in our analysis, since our approach
is not optimal in that direction. Recall that in view of the counterexample in [11] a
moment condition is necessary already for the (non-quantitative) invariance principle
to hold.

Our first result is an annealed Berry—Esseen theorem in dimension d > 3 with

speed 1757 for d > 4 and =10+ for d = 3, as well as a quenched Berry—Esseen
theorem with the same speed but in an integrated form.

Theorem 1.5 (Berry—Esseen theorem) Let d > 3 and suppose that Assumption 1.3
holds. For any ¢ > 0 there exist exponents p,q € (1,00) (only depending on d, p,
and ¢) such that under the moment condition M (p, q) < oo the following hold.

(1) There exists a constant ¢ = c(d, p, &, M(p, q)) such that for all t > 0,

1
cr w0t ifd =3
sup |P X, < orxa/t —dD(x)‘ < ’
o o[§ - X = oex i ] ct=3 ifd > 4.

(ii) There exists a random variable X = X(d, p, &, M(p, q)) € LY(P) such that for

P-a.e. w,
3 1
(sup Py[& - X,<ogx«/—]—d>(x)‘) (t+1)"27%ds
xeR
X(w) < oo ifd =3,
and

/ (sup Pé”[é <X, < ng«/;] — d>(x)‘>5 (t+1)"%dr
0

xeR
< X(w) < oo ifd > 4.

In the case of uniformly elliptic i.i.d. conductances an annealed Berry—Esseen
theorem as in (i) has been proven in [43] for arbitrary dimension d > 1 with rate
¢~ /10 (plus logarithmic corrections) for d = 2, and rate t~Y5ford > 3 (with some
logarithmic corrections for d = 3). Theorem 1.5 extends this result to unbounded
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and correlated random conductances. In Sect. 7 below we discuss some relevant
examples linked to Ginzburg-Landau interface models that naturally yield correlated
conductances. To our knowledge (ii) is the first quenched Berry—Esseen-type result
for the random conductance model.

Let us anticipate that the general strategy of our proof is the same as the one in [43].
However, there is a genuine difference between the uniformly elliptic case treated there
and the degenerate elliptic case considered here. In the uniformly elliptic case in [43]
the comparability (on the level resolvents) of the simple random walk and the random
walk in the random environment is exploited (see [43, Proof of Theorem 5.1]), which
comes in hand in studying the variance decay of the associated semigroup. In our
case, no such principle is available. Instead, following ideas in [28], we first establish
a semigroup estimate that invokes the gradient of the heat kernel associated with the
degenerate elliptic operator V*@V. Another difference to [43] is that we introduce a
representation in divergence form for the carré du champ applied to harmonic coor-
dinates. It invokes the so called extended corrector (¢;, o;), which has been recently
introduced in the random case in [25]. Our refined argument allows to improve the
rates obtained in [43] in the uniformly elliptic case in low dimensions d = 2, 3:

Theorem 1.6 (Improved Berry—Esseen theorem in the uniformly elliptic case) Let
d > 2. Suppose that Assumption 1.3 and uniform ellipticity hold, i.e. M(p,q) < o0
for p = q = <. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(d, p, M (00, 00)) such that for
allt > 0,

1

sup |Pg [é'X, < ng«/?] — CD(x)‘ < 1
c(t+1)75 ifd=3.

xeR

The above result can be obtained by modifying the proof of Theorem 1.5 and is based
on recent estimates that are known to hold in the uniformly elliptic case. We describe
the modifications in Appendix A for the reader’s convenience.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is given in Sect. 6 below. In the following we explain
the general strategy. The most classical approach to show an invariance principle is to
decompose the process X into a martingale part and a remainder (cf. e.g. [36]). It turns
out that for the invariance principle the remainder is negligible, and thus the scaling
limit of X is the same as the one for the martingale part. The latter can be analysed
by martingale theory as for instance the well-established Lindeberg-Feller functional
central limit theorem or Helland’s martingale convergence theorem (see [34]). In the
proof of Theorem 1.5 we follow the same strategy. Yet, since we seek for an estimate
on the rate of convergence, at various places we need to replace qualitative arguments
by estimates. A key result in this procedure is the following decay estimate for the
semigroup (P;);>o defined by

P i LP(Q) = L™(R),  (Pu)(w) = Z pe(t,0,y) u(tyw),
yezd
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where p“(t,x,y) = P{[X; = y] denotes the transition densities or heat kernel
associated with £®. Throughout the paper we will often write p(z, y) := p®(t, 0, y)
in short and use the fact that p=® (¢, x, y) = p®(t, x4z, y+2z) due to the definition of
the space shifts. The semigroup (P;);>¢ can be interpreted as the transition semigroup
of the process (tx,);>0, Which is known as the process of the environment as seen
from the particle. It is a contraction and generated by the (degenerate) elliptic operator
—D*w(0)D, where D and D* denote the horizontal derivative and its adjoint (see
Sect. 1.3 for the precise definition). Our key estimate is the following.

Theorem 1.7 (Semigroup decay) Let d > 3 and suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds.
Lete € (0,1)andn > %. Then there exist p, q € (1, 00) (only depending ond, €, n)
such that under the moment condition M(p, q) < oo the following holds. For any
F e LS"(Q, Rd) and all t > 0 we have

E[(P,D*F)Z”]ﬁ <c (140~ Grte Z E [|aeF|8"]8Ln, (1.8)

ecEy
where c = c(d, p,n, e, M(p, q)).

Remark 1.8 (Comparison to the uniformly elliptic case) For uniformly elliptic con-
ductances, in [28], Gloria, Otto and the second author established the decay estimate

E[(PID*F)%]ﬁ < c(+nGHD > E[|aeF|2”]ﬁ, (1.9)

ecEy

and deduced various estimates in stochastic homogenization based on this decay esti-
mate. The estimate (1.9) is optimal in terms of the scaling in ¢ and in terms of the
exponent of the norm on the right-hand side. In the degenerate elliptic case, we do not
expect to get the same scaling. However, under sufficiently strong moment conditions,
our estimate shows that we can get arbitrarily close to the scaling of the uniformly
elliptic case. The argument in [28] crucially relies on a deterministic parabolic regu-
larity estimate for V p® with optimal scaling in ¢. In the degenerate elliptic case this
estimate is not valid. We replace it by a non-deterministic estimate on V p® with near-
optimal scaling, see Proposition 2.1 below, which we combine with an interpolation
argument that exploits the contraction property of the semigroup. The latter is the
reason for the exponent 8z in our estimate.

Remark 1.9 Recently, a similar estimate has been obtained in [24] for conductances
uniformly bounded from above satisfying a moment condition on w(e)~!. The proofs
of both Theorem 1.7 and the results in [24] follow the strategy in [28]. However, in
[24] the required on-diagonal estimate on the heat kernel is derived from the anchored
Nash inequality established in [45], which makes a uniform upper ellipticity necessary,
while in our setting the analogue heat kernel bound in Lemma 2.5 can be deduced
from the upper off-diagonal heat kernel estimates in [4,5]. For the opposite case, i.e.
conductances bounded from below having quadratic moments, we refer to [18], where
the simpler situation P, f (instead of P, D* F) is studied.
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We will use Theorem 1.7 to quantify the convergence of the martingale part in the
decomposition of the process X mentioned above, which relies on harmonic coordi-
nates W : Q x Z¢ — R? defined as

V=r,....%), Vilx) :=x+a¢(wx)—¢i(0,0), i=1,...,d,
(1.10)

where ¢; denotes the corrector from stochastic homogenization defined in Propo-
sition 1.10 below. Roughly speaking, ¢; is a sublinearly growing solution to the
equation V*w (V¢; + ¢;). The corrector ¢; is a fundamental object in the qualitative
and quantitative theory of stochastic homogenization, see e.g. the seminal work by
Papanicolaou-Varadhan [49] or [28] for quantitative results. In particular, the covari-
ance matrix Y2 of the limiting process in Theorem 1.2 may be represented in terms
of ¢; or y;, respectively, as

52 = E[Za)(O,y)wi(w,y)wj(a),y)], ii=1,....d, (111

yezA

see [2, Proposition 2.5]. It is well-known that for P-a.e. w,

(i) the process M = W(w, X) is a martingale (see Corollary 6.2 below) and thus
features an invariance principle;

(ii) the remainder X — M vanishes in the scaling limit due to the sublinear growth of
the corrector.

For our purpose we need to quantify both the speed of convergence in (i) and the
smallness of the remainder in (ii). For this reason we establish the existence of high
moments of the corrector ¢; (and an additional flux corrector o;, which we explain
below). In the following we say that a random variable u is stationary, if u(w, x +y) =
u(tyw, x) forallx, y € 74 and P-ae. w € Q.

Proposition 1.10 (Extended correctors and moment bounds) Let d > 3 and suppose
that Assumption 1.3 is satisfied. Then there exist p, q € (1, 00) (only depending on d
and, if applicable, on the upcoming parameters n, 0, py) such that under the moment
condition M (p, q) < oo the following hold fori =1, ...,d.

(a) (Existence of a non-stationary extended corrector). There exist a (unique) random
scalar field ¢; : Q@ x 7Z¢ — R and a (unique) random matrix field o; : Q x 7¢ —
R¥*4 with the following properties.

(a.1) ForP-a.e. v we have

Vo (Vi +e¢)=0 onZ¢ (1.12a)
Vi, =¢q; onZ4, (1.12b)
V*Vo; = Sq; onZ4, (1.12¢)
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where g : Q x Z¢ — R% and Sq; : Q@ x 79 — RI*? gre defined by

® (V¢i + ei) — Whom€;i,
(89i)ke = Viqie — Veqik,

qi -
Sqi :

and whom € RY*4 denotes the homogenized coefficient matrix characterised
by

whomei = Efo (Vo +e)], i=1,....d. (1.13)

(Above, the divergence V*o; is defined as the vector with entries (V*o;)x =
Y i_1 Vioike).

(a.2) P-a.s. the fields satisfy ¢;(0) = 0, 0;(0) = 0, and o is skew-symmetric, i.e.
Oiaf = —0iBa-

(a.3) The gradient fields V ¢; and Vo; are stationary, have finite 2nd moments, and
vanishing expectation, i.e.

E[V] = 0. E[Va] =0, E[|ve] +[val’] = ¢

for some ¢ = c(d, p, M(p, q)).

(b) (Moment bound and stationary representation for ¢; ). Let n € N. Then there exists
a random variable qﬁ? with ]E[q&?] = 0and

1
E[|¢?|2"+|D¢?|2"]2" < ¢ (1.14)

for some ¢ = (d, p,n, M(p, q)) and we have the stationary representation
i (@, %) = ¢ (1) — ¢ ().

(c) (Sublinear growth of o ). Let 0 satisfy

0> 3ifd=3,
0 >0 ifd=4,
0=0ifd>5.

Then there exists pg > 2 such that

1
E[lool” ] = clxl+1, (1.15)

for some c = c(d, p, 0, ps, M(p, q)).

While the sublinearity of the corrector can be established for general ergodic environ-
ments satisfying the relatively weak assumptions in Theorem 1.2 (cf. [2]), the existence
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of high moments of ¢; and V¢; as in Proposition 1.10 only holds true under suffi-
ciently strong mixing assumptions. In dimension d = 2, even in the case of uniformly
elliptic, i.i.d. conductances, the stationary version of the corrector does not exist. On
the other hand, for d > 3, in the uniformly elliptic case and under sufficiently strong
mixing assumptions, the stationary representations of ¢; and o; exist and satisfy (high)
moment bounds. This has been first achieved on the level of ¢; in [29] (see also [28]
where bounds are obtained via a decay estimate similar to Theorem 1.7, and see [15]
for moment bounds on o; and Voj;). To our knowledge Proposition 1.10 is the first
result on moment bounds in the degenerate elliptic setting. The dependence on the
growth exponent on the dimension in statement (c) is non-optimal. In fact, we expect
the statements to hold ford > 3 (with& = 0 and arbitrary py < o0) as in the uniformly
elliptic case; see Remark 2.4.

Using the moments of ¢; and ergodicity we obtain a sufficiently good control on
the remainder, see Proposition 6.8 below. In order to quantify the convergence of the
martingale part in (i), we use a Berry—Esseen estimate for martingales in [33] (see

M)

Theorem 6.4 below). It requires to quantify the speed of convergence of £ H ;

2
og‘ ] towards zero, where (¢ - M) denotes the quadratic variation process of the

martingale & - M. For that purpose we establish the following result which also exploits
the moment bounds on (¢;, o;) obtained in Proposition 1.10.

Proposition 1.11 Let d > 3, ¢ > 0, and suppose Assumptions 1.3 is satisfied. Then
there exist p,q € (1, 00) (only depending on d and &) such that under the moment
condition M(p, q) < oo the following holds. For any direction & € RY with || = 1,
we denote by ¢¢ the corrector associated with &, i.e. ¢g = Z;j:] & with ¢; as in
Proposition 1.10, and by

Ye(w,x) =& - x + ¢g(w, x) — ¢ (w,0) (1.16)
the associated harmonic coordinate. Consider

g Q- R, g(w) = I'We (o, ))0),

where I'® denotes the opérateur carré du champ associated with L?, i.e.
T f(x) = [L“’fz — ZfE“’f] (x).

Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(d, p, 0, M(p, q)) such that

2 % —1ve —
E[(P,(gg —]E[gg])) i| < :C(I—I-l)‘l‘ l.fd—3,
c(t+ 1727 jfd > 4.
In the proof of the proposition we make use of the field o; defined in Proposition 1.10,
which allows us to represent the quadratic variation of M in divergence form, see
Lemma 5.1 below. Similarly as ¢;, the field o; is a classical object in periodic homog-
enization. Yet, in the stochastic case it has been utilised just recently, see e.g. [15,25].
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Remark 1.12 The exponent 1/5 in Theorem 1.5 is non-optimal. However, the decay
rates in Theorem 1.7 and Proposition 1.11 (for d > 4) are optimal apart from the
& which appears due to the degeneracy of the environment. The exponent 1/5 then
arises by the application of the general Berry—Esseen theorem for martingales (see
Theorem 6.4 below with the choice n = 2). In d > 3 it can be deduced from the
moments bounds on the corrector in Proposition 1.10 that the jumps of the martingale
part are in L" (Py’) for any n € N (cf. Proposition 6.7 below). In such a situation the

. (£-M) 2 29175, . .
results in [44] show that the decay Ef H st = o; ‘ ] is optimal (for the choice

n = 2 in Theorem 6.4). Thus, a possibility to improve the exponent 1/5 (within the
above approach) is to apply the Berry—Esseen theorem for martingales in Theorem 6.4
for larger values of n which would require control on higher moments of ‘ (Stﬂ — asz |
(cf. the discussion in [43, p. 6]). An alternative PDE-approach towards an optimal
result would be to estimate the difference between the heterogeneous and homogenized
parabolic Green’s function. Very recently, Armstrong et al. [7, Theorem 9.11] obtained
such an estimate for the equation on R? in the case of uniformly elliptic coefficients
and under a finite range of dependence assumption. The estimate suggests that the
exponent in Theorem 1.5 (in the uniformly elliptic, i.i.d. case) can be improved to
1/2 (up to a logarithmic correction for d = 2). The rate 1/2 is the best one can hope
for, since it is the convergence rate for the simple random walk. The argument in [7]
relies on a large scale regularity theory for elliptic operators, which is not established
in the degenerate case yet. For general non-uniformly elliptic and (possibly strongly)
correlated coefficients, we expect the optimal rate of convergence to depend on the
parameters p and g as well as on the mixing behaviour of the environment. We remark
that the qualitative statement in form of a quenched invariance principle holds for
general i.i.d. conductances (cf. [1]) and is conjectured to hold for ergodic conductances
under the moment condition M (1, 1) < oo, which is known to be necessary in the
case of general ergodic environments (cf. [11]).

1.3 Notation

We finally introduce some further notation used in the paper. We write ¢ to denote
a positive, finite constant which may change on each appearance. Random constants
dependingonw € Q will be denoted by calligraphic letters such as X', ) etc. Further, <
means < up to a constant depending only on some quantities specified in the particular
context.

The cardinality of a set A C Z¢ will be denoted by #A. For x = (x, ..., x4) € R?
let |x| = Zle |x;|. We denote by B(R) := {x € Z : |x| < R} the ball with radius
R > 0 in Z¢. We denote by 27 (Z% and ¢"(E4) (r > 1) the usual ¢ spaces for
functions on Z? and Eg4, respectively. For any edge ¢ € E; we denote by ¢, e € Z4
the unique vertices such that e = {e, e} ande — e € {ey, ..., eq}. For f : 74 > R
and e € E; we define the discrete derivative

Vf:Ea—= R, Vf(e) = fle)— f(o),

and note that for f, g : Z¢ — R, the discrete product rule takes the form

@ Springer



252 Stoch PDE: Anal Comp (2019) 7:240-296

V(fe)le) = fle)Vgle) +g(e) V f(e). (1.17)

We define the discrete divergence of a function F : E; — R by

d
ViF(x):= Y F(e)— Y F(e)=» F({x —ei,x}) = F({x,x +e:}).

ecEy ecEy i=1
e=x e=x

Since for all f € ¢2(Z%) and F € ¢*(E;) we have

<Vf, F)KZ(E,;) = <f, V*F>£2(Zd), (118)

V* can be seen as the adjoint of V. Note that the generator £* defined in (1.2) above
is a finite-difference operator in divergence form as it can be rewritten as

(L) = =V @V ).

We tacitly identify scalar functions defined on E; with vector-valued functions on
Zd.Inparticular, given F : E; — Rwewrite F(x) := (F({x, x+er}]), ..., F({x,x+
eq)); and given f : 7¢ — R we write VIix) = Vif(x),...,Vgf(x)) with
Vi f(x) := f(x +¢;) — f(x). Likewise, for f : Z¢ x Z¢ — R we define the second
mixed discrete derivatives as

VVf:E; x Eg— R,
VVf(e. &) = f(e,e)— fle, @)~ fle,e)+ flee),

and denote by VV f(x, y) = (Vi V; f(x, ¥))i, j=1,...a the matrix valued function with
entries V;V; f(x,y) := VV f({x,x + ¢}, {y, y + e;}). Further, we will also use the
abbreviation

d
|F(x)’i = Za)(x, X +e) | F(fx, x + e,-})|2, xeZl. (1.19)
i=1
_ With any random variable ¢ : @ — R we associate its P-stationary extension
¢ 2x 74 — R via f(w, x) = {(T,w). Conversely, we say that a rgndozn field
¢ : Qx Z% — Ris P-stationary if there exists a random variable ¢ with £ = ¢ P-a.s.
For a random variable ¢ : 2 — R we define the horizontal derivative D¢ via

D¢(w) = (Dif(®), ..., Dgt(@)),  Dif(®) = {(tq0) — ().

Its adjoint in L?(R2) denoted by D* : L2(Q)¢ — L*(R) is defined by
d
D*¢(w) = Y D), D) = §(T40)— (o).
i=1
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Note that we have (D*@(0)Du)(w, x) = V*o(x)Vu(w, x).

1.4 Structure of the paper

In Sect. 2 we establish the estimates on the gradient of the heat kernel and the Green’s
function needed in the proofs. Then Sect. 3 is devoted to the proof of the semigroup
decay stated in Theorem 1.7 and Sect. 4 to the construction and the moment bounds of
the extended corrector. The variance decay for the semigroup applied to the carré du
champ operator in Proposition 1.11 is shown in Sect. 5. Then, the Berry—Esseen esti-
mates in Theorem 1.5 are proven in Sect. 6. Finally, some relevant examples satisfying
our assumptions are discussed in Sect. 7.

2 Gradient heat kernel and annealed Green’s function estimates

In this section we establish regularity estimates for averages of the gradient of the
heat-kernel and the mixed second gradient of the elliptic Green’s function, which we
require for the proofs in Sect. 3. We consider both annealed estimates, where the
average is taken w.r.t. the probability measure PP, and spatially averaged estimates in
weighted £-spaces with weight m® where

(x| + 1)?

1/2 .
1 , eZ t>0. 2.1
P +) X 2.1

m(t,x) = (

In the case of uniformly elliptic and bounded conductances the upcoming estimates
are well-known. The estimates that we obtain in the degenerate case are weaker in two
ways.

e We only obtain near optimal estimates, in the sense that the decay rate deviates
from the optimal decay rate in the uniformly elliptic case by a small parameter
e > 0.

e The estimates are random, in the sense that they hold up to a random constant,
whose integrability is monitored by an exponent n > 1.

e The parameters ¢ and n can be chosen arbitrarily close 0 and oo, respectively,
provided we impose sufficiently strong moment conditions on the conductances.

Throughout this section we assume d > 2. We start with the following (spatially
averaged) decay estimate for the gradient of the heat-kernel, which is a key ingredient
for the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Proposition 2.1 Suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds. For any ¢ € (0,1), n > 1 and
o > 0 there exist p,q € (1, 00) (only depending on d, e, n, o) such that under the
moment condition M (p, q) < oo the following holds. There exists a family of random
variables (Z;);=0 with sup,~oE[|Z;|"] < ¢ for some ¢ = (d, p,e,n,a, M(p, q))
such that P-a.s. -
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1

2
( Z m(t, y)2“ ‘Vp(t, y)’2> < Z(t+ 1)—(%4-%)—&-5-

yezd

In the uniformly elliptic case, in particular in the special case of V*@V = V*V, the
estimate holds with ¢ = 0 (which corresponds to the optimal decay in time), and with
sup,~ Z: bounded by a deterministic constant, see e.g. [28, Theorem 3]. In the present
situation the degeneracy of the conductances leads to a loss in the decay. As we will
explain in Sect. 2.1.1, our proof of the estimate relies on an on-diagonal upper heat
kernel bound. The result is then obtained by parabolic regularity arguments following
[28].
From Proposition 2.1 we deduce a couple of annealed estimates.

Corollary 2.2 (Suboptimal annealed heat kernel estimate) Suppose that Assumption 1.3
is satisfied. For any ¢ € (0,1), n > 1, and a > 0, there exist p,q € (1, 00) (only
depending on d, €, n, a) such that under the moment condition M(p,q) < oo the
following holds. There exists c = c(d, p, &, ¢, M(p, q)) such that for all x € 74 and
allt > 0,

1 —
E[|[Vp@ 2, 0] e+ D G0 e, 0,
1

E [|vvp(t,x, 0)|"]“ <c(t+ D) GO g e

The proofs of Corollaries 2.2 and the 2.3 below are presented in Sect. 2.2. Next we
establish an annealed estimate on the gradient and the mixed second derivative of the
elliptic Green’s function, which for P-a.e. w and all x, y € Z¢ can be defined by the
integral

o0

o0
VG®(x,0) :=/ Vp©(t, x,0)dt, VVG®(x,y) :=/ VVp®(t, x,y)dt.
0 0
2.2)

Corollary 2.3 (Suboptimal annealed Green’s function estimate) Suppose that Assump-
tion 1.3 holds and let ¢ € (0, 1) andn > 1. There exist p, q € (1, o0) (only depending

on d, e,n) such that under the moment condition M(p,q) < oo we have for all
xeZ4,

n—1
c (x| + 1)~ @DrerS

IA

]E[]VG(x,O)}"]%

S|=

E [|vvc(x, 0)}”] ¢ (x| + D~drer2it

IA

withc = (d, p,e,m, M(p, q)).

The decay exponent in Corollary 2.3 is not optimal. For n = 1 we miss the optimal
decay by ¢, and for large n by the additional exponent "n;l and 2”n;1, respectively.
As shown recently in [41] in the uniformly elliptic case and under the assumption that
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IP satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality, the estimate holds for any n € N with
the optimal decay exponent d — 1 and d, respectively. The argument in [41] lifts the
estimate for n = 1 to higher moments by using the logarithmic Sobolev inequality and
adeterministic regularity estimate, which is not available in our degenerate setting. Our
(simple, yet suboptimal) argument is as follows. For n = 1 the estimate follows from
Proposition 2.1 exploiting stationarity. For n >> 1 we obtain it by interpolating with a
suboptimal estimate on high moments of V p, that follows from Proposition 2.1 as well.

Remark 2.4 The non-optimality of the above estimate is the limiting factor that hinders
us to improve the decay exponent in our main result, Theorem 1.5, in dimensiond = 3.
This becomes visible in the sublinear growth estimate for o, see (1.15). In the proof
of this estimate we exploit that thanks to Corollary 2.3 we have

3 (E[]vvc;(x,on”]’ll)s < o0

xeZd

for exponents 0 < n —2 <« land s > %. With the optimal estimate for VVG at
hand, the above estimate would hold for any s > 1, and we would obtain (1.15) with
0 = 0 for any d > 3. Eventually, this would improve the decay rate in Theorem 1.5
ford=3t0%—8.

2.1 Gradient heat kernel estimate: proof of Proposition 2.1

In this section we prove Proposition 2.1. The starting point of the argument is an
on-diagonal upper heat kernel bound.

Lemma 2.5 (On-diagonal heat kernel estimate) Suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds.
For any n € N there exist p, q € (1, 00) (only depending on d, n) such that under the
moment condition M (p, q) < oo the following holds. There exists a random variable
Y >1withE [I)}I”] < ¢ for some ¢ = c(d, p,n, M(p, q)) such that P-a.s. for all
t>0,

3 pt.y)? < Y+ DL 2.3)

yezd

For the proof see Sect. 2.1.1 below. Next, we introduce the stationary weights

1
PO =y ey, v =)y 2.4)

w(x,y)’
yezd yezd *x. )

and write £ := u®(0) and v := v*(0) for abbreviation. Henceforth the random varable
Yin (2.3) is fixed as defined in the proof of Lemma 2.5 below. In addition to )/, further
random variables will appear in the estimates below. In this subsection, to keep the
presentation lean, we say X’ denotes a random variable of class X (cy, ¢2, ..., ¢y) (in
short X = X(cy, c2, ..., cn)), if it can be written in the form
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P2
X(w) = c0< Z (|x| + 1)*(d+1) (Mw(x) + 1)P|> ’

xeZd

with exponents py, p» > 1 and aconstantcp > 1 that can be chosen only depending on
the parameters cy, ..., ¢,. Evidently, the class is stable under taking products, sums
and powers of such random variables. Moreover, finite moments of such a random
variable are bounded, provided E[u”] < oo for p sufficiently large.

Following [28], we lift the on-diagonal estimate of Lemma 2.5 to a weighted ¢2-
estimate for p and V p.

Lemma 2.6 Suppose that (2.3) holds. Let o > % + 1 and ¢ > 0. Then there exists a
random variable X = X (d, «, €) such that forallt > 0and T > 1,

37 (vl + 1) ple, »)? < YA+ D7 EFH 2.5)
yeZd

1T o 2 _d_

7/T Z (Iyl+ 1) |Vp. y)|, dt < YX(T +1)"2 Ieta —(26)

yezd

Remark 2.7 1In the case of conductances that are bounded from above, we may choose
¢ = 0 and thus recover the optimal scaling in ¢.

Based on Lemma 2.6 we establish the following variant of Proposition 2.1.
Lemma 2.8 Suppose that (2.3) holds. Let o« > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1. Then there exists a
random variable X = X (d, «, €) such that P-a.s. for all t > 0,

2 (4
D m ) [V, p|, < X+ 17T
yeZd

where

—(d+1) 3
Xi(w) = Y % (VX (z0) |2 }ovo(w)ﬁ.
ZGZ‘[ (t + 1)7

Inparticular, foreveryn € N, Sup;> E[| X "] < cforsomec = (d, p, &, n, M(p, q)).

The proofs of Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8 are postponed to Sects. 2.1.2 and 2.1.3,
respectively. Proposition 2.1 easily follows from Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.5 as can
be seen by the following short argument.

Proof of Proposition 2.1 1t suffices to consider n > g. Letf > Zn—d and set

fie) = @+ DE (e, 02 [V, o) (@) ).
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By Lemma 2.8 we have

nq
Ifillg < X and sup]E[X,z‘H'] < oo, 2.7

t>0
provided M (p, g) < oo for p and ¢ sufficiently large. Next we consider

Z) = a+ DD (Ym0 vpe ) @8

yezd

Note that th =@t+1"® ZeeEdg(e)f,(e) where g(e) = m(t,g)_ew(e)_l.
Hence, Holder’s inequality with exponent (3, ;75) and the discrete estimate
1fill oy < 11 filler vield 22 < (41" ligll 5 ||ft||gl Wetakethen/Z-thmomentand

apply Holder s inequality (w.r.t. P) with exponents (
of P to obtain

, 2 ) and the shift-invariance
n’ 2q—

E[2'] < ¢+ 1)°2 ]E[(llgllﬁllfrllel)%]
= (t+1) Z m(t,e) 01 El:w(e)_%”ft”fl]
ecEy
) ) B 2 ZqZ—n
. <(t+1)_82 3 m(t,g)—ez> E[loo) " E[1£17 7]

ecEy
Notethatsuptzo(t+l)_8% ZeeEd m(t, g)_‘g% < oosincefn/2 > danden/2 > %.
Furthermore, E [|a)(0)|_" ] < 00 by the moment condition. Combined with (2.7) we
finally deduce that sup,~o E [ Z]'] < oo, which completes the proof. O

2.1.1 On-diagonal heat kernel estimate: proof of Lemma 2.5

The statement is a rather direct consequence of an on-diagonal estimate (see Lemma 2.9
below), which can be obtained from [5], and an application of the spectral gap estimate
of Assumption 1.3 used to control moments of the estimate’s random constant, see
Lemma 2.10. Assuming M (p, g) < oo for any p,q € (1, 00), we denote by R =
R(w, p,q) > 1 the smallest integer such that for all R > R,

1
TR L M S2E] <o,

x€B(R)
1 w
—_— Z vY(x)? < 2E[v?] < oo, 2.9)
#B(R) x€B(R)

with ©® and v defined in (2.4). Then, P-a.s., R < 0o by the ergodic theorem.
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Lemma 2.9 Let p,q € (1, 00) satisfy % + é < % Suppose that P is stationary and
ergodic, and that the moment condition M (p, q) < oo is satisfied. Then, there exists
c=cld, p,q, M(p,q)) such that fort > R2,

pt.0) < ct+ 12

Proof This on-diagonal bound follows immediately from the upper heat kernel bounds
in [5, Theorem 2.5], which is based on arguments in [4]. Indeed, by our assumptions
R = R(w, p, q) defined via (2.9) is P-a.s. finite for p, g € (1, co) with % + 5 < %
Therefore the assumptions of [5, Theorem 2.5] are satisfied for P-a.e. . Alternatively,
the estimate can be deduced from the parabolic Harnack inequality established in [3],
see Proposition 4.7 and Remark 1.5 therein. O

Lemma 2.10 Suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds and for any p, q € (1, 00) let R be
defined via (2.9). Then, for any n € N there exist p’, q' € (1, 00) (only depending on
P, q, n) such that under the moment condition M(p’, q') < oo we have [|R|”] <c
withc =c(d, p, p,q,n, M(p', q")).

Proof We only present the argument for ©, since the argument for v is the same.
To that end consider the random variable

_ o . 1 ne )P _
TR =15 = 35 2 (EW] 1>'

x€B(R)

which is well-defined since E[1”] > 0 by assumption. We claim that for any k € N,
E[I/z*] £ RTCE[pHPVE]. (2.10)

Indeed, since E[ fr] = 0, the spectral gap inequality in form of (1.7) yields
E[l/x*] S E [( > 1o fwl) }
ecEy

Since 9, (x) = 1y, 7)(x), we deduce that

Y fr < (W@ +uP~(@) ife e B(R)ore € Bg,
/R = 0 else.

Now, the combination of the previous two estimates gives (2.10).
Next, by a slight abuse of notation let R(w) > 1 be the smallest integer such that

sup |frl <1
R>R(w)

Since p is stationary and E[ fr] = 0, Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem shows that P-a.s.
sup,>g fr — 0as R 1 oo. In particular, R < oo P-a.s. and R satisfies the first
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property in (2.9). We finally estimate the moments of R by using (2.10). To that end,
note that for all R € N with R > 2,

(2.10)
P[R=R] < P[Ifg—1l>1] < R E[u2P~DH].

Hence,
E[Rn] — Z R" P[R: R] < Z Rn—dkE[MZ(p—l)k].
ReN ReN
We choose k > (n + 1)/d and p’ = 2(p — 1)k to get the claim. O

Lemma 2.5 is now a simple consequence of the previous two results.

Proofof Lemma 2.5 Since p(2t,0) = ZyeZd p(t, y)? by the symmetry of the kernel,
and the fact that Zvezd p(t,y) = 1, we deduce from Lemma 2.9 that

Y pty)? < Va+DE Y= e+ DR+ DL
yeZd

By Lemma 2.10 we can achieve E[)"] < oo if sufficiently high moments of w and

o~ ! exist. O

2.1.2 Proof of Lemma 2.6

Step 1. First we prove (2.5). For abbreviation we set mo(x) := 1+ |x], x € 74 . Recall
that 9, p = —V*(@wV p). Hence, by (1.18) and the discrete product rule in (1.17) we
get

1d
a7 2o Mo p(t, )P =3 L mo)* p(t, ») dip(t, )

yeZd yeZd

= — Y w(@V(mypt,))e) Vp(t,e)

ecEy

= 3" 0@ mo@* [Vpt, o) + we) pt.?) [Ymi*@)] [V p(t. o).
ecEy

A

Since |V(mo(e)2“)‘ < JCa mo(@)* " mo(e)®, Young’s inequality yields

Z w(e) p(t,e) |[Vmd* ()| |Vp(, e

ecEy
< Ve Y Vol m@* ' pt.e) - Jwle)moe)* |Vp(t. )|
ecEy
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, 3 1
=52 Y moG 2 ple 3+ 5 Y mo)* [V ],

yeZd yeZd

with | - |, as defined in (1.19). We conclude that

d
T moW p(t, )P = ca Y p)mo(»)** 7 ple, y)?

yezd yezd

=:1(t)
=Y mo)* [V L. @.11)

yezd

To estimate I (t) we set 0 := «a + ¢ and write 2o —2 = 2(1 — —) 2(1— —) Then

d+1

Ty > 1 and the discrete £¢ — £!-estimate
0

by Holder’s inequality with exponent
(forg > 1) we get

_1
10 < X Y me* =7 pa, y)*,
yeZd
k=
Ldi +
X = ca ( D )T T mo(y)” <d+“)
yezd

In combination with

6—1 1

0 9
3 mo)* =D p(, y)? ( > mo(y)”p(z,yﬂ) ( > p(r,y)z) :

yezd yezd sezt

Lemma 2.5 and (2.11) (where we drop the non-positive second term on the right-hand
side), this implies

d 1 d1
0 =Xy FOT E+D7E f0) =) me»)* ple. ).
yezd
Hence,
d 1 1 1,d 1 1 _d1
—(f@)?) < = fM)7"" —f@t) < =XYoo (t+1) 27,
S (f@7) = S fOTT f0) = 2 XY+ 1)
Since il <lasa > %, an integration in ¢ and the fact that f(0) = 1 yields (2.5).
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Step 2. Next we show (2.6). The starting point of the argument is (2.11), which we
recall in an integrated and rearranged form

1 2T ) 2 1 ) 5 1 2T
?/T D moW* |Vp, W, < = Y mo(y)*¥p(T, y)* + T/T 1(t)dt.
y

€74 yezd

By Step 1 the first term on the right-hand side is bounded by Y X (T + 1)~ g-lteta,
Furthermore, by Holder’s inequality and Step 1 we have for all ¢ € (T, 27T),

1) <= X3 mo)X@ V% py)? < YX (T + )~ i-1eta,
yeZd

The combination of the previous estimates yields (2.6). O

2.1.3 Proof of Lemma 2.8

Throughout the proof, X' denotes a generic random variable (that might change from
line to line) of class X'(d, «, €). Moreover, we write < if < holds up to a constant only
depending on d, «, €.

Step 1. First we show that there exists X = X' (d, «, ¢) such that for all 7 > 0 and
T>1,

> m ) p ) <Y X @+ 17 @.12)
yezd
1 2T o 2 4 14e
?f Z m(t,y)** |[Vp@t, )|, dt <Y X (T + 1)~z (2.13)
T yeZd
We start with (2.12). First assume that @« > «g = % + 1. Since m(z, y)*® <

(yl+ D>
( a e T 1>’

S ome ) pay? < [ +D)TY (W + )2 p )+ D pay)? .

yezd yezd yezd

which combined with Lemmas 2.6 and 2.5 yields the desired estimate. In the case
0 < @ < ag we proceed by interpolating the estimate for « = 0 and & = «. Indeed,
Holder’s inequality yields
o ap—a
0(0 (lo
Doom, ) pa,y)? < [ Y0 m@, ) i,y Y py)

yezd yezd yezd
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The first term on the right-hand side can be estimated as above, and the second term
on the right-hand side is estimated by Lemma 2.5.
Next, we prove (2.13). First note that

1 2T
?/ N \Vptpd < X (@ +17E (2.14)
T
yeZd

Indeed, by integrating the identity %j—[ Zyezd p(t,y)? = — ZyEZd |Vp(t, y)|2 wrt.

t, we get % fTZT ZyEZd |Vp(t, y)|idt < % Zyezd p(T, y)?, which in combination
with Lemma 2.5 yields (2.14). Now, we argue as above to obtain (2.13) for o > «y
by using Lemma 2.6. Finally, the estimate for 0 < o < ¢ follows (as in the proof of
(2.12)) by interpolation.

Step 2. In this step we show that for any « > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1 there exists X =
X (d, a, €) such that

d
m(t,z)*p®(t,0,z) < \/(yX)(a)) QX) (r.w) (t +1)"27,

for all z € Z? and t > 0. By the triangle inequality for the weight in form of
mQ2t,2)* < m(t,z — y)* m(z, y)¥, the semigroup property, and the shift property
pre, 0,y —2) = p®(1, y, 2),

m2t, )% p®(21,0,2) S Y mt, 1) pUt, 0, ) m(t, z = »)* p°t, v, 2)
yeZd
1

2

A

> om(t, y)* p(t, 0, y)?

yezd

D=

> mtz—y)* pUt.y.2)?
yeZd

1
2

= | D m@, ) p°@,0,y)?
yezd

Yo m, 2=y pEe,y — 2,0

yezd

Using symmetry in form of p%®(t, y — z,0) = p=®(¢, 0, y — z) and applying (2.12)
yields
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d
m(2,2)*p®(21,0,2) = VOO @A) ()t + D7,

Step 3. Now we show the statement. First note that it suffices to prove the claimed
estimate for r > 1, since for 0 < r < 1 the estimate follows from (2.12) and the fact
that |[Vp(t,e)| < p(t,e)+ p(t,e). Fort > 1, by the semigroup property and Jensen’s
inequality we have for all e € Ey,

W

!
|Vp©(,0, e)|2 < ;ﬁ Z pe(t—s,0,2) |Vp‘”(s,z,e)|2ds,
3 zezd

and by the triangle inequality for the weight in form of m(s,e)*® < m(r —
5,2)% m(s, e — 2)*,

I = Z m(t,g)Za |pr(t,(), e)‘Zw(e)

ecEy

t
;/ 3N m 0™ pPt —5.0.2) [Vpt.z. o) wle) ds

3 zezd eckEy

2
3t

3
;[ Zm(r—s,z)zapw(f—&o,Z)
3

ze74

A
Wi

A

3 mis.e— 2 [Vpes, z. o) wie) | ds.

ecEy
Now, note that Step 2 implies for all s € (%, %),
m(t —s,2)* p°(t — 5,0, 2)
=m(t — 5,22 p2t — 5,0, 2)m@t — s, z)” @D

VO @) OX)@w) (t -5+ 1) T m( — 5. 2)~@*D
m(t, )~ @D

(t + 1)%

IA

IA

’

VO (@) QX) (o) (1 +1) w2, wl,2) =

where we used in the last step that % <t—s5 < % Further, the shift property

Vprlw(s’ 0’ e — Z) = pr(s, Z, e) giVeS that

> mis,e— 2> |VpUs.z, o wie) = Y ms, )™ [Vp=2(s, 0, M
e€Ey yeZd i
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We conclude that

I S (t+1)f Z (1, 2)y/ (X)) (T,0) (XY) ()

z€74

2
3 3t 2
L] w0 ds
3 yeZd
2.1 3 1

Tty a2 Y 00 (00 (@) (V)@)E

z€7Z4

Finally, sup,-; E [le|”] < oo for every n € N since ||m(t, x)||,1 < 1 uniformly in
t and arbitrarily high moments of ) and X exist if M (p, g) < oo holds for p and ¢
sufficiently large. O

2.2 Annealed estimates: proofs of Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3

Proof of Corollary 2.2 Step 1. Estimates for Vp and VVp forn = 1.

Since the argument for Vp and VVp are similar, we only discuss the esti-
mate for VVp, which follows the discussion below [41, Proposition 1]. For
the reader’s convenience we sketch the short argument. Since p(f,x,x’) =
> yezd p(5.x,y) p(5, y. x") by the semigroup property, for any e, ¢’ € E; we have

VVp(ed) =) Vp(5.e.0) Vp(h.y.e).
yeZd

We multiply this identity with m(z, ¢ — ¢')* and obtain by the triangle inequality for
the weight, i.e. m(t,e —e')* <2%m(t,e— y)*m(t, ¢’ — y)¥, and the Cauchy Schwarz
inequality in ), c7a,

m(t,e —e)* |[VVp(t,e e
1

|
2 2
<2 ( Z m(t, e — y)* |Vp(5.e. y)|2) ( Z m(t, e — y)*® |Vp(5.e, y)|2) .

yezd yeZd

We take the expectation, apply Cauchy Schwarz w.r.t. P and exploit stationarity
and symmetry in form of E [|Vp(t, e, y)|2] =E [|Vp(t, e—y, O)|2] to obtain

mit e =) E[[VVpe.e)|] <22 3 E[|Vp( e = v, 00 m(r e - )]
yezd

IA

o Z E [‘Vp(%, e//’ 0)|2m(t, g//)201]

e’eEy

< (t+1)_(%+1)+5,

~
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where the last inequality holds by Proposition 2.1. Since ¢, ¢’ € E4 are arbitrary, the
claim follows.
Step 2. Estimate for Vp and n > 1.

Proposition 2.1 yields

E[[Vpt. '] =B [ty 195, 91" ] me. )

n -
7 n

<E[| > mt.0*|Vp@.0.0)) m(t, y)™®
xezd
1
<E[Z/]" ¢+ )~ E DT @, y)~

<+ D) GOV, y),

where we used that Z; defined in (2.8) satisfies sup,~. ]E[Z,”]% < 00.
Step 3. Estimates for Vp and VVp forn > 1. -

For n > 1 we obtain the claimed estimates by interpolation of the estimates in
Step 1 and Step 2 via Holder’s inequality in form of

1
A 1—A
lulln@) < llullprgllulls » 0<A<-—.
L 1=3n () n

Indeed, applied to u = V p, we obtain
1
E[[Vpe.n[']" S @+ 17 EFommGedi=ite gy
= (1 + DTEFDTEORE gy

and the claimed estimate follows by choosing X close to % For V'V p first notice that
by the triangle inequality we have

E[|VVp(t,x)|n]% < max E[Wp(t,x’)r]%.

[x—x'|<1

Now, the estimate follows by interpolating the estimate for VV p for n = 1 with the
estimate for V p for n’ > n. O

Proof of Corollary 2.3 First note thatfor6 > 0and 0 < o < 26, we have forall x € 74
the elementary estimate

/Oo(t + D e, x)7dt < e(d, o, 0) (Ix] +1)7°, (2.15)
0

which follows by using that m(z, x)™ < (x| + 1) "(r + 1)*/?. Now, the claimed

estimates follow from the identities VG (x, 0) = fooo Vp(t,x,0)dtandVVG(x,0) =
fooo VVp(t, x, 0)dt, the estimates in Corollary 2.2 and (2.15) by choosing « close to
20. m|
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3 Semigroup decay: proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section we prove Theorem 1.7, which yields arate for the decay of the semigroup
P, L®°(Q) — L°°(Q) defined by Piu(w) := ZyeZd pe(t,0,y) u(ryw). First we
recall some basic facts on the semigroup (P;);>0. We refer to [28] for details.

e Since the heat kernel is normalised such that ZyeZd p®(t,0,y) = 1, the semi-
group P, is a contraction on L*°(£2).

e The semigroup is characterised by a discrete heat equation on Z¢. The connection
is based on the stationary extension that associates a random variable, say u(w),
with the random field i(w, x) := u(r,w) called the stationary extension of u.
Now, consider u € L°°(2) and v(¢) := P;u. Then for P-a.e. w, the function
B(w, - ) : [0,00) x Z¢ > R, ¥(w, t, x) := v(t, Tyw) is the unique solution in
C([0, 00), £°(Z%)) N C1((0, 00), £>°(Z%)) to the Cauchy problem

(& +V*oV)s = 0 on (0, 00) x Z4,
h - J 3.1
v(0,)) = i on Z%,
which directly follows from the definition of the semigroup.
e An alternative characterisation by a Cauchy problem in L*°(2) is as follows.
The stationary extension (-), the discrete derivatives V;, Vi* and the horizontal
derivatives D;, D;‘ (see Sect. 1.3) are related by the identities

Viit(w, x) = (Diju)(w, x),  Vii(w,x) = (Dju)(@, x).
Therefore, (3.1) is equivalent to the Cauchy problem in L°°(2) given by

(8, + D*w(0)D)v =0 fort > 0, 3.2)
v(0) =u.

e The family (P;);>0 is the Markovian transition semigroup associated with the -
valued process {ty,w};>0, which is known as the process of the “‘environment as
seen from the particle”. Furthermore, if IP is stationary and ergodic, and (1.3) holds,
then the measure P is stationary, reversible and ergodic for the environment process
{rx,w}:>0 and its semigroup (P;);>0, respectively (see e.g. [2, Lemma 2.4]).

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.7

We follow the argument of [28, Theorem 1], where the optimal estimate is obtained in
the case of uniformly elliptic coefficients. In our setting the lack of uniform ellipticity
leads to a loss of decay, since at various places we use Holder’s inequality and the
moment conditions in order to move the conductances outside (or inside) of some
integrals. A central element is the weighted £2-regularity estimate for the gradient of
the heat kernel obtained in Proposition 2.1, which we apply in form of the following
two estimates, the proof of which are postponed to Sect. 3.2.

@ Springer



Stoch PDE: Anal Comp (2019) 7:240-296 267

Lemma3.1 Let e € (0,1), n > 2% and 6 € (1,2). There exists p,q € (1,00)
(only depending on d, n, €,0) and a constant c = c(d,n, &,0, M(p, q)) such that if

M(p, q) < oo the following holds. For all F € L*'9 (2, R%) and t > 0,
ne 1
_ 2 1
E| [ X (Vety-Fo) < e+ )TEDE R[],
yezd

where F(w, x) := F(T,w).
Remark 3.2 In the uniformly elliptic case Lemma 3.1 holds with ¢ = 0 and 6 = 1,
which can be shown along the lines of [28]. For our purpose it is important that 0
and ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily close to 1 and 0, respectively, provided we suppose a

sufficiently strong moment condition.

Lemma3.3 Lete € (0,1) and n > 2‘1—8. There exist p,q € (1, 00) (only depending

ond,n,¢e)and a constant ¢ = c(d,n, e, M(p, q)) such that if M(p,q) < oo the
following holds. For any random field H : Q@ x Eq — R and t > 0,

1
2\ " 2

E Z ZVp(t,z)~H(rza),e—z)
ecEq \zezZd

L
< c@+ D@D S [|H(w, e)|4”]4”.

ecE,

For the proof of Theorem 1.7 we further need a non-linear Caccioppoli inequality
for the operator D*w(0) D. The following result is an extension of [28, Lemma 5] to
the degenerate setting.

Lemma 3.4 (Caccioppoli) Let v(t) = Pyu. Then for everyn € Nand 1 < 0 < 2 we
have

]E[|Dv(t)|2"9]ﬁ

1
d 2
< (—c 7 E [v(t)zn])

withc = c(d, n, 6).

A last ingredient is the decay estimate on ordinary differential inequalities.

2-6 0—1
2]

E[juf]% 7 E [|w(0)1|2‘92‘{”}4”9

Lemma 3.5 Assume that
t
0< a@t) < ¢ ((z+1)y+/ (t—s+1)yb8(s)ds>,
0

0< () < —%[az”a)]
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with n € [1,00), y € [1,00) and § € (}/Il ,1). Then, there exists ¢ =
2n

c(n,y,d,co) < oo such that
alt) < c@+1)77.

This is a generalisation of [28, Lemma 15], obtained in [24, Lemma 3.1].

Proof of Theorem 1.7 Let6 € (1, 2) to be chosen later. In the following < stands for <
up to a constant only depending on d, p, n, 6, ¢ and M (p, q). For abbreviation we set
y =@+ —eu=DFandv(w.1) = Pu@) =Y 0 p°(t.0,y) i, ).
By the homogeneity of the estimate it suffices to consider the case

3 E[|aeF|8"] <1. (3.3)

ecEy

We claim that for any 6 € (1, 2),

1 t 1
E[v@]” < (z+1)—V+/ =5+ D7 E[[Due) "] ds. 34
0

We first note that E[u] = 0 implies E[v(¢)] = 0 for all # > 0. Hence, the n-version
of the spectral gap estimate in (1.7) gives

€1
n7 2

]E[v(t)Z"]ﬁ SE Y Jpevo) . (3.5)

ecEy
In order to identify d,v, recall that v(w, -, -) solves

(3 + VoV)i

=0 on(0,00) x Z4,
v(t=0,) = u()

on Z¢4. (3.6)

Now we apply 9, to this equation to get a characterisation of d,v. More precisely,
since 3,(V*owVv) = V*wVo,u(s, ) + V*6.(-)Vv(s,e) (here ., : E4 — {0,1}
denotes the Dirac function with 8.(e) = 1 and 8.(¢’) = 0 for any ¢’ # e), we have

0 + V*oV)3,0 = —V*8,()Vi(t,e) on (0,00) x Z4,
9,0(t=0,) = d,ua(-) onZq,

and thus by Duhamel’s formula

t
d.v(t) = 0,0(t,0) = Z p®(t,0,z2) 3Jt(z)+/ Vp®(t —s,0,e)Vi(s, e)ds.
774 0
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We combine this identity with (3.5) and apply the triangle inequality to obtain

1
2\ "2

1
E[vn*]” SE e; Xz:dp(t,z) 3, (2)
d K4S
t 2 " ﬁ
+/ Elf> (Vp(t—s,e)Vﬁ(s,e)) ds
0 ecEy
— I +11. 3.7)

For term I note that it (w, x) = V*F(w, x) where F denotes the stationary exten-
sion of F. By definition of 9., V* and the stationary extension, we have for any
random variable f the general calculus rules 9,(V; f) = V; (9. f) and 9, f (w, x) =
(0w (e—x) ) (@, x). Hence,

Bl (2) = 3 V' F(2) = V¥u(e— F(2) = V' H (v0, ¢ — 2),
where H (w, e) := 9, F (w). Hence, using an integration by parts, Lemma 3.3 and (3.3)
we get

1
2\ " 2

I=E[|Y (D Vptt.2) Hr:o. e —2) < @t+D77. (3.8)

ecEq \zezd
For term /1 we use Lemma 3.1 and get for any 8 € (1, 2),

1
2ni

t
1< f (t—s+1)7E [|Dv(s)|2”9] 7 ds,
0
which completes the argument for (3.4).
Next we apply Lemma 3.4 to obtain
k=2 d
E[|Dve) ] £ —ZE[0™]. (3.9)
where we have used that
4n
E[u*] < E[|p*F -BIFD["] S E|[ D [0rf] | = 1.

ecEy

thanks to (1.7), a discrete £2-£!-estimate and (3.3). Finally, in view of (3.4) and (3.9),
choosing 6 > 1 sufficiently close to 1 (only depending on d, ¢ and n), we may apply
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1
2n2=0)

1
Lemma 3.5 with a(t) := E[v()*"]?, b(t) := E [\Du([)|2"9] and § = 20;9
and get
1
E[v@0)*]” S@+1)77,
which is the claimed estimate. O

3.2 Proofs of Lemmas 3.1, 3.3 and 3.4

Proof of Lemma 3.1 In the following < stands for < up to a constant only depending on
1
d,n,6 and ¢. Fix a > %. Consider I := (Zyezd m(t, y)_2”“|F(y)|2n> " Holder’s

inequality, the discrete ¢7-7-¢!-estimate and Proposition 2.1 yield

n—1

n
n

Z (Vp(t,y) : 1‘7“(y))2 <1 Z (m(t’y)za |vp(z,y)|2)m

yezd yezd

IA

1Y ma > |Vpa. pf

yeZd

122+ 1)~ (5thte,

IA

We take the expectation of the n-th power to obtain

€L
n7 2

_ 2
E| [ X (Voey-Fo)
yezd
1
e _ 2n
< (141G R [zfﬂ Z mt, y)_2”“|F(y)|2ni|
yezd

IA

4+ DD [ g, )R [Z}” |F(y)|2”]
yeZd

By Holder’s inequality with exponents (6, 60%1) and by stationarity this can be further
estimated from above by

1
0—1 2n

1
. P b b
(t+ 1))+ | [z,”“} IE[|F|2"9]2 DD me
yeZd
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6—1

6 %T L
<+ D) EHDHSTE R [thnm} E [|F|2n9]2119 ’

€1 d .
where we used that (Zyezd m(t, y)~2"*) < (t + 1)@ thanks to 2ne > d. Since
we may assume that the 2n eej—moment of Z; is bounded by a constant independent
of ¢, and because % < %, the proof is complete. O

Proof of Lemma 3.3 First we compute

1
2\

E Z ZVp(t,z)-H(rZw,e—z)

ecEy \ze7d

2 n n
=E Z Z Vpl(t,z) - H(rzw, {x—2z, X—Z+€i})
xezd z€74
i=1,....d
P
2 2n

=R Y | DD Vetx -y Haoyo, Iy, y+e)

xeZd yeZd
i=1,...d

E SEIY (Vp(t,x/)~H(rxra),e/))2

e'eEy x'ezd

€1
n 2n
X

In order to estimate the expectation, we apply Lemma 3.1 to F(w) = H(w, €’) for
any ¢’ € E4 and obtain

1
2\ "2

E Z ZVp(t,z)-H(rzw,e—z)

ecEq \zezd

1
<c (l + 1)—(%4—%)4—8 Z E [’H(a), e,)|2n0] 2n9.

e'eEy

1
2n0

Combined with Holder’s inequality in form of IE[|H (w, € )|2n9]

n
<E [| H(w,e) |4n] " the claim follows. m]
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Proof of Lemma 3.4 'We first claim that

d
= ] n i < _i i 2n
I: E[;]Dlv(t)‘ w (0, e,):| S 75, th[U(t) ], (3.10)

where here and below we write < if the relation holds up to a constant only depending
on d, n and 6. Indeed, using the elementary estimate

(@a—b)" < (@' =" ") (a—b), abeR,

by appealing to (3.2) we get

d
I S ZE[Q)(O, e;) Div(t) Di(v(t)Zn—l)]

i=1
E [D(v(t)zn_l) : w(O)Dv(t)] - E [v(t)2”_1 D*w(O)Dv(t)]

—E[v(t)2”—‘ a,u(t)] - —%%E[u(ozn],

1
and thus the claimed inequality (3.10). Next, we need to estimate | [!Dv(t)|2n9] 28
by the left-hand side in (3.10). To that end set 8y = 2 — 0, so that 6 = 0y + 2(6 — 1).
Holder’s inequality with exponents (91—0, elTl) yields

d
E[[Dvo)[™] £ Y E[IDivm) P00, )1 Do) w0, )" |

d %
< (ZJE[wiv(r)F"w(o, e»])
d 2-0
(ZE (1D w0, e»‘ﬂ'—'])

i=1

0—1

6—1 6—1

512—9E[|Du(t)|8”] 2 E[|w(0)—1|%] .

Using |Dv(w, 1)| < Z\x|§1 |v(Tyw, t)|, the shift-invariance of P and the contrac-
tivity of the semigroup P; : L3 (Q) — L3 (), we deduce that

E[1Dvof | SB[ ] < B [lu™].
In combination with (3.10) these estimates give the claim. O
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4 Moment bounds for the extended corrector: proof of
Proposition 1.10

In this section, unless stated otherwise, £ denotes one of the coordinate vectors
e, ..., eq, and we drop the index in the notation for ¢, o and g. We split the proof
of Proposition 1.10 into three steps. In Step 1 we prove (a) and (b), i.e. the existence
of ¢ and o, and the moment bounds for ¢, which is a rather direct consequence of
Theorem 1.7. In Step 2 we establish a sensitivity estimate for the right-hand side of
(1.12c). In Step 3 we establish the growth bound for o.
Step 1. Proof of (a) and (b).

We first claim that there exists ¢ € L2*(Q) with E[¢°] = 0 satisfying (1.14) such
that

D*w(0)(D¢’ +&) = 0.

For the argument set F' := —w(0)&, u(t) := P, D*F, and note that
8(n+1) D d 8(n+1)7 S
E (Z |3eF\) =E <Z|B{o,e,-}F!> < lel=1.
ecEy i=1

1
Consequently, Theorem 1.7 yields E [’u(t)}z(nﬂ)] D < (4 4 1) for some 1 <

y < % + % Since y > 1, we can define the sought random variable as Laplace

transform ¢* := fooo u(t) dt.
Next, we set ¢ (v, x) = ¢ (r,w) — ¢°(w). By construction we have ¢ (w, 0) = 0.
Since D; is the discrete generator of the shift z,,, we deduce that

Vé@.1) = Dp(tw),  V'O()(Vo(@. 1) +§)
= (D*0O(D¢° +)) (r.w) = 0.

and we conclude that ¢ satisfies all the claimed properties.
Next, we prove the existence of o. To that end we first rewrite the right-hand side in
(1.12¢) in divergence form. For k, £ = 1, ...d we introduce the random vector fields

°(@) := @(0)(DP" (@) + &) — @homé,
0% (@) = (¢"(vew) - ex) er — (¢°(to,) - €¢) ex,

and denote by Q¢(w, x) := Qge (tyw) the stationary extension. Note that by con-
struction we have g(w, x) = qo(rxa)) and (Sq)k¢ = V*Qp¢. From the moment
bound (1.14) and moment condition on the conductances we deduce that ¢° and
Q" have finite second moments. Therefore, for any T > 1 the regularized equation
(% + D*D)o%kz = D*ng admits a unique solution in L?(2) satisfying the a priori
estimate
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1 1 I
~E[|of "] + 5 E[|Vvof ] = SE[|QUF] 5 1.

Since the estimate on Da? is uniform in 7 > 1, we deduce that (up to a subse-
quence) Da? w¢ Weakly converges for T 1 oo to some random variable Wiy =

. 2 . .
(Wiet, -, Wee.a) with E[[Wee|?] < L E [[ 09| ] satisfying

D*Wy = D*QY,. 4.1

Note that E[Wy¢] = 0, since E[Dag] = 0. Moreover, Wy, is curl-free in the
sense that D; Wy ; = D; Wy ;. Hence, there exists a random field o7 x¢(w, x) with
ot ke(w,0) = 0 and Vor ge(w, x) = Wie(tyw), and (4.1) turns into V*Vor o =
V*Qre, which is (1.12¢) due to the definition of Q. Moreover, oyp is skew-
symmetric in k, €, since so is (Sq)r¢. Moreover, (1.12b) follows from the identity
V*V(V;‘akg — qi) = 0 (see e.g. [15, Proof of Lemma 9, Step 2]).
Step 2. Sensitivity estimate.

Let f : Z? — R be compactly supported and Q be defined as in Step 1. Consider
exponents s, r such that

s> rsl 14— 4.2)

PR S | 4.3)

(i.e.for0 < p — 1 K 1), we have

2 sk
ecky yeZd
This can be seen as follows. By the triangle inequality (w.r.t. || - ||Lr(@,p)), by

expanding the square, another application of the triangle inequality, and the Cauchy
Schwarz inequality,

1
2p]p

<) Bl [VIO]|00u)|

e€Ey yeZd

=Y E|| D VO [VLOD] |0 0ke(3)]]2e Qre (3]

ecEy L y,y’eZd
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=3 S [VEO V0N E[(18e 0] |20k DY ]

ecE, y,y’eZd

=Y X IVrOIVEON [0k )]

€L

E [0 0k ]

1
2p

eeky y,y'ezd
. 2
=Y [ X Vol B[ foc 0w ]”
ecky \yezZd

For the following discussion it is convenient to set

V-

g =Yy E[|36Q2Z|2p]”.

e={z,z+e;}

Since Qxe(w, y) = QY (tyw) we infer that 9, Qe (. ¥) = (3e—y Q°)(yw). Since P

1 1
is stationary, we obtain E [|, Qxe(y)[*P]?7 = E[|9.—y 0%, ?P]? < g(e — y), and
thus

IS D DN IOIFEESY
z€74 \yezd

The inner sum is a convolution. Thanks to (4.2) Young’s estimate for convolutions
yields

I < IV fllerzay 18lles zdy

and it remains to show that the norm of g is finite. It suffices to show that for some
y > 0 withy > %wehave

E[|36Q2g’2p]ﬁ < (lel+1)77,  VeeEy. (4.4)
We first note that
0.0¢°(@)| = [VVG“(0. )| | D¢’ (r,0) +£|. @.5)
Indeed, this follows from applying 9, to (1.12a), which yields
V*oVip = V*(d.0()) (Vo +&). (4.6)
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Since [3,@(-)| < 8(- — e), and 3, D¢’ (w) = Vd.¢(w, 0), we obtain (4.5) by the
Green’s function representation for (4.6). Hence, applying 9, to Q° gives

3.0%(w) = 8(e)(D¢"(w) + &) — w(0) 3. DP" (),
and thus
13.0%(@)| < 8(e) (ID$°] + 1) + |@(0)] [VVG(w,0, &)| (ID$° (ze)| + 1).

Since we may assume that high moments of D¢” and w(0) exist, Corollary 2.3 yields
for any p’ > p and any ¢ > 0,

E[|86Q0|2p]$ < E[|VVG(O,§)|2P,]ﬁ

S (le+1)7",  yi=d-2

provided the conductances satisfy sufficiently strong moment conditions with integra-
bility exponents that depend on p’ and ¢. Note that for p’ | p and ¢ | 0, we have
y Yy i=d— % =d-1) - ‘"le. Thanks to (4.3) we have y,, 7 > 1, and thus
we obtain y > i—{ by choosing p’ and ¢ sufficiently close to p and 0. This completes
the argument for (4.4).

Step 3. Sublinear estimate for o.

We basically follow arguments in [26], where a similar statement is obtained for
uniformly elliptic, continuous systems, and [47], where the argument is carried out
for the corrector ¢ in the uniformly elliptic, discrete setting in dimension d = 2. The
argument is split into three substeps.

Substep 3.1. For L > 1 consider

1

% O'(C!), y)
yEB(L)

v (w) == o(w,0) —

Then for any exponents r and p satisfying (4.2) and (4.3), we have

. Lg“l_d) ifr < ddT],

b1
]E[|UL| ”]2” < fdogLyr ifr =4,
1 ifr > %.

For the argument let f : Z¢ — R denote the unique decaying solution to

V*Vf =h, where h := 8y — Ipr).

#B(L)
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By representing V f with help of the discrete Green’s function for V*V we find that

Vo] < (L alyl) (vl +1)7" 4.7)

Since o (w, -) grows sublinearly P-a.s., we deduce that

v(@) = Y o Nh(y) = Y Vo) VI). (4.8)

yezd yezd

In particular, we find that E[v;] = 0, since E[Vo] = 0. Thus, the p-version of the
Spectral Gap estimate, (1.7), yields

1
P 2p
E[lo”]” sE| X [oevef . 4.9)

eckEy

Note that d,v; = ZyeZd Voo (y) - Vf(y) = ZyeZd 9.0(y) - Vf(y), where we
used that

V*Vi,0 = V*9,.0.
Hence, we can estimate the right-hand side of (4.9) by appealing to Step 2 and (4.7).

This completes the argument.
Substep 3.2. For x € Z¢ and L > 1 consider

Z (U(a),x +y) —o(w, y)).

yeB(L)

UL((,()) = m

Then for any r and p satisfying (4.2) and (4.3), we have
1
E [|u/L|2”] 7 < x| L log L.
For the argument let f : Z¢ — R denote the unique decaying solution to

N 1
V*Vf = h, where h := %OIB(L)(- —Xx) — IlB(L)(')>~

By representing V f with help of the discrete Green’s function for V*V we find that
—d
[VID] < Ixl (L v Iyl) " logL, (4.10)
and, moreover,

V(@) = Y o »h(y) = Y Vo, y) V).

yezd yezd
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Hence, arguing as in Substep 3.2 we see that the claim follows from Step 2.
Substep 3.3. Let L := |x| 4+ 1. Then we have

o(w,x) =o0(w,x) —o(w,0)

=o(w,x) —

Z o(w,x+y)

#B(L) JeB L)

+ > (o@.x+y) —o.y)

yEB(L)

Y @y —0@,0)

yeB(L)

1
#B(L)
1
t¥B0)

= UL(‘L'XC()) =+ U}A(a)) - ’UL(CL)),

where the last identity holds due to the identities of the previous steps, and by stationar-
ity of Vo in combination with identity (4.8). Hence, the triangle inequality, [x| < L,
and the estimates of Substep 3.1 und Substep 3.2 yield for any exponents r and p
satisfying (4.2) and (4.6) the estimate

LFHI=d py o d
< 7 &-d+1 L d
S L log L+ (logL)" ifr= %

1 ifr >

m‘__
U
L

P

E [|0(x)|2p]

In dimensions 3 < d < 4 any exponent | <r < % < ddTl is admissible. Since the

upper bound r 4 % implies % +(1-d)]2- %, the claimed statement follows. On

L . . d 2d
the other hand, in dimension d > 5, we might choose any exponent 7% < r < 775,

which completes the argument. O

5 Variance decay for the carré du champ: proof of Proposition 1.11

A key ingredient in the proof of Proposition 1.11 is the following lemma, which for
d > 3 yields a representation of g¢ in divergence form.

Lemma 5.1 Consider the situation of Proposition 1.10. Let & € R? be fixed and let
(¢, 0) denote the associated extended corrector, i.e. (¢, o) = Z?:] & (¢, o) with
(¢i, 0i) as in Proposition 1.10 (a). Consider

g@) =Y 0O NP0} where (@, y) =&y +¢(@.y) — p(®,0).

yeZd

Then,
g(w) —E[g] = g(w) —2& - @homé = V' H(w,0),
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where H = (Hy, ..., Hy) is defined by

Hi(w,%) = o(x,x +¢) (& + Vig (@, )’
42 (U(a), X)'E + ¢, x + e) o) (£ + Vo (o, x))) e

Proof Define

H] (0, x) = o(x, x + ) (& + Vig (o, x))?
H (0, %) := ¢p(@,x +¢) (e - @x)(E + Vo (, X)),

and note that H; = H/ +2(c'€) - ¢; +2H!'. We have ¥/ (w, ¢;) = & + Vi¢(w, 0) and
Y(w, —e;) = =& — Vip(w, —e;) = =& — V¢ (1—,,w, 0), thanks to stationarity of
V¢ (see Proposition 1.10 (a.3)). Hence,

d d
g@) = Y w0.) (& + Vig@.0)° + Y (e, 0) (~ & — Vip(w, —e)’

i=1 i=1

d d d
ZH;(w, 0) + ZH;(r_e,.w,O) =2 (Z H{@,O)) + D*H'(», 0)

i=1 i=1 i=1

d
2 (Z H (o, 0)> + V*H'(0,0), (5.1)

i=1
where the last identity holds, since H’ is stationary in the sense that H'(tyw, y) =
H'(w,y+ x).

With g (w, x) := @(x) (g + Vo (w, x)) — Whom&, We can rewrite the first term on
the right-hand side as

i H{(,0) = (§+ V¢(,0) - (0) (§ + Vo (w,0)
h = £-9(@,00+ Vo(,0) - 0(0) (§ + Vo (@,0)) +§ - @pomé. (5.2)

In view of Proposition 1.10, the first term takes the form
£-9(,0) = V('8 (,0). (5.3)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (5.2) we use the general discrete
product rule

V¢ -F=Vp, Fl-¢(V'F), [, Fli:=¢(+e)F,
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which we apply with F(x) = w(x) (5 + Vo (o, x)). By the corrector equation we
have V*F = 0 and therefore

Vo(@,) () (6§ +Vp(o,) = V'H (,).

Now the claimed representation follows from (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3), and the fact that
the mean of the right-hand side in (5.2) is & - @homé. O

Proof of Proposition 1.11 First we recall that

() = [£272 =20 £F |0 = Y 0, 3) (FO) = F0),

yezd

which holds for any f : Z¢ — R as can be seen by a direct calculation. In order to
recover gg (w), we need to consider f(x) = ¥ (w, x) and evaluate at x = 0. By the
definition of ¥z we have ¥z (w, 0) = 0, and thus Lemma 5.1 yields

I W (@.9)0) = Y 00,y e (@, y)
lyl=1
Elge]+ V*H(w, 0),

ge(w)

where H is defined as in Lemma 5.1. Note that H (y) := H(w, y) = H(tyw, 0). Thus,
by the definition of P;, an integration by parts, Holder’s inequality, and Proposition 2.1,
we getforallo > dand0 < ¢ < 1,

1

B 2112
1:=E|(Pi(s —Elg:])) } =E|| Y p°w.0.0) VH)
- yeZd

1
212

=E|| X Vpt.y)- -H)

yeZd

<E[| Y Ivpa.pma. | [ Y |HG[ ma.
L yeZd yezd
%
< (t+ 1)—(%4‘%)4—8 E th Z |H(y)‘2m(t, y)—a

yezd
1

2

= (t+ 1)—({11"'%)"'8 Z m(t,y) *E I:th |H(y)|2]
yeZd

@ Springer



Stoch PDE: Anal Comp (2019) 7:240-296 281

From the definition of H, the moment bounds of Proposition 1.10, and the property
that high moments of Z; are bounded uniformly in ¢ (see Proposition 2.1), we deduce
that for any 6 > % in dimension d = 3 and any # > 0 in dimension d > 4, we have

2
swp [ 22 [HO)P] £ Q1+ 0¥ =+ 0/ mae, .
1=

and thus

B—=

IS+ )Gt [ 37, gy
yeZd

Since Zyezd m(t, y)‘“‘*ze <@+ 1)% (whenever o — 26 > %), we conclude that

IS+t
Note that in dimension d > 4 (resp. d = 3) we might choose 0 arbitrarily close

0 (resp. %), while we can choose ¢ > 0 as small as we wish. This completes the
proof. O

6 Berry-Esseen theorem

In this section we prove Theorem 1.5. As mentioned earlier we will show a Berry—
Esseen theorem for the martingale part and afterwards derive that the corrector
converges sufficiently fast to zero along the path of the random walk. We start by
setting-up the decomposition of X. Recall the definition of the corrector in Proposi-

tion 1.10 and of the harmonic coordinates ¥ : Q x Z¢ — R< in (1.10) above. Let
x : Q x Z% — R? be defined by

X (w, x) :=¥(w, x) —x.

Remark 6.1 The harmonic coordinates satisfy the cocycle property, that is for P-a.e.
w,

U(w,y) — Y(w,x)=V(yw,y—x), Vx,yelZl,

and a similar relation holds for y . Note that conventions about the sign of the corrector
x differ, compare for instance [2,16] and [50].

Corollary 6.2 For P-a.e. w, the process

M, = V(X,), >0,
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is a Py’ -martingale and
X; = My — x(w, Xp), t>0. (6.1

Moreover, forevery€ € R4, €-Misa P§’-martingale with quadratic variation process
given by

(& M), /0 > 0K, ) (W@, ) — Y (@, X,) ds

yezd

t
= fo (e (tx, @, -))(0) ds. 6.2)

Proof Clearly, V*&VW; = 0 foreveryi = 1,...d, so ¥; is L*-harmonic. In partic-
ular, M and hence also & - M are P’-martingales. The decomposition (6.1) follows
directly from the definition of x. To compute (§ - M), which is the unique predictable
process such that (& - M)%> — (€ - M) is a martingale, recall that

t
M = [ T )X ds
0
where I'“ still denotes the opérateur carré du champ associated with £* given by

roe = [0 =20L7f [0 = Y et (f6) = fW),

yezd

and ¥z = & - W as defined in (1.16). Finally, since ¥z (w, 0) = 0 we observe that for
any x € Z¢,

3 ot ) (Pe@.y) — Ye@.0)’ = Y @) 0, y) Ye (o, )2

yeZd yeZd

= I'(Ye (re, ))(0),

which completes the proof. O

6.1 Quantitative CLT for the martingale part

In this section we show the following Berry—Esseen theorem for the martingale part.

Proposition 6.3 Ler d > 3 and suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds. For any ¢ > 0
there exist exponents p, q € [1, 00) (only depending on d, p and €) such that under
the moment condition M (p, q) < oo the following hold.

(1) There exists a constant ¢ = c(d, p, &, M(p, q)) such that for all t > 0,

1
ct™0t ifd =3,

1
xeR ct™5T ifd > 4.

sup Po[é-Mzsagxﬁ]—cb(x)} < !
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(ii) There exists a random X = X(d, p, e, M(p, q)) in L' (P) such that for P-a.e. o,

00 5 1
/ (sup Péu[v-M, So‘pc«/?]—(l)(;@‘) (t+1)7778dt
0 xeR

< X(w) < oo, ifd=3,

and

/Oo (sup|Pg[v- M < opavr ] - @) )5(1‘ + 1) dr
0

xeR

< X < oo, ifd> 4.

To prove Proposition 6.3 we will apply the following general quantitative central
limit theorem for martingales.

Theorem 6.4 Let (N;);=0 be a locally square-integrable martingale (w.r.t. some prob-
ability measure P) and denote by AN; := N; — N;_ its jump process and by (N);
its quadratic variation process. Then, for any n > 1, there exists a constant ¢ > 0
depending only on n such that

Sup|P[N1 gx]—CD(x)| < C(E[|(N)1 _ ”n]_}_EI: Z |AN,|2n])1/(2n+1),

xeR 0<t<1
Proof See Theorem 2 in [33] (cf. also [35]). O

Proposition 6.5 Let d > 3 and suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds. For any ¢ > 0
there exist exponents p,q € [1,00) (only depending on d, p and ¢) such that if
M(p, q) < oo the following hold.

(1) There exists a constant ¢ = c(d, p, &, M(p, q)) such that for all t > 0,

1
(& - M), 212 ctT2T¢ jfd =3,
g —
E[EOU t %‘ =) ert+e fas>a

(ii) There exists a random X = X(d, p, e, M(p, q)) in L' (P) such that for P-a.e. w,

/00 E(‘)‘)I:)(g .tM” —05‘2] (t—i—l)_%_edt < X() < oo, ifd=3,
0

and

/oo E(‘)‘)U(g -tM)t —0’52’2} (l“r‘ 1)_€dt < X(a)) < o0, l'fd > 4.
0 :
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Proof (i) Recall that g¢ = TI'“(¥¢(w,-))(0) and note that og = [E[ge] since
»2 = 2wpom (cf. (1.11) and (1.13) above). Setting G¢ := g¢ — E[ge], we have
by Corollary 6.2 that

(& - M),
t

l t
—of = -/ G (tx, ) ds. 6.3)
tJo

Arguing as in [43, Sect. 6] we get

! 2
EE(‘)O |:</0 GE(TXSCU)dS) i| = 2/0< s ]EES)[Gg(TXSa)) Gé(quCU)] ds du
<s<u<

2 / EEJ[Ge(w) Ge(tx,_,w)] ds du
0<s<u<t

t
2/ (t — 9)E[Ge (0) PGg(w)]ds,
0

where we used the stationarity of (tx, ) in the second step and a change of variable in
the last step. Since (tx, w) isreversible w.r.t. P, the semigroup operator Py is symmetric
in L2(P) and we obtain that

t 2 t
EEY [(/0 Ge(tx. o) ds) } =2/0 (i —s)E[(PS/gGE(a)))z] ds
t
< 2;/ E[(Ps/ng(a)))z] ds.
0

Now we apply Proposition 1.11, which gives for any ¢ > 0,

! 2 ct3te ifd =3,
EEY [(/0 Gg(rxsa))ds) } < { TR (6.4)

for some constant ¢ = c(d, p, &, M(p, q)) provided M (p, q) < oo for suitable p and
q. In view of (6.3) this finishes the proof of (i). Further, to show (ii), for a given ¢ > 0
we use Fubini’s theorem and apply (i) for any ¢’ € (0, ) to obtain for d > 4,

[ [ ]| il o]
0

foonz [ES)U € 'IM” — ag’z:H (t+1)% dr
0

o0
< / (t+ D7) g < oo,
0

which implies (ii). In d = 3 the result follows by a similar argument. O
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Remark 6.6 Using the ergodicity of the environment process in (6.3) one can apply

the theory of ‘fractional coboundaries’ of Derriennic and Lin [21] and deduce from

the statement in Proposition 6.5 (i), e.g. if d > 4, that for any ¢ > 0 we have for P-a.e.

@,

AL
P &

lim ¢
11— 00

= 0, Py-as.

Proposition 6.7 Letd > 3, n € N and suppose that Assumption 1.3 holds. There exist
p = p(d,n) and g = q(d, n) such that if M(p, q) < oo we have that for P-a.e. w,

B[ 3 lg-Mo—g M| < X im0,

0<s<t
for some random X = X (d,n) € L' (P).

Proof Recall that for any function f : Z¢ x Z¢ — R that vanishes on the diagonal,
the process

S rx,- ,x>—/ 30X W f X, ) ds

0<s<t yeZd

is a local Py’-martingale for P-a.e. w. Then choosing f(x, y) = |wg y) — Ve (x)!n,
we obtain by the cocycle property (cf. Remark 6.1) and the ergodic theorem that

Bl X lemi—em '] = B[} T Ieto, %0~ e X

0<s<t 0<s<t

1 /! n
;/0 ds E§[ 32 o(Xsms ) [ (@, ) = Y (@, X,0)|']

yeZd

1
= ;‘[0 dSE Z(Txyfw)(o y — X; )|I//g(‘l:xvfa) y — X )| ]
yezd
- E[ (0, y) [y (@, y)|' ] o0

yezd
as ¢ tends to infinity P-a.s. and in L'(2, P), provided sufficiently high moments of

Ve (or the gradient of ¢, respectively) are finite, which can be ensured by Proposi-
tion 1.10, (1.14). Further, an application of the maximal ergodic theorem yields

1 [t n
X = sup—/0 ds Eg’[ Z(rxs_w)(O,y — X5 [Ye(rx,_o, y — X)) ]eL‘(}P),

t
t>0 yezd

which finishes the proof. O
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Proof of Proposition 6.3 We shall apply the general result in Theorem 6.4 with the
choice n = 2 on the martingale

Since

(& - M) L(E-m
(N —1 = ’—1=¥< p t—a§>,

2
to £
we get by Proposition 6.5 that for any ¢ > 0,

1
172t ifd =3,
E[ES)[NN“_”Z]] S {,He ifd > 4. (63)

Moreover, for P-a.e. w,

/Oo Eg[|<1v>1—1}2] (r+1)’%*8dt < X() < oo, ifd=3, (6.6)
0

and
o0 w 2 —& .
E0[|(N)1 1 ](r+1) di < X(w) < oo, ifd>4 (67
0
Furthermore,
4 _ 4
DoIANT = oY | Mo~ 5 My,
s<lI s<t
and we obtain from Proposition 6.7 that
gl Y an['] s 6.8)

0<s<l

Now we apply Theorem 6.4, first under the annealed measure Py, which gives

sup Po[s-Mtsx\/E]—Mj—E)\ = sup|Po [N < x ] — ()|

< (e[l ] <[ 3 ot )
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so that (i) follows from (6.5) and (6.8). On the other hand, for P-a.e. w we apply
Theorem 6.4 under Py’ and obtain

5 5
sup | P¢[& - M, 5xﬁ]—<l>(;‘—§)’ = sup | P’[ Ny SX]—CI’(X)‘

xeR xeR
2 4
< Egflovn —1F]+ B[ 30 an['],
0<s<l
which implies (ii) by (6.6) or (6.7), respectively, and (6.8). O

6.2 Speed of convergence for the corrector

Proposition 6.8 (Suboptimal estimate for the growth of corrector) Let d > 3 and
suppose that Assumptions 1.3 holds. For any § € (0, 1) and any n € N there exist
P, q € [0, 00) (only depending on d, § and n) such that under the moment condition
M(p, q) < oo the following holds. There exists a random constant X = X (d, p, 8, n)
satisfying E[X"] < oo such that for P-a.e. w,

Eg[le x@ x0|] = x@@+1°, r=0.

Proof We denote by d be the natural graph distance on Z¢, i.e. d(x, y) is the minimal
length of a path between x and y and with a slight abuse of notation we set B(r) :=
{y € Z¢|d(0, y) < r}. Fix exponents o € (d,d +28), k € Nsuch thatd +2d/k < o
and ¢ € (0, §). Hence, with m denoting the weight of (2.1), we get by appealing to
Lemma 2.6 the estimate

> 0.0 0d0, 0t = (X 52w 0. 07 mie n?)

yeZd yeZd
12
(> a0 »Fme, ™)
yezd

< X @+ D)75E < X() @+ 1),

where A denotes a random constant (with arbitrarily hight moments provided
M(p,q) < oo for p and ¢ sufficiently large). Consider R, := d(0, X;) and note
that

I

EGIRI] = 3 p.0.9)d0. ) < X(@) (¢t + 1),

yezd
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Now, let (zo, ..., zg,) denote a nearest-neighbour path connecting zo = 0 and zg, =
X:. Then, by the cocycle property (cf. Remark 6.1),

R—1
6 x@ X0 < Y & x(@. zip) — & x(@. 20"
i=0
R,—1
=Y |¢ x(mo. 2 —Zi)}k.
i=0

. k
Hence, with H (w) = Z\e|=1 ]S - x(w,e)|" and H*(w) := supg.q % ZyeB(R)
H (tyw) (the associated maximal function), we get

1
d

d 1
£ x(. X0| S & (#B(Rz) 2 H(T3’w))k

YEB(R:)

d
<RF(HME < X(@)(HHE (1 + 1),
Note that E[H%] < oo for any 2n > k provided M (p, q) < oo for p and g suffi-

ciently large (depending on n and k), see Proposition 1.10 (b). Hence, by the maximal
ergodic theorem (cf. e.g. [38, Theorem 6.3 in Chapter 1 and Chapter 6]), we have

E [(H *)27”] <E [H %] < 00, and thus the claimed statement follows. O

6.3 Proof of Theorem 1.5
Let 8§ € (0, 1—10) be arbitrary and let p and ¢ be such that the statements in Proposi-

tions 6.3 and 6.8 hold. Recall that X, = M; — x(w, X;), t > 0, for P-a.e. w. Hence,
for any x € R,

PYlE-Xi < xv/1] < PO[E- My < (x =17 H)Vi] + PO[IE - x (@, Xl > 1T0].
Further, Proposition 6.8 gives that
E§[I§ - x(@. XDI] S X(@) @+ 1),
and an application of Cebygev’s inequality yields
PY[IE - x(@. X)) > 1] S X(@) @+ 173,

Recall that ® denotes the distribution function of the standard normal distribution.
Since @’ is bounded by 1, we have

1

-3 1
sup [0(L2) — o ()| = o 1175,
xeR
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and we get

A

P60[5~X[ EX“/;] - q)(tf_g) = ‘P(SD E-M, < (x+z—é)\/f_ (D(xtft;? )]‘
‘@(x+l 5) (D(é)‘

+ PE[IE - x (@, X)| > 110]

S“E‘Péu[f'M:Sy\/?]—qn(%)‘

ye

A

FX(@) (1)

On the other hand, since

PO[E - My < (x =17 5)Vi] < POlE - Xo < xv/i]+ PE[IE - x(w. Xp)] > 110],

we can derive a similar lower bound by using the same arguments. Thus,

ye

FX@G+ D)

and the same estimate holds if we replace Py’ by Py. Hence, the claim follows from
Proposition 6.3. O

7 Examples

In this section we discuss a class of environments satisfying Assumption 1.3 which are
related to the Ginzburg Landau V¢-interface model (see [20]). This is a well known
model for an interface separating two pure thermodynamical phases. We first explain a
slightly more general construction and then revisit that specific class of environments
at the end of the discussion. Our starting point is a shift-invariant probability measure
fon Q= RZ' . We suppose that for any i € C!(€2, R) the measure [ satisfies the
Brascamp-Lieb inequality

var; (i) < ; [ 3 diax) (G + Bu)(x)] (7.1

xeZd

where G denotes the Green’s function associated with the discrete Laplacian on 74, and
dii denotes the £2(Z?)-gradient of it, which for sufficiently smooth i is characterised
by

- (@ hé.) — u(@ -
bt @, x) = lim 4@+ ;) @@ S cezd.
—
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with Dirac function dy : 74 — {0, 1}. Further, let i be the probability measure on
Q := R4 defined as the pushforward of ji under the transformation

T:Q—> Q. o&— Va,

(see Sect. 1.3 for the definition of the discrete gradient V). We denote by du the

02 (Ey)-gradient of it, which for sufficiently smooth i is characterised by

u(w+ hé.) — u(w)
h

Bi(&. ¢) = deit(@) = lim e, ecEy,

with Dirac function 8, : E; — {0, 1}. It turns out that for any i € C'(Q, R) we have
the spectral gap estimate

varg (it) < %JE,;[Z |8eﬁ|2]. (1.2)

ecEy

This can be seen as follows. Setting it (@) := u(T @) we get from the product rule the
relation

dii(x) = Z dii(e) — Z dii(e) = V*dii(x),
efEd ecEy

where V* denotes the (negative) discrete divergence operator, see Sect. 1.3. Hence,

D Bi(x) (G#di(x) = Y V*ix) Glx — y) V*i(y)
xezd x,yeZd

= Z dii(e) Vo(e),

eckEy

where v : Z¢ — R denotes the convolution

v(x) = Y Glx —y) V*oi(y).

yeZd

Recall that G denotes the discrete Green function for V*V. In particular, v
solves V*Vu = V*9u, and a standard energy estimate yields > Vo> <

ZeeEd |9ii(e)|>. We conclude that

ecEy

> 8a()(G x i) < Y [dice),

xezd ecEy

which combined with (7.1) yields the spectral gap estimate in (7.2).
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Finally, we define the probability measure P on = (0, 00)£¢ as the pushforward
of fi under the (nonlinear) transformation

A:Q— Q, A@)(e) = r@(e)),

with A : R — (0, 0o0) denoting a Lipschitz function with global Lipschitz constant
¢, > 0.Withanyu € L2(Q,P) we may associate u € L%(Q, i) viait :== uoA.Then
the chain rule yields

|0eit| = [de(uo A)| < ci(ldeu] o A),

and we thus obtain the spectral gap estimate in Assumption 1.3 in form of

E[(u — Efu])?] % Z ]E[|a u|2]

eEEd

Now we explain the link to the Ginzburg Landau V¢ interface model. Ind > 3

consider an interface described by a collection of random height variables ¢ €
sampled from a Gibbs measure p formally given by

1
ndg) = —exp(—H) [] o),

xeZd

with formal Hamiltonian

H(p) =Y V(Vg(e)),

ecEy

and potential function V € C?(R; R, ), which we suppose to be even and strictly
convex withc_ < V" < ¢, forsome 0 < c_ < c; < oo. Note that in the special case
Vix) = %xz the field ¢ = {¢(x); x € Z?} becomes a discrete Gaussian free field. For
more details on the rigorous definition, which is based on taking the thermodynamical
limit of Gibbs measures on finite volume approximations of the infinite lattice Z¢,
see [20, Sect. 4.5]. Then, thanks to the strict convexity we have the Brascamp-Lieb
inequality (see [17], cf. also [46])

var, (F) < ¢ B, [ Y GF() (G 5F)(x)], FeclS).

xezd

In particular, (7.1) holds for i and the above considerations show that an environment
with random conductances of the form {w(e) = L(V¢(e)), e € E4} for any positive,
even, globally Lipschitz function A € C!(R) satisfies Assumption 1.3.

As a further consequence from the Brascamp-Lieb inequality it is known that
exponential moments for V¢ (e) exist (cf. [20,46]). Thus, the environment {w(e) =
AV (e)), e € E4} with & as above also satisfies M (p, g) < oo forall p, g € [1, 00).
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Appendix A. The uniformly elliptic case: Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section we discuss the uniformly elliptic case and establish the improved rates
in the Berry—Esseen Theorem as stated in Theorem 1.6. We first recall a deterministic
heat kernel estimate, see e.g. [28] for a self-contained proof.

LemmaA.1 Let d > 2 and assume that uniform ellipticity holds, i.e. M(p, q) < 00
for p = q = o0. Then, for all @« > 0 there exists a constant ¢ = C(d, M (00, 00), &)
such that for all t > 0 we have

-4 —2a
pt,y) < c(t+1)"2m(t,y) ",

( > m, ) |Vp, y>|2>2

yezA

c(t+1)"GFD,

IA

In the uniformly elliptic case and under the assumption of a spectral gap, in [15,
28-30] moment bounds on the corrector have been obtained. The following lemma
additionally states that in d = 2 the extended corrector grows logarithmically. For a
proof see [47, Theorem 4.8] (see also [25] where the case of a continuum system is
treated).

Lemma A.2 (Bounds on the corrector) Let d > 2 and suppose that Assumption 1.3
and uniform ellipticity hold, i.e. M(p, q) < oo for p = q = o0. Then the extended
correctors (¢;, 0;) exist in the sense of Proposition 1.10 (a) and for all n € N and all
x € Z% we have

. w3 log?(Ix| + 1) ifd =2,
EI:’¢1(X)|2 +|0i(x)|2]2 < ¢ 10g2(|X|+ ) §d>3

1
E[|V¢,~|2n+|Va,-|2"]2” < ¢

with constant ¢ = c¢(d, p, M (00, 00), n).

For any direction & € R with |£| = 1, we define the associated corrector @¢, the har-
monic coordinate ¢, the opérateur carré du champ I', and g¢ as in Proposition 1.11,
which we can now refine in the uniformly elliptic case.
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LemmaA.3 Letd > 2. Suppose that Assumption 1.3 and uniform ellipticity hold, i.e.
M(p, q) < oo for p = q = oo. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(d, p, M (00, 00))
such that for all t > 0,
1 1
272 log(t+1) \2 . 7 _
E [(Pz(gs ~ Blg])) ] < () ra=2,

t+1)72  ifd > 3.

Proof Asin the proof of Proposition 1.11 we deduce that gz (w) —E[ge] = V*H (w, 0),
where H is defined in Lemma 5.1. Thus,

I=E [(P (g — E[gs]))ZT =E [( > (0.3 V*H<y>)2]%.

yezd

An integration by parts (which is applicable thanks to Lemma A.2) and an application
of Lemma A.1 yield (for & = £ + 1)

1
I=E [( > Vo H(y))z] 2
yeZd
1

<E [( S IVpa P me ) (X [HO ma, y)“)T
yezd yezd
1
<@+ 1) Gt E [( S HG ma, y)_“):|2.

yezd

For d > 3 the random field H is stationary and has finite second moments,
cf. Lemma A.2. We thus get the claimed estimate I < c(¢t + 1)_%. Ford = 2,
we infer from the definition of H and the moment bounds in Lemma A.2 that
E[|[HM?| <c log(|y| + 1), and thus the claimed estimate follows as well. O

From Lemma A.3 we obtain the following refinement of Proposition 6.3 (i).

Proposition A4 Let d > 2. Suppose that Assumption 1.3 and uniform elliptic-
ity hold, i.e. M(p,q) < oo for p = q = oo. Then there exists a constant
c=c(d, p, M(c0, 00)) such that for all t > 0,

log(t+D\§ o
sup [Bo [& - M, < o/ ] - @ (0)| < {C( ) =2,

xeR c(t+1)"5 ifd > 3.

The proof is the same as the one for Proposition 6.3. The only difference is that we
appeal to Lemma A.3 to improve estimate (6.4). With Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2 at
hand, we also obtain the following refinement of Proposition 6.8:
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LemmaA.5 Letd > 2, suppose Assumption 1.3 and uniform ellipticity, i.e. M (p, q) <
oo for p = q = o0. Then there exists a random variable X such that for all t > 0 and
neN,

log?(r + 1) ifd =2,

E[Eg)[léx(w, Xr)|]n]% = ifd > 3,

where ¢c = c(d, p, M (00, 00), n).

Proof We only discuss the case d = 2 since the argument for d > 3 is similar but
simpler. W.l.o.g. let £ = ¢;. By Lemma A.1 we have

Eg|le - x@. X0|] £ Y p.0.0 g1, )|

xezd

E+ D75 mi, 07 |gi(w, x)

xezd

N

’

and thus we get by Lemma A.2 (with o = % + 1) forany n € N,

nal
E[Eg[lg x@ x0|]']" S @+ 07 3 me 0 logh(lxl + 1)

xezd

log? (f + 1),

A

which is the claim. O

With these estimates at hand, Theorem 1.6 follows by the same argument as in the
proof of Theorem 1.5.
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