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AFETIE [4] DFERICOWTHAT 2. HEIL (homogenizaton) & EHUNesr 1 L~V TR 72
NS 2 FF O BUANIC D 2O K ZIR AT — L TORMZ RS IETH 5. HEIIECAANCIE
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0 0 .
—% <CL (g) %UE( )> =0 (1n U)
ut = f (on OU)
DR uf 1 e —» 402 LT, ©8a 07z

‘a% (d%u(m)) ~0 (inU)
e f (on OU)

D u PRS2 Ze BHoNTWS. FREDAM e 2/hEF2 2 TEMERTRZE 212
BB, b3 h, 2RI XKoo THS EBIRBDOM D KOS 5 Z L 259E
LR, BB a DT VX LTHL L ZOHE(LOETZE 2 2 0B BEMNGEIL (stochastic
homogenizaton) T» 5. ¥EICHE T 2 HREOREINEICHIGT 2 X 512, HERAPIEILTIET v &
LR o MR T T — R RRGES 5. HERRGELOFTD, Ta— FHICOWTE
R FHMli 2 E U7z & ETHE u D u NDICRDHR X LOL‘“CEEEI'V&:H@%?%% L2 HFC
3 5 EERNEERIIYEL (quantitative stochastic homogenization) DIFZEIEFRE AN TORLT W
%. B2 (11, 10,8, 9,3, 1, 2. ZHALHDHIZICEWTIZS v X A58 a: RY — R4 Hi—1%i5M
M2 THEAZEEINRTH o2, Thbb, BB A>0, A <oolZ2OWT

Q' ={a: AP <&-a@)E < AP (V€ eR? and ae. z € RY)} (1.1)

Zilie TRRAZEBANRTH o Fo. ARETIE [4] WSO TREO—HREFME 2 550 7o & & DRERN
B OWTERMFHIIAE S 2 2R,

2 RE
RFFATH] A € R LT Al 2 ADERIZR /v $5. Thbb
|Al == sup [A{|= sup [£- ALl
£€RY [¢]=1 £€Rd,|¢]=1
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o (RFTASE) MEROBERFEH U C RUITOVWTU NOEMAZHT.

ess sup |a(z)| + ess sup |a(z) '] < co. (2.1)
zeU zcU

Borel 856 U Cc REWIH LT, o-MEK Fu ZL ROBBROBETER IS o-IEHEE T 5.
{a — / ei-a(x)ejp(x)dr 14,5 € {1,2,...,d},p € CEO(U)} .
Rd

Ful3tfBlad U TOHRERT. F = Fre &5 5. y € RYIZDWVT shift operator Ty, : Q —
Z (Tya)(z) :=alzx+y) CTEDD. T,: F = FIZOWTH Ty(A):={Tya:ac A} TEDS. &
& U,V C RY Ol d.. (U, V) 2L R CED 5.

deo (U, V) := inf{||u — Voo = max |u; — v :u € U,v € V}.
1<i<d

P Z AfflZER (Q, F) LoERRMEZ L L, MifHEZ ETEL. o-lEK A C FizowT, A-nffl7
CIRATHED BRI 575 5 2B 2 L2(A) T 5. HERZER (Q, F,P) IZEHM L v a— RIS
THLUTD 2 DORGEZRHT.

e (Z-translation TOEHE) LED 2 €24 £ A€ FIZOWTLL R T 5.
P[A] = P[T, A]. (2.2)

e (maximal correlation D—HRRIHD) r € (0,1) ZEET 2. do(U, V) > 1 ZHi7=3THEED
Borel 85 U,V C REIZOWTLEU RIS 5.

Covl[f, ]
p(Fu,Fv):= sup <r. (2.3)
fec?(Fy) Var[f]!/*Var[g]!/2

geL(Fv)

p(A,B)1Z 20D o-MiEE AL BOWBDOEEWERLEZRTHD, p(AB)=0THIhIAL B
WEMSZTH %, pld strong mixing condition ZXFTHD 1 DL LT [7| T o TED, HERKY
BALOXRTIEERNFHE E L THIORRTH 3 [11] KBW Tl a— REDREICHAV Sz,
5 Lipschitz fE U ¢ RYIZDOWT A\U), AU) ZLURICERT 5.
A(U):=esssup sup £-a(x)E,
€U  geRd,[¢|=1
AU) = eswseir}lf&Ridﬁfg‘:l £-a(x)e.
AU), AU) ZHERU TORE a DRESOR/MAB X ORKEZRTHEREZRTDH 5. FASR
YD SRS 5.
0 < AU) < AU) < . (2.4)
RS (2.1), EEME (2.2), =oa— i (2.3) DRERT S Y X aGofly LTS~
RLF 2y H—KR— RKPEITFONDE. DT VR AGERY % —A 1 ORI L IcXYIh,
DILITIRAS & W0 U TN A 7 iR 2 R BNTHI D M T2 AT o h 5. TURNIIE, Ml
SERI AR IR HER AR {b(2) }ocza &, EED SIEZHETHIANDEHRR 57— a, € R ZHET 5,
orE, svxsFal) RIS RYE R FERD 224 b xe[-1/2,1/2)1 12DV T

a(r) := ay(z)

TEDNI L ORER T NTilT. 7YX AT 29 H—FR— FIZBOT, |ay)| R [a,q| PR
ZREe L OFHRTH S, THODBERED C < 00 iZ2W0T

P [|ab(0)| + |ab_(%))| > C] >0

i THEICBVT, MO (1.1) DFEIRIE &R WIERICR 5.



3 EHER

[4] \2B W B FARERIE—HEME R X3, 2 oIFE R R E R OBMERM S HERICB T 2
HER I AL D E BRIFHIIC DWW TR DTH 5. %Miﬁﬁi Co = (~1/2,1/2) EiZBI 2
BB L O ZDHITHDIEAR ) VADIRKEDIFERLBHRLERTHIUEEERD. ZOL X,
Z DIERER DRI 2 v FE 0 2 R0 72 S IZHER N BLDOICED L — b8 5 b Z b %ﬁ«
725 OB RO TEEHTH 3. LUFDFEIRTIE Dirichlet 354 T O MMM T RERIC BT 2
MR EITDONWTIRR B,

I 3.1. (A [4) B2 DR ZMLT LTS, FH By € (300130 < L+ 1 <L 2ilirTLT
5. VUTEMETEBM OGFEERET 5.
E [exp (A(0o)?)] + E [exp (A(Do) )] <

ZD¥rE, HA Lipschitz 8 U C Oy, 6 >0, o € (%
TXFMTE a L @R ¢ = c(d,r, 8,7, M,U,d,a,p) >0, C
35,

TED e €(0,1], f € Wh2H(U) ¥ LUF DR R

)pe(wikomf DU %7

11
53
= C(d,r,B,v,M,U,d,a,p) < oo DFAE

(on 0U),
(on 0U),

“V-a (g) Vut =0 (inU),
~V-aVu=0 (inU),
DR e, u € f+ HHU) ITOWT, UTRORERDLT 5.

=/
=/

 Jlu = w e ] < CUVHlmsngo exp (—c(~loge)'~*).

Z DFERIE ue D u NDOYHRDH X 23 exp (—c (—log 5)1_3a) Vo BRI L — FTRHEi X
NTWa7ew, ERNLHRTHEILEERS.

G S Bz oM M AR /TR O € BRI ELI O W T DIETIFE e LTI [5)
DFET 5. ZOMX T |9 OFEZIFATBRBALIRRLTED, ra— FEofEe LT
spectral gap FEXZIEL TV

e (spectral gap FEX) RIDHEI{D} & B€[0,1), C=C(d) < oo L FEHEZT LT 5.
diam D < (dist D + 1)’ < € diam D

ZDEE, T YR LY ad spectral gap AEREMLT IX, EHC PEELT, EED
o(a)-Al 72 HERZE X (a) IZOWTL ROAREFERXDLMLT S 220D,

>(/52])]

?Eﬁﬁﬂn&i D X 574 Poincare D7 7 = I NAFEX VT — FHEE UTRE LB TH 2

AL TIE maximal correlation p D —kR7RJHD D A HERVFHEZIFT NS, F/=z, [5] T
bi&'%\@ r € RUIZDWVWTa(-) & a(-+z) DRIDHEEIE L TWEH, AMFETEZRED T
W ZA-translation TODEH EH S EBIFHT 25T W 3.

0X (a)

E|[(X(a) ~E[X(@))*| <CE o

4 Subadditive argument

Z DI TIXER 3.1 DA W FEICOWTHHT 2. 2] DFEEIFERALILR S 5, HAL
T91% Id ¥Rl T %, V4 XdxdDIEEMHEITH» SR 2EE8 FOFIEFES < ZURTED 3.

A<B & fEDpeRYIiZOVWTp-(B—Ap>0.
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B 5 Lipschitz I U & p € RUZH LT u(U,p) AN TERT 5.

: 1
w(U,p) = uep-zlf-llfﬁlg(U)]é §V’U -aVo. (4.1)
U LT (24) DAL T 2729, u(U,p) DEZADLLIFMEER RS, FvMIR2 EDvecp-o+
HI(U)E—RBICEES. ZOvxo(,Up) €p-x+HYU) ET. (-, U, p) ELFOHEARDH
fRIZ72 %,

-V -aVu(-,Up) =0 (inU), v(-,U,p) =1, (ondU).
FERIR P e B (AR TBAT 2 X 512U =0, := (—33", 33" TEZ2) BT 2mM
PIERDE v(-, O, p) ITOWTICREHN, v(-,0,,p) TEFT 5 Z & T ROMHE L SR E
HFCOINORZ/R 2 Z e REPRTTE 5. w(U,p) EATOWE 2T,

HE 4.1. p(U,p) ZAR 275,

o (CXIBRTORB) AU < a(U) < AU)Id 3 & B F #2723 IERIET5 a(U) BH7EE
¥5.
2u(U,p) = p-a(U)p

o (BIEM) U, Us,..., Uy CREZ U DDEE TS, DL ZLURDRALT 5.

-~ Uil
p(U,p) <Y |UZ| (Ui, p)
=1

FHIMEME, % 4 O T D minimizer v(-, U;,p) 2/ D SOE2BE%E u(U,p) DERK & LN
5ZETRENS. .
O, = (égn %3n) LB, BIEME L EHYE (2.2) 1K D & ([T, p)] ey O IR
HEDIHE D,
Ep(On,p)] <374 > Elp(z+0n,p)] = E[u(Tn, p)]
z€{-3",0,3n}d

& o TLURIZ & Y homogenized coefficient a € R4*? ZEFKTE 3.

p-ap:= lim 2E[u(C,,p)] = lim p-Efa(0,)p

2D al vt OPHIE u D7 TIRMA T ERXOBRBUC BT 2 Z e s TWE. ERNRSE
ReF5720120F a(d,) ® a ~OINHDOKX 2T 2 0 E3H 5. —RFEHEDIRED S & T
a([,) D a~OUHDHX ZFHlli L7= b DD [2] 1872 5. REEIFERICT212Hh&DH T a((l,)
Da~DOPCROAE, BXUa(0,) DICROEX L w7 A DOBDOIER DM X ¥ ORIFRZ RN
ZREND L. Flz, PO X512 a 2B BINOWRTEFE L7272, a D Fh o DFHb
MRBEDD 5.

[2] CEAINZFOLNMERERIIRT 2. AU) :={uec H'(U): -V -(aVu) =0 (in U)} &
5. B Lipschitz T U ¥ p,q € R LT u(U,p) EA R TERT 3.

1
we(U,q) := sup <]L ——Vu'aVu+q~Vu> (4.2)
weA()y \Ju 2
J(U,p,q) .= p(U,p) + u(U,q) —p-q

v(-,U,p) €L+ H(U) &Y p= £, Vu(,U,p) TH 27z, (4.2)12v(-,U,p) € AU) % test $5C
YT JDIEANEMS. TROBIED p,q € REZODWTE RS 5.

J(U,p,q) > 0.

88 4.2. 1, (U,p) BEF J(U,p,q) A NERMZT.
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o (ZXERTOER) NU)Id < a,(U) <alU) < AU)Id BXOLLR 2723 IEEME T4 a, (U)
DHEET 5.
2:(U,q) = q-a.(U) " 'q

o (HIEN) Ui, Us,...,. Uy CRIZ UDNE LT Z. ZDL ELTFATT 2.

N
J(U.p,q) SZ

a,(U) <a(U)ix J DIFAaE»r 86N E. JOIEAKEEEEDLS, a D5 0HliZEF 5.

8 4.3. E[A(0o)], E[AN(0o) 1] < 00 72 51F, homogenized coefficient a (X IEEEITHITH H LR
Ziili7= 5

Z?p’

E[NTo) ™7 d < a < E[A(Tp)]Id
Proof. £ 6 DFHHCDOWTIEAE[1(Tn, p)] nen DHIHERDMEE a(U) < AWU)Id 2SN EDIES.
p-ap <Ep-a(lo)p] <p-E[A(Co)p.
T oDFMERT. p.(U,q) = J(U,0,q) DHEMEE L EHEMWED S {Eluw (O, q)] fneny DHEFHFEAD
HEDRES .
Elpe(Ong1, )] <37 Y Efu(z + On, @) = E[pa(Dh, )]
z€{—3n,0,3n}d
% 5T J(U,p,q) DIEMME LD UFARLT .
ZE[N(Dn,p)] 2 2p q — ZE[:U'*(Dnv Q)]
> 2p - q — 2E[p. (Do, q)]
>2p-q —E[A Do) Ylgl?
¢ =E\NCo) " "'p & LI, % nlcoWT FREMNS 2 L TRENS. O

a,(U) <a(U) <AU)dTH25Zenb, ERC(d) < oo BMAEL, EREDONIMTY a e R
& 5 Lipschitz fH3 U 128 U TLU R DM AL T 5.

(NI

a(U) — a| + [a.(U) — & < CA(U)? sup (J(U,p, 3p)

ZORELD S, J(O,,p,ap) D0 NOPKRDEZ ZFHHE S 2 Z A |a(d,) —al ® |a.(0,) —al D
PWRDEZIZH{E I LICBVIEERS.
FREDIFETER 7 ZHITH S 2 7o DI T OERZEAT 5.

EE 4.4. L<oo ZREET 5. IEEFEBINOM ({6,}, {Mn}) 23, do = Mo =122 {5, } HIHFHI
D0 { M, } DR D OAEED n € NIZOWTLU 207z &, ({0,}, {M,}) \Z suppressive
(FIER)) TH % LR,

E [)\ ()72 + A (Tn) : {A (On) < 6.} U{A(T,) > Mn}] < Le ™

suppressive ZHFNOHIZ KT 5. B,y > 0 ZWE Lz 212, UTRRIiZT M < oo HAET
R
E [exp (A(0o)”)] +E [exp ()\(D )_W)] <M.

ZotE, f >1/8, v > 1/y oW T, UNOBINDM ({6,}, {M,}) 2 suppressive & 745
L(B,v,M,B',7) < co BMFET 5.

On = (n+ 1)_7, and M, :=(n+ 1)[3,. (4.3)



J(On, p, a) DE &2 FHE 215 2 72 O B

DIERDAERZGZ 22 THE. ZOREXRZHDIRLUHWTU RO X 5 e i i 215 5
T hHkS. X

E[(Cp.80)] < [] (1 - #) ELJ (Do, p, 39)]
Crp+1

k=0
JIPE (4.4) DFHIIEFFS & LI3HE LW, &, = E a7 (0,)] " &

T = Sup (E[J(On,p,0)] —E[J (Ont1,p,9)])

ZHWTRHIES 5.

88 4.5. ({00}, {M,.}) % suppressive BEHNE T5. 2O &, Hbr=kr(d) >0, C=C(d,L) <
co BIFFELT, EED p € By, n € NIZOWTLU ROARERDKILT 5.

M3 -
E[J(On, p, 8np)] < C 3 (e—*‘” +) 3—“<”—m>rm) (4.5)
n+l m=0

i 4.5 OFEIAIZIE maximal correlation O —#R72JR (2.3) 22 & multiscale Poincaré A5 (|2,
Proposition 1.12. and Lemma 1.13.]) & Caccioppoli FEXZWH T2 Z e THEH6N 5. (45) D a
DK E ZNHRIFT B8 (Mg /0n41)” 1& Caccioppoli RERICEE S 3.

%8 4.6 (Caccioppoli A%X).  we HY(U) EM RN
—V-(aVu) =0 (in O,y1)
RiiETET5. ZorE, DNEHMETERC = C(d) < 0o DFET 5.
2 A(Dn+1)2 L 2
]én |VU| <C )\(Dn+1)2 32n ][Dn+1 |u - (U)Dn+1|

%7z, Caccioppoli NFRIE L2/ L ADFHIID T2, 1Ty, p) & o [Vo(-,Op,p)|* & ZZHT
ZREDH D, FOMWPET (4.1) 12X D AO,)/NO,) 2RE e LTIlhd. Caccioppoli A HEXD
I (A (Ong1) /AN Ong1))? EADET (Mygr /0psr)’ TEHHS LS.

(4.3) &b, A(Lg) = MLo) 1 ITHEEUN LRI MED B 2 75 513 suppressive 725051 & L TZIH
RELZZePHKL. Z2OZHERDEHEDSHITNESSHN LR 61E, [, (1-1/Ck*) <
Cexp (—en'=3%) kb, #i#4.5 25 a(d,) ® a NOIKDOME D il 214 5 .

I A7, By € (3,00 130 < % +% <3 BT LT E. R TEEM < 0o BHHET %
LIET S,
E [exp (A(Do)?)] + E [exp (A(Do) )] < M.

ae(3+14)rvs. cors, EHOn € NOVWTUFOFERIMRY T 5EH ¢ =
c(d, B,v,a, M) >0, C = C(d,3,7,0, M) < oo B\MFET 5.

E [|é - a(Dn)|2} < Cexp (—cn1_3a) .

&% a(d,) D a~OICEDHEX % uf D u NOPCEDEX )i S 5. HERE Q(n) %L
FTHEKT .

1 2

2

Q(n) = i 3—(n—m) (3—(n—m)d Z |a(2 -+ \jm) — ﬁ|)
m=0

ze3mzanll,



EHAE Y Holder OFRFR KD, EEDOn e NIZOWTE [|5 - a(Dn)ﬂ < Cexp (—enl=39) 2513
E [Q(n)?] < Cexp (—en'3%) BUES. o7, uf —u % Qn) THHlis 2 Z e HEICK 2. ﬁ_l-
JNLEDIRTEHRT 5.

HUHE_I(U) := sup {]{Juv v € HY(U), vl g oy < 1} .
Iz, Wk O, BEREHp -2 B 3 v(-, O,,p) D p-o ANDIFRIZOWTHEZ 5. Vo(-, O, p)
DB/IGRE B -/ A LEFACTE LR b OHLLFOMBEI 2.
i 4.8. EEDneN ¥ pe By ITOWTURD 2 DDORFEXDILT 2 EB C = C(d) BFEAE

T3,
A(O,) 1

+ (3%

.0 — |5 sC~= ¢
Vol B, p) =Pl 0,y = € FE 5 YRR

) b
3 2
a0t )~ a0l o, < € (S8 + ) + o (522 + i) o

—RDTIH U € Oy LHREM f 1220 TIE, U, = {z € U : dist(z,0U) > r} IZ2WT cutoff
Bk

0< Tr <1, Nr = 1 (in UQT‘)? Nr = 0 (in U\Ur)a |vk7]r| < %
TED, v & v(-,0,,p) EHWT
d
W (@) i= (@) + enp(2) Y (Oa,) (@) (v (g,Dn,ei) P (g))

i=1

TEMT 2 Z e TUROERIE1} 5.
FIE 4.9. UFZMi7ZTa>0, A< oo DIFEZRIGET 5.
ald < a < Ald. (4.6)

U C Oy A Lipschitz I, 6§ >0 35. ZOr X, DIREMZTERD=0b(d,a,A UG >0,
C=C(d,a, A, U,b) < oo DIFAET 5.

€ (0,1], feWH L Tn e N&E O C e, 272 TRNDER L L, v, ue f+HHU)
2N DM R ogfi e 3 5.

—V-a (g) Vuf =0 (inU), u*=f (on 9U)
-V-aVu=0 (in0), u=f (ondl)
ZDrE,ATED r € (0,1) IZOWTLURDBER T 5.

A +1
GO IVl p2s 1y

1 A(D,)3 + AT, 2 A2 +1\ 2 N
x(rb+r2+d/2{<( i(gn)( )> €+<<—()\(D)n;_ ) +1>Q(n)2}> (4.7)

a DIFFTMED S AO,) R ANO,)  MEnHKELRZ L 0o IZHMT 2. LL, HIZIEAD,) =
sup,en, A(z+0o) D72, AO,) R A(O,) " & 3 MDD HER AR DIRKIHTH 5. Lo,
A(Cp) = M)~ WHEEIN AR ED B AUR A(D,) 2 AN([,) ™ DFEHLD order 135 4n DZIER
BETHZ. o TEH (3.1) DIEDD £ TlE, (4.7) RicBIBHHAO,) R ANO,) " DHEHLD
HNHEE Cexp (—en!™2%) T Q(n) BIERT 2728, v —u DILRDHEE S Cexp (—c(—loge)'—3%)
TAHMBiCTE 5. £/, (4.6) DIGEE, (4.3) KOAIT 2. ZOXI BT KD EH (3.1) 2155
TEDHKS.

[u = v 2@y <C
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