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ABSTRACT. Corrector estimates constitute a key ingredient in the derivation
of optimal convergence rates via two-scale expansion techniques in homog-
enization theory of random uniformly elliptic equations. The present work
follows up—in terms of corrector estimates—on the recent work of Fischer
and Neukamm (arXiv:1908.02273) which provides a quantitative stochastic
homogenization theory of nonlinear uniformly elliptic equations under a spec-
tral gap assumption. We establish optimal-order estimates (with respect to
the scaling in the ratio between the microscopic and the macroscopic scale)
for higher-order linearized correctors. A rather straightforward consequence of
the corrector estimates is the higher-order regularity of the associated homog-
enized monotone operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the setting of a monotone, uniformly elliptic and bounded PDE

cpt
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with € < 1 denoting a microscale. We in addition assume that the monotone non-
linearity A is random (see Subsection 1.4 for a precise account on the assumptions
of this work). The theory of nonlinear stochastic homogenization is then concerned
with the behavior of the solutions to equation (1) in the limit € — 0.

If the monotone nonlinearity is sampled according to a stationary and ergodic
probability distribution (which we will always assume), the classical qualitative
prediction (see, e.g., [12] and [13]) consists of the convergence of u. to the solution
Unom Of an effective nonlinear PDE

—V - Apom(Vinem) = V- f  in RY, (2)

with Apom being a monotone, uniformly elliptic and bounded operator. In the rig-
orous transition from the random model (1) to the deterministic effective model (2),
next to the purely qualitative questions of convergence or the derivation of a ho-
mogenization formula for the effective operator Apom, also quantitative aspects like
the validity of convergence rates are obviously of interest.

For all of these questions in homogenization theory, the probably most fundamen-
tal concept is the notion of the homogenization corrector ¢z, which for a constant
macroscopic field gradient & € R is given by the almost surely sublinearly growing
solution of

—V- A(§,§+V¢§> -0 inR% (3)
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For instance, by means of the homogenization correctors the homogenization for-
mula for the effective operator reads as

Anom(€) = (A(Z.6+V42) ), 4)

which is well-defined as a consequence of stationarity of the underlying probability
distribution. For quantitatively inclined questions like those concerned with the
derivation of convergence rates, it is useful to introduce in addition a notion of flux
correctors. For a given constant macroscopic field gradient £ € R?, the associated

flux corrector o¢ is a random field with almost surely sublinear growth at infinity,
dxd

show> and solving

taking values in the skew-symmetric matrices R
’:E .
V-og = A(g,£+v¢>g) — Apom(€) in R™ (5)

The merit of the corrector pair (qﬁz, ag) is that it allows to represent, at least on a
formal level, the error for the two-scale expansion w, := upom () +¢F (%) e=Vunom ()
in divergence form by means of first-order linearized correctors

xr
— V- -Al- R
\% (6 , Vw ) ©)
=V .-f-V. (((CLZ & 8@2)Igzv%om(,;)—8§a§|€:v%0m(m)) : V2uh0m>,

where we also introduced the linearized coefficient field ag := (9¢A)(£,§+V¢z). It is
clear from the previous display that estimates on the corrector pair (gbg, o¢ ) (and its
first-order linearization) constitute a key ingredient in quantifying the convergence
Ue — Upom- In the present nonlinear setting, we refer to the recent work of Fischer
and Neukamm [18] where this program was carried out in the regime of a spectral
gap assumption, resulting in homogenization error estimates being optimal in terms
of scaling with respect to €.

We establish in the present work optimal-order estimates (with respect to the
scaling in €) for higher-order linearized homogenization and flux correctors. Given
a linearization order L € Ny and a family of vectors wy, ..., wy € R% the Lth or-
der linearized homogenization corrector is formally given by the directional deriva-
tive ¢ 1 0. 0w, = (Ocde) w1 ©---©wg]. Its defining PDE may be obtained by dif-
ferentiating the nonlinear corrector problem (3) in the macroscopic variable ¢ € R9.
In particular, note that ¢z , o..cn, = €Q¢ wi 00wy (2) Where ¢¢ w,6...ow, for-
mally represents the Lth order directional derivative (in direction of wy ®---®wy)
of the almost surely sublinearly growing solution of

~V - Az, 64+Vpe) =0 in R% (7)

We then derive on the level of ¢¢ w,@...ow,, , amongst other things (cf. Theorem 1
for a more precise statement), corrector estimates of the form

(

with the scaling function p,: Rsg — Ry defined by (20). This in turn implies
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as is immediate from the scaling relation ¢¢ ,, o..cw, = €P¢uw o-ow, (), a change
of variables as well as (20). In the case L = 1, this recovers the optimal-order
corrector estimates of [18]. As properties of @¢ w,...ow, may always be translated
into properties of ¢§,wl®m®wl, based on their scaling relation, from Section 1.4
onwards we set € = 1 and study higher-order linearizations of (7).

For a proof of corrector estimates of the form (8) in terms of higher-order lin-
earized correctors, we devise a suitable inductive scheme to propagate corrector es-
timates from one linearization order to the next. The actual implementation of this
inductive scheme, cf. Subsections 3.4-3.7 below, is in large parts directly inspired
by the methods of Gloria, Neukamm and Otto [22]-[21], Fischer and Neukamm [18]
as well as Josien and Otto [29]. Similar to the latter two works, we also employ a
small-scale regularity assumption (see Assumption 3 below).

1.1. Applications for corrector estimates of higher-order linearizations.
The motivation for the present work derives from the expectation that estimates
for higher-order linearized correctors constitute one of the important ingredients for
open questions of interest in nonlinear stochastic homogenization, e.g., i) an optimal
quantification of the commutability of homogenization and linearization (cf. [2]
and [1] for suboptimal algebraic rates in the regime of finite range of dependence),
or i) the development of a nonlinear analogue of the theory of fluctuations as
worked out for the linear case in [16], [15] and [14].

The former for instance concerns the study of the homogenization of the first-
order linearized problem

x . 00
—V - (0eA) (2. Vu ) VU = Vo f0 i RY 0 € O (RERY) (10)
towards the linearized effective equation
—V - (9 Anom) (Vtnom) VUL, = V- fOin RY, (11)

of course under appropriate regularity assumption for the nonlinearity. It is natural
to define a two-scale expansion of Uél) in terms of first-order linearized homoge-

nization correctors W% := 15(1311 + (85(152)[VU]((1(1)2N]|€ZVuh , so that the differ-

ence VUs(l)—VWE(D formally satisfies a uniformly elliptic equation with fluctuating
coefficient (0¢A)(%, Vu.) and a right hand side, which—amongst other terms—in
particular features second-order linearized homogenization (and flux) correctors.
The estimates obtained in the present work therefore represent a key ingredient if
one aims for a derivation of optimal-order convergence rates of the homogenization
of (10) towards (11).

The second topic mentioned above concerns the study of the random fluctuations
of several macroscopic observables of interest in homogenization theory, e.g.,

/F-Vug, /F-Vqsg, F e CZ (R RY). (12)
R4 R4

In the works [16] and [15], Duerinckx, Gloria and Otto identified in the framework
of linear stochastic homogenization A(+, &) = a(-)¢ an object, the so-called standard
homogenization corrector

Z¢ i= (a=nom ) (§+Ve), (13)

which relates the fluctuations of the corrector gradients with the fluctuations of the
field Vu.. That fluctuations are related in terms of a single object is by no means
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obvious as substituting naively a two-scale expansion for Vu, in fRd F - Vu, does
not characterize the fluctuations of [;, F'- Vu. to leading order as observed in [27].

In a forthcoming work [28], we perform an intermediate step towards understand-
ing the fluctuations of random variables of the form (12) in nonlinear settings. To
this end, we introduce a nonlinear counterpart of the standard homogenization
commutator (13) and derive a scaling limit result in a Gaussian setting (cf. [14]).
As in the linear regime, this nonlinear counterpart of (13) also dictates the fluctu-
ations of linear functionals of the corrector gradients V¢ (and their (higher-order)
linearized descendants in terms of (higher-order) linearized homogenization commu-
tators). The results of the work [28] are based, amongst other things, on estimates
for higher-order linearized homogenization and flux correctors of the dual linearized
operator —V - agV (cf. Section 2.4 below), where a; denotes the transpose of the
linearized coefficient field ag¢ := (0:A)(w, {+Ve).

1.2. Stochastic homogenization of linear uniformly elliptic equations and
systems. Before we give a precise account of the underlying assumptions for the
present work in Subsection 1.4, let us first briefly review the by-now substantial
literature on the subject. The classical results in qualitative stochastic homoge-
nization are due to Papanicolaou and Varadhan [37] and Kozlov [30], who studied
heat conduction in a randomly heterogeneous medium under the assumption of
stationarity and ergodicity (for the discrete setting, see [31] and [32]). The first re-
sult in quantitative stochastic homogenization is due to Yurinskii [39], who derived
a suboptimal quantitative result for linear elliptic PDEs under a uniform mixing
condition. Naddaf and Spencer [36] expressed mixing for the first time in the form
of a spectral gap inequality, and as a result obtained optimal results for the fluctua-
tions of the energy density of the corrector. Their work is however limited to small
ellipticity contrast, see also Conlon and Naddaf [10] or Conlon and Fahim [11].

Extensions to the non-perturbative regime in the discrete setting were estab-
lished through a series of articles by Gloria and Otto [23], [24] and [26], see also
Gloria, Neukamm and Otto [20]. These works contain optimal estimates for the
approximation error of the homogenized coefficients, the approximation error for
the solutions, the corrector as well as the fluctuation of the energy density of the
corrector under the assumption of i.i.d. conductivities. In the continuum setting
and under spectral gap type assumptions, we refer to the works [22] and [21] of
Gloria, Neukamm and Otto for optimal-order estimates in linear stochastic homog-
enization. Armstrong, Mourrat and Kuusi [3] establish these results in the finite
range of dependence regime including also optimal stochastic integrability, see to
this end also Gloria and Otto [25].

1.3. Stochastic homogenization in nonlinear settings. In the context of qual-
itative nonlinear stochastic homogenization, the first results are due to Dal Maso
and Modica [12] and [13] in the setting of convex integral functionals. Lions and
Souganidis [33] studied the homogenization of Hamilton—Jacobi equations under the
qualitative assumptions of stationarity and ergodicity. Caffarelli, Souganidis and
Wang [9] obtained stochastic homogenization in the context of nonlinear, uniformly
elliptic equations in divergence form (see also Armstrong and Smart [5]). A homog-
enization result in the same framework but without assuming uniform ellipticity is
due to Armstrong and Smart [6]. For an example of stochastic homogenization for
nonlinear nonlocal equations, we refer to Schwab [38].
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A first quantitative result in the context of nonlinear stochastic homogenization
was established by Caffarelli and Souganidis [8], who succeeded in the derivation
of a logarithmic-type convergence rate under strong mixing conditions. Substantial
progress in the nonlinear setting was later provided by the works of Armstrong
and Smart [7] on uniformly convex integral functionals, and Armstrong and Mour-
rat [4] on elliptic equations in divergence form with monotone coefficient fields. In
the two recent works [2] resp. [1], Armstrong, Ferguson and Kuusi succeeded in
proving that the processes of homogenization and (first-order resp. higher-order)
linearization commute. Moreover, as it is also the case in the previously mentioned
works of Armstrong et al., they derive quantitative estimates in terms of a subop-
timal algebraic rate of convergence with respect to the ratio in the microscopic and
macroscopic scale, assuming finite range of dependence for the underlying proba-
bility space. The established estimates, however, are optimal in terms of stochastic
integrability. Under a spectral gap assumption, Fischer and Neukamm [18] recently
provided quantitative homogenization estimates for monotone uniformly elliptic co-
efficient fields, which on one side are the first being optimal in the ratio between
the microscopic and macroscopic scale, but which on the other side are non-optimal
in terms of stochastic integrability.

1.4. Assumptions and setting. In this section, we give a precise account of the
underlying assumptions for the present work. They represent the natural higher-
order analogues of the assumptions from [18]. We start with the deterministic
requirements on the family of monotone operators (cf. [18, Section 2.1]).

Assumption 1 (Family of monotone operators). Let d € N be the spatial dimen-
sion, and let 0 < A < A < oo be two constants (playing the role of ellipticity
constants in the sequel). Let n € N and L € Ny be given. We then assume that we
are equipped with a family of operators indexed by elements of R™

A:R” x R - R

which is subject to the following three conditions:

(A1) The map A gives rise to a family of monotone operators in the second
variable with lower bound A. More precisely, for all @ € R™ we require

(A@,6)-A@,&)) - (L-&) = A&/

for all &1, &, € RY. Furthermore, A(@,0) = 0 for all @ € R™.
(A2), Each operator A(@,-), @ € R™, is L+1 times continuously differentiable in
the second variable. In quantitative terms, we assume that for all o € R™

sup  sup [(OFA)(@,€)] < A,
ke{l,...,L+1} £E€Re
[(0FA) (@1, €) — (9 A) (@2, €)|
sup sup sup

kE{1,...,L+1} £€R? 01,02 €ER™, 61 £ |01 — @

<A.

In particular, we have |A(@, &) < Al¢] for all © € R™ and all £ € R%.
(A3)r, For each ¢ € R? and k € {0,..., L}, the map & (8§A)(JJ,§) is differen-
tiable with uniformly Lipschitz continuous derivative. In quantitative terms,
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the following bounds are required to hold true for all @ € R™ and all £ € R¢
[(0,A)(@,6)] < Alel,  sup [(Q.0FA)(@,€)] < A,
ke{1,...,.L}

.....

‘(80.;14)(&}17 g) — (a,uA)(@Zy 5)'

sup > < A,
1,02 ER™, 1 #Gg |1 — o
0, 0F A) (@, €) — (0,08 A) (@,
sup - |(w§)(1~§) (~w5)(2§)|§A.
KE{l,...,L} @1,02€R™, &1 £ |1 — o

For some results, we in addition require the following condition to be true.

(A4) For each @ € R™, the maps £ — (afL“A)(a;,g) and £ — (8w8£LA)(d),§)
are uniformly Lipschitz continuous. More precisely, for all @ € R™ we are
equipped with bounds

(91 A)(@, &) — (97T A) (@, &)

sup <A.
€1,62€RY, &, #¢, €1 — &2
DLOFA)(@,€1) — (D,0FA) (@,
sup [(0,0¢ A)(@,&1) — (0,0 A) (@, &2) <A
€1,6€RD, €146, €1 — &2l

Having the deterministic requirements on the family of monotone operators in
place, we next turn to the probabilistic assumptions.

Assumption 2 (Stationarity and quantified ergodicity for probability distribu-
tion of parameter fields). We call a measurable function w: RY — R™ a parameter
field, and denote by 2 the space of parameter fields with the Llloc(Rd;R”) topol-
ogy. We assume that we are equipped with a probability measure P on () so that
P{w: [W]en(By(z)) < oo for all g € R?}] = 1 for some n € (0,1), and which is

subject to the following two further conditions:

(P1) The probability measure P on © is R%-stationary. In other words, the prob-
ability distributions of w(-) and w(- + z) coincide for all shifts z € R?.

(P2) The probability measure P on 2 is ergodic. We in fact require a stronger
condition in form of a spectral gap inequality as follows: Denoting with (-)
the expectation with respect to P, there exists a constant Cyy > 0 such
that for all random variables X € () 5, L?g for which there exists 9%*X

satisfying [0**X]; € Ny>1 L?g L?(R%R") as well as

lim 2@ H0w) = X (@) _ / bw- X in ()L (14)
tl0 t o>l

for all perturbations dw € C!
have the estimate

(x—(x)*) §C§g</<][31<x>|amX|>2>' (15)

We finally require a stronger form of the already stated small-scale regularity as-
sumption P[{w: [w]cn (B, (z0)) < 00 for all zg € R?}] = 1, which in turn is essential
to obtain optimal-order estimates (i.e., with respect to the ratio of the microscopic
and macroscopic scale) for linearized homogenization and flux correctors, as well
as their higher-order analogues.

(R%GR™) with [[[6w]so||2(rey < 00, we then

loc
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Assumption 3 (Annealed small-scale regularity condition). Let the conditions and
notation of Assumption 2 be in place; in particular, let € (0,1) be the associated
Holder continuity exponent. We then in addition require that

(R) There exist constants Creg, C}., > 0 such that for all ¢ € [1,00) it holds

reg

Note that our small-scale regularity condition is slightly weaker than the corre-
sponding assumption in [18]. For this reason we provide a proof in Appendix A
concerning the small-scale Holder regularity of the (massive) corrector solving the
nonlinear corrector problem (44a), see Lemma 23, which in turn implies small-scale
Holder regularity of the linearized coefficient field, see Lemma 24.

wp @) — ()

2q\ L
B 2 90!
7] g CI'ng ree.
eyeBy, oty T =Y

1.5. Example. We give an example for a random parameter field subject to As-
sumption 2 and Assumption 3. To this end, consider first a (for notational con-
venience 1-dimensional) white noise W: L%(RY) — L%(Q, F,P) constructed over
some probability space (2, F,P). (We may assume without loss of generality that
the o-algebra F is the one generated by W(h), h € L*(R?).) In other words,
(W (h))her2(ray is a family of centered, real-valued Gaussian random variables such
that (W (h)W(g)) = J hg.

Given some ¢ € L?(R?) satisfying the following decay assumption on its (non-
negative) Fourier transform ¢ for some « € (0,1)

d-+2

0<@(k) <CO+[K)""7", keR?,

we then define a stationary and centered Gaussian random field with bounded
covariance function ¢ := ¢y * ¢y : R = R, ¢g (z) := co(—z), by means of

w(w) := (co * W) () := W (co(z—)).

Since the decay of ¢ translates into 0 < (k) = éo(k)éo(—k) < C(1+|k|)~(@=22) it
is a well-known fact that, for any n € (0, ), the Gaussian random field is n-Hélder
continuous with probability one. In fact, one can show that Assumption 3 holds
true. For a proof, see, e.g., [29, Lemma 3.1, Appendix A.3.1].

Moreover, the spectral gap inequality (15) is a consequence of Malliavin calculus
associated with the underlying white noise W which can be seen as follows. Fix a
square integrable h € L?*(R?), and define dw := co * h. We have

/ sup (6)2(y) < / (LK) 2|52 dk < / B2 dk < oo,

yEB1(z)

where the first inequality is a consequence of a Sobolev embedding (see, e.g., [29,
Appendix A.2]), whereas the second follows from dw = ¢g h together with the decay
assumption on ¢y. Furthermore, for any =,y € R with 2 # y we may estimate

ote)-sut)| < [ fer e |- [i]ak 5 ([0 nlsapPac-nf )

< |x—y|a( Jan ez dk)

S le—y|*.
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Hence, 0w = ¢y * h is an admissible test function for the condition of (14) for all
h € L?(R%). In other words, for any random variable X € Ny>1 L??) satisfying (14)

one recognizes the field c; * 0°*X as its Malliavin derivative DX (since the fields
co * h, h € L?>(R%), represent precisely the elements of the Cameron—Martin space
associated with the Gaussian measure on Li, (R?) induced by the Gaussian random
field w; cf. [34] for Malliavin calculus), which then also satisfies the estimate

(IDX 172 (ra)) S </(1+|kl)‘d—2a|afctX|2dk> < <|\[afctxh||iz(w)>.

We thus arrived at the right hand side of (15). That the left hand side from the

previous display is bounded from below by <|X —(X) |2> is finally nothing else but
the well-known first-order Poincaré inequality on probability space (see, e.g., [17,
Proposition 4.1, Appendix Al).

1.6. Notation. We denote by N the set of positive integers, and define Ny :=
NU{0}. For given d € N, the space of real-valued dxd matrices is denoted by R?*9.
The transpose of a matrix A € R¥*? is given by A*. We write R%X% for the space
of skew-symmetric matrices A* = —A. For a given L € N, we define Par{1,..., L}
to be the set of all partitions of {1,...,L}. For any zo € R? and R > 0, we denote
by Br(zg) C R4 the d-dimensional open ball of radius R centered at x. In case of
xo = 0, we simply write Bg. In the rare occasion that the dimension of the ambient
space is not represented by d € N but, say, n € N, we emphasize the dimension
of the ambient space by writing B} (x¢) for the n-dimensional open ball of radius
R > 0 centered at xy € R™.

The tensor product of vectors vy, ...,vy, € R%, L > 2, is denoted by v; ®- - -Qup.
For the symmetric tensor product, we write v1 ®- - -@uvy. The L-fold tensor product
of a vector v € R? is abbreviated as v®%; or v®F for the corresponding symmetric
version. For a differentiable map A: R" x R? — R4, (w, &) — A(w, £), we make use
of the usual notation J,A4, ¢ A for the respective partial derivatives. Higher-order
(possibly mixed) partial derivatives of a map A: R™ x R? — R? are denoted by
oL A, 8?14,65,8?/1 for any k,l € N.

Integrals fRd f dx with respect to the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure are ab-
breviated in the course of the paper as [ f. Given a Lebesgue-measurable subset
A C R with finite and non-trivial Lebesgue measure |A| € (0,00), we denote by
fuf = IA%I J 14f the average integral of f over A. Here, 1 4 represents the charac-
teristic function with respect to a set A. For a probability measure P on a measure
space (€2, .A), we write (-) for the expectation with respect to P.

We make use of the usual notation of Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces on R? (with
respect to the Lebesgue measure), e.g., LP(R?), W1P(R?), H(R?) := WL2(RY)
and so on. For a probability measure P on a measure space (£2,.4), we instead use
the notation L’Z_>. If we want to emphasize the target space, say, a finite-dimensional

real vector space V, we do so by writing L?(R%; V). For the Lebesgue resp. Sobolev
spaces on R? with only locally finite norm, we write L (R%), H} (R?) and so on.

Furthermore, in the case of uniformly locally finite norm, i.e.,

sup || fllLe (B (z0)) <00 resp.  sup ||fllm1(By(z0)) < 00
xo cRd xo €Rd
we reserve the notation L?|  (R?) resp. H}, .(R?) for the corresponding subspaces of
LY (R%) resp. H} (R?). The subspace of locally p-integrable functions f € LP (R%)

loc
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satisfying

sup 1imsup][ |fIP de < o0
BR(QIO)

ro€ERI R—00

is in turn denoted by LZ,(R?). Local L? averages (with the obvious modification

for p = 00) will also be abbreviated as [f],(x) := (JCBl(m) |f\1’)%

The space of all compactly supported and smooth functions on R? is denoted
by C, (R4). For € (0,1) and xg € R?, we further define the local Holder semi-

cpt
norm [f]c (s o)) = SUPsye B (ro).ary g and the norm || flca(s, ) =

11l (81 o)) + [flom(Bi (w0))- We say [ € Clloe(RY) if supg, epa [l fllen s o)) < o0
Finally, for an exponent g € [1, 00|, we write g, € [1,00] for its dual Holder expo-
nent: % + q% =1.

1.7. Structure of the paper. In the upcoming Section 2, we formulate the main
results of the present work and provide definitions for the underlying key objects.
Section 3 is devoted to a discussion of the strategy for the proof of the main results.
In the course of it, we also collect several auxiliary results representing the main
steps in the proof. Section 4 contains the proofs of all the main and auxiliary results
as stated in the previous two sections. The paper finishes with three appendices. In
Appendix A we list (and partly prove) several results from elliptic regularity theory.
Most of them are classical results from deterministic theory. In addition, we also
rely on some annealed regularity theory; however, only in a perturbative regime a la
Meyers. Appendix B deals with existence of higher-order linearized correctors for a
suitable class of parameter fields. Finally, as the proof of the main results proceeds
by an induction over the linearization order, we formulate and prove in Appendix C
the corresponding statements taking care of the base case of the induction.

2. MAIN RESULTS

This section collects the statements of the main results of this work which are
twofold: i) corrector estimates for higher-order linearizations of the nonlinear prob-
lem, and #i) higher-order regularity of the homogenized monotone operator.

2.1. Corrector bounds for higher-order linearized correctors. The first
main result constitutes the analogue (and slight extension) of [18, Corollary 15]
for the higher-order linearized correctors of Definition 4.

Theorem 1 (Corrector estimates for higher-order linearizations). Let L € N and

M > 0 be fized. Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r and (A3)L of

Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in

place. Fiz a set of vectors wy,...,wr, € R and define B :==w; ® --- ® wy,. Let
d)ng € Hlloc(Rd) and 0¢,B € Hlloc(Rd;RdXd)

skew

be the linearized homogenization and flux corrector from Definition 4.
There exist C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L), C" = C'(d,\, A, Cyeg,m, L) and
a = a(d,\,A) € (0,n) such that for all |£| < M, all q € [1,00), all xg € RY, and
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all compactly supported and square-integrable deterministic fields g4, gs it holds

2q
<‘</9¢-V¢§,B,/Q§l-Vag,B,kl> > < C% 2¢’ |B|2/| g¢7ga) , (16)
([(Voe..Voes) [ s,))" < 1BP. (17)
(1(Vée.5. Voes)|[n s, < C*a*1BP. (18)
<][ ( )}(¢§,B,U§,B)|2‘ >q < C2¢| B2 (14| x0)), (19)
Bl xo
with the scaling function py: Rsg — Rso defined by

03, d=1,
i (€) = log%(l—i—f), d=2, (20)

1, d>3.

Let & € R? and K € Ny be fired, and assume in addition to the previous re-
quirements that (A2)p+x and (A3)r1x from Assumption 1 hold true. We may
then define P-almost surely Kth-order Taylor expansions for the linearized homog-
enization and fluz correctors with base point & by means of

K

DL 5(6) 1= dep — 3 11 (Pedienm) [(6-60)°F] € HL(RY, (21)
k=0
K

SE ) i =0en— ) %(35%,3) [(€—€0)*] € Hipo RERESD).  (22)
k=0

Under the stronger assumptions of (A2)r+kx+1 and (A3)r+ k11 from Assumption 1,
there exist constants C = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, K), C" = C'(d, A\, A, Cl o, 1, L)
and o = a(d,\,A) € (0,n) such that for all |(£0,&)| < M, all q € [1,00) and all
zo € R? it holds

1 ’
(vl 5(&). VEE 5©) |1 5,)) " < O 1BPIE-&P" Y, (23)

1 ’
(V2L 5©). V2 5O uip,))* < O BRI, (24)

<][ (@4 5(). 28,50)]°
B (z0)

2.2. Differentiability of the homogenized operator. A rather straightforward
consequence of the estimates for higher-order linearized correctors is the higher-
order regularity of the associated homogenized monotone operator.

a\ 5 ,
> < C2¢2 | B2le—& 2KV 2 (14]ao]). (25)

Theorem 2 (Higher-order regularity of the homogenized operator). Let L € N
and M > 0 be fized. Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r and (A3)y,
of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption & be in
place. Fix next a set of vectors wy,...,wy € R and define B :== w, ® -+ ® wr,.
Let finally

RY 3 € o A€) = (ge) (26)
be the homogenized operator, with the flux q¢ being defined in (29b).
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The homogenized operator is L times differentiable as a map & — A(€). There
ezists a constant C' = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg, Cyogsn, M, L) such that for all |§| < M

I
its Lth Gateaux derivative in direction B admits the bound

(07 A)(©)IB]] < C|B. (27)

Finally, we have the following representation for the Lth order Gateaux derivative
in direction B

(0 A)(O)[B] = (¢e.5)- (28)
Here, q¢. g denotes the linearized fluz from (30b).

2.3. Basic definitions. We introduce the precise definitions of the homogeniza-
tion and flux correctors and their (higher-order) linearized analogues. We start by
recalling these notions on the level of the nonlinear problem.

Given ¢ € R?, the equation for the homogenization corrector is given by

- V- Aw,{+Vee) =0. (29a)
Abbreviating the flux by means of
e i= Alw, E+V¢), (29b)
the equation for the corresponding flux corrector is given by
—Aoe=(e1®er —ep,@ep): Vee. (29¢)
Sublinear growth of the flux corrector gives rise to
g — (g¢) =V - 0c. (29d)

Definition 3 (Homogenization correctors and flux correctors of the nonlinear prob-
lem). Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2) and (A3)y of Assumption 1,
as well as (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2 be in place. Let ¢ € R? be given. The
corresponding homogenization corrector ¢¢ and fluz corrector o¢ are two random
fields

(fe,0¢): @ x RY — R x R4

skew
subject to the following list of requirements:
(i) Tt holds P-almost surely that ¢¢ € HL (R%), o € HL (RGRYXL) as well as

loc skew
{5, (¢¢,0¢) dz = 0. In addition, the associated PDEs (29a) resp. (29¢) and (29d)
are satisfied in the distributional sense P-almost surely.

(ii) The gradients V¢ and Vog are stationary random fields. Moreover, it holds
((Voe, Vo)) =0, ([Veel*) + (|Voe|*) < co.

(ili) The two random fields ¢¢ and o¢ feature P-almost surely sublinear growth at
infinity

RS0 R?

lim i][ ’(¢>5,05)‘2dx =0.
Br

We next introduce the (higher-order) linearized analogues of the corrector equa-
tions (29a)—(29d) by formally differentiating in the macroscopic variable. To this
end, let a linearization order L € N be fixed. We also fix vectors wy, ..., w;, € R¢
and let B := wy ® -+ ® wy. Finally, fix £ € R? and denote by ag¢ the coefficient
field (0¢A)(w, &+ Vo¢). Due to (Al) and (A2) from Assumption 1, this coefficient
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field is uniformly elliptic and bounded with respect to the same constants (A, A)
from Assumption 1.

As suggested by the Faa di Bruno formula, the equation for the Lth-order lin-
earized homogenization corrector in direction B shall be given by

~V-ag(lp=1B + V¢ B)
=V Y O Vo) | QWi By + Voes,)|, (30a)

IIePar{1,...,.L} mell
A ({1, L}}

where we also introduced the notational convention

B =) vm, Vrell,ePar{l,...,L}.

mem

Note that the right hand side only features linearized correctors of order < L—1, if
any. Motivated by this observation, existence of solutions to the linearized correc-
tor problem (30a) with stationary gradient and (almost sure) sublinear growth at
infinity will be given inductively through approximation with an additional mas-
sive term, see (49a) for the associated corrector problem. For the latter, solutions
may be constructed—again inductively—on purely deterministic grounds (under
suitable assumptions which are in particular modeled on the small-scale regularity
condition (R) from Assumption 3). For more details, we refer the reader to the
discussion in Section 3.2 below.

To state the equation for the linearized flux corrector, we first define the lin-
earized flux by means of

ge,5 = ag(lp=1B + V¢ 5)
Y @A)V O By + Ve s)|. (300)

IIePar{1,...,L} mell
TLA{{1,..L}}

The associated flux corrector shall then be a solution of
—Aoe g = (e1®er —ep®e) : Ve, B (30c)
Due to the sublinear growth of the correctors, the previous relations entail that
ge,B — {qe,B) =V - 0¢.B. (30d)

Definition 4 (Higher-order linearized homogenization correctors and flux correc-
tors). Let L € N and ¢ € R be fixed. Let the requirements and notation of (A1),
(A2);, and (A3)r of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of
Assumption 3 be in place. We also fix a set of vectors wy, ..., w;, € R? and define
B :=w ©®---®wg. The corresponding linearized homogenization corrector ¢¢ p
and fluz corrector o¢ p are two random fields

(¢e.y0e,8): @ x RT — R x REX4

skew
subject to the following list of requirements:
(i) Tt holds P-almost surely that ¢¢p € HL_(RY), o¢p € HL (REREYL) as

skew

well as JCBI (¢¢,B,0¢,8)de = 0. In addition, the associated PDEs (30a) resp.
(30c) and (30d) are satisfied in the distributional sense P-almost surely.
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(ii) The gradients V¢ p and Voe p are stationary random fields. Moreover, it
holds

<(V¢§)B,VO'§7B)> =0, <|V¢§’B|2>+<|VU&B|2> < oQ.

(i) The two random fields ¢¢ 5 and o¢ p feature P-almost surely sublinear growth
at infinity

. 1 2
ngnooﬁ o |(¢£,BaU§,B)’ dSC = 0
2.4. Linearized correctors for the dual linearized operator. It is an immedi-
ate consequence of the proofs that analogous results hold true for the (higher-order)
correctors of the dual linearized operator —V - a;V, where ag denotes the transpose
of the linearized coefficient field ag := (0¢A)(w,£+Ve). We state these corrector
results for the dual linearized operator for ease of reference for future works.

Let L € N and M > 0 be fixed. Let the requirements and notation of (Al),
(A2);, and (A3) of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of
Assumption 3 be in place. Fix moreover a set of vectors wy,ws,...,w;, € R?
and define B := w; ® (wy ® -+ @ wy,). For a partition IT € Par{l,..., L} with
IT # {{1,...,L}}, denote by 7} the unique element w € II such that 1 € w. The
equation for the Lth-order linearized homogenization corrector in direction B of the
dual linearized operator is then given by

= V-ai(1p=1B + Vg p) (31a)
_ [T -1 *
=V > 0 (a) |vznlw*,:13;*+v¢* . {@ (Ljrj=1Br+ Ve 5, ) |
MlePar{l,...,.L} 1 1 ©Brx Lren
0A{{1,...,L}} 1¢n

where we also relied, for each IT € Par{1,..., L}, on the notational convention

B {v1®(vl2®~~-®vllw), if =77 = {1,lo,.. ., } with Iy < -+ < Ij,

T Omer Ums else.
With the dual linearized flux given by
4 p=a;(lp=1B+ Ve p) (31b)

+ Z 3éﬂl—1 (azv)|U:]1MT‘=IB;;+V¢;B/ {@ (]1|w|:1B;+V¢£7B;) )
i

MePar{l,...,L} mell
A{{1,....L}} 1¢n

the Lth order linearized flux corrector in direction B of the dual linearized operator
is in turn a solution of
—Aoip=(a®@er—ex®@e): Vg g, (31c)
as well as
QZ,B - <qZ,B> =V UE,B- (31d)

(More precisely, the notion of linearized homogenization and flux correctors of the
dual linearized problem are understood in the precise sense of Definition 4, with
the equations (30a)—(30d) replaced by the equations (31a)—(31d)).

Under the above assumptions, the following analogous results to Theorem 1
then hold true. First, there exists constants C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L) and
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C' = C'(d, \, A, Clog,m, L) such that for all [§] < M, all ¢ € [1,00), all 2o € R?, and
all compactly supported and square-integrable gy, g, it holds

2q % ,

(([ a0 vos [ vorsu)| ) 0Bk [loals @2
<||(V¢27B’VUZB)HQL(I?(81)>; < C*¢7|BP, (33)
(Ve 5, Vi 5)lgms,)) " < C2a* 1B, (34)

vl
(f, . Gmeal] ) < ceiBriamn). @

with the scaling function p.: Rsg — Ry defined in (20).

Fix K € N, and assume that (A2);;x and (A3)r4x from Assumption 1 hold
true on top of the previous assumptions of this section. Then, both the maps
§ = Voi g and § — Vo p are P-almost surely K times Gateaux differentiable

with values in the Fréchet space L B L2

2 (R4). Moreover, for any collection of vectors

W1, -, wrax € RYandany k € {1,..., K} we have the following representations
of the kth order Gateaux derivatives in direction By, := wp41 @ -+ © Wr4k:

k x > * k _x > *
(85 ¢§,B)[Bk] = ¢€,w1®(w2®~~®'wL+k)’ (85 0573)[Bk] = 0w @(w2@--Qup )" (36)

Denote by aiz € R¥¥4 the homogenized coefficient of the dual linearized operator
characterized by

cTZw = (¢, wE RY.

Then the following version of Theorem 2 holds true for L > 1. The map £ — CT;.‘
is L—1 times differentiable. There exists C' = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg, Cleg,n, M, L)
such that for all |¢] < M its (L—1)th Gateaux derivative in the direction of B’ =
wg @ -+ ® wy, admits the bound

[(0F~1ag)[B)| < CIB']. (37)

We finally have for all w € R? the following representation for the (L—1)th order
Gateaux derivative in direction B’

(0" (afw))[B'] = (@ wen)- (38)

3. OUTLINE OF STRATEGY

The proof of the corrector bounds from Theorem 1 is based on the massive
approximation of the operator —V - (0¢A)(w,§ + V¢¢). For the problem with an
additional massive term, we will argue by an induction with respect to the order of
the linearization. This will entail the following analogue of Theorem 1 in terms of
the massive approximation.

Theorem 5 (Estimates for massive correctors). Let L € N, M > 0 as well as
T € [1,00) be fized. Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r, and (A3)L
of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption & be in

place. Fiz a set of unit vectors v1,...,vy, € R and define B :=v, ® ---®vy,. Let
d)g,B € Hullloc(Rd)’ Jg:B € H&loc(Rd;Rglfegv) (md ¢§B € Htllloc(Rd;Rd)
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denote the unique solutions of the linearized corrector problems (49a)—(49d), which
P-almost surely exist by means of Lemma 8 below.

There exist C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L), C" = C'(d,\, A, Cieg,m, L) and
a = a(d,\,A) € (0,n) such that for all |£] < M, all ¢ € [1,00), and all compactly
supported and square-integrable fields g4, go, gy resp. fo, fo, fy it holds

T Kl T k ng:ka M\
/%'W&B’/Q" 'W&’B”‘““/%'T (39)

gczqm/\(gqs,gg,wﬂz,

and
= J69 filaf, ’“/’“” e
U Footn ot [2522) )
SCQqZC /T|(f¢7fa7f1/)) )
as well as
<H(W’£B’V"§Bv ngs) L2(31>>3’ < C*, (41)
<H<v¢£B’VUg’B’ )‘ca(Bl)>é < ¢, (42)

U p ,
<‘][ ¢£B’ gB7 \/>> > <02 ¢ Ni(ﬁ) (43)
with the scaling function p.: Rso — Rsg given in (20). Moreover, the rela-
tion (49¢) holds true.

As an input for the base case of the induction we will take the localized corrector
of the nonlinear problem. So let us start by quickly reviewing the corresponding
results from [18].

3.1. Corrector estimates for the nonlinear PDE: A brief review. Given
¢ €R%and T € [1,00), the equation for the localized homogenization corrector is
given by

L 7 T
T% =V Aw,{+Vy )=0. (44a)
Abbreviating the flux by means of
@ = Aw, E+V ), (44b)
the equation for the corresponding localized flux corrector is given by
1
TUE kl — AO—E kl — (el@ek 7€k®el) : ng. (44C)

Moreover, we introduce an auxiliary localized corrector by means of

1

TVE — A =qf —lag) — Vg - (44d)
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The motivation behind the introduction of the auxiliary corrector wg is to mimic
equation (29d) for the flux correction at the level of the massive approximation:

1
qu - (qg> =V- ag + T%T' (44e)

We then have the following result, which was essentially proven by Fischer and
Neukamm [18]. For a proof of those facts which are not explicitly spelled out
in [18], we refer to the beginning of Appendix C.

Proposition 6 (Estimates for localized homogenization correctors of the nonlinear
problem). Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)y and (A8)y of Assump-
tion 1, as well as (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2 be in place. Let T € [1,00) be
fized, and for any & € R let

d)g T 2 d d
(ﬁav¢§) € Luloc(]R aRXR )

denote the unique solution of the localized corrector problem (44a). The localized
homogenization corrector (;5? then admits the following list of estimates:

o There exist constants C = C(d,\,A,Csg) > 0 and C" = C'(d, X\, A) > 0 such
that for all ¢ € [1,00), and all compactly supported and square-integrable f,g

we have corrector estimates
2 % 2 2C" [ ¢#12 f
<ciie f (o )
) 6 [](s 2

(oot 320
([CRDIMELEE

o Letg, f € ﬂq21 Lz(Rd;L?») be two compactly supported random fields. There
then exists a random field G? satisfying [GgT]l € ﬂq21 L?KLQ(IRd;]R”), which
in addition is related to (g, f) via (bgT in the sense that, P-almost surely, it holds

(RE:R™) with, [|[0w]os || 12(ray < 00

2
)

(45)

L2(Bn)

for all perturbations dw € C”

uloc

/g : Végzﬁg — /f%égbg = /Gg - dw. (46a)

T
Here, (%,V&b?) € L2 . (R%:RxRY) denotes the Gateaux derivative of the

uloc
corrector ngT and its gradient in direction dw, cf. the proof of Lemma 26.
Moreover, there exists co = co(d, A, A) € (1,00) such that for any € (0,1]
there exist constants C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg, ) > 0 and C' = C'(d, \,A) > 0
such that for all ¢ € [1,00) and all qo € [C(fﬂl,oo) the random field GgT gives
rise to a sensitivity estimate

0/ (F )T

<Oqvarid? s [{|(rg ST
a (F2a+)=1 VT

If (gr, fr)r>1 is a sequence in ﬂq>1 L?(R%; L??)) of compactly supported ran-
dom fields, denote by GgT’T, r > 1, the random field associated to (gr, fr), r > 1,

(46b)
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in the sense of (46a). Let (g, f) be two random fields such that (g, fr) — (g, f)
as T — 00 in [,5, L? (R4, L?fg). Then there exists a random field Gg such that

[G?’T - GgT] L~ 0asr—o0in ﬂ L?3L2(Rd;R”), (46¢)

q=1

and the limit random field GgT satisfies the sensitivity estimate (46b).

e Let in addition to the above requirements the condition (R) of Assumption 3 be
in place, and let M > 0 be fized. There exist o = a(d, A\, A) € (0,n) as well as
constants C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg, 1, M) > 0 and C" = C'(d, A\, A, Cleg,m) > 0
such that for all ¢ € [1,00) and all |§] < M we have a small-scale annealed
Schauder estimate in form of

T |24 3 2 20’
([[Vee HCQ(Bl)>q <™. (47)
Before we move on with the statement of the induction hypotheses for corrector
bounds of higher-order linearizations, we register for reference purposes the follow-
ing standard consequence of the spectral gap inequality (15). It constitutes the key
ingredient for the reduction of stochastic moment bounds to sensitivity estimates.

Lemma 7. Let the conditions and notation of Assumption 2 be in place, and let
X e ﬂq>1 L?? be subject to (14). Then, there exists Csg > 0 such that for all ¢ > 1

)
> (48)

ir-co scse[ (£, o)

3.2. Corrector bounds for higher-order linearizations: the induction hy-
potheses. Let L € N and T € [1,00) be fixed. If not otherwise explicitly stated,
let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r, and (A3). of Assumption 1, (P1)
and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place. Before we can
formulate the induction hypothesis, we first have to introduce the analogues for
the higher-order linearized homogenization correctors on the level of the massive
approximation. To this end, we fix a set of unit vectors vi,...,v; € R? and de-
fine B := v1 ®--- ® vg. Next, fix £ € R? and denote by agT the coefficient field
(0eA)(w, &+ V(bgT). Due to Assumption 1, the coefficient field is uniformly elliptic
and bounded with respect to the constants (A, A) from Assumption 1.

In anticipation of the higher-order differentiability of the localized corrector for
the nonlinear PDE, we introduce the equation for the localized Lth-order linearized
homogenization corrector in direction B by means of the Faa di Bruno formula in
form of

1
7065 = V- ag (l=1B + Vg p)

=V Y O VD) O By + Vel s,)|, (40
IIePar{1,...,.L} mell
n£{{1,...,L}}

where we also introduced the notational convention

B =) vm, Vrell,ePar{l,...,L}.

mem
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Note that the right hand side of (49a) only features linearized homogenization
correctors up to order L—1, if any. Hence, it turns out that we may argue induc-
tively using standard (and, in particular, only deterministic) arguments, that the
corrector problem (49a) admits for every random parameter field w € © a unique
solution

T T 1 d
be.p = e p(-sw) € Hyoe(RY).
In particular, the uniqueness part of this statement entails stationarity of the lin-

earized corrector gbg’ p in the sense that for each z € R¢ and each random w € € it
holds

qzﬁgB(- +z,w) = gbgB(-,w(- +2)) almost everywhere in R,
An analogous statement holds true for the linearized flux correctors

oip € HiooREREEY and Vg€ HL (R RY).

skew
These are more precisely the unique solutions of
1
fUEB,kz - AUE:B,M =(a®er—ep@e): ng,Ba (49b)

respectively

~0Lp— Al = aln — (dfa) ~ VoL (49¢)
with the linearized flux being defined by
@t p=af(A_1B+Ve{p)
Y @A) VD) | O nm By + VoL p,)|. (49)

ITePar{1,...,L} mell

O#{{1,....L}}
As in the case of the corrector for the nonlinear PDE with an additional massive
term, the relations (49a)—(49d) will give rise to the equation

1
qu - <CI§B> =V U;‘F,B + f@b?ﬂ (49)

With all of this notation in place, we can state the following result on existence of
(higher-order) linearized correctors. For a proof, we refer the reader to Appendix B
where we also formulate and proof a corresponding result on the differentiability of
(higher-order) linearized correctors with respect to the parameter field.

Lemma 8 (Existence of localized correctors). Let L € N and T € [1,00) be fized.
Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r—1 and (A3)r—1 of Assumption 1
be in place. Fizn € (0,1), and consider a parameter field &: R — R™ such that
for all p > 2 it holds

~N P
sup limsup][ sup [oly) = o)l < 0. (50)
zo€RY R—o00 JBg(xo) | y,2€B1(z), y#= |y - Z|n
Under these assumptions, one obtains inductively that for alll € {1,...,L} and
all B:=vy ®---©u formed by unit vectors vy,...,v; € RY, there ezists a unique
solution

(ZSg,B = ¢£B(7a}) € Hullloc(Rd)
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of the linearized corrector problem (49a) with w replaced by &. Under the set of
conditions (A1), (A2)1y(r—1y and (A3)1y(r—1) of Assumption 1, the linearized cor-
rector (;Sg:B(',(:J) moreover satisfies for all p € [2,00)

(bg,B(" ‘D)

(T,w&;(.,w)) ‘p < 0. (51)

sup lim sup

xo €Rd R—oo ][BR (1‘0)

There also exist unique solutions

~ d dxd
Ug’B = Ug?B(.7w) € H&loc(R ;R - )7

skew
¢EB = w£B<7(‘D) € H&loc(Rd;Rd)
of the linearized flux corrector problems (49b) resp. (49¢) with w replaced by &. The
analogue of (51) holds true for these flux correctors.

In particular, under the requirements of (A1), (A2)r—1 and (A3)r—1 of Assump-
tion 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3, there erists a
set Q' C Q of full P-measure on which the existence of (higher-order) linearized
correctors is guaranteed in the above sense for all random parameter fields w € Q.

We have by now everything in place to proceed with the statement of the

Induction hypothesis. Let L € N, M > 0 and T € [1,00) be fixed. Let the re-
quirements and notation of (A1), (A2);, and (A3) of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2)
of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place. For any | < L—1 and any
collection of unit vectors v{,...,v, € R? we assume that under the above condi-
tions the associated localized lth-order linearized homogenization corrector ¢£ g in
direction B’ :=v] ® - - - ® v} satisfies the following list of conditions (if [ = 0—and
thus B’ being an empty symmetric tensor product—(bg g/ is understood to denote
the localized homogenization corrector of the nonlinear PDE):
e There exist C' = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg, 1, M, L) and C" = C'(d, A\, A, Cleg,m, L)
such that for all |{] < M, all ¢ € [1,00), and all compactly supported and
square-integrable f, g we have corrector estimates

T L. 7 20\ @ 2 2C' f 2
<‘</9'V¢5,3'7/Tf¢g,3') > <C% /‘(9,7) )
T
(H1)
I o)) <
\/T ) ¢,B — .
e Fix p € (2,00), and let g, f € (5, LQ(Rd;L?fg) be two compactly supported
and LP(R?)-valued random fields. There then exists a random field Gz g sat-
isfying [GgT,B/]l € Ny>1 L%%LQ(Rd;R”L which in addition is related to (g, f)

via (b? in the sense that, P-almost surely, it holds for all perturbations dw €
cn (Rd,Rn) with ||[5w]00||L2(Rd) < o0

uloc
1
/g~V6¢>£B, —/ff&éng, :/GQB,-aw. (H2a)

V§¢£B,) € L?,.(R:; RxR?) denotes the Gateaux derivative of

uloc

L?(Bn)

5o
Here,(fj’;,

the linearized corrector ¢£ 5 and its gradient in direction éw, cf. Lemma 26.
Moreover, there exists cog = co(d, A, A) € (1,00) such that for any x € (0,1]
there exist C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, k) and C" = C'(d, A\, A, Cloy, 1, L)
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such that for all [¢| < M, all ¢ € [1,00) and all go € [, 00) the random field

ng p gives rise to a sensitivity estimate of the form

1/ (h )Y

<ctavr [ )T

If (gr, fr)r>1 is a sequence in ﬂq21 L?(R%; L?‘g) of compactly supported and
LP(R%)-valued random fields, denote by Gg 5 7> 1, the random field associ-

ated to (gr, fr), 7 > 1, in the sense of (46a). Let (g, f) be two L} (Rd) valued
random fields such that (g, fr) — (g, f) as 7 — oo in (5, LQ(Rd ) Then

there exists a random field G& g With

(H2b)

(G —GEp], = 0asr —ooin () LY L*(RGRY), (H2c)
q>1

and the sensitivity estimate (46b) is satisfied in terms of (G5 5 9)-

e There exist C' = C(d, \, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L), C" = C'(d, N\, A, Clog,m, L) and
a = a(d, A\, A) € (0,n) such that for all |{] < M and all ¢ € [1,00) we have a
small-scale annealed Schauder estimate of the form

(VoL s 1< 0% (H3)

3.3. Corrector bounds for higher-order linearizations: the base case. The
first step in the proof of Theorem 1—on the level of the massive approximation
in form of Theorem 5—is of course to verify the induction hypotheses (H1)—(H3)
for the corrector of the nonlinear problem (44a). This is covered by Proposition 6
which constitutes one of the main results of [18]. We briefly summarize at the
beginning of Appendix C how to obtain the assertions of Proposition 6.

Ca(31)>

3.4. Corrector bounds for higher-order linearizations: the induction step.
The main step in the proof of Theorem 5 consists of lifting the induction hypothe-
ses (H1)~(H3) to the Lth-order linearized homogenization corrector ¢f 5 satisfy-
ing (49a). This task is performed by means of several auxiliary results where we
are guided by the well-established literature on quantitative stochastic homogeniza-
tion, cf. for instance [22], [21], [18] and [29]. We start with the concept of a minimal
radius for the (higher-order) linearized corrector equation (49a).

Definition 9 (Minimal radius for linearized corrector problem). Let the assump-
tions and notation of Section 3.2 be in place; in particular, the induction hypotheses
(H1)~(H3). For a given constant v > 0 we then define a random variable

Tw,1¢,B = inf {Qk: k € Ny, and for all R = 2, 1 > k, it holds:

1 2
<
grel]fk{ ][ 6% 5—b| "+~ |b| } 1,

41
sup sup][ ’IL|7T|:1B; +V¢£B; i < R4'7}.
IlePar{1,...,.L} €Il J Br
({1 L}
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The stationary extension r. ¢ p5(z,w) = 7. 7¢ 5 (w(-+2)) is called the minimal
radius for the linearized corrector problem (49a).

Stochastic moments of the linearized homogenization correctors are related to
stochastic moments of the minimal radius in the following way.

Lemma 10 (Annealed small-scale energy estimate). Let the assumptions and nota-
tion of Section 3.2 be in place; in particular, the induction hypotheses (H1)—(H3).
Let v, 1¢.p denote the minimal radius for the linearized corrector problem (49a)
from Definition 9. Then, there exists a constant C = C(d,\, A, L) and an exponent
§ = 8(d,\, A) such that for all £ € R and all q € [1,00) it holds

(e vas) |, ) < ety )

L2(By)
Moreover, we have the suboptimal estimate (for which we do not have to specify the
form of the implicit constant)

(&2 vaz,), ¥ sV -

As it is already the case for the proof of corrector estimates with respect to
first-order linearizations, cf. [18], the argument for the realization of the induction
step relies on a small-scale regularity estimate for the linearized correctors.

L2(31)>

Lemma 11 (Annealed small-scale Schauder estimate). Let again the assumptions
and notation of Section 3.2 be in place; in particular, the induction hypotheses
(H1)-(H3). There exists o = a(d, A, A) € (0,m), and for every 7 € (0,1) constants
C = C(d,\ A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, 7) and C" = C'(d, \, A, Ciog,m, L), such that for
all |€] < M and all ¢ € [1,00) it holds

(e var)[ ) <o {2 vers)| 75 VT ) 6o

Lemma 10 shifts the task of establishing stretched exponential moment bounds
for the linearized corrector to the task of proving stretched exponential moments
for the associated minimal radius. For the latter, a key input are stochastic moment
bounds for linear functionals of the linearized corrector gradient. This in turn is
the content of the following result.

Lemma 12 (Annealed estimates for linear functionals of the homogenization cor-
rector and its gradient). Let the assumptions and notation of Section 3.2 be in
place; in particular, the induction hypotheses (H1)—(H3). Let g, f be two square-
integrable and compactly supported deterministic fields. For every T € (0,1) there
ezist constants C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, 7) and C" = C'(d, \, A, Cyeg,m, L)
such that for all |€] < M and all q € [C, 00) it holds

(|([orvoto [ prets) 2q>é
<o { (|G wamn)zn) ) 165

We have everything in place to prove a stretched exponential moment bound for
the minimal radius r. 7¢ p. The key ingredient of the proof is a buckling argument
based on the annealed estimates (52)—(55).

(55)
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Lemma 13 (Stretched exponential moment bound for minimal radius). Let the
assumptions and notation of Section 3.2 be in place; in particular, the induction
hypotheses (H1)—(H3). Let r.r¢ p denote the minimal radius for the linearized
corrector problem (49a) from Definition (9). Then, there exists v = v(d, A\, A), as
well as constants C' = C(d, \, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L) and C' = C'(d,\, A, Cloq,m, L)
such that for all |§| < M and all ¢ > 1 it holds

<ri,qT,§,B>% < 02‘12C/~ (56)

A rather straightforward post-processing of Lemma 10, Lemma 11 and Lemma 12
based on the stretched exponential moment bounds for the minimal radius from
Lemma 13 now allows to conclude the induction step.

Lemma 14. Let the assumptions and notation of Section 3.2 be in place; in par-
ticular, the induction hypotheses (H1)—(H3). Then the Lth-order linearized homog-
enization corrector ¢£B also satisfies (H1)—(H3).

3.5. Estimates for higher-order linearized flux correctors. In view of the
defining equations (49b) and (49c) for the linearized flux correctors, it is natural to
establish first the analogues of the estimates (39)—(43) for the linearized flux qg I
Actually, it suffices to establish the pendant of induction hypothesis (H2b). This
is captured in the following result.

Lemma 15 (Sensitivity estimate for the linearized flux). Let the assumptions and
notation of Section 3.2 be in place. In particular, let qZ:B be the linearized flux
as defined by (49d). Fiz p € (2,00), and let g € ;5 LQ(R”Z;L?K) be a com-
pactly supported and LP(R?)-valued random field. Then there exists a random field
QEB satisfying [QZBL € ﬂqZI L?%LZ(]Rd;]Rn); and which is related to g via qng
in the sense that, P-almost surely, for all perturbations dw € CglOC(Rd;R") with
[0w]oo || 2 (rey < 00 it holds

/ 9640y = / Q- buw. (57)

In addition, there exist co = co(d,\,A) € (1,00), C" = C'(d,\, A, Cleq,m, L)
and C = C(d, \, A, Csg, Creg,m, M, L) such that for all |§| < M, all g € [1,00) and
all qo € [c()c—ﬂl, 00) the random field QgB gives rise to a sensitivity estimate

(I /(£ eeat)

If (9r)r>1 represents a sequence in mq21 L?(R%; L?_‘g) of compactly supported and
LP(RY)-valued random fields, denote by QZ’E, r > 1, the random field associated to
gr, 7 > 1, in the sense of (57). Let g be an L}, (R%)-valued random field such that

loc

gr — g asr — 00,5 L?(R%; L?g). Then there exists a random field QEB with

q % , 1
> < C%(qV ¢0)*” sup /(IFQ\Q("VQO)*>(‘”"°)*~
(F2ax)=1
(58)

[QEh —QLp), = 0 as T — oo in (1) LYY L*REGRY), (59)
g>1

and the sensitivity estimate (58) holds true in terms of (Qg’B,g).
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Once this result is established, the asserted estimates in Theorem 5 for the
massive linearized flux correctors (O’Z B 1/12 ) follow readily.

3.6. Differentiability of the massive correctors and the massive approx-
imation of the homogenized operator. As a preparation for the proof of the
estimates (23)—(25), which in particular contain estimates for differences of lin-
earized correctors, and the higher-order differentiability of the homogenized opera-
tor in form of Theorem 2, we establish the desired differentiability properties on the
level of the massive approximation. A first step in this direction are the following
estimates for differences of linearized correctors.

Lemma 16 (Estimates for differences of linearized correctors). Let L € N, M > 0
as well as T € [1,00) be fixed. Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r,
(A3)r, and (A4)r of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of
Assumption 3 be in place. We also fix a set of unit vectors vy, ...,v;, € R? and
define B :=v; ®--- ®Quvg.

For every B € (0,1), there exist constants C = C(d,\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, B)
and C" = C"(d, A\, A, Cleg,m, L, B) such that for all |§| < M, all q € [1,00), all unit
vectors e € R and all |h| < 1 it holds

1 /
(V6 e, 5=V L5 Volune 5=Vl 5)|[7a5,)) " < C2@7 PP, (60)

(V0T she.s—VIL b VoL 5= VoL 5) et 1)) < C2a IR, (61)
as well as for all compactly supported and square-integrable g¢, go
2 1
<‘(/9¢ ’ (V¢§+he,3_v¢53)7/9§l ) (vanghe,B,kl_vagB,kl)) >
(62)
< C2q20’|h\2<1—6>/,(%,gg)f.

The already mentioned differentiability result for the massive linearized correc-
tors and the massive approximation of the homogenized operator now reads as
follows.

Lemma 17 (Differentiability of massive correctors and the massive version of the
homogenized operator). Let L € N, M > 0 and T € [1,00) be fized. Let the
requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r, (A3)L and (A4)r of Assumption 1,
(P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place. We also fix
a set of unit vectors v, ...,vr, € R% and define B := v1 ® --- ® vg,. Then, both
the maps & — V(;S?B and & — VU?B are Fréchet differentiable with values in the
Préchet space L7, L}, (R?).

Given a vector £ € R, a unit vector e € R and some |h| <1 we define

Ag,e,h(f) = <(J5T+he,3> - <qu> - <Qg:B@e>h'
For every 3 € (0,1), there then exists C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg, Cregsn, M, L, B) such

T

that for all |€| < M, all unit vectors e € R?, and all |h| < 1 it holds
- ) )
1AL L (O] < c?ni-D), )

Assume in addition to the above conditions that the stronger forms of (A2)r41,
(A8)r+1 and (A4)r+1 from Assumption 1 hold true. We then have the following
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quantitative estimates on first-order Taylor expansions of the linearized correctors
T and ol 5. Given a vector € € R?, a unit vector e € R and some |h| < 1, let
§,B §,B

T T T T
Pe.B.eh = Pethe,s — e, ~ P, Boelt
UgT,B,e,h, = 05T+he,B - C’;‘P,B - JEBth'
For every 8 € (0,1), there then exist constants C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg, 1, M, L, 5)
and C" = C'(d, \, A, Clog,m, L, B) such that for all |§] < M, all unit vectors e € R4,

all ¢ € [1,00), all |h] <1 and all compactly supported and square-integrable gy, go
it holds

1 ’
<|| (VQSg,B,e,}u vgg:B,e,h) ||2LqZ(Bl)> < 02(]20 h4(176)7 (64)
2q % ,
<‘ ( / 96 - VOipen / a8 VJQB,e,h) > < O |10 / |(96,90)|"

(65)

Remark 18. In case of ¢ = 1, the estimates (64) and (65) actually hold true
requiring only (A2)r, (A8)r and (A4)r from Assumption 1. This in turn repre-
sents exactly the form of Assumption 1 for which qualitative differentiability of the
linearized corrector gradients is established in Lemma 17. A proof of this claim is
contained in the proof of Lemma 17.

3.7. The limit passage in the massive approximation. The last main ingredi-
ent in the proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 consists of studying the limit 7' — oo
in the massive approximation. More precisely, we establish the following result.

Lemma 19 (Limit passage in the massive approximation). Let L € N and M > 0
be fized. Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r and (A3)r of Assump-
tion 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place. We
also fiz a set of unit vectors vy, ...,vy, € R and define B :=v, ®--- ®vp.

Then the sequence

(Véls Vols)

TE[1,00)

loc
ezists C = C(d,\, A, Csg, Creg, Crog, 1, M, L) such that for all [§] < M and all
T € [1,00) we have the estimates

is Cauchy in L%>L2 (R%) (with respect to the strong topology). Moreover, there

2 T 2%

(Vo = Vot 5, Voils — Vol 5) | fags,) < Oz(pt*(%ﬁ)) (66)
2 T 2%

) — ()P < 2 (D) )

The corresponding limits give rise to higher-order linearized homogenization correc-
tors and flux correctors in the sense of Definition 4. Moreover,

(ol s —aes|”) =0, (68)

with the limiting linearized fluz qc p defined in (30b).
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4. PROOFS

4.1. Proof of Lemma 10 (Annealed small-scale energy estimate). Applying the
hole filling estimate (T2) to equation (49a) for the linearized homogenization correc-
tor (putting the term —V - ag 11,1 B on the right hand side) yields in combination
with (A2)y from Assumption 1

|(Sz.vera);

L2(By)
_ _ %5 2
SdAAL Tf,ng,B]lel + Tf,ng,B][ ‘( \j» Ve, B)‘
By, T.,¢,B
+rirves D f‘ mpIIMWlB‘+V%BW~
HePar{l Br. 1B mell

A{{1,.. }}

For the second right hand side term, we proceed by making use of Caccioppoli’s
inequality (T1) with respect to equation (49a); and in the course of this we again
rely on (A2); from Assumption 1 in order to bound the right hand side term
appearing in equation (49a). For the third right hand side term, we simply argue
by Hoélder’s inequality. In total, we obtain the estimate

(%2, w0z

d—s
SdAAL Ts,T.¢,B L=

1=
1
d—é :
T 1nf —
+ *T.6,B beR { (27"* T,¢, B ]{3%

L2(By)

1
o0+ 7P}

*,T,£,B
2
+ 7! Tég B ][ H |Ljrj=1 By + v¢£B;
HGPar{l Bor, 16,5 mell
A {{1,.. L}}
%
5 4(11|
e S | | (][ =1 By + VoL ) .
IlePar{l,...,L} m€ll T4, T,¢,B
IA{{1,...L}}

Taking into account Definition 9 of the minimal radius, the fact that . r¢p > 1,
as well as Holder’s and Jensen’s inequality (to deal with the second right hand side
term in the previous display) we deduce from this

(e vera);

L2(B1)

d—46+2y
SAAAL Tare B

Taking stochastic moments thus entails the asserted estimate (52).

For a proof of (53), we rely on the weighted energy estimate (T3). In order to
apply it, we first have to check the polynomial growth at infinity (in the precise
sense of the statement of Lemma 21) of the constituents in the linearized corrector
problem (49a). For the solution (Q%B, V¢£B) itself, this is a consequence of the

fact that ¢f 5 € H},.(R?). For the right hand side term in equation (49a) we

uloc
argue as follows. First, thanks to the ergodic theorem we may choose almost surely
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a radius Rg > 0 such that

]{3 | | LA
R

well

<1+ < 11 (022 Br + Ve 5,
mell

2

(69)

2> for all R > Ry,

uniformly over all partitions Il € Par{1,...,L} with IT # {{1,...,L}}. Thanks to
the induction hypothesis (H1) and (H3), we may then smuggle in spatial averages
over the unit ball By followed by an application of Holder’s inequality to deduce
that

< | Ry V¢£B;IQ>

well
S (T timim B+ VoL i [y ) + (11 / [Ujeio By + VoL g, )
mell e’ B
1 1
ST <H]l\7r|:1B; + Vol p 2C!an(|31)>m‘ +11 <Hll|w|:1B; + Vi p | 2L|21_£‘Bl)>ml
well well
<1

uniformly over all partitions IT € Par{l,..., L} with IT # {{1,...,L}}. Inserting
this back into (69) shows that also the right hand side terms of equation (49a)
feature at most polynomial growth at infinity.

Hence, we may apply the weighted energy estimate (T3) to equation (49a) which
entails in combination with Jensen’s and Hoélder’s inequality

oL a
<H( %’V¢£B) Z(Bl)>

d d
SVT 1y +VT > /emﬁ< [T 117=1Bs + Vi 5,

Q=

“)

HePar{1,...,L} rel
m#{{1,...,.L}}
d d %
VT VT Y / £ T (Ui By + V6L, 2151
IIePar{1,...,L} nell
MA{{1,...L}}

Taking into account the induction hypothesis (H1) and (H3)—the latter in particu-
lar allowing us to smuggle in a spatial average over unit balls B;(x)— and making
use of stationarity of the linearized homogenization correctors, we thus infer from
the previous display the asserted estimate (53). O

4.2. Proof of Lemma 11 (Annealed small-scale Schauder estimate). We aim to
apply the local Schauder estimate (T5) to equation (49a) for the linearized homog-
enization corrector (putting to this end the term —V - ag]lelB on the right hand
side). This is facilitated by the annealed Holder regularity of the linearized coeffi-
cient field ag = (0cA)(w, &+ Vd)g), cf. Lemma 24 in Appendix A. Hence, in view
of the local Schauder estimate (T5) we may estimate by an application of Holder’s
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inequality with respect to the exponents (%, =), 7 € (0, 1),

T T—7
] v

NG v

< ISR v e

1

1 1 4q 2q
+C*||a EHCQ(BQ e <H7ET|]1|7T=1B;+V¢5T,B;| CQ(B2)>

MePar{l,...,L}
N£{{1,...L}}

29 1
+C*(llag |G p,)) " L=

A combination of the annealed estimate (T7) for the Holder norm of the linearized
coefficient, the small-scale annealed Schauder estimate from induction hypothe-
sis (H3), the stationarity of the linearized coefficient field and of the linearized
homogenization correctors, and Hélder’s inequality updates the previous display to

ot :
N7 v

< CQqQC'{l +(| (%B Vol s)

29 1-7
L2(31)> }

022C" 4|0\ 5oty
wor? 3 I oot
IIePar{1,...,L} w€ll
I#{{1,....L}}
QS?B 27(1 1-7
o (i (v, ™)
=0 " Vs 12(By)
This concludes the proof of Lemma 11. O

4.3. Proof of Lemma 12 (Annealed estimates for linear functionals of the ho-
mogenization corrector and its gradient). The proof proceeds in three steps. In the
course of it, we will make use of the abbreviation )y = 3 pepari1,. L}, 2{{1,....L}}

Since (¢5 2. Vo) eL R?; R xR?), we may assume for the proof of (55) with-
out loss of generality through an approximation argument that P-almost surely

uloc(

(9, /) € Cop(R% RXR). (70)
Step 1 (Computation of functional derivative): We start by computing the func-
tional derivative of

1
Fy ::/Q'V(?EB*/TJCQ%B- (71)
To this end, consider a perturbation dw € CJj  (R%R™) with ||[6w]ool|p2(ray < oo.
Based on Lemma 26, we may P-almost surely differentiate the defining equa-

tion (49a) for the linearized homogenization corrector with respect to the parameter
field in the direction of dw. This yields P-almost surely the following PDE for the
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variation (=7 ¢5 2, Vool p) € L

earized corrector ¢§ p with massive term:

e (RERXRY) N LB (RERXRY), p > 2, of the lin-

%5¢§B —V-a{Vipip
V- (00 A) (w, € + VL) [bw © Vi ]
+ V- (9FA)(w, &+ Vi) [V © Vi p]
+ V-3 0.0 A)(w, 4+ V6]) [&u © @(]lmleHW?B;)}
11

mell

+ V3@ A) w, 4967) V6T © () (Ljnim1 By VoL g, )|
II

mwell

+ V3@ A w,64V6) [ S V00l s, @ (O (Ljwim1 Bt Vel )]
II

rell m'ell
' #m
_.v. RT(1)6W+V RT(2v5¢5+V RgB dw+ V- R V5¢5 (72)
II nell

Observe that as a consequence of (51) and (A2) resp. (A3)y of Assumption 1 we
have P-almost surely

RO RES e 12 (RERO™M), R RESY REY™ € LR (RLRPY) (73)

erg erg

sprr
for all p > 2. For r > 1, 1et( 5

Milgram solution of

6¢> %) € L2(R%:; RxR?) be the unique Lax—

1
—0h — V- af Vg

T
=V 1p Ry 0w+ V- 1p REFIVGL +V - 1p REY 0w (74)
+V g, R GIVOGT + 33V g, RESTVOGL 5,
I well

Note that P-almost surely

(M?fl}

5 T
N ,vaqsf;]g) - ( %e.n V66T B) as  — oo in L2, (RLRIY)  (75)

VT '

by means of applying the weighted energy estimate (T3) to the difference of the
equations (72) and (74).
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Denoting the transpose of aET by agT’*, we may now compute by means of Lemma 26,
(73), (74), (75) and (189)

1
5t = [ 990685 - [ 150E

. T,r 1 T,r
ZTE&{/Q.W%B - /Tf(sqsw}

= — lim {/V&qﬁz’; -agT’*V(%—V-agT’*V>_1(%f+V'g)

r—00
+/5¢£’£;(;V.afv*v)A(;HVg)}

~ lm { [ 18R 50V (1290 V) " (7547 ) (76)
+ /1BTR§§>V5¢ET : v(%—v : a?ﬁ*v)_l (%fw 9)

+/]1B,,R§*§>5w-V(%—V-a?*v)A(%ﬂV-g)
+/1BTRZ}§4)V6¢?~V(%—V-a?’*V>il(%f—|—V'9)

+ZZ/]IBTRZ’§)’”V6¢§B; ~V<;V~a§T’*V)_1(;f+V~g>}.

II well

Note that thanks to the approximation argument, the regularity (73) as well as

the regularity (189), we may indeed use 5¢g’§ as a test function in the equation of

(%—Vﬂ?’*V) ! (%f—i—Vg) and vice versa. Moreover, by (73), the assumption (70)
ensuring that (g, f) are LP(R%)-valued random fields for any p > 2, and the (local)
Meyers estimate for the operator (% -V aET’*V), we obtain that P-almost surely

- 1 N -1,1 / .
(Rz’g)) V(T—V . az’ V) (Tf‘f'v g) € Lfoc(Rd;Rn)a (S {LS}’

. —1 ,
(Rgvg))*v(%—v.a?*v) (%f+V~g>GL{’OC(Rd;Rd),iG{QA}, (77)

(S (v 5) (b12-5) < smms

for some suitable Meyers exponent p’ > 2. We have everything in place to proceed
with the next step of the proof.

Step 2 (Application of the spectral gap inequality): Note first that (Fy) = 0 for
the functional Fy from (71). Indeed, (((;%B, V¢£B)> = 0 is a direct consequence
of stationarity and testing the linearized corrector problem (49a). Hence, we may
apply the spectral gap inequality in form of (48) and thus obtain in view of (A2),
and (A3)r of Assumption 1, (76), (77), induction hypotheses (H2a) and (H2c),
and the sensitivity estimates from induction hypothesis (H2b) the estimate (with
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k1, k2 € (0,1] yet to be determined)

(Fal*)

9 1 T -1,1 2
<Czq2<‘/<]€31(w)\v¢§f}| )(él(w) (T—v.af v) (ffw.g)\ )
+C2q22<]/(][ [T [Vr=1 Be+Vel 5, 2)
T B1(2) ren

x <J€w> v(;—v-af’*v)_l(;ﬂvg)ﬁ)

+C% gV q)*¢" sup /<’V¢§B’ (

1
Q>q

1
Q>q

- \v(%fv : a?*v)_l (%Ff+v : Fg) ]2(

qvqo) 1
w1 *\ (790,
ry

(F2ax)=
+ gV ) sup /<’v(*—v-aTv*V)il(lFerv-Fg)‘ -
o (F2ax)=1 T € T
avagy \ Tavig
< T 10me1 Bet VoL s, [ )*><%>*
mell
+C%(qV q0)*” ZZ /<‘V(1 v T,*V)fl(lFHv F )’zwz;m
(¢V ) S 7V a ¥ g
ren ¢ )
< T 12imim1 Bet VoL g [ ~2°>*><734§T
Tr/el—[ ™
/£
=L+ I+ I3+ 14+ I5. 78

For the last three right hand side terms in the previous display, we also exploited the
fact that F' is purely random so that one can simply multiply with F' the equation
satisfied by ( — V- ag* )N Ff+V-9g).

Step 3 (Post-processing the right hand side of (78)): We estimate each of the
right hand side terms of (78) separately. By duality in Lg), stationarity of the
linearized homogenization corrector gbg 5, and Holder’s inequality with respect to
the exponents (1290 (2499) ) 7 € (0,1), we estimate the contribution from I; by

1-7°\1—7
5 o ¢gB 2(<1\/<10) 1—1
a1 < ([[(T2-V6ks) | o >““‘°
L] < C%q ¢§B L2(By)
-1 1 2 qv—iqg)* LIV}I
o e ) e
(F2‘1* =1 Bi(z) T
As (§22), = <qVq§)v_q(1_T> < (quoqfq = (qV q)+ < g« A (qo)s, it follows from

Jensen’s inequality, the fact that [ fBl(m) h = [ h for all non-negative h, and the
annealed Calderén-Zygmund estimate (T8) that

e ozq2<u(¢?w£B)Hff§>“ s SR

9%, e
<or{ (%2 wat)| L2V []( L

(79)
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provided |(go)« — 1| is sufficiently small (depending only on d, A\, A). In other words,
we obtain a bound of required type for all ¢ > go with gg € [1, c0) sufficiently large.
For the contribution from I, we may estimate based on the same ingredients as
in the estimate of I; (we could actually take 7 = 0 but prefer to keep the general
form for later reference) for all sufficiently large gy € [1,00) and all ¢ € [1,00)

1—7
<223 ] <][ 1 nj=1 Bo+ VoL b 2<qu°)“><”‘1°>“'

II well

o Ji ) (9 (-v-ag9) " (prrev mo) [

SCQqQC/‘ N

where in the second step we in addition made use of the small-scale annealed
Schauder estimate from induction hypothesis (H3) (by smuggling in a spatial aver-
age over the unit ball) and the corrector estimates from induction hypothesis (H1).

We next estimate the contribution from I5. To this end, we first choose k1 =

qVQO

)*><%ﬂ}>*

(80)

-
2
and then estimate via stationarity of the linearized homogenization corrector gbg B

the fact that (qvq“) = (qv‘%ﬁ, an application of Holder’s inequality with respect

(qva)T aa ((quO)T “1),), and an application of Jensen’s inequality

based on (q\/(IO) ((q\/qo) o )* (qVqo) \;? a—--) S (q\z;/:)o_l = (CI\/QO)* S qx N (qo)*

(av fzo) avag

15| < C*(q V q0)* ([[Voe, BHCa By

< [ (v (gvaw) (e p) )

Hence, by means of the annealed Calderén-Zygmund estimate (T8) and the an-

to the exponents (

nealed small-scale Schauder estimate (54) (with ¢ replaced by Y90 we obtain
FEYRS CQ(QVQO)2C,<H<¢£B Vol )’ <(1W*q>02) i /’ (81)
= \/T 9 .f,B L2(Bl) )

at least for sufficiently large go € [1,00). This in turn is again a bound of required
type for all ¢ > qq.

We next deal with the contribution from I. To this end, we simply choose
Ko = % and argue based on stationarity of the linearized homogenization correc-

tors, (q\;go)* = (q\/q;g%v an application of Holder’s inequality with respect to
. ((aVao)—r2 ((aVao)—k v (avao)—r _
tlz/e exponents ( f‘qu’o)_f’( fqvqgo)_f)*), and the fact that (L2 qoh(%)* =
1 =2(qV qo)
1
, 4(qVaqo)|TI)\ Z(avag)T
Ll < C*(qva)*? > ] <|1\w|:lB;+V¢£B;’ o > ’
II nell
-1,1 2(qVqo)« ﬁ
X sup /<’V< -V agT’*V) (—FerV.Fg)‘ ’ >( o
(F2ax)=1 T

As it is by now routine, the second factor of the right hand side term of the previous
display is dealt with by appealing to the annealed Calderén—Zygmund estimate ('T8)
for which we only have to choose gy € [1,00) sufficiently large. For the first factor,
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we may smuggle in a spatial average over the ball B; and then estimate by means
of the induction hypotheses (H1) and (H3). In total, we obtain for all ¢ € [1,00)

ni<cavar [|(Jzo)| (52)

provided gg € [1, 00) is sufficiently large. As the contribution from I5 can be treated
analogously, the combination of the estimates (79)—(82) establishes the asserted
bound (55). This concludes the proof of Lemma 12. O

4.4. Proof of Lemma 13 (Stretched exponential moment bound for minimal
radius of the linearized corrector problem). We start with the estimate

(MR <143 M DHP Ly, 1 s =24 (83)
k=1

Fix an integer k& > 1, and let R := 2¥. By Definition 9 of the minimal radius
T+T¢ B, i the event of {r. r¢ p = R} we either have

Il € Par{1,...,L}, IT # {{1,...,L}}: 37 € II such that

4| R\%y
Br
2
or that
. 1 T 2 1,4
52111;{(1%/2)2]{% |0 50| +T|b| } > 1. (85)
2

We distinguish in the following between these two events, and provide separately
an estimate on their probability.

Case 1: (Estimate in the event of (84)) Fix a partition II € Par{l,...,L},
IT # {{1,...,L}}, and some 7 € II such that the conclusion of (84) holds true.
Covering B B by a family of ~ R? many open unit balls, using stationarity of the
linearized homogenization correctors, Jensen’s inequality, the small-scale annealed
Schauder estimate from induction hypothesis (H3) which in particular allows to
smuggle in a spatial average over the unit ball, and finally the corrector bounds
from induction hypotheses (H1), we infer that

<‘][ | Ljrj=1 By + V£ g,
%

for all ¢ € [1,00). It thus follows from Markov’s inequality and the previous display
(with ¢ replaced by 1_1dq) that

4|11

2 1
7\ @ 2 20"
<C%

P[{r.ren = 2"} N{(84) holds true}] < C?1g>C a2~H8da (86)
with constants C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L) and C" = C'(d, A\, A, Cog,m, L).

T

Case 2: (Suboptimal estimate in the event of (85) but not (84)) Let 0 < R’ < R,
and abbreviate by (h) g/ (z) := ‘)CBR’ («) I the mollification on scale R’ for any locally

integrable h. In the event of {(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true} we deduce
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from the triangle inequality that

1NR2][ |¢gB ¢5,B)R'}2

1
+R2]€?R (¢£B)R’_]€?R(¢£B)R’ ][BR(%T,B)R’

The first term on the right hand side of the previous display is estimated by

2 R'\2 2
wof, 10a-anl < () I9eTal

the second right hand side term based on Poincaré’s inequality and the definition

of (*)r by
o, foual i 7%
3 S Voe s
R2 BR BQR BR/(QZ) 57

and the third right hand side term simply by plugging in the definition of (-) g and
1
bin

Jensen’s inequalit y
Bar |V Bp/(z) 1

L
In the event of {(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true}, the combination of the
last four displays therefore entails
,
Bar

T
R'\2 2
1< 7][ Vi +][ ][ VL. ][ 9,
(R) BQR| g’B’ Bog |J B () &8 BR,(x)\f &8

Applying next the Caccioppoli inequality (T1) to equation (49a) for the linearized
homogenization corrector (putting the term —V - agT]l r—1B on the right hand side),
and making use of Definition 9 of the minimal radius 7, 7 ¢ p We obtain in the event
of {(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true}

/

(1;’)2]{8 Voi sl < C(d,)\7A)(%

Hence, restricting v = y(d,A\,A) € (0,3) (but otherwise yet to be determlned)
choosing R = OR'™2 with 6 = 6(d,\,A) such that 202C(d, A\, A) = 1, we infer
from (88) and (89) in the event of {(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true}

2
1 Sd,A,A][ ][ Véip +][ ][ —=B
Bar |/ B, 1 (x) © Bar |/ B, 1o (2) \f &

It thus follows from an application of Markov’s inequality in combination with
stationarity of the linearized homogenization correctors and Jensen’s inequality
that

2 2 (87)

+

1
T

2 2

b

(6 )~ ]{3 (67 p)m

2 2

(¢¢.8)R
Br

2 2

- (88)

)2(1 + RY). (89)

2

(90)

P[{r.rep = 2} N {(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true}]

4q
1 (91)
][ Vo s, ][ Wik >
Byt By

Thanks to the moment bounds (55) for linear functionals of the linearized homog-

enization corrector and its gradient (applied with, say, 7 = %) in combination with

< C(d,A,A)2q<
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the suboptimal small-scale energy estimate (53), we get the following update of the
previous display

P[{r. e =2} N{(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true}]
e \/T2dq27k(171)2dq’

which is—with respect to the scaling in the stochastic integrability ¢ and the massive
approximation 7T—a highly supobtimal estimate for this probability.

Intermediate summary: (Suboptimal estimate on stochastic moments of the min-
imal radius) We collect the information provided by the estimates (86) and (92),
and combine it with (83) resulting in

(92)

(r idT§§q> <14 C%g2C% Z ok(d—4)2q9—k8dq
k=1

+cf%§pk §)209=h(1-)2ds

(93)

with constants C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L) and C" = C'(d,\, A, Cly,m, L),
and a constant C,; which in addition depends in a possibly highly suboptimal way
on q € [1,00). Choosing v := % A ﬁ thus entails the suboptimal estimate

d—2)2 2dq
(G Ea < CVT . (94)

Conclusion: (From suboptimal moment bounds to stretched exponential moments)
The merit of (94) is that it at least provides finiteness of arbitrarily high stochastic
moments of the minimal radius 7, 7¢ p. We now leverage on that information in a
buckling argument. We observe from the previous argument that suboptimality was
only a result of using (55) with a non-optimized 7 € (0, 1) and using the suboptimal
small-scale energy estimate (53) in order to transition from (91) to (92).

If we instead apply (55) with 7 € (0,1) yet to be optimized, and then feed in
the annealed small-scale energy estimate from Lemma 10 in form of (52) (with ¢
replaced by (1373)2), we may update (92) to

P[{r.ren =2} N{(85) holds true} N {(84) holds not true}]
d—o+2y

< 02qq20'q27k(17“/)2dq< = g)Z 2q >(1—7—)2 (95)
— - *T B )

with constants C' = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, 7) and C" = C'(d, \, A, O}y, m, L).
This in turn provides the following improvement of (93)

o0 d— (5+2'y 2
(d—3$)2¢q 2q 2C" 2q,2C" k(d—5)2q0—k(1—~)2dq /. Gz 24\ (1=7)
(ropip ) <C*Mg?C 1+ C%g qz2( 2)2a9=k(1=7) q< AT B > :
k=1

Choosing 7 := 3 A % and then 7 € (0,1) such that d(;fi)il =d-— g we obtain

d T
(i) < e (1 (LRI,

Because of (94) and 7. 7¢,5 > 1, this concludes the proof of Lemma 13. [l
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4.5. Proof of Lemma 14 (Conclusion of the induction step). The validity of the
corrector bounds from (H1) with (j)g g replaced by qﬁg p is an immediate conse-
quence of (52), (55), and (56). The small-scale annealed Schauder estimate from
induction hypothesis (H3) with qbg g replaced by ¢£ g follows from combining (52),
(54), and (56).

It remains to establish induction hypotheses (H2a)—-(H2c) with d)Z g replaced
by <Z)£ - Starting point is the following reminder of (76)

[o-vostn— [ 2roots
- { W?fi%'%T’*V(LV'a?’*V)_l(%fW'g)
s ) ()
~ lim {/nBngéU(sW.v(T—v.agT,*v)1(;f+v.g) (96)
S
/]13 RE 6w -V(%—V-ag’*V)_l<%f+V-g)
+/113 R V(sgbg-V(%—le?’*V)il(lf-i-V-g)

+ 2% [ ta BEP VL v (-9 ~Z’*V)_l(}f+vg)},

II wmell

with the five remainder terms being defined in (72). Since the five right hand side
terms of (96) only contain variations of linearized homogenization correctors up to
order L—1, the representation (H2a) with ¢£ g replaced by qﬁg g follows from the
induction hypotheses (H2a) and (H2c) thanks to (77). In addition, we deduce the
following representation of the random field Gg’ B = Gg B [g, f] in form of

GIslof] = (RT M RD <3>) v(%fv : afTv*v) B (%fw : g) (97)

+ lim GI {]13 (REP+RES ))*v(%—v : agv*v)fl (%HV : g)}
S ot o () S () (i)
mell

which in particular depends linearly on the input (g, f). Now, the same argument
leading to (78) shows

(S, ete)

with the right hand side terms being identical to those of (78). In order to post-
process the right hand side of (98) we may in fact follow very closely the arguments
from Step 3 in the proof of Lemma 12. So let us only mention the minor differences.

> <L+ I+ I3+ Iy + Is, (98)
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For the contribution from Iy, we simply choose 7 := 1 — k and avoid the use of
Jensen’s inequality in the corresponding argument which yields

/ Ff 2(T20).\ —gvig—
I < C%*qV q)?¢  sup /<‘(F, )‘ >‘ Canh
| 1| ( 0) (FRas)=1 g \/T

Note that for an application of the annealed Calder6n—Zygmund estimate (T8) we
have to ensure in this argument that |(go).« — 1| is sufficiently small (or equivalently,
that go is sufficiently large). Finally, note that we can get rid of the energy term
appearing on the right hand side of (79) since we already have in place the corrector
bounds from induction hypothesis (H1) with ¢f g, replaced by ¢f 5. As the last
two remarks also apply to all of the remaining right hand side terms in (98), we
will not mention them anymore from now on.

For the contribution from the second term I3, the only change concerns taking
7:=1— k in the argument for (80) in order to deduce

, Ff
] < C*(qV q0)°  sup /<‘ (Fg )‘
(oot T
With respect to the term I3, the corresponding argument is the one leading to (81).
To adapt it to our needs here, we choose k1 := § and 1 — 7 = § which then entails
the estimate

Ll < C2 oV a2 su / ‘(F ’ ) (),
13| < C%(qV qo) <qu}>):1 < g \/T) >

Last but not least—as I5 can again be treated analogously—the adaption of the
K

argument for I, leading to (82) consists of taking xy = § and applying Hélder’s

Vv
2(40),

inequality with respect to the exponents ({¥)=rz ((1Va0)=r2) ) Baged on these
modifications, we obtain
/ F
[1a] < C*(qV q0)*" sup /<‘ (Fg, f)‘

(¢Vgo)—rK >\ (¢Vqo)—K
1
><“V%>* .
(paay=1 VT

In summary, the preliminary estimate (98) updates to the desired bound (H2b)
with d)gB, replaced by ¢£B-

Vv
2(40),

Finally, the validity of (H2c) with ¢£ g replaced by ¢ET, p is a consequence of
following observations. First, note that (77) holds true even for pairs of random
fields (g, f) which are merely L? -valued. In particular, the right hand side of (97)
makes sense as a definition of the random field G5 glg, f] for such pairs. Since the
right hand side of (97) depends linearly on the input data, we may then apply the
above argument for the estimation of the right hand side terms of (98) and obtain

the bound
q>q q<F§i§_1/<’(F(9 gr); (fff)>’2(2q >ﬁ

A (f,,erczin)
o [ (oo Ly

Here, the second line is obtained from an application of Holder’s inequality with
respect to the exponents ( 504 1) ,2g—1). Hence, the conclusions of (H2¢) with ¢£B,

A

replaced by ¢£, g follow from the previous display, which in turn concludes the proof
of Lemma 14. O
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4.6. Proof of Lemma 15 (Sensitivity estimate for the linearized flux). Consider
some dw € C  (REGR™) with [|[[0w]sollr2rey < oo. It is immediate from the
definition (49d) of the linearized flux and the computation (72) concerning the
variation 5¢£ g for the linearized homogenization corrector that P-almost surely

0 5 = (0,0cA)(w, € + Vi ) [w © Vo ]
+ (O2A) (w, £+ Vi) [Vodi © VoL 5]
+ 3 (0.0 A)(w,64907) [0 © (=1 B+ V0L 5,)|
II

mell

+ Z(@é*'“'A)(w, £+V6!) [V00e © (D (a1 By+ V0L 5, )|

well
—|—Z |H|A OJ §+V¢§ {ZV(SQSE B!, © @ ]]-\71"| 1B7r’+v¢f B/ )]
mell 7' ell
' £
+ (9 )(w7§+w? >V6¢?B
= R{ 0w+ REEIVO6L + RS 0w + RESIVEGT (99)
+ Z Z Rg,B V5¢5,B; ( 3 A)(w, €+ V¢§ )V(SQ%B“

II well

In particular, denoting again by agT’* the transpose of the uniformly elliptic and
bounded coefficient field af := (¢ A)(w, & + Vo[ we get

/g~(5q£B :/a?’*g-V&éZB—i-/(RT(I)—&—R (3) )*g-éw (100)
+ / (REDHRES) g Vool +3°% / RESI™Y g - VooT g
II mell

Hence, we obtain a representation of the asserted form (57) because of (H2a), which
as a result of Lemma 14 is even available for linearized homogenization correctors up
to order L. By the same argument, we may then derive (58) from (H2b) (applied
with k = 1). The convergence assertion (59) is in light of (73) and (100) an
immediate consequence of (H2¢) (which again is already available up to linearization
order L thanks to Lemma 14), from which then the validity of (58) for the limit
pair (Qg 5, 9) also follows. O

4.7. Proof of Theorem 5 (Estimates for massive correctors). We split the proof
into four parts.

Step 1: (Proof of the estimates (39) and (40)) In case of the linearized homog-
enization corrector QZ)Z p this already follows from Lemma 14 in form of (H1). For

the linearized flux correctors (Ug B7¢£ p)s we start by computing the functional
derivatives of

kl T k v¢§B,k
Foi= [ 95 Vogpu, Fp:= [ 9y VT (101)

To this end, let dw € C7)  (R%R™) with [|[[0w]sc|lr2rey < oo. Since it holds
(V%Bklav¢531¢) € L% . (RLERYXRY), we may assume for the proof of (39)
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and (40) without loss of generality through an approximation argument that
(95", 95) € Co(RLRIXRY). (102)

Differentiating the defining equation (49b) for the linearized flux corrector of 5 1
with respect to the parameter field in the direction of dw yields P-almost surely

1
f‘SUEB,kl - A§U§:B7kl =(e®Rep—e,Re): Véqu

(103)
=-V. ((el Qe —er® el)équ).
Moreover, differentiating (49c) for the linearized flux corrector ¢£ B, entails
1

T,r
For r > 1, denote by (&Tf/”%’“ , Vdog’gLM) € L?(R?%; R xR%) the unique Lax-Milgram
solution of
1

f&’gB A(S% B = =(e;®ep—ep®e): VILBT(ng)B

(105)
=-V. ]lB,,,((el Rep —er el)éqg:B),

as well as by ( wf/g’“ V&/}g 5 kl) € L?(R% RxR?) the unique Lax-Milgram solu-
tion of

51/;5 Bp— AOOSL  =1p ep -0l g —Lper - VOO, . (106)

Note that P-almost surely

So erd
(=2 Vo) = ( NG 4) 857 = 00 in L0 (R RXRY)
(107)

as well as P-almost surely

(5?/)2}; k

(51/%3 &
VT

VOUTE L) - N

V&,D& B k) as r — oo in L2 . (R:; RxR?)
(108)

as a consequence of applying the weighted energy estimate (T3) to the difference
of the equations (103) and (105), respectively (104) and (106). We thus deduce
from (105), (106), (107) and (108) that

6F, = lim [ g". V(;O‘Z’é’kl

r—00

r 1 -1
- — lim {/WC{’B,M'V(TA) (Vg5

T— 00
-1
/5U§Ble A) (V'ggl)}

1 —1
= lim [ 1p . (e;®ex _ek®el)v(T_A) (V-gﬁl) ~5qg:B,

(109)

T—00
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as well as
SF li k Vawgg,k
L o B VT

1 - 91'2 T
1p, (*—A) (V : ﬁ)ek -0g¢ p (110)

—/1BT(;—A)1(v-j%)ek-w¢§3}.

Note that thanks to the approximation argument, we may indeed use 502};,“

|
|
55
—
—

resp. &pg 5 k as test functions in the weak formulation of the equations satisfied
by (TfA) (V g’;l) resp. (ffA)fl(V - gllz), and vice versa. Moreover, by the

Meyers estimate for the operator (4 —A) in combination with the assumption (102),
we obtain that P-almost surely

1

(eg@er —ep® 61)V(T—A> (V gkl) e P (Rd Rd)
(o) Bcrmmy

—_— - — e ;

T vT/F
for some suitable Meyers exponents p’ > 2. Hence, applying the spectral gap
inequality in form of (48) with respect to the centered random variable F, yields
because of (109), (111), (58) resp. (59) (for which we fix go := %7, and a simple
energy estimate

1 ’ — . %
<‘Fa|2q>a < C*¢*Y sup /<’F (e; ®ep— €k®€l)V(%—A> 1(V.g’;l)‘2(qvq°) ><q a0

<F2q>« =1

< C% 20 sup/‘v —fA (V gx )’

< 2 /!ga!

Moreover, applying the spectral gap inequality (48) with respect to the centered
random variable Fy, entails the estimate

It e s [(r(3-0)"(v el )
g ) s

§02q2c//‘gw|2.

For the previous display, we relied on a combination of (110), (111), (58), (59),
(H2b) resp. (H2c) applied to ¢f p with x = 1 (which is admissible thanks to
Lemma 14) and again a simple energy estimate. This concludes the proof of (39).
The proof of (40) in terms of (O’Z B 1/)2 ) follows along similar lines.

Step 2: (Proof of the estimate (41)) In case of the linearized homogenization
corrector ¢5T, g, this again already follows from Lemma 14 in form of (H1). Hence,
we only have to discuss the case of the linearized flux correctors.
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Applying the Caccioppoli estimate (T1) to equation (49b) for the linearized flux
corrector O’Z Bkl entails the estimate

H(O’ZB,M ngB kl) 2
\/T ) Dy

1
Sann 108 { w080~ ey + 107} + oL alEs

L2(B1)

By the same argument which starts from the right hand side of (87) and produces
the right hand side of (88), we obtain (with R replaced by 2, R’ = 62, 0 = 0(d, A\, A)
yet to be determined)

T
(57 vetau)l,

L2(Bn)

SdaA 92]{3 |V0§B,kl|2 + ||Qg:B||2L2(Bg)
4

+][ ][ Vi p +][ ][ Bkl
B4 BQQ(LE) 67 ’ 362 \/> &

Hence, taking stochastic moments and exploiting stationarity yields
5 ot )
\/T ’ &,B,kl L2(B)
< 2/||(0eBH o 7 ¥ T 20 \}
S0 < ( vv%B,kl) (Bl)> +(lleg. 12 5,)) (112)

VT
2q\ + 1 2\ L
+< Y (A, et )
Boy VT =

In principle, we would like to absorb now the first right hand side term of the pre-
vious display into the left hand side by choosing 6 appropriately. However, we first

2 2

2q

L2

<

T
VU&,B,M
B2

T
9¢ B kL

have to verify finiteness of (||( e ,VJEB’M)HQL%(&))%. This is done by appealing

to the weighted energy estimate (T3), which with respect to equation (49b) for the
linearized flux corrector O'g: B,k entails

(22 o) [ ) S VT [ty urlaal

Plugging in the definition (49d) for the linearized flux and making use of (A2)y, in
Assumption 1 then gives the following update of the previous display

T 1
R votnn) )

VT [0y s+ VL

VY /zwaQJLH \BL+ Vol s

qlnl>ﬁ
IIePar{1,..
m#{{1,.. 7L}}
Hence, it now follows from stationarity of the linearized homogenization correctors,
smuggling in spatial averages over the unit ball based on (H3) (which is available
also for gbg p thanks to Lemma 14), and finally the corrector bounds from (H1I)

2q

L2(B1)
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(which again are valid up to linearization order L by Lemma 14) that

%TB ki T
(I (22 votnm))

We may now run an absorption argument for the first right hand side term

2q

H d
>"5\/:F.

L2(By)

1
in (112), and then combine this with a bound for <||q£BHi‘12(Bl)>q (by plugging
in (49d) and using again the corrector bounds from (H1) up to linearization order L

as in the preceding discussion) as well as the already established estimates (39)
and (40) to infer

2q

>% < Cquo/.

UgB Kl T
(I votsn)|

As the argument for wg: g broceeds along the same lines, this time of course based
on the defining equation (49c¢) in form of

L2(Bn)

T JT vT T

we move on to the next step of the proof.

Step 3: (Proof of the estimate (42)) This is a direct consequence of the correc-
tor bounds (41), the definition (49d) of the linearized flux, the annealed Hélder
regularity of the linearized coefficient (T7), and the local Schauder estimate (T5)
applied to the localized corrector equations (49a), (49b), and (49c¢).

Step 4: (Proof of the estimate (43)) Let nr: R? — [0,1] be a smooth and com-
pactly supported cutoff function such that ny = 1 throughout B; and |Vnr| < %
We may then compute

£ odto= [ potam(z-2)" (1) + [ vots-mrv(3-2) " (12)

+ | gos(rvm - v(7-8) " (755)

As a consequence of (39) and (40), we thus obtain
20\ 4 , - _
(f, ol ) <o [ =) G w(-2) Gl

< C2P A (VT).
The bound for the linearized flux correctors (og B ’(/Jg: p) follows analogously.
Step 5: (Proof of equation (49¢)) By the sublinear growth of the flux corrector,
it suffices to verify

(% - A) (V ‘ UgB) = (% - A) (QEB - <qg3> + %¢EB)' (113)

We obtain from (49a), (49b) and (49d) that
1 1
(7 = 2) (V- oln) = 00(ekn), ~ %0k(akn), = 700En — Aar

Hence, plugging in (49¢) yields the asserted identity (113). This in turn concludes
the proof of Theorem 5. (]

19 Ve, 1 1
T = AR = e VTl — ew VTV,
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4.8. Proof of Lemma 16 (Estimates for differences of linearized correctors). The
proof of (60)—(62) proceeds via an induction over the linearization order.

Step 1: (Induction hypotheses) Let L € N, T' € [1,00) and M > 0 be fixed. Let
the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r, (A3)r and (A4), of Assumption 1,
(P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place.

For any 0 < | < L—1, any |§|] < M, any |h| < 1, and any collection of unit
vectors v,...,v] € R? the difference ¢5T+he,3/*¢23f of linearized homogenization
correctors in direction B’ := v] ® --- @ v] is assumed to satisfy—under the above
conditions—the following list of estimates (if [ = 0—and thus B’ being an empty
symmetric tensor product—qbg g/ is understood to denote the localized homoge-
nization corrector d)g of the nonlinear problem with a massive term):

e For any 3 € (0,1), there exist constants C' = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg, 1, M, L, 3) and

C" = C'(d,\, A, Cleg,m, L, B) such that for all ¢ € [1,00), and all compactly

supported and square-integrable f, g we have corrector estimates for differences

2q é ,
(| [0 en—voto)| ) < c2eu [lof,

1, 7 v AP\ _ e eepams [
<’/Tf(¢g+he,3'_¢£,3’) > < %™ |hl /‘ﬁ)’

T T
<H <¢g+he,3'—¢g,3/ < Czq20'|h|2(175).

VT
(Hdiff1)
e Fix p € (2,00), and let g € qul L2(Rd;L?_q>) be a compactly supported and

1
von)

29
T T
V&L e VoL )|

LP(R%)-valued random field. Then there exists a random field Gg B he Satisfying
[GZB’,h,e] 1 € qul L?_‘1>L2(]Rd; R™), and which is related to g via ¢€T+he’3,f¢£B,

in the sense that, P-almost surely, it holds for all perturbations dw € CZIOC(Rd; R™)
with ||[(Sw]oo||L2(Rd) < o0
/g . v(5¢g+h673/75¢2:3/) = /GEB/,h,e . 5(.&)7 (Hdlﬂ?a)

cf. Lemma 26 for the Gateaux derivative of the linearized corrector and its gra-
dient in direction dw.

There exists qo = qo(d, A\, A) € (1,00) such that for any x € (0,1] and any
B € (0,1), there exist some constants C = C(d, A, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, k, 3) and
C" = C'(d, \, A, Clog,m, L, B) such that for all ¢ € [1,00) and all [{| < M the
random field Gg B/ e 8lVES Tise to a sensitivity estimate for differences

2\q %
(. i)
Bl(w)

Vagy \ Tavig o
< C?¢% |20 sup /<|Fg|2("m°)*><70>*.
(F2ax)=1

(Hdiff2b)

If (gr)r>1 is a sequence in ﬂq21 LQ(Rd;L??)) of compactly supported and
LP(R%)-valued random fields, denote by GZ’§,7h’e, r > 1, the random field as-
sociated to g, 7 > 1, in the sense of (Hdiff2a). Let g be an LY (R?)-valued

loc

random field such that g, — g asr — oo in () 5, L?(R%; L??)). Then there exists
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a random field GET’B,,h,e with

[Gebne = Ghpinel, = 0asr—ooin (| LI L (RERY), (Hdiff2c)

q>1

and the limit random field Gg B h.e 18 subject to the sensitivity estimate (Hdiff2b).

e There exists o = a(d,A\,A) € (0,n) such that for all § € (0,1) there exist
constants C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M, L, B) and C" = C'(d,\, A, Cieg,n, L, B)
such that for all ¢ € [1,00) and all [(] < M we have a small-scale annealed
Schauder estimate for differences

20 Vi< 0220 |p20-P), (Hdiff3)

<Hv¢g+he,B’_v¢£B’ C*(By)

Step 2: (Base case of the induction) The base case concerns the correctors of
the nonlinear problem with an additional massive term. A proof of the correspond-
ing assertions from the induction hypotheses is given in Appendix C by means of
Lemma 27.

Step 3: (Induction step—Reduction to linear functionals) Subtracting the defin-
ing equations (49a) for ¢£T+ he.B T€SD. d)g 5, as well as adding zero yields the following
equation for the difference of linearized correctors

1
(0Lene 5=0L5) =V - 0L (V6L 5=Vl )

=V (¢¢ipe —af)Mo=1B+ VL 1o ) (114)
VY @AY Ehet VT [ O A rm1 B, + wgha,m)}
IlePar{1,...,L} mell
O#{{1,...,.L}}
11
-V Y @A,V O W By + VoL, )|
IIePar{1,...,.L} mell
0o#{{1,...,.L}}
= V . Rg,B,h,e'

Recall that we denote by ag the uniformly elliptic and bounded coefficient field
(0eA)(w, &+ ng)?) with respect to the constants (A, A) from Assumption 1. Let a
radius R € [1,00) be fixed. Applying first the hole filling estimate (T2) and then
Caccioppoli’s estimate (T1) to equation (114) yields

2q %

L2(31)>
inf - A —pF 7b|2+l|b|2q :
beR (2R)2 Jp, | TEThOB TLE T

5|4 H 1 5|4 H
][ |RE B.n.e | > +Rd<][ 5| R el > :
Bor Br |95|

By the same argument which starts from the right hand side of (87) and produces
the right hand side of (88) (with R’ = §R, 6 = 0(d, A\, A) yet to be determined, and

(s v, o)

Sd A Rd§<

+ R0 <
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with ¢f p replaced by ¢/, ;. p—¢; 5), and the stationarity of linearized homoge-
nization correctors we obtain
q>}l

< inf

1 T T 2
_ T b
% R ]im |6¢+ne,5—0¢ 50|
SdaA 92<‘][
Br

2q>;
2q %
+ )+
1
Sd,,\,A92<

2
inf (2R)][ {¢§T+he,3*¢23*b|
1
+02<][ IRY |2q>q
¢,B,h,e
Bar
1
b.p

2q % 1 2q %
+ VoL, . g—Vor > +< ——=0r hep———= > .
<‘][BGR ¢§+he,B d)g,B Bon \/T¢§+he,B \/T

In the second step, we again used Caccioppoli’s inequality with respect to equa-
tion (114). Choosing § = 6(d, A\, A) sufficiently small, and exploiting the stationarity
of the right hand side term REBthG of equation (114), then entails in light of the
previous two displays by an absorption argument that

2q %

o)

(et v, -vot)

Vot ines—Véins

Bor

2q>(11

iqu _iqu
Bon \/T ¢+he,B \/T ¢,B

q>§

VT
2q %
SdaA Rd_6< v¢g+he,B_v¢£B > (115)
Bor
2q %
+ R4 5< . \F¢g+he3 fﬁbgB >

1
+Rd 6<’][ |R§Bhe > .

For the remaining parts of the proof, let us make use of the abbreviation ) ; :=
ZnePar{L... LY, TIA{{1,..L}}" By adding zero, we may then express the right hand

side term RE B.he i equation (114) in the following equivalent form:

T
Re g he (116)
= ((afA) (w7 £+he+v¢g—|—he) - (afA) (wa §+V¢g)) (1L:1B+v¢g+he,3)

+ 3 (O A) (w, E+he+ VoL ) — (DL A)(w,64V6D)) [ D (Uri=1 B+ VL e, )|
II

mell

= > O )@, 64+V6D) | O Wizt B4 V0L ;) = O Ui Bet VoL e )|

11 mell mell

As a consequence of an application of Holder’s inequality, stationarity of the lin-
earized homogenization correctors, and (A2);, from Assumption 1, we deduce from
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the previous display that

N
(]
B

1
<a <H]1L:13+V¢g+h&3||21;10(B1)>2q <‘]€3 |he+V¢g+he—v¢§T|2
1

2q>21q

44|11\ 5oy T T2
com) <‘]{31 |he+V o .~V |

q|H>q|1n

2q|T| A
coy) T+ IVOE B,

2q>21q

+ Z H <||]1|ﬂ\:1B;r+v¢£T+he,B;

II mell

+ S sup (| f 196l VoL,
T1 1

2

mell

1
< {1V, )™}
LSS
' #

It thus follows from the induction hypothesis (Hdiff1), the small-scale annealed
Schauder estimates (H3) (which are available to any linearization order < L) and
the previous display that

q 1
2 q ’ B
<’]{9 RS p.e ‘> < CP¢ |03 (117)
1

Observe also that based on induction hypothesis (Hdiff3) and the above argument
for the right hand side term Rg B.h.e Of equation (114), we also get the estimate

(IRE gl ) < C22 (B0, (118)

Smuggling in a spatial average over the unit ball, we deduce from the previous two
displays and the stationarity of Rg B.he that

% 1
q
<‘][ B ponel’ >
By

2 1 2
o)t (| 18

This in turn entails the following update of (115):

S (|RE B nel

g\ L
>q < C2q20/|h|2(1_§).

(|(Geeten

SdaA Rd6<

2q >%
L2(B1)

2q>; (119)

2q>;

The upshot of the argument is now the following. We will establish in the next
step of the proof that for any 7 = 7(d, A\, A, 8) € (0,1) and any ¢ € [go,00) (with

,V¢5T+he,3—v¢£13)

][ VLo -Vl 5
Bor

1 1
T Rd6< T _ T
Bor \/qu&Hw,B \/quf’B
JrRdﬂsozqzc’‘h|2(17§ .
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2q>(11

2<1>2>W / o] (120)
)

L2(B,

qo = qo(d, A\, A) € (1, 00) sufficiently large)

<‘ /9' (V¢g+he,3—v¢£13)

< (| VoLore s~ VoL 5|

_B
+ C%¢*C|n2 2)/19

2

)

2q>é

2
Qﬁqu) /‘ir (121)
L2(By) VT

as well as

1
(| [ £ ne=ots)

< CQqQC/<HV¢5T+he,B_V¢£B‘

, 2
+C2 2C h2( —%)/‘i‘ .
o I VT

The latter two estimates in turn update (119) to

(==t

Saan R70C?¢ (| V0L, 5~ V0L 6|

2q >%
L?(B1)
a-n)?

2ﬁ> ‘ (122)
L2(By)

VoL ihes—Vols)|

+ Rd—acaqw' \h|2(1_§)

for all ¢ > go. We are one step away from choosing a suitable radius R € [1,00).
Before we do so, we first want to exploit that we already have—to any linearization
order < L—the corrector estimates (41) at our disposal. We leverage on that in
form of decomposing ﬁ =q(1-7) + q(ﬁ — (1-7)) and applying Holder’s
EEEN O
=

inequality with respect to the exponents (=,

2q >(1q7)3
L2(B1)

with the constant C' independent of |h| < 1. This provides an upgrade of (122) in
<H <¢5T+he,3—¢£3

form of
2q >%
VT L2(B1)

—5 2, 2C" ¢§T+he,3_¢£B T T
Saaa R7°C%q <H(Tav¢g+he,B*V¢g,3)

q
22

(a-n?
(|Vnen—vola| T 7 < 2| Ve n—VoLs

L2?(Bn)

,V¢5T+he,B*V¢gT,B)

a-n)3

2q > T (123)

L2(By)

+ Rd7602q20"h|2(17§)

for all ¢ > qo- We may assume without loss of generality that the target term
(i.e, the left hand side term of the previous display) is > |h|? (otherwise, there is
nothing to prove in the first place). We then choose the radius R € [1, 00) and the
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parameter 7 = 7(d, \, A, ) in form of

0

1=35i=%

1-7)3:

o™

R O(d, X\, \)C2¢>¢
. 2q 1—(1—7)3 7

¢T L€ _¢7—‘.
LA <||(%v V¢g+he,3_v¢£13)||m(31)> ‘

with O(d, A\, A) sufficiently large in order to allow for an absorption argument
in (123). In summary, we obtain

¢§+he,3—¢53 v T v T 2q %< 2 2c’ h2(1—5)
<H(7\/T ) ¢5+he,B_ ¢g,3>‘ > < C¢™" |h|

L2(B1)

for all ¢ € [1,00). In other words, under the additional assumption of (120)
and (121) we proved that the last estimate in (Hdiffl) with B’ replaced by B
is satisfied. Plugging this information back into (120) and (121) in turn establishes
the first two estimates from (Hdiff1) with B’ replaced by B.

Last but not least, applying the local Schauder estimate (T5) to equation (114)
(which is admissible based on the annealed Holder regularity of the linearized coef-
ficient field, see Lemma 24) and making use of Holder’s inequality in combination
with the estimates (T7) and (118) moreover yields

<H (¢5T+hejf—¢g,s

, , ¢T . 7¢T
< 242 |h|2(1—§) +C2%C <H( ngth §’B7V¢5T+he,3—v¢?,3>‘

2q %
124
C°‘(B1)> ( )
4q 2—1{1
L2(Bl)> ’

In particular, the small-scale annealed Schauder estimate (Hdiff3) with B’ replaced
by B also holds true by the above reasoning once the validity of the estimates (120)
and (121) is established.

Step 4: (Induction step—Estimates (120) and (121) for linear functionals) For
notational convenience, we only discuss in detail the derivation of the estimate (120).
The second one follows along the same lines.

We start with the computation of the functional derivative of the centered ran-
dom variable F3'" := [ g-(Vof, . p— Vi ). To this end, let dw € C (R4 R™)
with [|[6w]eo || 2 (rey < 00. Based on Lemma 26, we may P-almost surely differenti-
ate the equation (114) for differences of linearized homogenization correctors with
respect to the parameter field in the direction of dw (taking already into account
the representation (116) of the right hand side term). This yields P-almost surely
the following PDE for the variation

VoL snen—VoL5)

( (5¢g+he,B - 5¢£B)

T _ T 2 d. d
\/T 7v(6¢5+he,B 5¢§,B)) € Luloc(R 7RXR )



48 SEBASTIAN HENSEL

of differences of linearized homogenization correctors:

F (66T nen — 00L5) = V- al V(0L s — 50L1)
=V - (0,0:A) (w0, € + Vo) [0w O (Voiine 5=V )]
( A)(w, &+ V¢g)[V5¢§T (V¢g+he,B*V¢£B)]
V- (8 3& (w §+h€+v¢g+he) (3wa£A)(w7f+V¢gT)) (6w © (1L:13+V¢5T+he,5)]
( (w §+h€+v¢g+he) (85214)(% §+V¢5T)) [V5¢5T+he © (]1L=1B+V¢5T+he,3)}
(3 )(W £+V¢§ ) [V5(¢§+he—¢g) © (1L:1B+V¢g+he,3)]
V- (0 A) (W, Ehet Vi pe)—(0eA) (W, E+VHE ) ) Ve e, i
+ V-3 (0.0 A) (w, E+het Vol ) — (0,0 A) (w, e+ VT)) [(m ® @(nlﬁ‘=13;+v¢§+heﬁ;)}

II mell

+ V3 (O A) w, g +het VL)~ (01 A) @, 64V 6D)) [ V6L e © O (Umim1 B+ V0L e s,
II mell

+ V- SO A) (w,64V07) | VO(6Ee—0T) © D (irica Be+Vine )|

mell

=

+ V3 (O A) w, E+her VoL )~ (08 A)w, €4 V6D) [ 30 Vo0Tinep, © (O (Mot But VoL )|

II well w'ell
' £
— V- (0.0 A) (w, 4 VE) [&u@ O Loy BeA VL gy ) 6w © @(nlﬂleﬁwghe,B;)}
IT well well
= VY@ A) w0, 64 07) V06T © D(Limimt By VoL )= V00L © (D (Lt Bi+VoL e )|
11 well well
=V SO A w6400 | D2 VO(6L 5y~ e 5) © O (w1 Brt VoL g )|
I mell ' €l
' £
+V- {Z OB A) (@, 6+V6D) | D2 V0L e m, © (O U1 B+ V6L e s )]
11 well 7' €Il
' £
= > O A) (@, 4V0D) | 3 VI e, © O (Wit Bt VoL g )| }
il mell ' ell
/£
— V. Rggg eéw + VRS, VL + V- RLS), ow (125)

+V- R§ B h eV6¢§+he +V- R?E(:;L,e (5¢£+h6_5¢g) +V- Rgé(;;L pV5¢§+he B

+ VRO 0w+ VRO, V06T, + V- RZ BV (08 =007

+ 3 STV RES TG e + V- RES w+ V- RUSS VgL
II well

+ZZV RéBhe V(66 e, 00, 51)

II well

+ZZV RgBheV5¢£+heB'-

mell
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Resorting to an approximation argument along the same lines as in Step 1 of the
proof of Lemma 12, and employing a duality argument based on the dual operator
(£ -V- ag’*V), we may deduce from (125) that

SEST = [ - V(60 e 5-50L5)
. 1 o)
= lim {/]lBr (Ré g0 + RS V6T ) - (T—V ag V) (V-9)
1 —1
+ / Lp, (RE S+ Resh o+ RS )ow - V(T—V : agT’*V) (V-9g)

-1
+/11 Rféﬁ’evwg-v(%—v-afv*v) (V-g)

+

1 L\l

[ 10, (GG + RV, 9 (59 - 70) (719
-1

+ /]1 &TL(?GL 6V5¢§+he B’ v( -V. a?’*V) (V . g)

T e 1 * -1
> / (Re T+ RS TV V0 ey, - V(=Y - al "V ) (V)
11

mell

_|_

1 " -1
+/]lBr &TE(E;L TR, Bg, 79)V(5¢§+he—5¢>§).v(f—v-a? V) (V-9)

n 1 e 1
+ Z Z /]lB Rng(alz)e V(66 he.5, —00¢ 51 ) - V(T—V . a?’ V) (V- 9)}

II =ell

Thanks to the induction hypothesis (Hdiff2a) resp. (Hdiff2c) and (H2a) resp. (H2¢)
(the latter already being available to any linearization order < L) we obtain

SFST — Z/GET,;,L (126)

for associated random fields Gggh . t€{l,...,14}. We next feed (126) into the

spectral gap inequality in form of (48) which entails
21q é
> . (127)

14
<o (| [(£ 1)
i—1 Bi(z)

It remains to estimate the terms on the right hand side of the previous display.
We start with the first two terms on the right hand side of (127), which are

precisely those being responsible for the first right hand side term in (120). By

duality in L‘g», Holder’s inequality, stationarity of the linearized homogenization

(£

correctors, and (A3)y, from Assumption 1 we get

a9\ g
(I (£, e T)
Bi(z)

1 L\l
<CQ<||V¢§+}L€B V¢£BHL2(B )> sup /<‘(T—VCL§7 V) (vFg)

(F2ae)=1

2q*>q%
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Hence, at least for sufficiently large g € [go, 00) such that |(go)« — 1] is small enough
in order to be in the perturbative regime of the annealed Calderén-Zygmund esti-
mate in form of (T8), we deduce from the previous display that

q\ + .
<‘/( By ( )‘Ggglhe‘> ‘ > <02<HV¢5+heB V¢f BHLZ(Bl) E/|g‘2 128

For the second term, we instead rely on (H2b) (applied with the choice k = 7)
and (A2)7, from Assumption 1 to infer for all g € [go, 00)

2q %
(/ (£, c560) )
By (z) e

<C? sup /<’V¢g+he,B*V¢£B

(F2ac)=1

21 gy 2(8)e o
(FTey) e[ )T

Applying Hélder’s inequality with exponents ({=—, (=), = %) it then follows
from (£), = —L- and (T8) that

q—T

a\ & 1—7
(S ez | < ctvdnsvetslzn,) s [

again at least for sufficiently large ¢ € [go, 00). Combining this with (124) updates
the previous display to

<’/( B1(x)|GEBh6|) ’q>é (129)

’ TQ a-n?
<2 PO [ g + VeVl sl ) T [ loP

at least for sufficiently large g € [go, 00).

For the remaining terms on the right hand side of (127), note that all of them
incorporate a difference of lower-order linearized homogenization correctors. In
view of induction hypotheses (Hdiffl), (Hdiff2b) and (Hdiff3), one thus expects
them to contribute to the second right hand side term of (120). We verify this by
grouping these terms into three categories.

First, we estimate by duality in L'Z», Holder’s inequality, stationarity of the lin-
earized homogenization correctors, and (A3)y as well as (A4)r from Assumption 1

ay X
> (/(f |G§;>he|) )
i€{3,7,11} Bi(e

< C¥(het+ VoL ine=VOL [ 2)) (=1 B+V 6L 8] o))

X sup /<)(T—V-ag’*V) (V- Fg)

(F2ae)=1

2q*>q%
4q|11] >2q\1'1\
C*(Bx1)

2q*>q%

+ e+ VoL =VoE Il 5,))* 2 TT (M= Brt Ve

II nell

X sup /<)(%—V-a?’*V)71(V-Fg)

(F2ae)=1
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2q|10] >ﬁ
L?(B1)

+C*> sup (Vo e n —Véi
o mell

2q|11]

_1
X s}l%{1+<“v¢g+he7]3; Ca(31)>q‘m +<||v¢£B%
e
' #x

1 -1 2¢.\ ==
X sup /<‘(——V~a?’*V) (V'Fg) >q .
(F2ax)=1 T

Hence, a combination of the induction hypothesis (Hdiff1) with the annealed small-
scale Schauder estimate (H3) (which is available to any linearization order < L) and
the perturbative annealed Calderén—Zygmund estimate (T8) entails for sufficiently
large q € [go, 00

6E8h1)
z€{3711}<‘/< Bi(z) S

Second, we estimate by means of (H2b) with £ = 3 (which is already available
up to any linearization order < L), stationarity of the linearized homogenization

2q|11] >%m}
C*(B1)

a1
q , B
> swfcw“'w/mz (130)

1—1
the fact that ( o = q_;, and (A2)y, as well as (A4)y, from Assumption 1
2

21q 1
T(i) K
(S (F, eenaT)
6{468 10,12 14}

1 1
< 02<||he+v¢£+he—v¢5TH8qa e <H]1L 1B+V¢5+he3||ca(31 )

1 a1 1
correctors, Holder’s 1nequahty with respect to the exponents ( z , (q—i)* = Zfi),

sup . *V) (V . Fg) ‘211* >q%

(F2<Z*> 1

+ C(||he+ VoL =Vl [ o @)
1 2¢.\ =
-V T* V.-F ax
< [{(Fvatv) @ r")
+ CX(||he+V o p—Ver HCa(B1 VY T =1 BrA VL e zﬂ%l)w‘m
II nell
1 RN
X sup /<)(T—V-ag’ V) (V- Fg)

211*>q%
(F2ax)=1

+C? Z sup (|| Ve sne, 5, —V e b1
L 7El

4q|TI]|
C*(By)

1
2q|T1]

4q|T1| —1_
oqa(Bl)>2q'm + (Vo b,

x S'UIl)'I {1+<Hv¢£T+he,B; nga‘r(ll‘glﬁm}
s

'

<o [(Gvaw) @)

This time, it thus follows from induction hypothesis (Hdiff3) in combination with
the annealed small-scale Schauder estimate (H3) (which is already available to
any linearization order < L) and the perturbative annealed Calderén—Zygmund
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estimate (TR)

q 1
T,(7) K / _8
\/( B()|Ggéhe|) \> < C2g2C |20 2>/|g|2, (131)
1T

at least for sufficiently large g € [go, 00).
Third, and last, we estimate based on induction hypothesis (Hdiff2b) with x = 2,
stationarity of the linearized homogenization correctors, Holder’s inequality with

-1
q_i), the fact that (%)* = ﬁ, and

ic{4,6, 8 10,12,14} <

g—1 ,q-1
respect to the exponents (l_i (3 =
2

1—1
finally (A2);, from Assumption 1 ’
0
> ([ )]
i€{5,9,13} Bi(@)
< CQ 20'|h|2(1 B)<H]IL 1B+v¢§+h63|‘0u(31 >21<I
~1
T,* .
< J{Gvade) @ r

+ PO 3 T o BiA VoLl ™™
I rell

< g [ |G e) v

We then obtain for sufficiently large g € [go, 00) the estimate

. 2 q ’
<’/( gg,)h,eo > < C*¢7 |20 2)/\9|2 (132)
€{5,9,13} Bl(’”)

by means of the same ingredients as for (131).

Collecting the estimates (128)—(132) and feeding them back into (127) eventually
entails the asserted estimate (120).

Step 5: (Induction step— Conclusion) As we already argued at the end of Step 3
of this proof, the estimates from (Hdiff1) and (Hdiff3) now also hold true with B’
replaced by B. In order to lift the validity of (Hdiff2a), (Hdiff2b) and (Hdiff2¢) to
linearization order L, one may in fact follow the principles of the proof of Lemma 14
and adapt them to the arguments from the previous step. This concludes the
proof of the estimates (60)—(62) at least in the case of linearized homogenization
correctors.

Step 6: (Proof of (60)—(62) for linearized fluz correctors) The difference of two
linearized flux correctors satisfies the equation

1 7 T T T
T(Uf-&-he,B,kl_U&,B,kl) - A(U£+he,B,kl_U§,B,kl)

2q*>q%

2q*>qi*

(133)
= -V -((a®@er—er@e)(@lne =4 n))-

Following the argument in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 5 (see, e.g., (112)), the

desired estimate on the difference crgTJrhe’ B, kl—ag g Of linearized flux correctors

boils down to an estimate of linear functionals for the difference og_ he.B, kl—ag: Bkl

and an estimate on the difference of linearized fluxes qu+ he, qug B
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With respect to the latter, we derive from (49d), (114) and (116) that

T T

Qe +he,B—9¢,B

= (0eA) (W, €+V ) (Voiine, 5~V B) (134)
+ ((85“4) (UJ, §+h6+v¢g+he) - (aﬁA) (W7 §+V¢5T)) (]}-LZIB+V¢g+he,B)

+ 3 (O A) (@, e he+ T0T ) — (O A)(w, 64V6D) [ D (Uri=1 By+ V0L e 5,
II mell
- Z(a‘gHIA)(Wv §+V¢§T) [ @(ﬂwleHVﬁB;) - @(ﬂlw\le;r‘FVd)gahe,B;r)]
11 mell mell
Since we already have established the last estimate from (Hdiff1) with B’ replaced
by B, we may conclude together with the argument leading to (117) that

1 ’
<||q£T+he,B_q§B||iqz(Bl)>q < C27 |hPOP. (135)

For an estimate on linear functionals of the difference U£T+h67 BM—U? B.ki» the
argument from Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 5 applied to equation (133) shows
that it suffices to have a corresponding estimate on linear functionals of the differ-
ence of linearized fluxes qéT_i_h& B—qg p (or more precisely, the analogue of (58) for
differences with an additional rate |h|>(*=#)). However, this in turn is an immediate
consequence of the argument in Step 4 of this proof. Indeed, comparing with the
right hand side of (125) the only additional term which has to be dealt with in a
sensitivity estimate for (134) is given by

(0 A)(w, E+V L)V (3¢ e p—00% 1)

However, as we already lifted the estimates (Hdiffl1) and (Hdiff2b) from B’ to B,
we immediately obtain the desired sensitivity estimate on differences of linearized
fluxes. This in turn implies the estimates

a\ = )
<‘/g (vo—g—khe,B*vo—g:B) > §02q2c |h|2(176)/|g|2,

/lf(aT —al )2‘1 ;<Czq20,|h|2(1_ﬁ)/‘f‘2
T {+he,B ¢,B = \/T .

Feeding back (135) and (136) into the analogue of (112) with respect to equa-
tion (133) then yields the asserted estimate (60) for differences of linearized flux
correctors. Of course, the first line of (136) is nothing else than the desired esti-
mate (62) in terms of the difference of linearized flux correctors. Finally, the as-
serted annealed Schauder estimate (61) follows from (133), (134), (T7), (T5), and
the fact that (Hdiff3) is already valid up to linearization order L (cf. the previous
step of this proof). O

2

(136)

4.9. Proof of Lemma 17 (Differentiability of massive correctors and the massive
version of the homogenized operator). We first consider the case of ¢ = 1, and
argue in favor of (64) by induction over the linearization order. The base case
consisting of the correctors of the nonlinear problem is treated in Appendix C
by means of Lemma 28. We then establish the estimates (64) and (65) for general
q € [1, 00)—first for the linearized homogenization correctors and then for linearized
flux correctors—, and finally conclude with a proof of (63).
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Step 1: (Induction hypothesis) Let L € N, T € [1,00) and M > 0 be fixed. Let
the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)r, (A3)r and (A4)r of Assumption 1,
(P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place.

For any 0 < 1 < L—1, any || < M, any |h| < 1, and any collection of unit
vectors vf,...,v],e € R?, the following first-order Taylor expansion

T T T T
P, B e *= Dene, B —Pe, 1 —Pe, Broelt

of linearized homogenization correctors in direction B’ := v] ® - -- ® v] is assumed
to satisfy—under the above conditions—the following estimate (if | = 0—and thus
B’ being an empty symmetric tensor productfgbg’  1s understood to denote the
localized homogenization corrector ¢g of the nonlinear problem with an additional
massive term):

(V08 el z2gs)) < 202, (Hreg)

Step 2: (Induction step) We start by writing the equation for the first-order Tay-
lor expansion ¢5£B76,h = ¢g+,Le7B—¢£B—¢£B®Ch in a suitable form. To this end, we
first derive a suitable representation of the first-order Taylor expansion for the lin-
earized fluxes qZB,e)h = qg_he)B—qu—qu@eh. Note that these expressions—most
importantly ¢5£ Boe TSP qg Boe —are indeed well-defined P-almost surely under the
assumptions of Lemma 17 thanks to Lemma 8. Furthermore, for a proof of (64)
in case of ¢ = 1 we will not rely on corrector estimates for ¢Z Bee but only on
estimates for (differences of) correctors up to linearization order < L. This is the
reason why we can stick for the moment with Assumption 1 realized to linearization
order L as claimed in Lemma 17 (cf. also Remark 18).

In view of the definition (49d) of the linearized fluxes, we split this task into two
substeps. By adding zero and abbreviating as always ag = (0¢A)(w, §+V¢5T), we
may rewrite the contribution from the first term on the right hand side of (49d) as
follows

ag+he(]lelB+v¢g+he,B) - a?(lleleLVsﬁgB) - agTV¢§B@eh
= a{ (Vi ine 5=Vt 5=V poch) + (af i ne—0a¢ ) (Voiine s—Voe ) (137)
+ (6 pe—af )M =1 B+V L ).

For the contribution from the second right hand side term of (49d), it is useful to
split the sum in case of qEQ b in the following way:

> @@V | Qi1 (B O eVt VO (50, )|

IlePar{1,...,L,L+1} mell
O#{{1,...,L,L+1}}
= (0 A)(w, E+V ) [(eh+V e h) © (M1 B+V ¢ p)] (138)
Y O A w4 VeD) [(eh+ VoL h) © (D rt Br+ VoL,
IIePar{1,...,.L} mell
M£{{1,....L}}
Y OV [ Y Vel pch © (O (Arimi B+ Vel )|,
IlePar{1,...,L} well ' eIl

IA{{1,....L}} i
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Adding zero several times and combining terms then yields based on (137) and (138)
(where we from now on again abbreviate > ; := Znepar{l,...,L},H#{{L---,L}})

Qe p—0t B—0¢ poch = Ro+ R1 + Rz + R3 + Ry, (139)
with the right hand side terms being given by
Ry = ag(v¢§T+he,B—V¢£B—V¢£B@eh)7
Ry = (agT+he—agT)(V¢5T+he,B—V¢ZB) + {(agT+he—a§T)(]1Lle+V¢g,B)
(2 A) (@, &+V6]) [(eh+V 0L ) © (1,21 B+Y6L )] }.

Ry = 3 {01 A) @, E+he+ Vol )~ (0" ) (w, €+ V61 ~(O" ! A) (w, £+ ) eh]}

1T
X {Q(1|w|—13;+v¢£13;)},
S

Ry:=) {(ag“'A)(w, E+he+ VoL ) — (O A) (w, E+he+- Vol )}

11

x [@I(ﬂﬂ_lBHw?m)}
= @A) w, 4V 6E) VoL h o o (U1 BeV oL 5,
I S

as well as

Ry:="y (0" A)(w, E+he+ VoL, )

i
X [@(]1|w|:13;+v¢?+he734)* @(Lﬂ:lB;JFVQ%B;)}
mell mwell
= O )@, e+V6E) | 32 VoL g 0ch © O (o1 B+ VoL ).
I mell ' ell

' #
In particular, we obtain the following equation for the first-order Taylor expansion

Dé e = Pesne.n—Pt. 5= poch of linearized homogenization correctors

4
1
f(¢g+he,3*¢£B*¢£B®eh) -V ag(v‘bfTMe,B*Vd’gB*V‘Z%B@eh) =V ZRi'

i=1

Applying the weighted energy estimate (T3) to the equation from the previous
display then yields the bound

¢?+he,3—¢gT,3—¢§B@eh T T T 2
é,%ﬁ‘( T ,V¢g+he,B—V¢g,B—V¢g,B@eh)’

= C2i Slup4/€%ﬁ|Ri|2'

.....
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By stationarity of the linearized homogenization correctors, we may take the ex-
pected value in the latter estimate and infer

<H (¢g+he,3_¢£B_¢gB@e
VT

<0 sw (R

=1,...,

b 2
7v¢£T+he7B—V¢£B—V¢£T,B®€h)‘ L2(31)> (140)

It remains to post-process the four right hand side terms of the previous display.
Estimate for Ry: We first rewrite

0fpe — ag = (0eA) (W, E+het Vol ) — (0 A)(w, E+he+Vey)
+ (0 A) (W, E+he+VoF ) — (e A) (w, E+V Hf).
By means of (A2);, from Assumption 1, the previous display in particular entails

ol pe—af —(02A) (w, E+V L) [eh+V oL h]

(141)

1
= / {(agA)(w,g+v¢§+she)—(a§A)(w,g+V¢§ )}eh] ds (142)
0
1
+ / (07 A) (w, E+he+sV i, o+ (1=8)VoE ) [Voiyne—Voi —Voi h] ds
0

1
+ /O {(agA) (w, E+het+sVEL, o+(1—8) VST ) —(02A) (w, E+V T )} (VoL h] ds.

Hence, it follows from (141) and (142), the induction hypothesis (Hreg), the cor-
rector estimates (41) and (42), the corrector estimates for differences (60) and (61),
and (A2);, as well as (A4), from Assumption 1 that

(I1Ba]l72(5,)) < CPHCOP. (143)
Estimate for Ro: It is a simple consequence of (A2), from Assumption 1 that

(O A) (. &+ het VL) — (0" A)(w, E+VoT) (O A) (w, E+ VT ) eh]
(144)

- / 1 {(8én‘+1A)(w,§+V¢g+she)—(8gm+1A)(w,£+V¢§T)}[eh] ds.
0

It thus follows from (144), Holder’s inequality, the corrector estimates (41) and (42),
and (A2)y, as well as (A4)y from Assumption 1 that

2
(IRellz2(5,)) < C*h*. (145)
Estimate for Rg: We first express Rg in equivalent form as follows:

R3 = — Z {@HMA)(M’§+V¢g)—(8‘§mﬂA)(w,§+v¢?+h6)}
II

X {Vqﬁgeh ©) Q(ﬂ\w|:13;+v¢gﬁ;)}

mell

+y {(ag”‘A)(w, E+het VL)~ A)(w, E+he+VgE)

II

(O A) @, €+he+ VD) [VOL ]} | D (Lmim1 Bt VoL, )]

mell
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We also have thanks to (A2), from Assumption 1
(8 A) (w, E+he+ VoL )— (0 A) w0, E+he+ Vol ) (01T A) (w, E+he+-V o] ) VoL .h]

1
_ / (O A) (@, €+ hets VoL, o+ (1—5)VOL) [V o~ VoL~V 6T h] ds
0

1
+ /0 {(ag“‘“A)(M E+hetsVoL, o +(1-s)VL)— ("1 A)(w, E+het+ VL )} [VoL h] ds.
(146)

Hence, it follows from (146), the induction hypothesis (Hreg), an application of
Holder’s inequality, the corrector estimates (41) and (42), the corrector estimates
for differences (60) and (61), and (A2)y, as well as (A4)y, from Assumption 1 that

(1Bs]l72,,) < €204, (147)
Estimate for Ry: By adding zero, we may decompose Ry = R/, + R} with

)= Z(&éH‘A)(w,§+V¢§T) [ @(]1|7T\:1B7/r+v¢g+he,B;r)_ @(]1|7T|:IB;+V¢£B;)]

11 mell mell

= > O A) w49 | 3 Vol g och © O (it Byt Vol )]
I T€ell ' €Il
' #m

and where RJ can be treated by the arguments from the previous items. Thanks
to (A2)r from Assumption 1 and the Leibniz rule for differences we have the bound

2|V¢5T+he,3;,*v¢£13;,
x {H II (W‘Z%B;,, 2+|V¢?+he73;,/ 2)}
Tr//en

7' ('} (148)
2
+CPsupsup [V6L, 1, ~V 6L~ |
TE

g )

x {1+ I1 (|v¢§3;/

' ell
'

Hence, it follows as a combination of (148), the induction hypothesis (Hreg),

Holder’s inequality, the corrector estimates (41) and (42), as well as the correc-

tor estimates for differences (60) and (61) that

(1Ral2(5,)) < C?HAOD. (149)

2

2 2 T T
|R,|? < C%sup sup ‘Vfbg-s-he,B;*vd’E,B%
I rn'ell
m#£m

2 T
+H| Ve ine,n,

Inserting the estimates (143), (145), (147), and (149) back into (140) then finally
entails the bound

<HV¢g+he’3—V¢£B—V¢£B®eh\|;(31)> < C2pA-P),

This is the asserted estimate (64) on the level of the linearized homogenization
corrector in the case of ¢ = 1. In particular, the map £ — ngg’ p is Fréchet differ-

entiable with values in the Fréchet space L<,>L2 (R%). Note that as a consequence

loc
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of (139) we then also get the estimate

<Hq£T+he,B_q§B_Qg,B@ehHiz(Bl)> < Pt (150)

d
loc(]R )
Step 3: (Proof of the estimates (64) and (65) for general q € [1,00)) As we al-
ready established qualitative differentiability of the map & +— VQSET’ p in the Fréchet

In particular, the map £ — qg p is also Fréchet differentiable with values in the
Fréchet space L <‘>LQ

space L<,>L2 (R%), we may estimate based on the corrector estimate for differ-

loc
ences (60) to linearization order L+1

<Hv¢?+he,3_v¢§3_v¢£B®eh||iqZ(Bl)>%
1 1
< /0 <||V¢5T+she,B@eh—V¢£B@eh||2Li(31)>2q ds < Cp2(=8)

which is precisely the asserted bound (64). Based on the corrector estimate for
differences (62) to linearization order L+1, the estimate (65) is derived analogously.

Step 4: (Proof of the estimates (64) and (65) for linearized flux correctors) The
equation for the first-order Taylor expansion O'g_i_he’ B—Ug B—og: Boeh of linearized
flux correctors is simply given by

L 7 T T T T T
T(U&h@,s—ag,B—%,B@eh) - A(Ug+he,B—Ug,B—U§,B@eh)

=-V- (e ®ex — ex @ )@y ne.s—%.5—0 poch))-

By an application of the weighted energy estimate (T3), the stationarity of lin-
earized flux correctors and linearized fluxes, and the estimate (150) we obtain

<‘|VUg+he,B_VJZB—VUEBQEhHiZ(Bl)> < C2pA0-B)

In particular, the map £ — Vag g is Fréchet differentiable with values in the Fréchet
space L?_>L1200(]Rd). Based on the corrector estimates for differences (60) and (62),
we then infer along the same lines as in Step & of this proof that the asserted
estimates (64) and (65) indeed hold true for the linearized flux correctors.

Step 5: (Proof of the estimate (63)) As this is an immediate consequence of the
estimate (150) in combination with the stationarity of the linearized fluxes, we may
now conclude the proof of Lemma 17. O

4.10. Proof of Lemma 19 (Limit passage in the massive approximation). We
again argue by induction over the linearization order. For the base case consisting
of the correctors of the nonlinear problem we refer to Lemma 29 in Appendix C.

Step 1: (Induction hypothesis) Let L € N, T € [1,00) and M > 0 be fixed. Let
the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)y and (A3)p of Assumption 1, (P1)
and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place.

For any 0 < [ < L—1, any || < M, any |h| < 1, any T € [1,00) and any
collection of unit vectors vi,...,v; € R? the difference ¢§?]3,—¢£ g of linearized
homogenization correctors in direction B’ := v} ® --- ® v] is assumed to satisfy—
under the above conditions—the following estimate (if { = 0—and thus B’ being
an empty symmetric tensor product—@ﬁg g is understood to denote the localized
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homogenization corrector qbgT of the nonlinear problem with a massive term):

2 PE(VT) N ar
(IVeeTs — Vo bl 12s,)) gC%%) -

Step 2: (Induction step) The difference ‘Z%Z;B_Q% g of linearized homogenization
correctors is subject to the equation

1
57 (98 5=0¢5) =V - ¢ (Vg p—Vog 5)
%qség = V- (O A)(w, 6+ V6 )= (0 A) (w, &+ V")) (=1 B + Ve i)
+ V-3 (O A) @, 6+ V)~ (0" 4)(w,64960)) | (D (a1 B+ VT, )]
II

mell

(Hconv)

+ V- 30" ) w, 64967 | D (Wi B+, )~ (D (Wi Byt Vel s, ).
11 well mell
(151)

Here, we made use of the abbreviation ) ; := Znepar{l LV TI2{{1,.. 1)} APPly-
ing the weighted energy estimate (T3) to equation (151) entails by means of (A2)y,
from Assumption 1

¢§?;3_¢£B 2T T 2
/fy,ﬁ‘ (Wavﬁbgﬁ_vd)gﬁ)‘
1
< [t mgplotul + 0 [0, |V Vol [l B + o s
2 2
Y JA ]@(n\ﬂ\:13;+v¢§?;;)1

+022/£~/\F’ O =1 B4 VegTs )= () (Lnj=1 Br+ Vel 5,) i

mell well

Taking expectation in the previous display, exploiting stationarity of the linearized
homogenization correctors, adding zero, and applying Holder’s and Poincaré’s in-
equalities then yields

2
<HV¢§?}; _v¢§B||L2(B1)>
1 5 1 2
C I allqm) + 25| f, 02| )

1 . A l
+ C2 (|1 BAVET 5| ) (VT =TT ) (VT =0T )
+CQZ H <||ﬂ\7r\ 1B/ —|—V¢£ B 8|11] >4‘%

Co B1
II mell

1

x (V62" =V o)) 4<||V¢>T Ve agsn)®

> 3
+CQZWP<||V¢5B’ ~Véi g, }Ca(31> (IV6eTs, =Vei . [l 125,

8| T
(Bl)> H\}.

st
catm) ™ V6L s,

X sup {1 + <HV(J§E B,
7r757r
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It is thus a consequence of the induction hypothesis (Hconv) and the corrector
estimates (41)—(43) that
2 B
2T T |2 2 N*(\/T) 2L
(IVoes = Vi sl aip,)) < C ( T ) :

which concludes the induction step, and in particular establishes the asserted esti-
mate (66).

Step 3: (Estimates for linearized flux correctors and massive version of homoge-
nized operator) The difference O‘?%—O’g p of linearized flux correctors is subject to
the equation

(152)

1 2T

ﬁ(%,B,kl - UgB,kl) - A(Ug,g,kl - UgB,kz)
1
= ﬁagB,kz ~V-((a@er —er@e)(dp — 4.p))- (153)

Applying the weighted energy estimate (T3) to equation (153) thus yields
/6 ‘ (Jgfe,kz —%Bm Vo2l Vol 2
YT JoT » VO Bkl — VO¢ Bkl

1
< Cz/éw,ﬁﬁwgakz}? + CQ/EV,ﬁM?B - q§B|2'

Taking expectation in the previous display, exploiting stationarity of the linearized
flux correctors, adding zero, and applying the Poincaré inequality entails the esti-
mate

2
(IVoes = Vo sl 2 s,

1 2 1 2 2
2 T 2 T 2/ 2T T
<C T<HVO—§,B,MHL2(31)> +C T<‘]€3 9¢,B,kl > +C%(|lag s - qf,B||L2(Bl)>'
1
By means of the corrector estimates (41) and (43) the previous display updates to

2(VT)\ 3
(BN o Tyl 2 ) (159
It remains to provide an estimate for the difference qg% — qg: g of linearized fluxes.
The majority of the required work is already done since we already provided an
estimate of required type for the divergence terms on the right hand side of (151).
By definition (49d) of the linearized flux, it thus suffices to note that by (152)
and (A2)y, from Assumption 1 we obtain

(1Vo2’s 1=Vl uall325,,) < €2

2 1
2T T |2 2 2T T |2 2 p2(VT)\ 3o

(leg's — a¢ Bl 2(5,)) < C*IVEs — Ve sl 125,)) + € ( T )

— T .

Plugging this estimate back into (154) therefore yields the asserted estimate (66)

on the level of linearized flux correctors. The estimate (67) is in turn an immediate

consequence of (155), the stationarity of the linearized flux, and Jensen’s inequality.
Step 4: (Conclusion) As a consequence of (66), there exist stationary gradient

fields

(155)

(V¢E,B;VU§,B) S L2 (Rd;Rd)XLQ (Rd;RdXd de)

loc loc skew
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with vanishing expectation, finite second moments and being subject to the anchor-
ing JCBI ¢e,p = 0 resp. JCBI o¢ g = 0 such that
(V(bg,vaag,B,kl) — (Voe,B,Voepr) asT — oo, (156)
strongly in L% >L120C(Rd; R%).
For any zo € RY, let f,, := ‘B—lllllBl—m]lBl(zo). We then take v3°" to be

the solution of the Neumann problem for Poisson’s equation —AvY" = f, in the
ball By, ;.. We may then estimate by adding zero, exploiting stationarity, and
applying Poincaré’s inequality and Fatou’s lemma

(F,. ool )

Bi1(zo)

SUA PR

2q 3

(I, e+ )
BlHIO\

q 20\ 35

gl%niio%f{< > +<]{31<ZO>¢£B]{91¢£B > }

We now let vy, be the decaymg solution for Poisson’s equation —Awv,, = f, on R%,
and define g, := Vvg,. Note that [|gz,]? < C%u2(1+4|x|) for a constant C > 0
independent of o € R?. For every T € [1,00), choose then a compactly supported
cutoff 2 : RY — [0,1] such that 7 = 1 throughout Bi |, and [VnZ | < %

throughout RY. We may then estimate based on the corrector estimates (39)
and (40) as well as the properties of g, resp. nf

2q i
Ut ] )
BI(IQ) Bl

2q 2—1{1 (bgB 2q 2—1(1
< (| [ e vocs| ) (| [ B2 it )
< Cq% . (1+|zo)),

uniformly over all T € [1,00). By the corrector estimates (39), the previous two
displays, and an analogous argument for o¢ p, it follows in summary that

< ][ |(¢e.5.0¢.8)]"
Bl(ibo)

In particular, on one side we may infer from (157) that

(¢¢.8,0¢.8) € HL (RGRY) x HY (RYGREXE xRY)  almost surely.

skew

2q>21q

1

be,B — ][¢5,B
Bi(zo) B,

Neu V¢)£ B

Q

VoL s|”

q\ 2y )
> < ¢ (14 |zo)). (157)

On the other side, we also learn from (157) (by a covering argument and defini-
tion (20) of the scaling function) that the pair (¢¢ p,0¢,p) features almost surely
sublinear growth at infinity in the precise sense of Definition 4.

It remains to verify the validity of the associated PDE (30a) for the linearized
homogenization correctors resp. the associated PDEs for the linearized flux correc-
tors (30c) and (30d) (almost surely in a distributional sense). To this end, we first
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note that as a consequence of the corrector estimates (41) and (43) and stationarity
of the linearized correctors (ngT B O’Z B 1/)2 p) that

T 1
(f |(emotn By
By (o) ’ ’ \/T

<(f |(veto vt ZENY |f. (o1t )
< Cu.(VT).

1

y

In particular,

(¢£B UEB wZB
VT VT T

Moreover, due to the strong convergence (156) in L<->L120c

) 0 strongly in L3, L3, (R%). (158)

(RY) of the gradients, the

gradients also converge P @ £ almost everywhere in the product space Q x K, for
every compact K C R?. In particular, by a straightforward inductive argument we
deduce convergence of the linearized fluxes from (49d) resp. (30b) in the sense of

qu —q.p P® £4 almost everywhere in Q x K, (159)

(R?) for
every pair of exponents ¢ € [1,00) and p € [2,00) (which is a consequence of the
corrector estimates (42), the definition (49d) of the linearized flux, and (A2), from
Assumption 1) upgrades (159) to strong convergence

for every compact K C R?. Uniform boundedness of (¢f 5)7>1 in L?.)Lﬁ)c

qu — ge,p strongly in L%»L?OC (R9), (160)

which by stationarity of the linearized fluxes qg’ p and g¢ p in particular entails (68).
Validity of the PDEs (30a), (30c) and (30d) (almost surely in a distributional sense)
thus follows from taking the limit in the corresponding massive versions (49a), (49b)
and (49e). This concludes the proof of Lemma 19. O

4.11. Proof of Theorem 1 (Corrector estimates for higher-order linearizations).
We proceed in three steps.

Step 1: (Proof of the corrector estimates (16)—(19)) The estimates (16) and (17)
are immediate consequences of the corresponding estimates (39) and (41) from
Theorem 5, an application of Fatou’s inequality together with Lemma 19, and mul-
tilinearity of the map B +— ¢¢ p. A similar argument based in addition on the first
step of the proof of Lemma 23, the Schauder estimate (42), and the representa-
tion of a Holder seminorm in terms of a Campanato seminorm yields the annealed
Schauder estimate (18). For the estimate (19), we simply refer to (157).

Step 2: (Qualitative differentiability of linearized correctors) We argue, under the
assumptions of (A2) 41 and (A3) 141 of Assumption 1, that the maps { — ¢¢ g and
§ = o¢,p are Fréchet differentiable with values in the Fréchet space L ) H L (R,

loc
and that for every unit vector e € R? we have the following representation of the
directional derivative: O¢(¢¢ B, 0¢.B)l€] = (P¢,Boe, T¢, Boe)-
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On the level of the (stationary) corrector gradients, it follows from (64) by an
application of Fatou’s inequality together with Lemma 19 that

1
{(V¢esne.5—V e, 5=V de Boch, Voeihe,5—Voe,5—Voe pach) Hiq2(31)> e
< O2q20’|B|2|h|4(1—ﬁ)

for all unit vectors e € R? and all |h| < 1. On the level of the correctors them-
selves, note that the argument for (19) in Step I of this proof is linear in the
variable (¢¢,B,0¢ ). Hence, we may run it based on the first-order Taylor expan-
sion (¢§+hc,B*¢§,B*¢§,B®eh7 U§+he,B*U§,B*U§,B®eh) which in hght of (65) entails
the estimate

1
(|| (Peshe,5—0e,B—0e Boch: O the,3—0¢, B—0¢, Boch) Hiqz(Bl(m(,))> !
< C?¢*|BP|)* P 2 (1+] o))

for all unit vectors e € R%, all |h| < 1 and all 75 € R%. The two previous displays
immediately imply the claim.

Step 3: (Proof of the estimates (23)—(25)) As a consequence of the previous
step and Taylor’s formula, we may represent the (well-defined) Taylor expansions
from (21) resp. (22) in terms of the one-parameter family of linearized correc-
tors (¢S§+(1*5)§0,B@(E*&O)Q(K+l> ) US£+(173)§0’Be(gigo)®(K+1) ), S € [O, 1] The esti-
mates (23)—(25) thus follow from the corrector estimates (17)—(19).

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1. O

4.12. Proof of Theorem 2 (Higher-order regularity of the homogenized operator).
Differentiability of the homogenized operator, the representation of the directional
derivatives (28), and the corresponding bound (27) are in the case of first-order
differentiability immediate consequences of the estimates (209), (68) and (212),
and in case of higher-order differentiability of the estimates (63) and (68). O

APPENDIX A. A TOOLBOX FROM ELLIPTIC REGULARITY THEORY

The aim of this appendix is to list (and in parts to prove) several results from
(deterministic resp. random) elliptic regularity theory. We start with the probably
most basic result concerning the Caccioppoli and hole filling estimates.

Lemma 20 (Caccioppoli inequality and hole filling estimate). Let a: R? — R4*4
be a uniformly elliptic and bounded coefficient field with respect to constants (A, A).
For a given T € [1,00) and f,g € L (RY), let u € HL (R?) be a solution of

loc

1 1
Tu—V-aVusz—i—V-g in RY.

Then, we have for all xo € R% and all R > 0 the Caccioppoli estimate

H (%’ Vu)‘ L2(Br(z0))

. 1 ) 1 f
Sa A gfelﬂg {@H“ o bHL2(BZR(zo)) + f'blz} * H (ﬁ’g)‘

2

2
(T1)

L2(Bagr(z0))
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Moreover, there exists 6 = 6(d, A\, A) € (0,1) such that for allr < R and all zq € R¢
we have the hole filling estimate

|(Z77)
_ é
SN <§> 6“(;?’%0‘ iz(BR(mo)) JF/BR(IO) M’(jf’@fdx (T2)

Proof. The standard proofs carry over immediately to the setting with an additional
massive term. O

2

L2(Br(z0))

Perturbing a uniformly elliptic PDE by a massive term has the very convenient
consequence of entailing a weighted energy estimate in terms of a suitable expo-
nential weight. More precisely, we have the following standard result.

Lemma 21 (Exponential localization). Let a: R® — R¥¥9 be a uniformly elliptic
and bounded coefficient field with respect to constants (A, A). For given T € [1,00)
and f,g € L} (R, let u € HL_(R?) be a solution of

loc

1 1
Tu—V-aVusz—i—Vy in RY.

Assume that limsupg_, o R™2*~4||(u, Vu, f, g)”%z(BR) = 0 for some k € N. For
each v > 0, R > 0 and xo € R? define the weight Eop(a) = ﬁexp(—%).

Then, there exists v = vy(d, A\, A) such that for all R > VT we have the weighted
energy estimate

(77 ¥)

Proof. The idea is to test the equation with uK:?R, and to run an absorption argu-

. T3
L2(Rd;£:f’R dz) ( )

s | (G79)
L2(R4£20, dx) ~hA VT’

ment which gets facilitated by an appropriate choice of v € (0,1). Details of this
(standard) argument are provided in, e.g., the proof of [18, Lemma 45]. O

In case of Holder continuous coefficients, classical elliptic regularity provides local
Schauder estimates and local Calderén—Zygmund estimates. The corresponding
version for the massive approximation with an additional explicit dependence of
the constant on the Holder norm of the coeflicient field reads as follows.

Lemma 22 (Local regularity estimates for Holder continuous coefficients, cf. [29]).
Consider o« € (0,1) and T > 1, and let a € C*(Bs) be a uniformly elliptic and
bounded coefficient field with respect to constants (A, A). Let p € [2,00), and for
given f,g € LP(By) let u € H'(By) be a solution of

1 1
Tu—thVu: Tf—i—v-g in Bs.
Then, the following local Calderon—Zygmund estimate holds true
U
—, Vu)‘
17 ) s,
d (A,L)

Saanep lallGeisy)

(G V) * (9]

LP(Bs)
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Furthermore, in case of f =0 and g € C*(By) the following local Schauder estimate
is satisfied

H(%,VU)‘ C(By)

g(l_;'_l)
Saana llallgats,)

|
+llallgaipylgllcasyy-  (T5)

U
—, Vu) ’
7
Proof. The claims are standard except for the explicitly spelled-out dependence of

the estimates on the Holder regularity of the coefficient field and the uniformity with
respect to the parameter T' € [1,00). A proof can be found in [29, Lemma A.3]. O

L2(B2)

The previous result is typically applied to the random setting on the level of
the linearized coefficient field agT = (85A)(w,§+v¢g). However, one first needs
to verify that the linearized coefficient field is actually Holder regular in order to
apply the above local regularity theory. Moreover, the arguments in the main text
require stretched exponential moments for the corresponding Holder norm. The
key step towards these goals is a proof on the level of the correctors.

Lemma 23 (Annealed Holder regularity for the corrector of the nonlinear problem).
Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2), (A3)y of Assumption 1, (P1)
and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place. Given & € R?
and T € [1,00), denote by ¢f € Hy, (RY) the unique solution of the corrector
equation (44a). Let finally M > 0 be fized.

There exist C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M) > 0, C" = C'(d, \, A, Clog,m) > 0 and
a = ald,\,A) € (0,n) such that for all q € [1,00) and all |§] < M

(IVEE 1124 5, " < C2¢* (T6)

Proof. Note first that by smuggling in a spatial average over the unit ball, and
subsequently applying the triangle inequality and Jensen’s inequality, we obtain for
all € (0,1) and all p > 1

(£ 19621)" < Vel oy + (£, 1v6P)

The left hand side term of the previous display converges to ||V¢£T|| Los(By) a8 we
let p — oo. Hence, in light of the corrector bounds (45) it suffices to derive an
annealed estimate for the Holder seminorm. More precisely, we have to prove that
there exist constants C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M), C" = C'(d, N\, A, C,) and

a = a(d,\,A) € (0,n) such that for all ¢ € [1,00) and all |{] < M it holds
2 1 ’
(Vo€ ] o)) * < C*¢* (161)

For a proof of (161), we start by recalling the equivalence of Holder seminorms
and Campanato seminorms. In other words, we face the task of finding constants
C = C(d, A\, A, Cg, Cregy, M), C" = C'(d, M A, Cl,) and o = a(d, A, A) € (0,7)

such that for all ¢ € [1,00) and all |{| < M it holds

(

N ,
> < O, (162)

1 2
sup sup —— ‘V(;Sg—][ ti)g‘
zoE€B1 0<K<1 K B (x0) By (o)
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To this end, let us introduce some auxiliary quantities. First, define the random
variable

X, = sup M (163)

cy€By, oty T —Y["

The non-negative random variable A}, has stretched exponential moments because
of condition (R) from Assumption 3. In addition, for every m € Ny we define

a scale 7y, := 27" and the event A}, := {r -1 < X, <r | —1}. (164)

Consider also 0 = 6(d, A\, A,n) € (0,1). (The precise choice of 6 will be determined
further below.) Finally, for every g € By we define a field

ugm =& (z—z0) + qﬁg. (165)
Note that Vugmo is stationary and that in the sequel we may freely switch between

ng)? and VUZIO in (162) for fixed z¢ € B;.
Decomposing for every m € Ny, every xy € By, and every a € (0,1)

1 2
sup E][ vol —][ vol|
0<k<1 K"7J B, (z0) By (0)
1 2 1 2
< sup 7][ VQST_][ V¢T‘ + 2C(d7 A, Av Q, 77) 7][ V¢T
0<n<Or K2a B (20) 3 B (x0) § rﬁf’m Ba(0) | 3 |

exploiting that 1o =~ (1 42 by definition (164) of the events A, and relying
on the stationarity of ngg, we obtain for all & € (0,1) the estimate

< )
Saanan Y <|W¢5T||§(Bl)>i%d72ap[A?n] %
m=0

#>

m=0

1
sup sup ——
20€B1 0<k<1 KU B, (x0)

2
v¢§—][ Vol |
By (z0)

1 T 72| .
sup sup 1 y4n 2a][ ‘V(;SE —][ Ve ‘ > .
20€B1 0<K<OTy, K="J By (z0) By (20)

As a consequence of the corrector estimates from Proposition 6, the definition (164)
of the scales 1y, and the events A7, and the random variable &, from (163) admit-
ting stretched exponential moments, the previous display updates to

<

sup su o
z0€B1 0<w<1 K77 B, (20)

+>(

m=0

q % !
> Surnam C2PC € (166)

q > :
To estimate the second right hand side term in (166), we proceed (not surprisingly)
by harmonic approximation and split the task into two parts.

2
v(;szf][ v¢§j
BH(IU)

sup  sup 147 a ][
zo€EB1 0<Kk<0rm By (z0)

2
w{—][ VoL |
BR(CD())
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Claim 1: For all u € (0,d) there exists 8 = 0(d, A, A,n, u) € (0,1) such that for
all xg € By, all m € Ny and all k € (0, 0r,,] it holds

" / vl
B,‘- (10)

K H d
Saa A Lan, (T) {T72n+ |f|2 +/B o0) VUEIO2}.
m rm (Z0

For a proof of (167), fix 29 € B1, R € (0,0ry,) and k € (0, £). Note that we may
write the equation of ], ~defined in (165) in form of

(167)

1
fugmo -V - A(w(zo), Vug’mo)

1 (168)
= T{“ (z—m9) =V - {A(w(mo), Vuzxo) — Aw, Vugxo)}.
We then consider the harmonic approximation with massive term
1
—vrp — V- Alw(xg), Vug) =0 in Br(xq),
Tor =V Alw(ao), Vor) (o) 69)
VR = ugmg on 0Bg(zo).
Moser iteration applied to the equation
1
Tai'UR -V- (8§A)(w(azo), V’UR)V(?Z"UR =0 (170)

entails that

N d
/ [Vog|? <aw? sup  [Vug|* Saxa (E) / |Vog|?. (171)
By (x0) B

JCEB%(??U) r(zo0)

Moreover, by a simple energy estimate and (A3)y from Assumption 1 we have

/ |Vu§zO—VvR|2 < / \Vugzo—VvRF
BN(ID) BR(wO)

1
SdaA fR%d\ﬂz + RZ”&?/ \VUEIO\Q-
BR(I())

(172)

As R < 0rp, and T > 1, we obtain from definition (163) of the random variable A,
and definition (164) of the event A7 that

L [ VL, ol Saan L (R 100 [ 9, ).
By (z0) B

r(zo0)
(173)
Combining the estimates (171) and (173) thus shows that
Lo [ VP
Brlio) (174)

K\ d
Saan 1A:;,{R“r3n+d*‘|s|2 +((5)) [ |Vu£x0|2}.
Br(zo)

Note that the estimate from the previous display is trivially fulfilled in the regime
R € (0,0ry,) and k € (£, R). Choosing 6 = 6(d, A, A, n, n) sufficiently small so that
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one can iterate (174) (see, e.g., [19, Lemma 5.13]), we obtain for all R € (0, 0r,]
and all k € (0, R]

K\ H _
]1A7n/ Vg o Saaamp Lan, (E) {R“Tfn” e +/ |VUZ;EO|2}-
Bm(xﬂ)

Br(zo)

This in turn immediately implies the claim (167).
Claim 2: There exist 0 = 6(d,\,A,n) € (0,1) and o = «a(d,\,A) € (0,7n) such
that for all zy € By, all m € Ny, all R € (0,0r,,,] and all x € (0, R]

K\ 2a+d 2
Sdaan Lag (*) {/ Vui, —][ Vul
n m\ R B (o) &,xo B (o) £,x0

+ RPH(1447) ¢

+ R (1+7) ][

Br, (w0)

(175)

Vu£z0|2}.

For a proof, fix zy € By, R € (0,0r,,) and k € (0, %). We first introduce a suitable
decomposition for the gradient of the solution vr of (169) because of the massive
term appearing in the equation. More precisely, consider for all ¢ € {1,...,d} the

auxiliary Dirichlet problem

1
V- A = ——0up inBa
V- A(w(zo), Vor)Vw; r T@UR in g(xo), (176)

Wi, R = 0 on (9B§(SE0)

By the De Giorgi-Nash—Moser estimate in combination with Moser iteration applied
to the equation

-V - A(w(zo), Vur)(Vw;,r — VOug) =0 in Bg (z0),

we then find v = v(d, A\, A) € (0,1) such that for all ¢ € {1,...,d} we have excess
decay in form of

/ (wi,R—az‘UR)_][ (wi,R—0;VR)
By (z0) By (z0)

K 2v+4d
()7
B% (z0)

Moreover, by a simple energy estimate for (176) (rewriting to this end the right
hand side of (176) in form of —%&»vR = —%V-ei(vR— JCBR (o) vR)) in combination
2

:

‘2 (177)

(wi,R_ai'UR)_][ (wi, R—OiVR)

B R (z0)
4
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with Poincaré’s inequality and T' > 1 we obtain for all ¢ € {1,...,d}

2
/ ‘wi,R—][ wi,R‘ < / wi,R_][ Wi R
By (xo) By (o) B%(wo) B%(wo)

Sd RQ/ |Vw; |
Bg(%)

‘ 2

2
SdaA RQ/ UR*][ vR‘ (178)
B R (z0) B R (z0)
2 2
Saaa RY |Vor—Vui, |* + R* / IVug
Br(zo) Br(zo

Finally, because of (172) and T' > 1 we get

/ |Vu£zO—VvR|2 < / \Vu?zo—VvRP
By (zo0) Br(zo)

Sara BV RO [ vl

~ BR(I())

(179)

In total, the decomposition aiug% = (@»ugzo—&vR) + (0ivr—w;, r) +w; r together
with the estimates (177)—(179) and R < 1 implies that for all ¢ € {1,...,d} we have

the estimate
T T |?
/ 8’”57%0 _][ aiuﬁawo
BN(IO) Bh(mo)

K 2v+4d
o (57
Br(zo)

+ R + R (14-X;) / Vud ,, °
Br(=zo)

Now, the estimate (167) (with s replaced by R) entails

Lo [ VTP sd,A,A,n,#nAzzR“{rﬁd~|5|2+][ |Vu£x0|2}.
BR(QZ[))

Brm (210)

The previous two displays in turn show that after choosing p = u(d, A, A, n) € (0, d)
appropriately there exists o« = a(d, A\, A) € (0, A ~) such that

2
]lAm/ a"ug:xo_][ 8iu£x0
B (o) Bl (o)
K 2vy+d 2
SdaA, Lm(*) / iug , —][ ol ,
n R Ba(zo) £,xo Br(zo) &,xo
+ ]lAmRQ‘”d{ (1+X2)[€)> + (1+X,72)][ Vug 2}.

Iterating the previous display then establishes the asserted estimate (175).
Conclusion: We make use of (175) in order to estimate the second right hand
side term of (166). More precisely, the estimate (175) applied with R = 0r,, entails

rm (Z0)
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that it holds
1 T T
sup  sup ]lAgn—][ Vg —][ Vg,
20€B1 0<K<Orm, K2 /B, (x0) S By (z0) b

Sanan Lan, (ng)?"fnd*za/ [Vud 4o+ Ly, (147 €]
B

2

2

Plugging this back into the second right hand side term of (166), and then making
use of Holder’s inequality, the corrector estimates from Proposition 6, the defini-
tion (164) of the scales r,, and the events A7, and that the random variable X,
from (163) admits stretched exponential moments, therefore upgrades (166) to

<

This concludes the proof of (162), which in turn implies (161). O

1 29\ 7 )
sup  sup —— )V(b?—][ ( )V(;ﬁ?‘ ’ > < C2¢2Y g2
BN xo

@o€B1 0<r<1 K By (o)

An immediate consequence of Lemma 23 is now the following regularity result
for the linearized coefficient field af := (9¢ A)(w, +V¢}).

Lemma 24 (Annealed Holder regularity for the linearized coefficient). Let the
requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)1, (A3)1 of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of
Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in place. Given & € R and T € [1, 00),
denote by gzﬁg € HY,,.(RY) the unique solution of the corrector equation (44a). Let
finally M > 0 be fized.

Then, there exist C = C(d,\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M), C" = C'(d, \, A, Cloy,n) and
a = al(d,\,A) € (0,n) such that for all g € [1,00) and all |§] < M

(@A) (w, &4V D)2, ) )* < C2¢*C . (T7)

Proof. Because of (A2); resp. (A3); from Assumption 1 as well as (R) from As-
sumption 3, this is an immediate consequence of Lemma 23 and the chain rule. O

In terms of regularity theory in the random setting, the last missing ingredient
is given by an annealed Calderén—Zygmund estimate. We emphasize that for the
purpose of the present work, it suffices to consider a perturbative regime.

Lemma 25 (The annealed Calderén-Zygmund estimate: the perturbative regime,
cf. [29]). Consider an ensemble of uniformly elliptic and bounded coefficient fields
a: R? — R ith respect to constants (A, A). There exists ¢ = c(d, A\, A) > 0 such
that for all q € [2,2+c) and all random fields f,g € L*(R%; L<_>), the solution of

1 1
?ufv.avu:i,wv.g in RY

is subject to the estimate
1.2

KG9 5008 I

Proof. We refer the reader to the proof of [29, Proposition 7.1(i)]. Strictly speak-
ing, the result is stated and proved for the massless version (7' = oo) only. The
argument, however, carries over easily to the case of the massive approximation.
Moreover, in [29] it is assumed (for simplicity only) that |a&|? < a7¢ - €. The
reader may consult [35, Proof of Theorem 2.51, Step 3] for the general setting of a
A-uniformly elliptic and A-bounded coefficient field. O

. (T8)
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APPENDIX B. EXISTENCE OF LOCALIZED, HIGHER-ORDER LINEARIZED
HOMOGENIZATION CORRECTORS AND FLUX CORRECTORS

Proof of Lemma 8 (Existence of localized correctors). We proceed by an induction
over the linearization order L € N. For the sake of completeness, we refer the
reader to [18, Lemma 18] for the existence of localized correctors (bg of the nonlinear
corrector problem (44a).

Step 1: (Base case) Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)p and (A3)o
of Assumption 1 be in place, and consider an arbitrary measurable parameter field
@: R* - R”, as well as a unit vector v € R%. Then, there exists a unique solution

(Qf,v(»@)
VT

of the first-order linearized corrector problem with massive term given by

V6L u(@)) € Lo (R RXRY) (180)

FOL, — V- (0eA) @ €4V V0L, = V- Qe @, -6l (181)

Under the stronger set of conditions (A1), (A2); and (A3); of Assumption 1, and
under the stronger requirement (50) on the parameter field ©@: R? — R”, we in
addition claim that for all p > 2

Qng('v (:)) T ~ p
sup limsup][ (’7,V¢ U(-,w))‘ < oo. (182)
xoGRd R—o0 BR(IO) \/T ¢
Proof of first claim (Ezistence of solutions to (181) in the function space (180)):
For any R > 1, there exists a unique Lax-Milgram solution ¢€T’UR € H'(R?) of

SOV (0A) @, €4V VLR =V 15, (9 A)@ 4V, (189)

bey (@) vl Ay )

vT v\ R>1
sequence of the weighted energy estimate (T3) applied to differences of solutions
to (183), and the limit is easily identified as a distributional solution to (181).
Uniqueness follows again by an application of the weighted energy estimate (T3),
this time with respect to two solutions of (181) in the function space (180).

Proof of second claim (Improved regularity (182) under stronger assumptions):
Thanks to the assumption (50) on the parameter field @, the proof of Lemma 23
(in particular the proof of the annealed estimate (161) for the Holder seminorm)
carries over essentially verbatim to the present setting. Indeed, one simply needs to
replace stochastic moments (|- |?) by limsupp_, JCBR(ro) |- P, the random variable

X, defined in (163) by the field X)) (2,©) := sup, .cp, (2), y- %7 the con-
dition (R) of Assumption 3 by the assumption (50), and the usage of stationarity
by the additional supremum over zy € R? in the condition (182). In particular, we

obtain for all p > 2 an “annealed” Schauder estimate

is Cauchy in L% (R%RxR?) as a con-

The sequence ( uloc

sup limsup][ HV¢§T(~,<Z))||Z,Q(BI(I)) < 00. (184)
Br(zo)

xo c€Rd R—o0
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The upshot of this is that we obtain an “annealed” Holder estimate on the linearized
coefficient (6§A)(L:),§+V¢?(',C:J)) in form of

sup lim sup ]{3 O TNy <0 (59

xo R4 R—o0

for some suitable a = a(d, A, A) € (0,n) and all p > 2.
The information provided by (185) is now leveraged as follows. By means of
the local Calderén—Zygmund estimate (T4) applied to the equation (181), the es-

. . b7, (@ - .
timate (185) and the regularity (%,V%T,U(-,w)) € L2 .(R%: RxR?) we infer
that for all p > 2 it holds

AP
(B voku-@)]

sup lim sup][
zo€R? R—oco JBr(zo) \/T

¢g (a@) P
< sup limsup][ H(”’i,v(;ﬂv @ )’
20€R1 R—00 J By (zo) VT e @) L?(B1(x))

¢£v(7a])

dx < .

This concludes the proof of (182).

Step 2: (Formulation of the induction hypotheses) Let L > 2 and T € [1,00)
be fixed. Let the requirements and notation of (Al), (A2);_; and (A3)r_; of
Assumption 1 be in place. Fix also a parameter field &: RY — R” subject to the
condition (50). For any linearization order 1 <[ < L—1, and any collection of unit
vectors vf,...,v] € R¢ we assume that—under the above conditions—the associated
localized lth-order linearized homogenization corrector in direction B’ := v{®- - -©v]

uloc

((15?73'('7@)
VT

exists, and is subject to the estimate

sup limsup ][
z0€RY R—o0 J Br(zo)
for all p > 2.

Step 3: (Induction step) Let L > 2 and T € [1, 00) be fixed. Let the requirements
and notation of (Al), (A2),_; and (A3);_; of Assumption 1 be in place. Let
@: RY — R” be a parameter field subject to the condition (50). We finally fix a set
of unit vectors vy, ...,vr € R? and define B :=v; ®--- ® vr.

As a consequence of the induction hypothesis (187), there exists for any R > 1
a unique Lax-Milgram solution ¢£’§’(-7 @) € HY(R?) of

»VQ%B'('@)) € L2, .(R%: RxRY) (186)

(¢£B’('7a))
VT

VL5 (,@))| < o0 (187)

FOUR(,5) — V- (2eA) (@, €4 VL (,5) VoL R ()

m - - .
=Vl Y O @V (0) [ O (Unim By VoL s, (@)
ePar{1,...,L} mell
n#{{1,...L}}
An application of the weighted energy estimate (T3) to differences of solutions
with respect to the equation from the previous display, and making use of the
TR ~
induction hypothesis (187) shows that the sequence (¢5‘]\3/(T’ ),Vqsf;g(.,w))@l is
Cauchy in the desired function space L2, (R%; R xR?). Details are left to the reader.

uloc
Moreover, the limit constitutes the unique distributional solution of the linearized
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corrector problem (49a) in the required function space. The proof of (51) follows
along the same lines as the argument in favor of (182). This in turn concludes the
proof of the induction step.

Step 4: (Fxistence of linearized flux correctors) This is a straightforward con-
sequence of standard arguments relying on the form of the flux corrector equa-
tions (49b) resp. (49¢), the already established existence and regularity results for
linearized homogenization correctors ¢£ g, and the definition (49d) of linearized
fluxes ¢f 5.

Step 5: (Almost sure existence for random parameter fields) As a consequence
of the small-scale regularity condition (R) of Assumption 3 and Birkhoff’s ergodic
theorem (recall to this end Assumption 2), there exists a subset Q' C Q of full
P-measure such that all random fields w € €' satisfy the condition (50). Hence,
the claim on almost sure existence of linearized correctors for random parameter
fields follows immediately from the previous four steps of this proof. This in turn
concludes the proof of Lemma 8. O

Lemma 26 (Gateaux differentiability of localized correctors with respect to pa-
rameter fields). Let L € N and T € [1,00) be fized. Let the requirements and
notation of (A1), (A2)r and (A3)r of Assumption 1 be in place. We also fix a
parameter field &: R — R™ subject to the condition (50). Consider in addition a
a perturbation 6w € C7) (R R™) with ||[66)]sol| p2(ray < co.

Then, for every & € R? and every B := v; ® --- ® vy, formed by unit vectors
v1,...,vr € R?, the associated linearized homogenization corrector ¢£B(',(IJ) from

Lemma 8 is Gateauz differentiable at & in direction of 6@ in the Fréchet space

L% (R%). The corresponding Gdteauz derivative 5¢£B(~,d)) satisfies
5¢TB('7(:}) ~
(T VO6La(,8)) € Diaoe (R RXRY), (188)
and it is the unique solution of the equation (198) below. Moreover, for all p > 2
6(]5?3(-,@) p
sup limsup][ (’7,%# (~,a;))‘ < 0. (189)
roERY R—o00 BR(CE()) \/T e

Analogous statements hold true for the linearized flux correctors O’ZB(',(:)) resp.
wg:B(-,d)) from Lemma 8.

In particular, under the requirements of (A1), (A2)r, and (A3)r of Assumption 1,
(P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3, there exists a set Q' C 2
of full P-measure on which the existence of Gateauz derivatives for (higher-order)
linearized correctors is guaranteed in the above sense for all random parameter fields
w € ', with directions given by all dw € C?  (RHR™) with ||[6w]sol|p2(ray < 00.
We in fact have for allq>1 as h — 0

<H\/1T (¢§B(-7w+hao;) — ¢ p(w) _5(;%3(_’“))

<H V(bgB(-,w—f—héw) - V¢£B(-,w)
h

Q=

2q
> — 0, (190)
L2(B1)

Q=

2
ol s >%o, (191)

L2(B1)

and analogously for the linearized flux correctors O'g: B Tesp. 1/)2? B
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Proof. Step 1: Let the requirements and notation of (Al), (A2)p and (A3)g of
Assumption 1 be in place, fix a parameter field @: R? — R™ subject to the condi-
tion (50), and consider a perturbation 6@ € C7  (R% R™) with [|[6@]c | 12 (re) < 0o

uloc
In this setting, consider the unique H}, .(R%)-solutions of

FL(,0)-V - A(@, 64V (,5)) =0,
%¢§(.7a+h5w)—v - A(O4hé@, 4V ¢ (-, 0+héw)) =0,
%&b?(w?)—v (0 A) (@, 64V L (@) VEPL (@) = V - (0,A) (@, 6+ VL (-, 0))dw.
Expressing now the equation satisfied by q[)ET(-, W+héw) — ngT(-, @) in form of
1
1
-V (/ (0 A) (@, E+5V ¢ (-, @+hd@)+(1—s) Vi (-, @)) ds)
0
x (Vg (-,@+hé®) — Véi (@)
=V A(@+hé@, E+Vf (-, 0+hé@)) — V- A(@,E4+V ¢ (-, a+héd)),  (192)

it follows due to (A2)g and (A3)y from Assumption 1 and the weighted energy
estimate (T3) applied to the equation from the previous display that

VT
Computing next the equation satisfied by 4 (¢f (-,0+hé@)—=¢f (-,@))—=d¢¢ (-, @),
applying to it the weighted energy estimate (T3), inserting the estimates from the

previous display, employing the conditions (A2)y and (A3)g from Assumption 1, and
finally making use of the dominated convergence theorem, one obtains as h — 0

S (Al
L?(Bi(a0))

sup
xoERE

,v¢?<-7w+h6w)—w§<-,a))

1 ¢g(aw+h6a)) - (b?(vd)) T ~ )
_ —6¢; (-, 0, 193
H VT ( h (b.f (@) L2(Bi(z0)) - 1
V(b?(,@-f—h(;a}) - VQS?(?‘D) T, ~
' —Voog (-, ) -0 (194)
H h ¢ L2(B1 (20))

for all zp € R% Under the stronger assumptions of (A2); and (A3); from As-
sumption 1, we register for later purposes that as a consequence of (184)—(185),
@ 4 héw satisfying (50) uniformly in |h| < 1, and small-scale elliptic regularity in
form of (T4), we have in addition to (51)

H( JT , Voo (-, 0+héw) Lgrg(Rd)<oo, (195)
OF (-, o+hé@) =T (-, &) o N
H( € - € ,v¢§(.,w+h5w)—v¢?(.,w)) - <p bl (197)

for all p > 2 (with constants independent of |h| < 1).
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Step 2: By an induction over the linearization order 1 < [ < L starting with (196),
one may provide solutions with the regularity (188) and (189) to the equations ob-
tained from the linearized corrector problem (49a) by formally differentiating with
respect to the parameter field. Indeed, by the same arguments as in the proof of

s (@ ~
Lemma 8, there exists a unique solution (%ﬂi’), Vége (@) € L2 (REGRXRY)

with the additional regularity (189) to the equation

06T — V- (0 A) (@, E+V6L (,5)) V0L
=V (0,0eA) (@, 6+V¢; (-,@))[6& © Vi 5] (198)
+ V- (FA) (@, 64V ¢ (@) [Vige © Vi 5]
+ V-3 (0.0 A) (@, e+ VL (-, 0) [5@ © @(11‘,T|:13;+v¢§g;)}
11

mell

+ V3@ A) @, 64 V0L (@) V6T © () (Unjm By VoL g, )|

II well
+ V- 3@ A) @, 64VL () [ D Vel © (O (Uit By+Vel s )|,
II mell ' ell
' £

In order to identify 5(;55 (-, @) as the Gateaux derivative of qﬁg (-, @) in direction
of some 0w € CY (R%:R™) with |[[6@]c || 12(ray < 00, one proceeds as follows. For
any |h| <1, note that &+ hdw also satisfies (50). In particular, for any |h| < 1 one
may construct a linearized homogenization corrector (bg (-, @+ hdé®) in the precise
sense of Lemma 8 satisfying in particular (51). Based on that observation, the next

step consists of studying the equation satisfied by
1 . . - -
7 (¢§B('vw+héw)_¢£B(‘,w)) - 5‘1’?,3(', ©). (199)

As a consequence of (A2);, and (A3); from Assumption 1, the weighted energy
estimate (T3) applied to the equation satisfied by the expansion from the previous
display, and an induction over the linearization order 1 < [ < L (first providing
an estimate on differences %(¢§B(-,@ + héw) — ¢£B(',(IJ))7 and then proceeding
on with (199) as in the first step of the proof, inductively relying on the esti-
mates (195)—(197) and their analogs in terms of linearized correctors), we obtain

1 (¢gB(7@+h5@)_¢gB(7aj) T ~)
— : : —0¢; g(+,@) — 0, (200)
H VT h &P L2(By (0))
Vi g 0+hd0) = Vi g0
|Pebal- i) Vs gz I
L2(B1(z0))

for all o € R?. This entails the asserted qualitative directional differentiability for
the linearized homogenization corrector ¢£ gl @).

Finally, the claims from the statement of Lemma 26 concerning linearized flux
correctors and random parameter fields now follow from the previous considerations
as in the proof of Lemma 8. For a proof of the bounds (190)—(191), we first verify
the claim on the level of the corrector gradient V¢§T, assuming in the course only

(A1), (A2)o and (A3)o of Assumption 1.
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Applying the weighted energy estimate (T3) to the equation satisfied by gbgT in
form of (recall that A(w,0) = 0)

1 ! 1
T(f . x—i—qﬁg) -V (/0 (0:A) (w, s{—l—sV(gbfT) ds> (§—|—V¢§T) = Tﬁ -,

we obtain for all ¢ > 1

1

e+ ) VI [0 7(FL) 5 vE"

Since the same bound holds true in terms of ¢§ (- w+h5w) uniformly over all |h| < 1,
it follows from applying (T3) with respect to the equation (192) for all ¢ > 1

<H( )= (., w+h5w)),V¢g(-,w)—v¢g(~,w+h6w)>‘ Z(Bl)f

a\ L
2 a d
< VT 16w]|Ze <‘/ PlEFVL (- wrhiw)| > <SVT b2
By a similar reasoning, one obtains for all ¢ > 1 the bound
3 d
<H( 5¢§,v5¢5) SVT'

Hence, in view of the previous three displays and the almost sure convergence
from (193)—(194), we deduce from Vitali’s theorem that for all ¢ > 1 as h — 0

(o (=t ste)

<H Vi (-, wthdw) — Vi (-,w)

L2(31)>

1

2q q
> -0, (202)
L?(B1)

—V5¢§T(7 CU)

2q %
. 2
- > —0 (203)

L2(By)

Arguing inductively over the linearization order finally ensures (190) and (191). O

APPENDIX C. CORRECTOR BOUNDS FOR HIGHER-ORDER LINEARIZATIONS:
PROOFS FOR THE BASE CASES

C.1. Proof of Proposition 6 (Estimates for localized homogenization correctors
of the nonlinear problem). The corrector estimates (45) hold true by a combination
of [18, Proof of Lemma 24, Lemma 26, Estimate (99)]. The small-scale annealed
Schauder estimate (47) is in turn already established by Lemma 23.

For a proof of (46a) and (46b), consider a perturbation dw € C!,_ (R R™) with
[[0w]oollL2(re)y < oo. Differentiating the defining equation (44a) for the localized
homogenization corrector with respect to the parameter field in the direction of dw

yields (cf. the first step in the proof of Lemma 26)
1
F0¢ = V- (0eA4) (@, £V )Vadg =V - (0A)(w, E4+V ¢ )ow

T
with (2%, VoY) € L*(RLRxRY). Due to &4Vl € L2, (RGRY) as well as

uloc

—1
V(%—V . a?’*v> (%f—i—v : g) € L?(R%;RY) (the latter being a consequence of

the energy estimate), the random field defined by

Gl = ((awA)(w,ngwa))*v(%—v : ag"*v)fl (%erV : g) (204)
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satisfies [G{ || € L*(R%R™). Hence, by the usual duality argument we may com-

pute (with ag’* denoting the transpose of the uniformly elliptic and bounded coef-
ficient field (9 A)(w,E+Ve{))

[o-vodt ~ [ 1700t

- /(awA)(w@Jrv(;sET)aw : v(%—v : ag”f*v)_l (%Hv : g).

This proves (46a) in terms of the random field Gg defined by (204). The asserted
integrability of GgT will be a consequence of the subsequent argument.
From the previous display, it follows by duality in L‘Z,>, the stationarity of the

localized homogenization corrector qb?, and Holder’s inequality that

(S

v(l v T**v>_1(1Ff+v F>’2(4)>m
X<Fi‘ifil>/ (v(F-v < T ! ‘

1
avaq

% aVag
) < CXlervaln) ™

For large enough gy € [1,00), we may then apply the annealed Calderén—Zygmund
estimate from (T8) to infer from the previous display that

/(o) Ty

avag | aves Ff
< C{[|e+90T |[3afmy) T sup /<\ (Fg. =)

<H € HL2(B1)> (a1 VT
The sensitivity estimate (46b) now follows from the corrector estimates (45). Note
that the asserted integrability of G? is also a consequence of the previous display.
Finally, for a proof of (46¢) denote by GgT’T the random fields defined by (204),
however with (g, f) replaced by (g,, f-). Note also that the definition (204) even
makes sense for merely square integrable pairs (g, f). Hence, since the right hand
side of the definition (204) depends linearly on the data (g, f), applying the estimate
from the previous display in terms of the difference G?’rngT thus yields together

Vv
(1)

N %
><%>*.

with an application of Holder’s inequality with respect to (%, 2q-1)

(S (e T) s [ ((raman SRR

Sq/<‘(9—gr)7 (f\;%r))r@q)><2“.

This, of course, shows (46¢) and thus concludes the proof of Proposition 6. O

C.2. Estimates for differences of localized homogenization correctors of
the nonlinear problem. We next turn to a result which provides a proof of the
base case for the induction in the proof of Lemma 16.

Lemma 27 (Estimates for differences of localized homogenization correctors of the
nonlinear problem). Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2), and (A3)
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of Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption & be in
place. Let T € [1,00) and M > 0 be fived. For any vector & € R et

(ji V6! ) € Lo (R RXRY)

denote the unique solution of the localized corrector problem (44a). For any unit
vector e € R? and any |h| < 1, the difference of localized homogenization correctors
¢§T+he — (bgT then satisfies the following estimates:

e There exist constants C = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M) and C" = C'(d, A\, A, Clog, )
such that for all |£] < M, all g € [1,00), and all compactly supported and square-
integrable f,g we have corrector estimates for differences

2q % , 5

<‘/g- (Vo ine—Vei) > < C*q*¢ Ih\z/\g
1 20\ 3 :

<‘ / =f (D ine—0%) > < C*¢* |n?

(%2 o —ver)|

e Fizp € (2,00), and let g € (),5 L?(RY; ?";) be a compactly supported and
LP(R¥)-valued random field. Then there exists a random field Gghe satisfy-
ing [GEL .l € Nz 2%LQ(]RCI R™), and which is related to g via ¢, . —¢¢

in the sense that, P-almost surely, it holds for all Sw € C} (R%R™) with
[[[6w]ooll L2 (ray < 00

)

(205)

1
< 02q2c/|h\2.

L?(By )>

/ g-V(0diin—00f) = / Gipe dw. (206a)

There exists qo = qo(d, A\, A) € (1,00) such that for any k € (0, 1], there then
exist constants C' = C(d,\, A, Csg, Creg, M, 1, K) and C" = C'(d, \, A, Clog,n)
such that for all |£] < M and all q € [1,00) the random field G?,h,e gives rise to
a sensitivity estimate for differences of correctors

a\ ¢ / ava —va
<‘ /( |G he|> > Sc2q20 |h|2 sup /<‘Fg|2( KO *>( RO)*.
Bi(x) =1

(F2ax )=
(206b)
If (9r)r>1 denotes a sequence in (), L?(R% L ) of compactly supported and
LP(R%)-valued random fields, denote by Gg,:’e, r 2 1 the random field associated
to gr, 7 > 1, in the sense of the condition (206a). Let g be an L} (R%)-valued
random field such that g, — g asr — o0 in ﬂq21 L?(RY; L?_q>). Then there exists
a random field GZh,e with

[G5 hoe Gg A e] — 0 asr — 0o in ﬂ quL2(Rd R"™), (206¢)

q>1

and the limit random field is subject to the sensitivity estimate (206b).
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o There exists a = a(d,\,A) € (0,n), C = C(d,\, A, Csg, Creg,n, M) as well as
C' = C"(d, \, A, Cleg,m) such that for all [§] < M, and all q € [1,00) we have a

T
small-scale annealed Schauder estimate of the form

(IVein—Voi|

2q

1 ’
2 )t < O AP, (207)

Proof. The estimates (205) follow from a combination of the qualitative differ-
entiability result [18, Lemma 27] with [18, Proof of Lemma 28, Lemma 30, Esti-
mate (100)]. Note that these results are even available under the weaker small-scale
regularity condition (R) from Assumption 3 as we still have annealed Hoélder reg-
ularity of the linearized coefficient fields (0¢A)(w,§ + V¢§T) at our disposal, see
Lemma 24. For a proof of the remaining assertions, note that the equation for the
difference of localized correctors is given by

F (6T~ 0F) ~ V- { A, €4V6L, ) — Alw, 64767}
= =V {AW &4V ne) = Alw, E+ Vo pethe) ).

By means of (A2), from Assumption 1, we may express the equation for the differ-
ence in equivalent form as follows:

1 1
F 6= D) = ([ 0c) 4590+ 151060 ) (V. — Vo)

1
=_V. / (0 A)(w, E4+V oLy po+she) ds he.
0

The coefficient in the equation of the previous display is uniformly elliptic and
bounded with respect to the constants (A, A) from Assumption 1, and by means of
Lemma 24 Holder continuous with an annealed estimate for the associated Holder
norm of the form (T7). In particular, applying the local Schauder estimate (T5)
to the equation from the previous display in combination with the corrector esti-
mates (47) and (205) implies the small-scale annealed Schauder estimate (207) for
differences of localized correctors.

The remaining assertions (206a)—(206¢) follow by an argument similar to the
proof of (46a)—(46¢), which in view of the right hand side term in the equation
for the difference ¢’?+he*¢’5T in particular relies on the already established ingredi-
ents (46a)—(46¢). Details are left to the interested reader. O

C.3. Differentiability of localized homogenization correctors of the non-
linear problem. The base case of the induction in the proof of Lemma 17 is
covered by the following result.

Lemma 28 (Differentiability of localized homogenization correctors of the non-
linear problem). Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2) and (A3) of
Assumption 1, (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2, and (R) of Assumption 3 be in
place. Let T € [1,00) and M > 0 be fized. For any & € R? let ¢f € Hy, (RY) resp.
QS?,Q € HL . (R?) denote the unique solutions of the problems (44a) resp. (49a), and
let qET resp. qge denote the associated fluzes from (44b) resp. (49d).

For any unit vector e € R? and any |h| < 1, the first-order Taylor expansion
of localized homogenization correctors ¢§T+he*¢§T*¢£eh then satisfies the following
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estimate: there exists a constant C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg, Clog,n, M) such that for
all |¢] < M it holds
T T T 1|2 214
<||V¢§+he_v¢£ _V¢E=€h||L2(Bl)> < C7h". (208)
In particular, the map & — VquT is Fréchet differentiable with values in the Fréchet
(RY). Finally, we also have the estimate

[(afine) = (ad) — (afem)|” < O, (209)

Proof. For a proof of (208), we start by computing the equation for the first-
order Taylor expansion of localized homogenization correctors ¢5T+h@—¢gT—¢£@h~

Abbreviating a? = (0:A4)(w, §+V¢ET) and adding zero yields

space L<_>L2

loc

%(¢€T+h6_¢g_¢£eh) =V ag (Viine— Vi Vg h)
=-V. {(65A)(w7£+V¢Z)V¢5T+he - A(w,§+he+v¢g+he)}
+ V- {(0eA) @, 6+ V) VT — Afw, 64V 6T}
— V- (0 A)(w, E+V 0T )eh.

Adding zero again, we may rewrite the equation from the previous display in the
following equivalent form

3
1
T (OEine—0L 0L h) =V - af (VoL —VO{ Vi ) ==V > Ri  (210)
i=1
with the divergence form right hand side terms given by
Ry i= —{ Aw, E+he+VoT) — A(w, E+V6T) — (9 A) (w, €+ Jeh |

Ry := Aw,E+het Vo) — Aw, E+het Vo )
— (OcA)(w, E+he+V oL ) (Vo — Vi )

Ry i= —{ (0 A)(w, £+V6L) = (9eA) (w, E+he+V D)) (VL = VoLin,) }-

As a consequence of the weighted energy estimate (T3) applied to equation (210)
as well as stationarity we then obtain

3
(IV0Erne=VIE =VoLhl 125, < C° D (I1Rill2(s,,)
i=1

Observe that by means of (A2)( from Assumption 1 we may express the right hand
side terms of (210) as follows:

1
Ry = — / {(agA)(w,§+V¢§T+sh6) - (3§A)(w7§+v¢g)}eh ds,
0
1
Ry = / {(55A)(w,§+he+sv¢?+(l—s)v¢g+he) (B A)(w, E+hetV ¢5T)}
0
x <v¢g - v¢g+he> d87

1
Ry — /O (B3 A) (w, E+V T +she) [eh © (VT — VOE, )]
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The previous two displays in combination with (A2); from Assumption 1, the cor-
rector estimates for differences (205), and Holder’s inequality then imply the as-
serted estimate (208).

For a proof of (209), observe first that because of stationarity and Jensen’s
inequality we obtain

2 2
|<q£T+he> - <Qg> - <‘J§eh>| < <Hq£T+he - CI&T - Qg€h||L2(Bl)>'

Moreover, by definition (44b) resp. (49d) of the fluxes we have

3
Gine = @ — dhh = al (VoEne—VoE —Voi ) =Y Ri.
i=1

Hence, the above reasoning for the proof of (208) together with the estimate (208)
itself then entails the estimate (209). This concludes the proof of Lemma 28. [

C.4. Limit passage in massive approximation of the nonlinear corrector
problem. We finally formulate the result covering the base case of the induction
in the proof of Lemma 19.

Lemma 29 (Limit passage in massive approximation of the nonlinear corrector

problem). Let the requirements and notation of (A1), (A2)y and (A8)y of Assump-

tion 1, as well as (P1) and (P2) of Assumption 2 be in place. Let T € [1,00) be

fized. For any given vector & € R? let gf)gT € H&IOC(Rd) denote the unique solution
of (44a), and let qg denote the associated fluz from (44b).

There exists C' = C(d, A\, A, Csg, Creg, Crog, M) such that for all [§] < M it holds
p2(VT)

<HV¢§T - v¢gH2L2(Bl)> = CQT~ (211)

In particular, the sequence (V(bg)Te[l’x,) is Cauchy in L<_>L2

loc

(R?) (with respect to

the strong topology). The limit gives rise to the unique homogenization corrector of
the nonlinear PDE in the sense of Definition 3. Finally, it holds

2
(log —ae") =0 (212)
with the limiting flux g¢ defined in (29b).

Proof. For a proof of the error estimate (211), we first note that

1
g @3 =00) = ([ @ed) e sV +(1-9) V0] ) ds) (V6T Vo) = g

As a consequence of the weighted energy estimate (T3) applied to equation of the
previous display, stationarity, smuggling in a spatial average of qbg over By, and
Poincaré’s inequality, we thus get

1
(IVoF" =V lia(m,) < C* 516 172 m1))

< LAV Iaco) + (| f, o[

By the same argument as the one for (43), we obtain (| f5 ¢f %) < C?u2(VT).
Hence, exploiting in addition the corrector estimate (45) we may deduce from the
previous display the desired bound (211). It then follows from [18, Lemma 33] that
the corresponding limit yields the unique homogenization corrector of the nonlinear
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PDE in the sense of Definition 3. Finally, the estimate (212) is a consequence of
stationarity, Jensen’s inequality, and the strong convergence of ngb? to Ve in the

space L%_>L120C(]Rd). O
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