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1 F

ARGTUE [4] DFEFRITOWTEIAT 5. ¥E{E (homogenizaton) & FB/Ne 5+ L ~ULT IR 7%
W& Z R OBUANIC D 2 TTOKR E L A — LT ORI Z R 2 METH 2. HTRIIE AN
T PRMD HFERGHOPTTEZLNTER[6]. HlZ1E, a: R — RT %2 CT LT 1 DRI
UCRZEZERBHFIHE T 5. ¢ > 013 UTUTNOMMEM S /K

{_% (a (%) %UE(I)) —0 (inD)
= f (on OUT)

Dffus i e — +0 2 LT, a znzLl RO AR

{% (a(%u(x)) =0 (in0U)
u=f (on OU)

DIFE u ITPERT 2 2 e BN T WD, RO e 2/hS {55 e TRHEBA TR EIZ
BB, H—bah, ZRUT Lo THRD EBUREROM Oy TEROMIIUEST 2 2 v 2198
LR, B a DT VX LTH2 e EOGE(LOFT Z2E 2 2 7 BHHERMGEIL (stochastic
homogenizaton) T 2. ¥EICE T 2RO FHMIHHET 2 X 512, HERIPIELTIET V&
LMEE o WCE S O — REERICET 5. HERNIGELOFTEH, Tla— FIEIZOWTE
R R FH 2 A E L7z & Z I u® D u NDUBROE S I OWTERNZFHG 2152 2 & 2 HigC
T 2 EERERMIYEIL (quantitative stochastic homogenization) DIFFEIEHEEAICITHA T
5. WZiE[11, 10, 8,9, 3,1, 2. ZALDWFEICEWTIZT ¥ X LF 8 a: R — R H—i5iEM
Y27 TIRARZERDPHRTH o7, Thbb, 5 1>0, A <ocolZDWVT

@ ={a: N <€ a@)E <Al (VEeRand ae. z € RY)} (1.1)
Rl SHIAZERD MR TH - 7. ARTIE [4] KESWTRBO—IEM % 550 7 £ T DRERM
BB OWTERNFHMI G 5N 2 02N 5.
2 BE
WFATH] A € RXIZH LT |A| 2 ADEHIEZE VT3, TRhbE

Al= sup  |Ag/= sup |- Agl
EERY |¢|=1 ECRY, [¢]=1

BARZER Q %2 R 6% A X d x d DIEEBITHINDEB/RD 55, [l TH Y LUFDRMAZIS
bODEEL TS,

*E-mail: aya.tomohiro.42z@st.kyoto-u.ac.jp

33



34

o (RATHFME) (EROBFREE U C RUICOWTU NS ZHTT.

ess sup [a(z)| + ess sup |a(z) | < cc. (2.1)
zelU zelU

Borel 86 U C RUEICH LT, o-MER Fy 2L ROBEBROETEREINS o- LKL T 5.
{al—> / e;-a(z)ejo(z)dr 1 i,j € {1,2,...,d}, ¢ € CEC(U)} .
JRra

Fu l3fffla o U TOERERT. F = Fpa T 5. y € RITDWT shift operator T, : Q —
% (Tya)(z) = alr+y) TEDD. Ty : F = FIZOWTH T, (A) ={Tya:ac A} TEDS.
& U,V CR! Ol doo (U, V) ZAFTED 5.

doo (U, V) := inf {||u —V]|oo = max |u; —v;| :u € Uv € V}.
1<i<d

P ZRIIZER (Q, F) EofERNEY U, #ifHEE E TEL. o-INEK A C FizonwT, Anfjllk
TR S B 2EME L2(A) T 5. HERZER (Q, F,P) ICEFE M L g — RESHIG
FTBLURD 2 DDREEHT.

o (Z%translation TOEHE) (TED 2 € 24 ¥ A€ FIZOWTLLRPKILT 5.
P[A] = P[T, A]. (2.2)

e (maximal correlation D —kR7ZIHD) r € (0,1) ZEET 3. doo(U,V) > 1 Zifilz THEED
Borel #£5 U,V C REIZOWTLURAHALT 3.

Cov|f, g]
p(Fu,Fy)i= sup ———7 "> <. (2.3)
fec?(ry) Var[f]'/2Var[g]t/2
geL>(Fv)

p(AB)IZ 20D oMLK A L BOWBDEAWERLEETHD, p(A4,B)=0THIhITAL B
I3MNZTH %, p 3 strong mixing condition ZXKFTEHD 1D LT [7] T o TED, RN
B ARTITE RAFHE . L THIORETH 2 [11] IcBV Tl a— REQRE AV ST,
A5 Lipschitz 3 U € R IZDWT AU), AU) ZLURITEHKT 5.
A(U):=esssup sup &-a(x)E,
z€U  geRd,|¢|=1
AU) = eszseiUnf &ERidr,lé\:lf -a(z)&.
AU), AU) FHERU TORK a DRE S DIMES KTRKIERZ L THERLKTH S, FFASR
P BLURD LT 5.
0 < AU) < AU) < oo. (2.4)
JRFTE R (2.1), EEM (2.2), Taa—FE(2.3) OERMRZT I YR aGORle LTS Y
REF v H—R— B ToN3. D7V XLLGERYEME D1 OMGRITLICXYD, %
DILITWA 2R U THNZI DA 7 MR AR 2 REQTHI D HT o 7T b 5. TURRNIZIE, R
SEFAT IR R A{b(2)} oz &, BB S EEMETHNNDEHRR 51— a, € R 2HET 2,
cors, FvxsGal) R R™ 2 FED 22 L xe[-1/2,1/2)41TD0T

a(x) = ab<z)

TEDIR LROREETNTHT. 7YX LF 2y H—R— FIZBOT, |ayo)| $ [ayg| HESR
ZREe L COIEERTHZ, THOLBIIED C < 00 iZDWT

P | [ayo)| + |2y gyl > C| >0

ZHiTIHATBNT, EED (1.1) ORI E & 2 WERIC R 5.



3 FER

[4 2B 3 FRERE BN R X F, 20 R AR o MAURM Y iERIc BT 5
HERHBEAL O EEIFHIC OV TN DTH 5. WAL A Dg = (-1/2,1/2)¢ FicBIF 3
BB L U2 DWATHIDIERIZE ) L L DIRKEI G RIGHBLER CTHEHEREERSL. DL X,
2 ORI AR5 TR HE 2 078 & ERERIT L OIURD L — L5351 3 & b 2 ik
72 DOHBLLROFLITH 5. LUFDFIRTIZ Dirichlet BEF ST ORI P RIS BT %
HERMPIGEAIC DOV TN S,

EHE 3.1 (A [4]) i 2 OfCERMLTETH. FHB, v e (3,000 30< 5+ 2 <5 ZiMiTET
%, PUR N3 M OFEERGET 5.

E [exp (A([o)?)] +E [exp (MTo) )] < M.

ZO¥ &, HR Lipschitz FRU C 0o, §>0,a € (§+1,1), pe (0,4)1200T, UF#iliz
TR a & EE ¢ = c(d,r, B,v, M,U,8,0,p) >0, C = C(d,r, 8,7, M,U,d,a,p) < oo DIEAE
m&%ﬁo) ce (0,1, f € WhH(U) L IR ORI R
~V-.a <2> Vit =0 (inU), u=f (ondU),
~V-aVu=0 (inU), u=Ff (ondU),

DB u e [+ HID) 20T, W RORERDHIT 3
E [Hu - u£H’£2(U ] S CIVFllparsr exp ( c(—loge)'™ 3a> .

Z DFERIE ue D u NDIPTRDH XA exp (fc (—log 5)1_3“) W o 7o BRI R L — bR X
NTwa7ed, ERINEFMRTHELEFX 5.

A TR B RO M PRI 57 /7 B X 0 8 mIRER RIS EALIC DO W T DA TIIYE & LT [5]
DFET 5. 2O T |9 OFEZIFAEITURBACIHRLTE D, Zra— FEOREE LT
spectral gap FEXEZREL TV 5.

o (spectral gap £5FX) RIDHE (D} & f€0,1), C=C(d) < co I FEIMiTT LT 3.
diam D < (dist D + 1)” < C diam D

ZDrE, VX LY ad spectral gap FERZERZT 21X, EBC PHFELT, (LED
o(a)-AIHI7RHERZE X (a) IZDOWTUA RO RERDILT 528 205,

> (/25 ]

D
ST Z D X 5 7% Poincaré D7 7 = Ve AEX Pz b a— M LTRE LM TH 5
A3, AWFSE Tl maximal correlation p D—HkRIRD D HH & BIFHli 215 TW5. £, |5 T
BEED 2 e RECOWT a() & a(- + x) DEDAMEZRRE L TWED, AFETIEZERLD b5
W Ze-translation TOE D & 8 BRI ZSTWV 2

0X (a)
Ja

E|[(X(a) ~E[X(a)))’] <CE

4 Subadditive argument

Z OHITTIEEH 3.1 DRIV FIRICOWTHIAT . 2] DFIEEIFERALIIRT 2, HAL
f191% I1d ¥ Rid T %0 YA X dxdDIEEMITHD S 2EEG LOPIETFES < 2R TED 5.

A<B & RO pecRIZOVTp-(B-A)p>0.
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B 5 Lipschitz #IK U ¥ p € REIHR LT u(U,p) ZLURTERT 5.

w(U,p) = inf ][ =Vuv-aVo. (4.1)

vEp-xz+HL(U

U LT (24) BALT 5728, wU,p) DEFRAOGNIRIMEERD, VNIRZ2EEDveEp o+
HYU)E—BWEES. ZOvko(,Up) €p-x+ HYU) EXT. v(-,Up) EUTOHERDG
72 5,

—-V-aVu(,U,p)=0 (inU), v(-,Up) =1, (ondU).
IR BRI (AR CTBAT S £512U =0, = (—33",33") TERX 3) BT 2w
RO v(-, Ty, p) COWTURETA, (-, O, p) TELLT 5 T ¥ TROFIRB kOIS
HCONRZE2 2 e B RENR)TE 725, wU, p) ZELNOMWE Zifi7 3

BB 4.1, u(U,p) B R i3

o (XA TORME) NU)d < a(U) < AU)Id B XELU R 272 T IEEEITH] a(U) DIEE
T 5.
2u(U,p) =p-a(U)p

o (HIMEM) U, Us,... .Uy CRIZUDHHET S, ZOL ELIRDHLT 5.

o~ |Ui]
u@@gghamwm
=1

BHIMEMEZ, &4 OFIKT O minimizer v(-, U;, p) ZHED &b®72B80% (U, p) DER L LR
5 TRENS.

d
Oy = (53 59") ET B B (22) 12D & (BT, 0oy O
PEDMES
E[ﬂ(Dn+lap)] < 37 Z E[U(z + D717p)] = E[#(Dmp)]
ze{-37,0,3n}4

X o TLURIZ & D homogenized coefficient a € R¥*? 2 EFKTE 5.
p-ap:= lim 2E[u(Cy,p)] = lim p-Ela(0,)]p

20 ald vt ORI v D7 T TRERORBUC—KT 2 Z e PHI6ATW3. ERNRE
RBE/ZDF a,) ©a~ONKOEX ZFHiT 20688 H 5. —HEMAEOREDD 2T
a([,) D a~OICKDME ZFHE L7235 DA 2] 1875, FRBEIEGFICT 212H72 DD T a((l,)
D aOIROHX, BXa(d,) ODPCRDOMEX ¥ M TER OO D# X ¥ OREfRZE N
ZRENDHD. Fiz, PO XS a ZHHABDBINOMRTER L7720, a D Fh o 0qHlid
PN BEDD 5.

[2] CEASNZHDOLIMERZIET 2. AU) :={uec HY(U): -V - (aVu) =0 (in U)} &
T %. B Lipschitz #H U & p,q € R LT u(U,p) ZLLRTERT 5.

1
1«(U,q) :== sup <][ ——Vu-aVu+q- Vu) (4.2)
weA() \Ju 2

J(U,p,q) :== pn(U,p) + p(U,q) —p-q

v(-,Up)€l,+Hy(U) &Y p= £, Vu(,Up) THZD, (4.2)v(-,U,p)ec AU) % test 5
T J OFANERNS. TRODBIEED p,q e REIOVWTURILT 5.

J(U,p,q) > 0.
W 4.2. 1. (U.p) BEU J(U.p.q) BT T



o (B THOERE) AU < a,(U) <a(U) < AU)Id B XL R 272§ 1IEEHETH a, (U)
DIET 5.
2.(U,q) = q-a.(U) g

° (%bu?ﬁ‘lﬁ) U17U2,.. UN - Rd U 0)/\i”t—§_6. Dk %D{‘Fiﬁﬁiﬁj—é

J(U.p.q Z ||U| Ui,p.q

a,(U) <a(U) ik J oEaE»roEons. J DAL EFEELS, a D R 5 0FHliZE 2.
fRE 4.3. E[A(Oo)], E[A(o) 1] < 00 72 51, homogenized coefficient a (& EZEITHITH H AR
27z 3

EA o)™ 1d < a < E[A(Tp)]ld

Proof. £ & OFHIZOWTE {E[w(0,, p)] b nen DHEIFHDEL a(U) < AU)Id ST EIDIES.
p-ap <E[p-a(l)p| <p-E[A(D)]p.

T2 oDz R~T. w(U,q) = J(U,0,q) DHENEEE EHEED S {E[p (O, )] tnen D BT
PEDMES.
E[ﬂ* (Dn+17 Q)] < 37¢ Z E[/u’(z + Uy, Q)} = E[H*(Dna Q)]
ze{—3n,0,37}d

XoTJ(U,p,q) DIEMEMEE D LURARALT 5.

2E[p(On, p)] = 2p - ¢ — 2E[p.(Oy, q)]
> 2p-q — 2E[1.(Co, q)]
>2p-q—ENDo) gl
— EA(Qo) " ¥ LIS, % nizoWwC FREIS 2 ¥ TRENS. O

a,(U) <a(l) <AUNdTHD b, B C(d) < oo BMHEL, EEOXFMTYI a e REY
B Lipschitz S8 U 128 L CTLL R OFHfiA AL S 5.

Wl

la(U) - a&| + [a.(U) — & < CA(U)? sup (J(U,p,5p))

ZORERDP S, J(O,,p,ap) D 0 NDIKDOEX 2S5 Z &2 |a(d,) —a| % |a.(0,) —a] D
PORDOM X %2R 2 Z L ICB B ER 5.
BRI DIFE TR 2T T 2 7 DICA T OMREZEAT 5.

EE 4.4. L < oo ZREIET 3. IEMEFEBINDOM ({0,}, {M,}) D5, S0 = My = 17522 {6, } DS HAIR
Do { M,y DHERER D OAFED n € NIZOWTA R EWZ T Z, ({6}, {M,}) & suppressive
(HIERY) TH % LK,

E [/\ ()72 4 A(0) : I (@) < 6.} ULA(Tn) > Mn}] < Le ™

suppressive AN OEIZ KT 5. B,y > 0 ZIEE Lzt 212, LUNEHTZ S M < oo BMAHET
5735,
E [exp (A([o)?)] +E [exp (MTo) )] < M.

ZDYE, B > 1/8, 4 > 1/yIonT, UTROBIDOM ({6,}, {M,}) 7 suppressive ¥ 722
L(8,7, M, ,7) < oo IMFIET 5.

6p:=(n+1)"" and M, :=n+1)"". (4.3)
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J(O,,p,a) DERNIZFHEZ 15 2 72 D0 BEEZ
E[‘](Dn+17p7 ép)] < Cn (E[‘](Dnvp7 ﬁp)] - ]E[J(Dn+17p7 ﬁp)]) (44)

DIEARDAEREGZ 2 TH L. ZORFREHDIBUNOTLLURD X 3 7 7 1 il 215 2
Ze KB,

n—1

- 1 -
s < I (1 g5 ) B0 Copa)

SR (4.4) OFMIETES 2 L FHE LV, &, = E[a;1(0,)] ' &

Tn = Sup (E[ ( ns Dy q )]_ [ ( n+17p,q)])
P.q€B1

Z DTS 5.

#HRE 4.5. ({0,}, {M,.}) % suppressive ZEHNE T2, ZDL %, 2 r==kr(d) >0, C=C(d,L)<
co MIFHELT, {TEDpe By, n € NIZOW T NOARERDKALT 3.

E[J(On,p,a,p)] < C 53+1 (e—"”m + Z 3—n(n—m)7-m> (4.5)

m=0

i 4.5 DEEIHICIE maximal correlation O —HR7ZEA (2.3) 225 multiscale Poincarée 751X (|2,
Proposition 1.12. and Lemma 1.13.]) & Caccioppoli MERZHEHT 2 Z L THHN 5. (4.5) D a
DR Z THKTTET BH5 (M, 71+1/O'n+1) 1% Caccioppoli AERUTHR T 5.

##78 4.6 (Caccioppoli AFN).  we HY(U) U TOHERX
V- (aVu) =0 (in O,41)
ZiilzdTed5H. 2O E, U2 TER C=C(d) < co BMFET 5.

AO,)? 1 ][ 2
Vul? <0 —=2F2 u— (u
][Eln‘ "= A(Opy1)? 320 Dn+1| (W)o,.

72, Caccioppoli FERIE L2/ )V LADFHD 72, p(0,,p) & fDn [Vo(, O, p)|? & 2ZEHT
LREDBH D, ZOMPET (4.1)1T&D A(Dn)/)\([]n) DRI LTHIN%. Caccioppoli AERD
B (A(Ong1) /AOng)) EADET (Myyyq /5n+1) TiMiizh 3.

(4.3) &0, A(Qo)  A(Lo) ~ ! ITHEEUW L FIRE M EDI B 2 72 513 suppressive 7&@(?' LT
Re L2 eptks. 20BHEADEHD +MTDE SN2 %61, [[hZ, (1-1/Ck*) <
Cexp (—cn'=3%) Kb, #4555 a(@,) ® a ~OPCRDH X D ili 2145

IR A7, B, € (3,00] 120 < %% < % BT YT 5, WFRMZTER M < 0o DEET 5

CIRET .

E [exp (A(DO)B)] +E [exp (A(0p) )] < M.
Deds. cors, [EHOn e NIEoWTU FORERDRTS 2 M o =
>0, C=C(d,B,vy,a, M) < co BMFET 5.

a € (% +%
(d, B, 0, M)
E [|5 — a(Dn)|2] < Cexp (—en' %)

B®RiZ a(d,) D a NOPCRDE X 2 uf D u NDPCROE X (27 S8 5. WEREK Q(n) 22U
NTERT 2.
2

n=

ze3mzanll,

23 (n— m)( (n—m)d Z |a(z+Dm)él)



EHMEE Holder DAEFARED, TEDn e NIKOWTE [|5 - a(Dn)F] < Cexp (—en! %) 251%
1

E [Q(n)?] < Cexp (—en'=3) 23S, HEoT, uf —u % Qn) CAHMIIF 5 2 L BRI S, H -
JNLELUNTERT 5.

HUHE’I(U) = sup {][qu cve HY(U), vl g2y < 1}.

#IDIT, ﬁﬂ@zﬂm Bif &t p-a 2B 2 0(-,0,,p) D p-x NOYRIZOWTHEZ 5. Vo(,0,,p)
DIYUNHE H LA AERAGTELE S OB FOMEI% .
8 4.8. LD ne N pe B KOWVWTHURD 2 DDOANEFEXD KLY 2 EH C = C(d) BFAE

T5.

2 A(Dn) 2n 1
. —pll% <(C——=

)
et 1y £ (S5 ) e (Afmf) ) oo
0

—R DK U € Oy HHREM fIi2o0WTE, U, = {z € U : dist(z,0U) > r} DWW T cutoff
Ra%E

C
0<n <1, n=1(n0ly), 7 =0(nU\U,), \V ne| < r_k

TED, v % v(-, 0, p) ZHWT
d
W) = u(o) + 2 0) 3 0n) () (0 (2,Tmves) — - (2)
=1
TEMT 5 Z e T RO %135,
EIR 4.9. URZMi7ET a>0, A< oco DIFEZRIET 5.
ald < a < Ald. (4.6)

U C Oy 25 Lipschitz B3, § >0 35%. 2O ZE, UNEHZTERDb=b(d,a,A,U,5) >0,
C=C(d,a,A,U,5) < co DFAET 5.

e€(0,1], fe W2 T LTn e N% Oy C e, iz TN Y L, v, ue f+HHU)
2RO oyt e 5 5.

-V a()Vu =0 (in0),
—V-aVu=0 (inU),
IO E, EED r € (0,1) IZDOWTLU R T 5.

(on 9U)

=/
f (on 9U)

AO,) +1
W vaHLQH

(%
1 A % AD?+ 1)} 3
(ot (220 s+<< S) +r)aer)

aDIFFFED S A(D,) R MNO,) M En K E L 8B L oo ITHT 5. L L, FIZIZAD,) =
sup.eq, A(z+0o) D7, AD )?3 MO,) L& 3 MDA R MR E DI KT H 5. XoC,
A(Og) = MOo)~ M icHERUIN AT R MED AU A(D,) ° A(,) " DFEMD order V& 4n ODZIHN
FETHE. Lo TEH (3.1) DIREDD £ T, (4.7) RiCBIF 2K AD,) R ANO,) " DFERLD
HNHE Cexp (—en!=3Y) T Qn) PUNKFT 27280, u —u DUTRDOHE D Cexp (—c(—loge)'—3)
TAHETE 5. 7z, (4.6) DIGER, (4.3) XDAOLT 5. T XS BFIC XD EH (3.1) 2185
ZeHHKS.

lu — w2y < C
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