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Abstract. We present a concrete family of fractals, which we call the
(two-dimensional) thin scale irregular Sierpiriski gaskets and each of
which is equipped with a canonical strongly local regular symmetric
Dirichlet form. We prove that any fractal K in this family satisfies the full
off-diagonal heat kernel estimates with some space-time scale function
Uk and the singularity of the associated energy measures with respect to
the canonical volume measure (uniform distribution) on K, and also that
the decay rate of 72Uk (r) to 0 as r | 0 can be made arbitrarily slow by
suitable choices of K. These results together support the energy measure
singularity dichotomy conjecture [Ann. Probab. 48 (2020), no. 6, 2920—
2951, Conjecture 2.15] stating that, if the full off-diagonal heat kernel
estimates with space-time scale function ¥ satisfying lim, o 7 2 (r) = 0
hold for a strongly local regular symmetric Dirichlet space with complete
metric, then the associated energy measures are singular with respect to
the reference measure of the Dirichlet space.
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1 Introduction

This paper is a follow-up of the author’s recent joint work [26] with Mathav
Murugan on singularity of energy measures associated with a strongly local
regular symmetric Dirichlet space (K, d, m, &, F) satisfying full off-diagonal heat
kernel estimates. The E-energy measure pi(,y of u € F is a Borel measure on K
which plays, in the theory of regular symmetric Dirichlet forms as presented in
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[17,13], the same roles as the classical energy integral measure |Vu|? dr on RY.
It is defined for u € F N L>®(K,m) as the unique Borel measure on K such that

/deu<u> = E(u, fu) — %E(uQ,f) for any f € FNC.(K), (1.1)

where C.(K) denotes the space of R-valued continuous functions on K with
compact supports, and then for u € F by fu(yy(A) := limp 00 f((—n)v(urn)) (4)
for each Borel subset A of K see [17, Theorem 1.4.2-(ii),(iii), (3.2.13), (3.2.14)
and (3.2.15)] for the details of this definition.

The main results of [26] concern the singularity and the absolute continuity
of the £-energy measures i,y with respect to the reference measure m. While
[y is easily identified as (Vu, Vu), dm(z) if € = [ (V-, V), dm(z) for some
linear differential operator V satisfying the Leibniz rule and some measurable
field (-,-), of non-negative definite symmetric bilinear forms, there is no simple
expression of p(,) and the nature of ji(,) is a deep mystery when K is a frac-
tal. The question of whether p, is singular with respect to m is probably the
most fundamental one toward better understanding of 1,y in such cases, had
been answered affirmatively for essentially all known examples of self-similar
Dirichlet forms on self-similar fractals in [30,31,11,23,24], but had been studied
only under the assumption of exact self-similarity until [26]. As the main results
of [26], it has been now proved that the £-energy measures fi(,) are singular
or absolutely continuous with respect to m according to whether the behav-
ior of the associated heat kernel p;(x,y) in infinitesimal scale is “sufficiently
sub-Gaussian” or “Gaussian”, as stated in the following theorem. Recall that
a family {p}+c(0,00) Of [—00, 00]-valued Borel measurable functions on K x K
is called a heat kernel of (K,d,m,E,F) if and only if the symmetric Marko-
vian semigroup {7} }+e(0,00) ON L?(K,m) associated with (€, F) is expressed as
Touw = [ pe(-,y)uly) dm(y) m-a.e. for any t € (0,00) and any u € L*(K,m).
We set diam(K, d) := sup,, ,cx d(z,y) and Ba(z,r) :={y € K | d(z,y) <r} for
(xz,r) € K x (0,00).

Theorem 1.1 (A simplification of [26, Theorem 2.13]). Let (K,d,m, &, F)
be a metric measure Dirichlet space, i.e., a strongly local reqular symmetric
Dirichlet space with (K,d) complete and K containing at least two elements, so
that diam (K, d) € (0,00]. Let ¥: [0,00) — [0, 00) be a homeomorphism satisfying

Bo B1
R Y(R R
ey’ <r> < W((r)) <cg (r) for any r, R € (0,00) withr <R  (1.2)
for some cg, Bo, 1 € [1,00) with 1 < By < f1, and define Py : [0,00) — [0,00) by
Dy (8) 1= SUP,¢(0,00)(8/7 = 1/W(r)). Suppose further that (K,d, m,E,F) satisfies
the full off-diagonal heat kernel estimates fHKE(¥), i.e., that there exist a heat
kernel {pi}ie(o,00) of (K,d,m,E,F) and cy,ca,c3,cq4 € (0,00) such that

c1exp(—cotPy (d(z,y)/t)) cs exp(—cqtPy (d(z,y)/t))
m(Ba(z, 7= 1(t))) m(Bg(z,w=1(t)))

S pt(%y) S

fHKE(?)

for m-a.e. x,y € K for each t € (0,00). Then the following hold:
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(1) (HKE(¥) with “sufficiently sub-Gaussian” ¥ implies singularity) If

2
lim inf lim inf M

A—00 rl0 W(’I“) - 07 (13)

then puy is singular with respect to m for any u € F.
(2) (fHKE(?) with “Gaussian” ¥ implies absolute continuity) If

v
lim sup (;) >0, (1.4)
rl0 T
then m(A) = 0 if and only if sup, ¢ x p(u) (A) = 0 for each Borel subset A of
K, thus in particular e, is absolutely continuous with respect to m for any
u € F, and there exist r1 € (0,diam(K,d)) and c5 € [1,00) such that

cstr? <W(r) < csr? for any r € (0,71). (1.5)

Remark 1.2. Let ¥: [0,00) — [0,00) be a homeomorphism satisfying (1.2) for
some ¢y, By, 1 € [1,00) with 1 < By < 31, and let (K,d, m,&,F) be a metric
measure Dirichlet space satisfying fHKE(W).

(1) It is known that in this situation (K, d, m, &, F) satisfies the assumptions of
[26, Theorem 2.13], namely VD, PI(¥), CS(¥) and the chain condition for
(K,d). Indeed, VD follows in the same way as [8, Proof of Lemma 5.1-(i)] by
integrating the lower inequality in fHKE (%) on By(z, 2@ ~1(t)) with respect
to m and applying the upper bound on @y (R, t) := tPy(R/t) in [20, (5.13)],
(1.2) and the inequality de(Lw,l(t))pt(m,y) dm(y) < [ pe(z,y) dm(y) <1
for m-a.e. x € K. Then VD and fHKE (%) imply PI(¥) and CS(¥) by the
results in [6,7,1,19] as summarized in [32, Theorem 3.2] and [26, Theorem 2.8
and Remark 2.9], and fHKE(?) also implies the chain condition for (K, d)
by [33, Theorem 2.11].

(2) If Wy: [0,00) — [0,00) is a homeomorphism and Wo(r)/¥(r) € [cy*, o] for
any r € (0,00) for some ¢ € [1,00), then (K,d,m,E, F) satisfies THKE(¥).
Indeed, this is immediate from fHKE(¥?), VD, which is implied by fHKE(¥%)
as noted in (1) above, and the elementary observation based on (1.2) that
Dy, (8)/Py(s) € [(cocW)fﬁ, (cocwﬁ] for any s € (0, 00).

Note that, if ¥(r) = r? for any r € [0, 00) for some 3 € (1, 00), then &(s) =
5_%(5 — 1)5131%1 for any s € [0, 00), so that fHKE (%) with this ¥ is the typical
form of heat kernel estimates known to hold widely; see, e.g., [36,37,35,18] and
references therein for the studies on the case of 3 = 2 and [10,29,16,4,5] for known
results with 8 > 2 for self-similar fractals. For this class of ¥, the classification
by (1.3) and (1.4) gives a complete dichotomy between 8 > 2 and S < 2, with
the latter identified further as 8 = 2 by (1.5). On the other hand, (1.3) and (1.4)
do not give a complete classification of general ¥ since there are examples of ¥,
like ¥(r) = r%/log(e — 1 + 1), satisfying (1.2) but neither (1.3) nor (1.4), and
it is not clear under fHKE(¥) with such ¥ whether the £-energy measures fi(,)
are singular or absolutely continuous with respect to the reference measure m.
In view of Theorem 1.1, one might expect the following conjecture to hold.
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Conjecture 1.3 (Energy measure singularity dichotomy; a simplifica-
tion of [26, Conjecture 2.15]). Theorem 1.1-(1) with (1.3) replaced by

lim e(r)

=0 1.6
rl0 r2 ( )

(fHKE(¥) with “however weakly sub-Gaussian” ¥ implies singularity) holds.

As announced already in [26, Remark 2.14], this paper is aimed at giving a
clear evidence that Conjecture 1.3 should be true, by presenting concrete ex-
amples of metric measure Dirichlet spaces satisfying both the singularity of the
energy measures and fHKE(?) for some ¥, whose decay rate at 0 can be made
arbitrarily close to r2. Their state spaces are certain fractals, which we call the
(two-dimensional) thin scale irreqular Sierpiriski gaskets (see Figure 2 below),
obtained by modifying the construction of the scale irregular (or homogeneous
random) Sierpiniski gaskets studied in [21,9,22] (see also [28, Chapter 24]) so
as to make them look very much like one-dimensional frames in infinitesimal
scale. An arbitrarily slow decay rate of ¥(r)/r? as r | 0 can be then realized by
choosing suitably the parameters defining the fractal to make its infinitesimal
geometry arbitrarily close to being one-dimensional, which is an idea suggested
to the author by Martin T. Barlow in [3]. An important point here is to allow
infinitely many patterns of cell subdivisions to be present in the construction of
the fractal, in contrast to that of the usual scale irregular Sierpinski gaskets con-
sidered in [21,9,22,28], each of which involves only finitely many patterns of cell
subdivisions and typically falls within the scope of Theorem 1.1-(1) as illustrated
in [26, Section 5]. We remark that the singularity of the energy measures has
been proved also in [25] for a class of (two-dimensional) spatially inhomogeneous
Sierpiniski gaskets, which typically do not satisfy the volume doubling property
VD and are thereby beyond the scope of [26, Theorem 2.13].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define the thin
scale irregular Sierpinski gaskets and construct the canonical Dirichlet forms
(resistance forms) on them, and we verify in Section 3 that they satisfy fHKE (%)
with ¥ explicit in terms of their defining parameters (Theorem 3.3). In Section 4
we prove the singularity of the energy measures for the canonical Dirichlet form
on any thin scale irregular Sierpinski gasket (Theorem 4.3), and Section 5 is
devoted to stating and proving our last main result that an arbitrarily slow
decay rate of ¥(r)/r? can be realized by some thin scale irregular Sierpiniski
gasket (Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 5.2).

Notation. In this paper, we adopt the following notation and conventions.

(1) The symbols C and D for set inclusion allow the case of the equality.

(2) N:={n€Z|n>0}ie,0¢N.

(3) The cardinality (the number of elements) of a set A is denoted by #A.

(4) We set a Vb := max{a,b}, a Ab:= min{a,b}, at :==aV0,a” = —(aN0)
and |a] := max{n € Z | n < a} for a,b € R, and we use the same notation
also for R-valued functions and equivalence classes of them. All numerical
functions in this paper are assumed to be [—o0, co]-valued.
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(5) The Euclidean inner product and norm on R? are denoted by (,-) and | - |,
respectively.

(6) Let K be a non-empty set. We define idx: K — K by idg(x) :=z, 14 =
15 e RE for A C K by 14(z) =15 (z) == {3;12; ;ﬁ: set 1 =15 =11,y
for € K and ||ul[sup := ||||sup,x = sup,ex |u(x)| for u: K — R.

(7) Let K be a topological space. We set C(K) := {u € R | u is continuous},
and the closure of K \u~1(0) in K is denoted by supp [u] for each u € C(K).
The Borel o-algebra of K is denoted by B(K).

(8) Let (K,d) be a metric space. We set By(z,r) :={y € K | d(z,y) < r} for
(z,7) € K x (0,00).

(9) Let (K,B) be a measurable space and let u,r be measures on (K,B). We
write ¥ < g and v L p to mean that v is absolutely continuous and singular,
respectively, with respect to pu.

2 The examples: Thin scale irregular Sierpinski gaskets

In this section, we introduce the (two-dimensional) thin scale irregular Sierpiriski
gaskets, and construct the canonical Dirichlet forms (resistance forms) on them
by applying the standard method developed in [27, Chapters 2 and 3]. We closely
follow [26, Section 5] for the presentation of this section.

To start with, the thin scale irregular Sierpinski gaskets are defined as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Thin scale irregular Sierpiniski gasket). Let o, q1, g2 € R?
satisfy |g; — gx| = 1 for any j, k € {0,1,2} with j # k, so that the convex hull A
of Vo := {qo,q1,¢2} in R? is a closed equilateral triangle with side length 1. For
each I € N\ {1,2,3,4}, we set

S:= {(in,i2) € NU{OD)? [ia +ip S LT inip(l =1 —ia —ip) =0}, (21)

and for each i = (i1,ia) € Sy set ¢\ := qo + Eizl(ik/l)(% — qo) and define
fliR? - R? by fl(z) == g} +17 (z—qo). Let I = (1,)5%; € (N\{1,2,3,4})N, set
Wk =TIn_, Si, forn e NU{0}, W= WL, |w|:=nand fl, := fli o-- 0
ln forn € NU{0} and w = wy ... w, € W}, where W} is defined as the singleton

Wy n’
{0} of the empty word ) and f} := idg2. Noting that {{J,,cy f,llU(A)}ZO:O is a
strictly decreasing sequence of non-empty compact subsets of A, we define the

Figure 1. The level-l (self-similar) thin Sierpinski gaskets K' (I = 5,6,7,8)
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Figure 2. A level-l thin scale irregular Sierpinski gasket K* (I = (5,7,6,12,...))

(two-dimensional) level-l thin scale irreqular Sierpiriski gasket K' as the non-
empty compact subset of A given by

K= U o) (2.2)

n=0weW}

(see Figure 2), and set K}, := K'N fL(A) and FY := fL|, 1w for w € W, where
1k = (lyy1)22, for k € NU{0}. We also set V! := UweW}l 1L (Vo) for n € NU{0}
and V! := o2, ViL, so that Vi = Vp, {V}}}52, is a strictly increasing sequence
of finite subsets of K!, and V! is dense in K.

In particular, for each I € N\{1,2, 3,4} we let {; := (1)22; denote the constant
sequence with value [, set K' := K% and V;! ;= VIt for n € NU {0}, and call K'
the (two-dimensional) level-l thin Sierpinski gasket, which is exactly self-similar

in the sense that K! = Uies, LK) (see Figure 1 and, e.g., [27, Section 1.1]).

We fix an arbitrary I = (1,)%2, € (N\ {1,2,3,4}) in the rest of this section.
The following proposition is immediate from Definition 2.1.
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Proposition 2.2. (1) Let w = wy... Wy, v = v1...0, € W\ {0} satisfy
wy, # vy for some k € {1,... |w| A |v]}. Then #(K!, N K!) <1 and

fo(D) N fu(D) = Ky N KL = Fiy (Vo) N FL (Vo). (2.3)
w(Kl‘m) = K for anyw € W}
(3) Vi = Upewr FL(V) and VE = U, e FL(VEY) for any n,k € NU{0}.

7

(2) K' = Uwew: K}, for anyn € NU{0}, and F!

In exactly the same way as in [21,9,22] (see also [28, Part 4]), we can define
a canonical strongly local regular symmetric Dirichlet space (K!,d;, my, £, F)
over K!. First, the metric d; on K! is defined as follows.

Definition 2.3. We define d;: K' x K' — [0, 00] by

di(z,y) == inf{lp2(7) | v: [0,1] = K*, 7 is continuous, v(0) = z, y(1) =y},

(2.4)
where (g2 (7) denotes the Euclidean length of v, i.e., the total variation of the R2-
valued map 7 with respect to the Euclidean norm | -|. We also set L}, := 1y ---1,

(LY :=1) for n € NU{0}.

Proposition 2.4. d; is a metric on K, and it is geodesic, i.e., for any x,y €
K' there exists v: [0,1] — K such that v(0) = z, v(1) = y and di(y(s),7(t)) =
|s — t|di(z,y) for any s,t € [0,1]. Moreover,

|z —y| < di(z,y) < 6|z —y| for any z,y € K. (2.5)

Proof. This proof is similar to [9, Proof of Lemma 2.4], but some additional
argument is required to take care of the possible unboundedness of I = (1,,)5° ;.
It is immediate from (2.4) that |z — y| < di(z,y) < oo for any =,y € K
and thereby that d; is a metric on K', which is also geodesic by [12, Proposi-
tion 2.5.19]; indeed, the infimum in (2.4) is easily seen to be attained for each
x,y € K, by choosing a sequence {7, }>2; of continuous maps as in (2.4) with
limy, 00 lr2 (vn) = di(z,y), reparameterizing them by arc length on the basis
of [12, Proposition 2.5.9], and applying to them the Arzela—Ascoli theorem [12,
Theorem 2.5.14] and the lower semi-continuity [12, Proposition 2.3.4-(iv)] of {g2
with respect to pointwise convergence.

Thus it remains to prove the upper inequality in (2.5) for any z,y € K! with
x # y. First, for any w € W! and any x € K}, we easily see that

< 3,-2% 3 1= 243 d(lyn 3
pdmae di(Fy(ge) ) < B e
T n=|w|+1 n ] *lwl+1 |w]
(2.6)

from which it further follows that for any j, k € {0,1,2} with j # k,

d(FL(qr), ) < 5|(z — F(qr), exj)l; (2.7)

where e ; := ¢; — qr. Now let z,y € K' satisfy x # y and set ng := min{n €
N | {z,y} ¢ K}, for any w € W}}, so that z,y € K}, for a unique w € W},

no—l
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by Proposition 2.2-(1). If K},; N K}, # 0 for some i,,i, € S, with z € K},
and y € Kfm , then i, # iy by the definition of no, ¢z,y = Fl; (qx) = qu”y( )

for the unique element g, , of Kfmz N Kfm»y and some j, k € {0,1,2} with j # k
by Proposition 2.2-(1), and from (2.7) we obtain

di(z,y) < di(, Gzy) + di(Gz,y, Y)
<5 — Guys erg) + 5(qey — Yser ) = 5[(x —y,exj)| < 5l —yl.

On the other hand, if K!; N Kfuiy = 0 for any iy,i, € S, with z € K., and
Kl

wz’

then setting

. eN there exists {ix };_o C Si,, such that z € Kl ,ye KL,
L and K!;, NKL, #0forany ke {l,...,n} '
we have 2 < n; < 3ln0—5 LY Jdi(z, )< +(n1—1)+2 —n1+2§%ln by
(2.6), \%Lfmbc yl = (3ln, —1) [4n1], and thus di(z,y)/|z —y| < —O <6. O
Next, the canonical volume measure m; on K is defined as follows.
Definition 2.5. We define m; as the unique Borel measure on K such that
K! = f wt 2.8
m(KL) =~ for any we W, (28)

w]
where MY = (#S),) -+ (#S1,,) = [1i—,(3lk — 3) (M} :=1) for n € NU{0}.

The measure m; can be considered as the “uniform distribution on K. Its
uniqueness stated in Definition 2.5 is immediate from the Dynkin class theorem
(see, e.g., [15, Appendixes, Theorem 4.2]). It is also easily seen to be obtained
as my = ([[07, unif(Sy,)) (7' (+)), where unif(S;,) denotes the uniform distri-
bution on S, , [[,~, unif(S;,) their product probability measure on [[°2, S,

(see, e.g., [14, Theorem 8.2.2] for its unique existence) and m: [[2, S, — K
the continuous surjection given by {m((w,)31)} = Nney KL, o -

Now we turn to the construction of the canonical Dirichlet form (resistance
form) (€', F) on K!, which is achieved by taking the “inductive limit” of a
certain canonical sequence of discrete Dirichlet forms on the finite sets {V!}°°
via the standard method presented in [27, Chapters 2 and 3] (see also [2, Sections
6 and 7]). The whole construction is based on the following definition and lemma.

Definition 2.6. Recalling that V! = Vj, we define a non-negative definite sym-
metric bilinear form £9: RY x RY — R on R% = RY by

Jim 5 O () — u(@)vle) @), woeRY, (29)

and set ry == (214 §)~! for each I € N\ {1,2,3,4}.
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The value of r; is specifically chosen in order for the following lemma to hold.

Lemma 2.7. Let | € N\ {1,2,3,4}. Then for any u € R",

min{z E%(vo Filvy,vo Flv,)

€S

vE ]val, vy, = u} =7r&%u,u).  (2.10)

Proof. This is immediate from a direct calculation using the A-Y transform
(see, e.g., [27, Lemma 2.1.15]). O

We would like to define a bilinear form &5 on RV for each n € N as the sum
of the copies of (2.9) on {F},(Vy)}wew: and then to take their limit as n — oo,

which is enabled by introducing the scaling factors R! suggested by Lemma 2.7
as in the following definition.

Definition 2.8. For each n € NU {0}, we define a non-negative definite sym-
metric bilinear form £47: RVa x RV — R on RV» by
1
Euw) = o Y EuoFhly.voFhly),  uve RV,  (2.11)
" wew}t
where R =7y, --or, = [Tis (Ble + §)7' (R :=1), so that 40 = £°.

Proposition 2.9. The sequence {E47}5°  of forms is compatible, i.e., for any
n,k € NU{0} and any u € RV,

min{€l7”+k(v,v) |ve RVTLLH, vlye = u} = EL (u, ). (2.12)
Proof. This is immediate from an induction on k based on Lemma 2.7. ad

Proposition 2.9 allows us to take the “inductive limit” of {£4"}%2 | as in the
following definition. Note that {E-" (ulyt, uly:)}nzg C [0,00) is non-decreasing

by (2.12) and hence has a limit in [0, co] for any u € RY-.

Definition 2.10. We define a linear subspace F; of RY* and a non-negative
definite symmetric bilinear form &': F; x F; — R on F; by

Fi = {u eR% | lim EV" (uly, ulye) < oo}7 (2.13)
n— 00 " "
E(u,v) := lim EY"(ulyi,v|vi) €ER, w,v € F. (2.14)
n— 00 " "

Then applying [27, Lemma 2.2.2, Proposition 2.2.4, Lemma 2.2.5 and Theorem
2.2.6] on the basis of Proposition 2.9, we obtain the following proposition. See
[27, Definition 2.3.1] or [28, Definition 3.1] for the notion of resistance forms.

Proposition 2.11. (£, F;) is a resistance form on V!, i.e., the following hold:

(RF1) {u e Fi | E(u,u) =0} = Rly..
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RF2) (Fi/Rly1,EY) is a Hilbert space.

RF3) {uly |ue F}=RY for any non-empty finite subset V of V}.
)
)

_ 2
RF4) Rgi(z,y) := sup{|u($(c/,)l(ul;()y)| u € JT'.[\R]].V*L} < oo for any z,y € VL.

RF5) ut Al e F and E(ut Alut A1) < EYu,u) for any u € F.

(
(
(
(
Moreover, Rgi: VEx VY — [0,00) is a metric on V!, called the resistance metric
of (€Y, F), and for any v € Fy and any z,y € V%,

u(z) = u(y)* < Rer(z,y)€' (u,u). (2.15)

Recalling Proposition 2.2-(3), we also see from the above construction that
the following (non-exact) self-similarity of (£!, 7;) holds.

Proposition 2.12. Let n € NU{0}. Then

Fi = {UERV*l

uo F,l,J|V*m € Fyn for any w € W} }, (2.16)

1 n
Sl(u,v)zR—l Z gt (ququ|V*zn,voFuV*Ln) for any u,v € Fy.  (2.17)

" wew}l
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 2.2-(3) and (2.11) that for each n, k € NU{0},
1 n
EVntF (y,v) = =8 Z gk (uo F1lu|v,g"»v o Ffu|vkm) for any u,v € RV"LLH,
" wewl
which together with (2.13) and (2.14) immediately yields (2.16) and (2.17). O
Lemma 2.13. For any w € W} and any x,y € V*l‘w‘,
Rei(Fl(z), F(y)) < R}y Raul (2,). (2.18)
Proof. This is immediate from Proposition 2.12 and Proposition 2.11-(RF4). O
Later we will use the following definition and proposition several times.

Definition 2.14. Let h € R and n € NU {0}. We say that h is £'-harmonic
off V! if and only if h € F; and

£4(h, h) = min{€"(v,v) | v € Fi, vlys = hlyi},

2.19
or equivalently, E'(h,v) =0 for any v € F; with vlyr = 0. (2.19)

h is E-harmonic off V!}, which is a linear subspace

We set Hyp = {h € RV
of ]:[.

Proposition 2.15. Let n € NU{0}. Then for each h € RV, the following four
conditions (1), (2), (3) and (4) are equivalent to each other and imply (5) below:

(1) h € Hip.
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(2) Eer;M,L;Hdl(w,y):l(h(y)_h(x» =0 foranyk € N and anyx € V!, \VL.
(3) he Fi and gl(h, h) = gl’n(h|VTzL, h|V$)-

(4) ho Ffu|v*w € Hyn o for any w € WL,

(5) (Maximum principle) For any w € W} and any x € FL(V!"),

i h(q) <h < h(q). 2.20
i LCELEEE s @

w

Also, for each u € RV« there exists a unique hi(u) € Hip with hly(u)lye = u,

L . . ) .
and the map ht : RV» — Hin is a linear isomorphism.

Proof. The assertions for k!, and the equivalence of (1), (2) and (3) follow from
Proposition 2.9, [27, Lemma 2.2.2] and (2.11). Moreover, noting that " (u,u) >
E%(uly,, uly,) for any u € Fyn, we easily see from (2.16), (2.17) and (2.11) that
(3) holds if and only if ko Fl|ym € Fn and € (h o Fl|yun, ho FLlym) =
E%h o FLly,,h o FLly,) for any w € W], which is equivalent to (4) by the
equivalence of (3) and (1) with h o Ff[yu,1",0 in place of h,I,n. Lastly, (4)
implies (5) by [27, Lemma 2.2.3] applied to h o F},|yun for each w € W}. O

Note that at this stage the domain J; of £ is only a linear subspace of
RV , unlike that of a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(K! m;), which is
a linear subspace of L?(K',m;) including a dense subalgebra of (C(KY), || - ||sup)-
As the last step of the construction of the canonical Dirichlet form on K!, we
now fill this gap by proving that idy.: (VL dilyixve) = (VE, Rgi) is uniformly
continuous with uniformly continuous inverse and consequently that each u € F
uniquely extends to an element of C(K') by virtue of (2.15).

Proposition 2.16. For any z,y € V! and any n € N, the following hold:

(1) If di(w,y) < 1/L}, then Rei(z,y) < 4R},
(2) If Rei(x,y) < §RY,, then dy(x,y) < 3/LL,.

In particular, Rei uniquely extends to Rgr € C(K!' x KY), Rei is a metric on K!
compatible with the original (Euclidean) topology of K, and ((Kl7 Rg1), idv*z) is
the completion of (V!, Ret).

Proof. We essentially follow [28, Chapter 22], but the possible unboundedness
of l = (1,,)22, requires some additional care. First, since

Rev(47,a¢) = (min{€°(u,u) | w € B, u(gy) = 1, u(ar) = 0}) " = 2

for any j,k € {0,1,2} with j # k by [27, (2.2.3) and Lemma 2.2.5], it follows
from Lemma 2.13 that for any w € W! and any j,k € {0,1,2},

Rex (FL(a7), F{ay) < 5B, (221)
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Recalling that Rg: is a metric on V! as stated in Proposition 2.11, we easily see
from (2.21) and the triangle inequality for Re: that for any x € V},
f: n=5 2 =5+, 82

<
2 1
§l1+,

max R
reforay E (gr @

<2, (2.22)
which together with Lemma 2.13 further implies that for any w € W} and any
ze FLVEh),
!
ker{r})axz} Ret(F(qr), ) < 2Ry, (2.23)
To see (1) and (2), let z,y € V!, n € N, choose w € W} so that z € K, and
set A= {ve WL | K\, NKL#0} and Uy, 4, := Uvea,, ., K!. Tt holds that

. 3
if y € Unw, then  dy(z,y) < 7 and Rei(z,y) < 4RL  (2.24)

n

by (2.3), the triangle inequality for d; and Rg:i, (2.6) and (2.23). On the other
hand, if y & U, ., then clearly d;(z,y) > 1/L}, by (2.3) and (2.4), and recalling
Proposition 2.15 and setting hy, ., = hil(]lFi(VO)), we have hp | (viny = 1,
hn,w FL(VI™) = 0 for any v € W7lz \An,wa gl(hnvw, hn,w) = gl’n(]lpi(vo), ﬂFqﬁ,(Vo))’
and therefore

_ 2 1pt 1
Rei(x,y) > [, “2( z) hn w(y)| - 1 =—2 " > o
& ( n,aw hn w) & ’n(]lFfu(Vo)v]qulﬂ(Vo)) #An,w -1 6

by Proposition 2.11-(RF4), (2.11), (2.9), Proposition 2.2-(1) and #A,, ., < 4. It
follows that, if either dy(xz,y) < 1/L% or Rei(z,y) < ¢RL, then y € U, 4, hence
di(z,y) < 3/LL and Rei(z,y) < 4R! by (2.24), proving (1) and (2), which in
turn immediately imply the existence and the stated properties of Rg:. a

Definition 2.17. Throughout the rest of this paper, we identify F; with the
linear subspace of C(K!) given by

{u€C(K") |uly: € Fi} = {u € C(K ’ lim £ (ulyy, ulyy) < oo} (2.25)

through the mapping u ~ uly:, which is a linear isomorphism from (2.25) to F;

since each u € F; uniquely extends to an element of C(K') by Proposition 2.16
and (2.15). The pair (€%, F;) is then called the canonical resistance form on K'.

Theorem 2.18. (1) (€Y, F;) is a resistance form on K' with resistance metric
Rgui, which is hereafter denoted as Rgu for simplicity of the notation.

(2) (€Y, ) is regular, i.e., Fy is a dense subalgebra of (C(KY), || - [lsup)-

(3) (€Y, 7)) is strongly local, i.e., E(u,v) = 0 for any u,v € F; that satisfy
suppg[u — al gi] Nsuppg[v] = O for some a € R.

Proof. (1) follows from Propositions 2.11, 2.16, Definition 2.17, [27, Lemma 2.3.9
and Theorem 2.3.10], (2) from (1), the compactness of (K!, R¢i), [28, Corollary
6.4 and Lemma 6.5, and (3) from 1z € Fy, E' (11, 1) =0 and (2.17). O
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Remark 2.19. (1) To be explicit, Theorem 2.18-(1) means the following:
Proposition 2.11-(RF1),(RF2),(RF3),(RF5) with K in place of V! hold and
Rei(x,y) = sup{|u(z) — u(y)|?/EX(u,u) | u € I\ R} for any z,y € K*.

(2) Under the conventions introduced in Definition 2.17 and Theorem 2.18-(1),
we easily get the following, which we will utilize below without further notice:
— (2.15) for any u € F; and any x,y € K!;

— Proposition 2.12 with C(K*), F!, in place of RV*I,FMV*LM
— Lemma 2.13 with K¥"' in place of V*l‘w‘;
— Proposition 2.15 with C(K*), F!, K! in place of RV*L,FMV*W,FLZU(VJR);
— Proposition 2.16-(1),(2) for any z,y € K! and any n € N;
(2.23) for any w € W} and any = € K!,.

Finally, we can now consider (£!, 7;) as an irreducible, strongly local, regular
symmetric Dirichlet form over K! as follows. See [17, Sections 1.1 and 1.6] or
[13, Sections 1.1, 1.3 and 2.1] for the definitions of the relevant notions.
Theorem 2.20. Let i1 be a Radon measure on K* with full support, i.e., a Borel
measure on K' with p(K') < oo and p(KL) > 0 for any w € W}. Then (€%, F)
is an irreducible, strongly local regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L*(K', u).
Proof. Since C(K')is dense in L2(K!, 1) by [34, Theorem 3.14], F; is also dense in
L?(KY, i) by Theorem 2.18-(2), and then (£, F7) is a regular symmetric Dirichlet
form on L?(K!, ;1) by Proposition 2.11-(RF2), (2.15), Proposition 2.11-(RF5)

and Theorem 2.18-(2), strongly local by Theorem 2.18-(3), and irreducible by
Proposition 2.11-(RF1) and [13, Theorem 2.1.11]. O

3 Space-time scale function ¥, and fHKE(%;)

In this section, we continue to fix an arbitrary I = (1,,)%; € (N\ {1,2,3,4})",
define a space-time scale function ¥; explicitly in terms of I = (1,,)22 ;, and show
that (K, dy, my, Y, F) satisfies fHKE (). First, ¥ is defined in a way analogous
to [26, (5.11)] for the usual scale irregular Sierpiriski gaskets but modified so as to
take the “asymptotically one-dimensional” nature of K* into account, as follows.

Definition 3.1. We define a homeomorphism ¥;: [0, 00) — [0, 00) by

Ty (s) ?Z( o 1/;_111]31[@1 ( i 1 1‘;))

—1/L
AR+ _ 57 pt - pl
(7, D e - 0)
1 3, —4, 2.-%

= TrLL<1+ L1 (L;s 1)) <1+ L1 (Ly,s —1) (3.1)
for n € Nand s € [I/LL,1/L}_,] and W;(s) := sP0 for s € {0} U[1,00), where
TL = ML/RL = (#8, /1) -~ (#S1, /r,) = [Tj_, (212 5lk 3) (T :=1) and

(2,

Bro = infpen B, with B := log;(#5,/r1) = log;(21* — 31 — %) € (2,2 + log; 2)
for I € N\ {1,2,3,4}; note that {3;}7°, is strictly decreasmg and converges to
2. We also set ;1 := max,en f1,,, so that 2 < B0 < B1,1 < 85 < 2+ logs 2.

n?
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Lemma 3.2. ¥; satisfies (1.2) with cy =81, Bo = Pi,o and B1 = Bi1.

Proof. Let r, R € (0, 00) satisfy 7 < R. If r > 1, then ¥;(R) /¥ (r) = (R/r) 0 <
(R/r)Pur. Next, if r, R € [L/LL,1/LL_,] for some n € N, then we easily see from
(3.1), 1 < Lir < ILR <1, and Ip» "2 =2 — 3171 — 112 < 2 that

1/R\?° 2,5 (R\"" 2/R\> _ Ww(R) 9/R\> _ 9/R\™
“(= < 2P (2 <Z(Z) < < (=) <Z(Z) .
9\ r 9 r “9\r /) T @(r) T 2\r/) T 2\r
(3.2)
Lastly, if » < 1 and no such n € N exists, then we can choose j, k € NU{0} with
j < ksothat r € [1/L} ,1/L}) and R € [1/L%,1/L% ), where 1/L* | := oo,
and by (3.1) and the definitions of 80 and ;1 we have

o= 11 5= 1< [G) ™ (7))

n=j+1 In n=j+1

which together with (3.2) and the equality

W(R) _ w(1/L}) B/L)) (R
@y (r) By(r) W(1/LL) w(1/Lh)

immediately yields (1.2) for ¥; with ¢y = 81, By = fio and 51 = (i1 O
The main result of this section is the following theorem.
Theorem 3.3. (K, d;,my, £, Fy) satisfies THKE ().

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.3. We will
conclude it from [28, Theorem 15.10] by proving that (K, dy, my, &L, F;) satisfies
the conditions (DM1), , and (DM2),, , defined in [28, Definition 15.9-(3),(4)],
which are the central assumptions in [28, Theorem 15.10]. A similar argument
is given in [28, Chapter 24] for a large class of scale irregular Sierpinski gaskets,
but the possible unboundedness of I = (I,,)22; requires some additional care.

The core of the proof of Theorem 3.3 is to establish the following proposition,
which is an extension of (the proof of) Proposition 2.16 to the case where n € N,
ke {l,...,0,} and either di(z,y) < k/L, or Rei(z,y) < {5kRE.

Definition 3.4. Let n € N and w € W}. For each k € {0,...,1,}, we define

A { - there exists {vW}*_ c W} such that v(®) = w,}
naw -— Y n

v® =vand K!;  \NK! #0foranyj e {1,... k}
(3.3)
(An w:={w}) and Uk = Uy e K!, so that 2k +1 < #Agﬂ, < (6k) V 1.

Proposition 3.5. Letn € N, we W}, x € K}, and k€ {1,...,1,}.

(1) Ify € U, then dy(z,y) < (k +2)/LY, and Rei(x,y) < (3k + 1) R!
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(2) Ify e K'\ Uyﬂ,, then dy(z,y) > k/LY, and Rei(z,y) > kR,
(3) Bay(z,k/LY) € UK, € By, (x, (k +2)/LY).

(4) Bry (2, f3kRE) C Uikl C Br, (2, 3k + §)RL).

Proof. (1) is immediate from (2.3), the triangle inequality for d; and Rg:, (2.6),
(2.21) and (2.23). To see (2), assume that y ¢ U,(lkt)u For dy(x,y), by Proposition
2.4 we can take v: [0,1] — K! such that v(0) = z, v(1) = y and di(y(s),v(¢t)) =
|s — t|di(z,y) for any s,t € [0,1], and it then follows from (2.3) and y ¢ Uy(lkl)u
that #(y~1(V}) N (0,1)) > k + 1, which yields dy(x,y) = lr2(y) > k/LL. For
Rgi(x,y), recalling Proposition 2.15, define u € RV~ by

1 if 2 € KL = U,
u(z):={1—4 ifje{l,....k} and z € UY% \ UYL, (3.4)
0 if 2 € K1\ U

for each z € V! and set hslkzu := Rl (u), so that Sl(hgfzu,h%%) = &b (u,u),
hE{“L\KiU =1, hﬁl’fm,q = 0 for any v eW,’l\AﬁL’“L, and u(FL(Vp)) C {I—j%I7 1—%
forany j € {1,...,k}andany v € Aﬁf,L,\ASf,;”. Then combining these properties

with Proposition 2.11-(RF4), (2.11), (2.9) and #AS“,L, < 6k, we obtain

R () — hE) ()2 1 1p2 R kR
Rf,'l (1'7 y) 2 | : (x)k - (y)| == 1 Z 2 ~ 2 Rn 9
VR, hiE)) gbn(u,u) = pA®), 1T 12

which proves (2). Lastly, we also get (3) and (4) since the conjunction of (3) and
(4) is clearly equivalent to that of (1) and (2). O

As an easy consequence of Proposition 3.5, we further obtain the following
proposition, which contains (DM2),, ; as defined in [28, Definition 15.9-(4)].

Proposition 3.6. Let v,y € K!, s € (0,00), n€ N and k € {2,...,1,}.
(1) If s € [(k = 1)/Lb, b/ LL], then

1 k2 9 k2 7 k
8 s < 2 L (B <6 :
ST S l(s)_2T}L an 36 ﬁ_ml( a,(2,8)) <6 7 (3.5)
whereas if s € [1,3], then 1 < ¥(s) < 14 and 1—72 < my(Bg,(x,s)) < 1.
Lo [
48kR" < Rei(z,y) < gkRn, (3.6)

whereas di(x,y) < 3, Rgr(x,y) < 4, and if di(x,y) > 1 then Rgi(x,y) > ﬁ.
(3) If x # y, then

Wl(dl (LC, y))
my (Bdl ($7dl($»y)))

Yi(di(z,y))

6~ my (de (ac,dl(x,y)))'

< Rgl (SE,y) < 28

(3.7)
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Proof. (1) Assume that s € [(k—1)/L% k/LL]. By (3.1) and (3.2) we have

(3)

1k 2(k-1)2 2

ST S g~ gt DAR/LL) < (k= 1)/L) -
<W(s) <@ (k/LY) < ng!lfl(l/LﬁL) = g%

For my(Bg,(x, s)), choosing w E Wl so that z € K! | we see from Proposition
3.5-(3), (2.8) and 25 + 1 < #A <6j for j € {1,...,1,} that

#A(k) k
T =0 B9)

n

mi(By, (z,5)) < my(By, (z,k/LL)) < my(UF),) =

and that, provided k > 4,

#AELY J2k=5
My T M

(3.10)

If k € {2, 3}, then choosing v € W}, so that z € K, by Proposition 3.5-(3),

(2.8) and #Ag_”;{lv ) > 20,1 — 3 we get

ml(Bdl(m7S)) 2 ml(Bdl(x7 (/ﬂ—l)/L;)) Z m[(UT(Lﬁ;?’)) B

my (B, (z,5)) > my(Bg, (x,1/L)) = my(Ba, (€, ln1/LY 1))

AL ol -3 71
: ML T Bl —3)ME T 12 M}
(3.11)

(3.8), (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11) together yield (3.5).

On the other hand, if s € [1,3], then ¥(s) = S’B”J € [1,3%] c [1,14] and
1 =my(K") > my(Bg,(z,s)) = my(Bg,(z,1)) > 15 by (3.11) with n = 0.
Assume that dy(z,y) € [(k—1)/LL, k/LY). Then by Proposition 3.5-(3),(4),
it follows from dj(z,y) < k/LY, that Rei(z,y) < (3k+Q)RY < IkRY, from
di(z,y) > (k—1)/L} that Rei(z,y) > &5 (k— 3)Rl > L k‘Rl provided k > 4,
and from dy(z,y) > 1/L} = n+1/Ln+1 that, prov1ded k: € {2 3},

1 e

Rei(z,y) > —(lp1—2)R =

kR!
—Rl 2
12

e 3.12
12 20,1 + & nZ 11 5 312

proving (3.6).

On the other hand, d;(x,y) < 3 by (2.6), Rei(z,y) < 4 by (2.23), and if
di(z,y) > 1 then Rei(z,y) > 137 > 5 by (3.12) with n = 0.

This is immediate from (1) and (2). O

We need the following definition and lemma for the proof of the other con-

dition (DM1),, , required to apply [28, Theorem 15.10].
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Definition 3.7. We define homeomorphisms ¥M, ¥R : [0, 00) — [0, 0) by

1 (s—1/LL)(/ME_, —1/M}) 1 3l, —4
YM(g) — n n - — (1 Its—1
)= g 1/t —1/LL a\tt g, o e D)
s—1/LL)(R._, — RY) 2, — 5

OR(s) = R o L o1 — ) g 3 T e kg 1)) (3.3
forn € Nand s € [1/L4,1/L_ ] and #]M(s) := %% and UR(s) = % for s €
{0} U[1,00), where 3, := infpenlog, #58, and G} := —infuenlog; 1, (note
that {log, #5,}7°- and {log; 1}, are strictly decreasing), so that ¥, = WM@R.
We also set BLMI = maxnen log; #5;, and B}T‘O = —maxuenlog; 7,.

Lemma 3.8. (1) WM satisfies (1.2) with cy = 81, By = ﬁ% and By = B%.
(2) WR satisfies (1.2) with cy =6, By = B{{O and B, = ﬁ{{l.

Proof. These are proved in exactly the same way as Lemma 3.2. a
Finally, (DM1)y, , as defined in [28, Definition 15.9-(3)] is deduced as follows.

Proposition 3.9. Let 2,y € K! and s € (0,3]. Then

1 1
6 1(5) < mu(Ba,(x,5) < 1209 (s), B 1H(s) < 1 (Bay (7, 5)) < 169 (s),
3.14)
2710 (dy (2,y)) < Rer(w,y) < 220 (di(x, y)). (3.15)

In particular, if © # vy, then for any X € (0,1],

6~4NI Wy (dy (2, y)) __ WOdiay) 6 \owy (dy (x, y))
miy(Ba, (x, di(,y))) ~ mu(Ba, (z,Adi(x,y))) ~ mu(Ba (2, di(z,9)))

(3.16)

Proof. fn € N,k € {2,...,1,} and s € [(k—1)/L% kL] then we easily see from

n?
(3.13) that $k/ML < WM(s) < 3k/ML, and if s € [1,3] then ¥Pl(s) = s €
[1, 3085 #55] C [1,6]. These facts, Proposition 3.6-(1) and ¥; = YMPF together
imply (3.14), which in turn in combination with Proposition 3.6-(3) and Lemma
3.8-(2), respectively, yields (3.15) and (3.16) since di(z,y) € [0,3) by (2.6). O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. By Propositions 2.4, 2.16 and Theorem 2.18, (£}, ) is a
strongly local regular resistance form on K! whose resistance metric Rg: gives
the same topology as the geodesic metric d;. We also have (ACC) as defined in
[28, Definition 7.4] by [28, Proposition 7.6], (DM1), 4, by (3.16) and 8, > 0,
and (DM2)y, , by Proposition 3.6-(3). Thus [28, Theorem 15.10, Cases 1 and 2]
are applicable to (K, dy, my, L, F;) and imply that it satisfies fHKE(%;). O
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4 Singularity of the energy measures

As in the previous two sections, we fix an arbitrary I = (1,,)2°; € (N\{1,2,3,4})N
throughout this section. We first recall the definition of the £!-energy measures.

Definition 4.1 (£'-energy measure; [17, (3.2.14)]). Let u € F;. We define
the E-energy measure ,ul<u> of u as the unique Borel measure on K such that

1
| Fduty =€) - 3E ) forany fe Ry (41
Kl
since Fj is a dense subalgebra of (C(K'),| - ||sup) by Theorem 2.18-(2) and
1
0<Eu fru) = 5@ f) < Iflwp€'(wu)  forany fe R (4.2)

by (2.9), (2.11) and (2.14), such ,ul<u> exists and is unique by the Riesz(-Markov—
Kakutani) representation theorem (see, e.g., [34, Theorems 2.14 and 2.18]).

Proposition 2.12 yields the following alternative characterization of ulw.

Proposition 4.2. Let uw € F;. Then /ﬁ<u>({x}) =0 for any v € K'. Moreover,

/ﬁ<u> is the unique Borel measure on K such that

1 w
1oy (K3) = RTE“ (woFLuoFL)  for anywe W' (4.3)

[w]

Proof. Since (£, F;) is a strongly local regular symmetric Dirichlet form on
L?(KY,m;) by Theorem 2.20, the Borel measure ,ul<u> (u=1(+)) on R is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R by [13, Theorem 4.3.8],
and therefore ulw({x}) < ul<u> (u=(u(z))) = 0 for any x € K.

The uniqueness of a Borel measure on K' satisfying (4.3) is immediate from
(2.17) and the Dynkin class theorem (see, e.g., [15, Appendixes, Theorem 4.2]).
To show that ulw has the property (4.3), let n,k € NU {0}, w € W} and
set fr = hiLJrk(]levﬁV;_M), so that Ig < fr < anﬂUUqEFfU(Vo) Bay(a:2/L%, ) by
Proposition 2.15 and (2.6). Then from (4.2), (2.17) and (4.1) we obtain

EV (uo FL uo F) 1
R "R,

1
<€ fu) - 3807 ) = [ fdidy

l l l k—oo 1 l
S M(u) (Kw U UqEFﬁ,(VO) Bdl (q7 2/Ln+k)> I M(u) (Kw)

(6" (wo FL, (few o FL) — 26V ((u2) o FL, fi o L))

and hence £ (uo F',uo F!)/R! < ulw (K!), where the equality necessarily

holds since the sum over w € Wfl of each side of this inequality is equal to
E(u,u) = ph,,y (KY) by (2.17), (2.3), pl,y (V) = 0 and (4.1) with f = 1. O
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The purpose of this section is to prove the following theorem.
Theorem 4.3. ,ul<u> L my for any u € Fy.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.3. First, we
observe that the proof is reduced to the case of u € Uzo:o Hi.n by the following
two lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. Let u € F; and set uy, := b, (uly1) for each n € NU {0} (recall
Proposition 2.15). Then EY(u — wy,u — u,) = E(u,u) — Sl’"(u\vé,uwi) for any
n € NU{0}. In particular, lim, oo E (v — Uy, u — u,) = 0.

Proof. We follow [27, Proof of Lemma 3.2.17]. Let n € NU{0}. Then £ (uy,,u) =
E (up, up) = Sl’”(u|v7§,u|vyzb) by un, € Hin, (2.19) and Proposition 2.15 and thus
ENu— up,u —up) = Eu,u) — 51’”(u|vé,u\w), which converges to 0 as n — 0o
by (2.14). 0

Lemma 4.5. If a Borel measure pi on K, {u,}3°, C F; and u € Fy satisfy
lim,, o0 EH (U — Up,u — u,) = 0 and u%uw L p for any n € N, then ulw 1 op.

Proof. This is a special case of [26, Lemma 3.7-(b)], whose proof works for any
regular symmetric Dirichlet space. ad

To prove that pt,, L my for any h € \J;~, Hin, noting that Hy o C Hya
and recalling Proposition 2.15, in the following lemma we calculate explicitly
the matrix representation of the linear maps RY" > u — hf(u) o F}|y, € R,
i € W} = 8y, which we identify with the linear maps H; o > h+ ho F} € Hirp.

Lemma 4.6. Setl:=1y,a; := %rl = (61+1)71, and for eachi € S let AL denote
the matriz representation of the linear map RV > u +— hi(u) o F}|y, € RV with
respect to the basis (14, 14,,14,) of RV, Then for any k € {2,...,1 — 3},

1 — (6k + 3)a; (6k — 2)a; 5ay
Al(ki)) =|1—(6k+9)a; (6k+4)a; bay |,
1 — (6k + 6)a; (6k + 1)a; 5a;
1 — (6k + 3)a; 5a; (6k — 2)a
Algpy = | 1= (6k +6)a; 5a; (6k + )ay |, (4.4)
1 — (6k +9)a; bay (6k + 4)a
Sa; 1 — (6k + 6)a; (6k + 1)ay
Al(l—l—k,k) = | 5a; 1 — (6k + 3)a; (6k — 2)a;
5a; 1 — (6k + 9)a; (6k + 4)a

Proof. This follows by solving the linear equation in (h(z))ev\v, for h = Y (u)
from Proposition 2.15-(2) with (n, k) = (0,1) under h(q) = u(q) for g € V. O

Our proof that ulw L my for h € |, Hu,n is based on the following fact.
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Theorem 4.7 ([23, Theorem 4.1]). Let (£2,F,P) be a probability space and
let {F,}52 be a non-decreasing sequence of o-algebras in 2 such that | J,— o F»

generates F. Let P be a probability measure on (2, F) such that Py, < P|s, for
any n € NU {0}, and for each n € N define a,, € L*(2,F,,,P|5,) by

ABls,)/dEly,) s
N b v B G LG L S

0 on {d(Pls,_,)/d(Pls,_,) = 0},

so that E[\/ay, | Fn_1] <1 P|g,_,-a.s. by conditional Jensen’s inequality, where
E[- | Fn-1] denotes the conditional expectation given F,_1 with respect to P. If

> (1 -Elan | Fna]) = P-a.s., (4.6)

then P L P.
We will apply Theorem 4.7 under the setting of the following lemma with P = m;.

Lemma 4.8. Set 2 := K!, F := B(K') and let P,ﬁ’ be probability measures

n (2,F) such that P(KL) > 0 for any w € W! and P(V}) = P(V}) = 0.
Set Fpy := {AUUpen(EL\ VY | AC W], ACV!} for each n € NU{0}, so
that {F,}22 is a non-decreasing sequence of o-algebras in 2 by (2.3), U;—o Fn
generates F, and P|ly, < Plg, for any n € NU{0}. Let n € N and define
a, € LY(02,5,,P|5,) by (4.5). Then for each w € WL _,

ElVay, | ?n71}|K{U\V£_1 = zezsl: \/]P’(Kfu) FP(K,) >0, (4.7)
0 if P(KL) =0.

Proof. This follows easily by direct calculations based on (4.5) and (2.3). O

The following proposition is the key step of the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Proposition 4.9. Let k € NU{0}, h € Hy, x € K'\ V], and let w® = (wﬁ)fj’:l
be the element of [[0, S, , unique by (2.3), such that {x} = (oo KL+ .. Let
n € NN[k+2,00) and assume that /Ll<h> (Kl ot ) > 0 and that wy_, E Sln s

where Sp1 = {(i1,12) € Si | 11 Vis € {2,. l—3}} forl e N\ {1,2,3,4}. Then

M?h)(Kt w'f;fli) ml(Kif.“wfifli)< 361

> <0/ ==. (4.8)
o\ o (Blgowr )\ mu(Kle ) 372
Proof. Set v:=wi...w% 5 (v:=0ifn=2)and w:i=wf...w ;| =vw?_;. By

heHii C ’Hl n—2, Proposition 2.15 and (4.3) we have hoFl € Hin—20, hoFfU =
(hoFl)oFl" € Hyno1 g and E%(ho F|v,, ho Fl|v,) = R _ypily,y (KL,) > 0, and
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therefore ho FL (V) = {c—b,c,c+b} for some b, c € R with b > 0 by Lemma 4.6
with 1"~ in place of I applied to i = w®_; € S;, ,1 and u = ho F%|y,. Then we
see from Lemma 4.6 with I"~! in place of l applied to i € S}, 1 and u = ho F\ |y,
that ho FL (Vo) = (ho FL)o FY" " (Vp) is equal to {¢; — 3ay,b, ¢;, ¢; + 3ay, b} for
some ¢; € R for 2(l,, —4) elements ¢ of S;, ;1 and to {¢; — 6ay, b, ¢;, ¢; + 6ay, b} for
some ¢; € R for the other ,, — 4 elements ¢ of 5, ;. It follows by combining this
fact with (2.8), (4.3), h € Hin—1 C Hin, Proposition 2.15, (2.9) and (2.17) that

we?

(e, #5,)E"" " (ho Fl, ho F})

Z EV(hoFl, ho FL))

7€Sl

2-3v6a;, b+ 6v/6a;,b \/Zzeslﬂ \si, 1 EV (ho FiihoFL,)

<(l,—4

(=) JW Vo (1, #5.,) 607
A1 wl EVH(ho Flyho FL) = Yicq, €V (ho FLyhoFL)

\/#Sl /al 6021, #S1,,
4(l, — 4) 6b%ry, — (In, — 4)(2 - 54a} b2 4 216a; b?)

\/ #5., /al 60271, 951,
A(l, — 4) agt —6(l, —4) 4, — 1 36
#5S1, /au, #51,/au, VBl —3)(6l, + 1) 372

proving (4.8). O

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Let k € NU{0} and h € H; . In view of Lemmas 4.4 and
4.5 it suffices to prove, for any such k and h, that ,ul<h> 1 my, which is obvious

if ul<h>(Kl) = 0. Assume that ul<h>(Kl) >0, set (2,F,P) := (K, B(KY),my), let
{Fn}72, denote the non-decreasing sequence of o-algebras in 2 with (J)~ , F

generating F as defined in Lemma 4.8, and set P := ulw (Kl)_lulw, so that
P(KL) > 0 for any w € W' and P(V}) = P(V}) = 0 by (2.8) and Proposition 4.2.
In particular, P|y, < P|g, for any n € NU{0}, and define a,, € L*(£2,F,,P|s, )
by (4.5) for each n € N. Now let w® = (w®)22, € [[—, S, for z € K'\ V! and
S11 C Sy forl € N\{1,2,3,4} be as in Proposition 4.9. Then by (2.8), the P-a.s.
defined Borel measurable maps K'\ V! 2 2 — w? € ), n € N, form a sequence
of independent random variables on (2, F,P) and satisfy

Z ({zre K\ V! |wEe S, 1)) = Z#Slml :Z Zi
n=1 n= =t

and hence the second Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that

#{neN|wreS, 1} =00 for P-a.e. z € K\ V! (4.9)
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On the other hand, for each x € K'\ V!, Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.9 imply
that E[\/a, | Fn—1](z) = 0 for any n € N with Hl(m (KL%”W@?I) = 0 and that

ﬂl(h)(Kl wgfli) ml(KfJf...m li)< 361

n—

Elyan | Fail(@) = <\ 5
0= 2\t & )\ ) < Vw2

for any n € NN[k+2, 00) with “2’1) (KL mil) > 0and wy_; € 5y,_, 1, whence

Z ElVan | Faoal(x)) > 6#{n e NN [k +2,00) |wZ_, € S, 11}, (4.10)

where § := 1 — /381 € (0,1). Combining (4.9) and (4.10), we obtain (4.6), so
that Theorem 4.7 is applicable and yields P L P, namely ﬂl(m 1 my. a

5 Realizing arbitrarily slow decay rates of ¥(r)/r?

In this last section, we show that an arbitrarily slow decay rate of ¥(r)/r? for a
homeomorphism ¥: [0, 00) — [0, c0) satisfying (1.2) and (1.6) can be realized by
¥ (recall Definition 3.1) for some I = (1,,)%°; € (N\{1,2,3,4})N. We achieve this
by providing in Theorem 5.1 a simple sufficient condition for ¥ to be comparable
to ¥ for some l = (1,,)22; € (N\{1,2,3,4})N with 37 I-"! < 0o and proving in
Proposition 5.2 that the decay rate of ¥(r)/r? for such ¥ can be arbitrarily slow.
We also give criteria for verifying this sufficient condition for concrete examples
of ¥ in Proposition 5.3 and apply them to the case where ¥(r)/r? is a multiple
composition of the function r — 1/log(e — 1 + (r A 1)7!) in Example 5.4

Theorem 5.1. Let n: [0,1] — [0,1] be a homeomorphism with n(0) = 0 such

that
—1 2 n

23” yn < o0, (5.1)

and define a homeomorphism W, : [0,00) — [O 00) by ¥, (r) :=r*n(r A1). Then
there exists 1 = (1,)22, € (N\ {1,2,3,4})N with > °7 171 < oo such that

W, (r) /¥ (r) € [c7, ] for any r € (0,00) for some c € [1,00), and consequently,
(KY, dy,my, Y, Fy) satisfies fHKE(%,,).

Proof. Set e = infp,enn t(2'7")/n71(27"), so that ¢, € (1,00) since the se-
quence {n~1(217")/p=1(27™)}2°, is (1,00)-valued and tends to oo by (5.1).
Then for any 7, R € (0,1] with r < R, taking j, k € N such that n(r) € (27%,217#]
and n(R) € (277,277], we have j < k, hence

e ck=i=1 _ 9(k—i=1)/8, n(R) Y/
) © e e > (1)
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by the definition of ¢,, where 3, := (log, ¢,) " € (0,00), and therefore

nh) 4<R>Bn. (5.2)

r

Recalling that lim,, o, n~1(217")/n71(27") = oo by (5.1), choose ng € N so
that n=1(21=")/n=1(27") > 5 for any n € N with n > ng, set Iy := 1, and define
1= (l,)2,; € N¥ inductively by

1 = \‘ 77_1(2_"")
" (lo- - l_q1)p~1(2-n—no)
Then an induction on n based on (5.3) and the choice of ng immediately shows
that I = (1,,)2%; € (N\ {1,2,3,4})N and that for any n € NU {0},
,,771(2777,7710) 1 6 7771(2 n— no)
B S A e
pi(2mme) T LL 5 pti(27m)

J, n e N. (5.3)

(5.4)

which together with (5.1) implies in particular that

1N~ I nl(2 o
Z 21/22 Z QIW))@Q (5.5)

We claim that ¥, (r) /% (r) € [c™!, ] for any r € (0,00) for some ¢ € [1,0).
Indeed, recalling Definition 3.1, we have f; = inf,,en i, = 2 by (5.5), hence
W, (r) /¥ (r) = r?/rfro =1 for any r € [1,00), and also see for any n € N that

-1 9—n—ng —1 9—n—no
9—n—no S n(n ( )> < n(l/Ll) <677 ( )> S 2" (56)
by (5.4) and (5.2), where ¢ := 22_"0(§/n_1(2_"0))’8", and thus that
l Lo(1/ I n

Wn(l/Ln) _ Tn77( / n) _2n ]_/Ll H(l_l 1_71 2) [0170]7 (57)
where ¢ := 27" J]22 (1 - %l,:l — él,:Q) € (0,1) by (5.5). Now for any n € N
and any s € [1,1,], by (31) we have

27 _ 8
— e = 1432 9 -1 1,2), (5.8
i =) (143726 n) e, 69
Wn(s/Lil) _ W, (s/LL) Wi (1/LY) ,(1/LY)
(1/L%)
n(s/L,) s (1/L) ¥, (1/L})
n(1/LL) Wa(s/LY) W(1/LY)
bining this result with Lemma 3.2, Theorem 3.3 and Remark 1.2-(2) shows that
(K, dy,my, EY, Fy) satisfies fHKE(,,). O

& [¢/2, (v 2ntl),

n-L(2-m0) 5 p-L(2-m)
L/~ (L) 11 6
W(s/Ly) _ 1 <1
and it follows from n(s/L!) € ) [ (1/LY),n(1/LY_))], (5.6), (5.8) and (5.7) that
Wi(s/Ly,)  Wy(1/LL) W(s/Ly) ¥
proving that @, (r)/¥(r) € ['/2, (c* V ¢)2™0T ] for any r € (0,00). Lastly, com-
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The decay rate of ¥, (r)/r? = n(r A 1) for 5 as in Theorem 5.1 can be arbi-
trarily slow in the sense stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let¥: [0,00) — [0,00) be a homeomorphism satisfying (1.6).
Then there exists a homeomorphism n: [0,1] — [0, 1] with the properties n(0) = 0
and (5.1) such that n(r) > ¥ (r)/r? for any r € (0,1] for some c € (0,00).

Proof. Noting (1.6), define n: [0,1] — [0,00) by no(r) = supsc (o, U(s)/s?
(n0(0) := 0), so that 7 is continuous and non-decreasing and 74((0, 1]) C (0, o0),
and set s, := maxng (27 "no(1)) for n € NU{0}, so that s =1, 0 < s, < 8,1
for any n € N and lim,, o s, = 0. Define a homeomorphism #: [0, 1] — [0,1] by

n(r) = <1 + r— 2", )2—" (5.9)

2-(n=1)?g | —92-n’g

forne Nandr € [2_”2 Sns 2_("_1)2Sn—1] and 7(0) := 0. Then since n~*(2!7") =
2-(n=1%g. 1 and 0 < s, < Sp_1 for any n € N,

oo —1/60—n oo —n? o
S n(27") 3 27" sn S 912 2
_ = _— < 2 n__ < 0
—1 1— —(n—1)2 — )
n=1 n (2 n) n=1 2 ( ) Sn—1 n=1 3

namely 7 satisfies (5.1), and for any n € N and any r € [s,,, s,—1] we have

Mo(sn—1) _ no(r) _ ¥(r)/r?
210(1) & 210(1) = 2no(1) '

ie., n(r) > c¥(r)/r? with ¢ := (2n9(1))~! € (0,00) for any r € (0, 1]. O

n(r) > n(se) =02 " s,) =27 =

We conclude this paper with the following proposition, which gives criteria
for verifying (5.1) for concrete homeomorphisms 7: [0,1] — [0, 1] with (0) = 0,
and some applications of it to n(r) = 1/log(e — 1 +r~1) in Example 5.4 below.

Proposition 5.3. Let n: [0,1] — [0,1] be a homeomorphism with n(0) = 0, let
0 €1]0,00), a, B € (0,00) and assume that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

n(R) c(R/r)P )
< < R. (5.
o) = 1+6+ Tosc — 11 R for any r, R € (0,1] with r < R. (5.10)
(1) If 6 <1 and B < «, then n satisfies (5.1).

)
(2) Let 17: [0,1] — [0,1] be a homeomorphism with 7(0) = 0, let § € [0,1) and
assume that there exist a, ¢ € (0,00) such that 7 satisfies (5.10) with §,a,1,¢

in place of 0, , 3,c. Then 1j o n satisfies (5.10) with %(1 +0),c in place of
0, ¢ for some ¢ € (0,00). In particular, if B < «, then 7o n satisfies (5.1).

Proof. (1) Set s, := n~1(27") for n € NU {0}. For each n € N, we see from
N(Sn—1)/1(sn) =2, (5.10) with (r, R) = (rp,mn—1) and § < 1 that
Sn_ c/P(1— o)~ VP

, 5.11
sn—1 ~ (log(e — 1+ s,1,))/B (5.11)
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L (5.10) with (r, R) = (r,_1,1) and § < 1 that
whence, provided n > 2+ 2log, (2 + ¢),

and from 7(1 )/n(sn ) =2"
L <148+es,? < (2+40)s,

Sp—1>
log 2 log 2
log(e —1+s,%,) > log(s:t,) > %( ~1-logy(2+¢)) > ‘;% n. (5.12)
It follows from (5.11), (5.12) and o/ > 1 that
~1(2=n) ad ne_l > /8 a/B
nH2~ Sn c'/P(28/log2)
Z 21 n — S — e + Z (1 — 6)1/Bna/5 < 00,
where n. 1= 3 + L 2log (2 + c)J provmg (5.1).
(2) Set 7 :=n""(exp(— (20(1—|—5 6))/@)) and let , R € (0, 1] satisfy r < R.
By (5.10) for 77 and n and (log(e - 1 +7(R)™1))~% < 1 we have
non(k) _ ¢ (k)
140+ -
Ton() = (log(e = 1+ n(R)~1))% n(r) (5.13)
~ ol o B ’
<143+ c(1+9) cc(R/r)

(log(e = L+ n(R)~1))* ~ (log(e — 1+ R~1))>

If R <7, then ¢(1+0)/(log(e—1+n(R)™1))* < %(1—5) by the definition of 7

and hence (5.13) yields (5.10) with 7jon, 3 (1 +4), ¢ in place of 7, 8, ¢, whereas

if R > 7, then we see from (5.13), 6 < 1 and (log(e — 1 + n(R)~))" ¢ <1<

(log(e—1+771)/log(e—1+R~1))*A(R/r)? that (5.10) with 7o, %(14—5)7 d

in place of 7,4, c holds, where ¢’ := ¢(1 + §)(log(e — 1 + 771))* + éc. In

particular, if 3 < «, then 7] o ) satisfies (5.1) by 2(1 +6) <1and (1). O
Example 5.4. Define homeomorphisms n: [0,1] — [0,1], & € N, inductively
by

1

logle —1+7r~1)
Then 1, satisfies (5.10) with 6 = 1 and a = 1 for some ¢ € (0,00) for any
B € (0,00) and any k € N. Indeed, this follows by a straightforward induction
on k based on Proposition 5.3-(2), which is applicable with = 1, and 77 = m
since 7, is easily seen to satisfy (5.10) with § =0, « = 1 and ¢ = (ef)~! for any
B € (0,00) as follows: for any r, R € (0,1] with r < R,

m(r) = (m(0):=0) and ngr1:=mong, keN. (5.14)

e—1+r71 R 1+ (e—Dr
T log = +log e~ )"
mB) _ i w % ¥R
N1 (r) logle—1+ R™1) log(e —1+R™1) (5.15)
-1 3 -1 3
<14 B los((B/r)7) oy (eB)T(R/1)°
log(e—1+ R™1) log(e— 1+ R™1)

As a consequence, for each k € N, recalling that ¥,, : [0,00) — [0,00) is defined
by @, (r) := r*ni(r A 1), we conclude from Proposition 5.3-(1) that 7 satisfies
(5.1), thus from Theorem 5.1 that there exists I, = (I5.,)2>; € (N\{1,2,3,4})N
with Y0 | l,;; < oo such that @, (r) /¥, (r) € [c; ', cx] for any r € (0,00) for
some ¢, € [1,00), and thereby that (K, dy, ,my,,E%, F,) satisfies fHKE(7,, ).
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