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CONSTRUCTION OF p-ENERGY AND ASSOCIATED ENERGY
MEASURES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS

RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

ABSTRACT. We establish the existence of a scaling limit &£, of discrete p-
energies on the graphs approximating a generalized Sierpinski carpet for p >
darc, where darc is the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of the underly-
ing generalized Sierpinski carpet. Furthermore, the function space F}, defined
as the collection of functions with finite p-energies is shown to be a reflexive
and separable Banach space that is dense in the set of continuous functions
with respect to the supremum norm. In particular, (€2, F2) recovers the canon-
ical regular Dirichlet form constructed by Barlow and Bass |5| or Kusuoka and
Zhou . We also provide £p-energy measures associated with the constructed
p-energy and investigate its basic properties like self-similarity and chain rule.

1. INTRODUCTION

On Euclidean spaces, the nonlinear potential theory is built on the theory of
the (1, p)-Sobolev spaces W* and the p-energy [ |V f|” dz. The main aim of this
paper is to construct and study p-energies on Sierpiniski carpets as a prototype of
nonlinear potential theory on complicated metric spaces like “fractals” (see also
Problem 7.6]). There has been significant progress on “analysis and probabil-
ity” on complicated spaces beyond Euclidean spaces over the last several decades.
The earlier works are the constructions of diffusion processes, which is called the
Brownian motions, on self-similar sets in 1980s and 1990s. (For details and precise
history of “analysis on fractals”, see the ICM survey of Kumagai for example.)
In particular, a class of self-similar sets called generalized Sierpinski carpets (see
Figure 7 is one of the successful examples. In this introduction, we restrict to
the case of the standard Sierpiriski carpet (the left in Figure , SC for short, for
simplicity. The first Brownian motion on the SC was given by Barlow and Bass
in , where they obtained the Brownian motion as a scaling limit of Brownian
motions on Euclidean regions approximating the SC. From an analytic viewpoint,
the result of Barlow and Bass gives 2-energy &> and the associated (1, 2)-“Sobolev”
space JFa, namely reqular Dirichlet form on the SC. Recall that a tuple of 2-energy
i IVf|* dz (on L2(RY,dz)) and (1,2)-Sobolev space W12 is a typical example of
regular Dirichlet forms, which corresponds to the classical Brownian motion on
RY. Although it is difficult to define the gradient Vf on the SC, we can say that
a suitable 2-energy “/[ |Vf|2 dz” exists on the SC. Later, Kusuoka and Zhou
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FIGURE 1. Sierpinski carpet (left), two other generalized
Sierpiriski carpets and Menger sponge (right)

gave an alternative construction of a regular Dirichlet form as a scaling limit of dis-
crete 2-energies on a series of graphs approximating the SC as shown in Figure
Our work gives a “canonical” construction of p-energy &, and the associated (1, p)-
“Sobolev” space F,, on the SC, which play the same roles as the pair of f IVfI? dx
and the Sobolev space WP by extending and simplifying the method of Kusuoka
and Zhou.

Let us describe briefly our strategy to construct (€,,F,) on the SC. We write
(K,d, 1) to denote the SC as a metric measure space, that is, K is the Sierpiriski
carpet, d is the Euclidean metric of R? and p is the dimy (K, d)-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure on (K, d), where dimy (K, d) = log 8/ log 3 is the Hausdorff dimension
of (K,d). Let {Gy}n>1 be a series of finite graphs approximating the SC whose
edge set is denoted by F,, (see Figureand Deﬁnition. Then discrete p-energy
EE" on G, is

(z,y)EEL

where M,, is a discretization operator from LP(K,u) to R (see Section [2| for
the precise definition). To obtain an appropriate non-trivial limit of discrete p-
energies, some renormalization is necessary (see [4] for example). We will see that

the behavior of RS" defined as

. . -1
) — (; G, f e LP(K,p) with M, f =0 on the left side of G,
Ry (mf {Sp (My. f) ‘ and M, f =1 on the right side

gives us the proper renormalization constant of discrete p-energies EE“. In fact,
for p = 2, Barlow and Bass @ have proved that there exist constants p > 0 (the
so-called resistance scaling factor) and C' > 1 such that

(1.1) Cclpr <R <Cpp, meN.

What Kusuoka and Zhou have shown is that, roughly speaking, the Dirichlet form
(2, F2) on the SC is obtained as

o {f € L2(K, 1)

sup p &5’ (Maf) < OO}

and & (f) = limg_ oo p;”“é’zcn’“ (M, f) for some subsequence {ny}r>1.
By using p-combinatorial modulus, which is one of fundamental tools in “qua-
siconformal geometry”, Bourdon and Kleiner have generalized (1.1]), i.e. they
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FIGURE 2. Graphical approximation {Gy, },>1 of the SC (This fig-
ure draws G and G in blue)

have ensured the existence of a constant p, > 0 such that
(1.2) Clpy <R < Cpl, meN
Then our (1, p)-“Sobolev” space F, equipped with the norm || - || 7, i defined by

}—P = {f € LP(K7M)

smﬂﬁwmm<m}
n>1
and

1/p
151, =10+ (s 382 0))
n>1
Under the following assumption (see Assumption :
(1.3) 1 <p<ooandp, >1,

we will prove that F, is continuously embedded in the Holder space:

LI

W”—{ﬁK%R
r#YyeK d(l‘7y)9p

where 6, := log p,/plog3 (Theorem [5.1)). This embedding result is very powerful.
Indeed, we will deduce the closedness, i.e. (Fp, ||| £, ) is a Banach space, and the
reqularity, i.e. Fp is dense in C(K) = {f: K — R | f is continuous} with the sup
norm, from this embedding (see Theorems and [5.5)).

Moreover, the separability of (Fp,|| |5, ) will be deduced from the reflezivity of
Fp (Theorems and . Thanks to the separability, one easily sees that, by

the diagonal procedure, a subsequential limit limy_, p;‘kéf "k (My, f) exists for all
f € Fp. Our final object &, called the p-energy on the SC will be constructed
through these subsequential limitsﬂ

The assumption is essential for the continuous embedding of F, in the
Hélder space C%% and has a close connection with the Ahlfors regular conformal
dimension dimarc(K,d) which is defined by

(1.4) - dimapc(K, d) = inf {a quasisymmetric to d and a-Ahlfors regular

there exists a metric p on K which is }

1To construct “canonical” p-energy £, on the SC, we need to follow some additional procedures
as shown in the work of Kusuoka and Zhou. In this paper, we will introduce new graphs {Gn },>1
and consider discrete p-energies on them to get a “good” p-energy. These procedures are described
in Section @ See Theorem for the meaning of canonical p-energies.
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(For the precise definitions of Ahlfors regularity and being quasisymmetric, see (2.2))
and Definition [4.7]) Indeed, by results of Carrasco Piaggio [20] and Kigami [47],
the condition (1.3)) is equivalent to

(1.5) p>dimARc(K,d).

We expect that this condition represents a “low-dimensional” phase. More
precisely, we regard the Holder embedding F,, — C%% as a generalization of the
classical Sobolev embedding (a consequence of Morrey’s inequality). For this reason,
we naturally arrive at the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. dimarc(K,d) = inf{p | F, is embedded in a subset of C(K)}.

To show this conjecture, what we need is the regularity of F,, i.e. the density
of F, NC(K) in C(K) with the sup norm, for p < dimarc (K, d) (see [7] for p = 2).
This is a big open problem for future work.

Besides our “Sobolev spaces” F,, there has already been an established theory of
“Sobolev spaces on metric measure spaces” based on the notion of upper gradients,
which is a counter part of |V f| introduced by Heinonen and Koskela in [32]. We
refer to [31,33] for details. From the viewpoint of this theory, our (1, p)-“Sobolev”
space J, can be seen as a fractional Korevaar—Schoen Sobolev space. Indeed, we
will give the following representation of F, (Theorem :

fw)lF
17_1301/ ]{Bd - Tﬁp du(y)dp(z) < 00}7

where (8, = log(8pp)/log3. When p = 2, this result is well-known (see [28}|51}/53]
for example) and the parameter By is called the walk dimension. For detailed
expositions of B2, see [28/[52,[53] for example. If 3, = p, then the expression
coincides with (a slight modification of) the Korevaar—Schoen (1, p)-Sobolev space
[49,/50]. However, it is well-known that a strict inequality S2 > 2 holds on the
SC (see |7, Proposition 5.1] or [39]). This phenomenon suggests that the existing
theory of “Sobolev spaces on metric measure spaces” do not give any non-trivial
(1, p)-Sobolev spaces on the SCﬂ This is one of the reasons why we try to provide
an alternative theory of (1,p)-“Sobolev” space and p-energy on the SC.

Another major objective of this paper is the £,-energy measures associated with
p-energy &£,. In terms of a Dirichlet form (&2, F2), £2-energy measure of a function
f € F3 is defined as the unique Borel measure /J% 7y on K such that

(1.6) {fGLpKu

1
(1.7) /Kgdu?ﬁ =&(f, fg9) — 552(f279)7 g€ Fa.

(Note that we can define the form &> (f, g) by the polarization: & (f, g) == i(é’g(f—k
g) — &(f — g)).) This measure plays the role of |V f(z)]* dx if the underlying
space is Euclidean. On the other hand, for any f € Fo with £ (f) # 0, the &-
energy measure u% ) and the logs; 8-dimensional Hausdorff measure p on the SC
are mutually singular due to the fact that 82 > 2 by a result of Hino [35]. See
[40] for an extension of this fact to general metric measure Dirichlet spaces. This

21t is also well-known that the Newtonian (1, p)-Sobolev space on the SC becomes LP (K, u1) due
to the lack of plenty rectifiable curves in the SC. See |55, Proposition 4.3.3] and |33} Proposition
7.1.33] for example.
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phenomenon is also far different from “smooth” settings and motivates the study
of £s-energy measures on fractals.

For general p, due to the lack of a counterpart of the expression in the right-
hand side of , we will choose to generalize Hino’s alternative method of the
construction of £y-energy measure. Namely, for any f € F,, we first construct a
measure m’Zﬁ on the shift space {1, ..., S}NU{O} associated with the SC and define
our &,-energy measure MZ 1) as the pushforward measure of m]Z ) under the natural

quotient map 7: {1,... ,8}NU{0} — K (see Proposition for a description of ),
ie. Mz()f> (A) = m’<’f> (m=1(A)) for any Borel set A of K. Then our £,-energy measure

M(’f) is associated with &, in the sense that uf (K) = &,(f) (for more details on
relations between 7, and &, see Theorem ().
Furthermore, we will show the chain rule: for any ® € C'(R),

(1.8) Ay py = 19" 0 fI7 dpl .

When p = 2, the chain rule is proved by using integral expressions of & (see
[25, (3.2.12)] for example), but such representations take full advantage of the fact
that p = 2. Alternatively, we prove by introducing a new series of graphs
{G,}n>1 (see the beginning of subsection , which is embedded in the SC, and

analyzing discrete p-energies {SE’" (Pof )}n21. This approach is actually valid since

our p-energies are based on subsequential limits of {pp&F} ..
The first result on the existence of suitable p-energy on fractals is due to [34],
where the Sierpiniski gaskets are considered. (Added in revision: for p.c.f. self-
similar sets, there are also recent studies [9,/18,/26].) In the very recent paper
[44], Kigami has established a theory of (1,p)-Sobolev space and p-energy on p-
conductively homogeneous compact metric spaces (see [44] for details). His paper
[44] includes new construction results even if p = 2 (see |44, Sections 12 and 13]
for a gallery). Also, a class of highly symmetric p.c.f. self-similar sets called nested
fractals is also treated in [44] Section 14]. However, the construction of &y-energy
measures associated with the p-energy &, is not treated in earlier works.
Outline. This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2], we prepare basic frame-
works in this paper and state the main results. In particular, we give the definition
of generalized Sierpinski carpets. Sections [3] and [] are devoted to extending re-
sults of Kusuoka and Zhou to fit our purpose. Section [3]is a collection of basic
estimates of (p, p)-Poincaré constants and 7'\’,1(,”). In Section , we prove powerful
results concerning (p, p)-Poincaré constants (uniform Holder estimates and a condi-
tion called p-Knight Move for example) under Assumption and finish all
preparations to construct p-energy &, and (1,p)-“Sobolev” space F,. Section [5| is
devoted to investigating detailed properties of F,. Then, in Section @ we introduce
another graphical approximation {Gy},>1 and construct a canonical p-energy &,
(see Theorem for the precise meaning of ‘canonical’). Section [7]is devoted to
discussions on &,-energy measures. Finally, in Section 8] we prove 8, > p (Theo-
rem under the assumption that the underling generalized Sierpiriski carpet is
embedded in R?. The appendix contains proofs of some elementary lemmas.

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

(1) N:e={n € Z|n >0} and Z>o = NU{0}.
(2) We set a Vb :=max{a,b}, a A b:=min{a, b} for a,b € [—00, ].



6 RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

(3) For any countable set V', we define RV := {f | f: V — R}.

(4) For f: R — R, define Lip(f) = sup, ., cr w

(5) Let X be a compact topological space. We set C(X) = {f: X — R |
[ is continuous} and write its sup norm by || f{l¢(x) = supex [f(@)].

(6) Let X be a topological space and let A be a subset of X. The topological

boundary of A is denoted by 0A, that is 0A = a¥ \ intx A.
(7) Let (X,d) be a metric space. The open ball with center € X and radius
r > 0 is denoted by Bg(x,r), that is,

By(z,r) ={y € X | d(z,y) <r}.

If the metric d is clear in context, then we write B(x,r) for short.

(8) Let K be a compact metrizable space and let B(K) denote the Borel o-
algebra of K. Let p be a Borel (regular) measure on K. For any A € B(K)
with p(A) > 0 and f € LY(K, ), we define

foraw= s [ san

(9) We use || to denote disjoint unions.
(10) Let D € N. Set 0 = 07 = (0);, € R” and e; = e} = (6 ;);_; € R”
for each j € {1,..., D}, where §; ; is the Dirac delta. For z = (x4)P_,,y =

1/2
(yk),?zl € RP, we write |z — Ylgp = (Zszl |z — yk|2) .
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2. PRELIMINARY AND RESULTS

2.1. Generalized Sierpinski carpets and graphical approximations. We
start with the definition of generalized Sierpinski carpets and related notations.
The reader is referred to [46] for further background and more general framework,
namely, self-similar structure.

Let D,a € Nwith D > 2, a > 3andset Qp := [-1,1]”. Let S C {0,1,...,a—1}"
be non-empty, define f;: RP? — R by fi(z) =a 'z+2a" ' i—(a—1)a"! ijzl e;
for each i € {0,1,...,a — 1}P and set Q; := Uicg fi(Qo), so that Q1 € Qo.
Let K be the self-similar set associated with {f;}ics, i.e., the unique non-empty
compact subset of R such that K = |J,. ¢ fi(K), which exists and satisfies K C Qo
thanks to Q1 € Qo by [46, Theorem 1.1.4]. Define F; := f;|x for each ¢ € S and
GSC(D, a, S) = (K, S’ {F1}1€S)
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By following [39], we will introduce the notion of generalized Sierpiriski carpets.
The following definition is essentially due to Barlow and Bass |7, Section 2]. The
non-diagonality condition in |7, Hypotheses 2.1] has been modified later in [§]. See
[8, Remark 2.10-1.] for details of this correction.

Definition 2.1 (Generalized Sierpinski carpet, [8, Subsection 2.2]). GSC(D,a, S)

is called a generalized Sierpiriski carpet if and only if the following four conditions

are satisfied:

(GSC1) (Symmetry) f(Q1) = Q; for any isometry f of RP with f(Qo) = Qo.

(GSC2) (Connectedness) @ is connected.

(GSC3) (Non-diagonality) intgp (Q1 N [T, [2(ik — ex)a™ ", 2(ix + 1)a~1]) is either
empty or connected for any (iy)F_; € ZP and any (ej)P_, € {0,1}7.

(GSC4) (Borders included) [—1,1] x {1}P~1 C Q.

Remark 2.2. In [8,]39], generalized Sierpinski carpets are defined as subspaces of
D-dimensional unit cube [0,1]”. In this paper, we consider GSC as subspaces of
[—1,1]P instead of [0,1]” to follow |44, Section 11].

As special cases of Definition the standard Sierpiriski carpet (left in Figure
and Menger sponge (right in Figure[l)), are given by GSC(2, 3, {0,1,2}2\{(1,1)})
and GSC(3,3, {(i1,i2,i3) € {0,1,2}3 | S20_, 11 (ix) < 1}) respectively.

In this paper, we suppose that GSC(D, a,S) = (K, S, {F;}ics) is a generalized
Sierpinski carpet and that d: K x K — [0, +00) is the normalized Euclidean metric
on K, ie. d(z,y) = ﬁ |z — ylgo-

Next, by following [39}/441/46], we introduce useful notations to express the sym-

metries of (K, S, {F;}ics) and to describe the topological structure as a self-similar
set of (K, S,{F;}ies)-

Definition 2.3. Define
Bj’a = {(1‘1,...,1‘]3) S Qo | T ZO'}
for je{l,...,D} and o0 € {—1,0,+1}. We also define the hyperplane

Hi 5, ={(@1,...,2p) eR” | zj, = z,},
and
Hj_lJ? = {(xl""’xD) € R” | Ty = _xj2}7
for j1,72 € {1,..., D} with j; # jo. Moreover, define
<
Jt:;z ={(z1,...,2p) € RP } T < .23]'2}
and
>
;:32 ={(z1,...,2p) €RP ’ xj, > xj, )
We also define 7—{;52 and H;li in similar ways.

Definition 2.4. We define

Bp = {T | T: R” — RP is an isometry such that T(Qo) = Qo},
and
(2.1) Go={flx | f €Bp}.

Then Gy is a finite subgroup of the set of homeomorphism of K by virtue of [( GSC1)]
Furthermore, define R; € Bp as the reflection in the hyperplane B;o for each



8 RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

] +
J € {17~-~7D}iand define R}

1.j, for each ji,j2 € {1,...,D}. We also use the same symbols R;
, to denote these restrictions to K, which are elements of G.

€ Bp as the (restriction of the) reflection in the
hyperplane H
and Rji1 g

Definition 2.5. (1) We set W,,, .= 8™ = {wy - w,, | w; € S fori e {1,...,m}}
for m € N and Wy == y_, Wy,. For w = wy - w,, € Wy, the unique m € N
with w € W, is denoted by |w| and set f,, == fuw, 0 -0 fu,, Fiw = Fy, 00 F, |,
K, = F,(K), O, = Ky \ UUGWm;v#w(Kw N K,), and [w], = wy - w, for
n € {l,...,m}. We define Wy := {0} and [w]p := 0, where () is an empty word. Set
W, =Wy UWy and Fy = idgo|x. We also set i" :=i---i € W, for each i € S.
Forn,m >0, v=vy---v, € W,, and w = wy -+ - wy, € Wy, define v-w € Wy,
by v-w = vy vwy - Wy. We also write vw for v - w if there is no confusion.
For n € N and non-empty subset A of W,,, we define A - W, by setting

AWy ={vw|veAweW,}.

When A = {v} for some v € W,,, we write v- Wy, to denote {v} - W,, for simplicity.

(2) The collection of one-sided infinite sequences of symbols S is denoted by 3,
that is,

Y ={w=wiwows - |w; € S for any i € N},

which is called the one-sided shift space of symbols S. We define the shift map
0:X =Y byo(wws--+) =waws--- for each wiwsy - -+ € ¥. The branches of ¢ are
denoted by o; (i € S), namely o; : ¥ — X is defined as o;(wiws -+ ) = iwjwg - - -
for each i € § and wywy--- € ¥. For w = wy---w, € Wy, we write 0, =
Oy O+ 00y, and X, = 0,(X). For w = wiws--- € ¥ and m € Zx, we define
[Wm = w1 - wm € Wi,

(3) For any w = wy - - - wy, € Wy, we define {(w) = wy -+ - wy,—1. For a subset
A C W, we write £(A) for {¢(w) | w € A}.

(4) For A CRP and n € Z>, define

WAl = {we W, | AN K, # 0}.

(6) For T € Gy and n € Zxq, 7[T]: W,, = W, is the bijection such that T'(K,,) =
K (7)(w) for any w € W,.

We consider ¥ as a topological space equipped with the product topology of S™.
Then the following fact is elemental (see |46, Theorem 1.2.3]).

Proposition 2.6. For any w = wiws--- € X, the set ﬂm21 Ky,),. contains only
one point. If we define 7: ¥ — K by {m(w)} = ,,>1 K(w),,» then 7 is a continuous
surjective map. Furthermore, it holds that wo o; = F; o for each i € S.

Set N, := #S and a = log N, /loga. Note that « < D by S € {0,1,...,a—1}".
Let p be the self-similar probability measure on K with weight (1/N,,...,1/N,),
namely p is the unique Borel probability measure on K such that g = N, (u o F)
for any ¢ € S. It is known that « is the Hausdorff dimension of (K, d) and that
i is a constant multiple of the a-dimensional Hausdorfl measure on (K, d); see
[46, Proposition 1.5.8 and Theorem 1.5.7] for example. In particular, d is a-Ahlfors
regular, that is, there exists a constant Cag > 1 such that

(2.2) Canm® < w(B(z,7)) < Car 7,

for any z € K and r € (0,1). The following lemma on the self-similar measure p is
standard (see |39, Lemma 3.3] for example).
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Lemma 2.7. Let w € Wy and let f: K — [—00, 0] be Borel measurable. Then

JAreru o=t [ e [ |rorda=NT [ 1fdn
K Ku K K

Now, we define some operators that are frequently used in this paper.
Definition 2.8. Let p € [1,00). For w € Wy, we define F;, (Fy,)s«: LP(K, p) —
LP(K, u) by setting
foFE ! on K,
0 on K\ K,
for each f € LP(K,p). For n € N, define M,,: LP(K, ) — RW» by setting

My f(w) :=]{<wfdu=Nf/Kw fdu, we W,

for each f € LP(K, ).

Note that, from Lemma M, f(w) = [, Fif dp for any f € LP(K, ), which
implies that, for m € N and v € W,,,,

@3)  MFNw) = [ FUF D= | Fiuf dn= Mo fow).
We introduce graphical approximations of K and related notations by following
[47) and [44] section 2].
Definition 2.9. We define G,, .= (W,,, E,,) by setting
E, ={(v,w) |v,w € W, with v # w and K, N K,, # 0}.
(This series of graphs Gy, is called the horizontal networks in [47].) We also define

G, = (Wn,En) by
E, = {(v,w) € FE, ‘ F,(Qo) N Fy(Qo) is a (D — 1)-dimensional hypercube}.
We use dg,, to denote the graph distance of G,,. By [(GSC2)| the graph G,

is connected. Furthermore, by virtue of |(GSC3)| (Vn,En) is also connected (see
[37, Proposition 2.5]). Moreover, by [37, Theorem 2.6], the following result holds.

Proposition 2.10. Let m € N and let v,w € W, satisfy K, N K,, # (0. Then it
holds that dg (v,w) < D.

For n,m,k € N and w € W,,,, we define a subset B,,(w, k) of W,, 1, by setting
B (w, k) = U v W,.

vEWpmda,, (v,w)<k

EFXf = foF,, (Fu)«f = {

For each € K and s > 0, we also define a subset Uj (z, s) of K by setting
(24) U, (‘T, 5) = U Ky,
weA, 1(x)

where
Asvl(z) = {w

(See [47), Definition 2.3.6].) Then the following proposition says that generalized
Sierpinski carpets equipped with the (normalized) Euclidean metrics satisfy the
basic framework of [47]. See also [44, Assumption 2.15 and Proposition 11.4].

w € W, with z € K, or (v,w) € E,, for some v € W,
s.t. € K, where n € Z>q with a™" < s < a "1
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Proposition 2.11. Let (K, S, {F;}ics) = GSC(D,a,S) be a generalized Sierpirnski
carpet. Then the following properties hold:

(0) (minimal, strongly finite) for any m >0 and w € W,,,

Ow = Ky \ U K, 7& 0.

veEW,, \{w}

Furthermore, if we define

(2.5) L, = sup #{v e W | (v,w) € By},
weW4
then L, <3P —1;
(1) for any w € Wy, K, is connected;
(2A) (1-adapted) there ezists a constant Cap (depending only on a, D) such that
for any x € K and s € (0,1],

(2.6) U, (J:, C’;é s) C By(z,s) C Uy (a:, CADS);
(2B) for any m >0 and w € Wy, diam(K,,d) =a™™;
(2C) (thick) for any n > 1 and w € W, there exists x € K such that

1
K, 2B (x, —(f");
w d \/5
(3) form >0 and v,w € Wy, with v # w,
wK,NK,)=0 and p(K,)=N,"=a"

(4) for any m € N and w € W,,, it holds that
£(fv € Wan | da,, (v,0) < 1}) € {2 € Wit | day (2,€(w)) < 1},

Proof. As mentioned in [44, Proposition 11.4], all statements can be easily verified.
Indeed, (0), (1), (2B), (2C) and (4) are immediate from the definition of generalized
Sierpiriski carpets. A proof of (3) can be found in |39, Lemma 3.2] for example.
Finally, the condition (2A) follows by noting that

1
(2.7) IGKiI}nyKw d(z,y) > ﬁa_m if m>1, v,w e W, satisfy K, N K,, = 0.
(I

An intrinsic boundary 0,G,, of the graph G, is the set of words that the associ-
ated n-cells intersect with the topological boundary of [—1,1]P, that is,

0,G,, =W, [aH, 1]’3} - {w eW, | Kuna[-1,1)° # @}.

We have the following proposition (see [44, Assumption 2.10 and Proposition 2.16]).

Proposition 2.12. Let (K, S,{F;}ics) = GSC(D, a, S) be a generalized Sierpiriski
carpet. Then Wi\ 0,Gi # 0 for any k > 2.

Proof. By [(GSC1)|and |(GSC4)|, we have
iy =0, €S and 7, =(a—1)P, €8

Then we easily see that = Wy \ 0,Ga. O
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We conclude this subsection by giving another aspect of (2.6). Define

there exist v, w € W, such that
reK,,yec K, andK1meu)7é® ’

n(z,y) = max {m € Z>o

where we set Ky = K.

Lemma 2.13. Let (K,S,{F;}ics) = GSC(D,a,S) be a generalized Sierpiriski car-
pet. Then
1

avD

Proof. Let z,y € K and let n = n(x,y). The definition of n(x,y) immediately
implies that there exist v, w € W,, such that x € K,,, y € K, and K, N K,,. Hence

d(z,y) < diam(K, U Ky, d) < 2a7".

a—n(a:,y) S d(m7y) S 2a—n($,y), X,y e K.

We next prove the converse inequality. Let v,w € W, such that z € K, and
y € K. Then, by the definition of n(z,y), we have K, N K,, = (). Therefore,

1

d(z, > inf d /7 N> —(n+1)7

(@y) 2 Ky €K (@.y) 2 VD"

where we used (2.7). This completes the proof. O

2.2. p-energies and Poincaré constants on finite graphs. In this subsection,

we review some basic results and definitions in discrete nonlinear potential theory

and introduce (p,p)-Poincaré constants that will play essential roles in this paper.
Let G = (V, E) be a directed, connected, simple finite graph, and let p > 0. We

always suppose that (z,y) € E if and only if (y,z) € E.

Definition 2.14. For f: V — R, we define its p-energy £5(f) by setting

(D=5 Y @ -l

(z,y)el
Definition 2.15. For disjoint subsets A, B of V, we define their p-conductance
CE(A, B) by setting
CS(A,B) =inf{ES(f) | fla=1,flp=0}.
For a given subset A of V, define
EA = {(z,y) € E|x,y € A},
and

=5 3 @)~ Sl

(z,y)€EA
To clarify the underlying graph, we also write SS A(f) for £, a(f). We also set
A={zeV|xeAor (r,y) € E for some y € A},
and 0A := A\ A.
Then the following monotonicity of p-conductance is immediate (see [57, Propo-

sition 3.7-(2)] for example).

Proposition 2.16. Let A,B,A',B’ C V with A C A’ and B C B’. Then
CS(A,B) <CS(A,B).
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The following property states the Markov property of discrete p-energy. (This
naming is borrowed from the case p = 2.) This is also immediate from the definition.

Proposition 2.17. Let ¢: R — R with Lip(p) < 1. Then EG(apo < EG(f) for
any f: V — R. In particular, if we define f# = (fVO)A1, then €G(f#) < EG(f)

Next we define some types of (p, p)-Poincaré constants. Let v be a non-negative
measure on V, and let 0,G C V be a given non-empty subset.

Definition 2.18. For a non-empty subset A of V and f: A — R, define its mean
(f)a,, by setting
(Fa,= f(x
' ZzGA 3%;4
We define )\,(,G’”) on (G,v) by setting

" u(@)

Seev [1@) = (v,

Gv) ._ V oG
AG) = sup FERY.ES(f)#0

Eg(f)
We consider its Dirichlet boundary conditioned version )\LGD';) (0+G) defined as
(Fva|
@) ’ Vi v
Aler(ﬁG)—sup W feRrR (f);éOandf|ag_0

For disjoint subsets A, B of V', we also define

(£ aw = (Pou|
Epavn(f)

feRME & aup(f) #0

UI(jG’”) (A, B) :== sup

By standard arguments in calculus of variations (see [57), proof of Lemma 3.3]
for example), one can easily prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.19. Suppose that p > 1 and that G is connected. Let A, B be
non-empty disjoint subsets of V, and let 0,G TV be non-empty.
(1) There exists a unique f € RY such that fla =1, flp = 0 and EpG(f) =
CS (A, B).
(2) There exists a unique f € RY such that flo.c = 0, (fly, =1 and
EF() 71 = N (0.0,

p,Dir
(3) If both A and B are connected, then there exists f € RAYE such that

(Fay—{Fp,| =1 and Eaup(f)~ =alC(A,B).

Moreover, such f is unique up to an additive constant and to the multipli-
cation by —1.

We conclude this subsection by introducing notations of these quantities in spe-
cific settings. We mainly consider p-conductance and (p, p)-Poincaré constants on
approximating graphs G,, introduced in subsection Note that, by the self-
similarity of {K,}., each subgraph (w - W,,, E¥"Wmn) is a copy of G,, for any
w € Wy and m € N. Recall that u denotes the self-similar probability measure on
K with weight (1/N.,...,1/N,). We consider that p is also a measure on W,, by



CONSTRUCTION OF ENERGIES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS 13

setting p(w) = pu(Ky) = N ™ for each w € W,,. Then, for any subset A of W,,

and f: A = R,
(Flap= AZf

weA
and thus we write (f), to denote <f>A,“ for simplicity. For w € Wy and n € N,
we define
C(”) = sup Cp ”*'“"(w Wos Wit o) \ B(w, 1)),
weWy4
and Rz(j = (C(n ) ' We also set )\I(,n) = )\(G" " and )‘;(anl)mr = )\;G&r“)((? Gr).
Finally, for v,w € Wy with |v| = |w]|, define

Ué")(v,w) = UI(,G‘UH"’”)(U W, w - W),

and
(") = sup max U(") (v, w).
m>1 (v,w)€Em,
Remark 2.20. Our definitions of Poincaré constants are slightly changed from the
original definitions adopted in [54]. Indeed, N, _”)\(n) in our notation is the same

as A, in [54]. The situations are the same for other Poincaré constants O'Qn) >\(2n])31r

2.3. Main results. Now, we are ready to state the main results of this paper. Let
(K, S,{F;}ics) = GSC(D, a, S) be a generalized Sierpinski carpet. Then, for p > 0,
it is well-known that there exists p, > 0 such that lim, (Cr(,n))l/n = p, L (see
Theorem (3.4)).

The following two theorems state detailed properties of our (1,p)-“Sobolev”
space Fp on (K,d, p).

Theorem 2.21. Assume that p > dimarc (K, d). Then a function space F, defined
as

Fp = {f € LP(K,p)

a5 < )
is a reflexive and separable Banach space equzpped with a norm || - ||}-p defined by
. 1/p
151, = 100+ (s 68 001))

Moreover, F, is continuously embedded in a Hélder space COBr=a)/P on K, where

Bp = log (N.pp)/loga and
sp L@ SWI OO}_

CO (Bp—a) /p . C
fec(K) o Az, ) B

Furthermore, F, is dense in C(K) with respect to the supremum norm.

Theorem 2.22 (Theorem [5.15). Assume that p > dimarc(K,d). Let 8, be the
same constant as in Theorem @ Then F, has the following expression:

» (=) = fFl”
(2.8) {fe LP (K, ) lrlﬁ)l/ ][Bd(m) 5 du(y)du(z) < oo}.
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Note that we will show that 3, > p for any p > 0 in Proposition [3.5}

In Section@7 we construct a “canonical” p-energy &, on (K, d, i), which satisfies
the following properties. For the definition of Clarkson’s inequality, see Definition
0.0l

Theorem 2.23. Assume that p > dimarc(K,d). Then there exists a functional
&y Fp — [0,00) such that E,(-)Y/P is a semi-norm satisfying Clarkson’s inequal-
ity and the associated norm |- |¢ = ||-|lp. + Ey()YP s equivalent to ||- 7, -
Furthermore, (€,,F,) satisfies the following conditions:

(1) 1x € Fp, and, for f € Fp, E,(f) =0 if and only if f is constant. Further-
more, Ey(f + alk) = E,(f) for any f € F, and a € R;

(2) (Regularity) F, is dense in C(K) with respect to the sup norm;

(3) (Markov property) if f € Fp and ¢: R — R with Lip(p) < 1, then po f €
Fp and Ey(po f) < E(f);

(4) (Symmetry) if f € F, and T € Gy, then foT € Fp, and E,(foT) = E,(f);

(5) (Self-similarity) it holds that

(2.9) Fp={f€C(K)| foF,e€F, foralliec S}
and, for every f € Fp,
(2.10) E(F) = ppD_&(f o Fi);
i€S

(6) (Strong locality) if f,g € F, satisfy supp[f] Nsupplg — alx] =0 for some
a € R, then &(f +g) = E(f) + Eplg)-

Remark 2.24. When p = 2, there exists the unique Dirichlet form (up to constant
multiples) satisfying all conditions (1)-(5) by [8, Theorem 1.2], [36, Proposition
5.1] and |38, Proposition 5.9] H This is the reason why we say that a p-energy &,
satisfying these conditions (1)-(5) is canonical. (We will see that the condition (6)
is automatically deduced from a combination of (1) and (5).) However, we do not
know whether or not such uniqueness also holds for p-energy.

We next introduce £y-energy measure ;ﬂg for f € F, and establish a few prop-
erties of it in Section [7] (Theorems and [7.7)).

Theorem 2.25. Assume that p > dimarc(K,d). For any f € Fp, there exists
a Borel finite measure ,ufﬂ on K with Mff) (K) = &,(f) satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) if f,g € Fp and A € B(K) satisfy (f — g)|a = const., then u’Zﬁ (A) = ;ﬂé’m
(2) (Chain rule) for any ® € CY(R), it holds that duzz%ﬁ =|®" o fI? dulgﬁ;
(3) (Self-similarity) for any n € N, it holds that

N?ﬁ(dx) = PZ Z (Fw)*ulgfon)(d:E),
weW,

where (Fw)*,u’gfoFm(A) = u’gfoFm(Fq;l(A)) for any A € B(K).

(A);

3To be precise, the uniqueness was proved in [8] in an alternative formulation of (1)-(5). In
particular, there is no proof of the self-similarity condition (5) in [8]. The identity (2.9) was proved
in |36, Proposition 5.1] and an explicit proof of (2.10) was given in |38} Proposition 5.9].
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As mentioned in the introduction, this measure MZ 1) Plays the role of IVf(x)]P do
in the case of Euclidean spaces. To treat £;-energy measures, there are estab-
lished frameworks in terms of Dirichlet forms. For further development of &,-
energy measures, the lack of p-energy form “&,(f;g)” (formally written as (f, g) —
f<|Vf|pf2 Vf,Vg)dx) is a big obstacle. This paper contains no results in this
direction.

Remark 2.26. For the Sierpinski gasket, Herman, Peirone and Strichartz [34]
have constructed p-energy EEPS( f), and Strichartz and Wong [58] have suggested
an approach to interpret EZI,{PS(f;g) as subderivatives of ¢ — %EII,{PS(f + tg) at
t = 0. The notion of p-harmonicity and p-Laplacian based on this form S;IPS( f;9)
are also considered in [58].

Lastly, we prove 3, > p for planar generalized Sierpinski carpets.

Theorem 2.27. Suppose that D = 2. Then p, > N 'aP. In particular, B, > p
for any p > 0.

Remark 2.28. Our proof of Theorem is inspired by [39], where 8y > 2 is
proved for all generalized Sierpinski carpets. However, our argument is limited to
the planar case due to the lack of suitable p-energy form “£,(f;g)” (see also Remark
. In a forthcoming paper [42], the required p-energy forms will be constructed.
Using these p-energy forms and following the arguments in [39], we can show 3, > p
for all generalized Sierpinski carpets without assuming D = 2. The details will be
provided in [42].

3. ESTIMATES OF POINCARE CONSTANTS AND CONDUCTANCES

In this section and Section we investigate relations among (p, p)-Poincaré con-
stants )\Z(,n), /\;tgir, U,()n) and p-conductances C,()n) (and its reciprocal Ré")). Almost
all parts of this section are p-energy analogs of [54, Section 2]. The ultimate goal
is to show that )\Z(,n), 01(,") and R;S,") are comparable without depending on the level
n. In particular, the estimate J]E,”) \% )\]([,”) < CRI(,") will be needed in later sections
(especially Theorem and Corollary . However, we need some hard prepa-
rations to this end. In the case p = 2, this was done in [54, Theorem 7.16] under two
assumptions: [54, (B-1) and (B-2)]. The following conditions are generalizations of
these assumptions to fit our p-energy context.

(Bp) There exist k. € Z>o and a positive constant C, (that depends only on p

and N,) such that a,(,") < C’*)\Xgif*) for every n € N.

(KM,) There exists Cxm > 0 such that )\1(,”) < Cgm RZ(,n) for every n € N.
A proof of (Bz) for the Sierpinski carpet is given in [54, Proposition 8.1], and we

also prove for all p by a similar method to theirs in Section [4| (see Proposition
4.5). The condition is essential for our goals. We prove and show

that AS”, o0 and RYY are comparable in the next section (see Theorem [4.14)).
This section is devoted to a part of preparations toward Theorem |4.14]

Remark 3.1. Kusuoka and Zhou have proved (KMs) using the result of Barlow
and Bass [5] that is called the Knight Move argument (see |54, Theorem 7.16]).
The original Knight Move condition [54, condition (KM)] is a uniform estimate for
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discrete harmonic functions with some boundary conditions. We can check that a p-
harmonic analog of [54} condition (KM)] is equivalent to under Assumption
which will be introduced later, and so we call the condition p-Knight
Move instead. A recent study by Kigami reveals new important aspects of
and he introduced an important condition that is called p-conductive homogeneity,
which plays a similar role as (see |44, Theorem 1.1 and 1.3]).

In this section, let (K, S, {F;}ics) = GSC(D,a,S) be a generalized Sierpinski
carpet and let p > 0.

3.1. Basic estimates without (B,) and (KM,). Let us start by preparing
some basic facts. The following proposition is easily derived from the definition of
(p, p)-Poincaré constants (for p = 2, see [54, Proposition 1.5]).
Proposition 3.2. Letn>1,m >0, w € W, and f € RWn+m,
(1) It holds that
n n G’!L m
Z !f(U) - <f>u)-Wn |p S N* )\1(7 )gp,wan (f)
vew-Wy,
In particular,
(3.1) D @) = (Pw, [ < NIATET ().
UeWn
(2) It holds that

(32 [Puw, = Pwasn
Moreover, for w € Wy, k€ {1,...,n} and f € RW»,

"< N (1w NS BT A G (),

p Gt
(3'3) ‘<f>[w]n—k'wk o <f>[w]n—k+1‘Wk—1 = N*)\I(Dk)gp,[ﬂjr]n—k'wk (f)
(3) For any (v,w) € Ep,,
n) cGnim
(3.4) [P o, = D, [T S oTE Tim ()

Proof. (1) This is immediate from the definition.
(2) Note that a simple computation yields that

Do, = Owor =N D (F0) = (Hw,,)-
vew-W,

Applying Hoélder’s inequality, we have that

Do, = P | N(NEVE) S |1 0) = (P |
vew-W,
gNy(N:<n+m>vN;<pn+m>) 3 ’ J@) = (|
vEWn1tm

< N (1w NZETIR) A g (),

which proves (3.2)). Lastly, by viewing [w],,— - W, as a copy of W}, we see that the
estimate ((3.2) becomes (3.3]).

(3) It is obvious from the definition. O



CONSTRUCTION OF ENERGIES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS 17

For n > 0 and m > 1, we define Py, 1., : RW»+m — RWn by setting

Pn+m,nf(w) = <f>w~Wm ) w e Wn

When m is clear in the context, we abbreviate P, to denote P, 4,, . Note that
(Patmmflw, = (fhw,,, by asimple calculation.

While the following lemma is also immediate from the definition of J,(,") (for
p = 2, see [b4, Lemma 2.12]), this lemma will derive some important properties

later. In particular, the weak monotonicity (Corollary[4.16]) comes from this lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For alln >0, m>1, f € RW»+m and a subset A of W,,,
— m Gn m
(3.5) ESA(Pusmnf) < (DUV V1) LooiMET N (f).

Proof. If f is a constant function on W, 1,,, then we have nothing to be proved.
Let f: Wy im — R be a function that is not constant. For each v, w € W, define

a function f[v,w] on W, 1., by setting f[v,w] = 552;3}_Wm (f)~Y/P. f. Now, it is

a simple computation that

ENPf) = > |Fow, — Duw, |
(v,w)eEA
- - p
= X (el = (Twl) |, ()

(v,w)EEA
—1 m Grnim
<(ortva)em 3 g w, ()
(v,w)EE;?

< (PP V1) LaomeETy

m

(),

where we used Proposition [2.10]in the third line. O

The following theorem states the submultiplicative inequality of Cz(j"), whose proof
can be found in many literatures (e.g. [15, Proposition 3.6], [20, Lemma 3.7],
[47, Lemma 4.9.3] or [44] Theorem 4.3]).

Theorem 3.4. There exists Cgz > 0 (depending only on p, L.) such that
(3.6) C;"“") < O@C]f,")c;"” for any n,m € N.

In particular, the limit lim,,_ oo (C,()”))l/" = p,' >0 exists and

CI(,") > Cﬁp;" for any n € N.

The constant p, in the above theorem will play indispensable roles in this paper.
The following proposition is an extension of [54, Proposition 2.7] and gives an
estimate of py.

Proposition 3.5. There exists a positive constant Cgxg depending only onp,a, D, L,
such that

Cé") < Ggy(Noa™P)*  for alln € N.
In particular, it holds that p, > N 'aP.
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Proof. Let z € Wy, and set A= z-W,,, B = Wy, \ Bu(2,1), Ka = U,ca Ko,
and Kp = J,cp Kw. Then, by Lemma we have that dist (K4, Kp) =
inf{d(z,y) | ¢ € Ka,y € Kg} > ca™™, where c¢ is a positive constant depending
only on a, D. Define a continuous function f: K — R by setting

dist(x, K4)

— A1
diSt(KA, KB)

fz) =

for each x € K, where dist(z, F) := inf e p d(z, y) for any subset F' of K. Then it is
immediate that f|x, =0 and f|x, =1, and thus M, 4, f|a =0 and M, 4., f|B =
1. This yields that C5"™ (A, B) < 5™ ™ (Mpqm f).

Next, we will estimate the p-energy of M, ,,f by estimating distances. For
(v,w) € E,tm, by the triangle inequality, we have

|dist(F, (z), K 4) — dist(Fy(x), Ka)| < d(Fy(x), Fy(x)) < 2a~ 0™,
By Lemma [2.7]
‘Mn-i-mf )_Mn+mf( )|
]/ F2fdy— F*fdu‘
_ ist(F, K 4) — dist(F, K
< T [ @), K = dist(F (@), Ka)| dua)
<c g™
Consequently, we conclude that

CSnm (A, B) < ESm+m (Myyym f)
< Z Z | My f(0) = My f(w)[° 1En+m((v7w))

wWEBL (2,1) vVEWntm
< ¢ PL(#By(2,1))a P < ¢ PLy(Ly + 1)Nla P O

. « o A (n) . .
Since “gluing” maximizers of A, Dir does not increase energies, the next propo-

sition follows (for p = 2, see [54 Proposition 2.11]).

Proposition 3.6. For alln > 1,

—(p—1 n
A < N (v N D AGD,
Proof. Let f: W, — R satisfy flo.c, =0, £5(f) = 1, and )y, = (A() """

(see Proposition [2.19}(2)). Fix i # j € S and deﬁne fe: Whi1 — R by

flw) if z = 4w for some w € W,
fe(z) =< —f(w) if z = jw for some w € W,
0 otherwise.
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Since fla,q, = 0, we easily see that <f*>wn+1 =0 and Egnﬂ(f*) = 2. By Holder’s
inequality,

p

fe(2) = (f)w

n+1

(N;" Vv N;P"> >

ZEWnJrl

=2(#W) "V #EW) ) Y 1f )P

weWw,
P
> 2#Wa) 7| Y fw)| =2[(Fw, [F =2
wEWn
Combining with Proposition (1), we finish the proof. |

Next, we see relations between two (p, p)-Poincaré constants )\én) and a;(,n). The

following proposition states that the submultiplicative inequality of az(,n) holds (for
p =2, see |54, a part of Proposition 2.13]).

Proposition 3.7. (1) For any n,m € N,
A < (2071 1) { AN 4 L (DPTV D) A  ]
(2) For anyn,m €N,
U](D""H") < (Dp_1 V 1)L*01()n)01()m).

Proof. (1) Let f: Wyapm — R with 55"’“”’ (f) = 1. Then we see from Proposition

(1) and Lemma that
NS S ) = |

veW,, wev-W,,

<@ VNS ST (@) = Do, [+ [P, = Pasmn e,
veW,,,
wev-Wp,

<@ VI)AINT (2P VN Y
veW,

< (@7 V) { AN 4 Lo (D V )AL

)

Pn-i-m,nf(v) - <P"+ma"f>Wn '

Since f with 55 "t (f) =1 is arbitrary, we obtain the desired estimate.
(2) Let k € N, let (v,w) € E), and let f € RWrtm+r satisfy &, (4 wrw,, .. (f) = 1.
Note that <f>U.W"+m = <P"+kf>v‘Wn’ where Ptk = Pyym+kntk Indeed,

Frow o =N 03 fE@ =N Y P,

v eW,, ze€vv’-W,, v eW,

=N Y Paskf (V) = (Pagif)yw, -
’UIEWn
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Similar computation yields that (f), .y, . == (Pm+rf),.w,, - From Lemma

p
<f>v'Wn+m - <f>w'Wn+m =

<aMESTE (Patif)

[ PaskFpw, = Prirf)uw, ||

p{v,w}- Wy
1 m
< (D**v1)Lio{Malm.
The desired result is immediate from this estimate. O

In the rest of this subsection, we prove the following relation with (p, p)-Poincaré
constant )\én) and p-conductance C,gn) (see |54, Proposition 2.10] for p = 2).
Proposition 3.8. Let p > 1. For every n,m,k € N with Wy \ 0.Gy # 0,

#(Wi \ 0.Gy)
NE#(0:Gr)
where (gg s a positive constant depending only on p and L,.

m n n+m-+k
RN < Gy,

Similar ideas of its proof appear in many contexts (see [6, proof of Theorem 3.3],
[15, proof of Proposition 3.6] for example). In the following two lemmas, we prepare
estimates for “partition of unity” (for p = 2, see |54, Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9]).

Lemma 3.9. Let n,m € N, and let {go(m)} wew, Ve family of [0,1]-valued func-
(m

tions on Wy, such that ZwEW P ) =1 and Pw 0 for each
w € W,. If f e RW», then

gfni»m (f*) S %ngn( ) max an+m (So(m))

weW,

(m) | =
Wn+7n \B'm (w71) -

where (g > 0 is constant depending only on p, L., and f, € RWntm is defined as
Z f (m) , S Wn+m-
weW,

Proof. For each z, 2" € W, 1, we set
Az, 2) = {w e Wo | g9 (2) v 9l(2)) > 0}

Since supp [gow ] C By (w, 1), we can verify that there exists M € N depending only
on L, such that #A(z, z ) < M for any n,m € N and z,2" € W,,4,,. Furthermore,
we see that

L) = 1) = 3 f) (e (=) - o ()

weA(z,z")
and ZWGA(Z,Z,)(M”)( ) — ™ (2)) = 0. From these identities, we have that
3.7) & (f.)

1D D D M AC Ry AR

weEWy, z€w Wy 2/eW,ym;
(2,2")EEntm
p

5 X | Y (- ) (M) - M)

wWeEWnr, 2z GWn+nl, vEA(z,2")
zEW- Wm. (2,2Y€Entm
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We first consider the case p > 1. By Holder’s inequality we obtain

P

B8) | X ()~ f@)(eE) - o)
vEA(z,2’
o) B
< Z If(v) = f(w)|” Z ’sogm)(z) () p/(p—1)

vEA(z,2") vEA(z,2")

To bound the term »-,c 4, .y [f(v) — f(w)|?, for each v € A(z,2'), w € W,, with

z € w- Wy, and (z,2') € Ep1m, we find a path [wl,...7wl] in G, from v to w
with [ < 3, that is, (w’,w'*!) € E, or w® = w't! for each i = 1,...,1 — 1, and
w! = v,w! = w. Define
() o 1 1 1<3, weW,, w =w, and
Peg(w) = {{w ,...,w} ‘ (w, wtt) e E, foreachi=1,...,1—1 #0.

Then, for any (z,2') € E,tm, we see that

(3.9) > 1f) = )

vEA(z,2")

-1
<G Y Y |t = fwth

vEA(z,z") i=1

-1
<Y SR = fit =S w),

[wl,...,wl]EF(S"B)(w) =1

where C] is a constant depending only on p,l. Note that the number #F(fg (w) is
bounded above by a constant depending only on L,. Thus we conclude that there
exists a constant Cy depending only on Cy and L, such that ) u Sp(w) <
C’QSE” (f) for any n € N and f: W,, — R. Combining these estimates (3.7),
and , we obtain

Grnim
gp * (f*)
p—1
1 m p/(p—1)
<32 S Y Y > e - e
weW, 26w Wi 2/ €Wpim; vEA(z,2")
(2,2")EEn+tm
p
SMPTE Y Sp(w) Do DT max ‘wim)(Z)—wim)(z’)
weW, 2€wWWan 2/€Wpym; "
(2,2")EEn4m

p—l Gn+m (m)
<M 3 Syt g & ()
w n

< CoMPTIES ™ (f) max 7 (),

which finishes the proof when p > 1.
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If p € (0, 1], then we can use
p

> W) = F@) (e () - 9l ()

vEA(z,2")

<[ X ve-rer)| X e -emen|

vEA(z,2') vEA(z,2')

instead of and we obtain the desired estimate in a similar way. [
Lemma 3.10. Let n,m,k € N with Wy, \ 0.Gy, # 0. If f € RW», then there exists
a function f, € RWntm+k satisfying

(3.10)  fi(v) = f(w) if we W, and v € ww' - W, for some w' € Wy \ 0.Gk,
and

(3.11) gt (£.) < Gt (0.Gr)CyMET™ (f),

where (g s @ positive constant depending only on p and L.

Proof. For each w € Wy, let h&m): Whtm+kr — [0,1] satisfy hgum)|w.w

m ’

hq(l?ﬁb)|Wn+m+k\Bm(w,1) = 07 and

gt (B ) < 2050 (- Wi Wi\ B, 1).

Define ¥ = ZwEW”Jrk hgﬂm), Then it is obvious that ¥ > 1, and so a family
{<p$§”)}wew . given by gogum) = \Il’lhgvm) satisfies the conditions in Lemma,
For each f: W,, — R, define a function f.: Wi, 1m+r — R by setting
fe@)= > f(E)™(0), v € Wgmyn
z2EWn 4k
We will prove that f, is the required function.
First, we check (3.10). Define f,,1x: Wyir — R by
fn-‘rk(w) = f([w]n)7 w e Wn-‘rk~
Since supp [<p£u’")] C B, (w, 1), we can write
fe(v) = Z fn-&-k(z)‘pgm) (v), v&€Wnirmyr-

z2 € Wyik:
v € Bn(z,1)

Let v € Wyim+r and w € W, such that v € ww' - W, for some w’' € Wy, \ 0,G.
From w' & 0,Gy, it follows that By, (ww’,1) N (w - Wi,4x)¢ = 0, and thus, for any
z € Wyyy with v € By, (2, 1), we obtain [z], = w. From this observation, it holds
that fr4r(2) = f(w), and thus we obtain

Fy= Y flEe™M ) = Y fw)el™ () = flw),

2 € Whir; z2 € Wnyks
v € Bny(z,1) v € Bp(z,1)
which proves (3.10]).
To prove (3.11)), it will suffice to show the bound
Grtm m m
(3.12) L EGmimn (%fu )) < ecfm,
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where ¢y is a positive constant depending only on p and L,. Indeed, by Lemma

we have

E5m (1) < CEmES ™ (fovi) max £ (o)

weEWn, 45
< 2 O.CE () max s ().

A combination of this estimate and (3.12)) yields (3.11)). Towards proving (3.12)),
we start by observing that #A,,(w) < M for some constant M depending only on
L., where

Ap(w) = {z € Witk ‘ B (w,1) N By (2,1) # (Z)},

for each w € Wy,4k. Indeed, we have z € A, (w) if 2 € W, satisfies hq(ﬂm)(v) A

h(zm)(v) # 0 for some v € Wy, {1k, and thus we obtain (similarly to the bound of
A(z,7') in the proof of Lemma [3.9) that #A,,(w) < M for any n,m,k € N and
w € Wyik. Now, it is a simple computation that, for any v, v’ € Wy mak,

1

1) () — o () = — 5 (G (B () — ™ (o)) — ™ () (T () — T (') ).
P00 = g (P (M0 -RE ) - o) (90)- ()

If we put hy (v, ') = Ae™ (v) — K™ (v) for each w € Wik and (v,v') € Bnpmahs
then we have from the above identity that

Grtm+tk n
ESintmr (cpﬁu"))

p—1 1 P ’h&?w(v)’p NP
S (2 V 1) Z |\If(’Ul)|p |hw(U,U )| + W ‘\II(’U) - \I/(U )l

(v,0")EEntmik

p

< (277'v1) 85"*”‘*’“@5?))* > 2. (o)

(U,U/)€E¢L+7n+k w' €Am ('LU)

< (apt v ) (g () 4+ 30 g (1)

*

—
N

w!' €A, (w)
< (@M VL) (M +1) max gt (hgn>) < 2((2M)PL V1) (M + 1)Ci™,
w n+k
where we used Holder’s inequality in (x). This shows (3.12)). O

With these preparations in place, we are ready to prove Proposition |3.8
Proof of Proposition . Let f: W, — R with Sf"(f) =1, and let f, € RWntm+r
be a function obtained by applying Lemma to f. From Lemma [3.10] and
ES(f) =1, we have ESFmrmik (£,) < qmn#(a*ak)c;@ On the one hand, Propo-
sition [3.2}(1) yields that

No (n+m+k) Z

WEWL fmik

Fow) = (|| < G #(0.GCs™.
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On the other hand, from the property of f, in (3.10]), we have that
—(n+m+k) p

WEWn 4mtk

> N**(nerJrk) Z Z Z ‘f(w) — <f*>Wn+m+k:

wWEW, w €W \0x Gy zEWW Wi,

p

#(Wk \8*Gk)N*_(n+k) Z ’f( <f*> Whtm+k ’
weW,
(Wi \ 0.Gy)
P N n
ST P PR R

where we used 3>, oy [f(w) =’ > 2773y | f(w) = () |” for any ¢ € R
(see [11, Lemma 4.17] for example) in the last line, which requires p > 1. Since f
with EE n(f) =1 is arbitrary, we obtain the desired estimate. O

We conclude this subsection by giving a submultiplicative-like inequality of
Poincaré constants.

Lemma 3.11. Let p > 1. There exists a positive constant (g1 depending only on
p, a, D, L,, N, such that for all n,m € N,

A < N AT o ().
In particular,

(3.13) Altm) < (2D L, G o ()

Proof. Recall that, by Proposition Wi\0.Gr # 0 if k > 2. By Proposition
we have that R](Dmﬂ))\ﬁ,") < cl)\é”er for all n € N and m > 3, where ¢; depends
only on a, D, N, and (gg. Combining this estimate with Proposition (1), we
obtain

R}()m,—Z))\Z()n) < ¢ (N*—m)\z()n) +)\§jm)o_1()n)))

where ¢y == ¢1L.(2D)P~1 > 0. Since NWR(m 2 00 as m — 0o by Proposition
there exists My € N such that

inf Nm’R(m 2) > o+ 1.
m> My

From these estimates, we have that (co + 1)N*—m)\1()n) < ¢o (N*_m)\l(,n) + Az(ym)az(jn))
for all n € N and m > Mj,. Hence, we conclude that

Al < e NI g ().
This together with Proposition [3.7(1) implies (3.13). O

3.2. Comparability under (B,) and (KM,). Now we will prove submultiplica-

tive inequality of )\;) under assuming (see [54, Theorem 2.1] for p = 2). The
following theorem gives a nonlinear analog of |54, Propositions 2.13 and 4.1].

Theorem 3.12. Let p > 1 and assume that holds. Then there exists a positive
constant Gz depending only on p,a, D, L., N, and the constants associated with
such that the following statements hold:
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(1) for every n € N,

—1 n n n).

(3.14) Cartze™ < AV < Gamo (s
(2) for every n,m € N,

(3.15) AT < Cam (AT
(3) for everyn € N,

(3.16) iz < Albie < Gy
(4) for every n € N,

(3.17) RYY < Caman(™.

Proof. (1) By Propositionand (3.13) in Lemma forn > 1,
o(™ < (2D)P 7 CL N, L. Crpo DA,

This implies that cr(”) < cl)\z(;n) for any n € N, where ¢; is a positive constant
dependlng only on p,a, D, N,, L, and the constants associated with Lemma
also implies that /\(n) < gV« 1)0pn) for any n € N. Hence we get (3.14).
( ) The submultiplicative inequality (3.15) is immediate from Proposition|3.7}(2)
and (3.14)).
(3) Applying Proposition ( ) and |(B,)l we have that 01(7") < CiL.o (k ))\;n]))w
for all n > k, + 1, which together with (3.14]) implies that

(3.18) A < el

for any n € N,

where ¢ is a positive constant depending only on p, a, D, Ny, L, and the constants
associated with |(B,)l The converse inequality of (3.18]) is immediate from Propo-

sition and (3.15]).
(4) We immediately get (3.17)) from Proposition and (3.15)). O

Next we derive supermultiplicative inequalities of (p, p)-Poincaré constants under

assuming both [(B,,)] and [[KM,, )}

Theorem 3.13. Let p > 1 and assume that both|(B,)| and[[KM,,)| hold. Then there
exists a positive constant Cigrg (depending only on p,a, D, L., N, and the constants
associated with [[B,)] and [[KM,,)]) such that for all n,m € N

—1 n m n+m n
(3.19) G\ UIAL™ < AP < G (Al
and

—1 n m n+m n m
(3.20) CrtaR}, >R§, ) <R < qm]R; IR

Proof. Thanks to Theorem ( ), in order to show it will suffice to prove
the supermultlphcatlve 1nequahty )\(n))\(m) < )\(n+m) From Proposition and
Theorem ( ), we have that )\;" RI(,m) <c )\1(, ") for any n,m € N, where ¢;
depends only on p,a, D, L., N, and the constants associated Withm ByKK_Mpﬂ,
we deduce that

Cramt ATIAL < AR < ey A(rm),

and hence we have )\](g")/\}(,m) < chKM)\,(,n+m).
Since A and R are comparable by Theorem (4) and [(KM,,)} the mul-
tiplicative inequality (3.20)) follows from ([3.19). O
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Note that JZ(,") and )\,(,n) are also comparable under the situation of Theorem
3.13] From these multiplicative inequalities, we deduce the following behaviors of
R, AU and ol™: for all n € N,
(3.21) c*_lpg < RZ(,") < Py c*_lpg < /\1(7") < c.p, and c*_lpg < 0’1(,”) < cpy,

1 (n)\1/n

where p, = lim, (Rp ) (see Theorem |3.4)) and c, depends only on p,a, D,
N, L, and the constants associated with |(B,)[and [(KM, )l

4. CHECKING (B,) anp (KM,) FOrR GSCs

This section gives p-energy analogs of [54, Lemma 3.9, Proposition 3.10, Theorem
7.2, (B-1) and (B-2)]. The condition can be proved in a combinatorial way.
In order to prove we will assume that p > dimarc (K, d). This assumption
is needed to derive (uniform) Holder estimates in Theorem

In this section, let (K, S,{F;}ics) = GSC(D,a,S) be a generalized Sierpiriski
carpet and let p > 1.

4.1. Proof of (B,). The condition plays the converse role of the Proposition
Let us start by providing preparations from asymptotic geometry in order to
simplify several arguments. The following definition extends the notion of rough
isometry among graphs to that among sequences of graphs.

Definition 4.1. For each i = 1,2, let {G}, = (V£7E;)}n>1 be a series of finite
graphs with -

(4.1) Li = sup max #{y A
neNzeV]

(z,y) € EL} < <.

A family of maps {¢,}n>1, where ¢,: VI — V2 is said to be a uniform rough

isometry from {G}L}n>1 to {G%}n>1 if: "

(1) there exist constants Cy,Cy such that, for every n € N and x,y € V!,
Cr gy (z,y) — C2 < dgz2 (on (), 0n(y)) < Crdes (z,y) + Ca;
(2) there exists a constant Cs such that, for every n € N,
U Big, (onle).Cs) = V2
zeV}!
(3) there exists a constant Cy such that, for every n € N and z € V1,

#{y € V2| (¢n(2),y') € E2}
#{y eV} | (z,y) € EL}

Remark 4.2. Since each ¢, is a rough isometry from G! to G2, there exists a
rough isometry @, from G2 to G}. Moreover, we can choose @, so that {@,, },>1 is
a uniform rough isometry from {G2},,>1 to {GL},>1. Consequently, being uniform
rough isometry gives an equivalence relation among series of finite graphs satisfying

).

Then the following stability result holds. Its proof is a straightforward modifi-
cation of [57, proof of Lemma 8.5], and so we omit it here (see Appendix for a
proof).

cyl < < Cy.
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Lemma 4.3. Let {G; = (V,f, Eﬁ)}nZI be a series of finite graphs with

L = supmax #{y € V;/ | (z,y) € E},} < o,
neNzeV}

for eachi = 1,2, and let ,,: V,! — V.2 be a uniform rough isometry from {G}L}n>1
to {G%}HN. Then there exists a positive constant Cyry (depending only on Cy, Cy

n Deﬁm’tion L! and p) such that

(4.2) E9%(f 0 on) < Curi ES7 (1),

for every n € N and f: V.2 — R. In particular,

2
n

(43) Co (2 (An), 03 (B)) < CumiCy™ (An, By)
for every n € N and disjoint subsets A, By, of V..

-)

Next we introduce variants of Poincaré constants )\ZE bir and o ()

by setting

~ Gt ~ ER—

)\;Bir = )‘;E,Dir )(B*Gn)7 and Jp(”) ‘= sup max_ Jlg - )(v W, w - Why).
m>1 (v,w)EE,,

We can easily verify that there exists a uniform rough isometry between {G,, }n>0

and {G”}n>o (with C, Cy, C5,Cy depend only on D, L,). Our new Poincaré con-

stants have the following variational expressions:

- ~ 1
N =it {5 (1) | 1 €R™ flo.c, =0, (g, =1}

and, for (v,w) € Em,

Gm+n7.u

cr,g )(UWnaan)
B —1
= inf{ggf;:;}.wn ‘ fe R{U,U}}'W‘n’ <f>v~Wn _ <f>w~Wn = 1} .

By noting that average (f) A does not depend on edge sets F,, and En, we have
the following lemma as a consequence of Lemma (see also Section 18]).

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant Cgg depending only on p, D, L, such that
G\ <A < G\, for alln €N,
and
Cﬁaé”) < 5;") < Q'ma]()") for alln € N.

Now, we prove We heavily use the symmetries of the underlying (general-
ized) Sierpiriski carpet, namely the symmetries of [—1,1]”, to prove Recall
notations in Definitions and
Proposition 4.5. There exists a positive constant C, depending only on p, D, N,

i

L, such that 01(,”) < C*)\Z(ZL];? for any n € N. In particular, holds (with
k. =2).
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Proof. The proof is a straightforward (but complicated) generalization of [54, Propo-
sition 8.1], where only the standard Sierpinski carpet is considered. Thanks to
Lemma , it is enough to show that Ep(") < XZET]L;E)

Let n € N. Using|(GSC1)| [(GSC4)|and the self-similarity of K, we easily see that

n ~ én ) oy .
Ep( ) = ap( 1 (0-W,,ep-W,). By Proposition[2.19}(3), there exists f: {0,ep}-

. Gn ~(n 1/
W, — R with €750\ () = 1 such that [(Foy, — (Nepw, | = @)

Adding a constant if necessary, we may assume that (f)g. . = —(f)e, .1, - Then,
by the self-similarity and the uniqueness (Proposition 2.19}(3)), we can show that

(4.4) flep-w)=—f(0-7[Rp](w)), w e W,.
Indeed, a function f,: {0,ep} - W,, — R given by

fuliw) = f(ep - T[Rpl(w)) ifi =0 and w € W,
* f(0-7[Rp](w)) ifi=ep and w € W,

. G ~(n)\1
satisfies Ep){&leD},W”(f*) =1, |<f*>0.wn - <f*>eD.Wn‘ = (015 )) P ond (fdow, =

= (f+)ep.w, - Moreover, it is immediate that (f)q.. = — (fi)g.yp, - The uniqueness
in Proposition (3) implies that (oén))fl/pf = :I:(Ul(yn))fl/pf*. If f = fi
then we have <f*>0,Wn = — <f*>0,Wn, which leads to a contradiction since 5,(,n) =

|<f*>0-wn —(f)epw, P'— 0. Hence the case f = f. does not happen and thus

f = —f«. This proves (4.4).
Next we will show that f[o.w, > 0 or fi|o.w, > 0holds. Suppose that (f)q.y, >

0. Obviously, a function f,: {0,ep} - W,, — R given by
. 0-w ifi=0and w e W,,
f(iw) = 1£(0 - w)] it
—|f(ep - w)] ifi=ep and w e W,,

satisfies

|<f*>O-Wn - <f*>eD-Wn 2 |<f>O.W” - <f>eD~W,L
Furthermore, by noting that f = —f, implies |fi(z) — fu(y)| = |f(x) — f(y)| for
(z,y) € Epyq with . € 0- W, and y € ep - W,,, we have

Epridnyw, (F) S &y, () = 1.

p,{0,ep}-W, p,{0,ep}- W,
: : - ~(Guyim) iy
Since f is an optimizer of o, (0-Wy,ep - W,), we deduce from Proposition

(3) that f = £f,. The condition (f)qy, > 0 implies flo.w, > 0. The proof
in the case — (fi)g.w., = (o, < 0 is similar and we have f.[o.w, > 0 in this
case.

By considering f, instead of f if necessary, we can assume that f satisfies

flow,, > 0. Then we have (f)g.y. = — (f)e,.w, = 0 and hence
1 1/p
— (M
(45) (Pow, =5(357)
Furthermore, by the Markov property of &, (Proposition ,
Gn Gt
(4.6) Epioenyw, (fVO) <& 00 pyw, () = 1.



CONSTRUCTION OF ENERGIES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS 29

Note that (f V 0)|o.w,, = floow, and (f V 0)|e,.w,, = 0. Roughly speaking, the
estimate (4.6 tells us that values of a function fy: W,, — [0, +00) given by

fo(w) = f(0-w), weW,,
on W, [BD,+1} are small so that its p-energy arising from “boundaries” can be

controlled. Clearly, (fo)y, = (flo.w, = %(Eé"))l/p. By the uniqueness, we have
that fo OT[RJ'} = foforany j =1,...,D — 1 and that fyo T[R;-l,:k] = fo for any
jk=1,...,D—1. Next, for j =1,...,D — 1, we inductively define f;: W,, —
[0, +00) by

fio1(w) ifweWw, [Hj_DS]7

filw) = {fj—l (T (R )] (w)> if w e W, [H}5].
This construction yields fjor[Ry] = f;if0 < j < k < D. Moreover, fjor[R} ] = f;
for k,1 =1,...,7 with k < [. Tt is also immediate that Epé"(fo) < 55?3;D}-Wn (f) =

1 and Sf"(fj) < 25pG"(f0) < 2 for each j =0,...,D — 1 (we used both and
)

Finally, we construct a function h: W, 15 — [0, 400), whose estimates of energies
and averages will deduce To this end, let us introduce ‘fundamental region’
A@D = A of [-3a71,3a71]P~! x [1 — 2a71,1] = R, p that is given by

D—2
A={(z1,...,zp) |2 €[0,3a7 ] (1 <k < D-1),2p € [1-2a"",1]}N ﬂ ijzq
i=1

Here, we regard ﬂiD:EZ ’Hf’fl as Qo when D = 2. For each k € {0,...,D — 1},

4,0

define uy, € RP by uy, = Zk

j—1€j, where we set ug = 0”. Then we have

D-1

k=0
Next we inductively define {Ag};- as follows. Define Ay == A. For given
Ag,...,Ax_1, define Ay, as
A = AL_1 U R;k+1 (Akfl).
Note that this construction yields Ap_o = [0, 3a*1] b=ty [1-2a~1,1] for all D > 2.
Also, we define subsets {Dk}sz_ol of Rq,p as follows. Define Oy := Ap_q. For given
Oo, ..., 0g_1, define (g as
g :=0k_1 U Ry (Dk—l)-

This construction yields Op_1 = R4 . p-

By S € {0,1,...,a—1}P a > 3,|(GSC1)[and |(GSC4)} we can find v = v1ve € Wo
such that vy —ep € S, v € Wa[Bp, 1| and N(v) C vy - Wy, where N (v) := {z €
Wy | dg,(z,v) < 1}. Set

Ay ={v1 - (vatug) | ke{l,...,D— 1} with vy + up € S}

and define h: Ay - W, — [0, +00) by

h(v1 (ve 4+ ug) - z) = fr(z) for z € W,.




30 RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

Note that Ay, - Wy, 2 Wiya[fu, (Ao)]. The desired function h: Wyyo — [0, +00)

will be constructed by ‘unfolding’ h in a suitable way as described below. De-
fine hg = h. Inductively, for z € Wy,11 with vz € W49 [fyl (Ak)], define

Ek: Wn+2 [f'ul (Ak)} — [O, +OO) by

}VL ( ) B Ek_l(vlz) ifviz € Wn+2 [fvl (Ak—l)],
RAVLZ) = ﬁk,l (vl -T[Rzkﬂ] (z)) otherwise.

Also, define hg = ED,Q: Wito [fvl (DO)] — [0, +00). Inductively, for z € W, 14
with v1z € W49 [fvl (Dk)], define hy: W10 [fvl (Dk)] — [0, +00) by

b B hk_l(vlz) ifviz € Wn+2 [fvl (Dk—l)]a
k(v12) = hi_1 <v1 . T[Rk] (z)) otherwise.

Lastly, we define h: W,,15 — [0,400) by

0 otherwise.

Clearly, we have hlw, ,,\n(v).w,, = 0 and h

8.Gny» = 0 from the construction.
Furthermore, we have from the symmetries of { f; jD;Ol and the definition of h that

D—1
-~ » D - ]. ol . ~n 1
gfn2(ny < Y 2J< ; >{€§"(fj) G+ Deptahpyw, (VO
j=0
D—1
< 2](;+3)(D,_1>
=0 J

—(n _ 1 o/ " 1/p
<h>Wn+2 2 Nu M fow) = N2 <f0>Wn = §N* 2(01’( )) '

Hence, by putting h, = 6}?"*2 (h)='/? - h, we conclude that

p

N (n4+2 G —_ p 1~(n
N2 = o, | =82 [y, | 2 0015
which shows (By,), where k, = 2 and C, = 3°71(D + 2) - (2N2)? G4 O

4.2. Uniform Hélder estimate: p > dimarc(K,d). Next we will prove useful
Holder type estimates. In order to obtain these estimates, a “low-dimensional” con-
dition: Assumption[£.7] which is described in terms of the Ahlfors regular conformal
dimension, will be essential. The notion of Ahlfors regular conformal dimension was
implicitly introduced by Bourdon and Pajot [16]. The exact definition of this di-
mension is as follows.
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Definition 4.6. Let X be a metrizable space (without isolated points) and let
d; (i = 1,2) be compatible metrics on X. We say that d; and dy are quasisymmetric
to each other if there exists a homeomorphism 7: [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that

d2($7a) < dl(x7a)
dg(x,b) - dl(l‘,b) ’
for every triple x,a,b € X with « # b. (It is easy to show that being quasisymmetric

gives an equivalence relation among metrics.) The Ahifors reqular conformal gauge
Jar(X,dy) of (X,dy) is defined as

JAr(X,dy) = {dz

(For the definition of Ahlfors regularity, recall (2.2)). Note that dimy(X,d2) = o
if dy is o/-Ahlfors regular.) Then the Ahlfors reqular conformal dimension (ARC-
dimension for short) of (X, d;) is

4.7 dim X,dy) = inf dimp (X, ds).
(4.7) Arc(X, d1) el gy @ u(X, dz)

ds is a metric on X, ds is quasisymmetric to dy,
and ds is o’-Ahlfors regular for some o/ > 0.

The notion of quasisymmetric and the exact definition of ARC-dimension are
not essential in this paper. We refer the reader to a monograph [55] and surveys
[13}/48] for details of the ARC-dimension and related subjects.

The following assumption describes our “low-dimensional” setting (see [54) the
condition (R)] in the context of probability theory).

Assumption 4.7. A positive real number p satisfies p > dimarc (K, d).
Remark 4.8. The following bound concerning the Ahlfors regular conformal di-
mension of the standard Sierpinski carpet is known:

log 2 _logN, log8

1 < di Kd <a= = .
+ 3~ imarc( )<a log a log 3

log
The lower bound follows from a general result due to Tyson [59]. The strict in-
equality in the upper bound is proved by Keith and Laakso [43].
To promote understanding Assumption [£.7} we recall characterization results by
Carrasco Piaggio [20] and Kigami [47] in our setting. Recall lim,, (Rg)”))l/" =pp
(Theorem [3.4)).

Theorem 4.9 (|20, Theorem 1.3], [47, Theorems 4.6.9 and 4.7.6]). Assumption
is equivalent to p, > 1. In particular, if Assumption[{.7] holds, then there exist
Ggg > 0 and 6 > 0 (depending only on a, p,) such that

n —0n
C;)Snga for alln € N.
Under Assumption we can show the following powerful Holder continuity.

Theorem 4.10. Suppose Assumptionlﬂ holds. Then there exist constants Cyy >
0 (depending only on p,a,D, N, Ly, pp) and 8 > 0 (depending only on a, pp) such
that, for any n,m € N, 2 € Wy, v,w € Bn(z,1) and f € RWn+m,

(4.8) () = f(w)” < ConAy ™ eEF+m (fla=m’.

This theorem is proved by iterating Proposition (2) Kusuoka and Zhou
[54] prepared a general estimate using signed measures (|54, Lemma 3.9]) to show
Holder type estimates, but we need only the case of Dirac measures for our purpose.
Here we give a simplified extension of [54, Lemma 3.9 and Proposition 3.10].
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Lemma 4.11. Let n,m € N, let v € W,,, and let f € RWrtm. Then, for any
wEv- Wy,

n

/
(4.9) |F(w) = (F) oy, | < NIPESTm (£)HP (,\zgc))l P

k=1

Proof. Let w € v- W, and set w; := [w]; for each [ = m,...,n + m. Note that
Wy, = v and Wy 4 = w. From Proposition (2)7 we see that

n+m—1
@) = Do) < 3 [ Dt = P
I=m
n+m—1
SNj/pEpv l/p Z (n+m l) 1/p

= NP, o (VP ST (AEN P O

ol
HM:
A

Proof of Theorem [{.10, By Assumption [4.7] and Theorem [£.9] there exists § > 0
such that

(4.10) CI()") < Ggga ™ for every n € N.

From (4.10)), Proposition |3.8 and Theorem (2), we have A < ¢ Al g—mo

for every n,m € N, where ¢; > 0 depends only on p,a, D, L., N,, pp. In particular,
(4.11) )\g“) < cl/\l(D”er)a*("er*k)e for every n,m,k € N with k < n.

By Lemma for any z € W, v € z- W, and w € B,,(2,1),

<F@) = Daaw |+ [Paw, = D, | +

‘f(w) - <f>[w]m~Wn

D n 1/p
S Z ‘<f>z(i—1)-Wn - <f>Z(Z)Wn’ + 2Nj/p5pGn+m (f)l/p Z(Aék)) 9
i=1

k=1

where z(i) € W, (z =0,...,D) with 2(0) = z, 2(D) = [w], satisfy (z(i—1),2(3)) €
Epor 270 = zifor i = 1,...,D. (Such {z(i)}; exists due to Proposition [2.10])

From Proposition 3-21(3), Theorem (1) and (4.11)), we see that

‘f(U) _ f(w)| < 2D(p_l)/pgf"+m(f)1/p <<0'1(,n))1/p n N*l/p zn:()\z()k)>1/17>

k=1

1/p &

> (ke
) 7(n+m7k)0/p,

< Ci/ <)\(n+m)an+m
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where ¢, is a positive constant depending only on p,a, D, N,, L.. Since § > 0 and

n n—1
S @m0/ g mmb/p § kol
k=1 k=0

1—a "0/ 1

— g ™0/p .
l—a 9P = 1—qa 0P

—mb/p
)

- a

we have the desired estimate for v € z - W,, and w € B,(z,1). A combination of
this estimate and the triangle inequality proves the desired estimate. ([

4.3. Proof of (KM,): p > dimarc(XK,d). The aim of this subsection is to prove

under Assumption[d.7] Our strategy for proving[(KM,,)]comes from a recent
study by Cao and Qiu [19], where they give an “analytic” proof of (KMs) using

estimates of Poincaré constants in [54]. Although our proof of is similar

to the argument in [19, Section 4], we give a complete proof of for the
reader’s convenience. Our argument will depend heavily on the uniform Hélder

estimate (Theorem and on behaviors of “chain” type p-conductance CZ(,"’M)
(its definition will be given later).

Let us start by introducing a new graph Gy, ps, which is a “horizontal chain”
consisting of M copies of G,,. The exact definition of Gy, ps is as follows. Let
n, M € N with M > 2 and pick m € N such that a™ > M. Then, by we
can find a simple path [w(1),...,w(M)] in (Vp, E‘m) such that

Fu (/C+) = Fy(i+1) (/C_) foreachi=1,...,M — 1,
where
(412) K- =Kn Bl,*h K+ =KnN B17+1'

(lCi denotes a couple of opposite faces of K.) We define G, v = (Vi mr, En) as
a subgraph of G,y given by

Vo, m = U w(i) - W, and E, v ={(z,y) € Entm | T,y € Vom}

=1

~.

We also consider a horizontal network E’n M defined by

E, v = {(x,y) € En_Hn ‘ T,y € Vn,M}.

Now, we set
Vo =w(l)- W, and V.5 = w(M) - W,.
and define CZ(,n’M) (see Figure |3) by setting
C}(JMM) = CI?WYM (Vn_,Mv Vn—’,—M)

We easily see that these definitions do not depend on choices of large m € N and
horizontal chain [w(1),...,w(M)].
The following lemma describes a key behavior of C,(,”’M).

Lemma 4.12. For every M > 3 there exists a constant C(M) > 1 depending only
on p, Ly, No, M such that

(4.13) C(M)_lcl()") < C]()”’M) < C(M)CZ()") for any n € N.
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copy of W,
4

1 - 0

x M

FI1GURE 3. The conductance C,(,n’M) (the planar case)

Its proof will be a straightforward modification of [19, Lemma 4.7]. In order to
prove Lemma , we need to show that ngn) behaves similarly to the conductance
that appeared in the work of Barlow and Bass (see the quantity R, ' in [6]). To
state rigorously, we define

Wn_ = Wn [Bl’,l}, W+ = Wn [BLJFJ and C(n)

n p,face

=CS (W, , W,h).

The next lemma is proved in |15, Lemma 4.4] for some special cases of Sierpinski
carpets by using p-combinatorial modulus instead of p-conductance. We give a
simple proof without using p-modulus.

Lemma 4.13. There ezists a constant Cgxg > 1 depending only on p, D, L, such
that

Gl < €\ < GraCl™  for any n € N.

Proof. By the self-similarity of K and |(GSC1)| there exist m € N and w € W,,
such that C,(,") = Cf"*’” (w Wy Wi \ B (w, 1)) Define A,, .= w - W,, and B,, ==
Witm \ By (w,1). It is immediate from Proposition that Cy ™™™ (An, By) >

Cz(;n). For n € N and v € 9(w - W,,) (resp. v € 9B, (w,1)¢), we fix d(v) € w- W,
(resp. d(v) € B, (w,1)¢) such that (v,d(v)) € Epym. Define @n: Wyim — Wihim
by

ou(v) = {v it v & O(w - W) U OB, (w, 1)°,

d(v) if ved(w-Wy,)UoB,(w,1)°.
Then we easily see that ¢, is a rough isometry with Cy = 1, Cy = 2, C3 = 2
and C4 = L,/2 in Definition H Note that C,?”*m (O(w - Wy,), 0B, (w, 1)) =
CE (A, By). Applying (4.3) in Lemma and Proposition we deduce
that there exists ¢; > 0 (depending only on p, L,) such that, for any n € N,

Grim n
CSmtm (Ap, Bn) < 1C5M.

Let f: Wypm — Rosatisfy fla, =1, f|g, =0 and 85"*’"(]‘) = Cf"*’"(An,Bn). If
v € W, satisfies (v, w) € E,,, then we have that

C}?n+nt (An, By) > 5Gn+m (f) > C(n)

p,v-Wy, p,face’

and thus we conclude that (™) < clcé").

p,face



CONSTRUCTION OF ENERGIES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS 35

The converse can be shown in a very similar way as Proposition [£5 Define
‘fundamental region’” A%P = A of [-3a~1, 3a*1]D =: Q,.p by

A=10,3a"]" ﬂ w7

For each k € {0,..., D}, define u, € RP by uy, := Z?Zl e;, where we set ug = oP.
Then we have

AC

Cc

Jur (Qo)-

k=0

Next we inductively define {Ak} as follows. Define Ag = A. For given
Ao, ..., Ap_1, define Ay, as

Ak = gk—l U le,k—ﬁ-l (Ek—l)-

Note that this construction yields Ap_1 = [07 Sa’l] P for all D > 2. Also, we define
subsets {lflk}kD:O of Q,.p as follows. Define E]O = ﬁp_l. For given E]o, .. .,E]k_l,
define [ as

E\k = ik—l U Ry, (E\k_l).

This construction yields 0 p = Qa.D-
Next we will introduce a new graph T';, (n > 1) as follows. For each n > 1, define
W, € ({0,...,a—1}P)" by

Wy, = {(O‘k) w‘ake{ 1,0,1} for each k € {1,. D},wEanl},

andE(W)CanWn by

E(Wn) =

{w,w) | v,we W, fo(Qo) N fu(Qo) is a (D — 1)-dimensional hypercube}.

Then I, = (Wn, E(Wn)) Define subsets I,,, O,, of Wn by

Iy = {w € Wy | fu(Q0)Nfo(Qo) # 0} = {w € Wy | fulQo) N [-a~ 071" £ 0},
and
O = {w e Wy | fu(Qo) N9Qup # 0}
By the cutting law of p-conductances (see [57), Proposition 3.18] for example),
Contt (Ing1, Opgr) = COom (Ap, By) > ¢ CEmtm (A, By) > ¢+ C,

where ¢ > 0 depends only on p, D, L, (we used Lemma . Let f: W, — [0,1]
satisfy

flw-=1 fly+=0 and EG"(f) C;f?wce
From the uniqueness of the optimizer of Cz() flce, we have foT[R;] = f and fo
T[R] ] = fforany j,k=2,...,D. Define hy: W, — [0,1] as hy == f. Inductively,
define hy: W, — [0,1] by

() = h—1(w) if we W, [H
g ot (7[R (w))  ifwe W, [H

I
].

AT

+,
1,
+
1,
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Then we have £57 (hy,) < 25 (hg—1) and hence

e £ () < 207180 (o) = 207G

Let h: {u-w| ke {1,...,D},w e W,} — [0,1] such that
ﬁ(uk -w) = hy(w) forallke{l,...,D} and w € W,.
Note that {uz-w | k € {1,...,D},w € W,} contains {w € Wiia | Fu(Qo)NA £ 0}

and that
D ~
gp(}Nl> - Zéf" (hk’)’
k=1

where & (~) denotes the p-energy of h on the induced subgraph of T';, 11 whose
vertex set is given by {ux -w | k € {1,...,D},w € W, }. Similar construction by
‘unfolding’ h as in the proof of Proposmon 5[ yields a function h, : Wn+1 — [0, 1]
satisfying

h*|[ El, h

n+1

=0

Ont1
and

D N " D D .
| _ 2 : k(D Gn D—1p(n Z k D—1Dp(n
gp * (h*)_ 2 (k>gp ) <2 Cpfacc 2 <k’> <2 3 Cpfacc
k=1 =1
Hence we conclude that

¢ " < ) (I, Ong) < €57 () < 2271870

p,face?
which completes the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove Lemma [4. 12

Proof of Lemma Thanks to Lemma it will suffice to compare Cp face and
CZ(,"‘M). Suppose that G, s is realized as a subgraph of G+ using a horizontal
chain [w(1),...,w(M)] in (Vin, Ep), that is, Vi, pr = Ufwlw() W,,. First, we
consider the case M = 3. By the monotonicity of p-conductance (Proposmon
, we immediately have that C(" 3) < C;"face We will prove the converse by
using Lemma Let us define a subgraph Gn,3 = (\A/n’37En’3) of G, 3 by

~

Vs = {w@)v |ve W, }Uw(2) W, U{w@B)v |ve W, },

and

~

E, 3= {(v,w) €E,3 ) v,w € XN/ng,}

Then we easily see that

cn:3) — Cpénvi" ({w(l)v |ve WTJ[}, {w(3)v |ve W;})

P
Define ¢,,: W,, — ‘7”73 by
whr[Ry](w) ifweW,,
on(w) = { w?w ifweg W, UWr,
w3T[Ry)(w)  if we W, .
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Then {¢n}n>1 is a uniform rough isometry between {G,,},,>1 and {Gn 3}n>1 (with

Ci =1 Cg =2, 03 = 2 and Cy4 = L, /2 in Definition [4.1] B Applying Lemma
we get ¢ < c1Cp (n.3 , where ¢; > 0 depends only on p and L,.

D, face —

Next, let us consider the case M}, = 2* + 2 for k € N. Define 510("’M) by
C CAmM) = CGn M (Vn7M7 V’rjM)’

where Ct'n,M = (Vn,M,En,M). We easily see that G, s and ( nM,EmM) are
uniformly rough isometric and thus Lemma [£:3]implies that there exists a constant
¢o > 0 (depending only on p, L,, D) such that

c;lcp(n,M) < 5p(n,M) < CQCp(n,M)

Let fr.x: Va,a, — R satisfy

G, 5 (n,
v = 1, Vi = 0, and & """ (fux) :Cp( M)
We shall show that
(4.14) min{ f,x(v) | v € w(i) Wy, 1 <i <2141} >

(See Figure ) To this end, let us consider a function fn,k given by
Fulv) = {fm O V(1= far(v)) v UL, (i) W,
Fak@) A= fai(w) i v € ULGE w(i) - W

which obviously satisfies fn,k|V*M =1 and fn7k|V+M = 0. From the uniqueness
n, Mj, n, My
of fur, fori=1,..., M, and w € W,

fog(w(i)w) =1 — fox(w(My — i+ 1)7[Ri](w)).
This yields that
Fn@) = Fur@)] = [Tak@) = Fu®)] @) € Bu(w(@ 1) 02 +2)),
where E, (w(2" + 1), w(2""! 4 2)) denotes

{(xl,@) € Enim ‘ i € w(2F 44) - W, for i = 1,2}.

Hence we have &, fAn,k ) < Ey(fnk). By the uniqueness of f,, ., we have fnk = fn.k
which deduces (4.14]). Similarly, we also have

(4.15) max{ fnx(v) | v € w(i) - Wn,2k<z<2k+2}<1

By (4.14), (4.15) and the Markov property of p-energies on graphs (Proposition

£,

G M) = £ (£, 1)

11 .G n,M 1 o5
> - M (g (£, et — 9=pC (M, My 1)
2{517 (f’“v2)+g (f*’“Az)} Cy
Iterating this estimate, we conclude that, for any k& € N,
Cz()n,Mk) > c;lgp(n,Mk) > 0512—pk51§n,3) > C 22 pkcz(;nf;cc

Since CI()n’M) > CZ(;"’M/) for M < M’ we obtain the desired estimate for all M. O
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copy of W,
y o 1/2
1 1
1 — o o 0o — Z 5 S E — o o 0o — O
1-st (2F=1 +1)-th ~ (2% + 2)-th

FIGURE 4. Values of f,

Finally, we prove We mainly follow the method in |19, Lemma 4.8].
Theorem 4.14. Suppose Assumption holds. Then holds.

Proof. Let f,: W, — R satisfy

5;?"(fn):17 In

n \1/P
0., =0, and (fa)y, = (A1)

Note that f, is non-negative. Pick w* € W, such that f,(w*) = maxycw, fn(w).

Then we easily see that f,(w*) > ()\Xll)mr) VP et 9,C~'UH > 0 be constants in

Theorem and choose [, € N such that

~ 1
4.1 —Lo\I/P _
(4.16) (CUHa ) ~ 8DN,

Then, by Theorem for any n > I,

(4.17) max{|fn(v) — frn(w)] | k<n—lg,zeW, 1k,v,w€Ez- Wn_l*_k}

1 (n) 1/P
< A ) .
- 8DN*( p,Dir

Now, we will choose a chain of (n — 2)-cells from 0,G,, to w*. Define

D
Scorner = § Ok€ek
k=1

o, € {-1, +1}}

that satisfies #Scomer = 2. Fix a path [i(1),...,i(L)] in Gy, i.e. i(k) € S and
(i(k),i(k + 1)) € Ey for any [, such that i(1) € 9,G1 and w* € i(L) - W,,_1. Note
that L < diam G; < N,. We can find “corners” z(1),2(2),...,2(2L — 1) € {i"~! |
i € Scomer} satisfying v* == i(1)z(1) € 0,G,, and

(i(k)z(2k),i(k +1)2(2k + 1)) € E,, fork=1,...,L—1.
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Since fn(v*) =0 and E7"(fn) =1,

/P
(Az(:l)air)l < fr(w*) = falw®) = fu(v")

+ | Fu (i(k)2(2K)) — fu(iCk + 1)2(2k + 1)) |>
< { 3 | fo (i(K)2(2k — 1)) — fu (i(k)2(2F)) y} +L—1.

Now, we have /\;:L])Dir — 00 as n — 0o by Assumption and Theorem Hence

we may assume that

L—1 1/p
S 1 (i) = 1) = £ Gih=20)] > (A0,
k=1

for all large n. Then there exists [ € {1,..., L — 1} such that

| £ (i(k)2(2k — 1)) — £ (i(k)2(2k)) | > 2(L1_1)(A§733ir)1/p.

Moreover, by the triangle inequality, there exist i*(0),i*(1) € Scomer and j €
{1,...,D} with ¢*(0) — i*(1) € {—e;, e;} such that

1 1/p
-7 ok n—1 -7 ok n—1 (n)
(4.18) | (i) (0)"Y) = fo (i) (1) 1) | = m(xpm) .
By using the symmetries of f, if necessary, we may assume that

Fu@@i )" > fu(i(1)i*(0)"71).
Then we see from (4.17)) and (4.18)) that

= min fn — max fn
i(1)a* (1) - Wy, —1 i(1)i* (0)i* - Wi 1, —1

1 1 m VP o 1 ym VP
S _ 9. </\ ) >7()\ ) ,
~ [2D(L -1) SDNJ p.Dir ~ 4DN, \"P:Pir
where we used a bound L — 1 < N, in the last inequality. Let us consider the
“horizontal chain of (n — I, — 1)-cell along j-axis” from i(l)i*(0)! - W,,_;, 1 to
i(1)i* (1) - Wy,—i,—1. Then, by putting g,, := ((6,f 4+ ¢) V 0) A 1, where ¢, is a
constant such that g’ﬂ|i(l)i*(6)l*<Wn,l*,1 = ¢ for e = 0,1, we have that

P

From Lemma Theorems and (3), we conclude that
n l.+1 n—Il,—1
Cy") < Cgacf- ey

<G C(al*)Cz(jl*Jrl)CI()nfl*fl,al*)
Loyp(at1) plym) ) ) !
< CGrC(a)e -V ADN (A, < Cn (A7)

e < £ (ga) < 0775 () < (DN (ALD,)
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where Cient = C(a')Cy ™ (4D N, )P G, which depends only on p, a, D, L., N., py.
This proves O

We conclude this section by giving some useful estimates to construct p-energies.
Under Assumption , we have multiplicative inequality of R,()' ) by virtue of Propo-

sition , Theorems and In particular, R,(,n) = py for all n € N. Then
Theorem [4.9) implies that

log N.pp
4.19 =—"=
( ) BP loga

satisfies 8, — a > 0, where o = log N,./log a is the Hausdorff dimension of (K, d).
Now, we define the rescaled discrete p-energy Sf » by setting

ESm(f) = pp€gn(f), feR™
Similarly to Theorem we can show the following Holder estimate.
Theorem 4.15. For everyn,m € N, z € W,,,, v,w € By,(2,1) and f € RWn+m,
(4.20) F(0) = F)]? < Cu EGrem (fya~(Bmerm.
where Cyy > 0 s a constant depending only on p,a, D, Ly, N, pp.

Proof. The required uniform Holder estimate (4.20) can be proved by using C,(,n) <
a~Br=)" which is a consequence of supermultiplicative inequality of CI()‘ ), instead

of ([4.10) in the proof of Theorem [4.10] O

Lastly, we observe a monotonicity result (the so-called weak monotonicity in
). This is proved in Proposition 5.2] for p = 2.

Corollary 4.16. For every n,m € N and f € LP(K, u),
(4.21) ES (Myf) < Cwnt ES™ (Mg f),
where Cywm > 0 is a constant depending only on p,a, D, L., Ny, p,. In particular,

(4.22) sup EG7 (M, f) < Cwt lim ES™ (M, f).

neN n—oo

Proof. By Proposition (3), for any n,m € N, w € W,, and f € LP(K, p),

PasmnMin)) = N2 32 [ = Mo fw).

vew -W,,
Hence P imn(Mptmf) = My f. We get (4.21) from Lemma and ((3.21)). a

Remark 4.17. One can derive a uniform Harnack type estimate for discrete p-
harmonic functions as an application of For p = 2, this was done by
Theorem 3.1] or Lemma 7.8]. We expect that such type estimate will be
important for future work, but we omit this since its proof does not fit the purpose
of this paper.
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5. THE DOMAIN OF p-ENERGY

This section aims to prove a part of our main results: Theorems and
Let (K, S,{F;}ics) = GSC(D,a,S) be a generalized Sierpiriski carpet. Thanks
to Corollary we know that the following quantity:

(5.1) fl, = sup ECn (M, f)V/P.

describes the limit behavior of rescaled p-energy ENE“(M” f). Then we easily see
that |- |, defines a ([0, co]-valued) semi-norm. We also define a function space J,
and its norm || - || = by setting

Fp=Af € LP(K,p) [ |flz, <oo} and |[|fllz, = £l +fl£,-

Ideally, F, plays the same role as the Sobolev space WP in smooth settings like
Euclidean spaces. As stated in [41, Section 7], this (1, p)-“Sobolev” space F,, should
be closable and have regularity, that is,

e any Cauchy sequence {f,}n>1 in || 7, With f, — 0 in L” converges to 0

in Fp;

o F,NC(K) is dense in C(K) with respect to the supremum norm.
We prove these properties in subsection In addition, the separability of F, is
proved in subsection|5.2] The separability will be essential to follow our construction
of p-energy in section @ We also see in subsection that F, has a Besov-like
representation, which is an extension of results for 75 in [28}/51].

Throughout this section, we suppose Assumption holds.

5.1. Closability and regularity. First, we derive the following Holder estimate
from the uniform Holder estimates on graphical approximations (Theorem [4.15]) in
the same way as |44, Lemmas 6.10 and 6.13].

Theorem 5.1. There exists a positive constant Cyg) (depending only on p,a, D, L,
N., pp) such that every f € F, has a continuous modification f, € C(K) with

|f<(@) = fe @) < Cuar |f1, d(z,y)"

for every x,y € K. Moreover, the inclusion map Fp, > f + f. € C(K) is injective.
In particular, F, is continuously embedded in the Holder space COBp=e)/p,

Proof. Let f € F,. By Propositionm-(?)) and Lemma for each n > 1, we have
that [ fdu= N7"3 cw,. Mnf(w). From this identity, there exists w(n) € W,
for each n € N such that M, |f|(w(n)) < [, |f| du. Then, by Theorem for
any n € Nand v € W,

| My f(0)]” < 2071 [My f(v) = My fw(n))[” + 207 [ My f(w(n)) [

P
<2 'Cun|fl +2°7! (/ | du)
K
< 227 'Cun |fl%, + 27 IfIL.
and hence we obtain the following uniform bound of f € F:

(5.2) sup max |[M, f(v)| < e1 [l £, < oo,
n>1veWw,

where ¢; > 0 depends only on p and Cygy.
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For each n € N, enumerate the elements W,, as W,, = {w, (1), ..., w,(N?)} and

inductively define {[A(wn(i)}]\fl as follows: IA(wn(l) = K, 1) and

Ko, (i+1) = Ku, (i+1) \ U K, )
Jj<i
Note that each I?wn(i) is a Borel set of K, I?wn(l-) (i=1,...,N7) are disjoint, and
NP S . =
K = U;2, Ky, ) Also, by Proposition (3), we have u(K,, \ K,) = 0 for any
w € W,,. Next, define a Borel measurable function f,,: K — R by setting
foi= ) Mnf(w)lg, .
wGWn
Then (5.2)) yields that

(5.3) sup sup | fn(2)| < c1 || fll £, -
n>lzekK

Let n € N, let z # y € K and set n, == n(z,y) € Z>o. If n > n,, then there exist
v,w € W, such that x € K, y € K, and K, N K, # 0. We can find v',w’ € W,,
such that z € K,y and y € K. Then v’ € B,_,, (v,1), w’ € By_,, (w,1) and
By—n.(v,1) N By_p, (w,1) # 0. Fix 2/ € By_p, (v,1) N By, (w,1). Applying
Theorem we have that

(@) = fu(w)P <207 (|My f(0') = My ()" + [ M f(2') = M f(w)[")
< 2P CynES™ (M, fa=Pe=em-
< 2" av/ D |, (),

where we used Lemma [2.13] in the last line. If n < n,, then there exist v,w € W,
such that x € K,, y € Ky, and K, N Ky, # 0. Let v',w" € W,, with z € K,y and
y € Kys. Then [v',v,w,w’] is a path in G,,, and hence we have that
< 3P| M f(v') = My f(0)[F + | Mo f(v) = My f(w)]” + | My, f (w) — My f(w')[")
< 3PET (Mo f) < 3 |fI%, pp"
As a result of this observation, we conclude that
(54) |ful(@) = fu@)" < 2| fl5, (d(z,9)" "% +p,"), [e€FpneNzyeK,

where co is a positive constant depending only on p, a, D, Cyy.

Thanks to and , we can apply an Arzeld—Ascoli type argument for
{fn}n>1 (see |44, Lemma D.1]). For reader’s convenience, we provide a complete
proof. Set A,, := {Fw (Z}?:l Ukek)}ake{—l,+1},w€Wn and A = Un21 A,,. Then A
is a countable dense subset of K. Since {f,(z)},>1 is bounded for each z € A
by , by a diagonal argument, we obtain a subsequence {ny}r>1 such that

{fne (%) }x>1 converges as k — oo for any = € A. Define fi(z) = limy_ oo frn, ()
for any z € A. From (5.4) and Assumption we see that

(@) = )" < ea|f[5, d(x,y)?~*  for any z,y € A.

Since A is dense in K, f, is extended to a continuous function on K, which is again
denoted by f. € C(K), and it follows that

@) = L) < co|f d(z,y)?° for any z,y € K.
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(We can also show that sup,cx |fi(x) — fn,(2)] = 0 as k — oco. For a proof, see
|44, Lemma D.1].) Then, for any m € N and w € W,,, we have [, fn, du —

wa fedp as k — oco. By Proposition (3) and (Ko, \I?w) =0,

Jogmn= [ M@= [ 3 Mgt d

W 2€Wn, Kuw 2€w Wy —m
1
= > </ fdu)/ Lc.dn= [ fan
zEw-W, “<Kz> K. Ky K
nkf’ﬂb

whenever w € W,,, and nj > m. Letting k — oo, we obtain wa fedp = wa fdu
for all w € Wy. By Proposition and Dynkin’s -\ theorem, we conclude that
f+ is a continuous modification of f. The injectivity of f — f, is obvious. We
complete the proof. (Il

Next, we prove the closability by proving that (75, ||| ) is complete. See also
[44, Lemmas 6.15 and 6.16].

Theorem 5.2. (Fy, || £ ) is a Banach space.

Proof. Let {fn}n>1 be a Cauchy sequence in (Fp, || - ||}-p). Then {f,}n>1 converges
to some f € LP(K,u) in LP. Fix g € K and set g, := f,, — fu(x0). Then, by the
Holder estimate in Theorem forallm,m>1and z € K,

|gn(x) — gm(x)[" < Cre | fn — fm‘g:p d(z,20)* ™ < Cuai | fo — fm I}p :

which implies that {g,, },>1 is a Cauchy sequence in C(K). Since C(K) is complete,
{gn}n>1 converges to some g € C(K) in the supremum norm.

It is immediate that {f,, — gn}n>1 converges to f — g in LP, and thus we can
pick a subsequence {nj}i>1 so that f,, — gn, — f — g for p-a.e. as k — oo. On
the other hand, the definition of g, implies that f, — g, = fn(z0). Hence the limit
limg o0 frn, (zo) = b exists and f — g = b for p-a.e. In particular, f admits a
continuous modification. We again write f to denote this continuous version. Then
f is the limit of f,,,. Indeed, we have

1 = Frlley < N9 = gnilleqy + [fri(0) =0l = 0 as k — oo
Since {f}n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in F,, for any € > 0 there exists N(g) > 1 such
that

sup  sup ECH (M fn, — My f;) < e,
ing>N(e) k>1

which implies that

(5.5) sup supgf’“(Mkfm — Mpf) <e.
i>N(e) k>1

Therefore, we have that, for large i > 1 with n; > N(e),
ESH(Mi )P < ES* (M fr, — M)V + ES* (M f, )P < e+ sup |fnl %,
nz

which implies that f € F,. In addition, yields that ||f — fm”fp — 0 as
17— OQ.

The convergence || f — fnll F = 0 is easily derived by applying the above argu-
ments for any subsequence of {f,}n>1. We complete the proof. g
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Moreover, we can show that F,, is compactly embedded in LP (K, p).
Proposition 5.3. The inclusion map from F, to LP(K, p) is a compact operator.

Proof. Let {f,}n>1 be a bounded sequence in F,. Since the embedding of F, in
C%(Br=a)/P is continuous, we obtain a subsequence {f,, }x>1 and f € C(K) such
that f,, converges to f in the supremum norm by applying the Arzeld—Ascoli
theorem. This proves our assertion. O

Towards the regularity of F,, the following lemma gives a “partition of unity”
in F,. See also |44, Lemma 6.18].

Lemma 5.4. There exists a family {oy fwew, in Fp such that
(1) Jor anyw e Wy, 0< oy < 1;
(2) foranyn €N, > puw =1;

(3) for anyn € N and w € W, supplp.,] C Ul(n) (w), where Ul( (w) is defined
as

(5.6) U™ (w) = U K,;

vEWy3da,, (v,w)<1

(4) there exists a constant Gz > 0 (depending only on p,a, D, L., Ny, pp) such
that

lpwl < Ggap, for anyn €N and w € W,.

Pmof For n,m € N and w € Wy, let 951 Wi, — [0, 1] satisfy 15|, w, =1,
i Wiy \By (w,1) = 0 and &, "*m( (”)) Cp Grtm (w-Wi, Wy \ B (w, 1)). Define
o = (Evewm wl(,n))ﬂ and o = T Note that " coincides with the
function denoted by the same symbol in the proof of Lemma We also set
~(") : K — R by setting

‘qu)n) = Z 901(1;”)( ) K

2EWn4tm

where {IA(Z} is the same as in the proof of Theorem Then Mn+m<ﬁ7£)") =

( ) and, from (3.12) in the proof of Lemma and (3.21)), we have g'pG”*’" (cpgu )) <

clpp for all w € Wm and n € N, where ¢; > 0 depends only on p,a, D, Ny, L,. In
particular, by Theorem we obtain

~ ~ p —
‘ M (z wé”)(y)) < ¢1Chg1 pyd(w,y) %,

for z,y € K with n(x,y) < n + m. Similarly to the Arzeld—Ascoli type argument
in the proof of Theorem [5.1} . we can find a subsequence {ny}r>1 and a continuous

function ¢,, € C(K) such that limy_, gpqgj k)( ) = @yu(x) for any z € K and

0w (@) = eu(®)[” < c1Cua phld(z, y)» = for any x,y € K.
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Then the properties (1), (2) and (3) are immediate from this convergence and the

associated properties of {515,”), so it will suffice to show (4). By the weak monotonic-

ity (Corollary ,

gfl (Ml@(um‘)) < C'WMgE"”m (Mnk+m%5&nk))
< Cww sup ngHm (SDSJJ”)>
n>1
< caiCwwmpp's

whenever | < ng + m. Passing to the limit £ — oo and supremum over [ € N in
this estimate, we conclude that |<pw|1]’_-p < e1Cwmpy for all m > 1 and w € W,
and complete the proof. O

Now, define a subspace H, of F, by setting

(5.7) Hy = {Z Aoy P

weA

A is a finite subset of W4, a,, € R for each w € A} ,

where {py }wew, is a family of functions in F, appeared in Lemma Then we
achieve the regularity of F, (see also [44, Lemma 6.19]).

Theorem 5.5. The space H,, is dense in C(K) with respect to the sup norm. In
particular, F, is dense in C(K).

Proof. Let f € C(K) and define f, by setting f, = > oy Mnf(w)pw € H.
Then
(@) = fala)| < L3 max |f(x) = My f(w)]

wWEW ;2 Esupp[@aw]

< L? max sup |f(@) = f(y)].
weW,, zeU™ (w),ye K.,

Since maxyew, diam(Ul(”)(w),d> < 2a™™ — 0asn — oo and f is uniformly
continuous, we have ||f — full¢(x) — 0. O

5.2. Separability. In this subsection, we prove that F, is separable with respect
to ||| 7,- In the case p = 2, this is done by applying easy functional analytic
arguments since the polarization formula of & yields a non-negative definite closed
quadratic form. For example, by Proposition the inclusion map from F; to
L?(K, ;1) is a compact operator, and thus there exists a countable complete or-
thonormal system of F (see [23| Exercise 4.2 and Corollary 4.2.3] for example).
One can also give a short proof of the separability of F» using resolvents (see
[25, proof of Theorem 1.4.2-(iil)] for example). However, it is hopeless to execute
similar arguments in our setting.

To overcome this difficulty, we directly show that the space H; defined in is
dense in F, and hence Q-hull of {¢, }wew, is also dense. Our strategy is standard
in calculus of variations, namely, we extract a strong convergent approximation
from H7 by using Mazur’s lemma. To this end, it will be a key ingredient to ensure
the reflexivity of F,, which is deduced from a combination of Clarkson’s inequality
and the Milman—Pettis theorem. We will derive Clarkson’s inequality by using
I'-convergence to find a norm of F, having the required properties.

We start by recalling Clarkson’s inequality.
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Definition 5.6 (Clarkson’s inequality). Let X be a vector space (over R) and let
I - || be a semi-norm on X'. The semi-norm || - || satisfies Clarkson’s inequality if and
only if one of the following holds:

(1) There exists p € (1,2] such that for every z,y € X,

_p_ _P_ 1
o+ yl 77T + e =yl < 2([l2])” + [lyl7) 7
(2) There exists p € [2,00) such that for every z,y € X,
lz +ylI” + llz = ylI” < 227 (|l ]|” + [[y]]").

It is well-known that LP-norm on a measurable space satisfies Clarkson’s inequality,
and that a normed space satisfying Clarkson’s inequality is uniformly convez. Recall
that Milman—Pettis theorem says that any Banach spaces that possess a uniformly
convex norm is reflexive.

Next, let us recall the definition of I'-convergence and its basic properties. The
reader is referred to [22] for details on I'-convergence.

Definition 5.7 (I-convergence). Let {®,},>1 be a sequence of [—o0, co]-valued
functional on LP(K,p). We say that a functional ®: LP(K,u) — [—o00, ] is a
I-limit of {®,,},>1 as n — oo if the following two inequalities hold,;

(1) (liminf inequality) If f, — f in L?, then ®(f) < lim D, (fn)-

—n—0o0
(2) (limsup inequality) For any f € LP(K, i), there exists a sequence {fy, }n>1
such that
(5.8) fn— fin LP and lim @, (f,) < ®(f).
n—oo

A sequence {f,}n>1 satisfying (5.8)) is called a recovery sequence of f.
Since (K, d) is a separable metric space, the following fact holds.

Theorem 5.8 (|22, Theorem 8.5]). Let {®,},>1 be a sequence of functionals on
LP(K, ). Then there exists a subsequence {ny}r>1 and a functional ® on LP (K, u)
such that @ is a T'-limit of {®y, }x>1.

Now, we regard EPG"() as a [0, 0c0]-valued functional on LP(K, ) defined by
f— gfﬂ (M, f). Then, by Theorem there exists a I'-convergent subsequence

{ng"’“(-)}k>l and we write Ep(-) to denote its I-limit. We define [|- [ =

(I 1%, + Ep(- ))1/1)‘ This new “norm” |- ||z establishes the reflexivity. (We also
need to show that || - || = is a norm.)
Theorem 5.9. The norm |-z is equivalent to |||z and satisfies Clarkson’s

inequality. In particular, the Banach space F,, is reflexive.

Proof. Let f,g € LP(K, ) and let {fn}n>1, {gn}n>1 be their recovery sequences
throughout the proof. To verify the triangle inequality of ||| - || 7, define

~ 1/
1y = (171 + ES (M)

Note that the T-limit of {||- || coincides with [|- || and that the norm

PNk }kZI

[, can be regarded as a suitable LP-norm on K LI E,,, where LI denotes the
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disjoint union. Using the triangle inequality of || - ||, ,, we see that
I +9llz, < [ fo, + gnill, , < Jim anka we T 0 gl

k—o0
< I£llz, + gl 7,

and thus || - || , is an extended norm on LP(K, ) (we admit [|f|| 7 = o).

Next, we prove Oy [fI%, < Ep(f) < |fl%, for every f € LP(K, p) to conclude
that || - ||z and [|- |z are equivalent. From the liminf inequality, we immediately
have that E,(f) < |f\1_;-p for f € LP(K,u). To prove the converse, note that
My, fn,, (w) = M, f(w) for any w € W, as k — oo by the dominated convergence
theorem. By the weak monotonicity (Corollary , we obtain

E7" (M) < Cwnt lim & (Mo, f,) < CrwmEy(f)

k— o0
for all n > 1. We thus conclude that |f\p]_-p < CwmEy(f).
The rest of the proof is mainly devoted to Clarkson’s inequalities. Let p < 2.
Recall that || ||, ,, can be regarded a suitable LP-norm on K U E,. By Clarkson’s

inequality for |- [|,, ,,, we have

1
p ) p—1
p,n :

I1f +gllzzr + 1 —allpzr < 2(IIf]

Thus, we see that

o T llg

P _ P _
IIf+gliz"+If =gllz" < lm [|fn, +gnk||pnk + hm [ frie = gnklpnk

k—o0

1
<2 hm (anka ng T Hgnk”p,nk)pil

1
p—1

< 2( T || fos 5, + 0 llgnc 2,0, )"

1
< 2(II7 %, + llgll%, )=,

which is Clarkson’s inequality of || - || #, When p < 2. Similarly, we get Clarkson’s
inequality for p > 2.

Consequently, we get a new norm ||| - ||| 7 of F, satisfying Clarkson’s inequality.
Thus, we see that the Banach space (F, ||| - H|J_- ) is uniformly convex (see |17} proof

of Theorem 4.10 and its remark] for example) Therefore, we finish the proof by
the Milman—Pettis theorem (see [17, Theorem 3.31] for example). O

Theorem 5.10. The space H,, defined in (5.7)) is dense in Fy,. Furthermore, JF,
is separable.

Proof. Recall the definition of @S,n) in the construction of ¢, (see the proof of
Lemma [5.4]). By the diagonal procedure, we can pick a subsequence {n}x>1 such

that {@wn" } p>1 converges to ¢y, with respect to the supremum norm for all w €
Wx. Next, for f € F,, we define f, and f,(Lk) by setting
> Muf(w)pw, fF= " Muf(w)gi™).

weW, weW,
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Similarly to the proof of Theorem 5.5, we see that {f,}n>1 converges to f with re-
.. 5Gnin
spect to the supremum norm. Also, by Lemma we obtain &, tne (Mn+nk f,(Lk)) <
c1 |f|1;-p7 where ¢; > 0 depends only on p,a,D, Ny, L,. Thus, by the weak mono-
tonicity (Corollary -j it holds that SGl (M f(k)) < 1Cwm |f|’}p whenever
Il < n+mng. Letting k — oo, we see that {fn}n>1 is bounded in F,. Since F,
is reflexive, we may assume that a subsequence {f,, }x>1 converges to f with re-
spect to the weak topology of F,. By Mazur’s lemma (see |17, Corollary 3.8] for
example), we can find a sequence {g; };>1 such that each g; is a convex combination

of {fn, tk>1 and g, — f in F, as | — oo. In particular, we obtain 7—[*” ey — Fp.
Clearly, the Q-hull of {tpw}wew# also gives this approximation, that is,

{Z G Pu

weA

-1l
A is a finite subset of Wy and a,, € Q (w € A)} _ 7—[7;“ e

Therefore, F), is separable. [

5.3. Lipschitz—Besov type expression. This subsection is devoted to proving
Theorem Let us start by introducing the definition of Lipschitz—Besov spaces
on the underlying generalized Sierpinski carpet (K,d, i) in some specific cases (see
[12] for example).

Definition 5.11. For s € (0,00) and p € [1,00), the Lipschitz-Besov space A;,
is defined as

A ={f¢€

1/p
flag .. = sup ( [f, et D2 duty)dpta )) .

ag =l

. ) is a Banach space. Furthermore, for any ¢ € [1,00) there

As < oo},

where

We also define its norm || - |

AS
Then (A3 e, |- 1,
exists a positive constant Cpp(c), which depends only on ¢, a, N,, Car, such that,
for any f € LP(K, p),

p |f(z) = f)I”
(5.9) [flx; .. < Cus(c :Iéll\)!/ ]{Bd any dp(y)dp(x),
and

(5.10)  Cinle)™ Tm / ]{? s @) = LG 40y

n—00 q—nsp

< Cre(c ,}Ef;o / ]{9 I l__nsfp( ) dp(y)dp(x).

First, we prove a (p, p)-Poincaré inequality in the sense of Kumagai and Sturm
(see |53, pp. 315]). Recall that oo = log N,./loga denotes the Hausdorfl dimension
of (K,d), and that 8, = log (N.p,)/loga, where p, is the resistance scaling factor

(see Theorem and (3.21))).
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Lemma 5.12. There exists a positive constant Cpr.xs (depending only on p,a, D,
L., Ny, pp,Cap) such that

(G11) a®" 32 | 1) = Mof () dp(a) < Crrgs lim ELEy, (M f)
weA Y K oo

for everyn € N, f € Fp, and subset A C W,,. In particular,

a3 [ 1@ = Maf ()P dua) < Cruxcs 171,

weWn, w

Proof. Let f € F, be the continuous version. Then, by the mean value theorem,
for any n € N and w € W, there exists z,, € K,, such that f(z,) = M, f(w). From
the Holder estimate (Theorem , we have that, for any x € K,
|f (@) = My f ()’ = |Ff(F, (@) = Fo f(Ey ()|
< Cua | Fy [, d(Fy (x), Fo ()

< Cugi diam(K, d) = |F} f|% .

Consequently, we obtain
| 10@) = Mo f@) duta) < Cusa ™ [Fi 1%,
Ky
Summing over w € W,,, we conclude that

> [ 1@ = M) dua) < Cuaa™ 3 |PifI,

wed? Ko weA
< CusiCwm a™ " Z lim gfl (Mi(Fyf))

weA =00
< CharCwym a™®" lim ) EF(MU(F} 1)),
=00 weA
where we used the weak monotonicity (Corollary [4.16) in the second line. From
[2:3), we see that 32, o, E9 (My(Ff)) < py"Ex iy, (Misnf). In particular,
a™" lim Y S (M(Fyf)) < a™ P lim E54 0 (Mignf),

l—o0 weA l—o0

which proves (5.11]). O

Next, we give an extension of |28, Theorem 4.11-(iii)]. This is essentially proved
in [2, Theorem 5.1], so its proof is omitted here. Since the function space B”'* in
[2, Theorem 5.1] is defined using heat kernels, we give a direct proof of the lemma
in Appendix [A-2] for reader’s convenience.

Lemma 5.13. Let 8 > a and p > 1. Then there exists a positive constant (g3
(depending only on p, 8, a, N, Car) such that

F@) — ()P
< Cerad(e,y)?~*  sup 1P /K ]{3 ) = SO daC ),

r€(0,3d(z,y)]
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for every f € Af,/g; and p-a.e. x,y € K. In particular, for any g € C(K) and
r,y € K,

l9(2) = 9)I” < Cazalglls, dlz,9)""

An important consequence of the above lemma is the following type “(p,p)-
Poincaré inequality”.

Lemma 5.14. Let > « and p > 1. Then there exists a positive constant Cpr1p
(depending only on p, 8,a, D, Ni,Car) such that

G @ [ 1@ = M)l du)

weWy,

CpL -8 — P
<Cpun s v /K ]{3 @) = 1) ),

re(0,3a—"
for everyn € N and f € C(K).

Proof. We adopt a method in [29, proof of Theorem 3.5] and generalize it to fit

our context. Let f € AZB,/O%, let w =wy--w, € W, and fix £ € N that we

choose later. Then, by the mean value theorem, there exists z,, € K,, such that
M, f(w) = f(xy). Let w € 771 ({xy}) such that [w],, = w. For each m € Z>g, we
define w(m) = [W]pyrm € Wanirm. Then, for z,, € Ky (m =0,...,n),

(5.13) |f (@) = f(20)I”
n—1
<P f@w) = FEa)P +2071 Y 207 () = fziga) [P

i=0
Integrating ([5.13]), we obtain

(5.14) ]i F(2) = Mo f ()P dpu(2)
< or- ]{( F @) — Fn) duzn)

w(n)

n—1
+20 S e ) — )l duGei ),
i=0 Ko (i) Y Kuw(it1)
Set ¢ := 3diam(K,d) = 3 and define
Ga5) SN = sw ) = fEP duduce)
re(0,ca=™] K JBg(z,r)
By Lemma the first term of the right-hand side of (5.14) has a bound:
(5.16) £ 1) = S dutzn)

w(n)
< qm‘gz(:ﬁ)(f)]{( (., 20)° ™ dp(zn)
w(n)
< (Ggrgdiam(K, d)ﬁ_a)a—("Jrkn)(ﬁ—a)Syﬁ) (f).
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For the second term of (5.14), we see that

(5.17) oof o f — F) P du(zi)di(z)
Ku(i w<1+1>
<c Qz(p l)aaka2a(n+kz)1'i(f),
where
/ / 1F(5) = FCaii) P dpa(zi40)du(z)
Koy J Ba(zi,ca—(n+ki))

and ¢; > 0 depends only on ¢ and CaR.
Now, we consider k € N large enough so that

(5.18) k(B—a)>a and N,a~ B=0kyor=lg=(B-a)k
Then, by summing (5.16)) and (5.17)) over w € W,,, we have from (/5.18)) that

> ][ |F (@) = F(zn)l? dp(zn) < GeaSh ) (F)Nya= " Fhm(E=)

weW, 7 Kuwm)
<GSy (f) a0,
and from Proposition u ) and (| - ) that

Sy oaenf Sl ez

1=0 weWw, w(l) W(LJrl)

<claak222(p 1) 2a(n+m)/ / [f(@) = f(W)I” duly)du(z)

B(x,ca— (n+k7.))

< e2a*S(f) ( 3 i1 (3-a)(n ki )

=0

o0 .
<c2 aakSXB(f) (Z(?‘la_(ﬁ_")k) ) a~Bmem — 635;(7%)(]0) a~B=em

=0

where ¢, c3 > 0 depend only on Cag, ¢, 8, a, Ny, p. From these estimates and (5.14)),
we finish the proof. O

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Theorem [2.22

f()l"

—n

Theorem 5.15.

]-'p:Agf’o/opz{feL”Ku

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 such that max(yw)er, SUPrek, yek, AT, Y) < ca We can
choose such ¢ depending only on Cap by Lemma and we can assume that ¢ >
3 diam (K, d) without loss of generality. Then y € B(x,ca™™) whenever (v, w) € E,,
and x € K,,, y € K,,. Let 8 > « and set

_aﬁn N , )
- /KJ{%(I,W)VU F@)P dp(y)dp(z),
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and define Sgg (f) asin (5.15)) for each n € N and f € LP(K, p1). Then, thanks to
Lemma [5.12] it will suffice to show the following two estimates:

(5.19) AL (f)

< cm(gf" (M, f)

ca S [ 1) - M) i), 1 e 2,
weW, K
(5.20) P g8 (M, f) < @Sy (f), | € C(K),

for some positive constants qm, agzg (without depending on f and n). Indeed, by

(5.9), (5.19) and Lemma | we immediately see that
(5.21) Cup(c)™ |f|%p/p < sup 4,75 () < @zl + Cruks) I/, -

Additionally, by the weak monotonicity (Corollary [4.16)), (5.20)) and (5.10]), we have

622 11t < @Ol | ]i )If(x)—f(y)l” dp(y)d(a)
<dm e [ f 5@ - 1) dutine)

n—oo

where g5 = qsz0CwmCLs(c)CLp(1). Our assertlon follows from (5.21) and (5.22).
The rest of the proof is devoted to proving and - Flrst we will prove

(5.19). Let z,y € K with d(z,y) < ca™™. Then, by the metric doubling property of
(K,d) (see pp. 81] for example), there exists a constant L > 2 depending only
on Cag such that, for any w € W,, with x € K,,, we can choose v € W, satisfying
dg, (v,w) < L and y € K,. From this observation, we have that

(5.23) A (f)
1
. wEatn )

< aﬂpn

weWn veWy;
da,, (v,w)<L

/K (@) — F@) du(y)du(z).

To estimate the integral in (5.23)), let v, w € W,, with d¢, (v,w) < L. Then we can
pick a path [w(0),w(1),...,w(L)] in G, from w to v, that is, w(i) (i = 0,...,L)
satisfy w(0) = w, w(L) = v and

w(i—1) = w(i) or (w(i—1),w(i)) € E, foreachi=1,...,L.
Let x; € Ky for each i = 0,..., L. Then Holder’s inequality implies that

L
|f(w0) = flzL)[” < L7V | f(wicr) = flxa)”
i=1
Now, by integrating this, we deduce that

(HN w())// " dp(x)du(y)

,U w
vy Ml “’ / [ 1) = Fa)P duwddaon-s)
W(L 1) w('L)

= 1p’ w(z 1)




CONSTRUCTION OF ENERGIES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS 53

Since p is the self-similar measure with weights (N t,..., N 1), it is a simple
computation that

1T #(Ku) 1 I ()
1(Kw-1) 1 (Kum) TES 1(Kww)  #Ew-1) #(Kuwp)

Furthermore, the Ahlfors regularity of p (more precisely, the volume doubling prop-
erty of pt) implies that there exists a constant ¢; > 0 depending only on Cag, a, N, ¢
such that p(K,) < capu(Ba(z,ca™™)) for any n € N, z € W,, and € K. Thus, it
follows from that

=1.

AP (f)

< (L LHabn 3 / ][ DI du(y)du()

(v,w)EE,

<qm( Y [ @) - M dute)

veW,

+op Y. Mnf<v>—Mnf<w)|p>,

(v,w)EE,

where qgg == ¢1(2L)P~1LEFTL. This proves (5.19).
Next let us prove (5.20). Let 8 > «a, let p > 1 and let f € C(K). For n € N,
(v,w) € E,, x € K, and y € K,,, we see that

|M,, f(v) — M, f(w)[”
<M f(0) = f(@)P + [ f(2) = W) + Mo f(w) — F(@)]7).

Integrating this over K, and K,,, we obtain

aB=om M, F(v) — M, f(w)[P
<3 ( ﬁn/ My f(v) = f(@)] dp()

+aﬁn/ ][ Y)I° du(x )du(y)+aﬁn/K | M, f(w) — f(y)” du(y)>.

Summing over (v, w) € E,, we obtain

qB—e)n an (M, f)

<2.3771L, ( pn Z / | M, f(v) — f(z)” du(z)

veW,
e / ][ Y’ du(x )du(y)>-

(v,w)EE,

A bound of the first term in the right-hand side is obtained in Lemma[5.14] Noting
that K, C By(y,ca™™) for (v,w) € E, and y € K,,, we can estimate the second
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term as follows:

(v e B /][ FI du(z)du(y)

<ed Y[ ]{8 (2) ~ F)I” du(x)dn(y) < esc PLSN(F),

(v,w)EE, Kuw a(y,ca” ”)
where ¢o > 0 depends only on Cag, ¢. This proves (5.20]) and finishes the proof. [

As an immediate consequence of Theorem we have a characterization of 3,
as critical Besov exponents. For details on critical Besov exponents, see [3,[28] for
example. This result is well-known when p = 2 (see [28, Theorem 4.6]).

Corollary 5.16. It holds that 3, = p - sup{s > 0 | Ay o # {constant}}.

Proof. Note that Aﬁ [p C Aﬁ/p for any 8 < (3. It is immediate that
By <p-sup{s>0|A>  # {constant}}.

To prove the converse, let 8 > §,. If f € C(K) is not constant, then there exists
N € N such that EI?N (My f) > 0. By Corollary for any n > N,

a7 EF (M f) = @O gt EF (M f) 2 Oy 70 - E7 (Mo f).

Letting n — oo in this inequality, we obtain lim,,_,.c af=®" . EE"(Mnf) = o
since p, 'a’~* > 1. By (5.20), we conclude that |f|ye/» = 0o whenever 3 > 8, and
e

f € C(K) is not constant. This proves our assertion. O

6. CONSTRUCTION OF A CANONICAL SCALING LIMIT OF pP-ENERGIES

To construct a canonical Dirichlet form on fractals, there is already an established
way as appeared in |54, proof of Theorem 6.9]. However, in the original argument
of [54], the Markov property of their “Dirichlet form” was not clarified. In [45],
Kigami has pointed out this gap and filled it.

After Kigami’s work, another very simple way to check the Markov property is
given by Barlow, Bass, Kumagai, and Teplyaev [8, proof of Theorem 2.1]. This
method deduces that the Dirichlet forms of Kusuoka and Zhou in [54] have the
Markov property, but it very heavily relies on being Dirichlet forms, that is, the
use of bilinearity (and locality) is essential to follow |8, proof of Theorem 2.1].

Regrettably, these ways are insufficient to follow the arguments in Section [7}
where the main results about &,-energy measures will be proved. Indeed, our
strategy to prove the chain rule (Theorem will require some expression of
constructed p-energy &, (see ) due to the lack of representation formula (see
[25, (3.2.10)] for example) that is very useful in Dirichlet form theory. Also, as
shown in [19}29[44], the usage of T'-convergence is very useful to construct energies.
However, we need to adopt alternative approach because our argument in Theorem
will heavily use the compactness of f(K) for a fixed function f € F,. If we
construct &, by using I'-convergence, then we lose this compactness since we have
to consider |J,,~; fn(K) instead of f(K'), where {f,},>1 is a sequence converging
to fin LP.

In order to overcome these difficulties, we will introduce a new series of graphs
G,, approximating the underlying Sierpinski carpet in subsection [6.1} Then in
subsection we directly construct p-energy &, as a subsequential scaling limit of
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FIGURE 5. Modified Sierpinski carpet graph {G,, },>1 (This figure
draws G3 in the SC case)

discrete p-energies on this new series of graphs. Since we already prove and
Kigami’s result [44, Theorem 9.3] gives p-energies on GSCs satisfying all
properties in Theorem m (except Clarkson’s inequality). We emphasize that a
main aim of this section is to construct p-energies that will be useful to prove the
chain rule in Section [7| (Theorem (2)).

Throughout this section, let (K, S, {F;}ics) = GSC(D,a,S) be a generalized
Sierpiniski carpet and suppose that Assumption holds.

6.1. Behavior of p-energies on modified Sierpinski carpet graphs. For n €
Z>g, define subsets V,, C K by

()

(The conditions |(GSCl)| and |(GSC4)| ensure that Zszl orer € K.) Note that
#V, = 2P, Next, we inductively define edge sets E,, by

EO:::{(xvy)|17#:y7xay E‘VO}

w € Wy,op € {—1,+1} fork:l,...,D}.

and

E, = {(F(z),F(y)) | i € S, (z,y) € Epn_1}.
Define a new finite graph by G,, := (V,,,E,,) (see Figure[5). Note that G¢ coincides
with the complete graph K,p having 2P vertices. We will write dg, for the graph
distance of G,. By we see that G, is connected. Furthermore, we easily
see that {Gy, }n>0 is an increasing sequence. It is also immediate that

L*,modif ‘= Sup max #{y € Vn | ($7y) € En} < L*QD
HEZZO$€Vn
For any n,m € Z>o and w € W, we define a subset V}; of V, .., by setting
V¥ = {Fy,(z) | « € V;,,}, and define a subgraph G¥, := (V% ,EY ), where

ms
Ev ={(2,9) € Enym | v,y € Vi }.

Note that, for v,w € W, with |v| = |w|, V¥ NV?, 2 0 if and only if K, N K,, # 0.
For simplicity, we write R§" (z,y) to denote CF» ({z}, {y})~*, that is,

(@) = f@)I”
& (f)

for each x,y € V,. Then one of the key ingredients is the next proposition;

Rg’" (z,y) behaves like R;").

Gn R
R, (2,y) = sup {

f:V, > Ris not constant} ,



56 RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

Proposition 6.1. There exists a positive constant Cgq (depending only on p, a,
D, N, L., pp) such that, for anyn € N and z,y € Vy,

(6.1) Ry (2,y) < Gewy-
Remark 6.2. For p = 2 in the SC case, such point-to-point estimates on a series
of Sierpiniski carpet graphs are proved in [56, Appendix], where a uniform Hanarck
inequality by Barlow and Bass (see also Remark [4.17) is used. In [44] Lemma 8.5],
Kigami also shows similar estimates for all p > dimagrc assuming p-conductive
homogeneity, where he also uses some uniform Holder estimate. Our proof also
relies on the uniform Holder estimate: Theorem [£.15

To prove this proposition, we need an estimate of p-conductance between points
on the original graph {G,},>1. For n € Z>¢ and z, we fix w”(n) € W,, such that
€ Kyo(ny. Ifx = Zszl orer € Vo, then such w”(n) is uniquely given by

w®(n) = (01,...,0p)" € W,.

We can show the following lemma in a similar way to the ‘chain argument’ in the
proof of Theorem [4.14

Lemma 6.3. There ezists a constant Cgm > 1 (depending only on p, a, D, N,
L., pp) such that, for any n € N and z,y € Vo with x # y,

(6.2) Caar, " <G ({w (n)}, {w¥(n)}) < Ggzp, ™
Proof. An upper bound is easy. Indeed, by Proposition [2.16] Theorems and

(6.3) eg™ ({w™ ()}, {w¥(n)}) < €0V < cupp - py"

where ¢, is the constant in .

In order to prove the converse, we first consider the case |z —y|gp = 2. Let
Cun > 0 be the constant (depending only on p,a, D, L., N, p,) in Theorem
and choose [, € N such that

(64) CUHai(ﬁpia)l* <

>~ =

We also set v(z) = [w”(n)];, € W, for each x € V. Since |z — ylgp = 2, there
exists a horizontal chain [2(1),...,2(L)] in Gy, such that z(1) = v(2), 2(L) = v(y),
z(k) € 0.G;, forany k = 1,..., L and (2(k), z(k+1)) € E;, foreachk =1,...,L—1,
where L = al~.
Let f,: W, — R satisfy f,(w®(n)) =0, fn(w¥(n)) =1 and
£ (fa) = €5 ({w”(n)}, {w? (n)}).
Note that f,, is [0, 1]-valued. From Theorem [£.15 and (6.4)),
1 3
a < - and i > —.
U(I§I~1W§_l* fn — 4 . v(y)I-nV%/Ii_;,* fn — 4
Now we define g,, by setting g, = 2((fn Vv 1/4) A 3/4). Then we have that
Cyr o) < &7 (gn) < 27657 (fu)-

(Recall the definition of Cj(gn’L) in subsection ) By Lemma and Theorem
there exists a constant C(L) > 0 depending only on p, a, L., N, such that

n—1U, - Nl J) el
cinmtoB) > o(n)~tefr) > (C(L)Ggacl)) e,
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Hence, by using (3.21)),
. 1 (n -1 _,
cS ({w” ()}, {w?(n)}) > (2"C(L)CaaC{™)) ™ €™ > e, (2PC(L)CaaCl™)) ™ p, ",

which proves the case |z — y|lpp = 2.

Finally, note that (v,w) — CE({U}, {w})~/? is a metric on a graph G. Indeed,
this fact immediately follows from the representation:

e @)~ fw)
e (v}, fwh) ™V —max{w

f:V = R with £5(f) >o}.

Applying the triangle inequality of this metric, we obtain

Gp T — n
Jnax G, ({w” ()}, {w?(n)}) "7 < DCypp/,

where Cy = (2°¢;1C(L)CraCl) . -

Remark 6.4. It is known that (z,y) — CS({z},{y}) ="/~ also becomes a met-
ric, and thus CE( . -)_1/(1’_1) gives a generalization of the resistance metric. This
fact is proved in |1, Theorem 8] when G is a finite graph. One can check the case
of infinite graphs in [57, Theorem 4.3].

Now we are ready to prove Proposition by using Lemma 4.3
Proof of Proposition [6.1 For each n € N, let ¢,,: W,, — V,, be a function such
that ¢, (w) € V§ for w € W,, and

D
(pn((Ul, e 70[))”) = Zakek if (Uk)szl c {—17+1}D.
k=1

Then we easily see that ¢, is a rough isometry from G,, to G, with C; = 1,05 =
2,03=2,C4 = ((QD — 1)/L*) Vv (L*7modif/2) (recall Deﬁnition. Hence {@n }n>1
is a uniform rough isometry from {G,}n>1 to {G,}n>1. Note that for (ok)szl IS
{717 +1}Da

D
on(w) = Zakek if and only if w = (01,...,0p)",
k=1

te. o' ({r. oker}) = {(o1,...,0p)"}. Thus, for x # y € Vo, Lemma
yields that

cSm ({w” ()}, {w?(n)}) < CuriRg™ (z,y) ",
which together with Lemma implies ([6.1)). O
Next, we define rescaled p-energy 5pG" : C(K) — R on G, by setting

BN ="2 % @ - Fwl.

(z,y)€E,

for each f € C(K). Then the following lemma, especially statement (4) below, is a
collection of benefits of the new graphical approximation {Gy, },,>0.

Lemma 6.5. Let f € C(K) and let n € Z>o. The following statements hold.

(1) It holds that SUPn>0 ng"(f) = 0 if and only if f is constant.
(2) IfT € go, then ng"(f oT) — ngn(f)
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(3) For m € Z>,
(6.5) L7y > EFr(foFy) SEFm(f)<py Y EF(foF,
weW,, wWEW,

(4) If p: R — R with Lip(p) < 1, then ES(po f) < ELCn(f).

Proof. (1) Tt is immediate that sup,,cy ng"(f) =0if f € C(K) is constant. We

easily see that UneN = K. Thus, if f € C(K) satisfies £ (f) = 0 for any
n € Z>q, then f is constant.

(2) This immediately follows from the symmetries of G,,.

(3) Let f € C(K) and n € Z>o. Since U, ew,, Vi = Viim, we have

n

Errsy Y| % X W @) - FEE )

wEW,, (z,y)EEn4+m;
z,yeKy,
=pp Y EFn(foF,
p p
weW,,

Next, by noting that
sup #{wGWm|x,y€Vﬁ}§L*,

(I’y) EEnim
we see that

" n—+m
o> EfeR) == Y Y @) = f)P

WEW, WEWm (2,y) EEn4+m;
z,yevy

Yo @ = f@F = LES (),

(z,9)E€En+m

n—+m

Pp

< L,

which proves (6.5)).
(4) The required estimate immediately follows from the fact that [¢(a) — ¢ ()]
la —b| for any a,b € R whenever ¢: R — R satisfies Lip(p) < 1.

O IA

We also have the weak monotonicity of ng" as follows. Its proof is similar to
[29, Theorem 7.1], where 2-energies are considered.

Lemma 6.6. There exists a constant Cwim,moait > 0 (depending only on p,a, D,
N., L., pp) such that

(66) ( ) WM modlfg e (f)a
for every n,m € Z>o and f € C(K). In particular, for any f € C(K),

Sung (f) S C1VVM,m0dif hiIn gp n(f)

neN n—00
Proof. Let (z,y) € E,,. Then there exists w € W,,_; such that z,y € K,,. Fur-
thermore, there exist zg,yo € Vg such that z = F,(z¢) and y = Fy,(yo). Now we
define

» _ P
RE’ (21, 22) = sup {W
& (f)

f € C(K) with fl|ys is not constant} .
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From Proposition [6.1] and the cutting law ([57, Proposition 3.18]),

(@) = S < Ry (Fu(wo). o)) &7 ()
< R;Gm ((L'(), yO)EpG% (f)

m e Gnim
S (hpp gp * (f)
Summing over (z,y) € E,, we obtain EPG"(f) < 2*1%%”5]0@”*“@), which de-
duces our assertion with Cwm modit = 2*1qm|. ([l

The rest of this subsection is devoted to proving the following lemma. Recall
the definition of || that is a semi-norm of 7, (see (5.1)).

Lemma 6.7. There exists a constant gz > 1 depending only on p,a, D, Ny, L.,
Car, pp such that

(6.7) 0&|f\%§sg§5p@n<f>s0m|f|’;p for any f € LP(K, p).

Remark 6.8. Such discrete characterizations of Lipschitz—Besov space are treated
in [12], but we need some modification as stated in [30, Remark 1 in Section 3]. To
be self-contained, we give complete proofs in a similar way as in |29, Theorems 3.5
and 3.6 and Proposition 11.1], where they give discrete characterizations of F3 on
the SC.

By virtue of Theorem|2.22} it will suffice to show that sup,,cy ng" (f) and |f|iﬁp/p

are comparable. Similarly to [12], we will apply an argument using discrete approxi-
mations of measure p with respect to the weak convergence of probability measures
(see Lemma (2)). The following lemma is elementary (see also |12, Lemma
3.12], [30, Remark 1 in Section 3]). Recall the definition of Ui (z, s) in (2.4).

Lemma 6.9. Let {u,}n>1 be a sequence of probability measures on K given by

1
Hn = #Vn Z 5307

xEVn

where 6, denotes the Dirac measure with support {x} for each x € K. Then
there exist a subsequence {ny}r>1 and a constant qgm > 0 (depending only on
a,D,N,,L,,Car) such that for any m € Z>q, p > 1 and f € C(K),

(63) i [ [ @ = S dp, (), 0

k—o0
cam [ [ @@ d)nt)

Proof. Since K is compact, by Prokhorov’s theorem (see |10, Theorem 5.1] for
example), there exist a subsequence {nj}r>1 and a Borel probability measure iz on
K such that p,, converges weakly to i1 as k — co. From the definition of G,,, by
noting that

sup  #{weW,|zeVy} <L,
n>0,z€V,

we have

(6.9) L712P NP < #V,, <2PNI' n € Zs.

*
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Next we will see that p is “a-Ahlfors regular” and p(90K,,) = 0 for any w € W,.
(Recall that @ = log N,/loga and thus a* = N,.) For r € (0,1], let n(r) € Z>o
denote the unique non-negative integer such that =" < r < ¢ "M+ Let
Cap > 1 be the constant in Proposition (2A) and let n, € Z>o such that
a " < Cgé < a~ ™11 Note that n. depends only on Cap and a. In addition, note
that we can choose ro € (0, 1) (depending only on Cap and a) so that n(r) > n, for
all r € (0,7g]. Hereafter, we fix such a small rg € (0,1). Let z € K and r € (0, 7).
By Proposition (2A), we know that Uy (z,Cxpr) € Ba(x,r) C Ui(z, Capr).
From Uy (z, C;ér) C By(wx,r), we can find w € Wy, ()4, such that K, € By(z,7).
The portmanteau theorem (see [10, Theorem 2.1] for example) and yield that

ﬁ(Bd(I’r)) = lim Hny, (Bd(gj’?")) = lim :unk(Kw) > L;la’i(an*Jrl)Ta'
k—oc0 k— o0
Similarly, by By(z,r) C Uy(x, Capr), portmanteau theorem and ,
fi(Ba(x,7)) < lim pin, (Ba(z,7)) < lim pin, (Ur(2, Capr)) < Lia®™ 7.
k—o0 k—o0
Consequently, for any z € K and r € (0, diam(K, d)], we obtain
(aN.L.C8p) ' < i Baw,1)),  fi(Bala, 1)) < L2N.Cpr®.

By [31, Exercise 8.11] (or by following the argument in |27, Lemma 2.13]), there
exists a constant C7 > 1 depending only on a, Ny, L., Cap such that

CyYH™(A) < fi(A) < OyH*(A)  for any A € B(K),

where H® is the normalized a-dimensional Hausdorff measure on (K, d). Since p
is a-Ahlfors regular, the measure p is also comparable to H®. Hence Proposition
2.11}(3) yields that (0K, ) =0 for all w € W.,.

Finally, we will prove . Let f € C(K) be not constant. Then there exists
N > 1 such that f|y, is not constant. For a Borel measure v on K and n > N,
define

I(f.v) = /K /K (@) — F@)P dv(y)dv(z).

Since fly, is not constant and f is bounded, we have I(f, ﬁ),[(f, tn) € (0,00).
The weak convergence of fi,, X fin, to @ X fi (see |10, Theorem 2.8] for example)
implies that I(f,pn,) — I(f,11) as n — oo. Next, we define v,(dz @ dy) =
I(f, )7 | f(2) = f(y)|P dpn(x)dpn(y). Since f is continuous, we easily see that
vp, converges weakly to the probability measure v on K x K given by

v(de © dy) = 1(£.1)" |f(x) = f)" di(x)dA(y).
Thanks to (0K,,) = 0, it is immediate that
v(0(K x Uy(z,a™™))) < V(0K x K) + v(K x OUy(z,a”™)) = 0.

(Note that oU1(z,a™™) € U,ew,, OKw.) The portmanteau theorem and the fact
that p =< p deduce . (]

We next prove some (p, p)-Poincaré type inequalities (in the sense of Kumagai
and Sturm), which plays the same role as Lemma
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Lemma 6.10. Suppose that B > « and p > 1. Then there exists a positive constant
(g (depending only on p,a, D, N, B, Car and p,) such that for every n € Z>q
and f € LP(K, p),

©10) @™ S [ 1@ = FF dul) < el

weW, zeVy

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Lemma[5.14] so we omit the proof.
(Consider = € V{ instead of z,, in Lemma and note that max,ew, #Vy =
2D ) a

Now, we are ready to prove Lemma
Proof of Lemma[6.7. Let 8 > a. We will prove the following two bounds:

Upper bound: sup a#=®)" . EPG" (f) < Cupper miﬁ/” for every f € LP(K, p),
neN p,00

Lower bound: suga(ﬁp an . SG "(f) = Clower \f|iﬁ/p for every f € C(K),
ne P00

for some positive constants Cypper, Clower (Without depending on f). Note that,

from Theorem 2.22] the case 8 = f3, in these bounds includes our assertion.

Upper bound. For f € LP(K, u), we easily see that

aF=n 8 (f) < PP Lo 3 Y / S du(z).

weW, xeVy

Applying Lemma we get the desired bound with Cyupper = 2P 72 Ly moait(sTm
that depends only on p,a, D, Ny, L., 8, CaAr, pp-
Lower bound. The desired bound can be obtained by applying |12, Theorem
3.18], but we give a complete proof for reader’s convenience. OQur proof is inspired
by the arguments in those of |12, Lemma 4.2] and |29, Theorem 3.6].

Let f € C(K) and let n,m € Z>¢. Then we see that

oy [ . %)If(a:)ff(y)l’” Qi on ()t ()
< L. Z/ /U _f(y)|p dl‘n-&-m(y)dﬂn+m($)

weW, 1(za” n)
<L, Z / / )|p A +m (Y) At ym ().
v,weWnp;
da,, (v,w)<2

Now, for v,w € W,,, we define
L(f30,w) = / / @) = LG dptnen () ()
#Vn+m Z Z |f |

z€EVY yevy,

For v,w € W,, with dg, (v,w) < 2, we fix t[v,w] € W, such that

max dg, (z,t[v,w]) <1,

ze{v,w}
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ie. Ky N Ky # 0 and Ky N Kygy) # 0. We also fix 29 € V§ 0 VE""! and
21 € V8N VI™ Then, by Holder’s inequality,

I (f30,w)
<3 #Varn) Y Y {IF@) — J(o)l” + F(wo) — @)

zeVY ycvVy,

+1f(y) = fla)"}.
Summing over suitable v, w € W,, and using 7 we get,

(6.12) > In(fiv,w)

v,weWy;
da,, (v,w)<2

< 3T LE A gm) P (#Vm) D max D (@

weW, xEVW

< 97 Pap—ipig—alndm) Z max Z |f(x

we W'n, xEVw

To obtain estimates of the sums in (6.12]), we will find “good sequences in V,,,,”.
Let z € w- W, and define z(k) == [z]y € W) for k=mn,...,n+m. Let g5 € Vg(k)
for k =n,...,n+ m. Then, by using Holder’s inequality repeatedly,

(6.13) |f(@n) = f(@nsm)l”
< 27N (| f(an) = f(@ns )+ 1f (@nr1) = F(@nam)I”)
<2271 f(gn) = f(gns1)
+ 221 (1f (@ns1) = f(@ne2) " + 1 (@ns2) = f(@nam)|")

m—1
<or! Z 2OV f(gnin) = f@nins)
Since g, qr+1 € Vf(k) for any k, there exists [z(0),...,z,(L)] such that zj(j) €
Vi®, 2(0) = g, @k(L) = gr1 and de,.,, (zx(5), 2(j + 1)) < 1, where L =
diam(Gq,dg,) < #W; = N,. Again by Holder’s inequality, for k =n,...,n +m,

L-1

@) = F @i )l” < L7 ST | F(@nin(@) = f(@asnl+ D)

3=0
We can assume that [24(0),...,2(L)] is a simple path in the sense that
| (@.0) = ()G + 1) | = 1.
po,max, {J ‘ (0:4') = (2k(5), 2 (5 + 1))
(a.9")€E]™

Then we have
z(n.+k)

L gEnR
[ (@osn) = Flnenen) P S2LPLES (F) S2NPTLE ().
Combining with (6.13)), we get

m—1

(6.14) £ (an) = f(gnam)|? < 2PNP7L N~ oko=Dgh
k=0

2(n+k)
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Note that choices of w € W,,, ¢, and ¢+, are arbitrary. Hence, by noting that

max #{z € w- Wy, | [2]psr =0} = N™7F = q2(m=0) (kL =0,...,m)
vEWp 4k

and using , we obtain the following estimate of the sum in (6.12]):

Z maxZ|f

O

wEWn reVY
< > omax 3 ) (@)
wEW, A 2€w W, €V

;-.

m— 2(n+k)

§2P+DN571 Z Z 2’9? 1) G (f)

weW,, zew-W,, k=0

m—1 ,
L STl o i
k=0 weW,, z/ew-Wy,
m—1
< 2p+DNf—1L*a0tm Z 2k(P—1)a—akgEm+k+1 (f).
k=0
Hence (/6.12)) becomes
(615) Z Im(f;U,UI) < Cla—2an Z2k(P—l)a—ak€§n+k (f)
v, wEWn; k=1
da,, (v,w)<2

where C; = 2a(3N,)P~1L3.

From (6.11)), (6.15) and (6.9), we see that
©16) aern [ ] o @) S it )2
1(x,a—"m

m
< CLya'Pr=on Z Qk(pfl)afo‘kgfwk f)
k=1

m—1
< CiL. (sup a(Bp—a)ngEm (f)) Z ok(p=1) ,—Bpk <Oy SupEG" (f)

n>0 =0 n>0

where Cy = C4 L, Z,;“;O a1k < 40, (Note that p — 8, < 0 by Proposition

)
Letting m — oo in (6.16)), we see from Lemma that

aeso [ f o @) = SO dul)d(z) < gHCasup € (1)

n>0

for any n € Zx>o. Since Ui(z,a™™) D By(x,Cxpa™") by Lemma we conclude
that \f|Agp/p < ot supneNa(Bﬂ an . SPG (f) for all f € C(K), where Ciower

! lower
depends only on p, a, D, N, L., pp, Car. O

6.2. Proof of Theorem Now, we construct the desired p-energy &, on K.
Proof of Theorem , From (6.5)) and Lemma we immediately conclude that

(6.17) Fp={f€C(K)| foF;,€F,foranyie S}
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Since F,, is separable by Theorem [5.10] there exists a countable dense subset
FQ ={f;}j=1 of Fp. By virtue of Lemma [6.7, we know that

(6.18) G lfl%, < sw &P (f) < Gaalflf,
nz
In particular, for each f € F,, a sequence {ng" (f)}n>0 is bounded. By the

diagonal argument, we can take a subsequence {n}x>1 such that

{ng""‘ (fj)}k>1 converges for each j > 1 as k — oo.

For simplicity, we write &}, , to denote ng". Note that &, (- )1/ P is a semi-norm
on RV Let f € Fp, let € > 0 and let f. € F} such that [|f - fu|» <e. For
k.1 > 1, by using the triangle inequality of &}, » (- )P,

éopank: (f)l/p - gpmz(f)l/p‘
Epe ()P = & (F)MP

‘ PNk f* l/p Pnz(f* 1 p ‘(g) sy 1/p ;Dml(f*)l/p
< 20galf = fulg, + [Epnc (F)YP = Gy (£)77)

and hence we obtain limya;—seo ’@@pmk(f)l/p — éap,m(f)l/p’ < 2Cg=ze. This shows
that a sequence {@@mk(f)}k>1 is Cauchy for any f € F,. We conclude that
limy s o0 &p n, (f) exists for all f e Fp. Now, define

E(f) = klim Epni(f), [ € Fp
hde el
Next, for f € C(K) and m € N, we define

Epm(f)=p3 Y E(foFy),

IA

wEWp,
and
1 m—1
- Epulf
1=0
where we set £,0(f) = &(f). Note that
_ ~Gnk
(6.19) Epm(f) = lim p* Y~ & (foFy)

k—o0
weW,,

m-+ng

= lim o S S (f@) - fW)P

k—o0
wWEWp, (m,y)e]E;gk

and that

(6.20) Epm(f) = lim — Z Py Y @) = fwl

k—oo 2m
weW; (w,y)e]E%’k

From ([6.19)), Lemmas and (3), for any m € Z>¢, we have
(CECWM,modif)il ‘f|p}‘p S gpm’L(f) é L*Cqﬂ‘pr}‘p 9 f S fp'
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From this comparability and the definition of E’mm it is immediate that

(6.21) (GenCwtmoait) " f5, < Epn(f) < LCgalfl, . f€Fp

Hence {«E,'\p,m(f)}m>1 is bounded for each f € F,. We also know that gp,m( )/p

satisfies the triangle inequality from the expression (6.20]). From the argument used
to define &, we conclude that there exists a subsequence {m;};>1 such that

{gp,m]. (f)} converges for any f € Fp.
i>1
Define
(6.22) &,(f) = lim &y, (f)
j—oo

= lim lim QL Z pﬁf"’“ Z Z |fx) = fI", feF

1=0 weW; (x,y)eE};’k

We shall show that £, have the desired properties.
First, we will see that &,(-)'/? is a semi-norm, which is comparable to |- | 7
and satisfies Clarkson’s inequality (see Definition [5.6). Obviously, we have from

that
(6.23) (GezCwm,modit) " | fI%, < E(f) < LuGelfl5,, [ € Fp

By virtue of the expression (6.20]), we can regard gp,m( )M/P as a limit of /P-norms
on suitable finite sets, i.e.

1/p

m—1
LD =[5 S S S @ -0l . feF,
=0

weW) (z,y)eﬂi}’{k

w
weW,; Enk

gp,m(f)l/p = khm Im,k(f)

By Clarkson’s inequality for ¢¥ spaces, for m,k € N and f,g € Fp,
e if p <2 then

coincides with suitable £P-norm on Uﬁgl L and

1

(6.24) Lk (F+9)7 T + Lnge(f = 9) 77 < 2(Lu ()7 + Lk (9)") 7
e if p > 2 then
(625) Im,k(f + g)p + Im,k(f - g)p S 2p—1 (Im,k(f)p + Im,k(g)p)

Passing limits in (6.24) and (6.25)), we get Clarkson’s inequalities of &,(-)'/?.
Next, we will show that &, satisfies the properties (1)-(6).
(1) Let f € C(K) be constant. Then we easily see that SPG" (f o Fy) = 0 for any

n € Zso and w € W,. From (6.19) and (6.20), we have &, ,,,(f) = gp,m(f) =0
and thus &,(f) = 0. Conversely, if £,(f) = 0, then, by (6.21) and Lemma
SpGn (f) = 0 for any n € Z>o. Lemma (1) yields that f|Un20V is constant.

n

Since |J,,>q V» is dense in K, we conclude that f is constant. Next, let f € F,, and

let @ € R. Then it is immediate that ng"(f) = ng"(f + alg) for any n € Z>o.
Hence &,(f) = &(f + alk).
(2) This is proved in Theorem [5.5
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(3) Note that [[po fl7, < 2°7!(l¢(0)[” + || f]|7,) whenever p: R — R satisfies
Lip(p) < 1. Since £ has the Markov property (Lemma (4)), we see that
& ,?pym and gp’m also have the same property. This immediately deduces the
Markov property of &,.

(4) For the same reason as (3), £, has the required symmetries (sce Lemma[6.5}(2)).
(5) For any m € Zxq, the definition of £, ,, implies that

gp‘erl(f) = p;)n+1 Z éo(f o Fw)

WEW 41
=Y DT G(foFioFy) =pp Y Epm(foF).
i€ES weEW,, €S

Hence, we see that

pngp(foFi) = ppzjli{gogp,mj (foFy)

€S €S

m;—1
1 < —
— lim — 3 F,
fan o 2 e 2 Bl o)
1 mjfl
= lim — E Epatr1(f)

Jj—o0 ’I’I’LJ =0
m;—1
= JILHC}O mi < Z Ep,l(f) +Ep,mj (f) - gp,O(f)) = Ep(f)
J \ 1=0

(6) Let Ay = supp[f] and let Az := supplg — alk]. Since dist(A;, A2) > 0, there
exists N € N such that sup,,~ y max,ecw, diam(K,,d) < dist(A1, A2). Then foF,
or (g—alk)oF, is equal to 0 for any w € W,, and n > N. From the self-similarity,
we deduce that, for n > N,

Ep(f+9)=E(f +9g—alk)
= Z Ep(foFy+(g—alg)oF,)

weWw,
=pp Y. &(foFu)+pr Y. &(lg—alk)oFy,)
weEW, [A1] weEW, [As]
=&(f) + E(9)-
We complete the proof. ([

Remark 6.11. (1) Since &,(-)'/? satisfies Clarkson’s inequality, &,(-)/? is
strictly convex, that is, if A € (0,1) f,g € F, with f — ¢ is not constant,
then

&+ 1= Ng) " < AEHMP + (1= NE,(g)V/7.

The convexity of £,(-) is also immediate from the construction. Moreover,
from the convexity of z + |z|”, we can show that &,(-) is strictly convex.
(2) The framework in [54] includes not only the standard planar Sierpinski
carpet but also Sierpiriski gaskets and other self-similar sets (nested fractals
for example). A recent paper by Kigami [44] gives a more general framework
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to construct canonical p-energy on p-conductively homogeneous compact
metric spaces, which includes new results even when p = 2.

For future work, it is useful to provide the following estimate concerning products
of functions in F,. When p = 2, this result is standard (see |25, Theorem 1.4.2-(ii)]
for example). See also [44] Lemma 6.17-(2)].

Proposition 6.12. For any f,g € F,,

Ep(f - 9) <27 12y €0(9) + lglie ) En(S))-
In particular, f-g € Fp.

Proof. For any n € N, we have

EFn(f-g) < 2”‘1% > (g@)P1f@) = F@IF + [F )P l9(@) — g)IP)

(z,y)EEn

<207 1(||9||C(K “(f) + HfHC(K (9))
In view of the proof of Theorem [2.23] - this immediately implies our assertion. [

7. CONSTRUCTION AND BASIC PROPERTIES OF Sp—ENERGY MEASURES

In this section, we construct £,-energy measures in the same way as Hino’s work
[35, Lemma 4.1]. We also investigate some properties, especially the chain rule of
Ep-energy measures. Let (K, S, {F;}ies) = GSC(D, a, S) be a generalized Sierpiniski
carpet. We always suppose that Assumption [£.7] holds in this section.

Let (&, Fp) be the p energy in subsection and let f € F,. For each n > 0,
we define a measure m " on W, (equipped with the o-algebra 2") by setting

A =2 Y E(foFy), ACW,.

weA
Then we easily see that the total mass of m<J’f>’ is equal to &,(f) < co. Furthermore,
it follows from the self-similarity of &, that, for any A C W,,,
mPEH A W) = o > pp > E(f o Fui) =y Y Ep(fo Fu) =mPi(A).
weA  ieS weA

Therefore, {mfﬁ}nzo satisfies the consistency condition, and hence Kolmogorov’s
extension theorem (see [24, Theorem 12.1.2] for example) yields a unique Borel finite
measure mi’ﬁ on ¥ such that m’<’f>(2 ) = ml&‘wl ({w}) for every w € W,. Then we
define Mf 5= ﬂ*m’Z " where 7 is the natural projection (recall Proposition
Note that uf 1y is Borel regular (see |24, Theorem 7.1.3] for example).

Remark 7.1. We used only the self-similar property of &, to verify the consis-

tency condition of Kolmogorov’s extension theorem. Therefore, our definition of

u’{ ) works if we have a self-similar p-energy on a self-similar set. In other words,

specific structures of generalized Sierpiniski carpets except their self-similarities are
irrevalent for the above approach.

Before proving Theorem we observe two fundamental properties of N? -
Proposition 7.2. Let f € F,. Then ;ﬁ(’f) =0 if and only if f is constant.
Proof. 1t is immediate from u’<’f> (K) = &y(f) and Theorem W(l) O
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Proposition 7.3. For every f,g € F, and A € B(K), it holds that

(7.1) W (AP =it (AVP| < ()

In particular, if f, € F, converges to f in Fp, then MI()fn)(A) — /f()f) (A) for every
A e B(K).
Proof. Since u’( ) is Borel regular, it will suffice to prove ([7.1)) when A is a closed set.

Let A be a closed set of K and define C; := {w € W, | £, N7~ (A) # 0} for each
I € N. Then, as proved in [35, proof of Lemma 4.1], one can show that {Ecl }l>1 is

a decreasing sequence and ;o ¢, = 7 1(A4), where S¢, = {w e X | [w]; € (i}
Recall that £, is obtained as a subsequential limit of {gp’n}n>1’ where gpm is
given in (6.20). We may assume that &£,(f) = lim, EApm(f) for every f € Fp.
~ 1/p
For each I,n € N, we can regard (Ewe()[ Epn(fo Fw)) as a limit of suitable
fP-norms on finite sets. Consequently, we have that

<p; % an(fom)l/p - (’)L > 5p7n(9on)>1/p

wel) weC)

1/p
< (Pézg,n((f_g)on)> .

welC)
Letting n — oo in this inequality, we conclude that

i (200) 77 = (8e) V7] < iy (20) 7,

for any I € N. Letting | — oo, we obtain ([7.1)) for any closed set A. O
First, we prove Theorem [2.25}(2) and (3)

Theorem 7.4 (Theorem M(Q)) For any ® € C*(R) and f € Fp,

(7.2) d,ulgq)of) = |®" o fI” d,uzgf).

Proof. Note that ®o f € F, for any f € F, by the Markov property of £, (Theorem
2.23}(c)) and the compactness of f(K).

First, we prove when @ is a polynomial. Let ® be a polynomial and let
f € Fp. Since f(K) is compact, for any € > 0 there exists N(e) € N such that

/ p

(I)(f(y)) _(I)(f,(y )) o \@’(f(x))|p

fy) =)
whenever z,y,y’ € K, for some w € W,, with n > N(g). Thus, for any m € N,
n> N(e), (v,y') € Ep, w € Wy, and z € K,

2 (f (Fu(®)) — ©(f (Fu (" — 12" (@)[" [/ (Fu(y) — F(Fu@))I]
<elf(Fu() — F(EI

and we conclude that

[E5m (@0 1) 0 Fu) = 18(F @) EE (f o Fu)| < e €87 (f 0 F).

<e€

Taking an appropriate limit, we have
65 ((® 0 f) o Fu) =¥ (f(2))I" 6,(f o Fu)| < e6p(f 0 Fu),
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whenever w € W,,, n > N(e) and f € F,, where & is the same as in the proof of
Theorem Combining with the definition of £,, we obtain

(7.3) € (2 0 f) 0 Fu) — @' (f(2))I" £(f 0 Fu)| < e&(f o Fu),

For any m € N, w € W,,, and n > N(¢), we see from the self-similarity of £, that
]milp(m(zw) - [ wEer dm€f><w>]

Ep(Fopu (®(f
<y /Zw ( (f)))

veW,

W)
& (Finf) @ (f (m(w)))]
Ssmfﬁ(Zw).

7 (@)

Hence, for any w € Wy,
Wiy (B0 = [ @) dnf), )

By Dynkin’s -\ theorem, we get qu)(f»(dw) = |D'(f(m(w)))] m’<’f> (dw). By the
change of variable formula (see |24, Theorem 4.1.11] for example), we have in
this case.

Next, let ® € C1(R). Then, by applying Weierstrass’ approximation theorem for
@', we can obtain a sequence of polynomials {®}>1 with ®;(0) = ®(0) such that
&), — © and ), — &’ uniformly on f(K). By the argument in the last paragraph,
we know that

(7~4) N?@k(f»(dm) = |(I);c(f(x))|p ,u?f) (dm),
for every k € N. For any de C!(R), it is immediate that

S (Fuy) = B (Fuly))| £ sup [8()] 1F(Ful) = F(Fuly)]

Sef(Kw)
and hence,

Eg(Fy(@op) < sup |¥(s)| EFn(foFu).

sE€Ef(Kuw)

From the construction in subsection [6.2] and the self-similarity of £,, we get

~ ~ P o~
(7.5) E@of) <oy Y s [#(s)| ES (o Fu),
weW,, s€f(Kw)

for every n € N. From ([7.5) and the self-similarity of &,, since the convergence
¢, — @' is uniform, we obtain limg_,o & (<I> of —Pp o0 f) = 0. We deduce our
assertion by letting k — oo in (7.4]) and applying Proposition O

Theorem 7.5 (Theorem [2.25}(3)). For any n € N and f € F,

(7.6) W (de) = pp Y (Fu)ektlp. ) (dz).
weW,
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Proof. Let n,m € N, let w € W,,, and let f € F,. If m < n, then we see that

o Gl (B = Y ()l (5)

veEW, vew Wiy _m

=Py Z Mgy (%)

vew Wy _m

= ngrm Z Ep (F:f) = m]Zf) (Zw)-

vew Wy _m

If m > n, then we have that

P;Tol Z (UU)*mZZFJf) (Bw) = PZ (U[w]n)*mfp[f“]nn(zw)
veW,

= py Ep(Fuf) = mip (Zu).

Therefore, by Dynkin’s -\ theorem, we deduce that

wlpy (dw) = pf D (ow)emlp, g (dw),
weWw,

for every n € N. By Proposition we have the desired result. O

As an immediate consequence of Theorems|[7.4)and [7.5 we can prove the following
energy image density property (we borrow this naming from |14, Theorem 1.7.1.1]).

Proposition 7.6. For any f € Fp, it holds that the image measure of ,u’<7f> by f

is absolutely continuous with respect to the one-dimensional Lebesque measure £
on R. In particular, u ({x}) =0 for any x € K.

Proof. We follow [21, Theorem 4.3.8]. It will suffice to show that f*u’gﬁ (F)=0

whenever f € F, and F is a compact subset of R with .Z!(F) = 0. We can choose
a sequence {py},>1 from continuous functions on R with compact supports such
that |on| < 1, lim, 00 pn(z) = Lp(z) for each x € R, and

/Oooson@)dt:/_oooson(t)dt:o,

for each n € N. Define &, (z) = fo on(t)dt for each z € R and n € N. Then
we easily see that ®,, € Cl( ) Wlth compact support, ®,(0) = 0, and |®),]| < 1
for each n € N. By the dominated convergence theorem, it is immediate that
limy, 00 @p(z) = 0 for each € R and ®,, o f converges to 0 in LP(K, u). Since
Ep(Pr 0 f) < Ey(f) by the Markov property of £,, we deduce that {®,,},>1 is Fp-
bounded. Therefore, there exists a subsequence {ny }>1 such that {®,, of}x>1 con-
verges to 0 weakly in .7-' By Mazur’s lemma, there exist N(I) € N and {a(l )k}N(l)
with a(l); > 0 and Zk a(l)r, = 1 such that ¥;o f == Ziv(ll a(l)g Py, o f converges
to 0 in Fp, as | — oo. Then by Fatou’s lemma and the change of variable formula,



CONSTRUCTION OF ENERGIES ON SIERPINSKI CARPETS 71

we conclude that

N() P

ol ()= [ Jim |57 ottt (0]t (o)
=l
< lim [ |W(f(2)]" pfy (da)
o0 JK
:lﬁﬁﬂ?mlof>(K)= lim &,(¥;0 f) = 0. -
oo l—o0

Finally, we prove Theorem m-(l)

Theorem 7.7 (Theorem 2.25}(1)). Let f,g € Fp. If (f —g)|a is constant for some
Borel subset A of K, then ,ufﬂ (A) = ,u1<79> (A).

Proof. Let f € F, and let A € B(K). Suppose that f|4 = ¢ for some ¢ € R. Then,
by Proposition we have ulgf) (f~1({c})) = 0, which implies that ,u’<’f>(A) = 0.
Combining this result and Proposition we finish the proof. O

We conclude this section by showing a consequence of the symmetries of &, that
will be used to prove Theorem [2:27] in the next section.

Proposition 7.8. For any f € F, and T € Gy, it holds that T*;L’Zﬁ = MZZT*fY
Proof. Let A € B(K) be a closed set and let T' € Gy. For each | € N, define
Cr={weW,|Zunrm HA) #0} and Cf ={wecW;|Z ,nr " (T"(A)) # 0}.

Then we easily see that 7[T]|w, gives a bijection between C; and C. Hence, for
any n € N,

YoEELNT) = Y E(ToF) )= Y E(FLS).

weC weC weCl

From (6.20)), we get >_, ¢, gpn(F;(T*f)) = ZwGCZT gp’n(Fj)f), and thus

Wip gy (Se) =pp, D E(T"f o Fu)
weC)

k_>oow€Cz
= pp lim EZCTS n(Fif)
wety
—ph > &(f o Fu) =mby (Ser )
weCl

Letting { — co, we obtain pp.. ,(4) = Tipf s, (A) because ey X, = 7 (A) and
Mien Ecr = 7~ 1(T71(A)) as seen in the proof of Proposition Since both of
these measures 'LL]ZT* sy and T ,uf 1y are Borel regular, we complete the proof. O
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8. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.27]

We conclude this paper by proving Theorem a strict inequality 8, > p.
Our argument is similar to [39, Section 3]. A key to prove Theorem is the
notion of &,-harmonicity (see Definition [8.3). In this section, we suppose that
Assumptionholds (except Theorem nd we write (&, Fp) for the p-energy
on a generalized Sierpitiski carpet (K, S, {F; }ics) = GSC(D, a, S) in Theorem [2.23]
Recall that F, C C(K) in this case.

Definition 8.1. Let U be a non-empty open subset of K. We define

(8.1) cV ={feF,|supp[f] CU}, and FJ —cull=
Proposition 8.2. It holds that
(8.2) Fl={feF,| fx)=0 for anyx € K\ U}.

Proof. 1t is easy to show that Y C {f € F, | f(z) =0 for any x € K \U} = fg,
so we will prove the converse. Let f € ]?II)J be non-negative. For n > 1, since f is
uniformly continuous on K, we can choose r, > 0 such that
f(z)<n ™ foralazeO, = U B(x,ry).
TEK\U
We can assume that {r,},>1 is non-increasing. Also, we define
fo=(f-n"")VOEF,
Then it is clear that supp[f,] € K\U and f, — fin C(K) as n — oo. In particular,
fn €CY for all n > 1. By the Markov property of &,, we have
8p(fn) <& (f - ”_1) = gp(f)7
and hence {f,}n>1 is bounded in F,. Since F, is reflexive, there exists a subse-

quence {ny}r>1 such that f,, converges weakly to f. By Mazur’s lemma, we can
find a sequence {g, }m>1 from

N
{Z a’kf’ﬂk

k=1

N
N e N,a; >0 and Zakzl} ccv
k=1
such that g,, — f in F,, which completes the proof. O

Definition 8.3. Let U be a non-empty open subset of K. For f € F,, we set
f+F={f+g|lgeF}.

A function h € F,, is Ep-harmonic on U if

(8.3) Ep(h) =inf{&(f) | f e h+F]}.

Proposition 8.4. Let U be a non-empty open subset of K with U # K and let
g € Fp. Then there exists a unique function h € F, that is Ey,-harmonic on U and
hlko = 9lk\u-

Proof. 1f g|g\v = a for some a € R, then h = a is the required function. Suppose
that g € F, is not constant on K \ U. Since g is bounded and &,(f +alk) = E,(f)
for any f € F, and a € R, we may assume that 0 < g < 1. Clearly, {f € F, |
fle\u = 9lk\v} is non-empty. For each A\ > 0, define

cx = mf{&,(f) +AIfIE, | f € Fy with fliovw = gliew )
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Note that cy < oo. Let f € F, satisfy flm\u = glk\v- Set f# = (fVO)ALl€E Fp.
Then, it follows from 0 < g < 1 that f#|K\U = glx\v- Thus,

Ef) = &)+ ASFI, = A= en — A,

which implies that cg > ¢y — A for any A > 0. For each n € N, we can choose
fn € Fp with fp|\v = g|k\v such that
Ep(fn) + n! ||fn||]zp <Cp-1+nTh

Then &,(f#) < co + 2n~" for each n € N, where f# = (f, VO) Al € F,. Since
Hff”ip < 1 for any n € N, there exist h € LP(K, ) and a subsequence {nj}i>1
such that {f# };>1 converges weakly to h in LP. Applying Mazur’s lemma, we find
convex combinations uy = Z;V:Ak ak,jfj_i (i.e. Ny €N, a; >0 and Z;V:"k ag; =1)
such that uj converges to h in LP as k — oo. Note that f#|K\U = glk\v and
thus ux| g\ = glk\v- Also, we obtain h|g\y = g|k\v p-a.e. since up — hin LP as
k — oo. By the triangle inequality of &,( - )'/?, we have that &, (uz) € [co, co+2n; 1),
which together with Clarkson’s inequality implies that limyaj—eo Ep(ur — u;) = 0.
Indeed, when p < 2,

1

1 1
Ep(uk — ul)Pfl < Q(EP(uk) + Ep(ul)) Pl 8p(uk + ul)p,l
1 p L
<2(2co +2n; " + 20, )P — 21T
1 P 1
—  2(2¢o)PT —2p-1c" =0.
kAL 00 (2<0) 0

The case p > 2 is similar to the above. Therefore, {uy}r>1 is a Cauchy sequence in
Fp. Since F, is a Banach space, we see that h € F,, and u;, converges to h in F,.
Moreover, by limy_,o0 ||tk » = ||kl ;», We conclude that £,(h) = limg—o0 Ep(ur) =
co, that is, h is a minimizer of inf{&,(f) | f € F, with f|x\v = g9lx\v}-

Lastly, we prove the uniqueness. Let h; € F, (i = 1,2) be &,-harmonic on U
with hilg\v = glk\v. When p < 2, by Clarkson’s inequality of &,

Ep(hy — ha) ™7 < 2(E,(h) + &p(ha)) 77 — Ep(hy + h) 7T
<oltEer T — 2Tl =0.

Thus h; — he is constant by Theorem (1). Since K \ U is not empty, we have
that Ay = hs. The case p < 2 is similar. O

Recall the definitions of K, KT (see ([#.12)). It is immediate from Theoremsm
and (3) that {f € Fp | flxc- =0, flxc+ =1} # 0. Thus we have the following
lemma by applying Proposition [8.4] and using the symmetries of Sierpinski carpets.

Lemma 8.5. There exists a function hg € F, such that holx- =0, holic+ =1 and
ho is E,-harmonic on K \ (K~ UK™). Moreover, it holds that hg o R; = ho for all
j=2,....D.

Let ho be the £y-harmonic function given in Lemma Since &,(f) = 0 if and
only if f is constant, we immediately have that &,(ho) > 0. Inductively, we define
(8.4) hni= Y (F)u(a (hnoy +i11k)).

i=(ix)P_, €8

The following proposition is clear by its definition and the self-similarity of &,.
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Lemma 8.6. For any n € Z>o, it holds that h, € Fp,, hplc- =0, and hy |+ = 1.

Hereafter we suppose that D = 2. The following lemma is a key to prove
Theorem [2.27]

Lemma 8.7. Suppose that D = 2. Then the function hy is not £,-harmonic on
K\ (K-UK™).

Proof. Set

]C*i =KnN B27_1, ICj =KnN B2,+1.
(Recall notations in Definition ) Suppose to the contrary that hy were &£p-
harmonic on K \ (K~ UK™). We claim that then a contradiction that holc+ = 0

would be implied. Let ¢ € ]-‘K\ (KTUKD)

re KUK, .

From S C {0,...,a — 1}2, a > 3 and |(GSC4)| there exist v,v5 € S C R? such
that v1 +e; € S, vo € W1 [IC*] and v + ey € S. Now, we define ¢, € C(K) by
setting

, l.e. ¢ € F, satisfies ¢(x) = 0 for any

aiz(Fﬂlvz)*w(x) lf MS K'UI'U27
(p*(x) = a_2<Fv1(Ug+eg))*(§0ORQ)(J;) if x € Kvl(v2+92)a
0 otherwise.

Note that ¢, is well-defined since
(Fmvz)*W(l')‘Fvlw(}C —ukh) — 0, (Fm(vz-l—ez))*@(m)
and

8(KU1U2UKM(U2+e2)) = Fy,v, (’C7U’C )UFU1('U2+62) /C UK, U FU1(’Z}2+S)
s€{0,e2}

Foy oy ey (K —UKT) = 0;

—Lict
Moreover, it follows that ¢, € ]__;(\(zc UK Since hy is Ep-harmonic on K \ (K~ U

K1), we have &,(ha + ¢.) > E,(ha) unless ¢ = 0. Using Theorem m(él), (5) and
p o Ry = ¢, we see that

g (hQ + SO*) - 5 (hQ)

=02 S (Ep(Fuhe + Fip.) — &, (Fihy))
weWs

=, Z (5p(F51(U2+s)h2 + F (vpts)P5) — 5p(F51(U2+s)h2)>
s€{0,e2}
= 2p50" " (€, (ho + ¢) — Eplho)) -
Hence, we conclude that &,(ho + ¢) > &,(ho) for any ¢ € F, FAKTUE) \ {0}. This
implies that A is the minimizer of inf{&,(f) ‘ f e Fp with flx -~ = hole-ux- }.
Next, we define hg € C(K) by

: - <
(8.5) Fola) = 4 0@ Mwets
(hoo Ri,)(x) ifzeH 4~

Then it is clear that 7L0 € Fp and E0|,C —uks = h0|lc—ulc:' Moreover, we can show
that &, (ﬁo) = &p(ho). To prove this, let

Ap=Hipy \Hip, Ari=Hi, and Ay =H 3" \Hy,.
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Since hola,ua, = EO\AIHAQ, Theorem [7.7] yields ,u’<’h0>(A1 U As) = ,ufz >(A1 L As).
0

Moreover, since R;(As) = Az and (ho o Rf,)|a, = (1 — ho)|a,, Proposition
and Theorem [7.7] imply

Mgy (A3) = “’Zm;z)*w(“‘?’) = H1-ng) (A3) = 1y (4s).

Therefore, we obtain ui’hw(K) = ,u%m(K)7 which implies that &, (Eo) = &,(ho).

By Proposition we have hg = 7L0. Hence ho\,ﬁ = 0, which contradicts the
fact that ho((1,1)) = 1. We complete the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [2.27]
Proof of Theorem[2.27, By Lemmas 8.6/ and we obtain &£, (hg) > &,(ho). Since

Ep(ha) = pp > EFuha) = ppa™ Y Ey(ho),

weWs weWs

we conclude that pia*QPNf > 1, which proves our assertion for p > dimagrc (K, d).
We know that (,/p is monotonically non-increasing by [47, Lemma 4.7.4], and thus
we obtain the desired result. [l

Remark 8.8. A recent study of LP Besov critical exponent in [3] implies a par-
tial result of Theorem (Note that sub-Gaussian type heat kernels estimates
on GSCs are obtained by Barlow and Bass in [7, Theorem 1.3].) Indeed, 8, is
characterized as the LP Besov critical exponent in Corollary Thus a critical
exponent o in [3, equation (7)] coincides with 8,/(pS2). Therefore, [3, Theorem
3.11] gives a lower bound of 3,:

o (3, > % for p € (dimarc(K, d), 2);

e 3, > (p—2)(B2—a)+ B for p>2.
This bound implies 3, > p for p € (dimarc (K, d), (2a — B2)/(a — B2 + 1)).

APPENDIX A. MISCELLANEOUS FACTS

A.1l. Proof of Lemma This lemma is obtained by observing that the esti-
mates in [57, Lemma 8.4] depend only on the constants controlling rough isometries.
For the reader’s convenience, we give a complete proof.

Lemma A.1. For eachi=1,2, let {G', = (V,!, E})},>1 be a series of finite graphs
with

L = sup max #{y € V,f | (z,y) € Efl} < 00,

neNzeVy

and let p,: V,!' — V.2 be a uniform rough isometry from {GL}n>1 to {GZ}n>1.
Then there exists a positive constant Cugrr (depending only on Cy,Cy in Definition

L and p) such that
Gr G2
& " (fopn) < Curt &y (f),
for every n € N and f: V.2 — R. In particular,
1 2
Co™ (o (An) o (Ba)) < CuriCy™ (An, Byy)

for every n € N, where A,,, B,, are disjoint subsets of V2.
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Proof. Let n € N, let f: V2 — R and let (z,y) € E.. We set 2/ = ¢, (z) and
Y = pn(y). Let C;(i = 1,...4) be constants in the definition of uniform rough
isometry. Then we get

0 < dgz («/,y') < C1 + Ch.

We set L € N such that L —1 < C; +Cy < L. Since dg2 (2',y") < L, there exist
| < L and a path [29,21,...,2] in G2 from 2’ to 3/, that is 29 = 2/, z; = 3’ and
(2i_1,2;) € E2 for each i = 1,...,l. Now, by Holder’s inequality, we have that

l
1F o paly) = fopu(@)] = 1£") = FGI < S 1f(zima) = F20)]
i=1

) 1/p
< p=b/p (Z |f(zi—1) — f(zz')|p> :

In particular, it follows that

l
(A1) | ouly) = fopu(@)l’ < LP7HY|f(zim1) = f(=)]

i=1

For each (z,y) € E}, fix a path +,, = [2),..., 2] in G} from @, (z) to v, (y)

with [ < L. For each (v,w) € EZ, we set
My ) = #{(z,y) € E! | path 'y;y contains (v, w)}.
We also define A = {z € Vi | on(z) € Ba, (v, L)} for each y € V;2. Then, for
any a,b € Az(jn), ’
Or ey (a,0) = Ca < dgz (pn(a), 9a (b)) < daz (pn(a),v) + daz (9a(b),v) < 2L

Therefore, we have diam(.Ag)n),dG% ) < C1(2L 4+ C) = C4, which implies that

#Aq()n) < C, L} for any n € N and v € V2. Now, since the length of Vom (@)
less than L, it follows that

y) 1S

{(z,y) € E} | a path Yoy CONtains a edge (v, w) € E2} C A x A,

This yields that #M, ) < (C.LL)? for any n € N and (v,w) € E2. Using this
bound and summing (A.1]) over (x,y) € E}, we conclude that

5% (f o pn) < LP-Y(C, D2 ES2 (). 0

A.2. Proof of Lemma We prove Lemma [5.13] in a metric measure space
setting by extending [28, Theorem 4.11-(iii)]. Let (X, d, ) be a-Ahlfors regular,
that is, (X, d) is a non-empty metric space, u is a Borel regular measure on (X, d)
without point mass, and there exist @ > 0 and Car > 1 such that

C’Xflira < w(By(z,r)) < Carr®

for every z € X and r € (0,diam(X,d)). Note that dimy (X, d) = a.
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Lemma A.2. Let f > a and p > 1. Then there exists a positive constant (g3
(depending only on p, 8, a, Car) such that

@) — )P
z,y)? su PP 2) — F(2)|P du(2)du(2),
< Cixd(z, ) p /]{M“)m) FEP dp(2")dp(2)

r€(0,3d(x

for every f € A’B,/O% and p-a.e. x,y € X.

Proof. For f € Ll (X,u), x € X and r > 0, we set fp,(zr) = de(myr) f(z)du(2)
and

A= swp / ]{B L HE) = SEP i)

p€(0,37]

Let f € A,/f/o’;, let z # y € X and r > 0 such that d(x,y) < r. By Fubini’s theorem,

x,r !
de( ) (Bd(fE T Bd y; /;d(a: r) /Bd (y,r) ) /“L( )

Also, we have

1 / !
9940 = BRIy W)

From these identities, we have that

(AQ) |de(a;,'r) - de(yﬂ'){p

p

= f(z") du()dp(z)

1
p(Ba(x, 7)) p(Ba(y,r)) /Bd(x,r) /Bd(y,q«)<f(Z)
1 N2 ’
: (Bd(x r )'U’ Bd y’ /Bd (z,7) /Bd(y, ‘f(z> B f(z )l d,u(z )dﬂ(z)

1 - /

(Bd x, 7” Bd Y, / /Bd (2.37) |f (Z )| dp,(z )d,u(z)

cir Z' p P 5 7017“7a+ﬁ . ’

(A.3) < / ][Bd(z . FEDNT du(2)du(z) < A (f)

where we used Holder’s inequality in the third line and the Ahlfors regularity in the
fifth line. (¢; is a positive constant depending only on Cag.) Similarly, we obtain

(A4) ‘de(mQr) - de(z,r) ‘;0 < ClT_OH—BAT(f)'

Next, let X, be the set of Lebesgue points with respect to f and let » > 0.
By Lebesgue’s differential theorem on Ahlfors regular metric measure space (see
[31, Theorem 1.8] for example), it holds that u(X \ X,) = 0. Set rj, = 27 Fr for
any k € Z>o. Then, for any z € X, and any ¢ > 0 there exists K € N such that
’f(:lc) — de(m,rk)| < e for all k > K. Now we have that

|f(.’L') - de(z,r)‘

é ’f(x) - de(.’IJ,T‘k)| + ’de(x,TK) - de(xﬂ“o)} é € + Z |de(:t,’r‘k) - de(ﬂ,Tk+1) .
k=0
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Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we get

|f(1}) - de(rc,r)| < Z |de(:r,rk) - de(rc,rkJrl) )

k=0

for any x € X,. From this inequality and (A.4)), we see that

(A5) |f(l’) - de(ac,T)| < Z |de(;c,rk.) - de(ac,Qrk)| < CQT(ﬂia)/pAr(f)l/p»

k=0

where cy = ci/p > o 9—k(6=a)/p
Since p has no point mass, it holds that X, \ {z} # 0 for any z € X,. Let
y € X\ {z} and set r :=d(z,y) > 0. From (A.2) and (A.5]), we conclude that

where c3 =

il

2

=

9

(10]

(11]
(12]
(13]

[14]

|f(l') - f(y)| < ‘f(l’) - de(r,r)’ + ‘de(a:,r) - de(y,r)| + |f(y) - de(y,r)}
< C3T(Bfa)/pAr(f)1/p7

1 . .
cl/ P 4+ 2¢y. This proves our assertion. ]
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