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1 Introduction

The study of non-linear potential theory on metric measure spaces has attracted significant attention in
recent decades due to its important role in classic analysis and differential equations. Many previous studies
have concentrated on the p-energy within specific classes of fractals. For example, p-energy is constructed on
self-similar p.c.f sets by Herman, Peirone and Strichartz [HPS04], Cao, Gu and Qiu [CGQ22], Gao, Yu and
Zhang [GYZ23a]; on the standard Sierpiriski carpet by Shimizu [Shi24], Murugan and Shimizu [MS23]; and
on more general fractal spaces by Kigami [Kig23]. In these previous works, the self-similarity significantly
influences the construction of p-energy.

The aim of this work is trying to construct p-energy norm and p-energy measure without using the self-
similar structure of underlying fractals. The issue was first highlighted by Murugan and Shimizu in [MS23,
Problem 12.5], posing the challenge of defining p-energy measures on the Sierpinski carpet without using
the self-similarity, and also establishing their basic properties. However, as far as the authors are concerned,
many vital tools such as Fekete’s lemma used in [CGQ22, Lemma 4.4], combinatorial ball Loewner condition
in [MS23, Definition 3.1] and Knight Move argument in [Kig23, Shi24] are no longer applicable without
self-similarity.

For this reason, we concern here the scale-irreqular Vicsek sets, which is a class of Moran sets [Falg86].
The advantage of Vicsek set lies in their distinctive “gradient structure”, which allows us to construct p-
energy norms even in the absence of self-similarity. It is worth mentioning that, when p = 2, the 2-energy
(or Dirichlet form) may be constructed by a probabilistic approach as Barlow and Hambly [BH97] have done
on scale-irregular Sierpinski gaskets.

Our approach is mainly motivated by the works of Baudoin and Chen [BC23, BC24]. We will define
the p-energy norm as the limit of p-energy norms on discrete approximating graphs, since the underlying
geometry structure ensures the monotonicity of discrete energy norms. To this end, for each scale-irregular
Vicsek set K! determined by contraction ratio sequence I (see Section 2 for details), we always equip K'
with the Euclidean metric d and the canonical Borel probability measure u (see (2.4)).

Theorem 1.1 (p-energy on scale-irregular Vicsek sets). Let (K, d,u) be a scale-irregular Vicsek set. For
each 1 < p < 0o, there exists a normed vector space (Fp, ||| 7,) and a semi-norm &, on F, with the following
properties.

(1) (Fp, I-l7,) is a uniformly convex separable reflexive Banach space.
(2) Fp forms an algebra under point-wise product, that is, uv € F, whenever u,v € F,. Moreover,

Ep(uv) < 27 (11l g Ep(0) + [0 ey Ep(w) ) for all u, v € F.

(3) (Regularity) F, C C(K') is a dense subspace of (C(K*), |"|ls0)-

(4) (Lipschitz contractlwty) For every u € F, and 1-Lipschitz function ¢ : R = R, we have pou € F), and
Eplpou) < Ey(u).

(5) (Spectral gap) For every u € Fp,

[ o1 £ wa

(6) (Strong locality) If u,v € F, satisfy supp(u) Nsupp(v — algi) =0 for some a € R, then

du(x) < p(KY) diam(KHP 1€, ().

E(u+v) =E(u) + EW).

The explicit expressions of £, and F,, are given in Definition 3.1. This helps to understand the dependence
of the Sobolev spaces F, on the exponent p. As we will see in Remark 3.9 that, for 1 < p # ¢ < oo, the
intersection JF, N F, contains non-constant functions.

Our next result shows the existence and some properties of the p-energy measure corresponding to the
p-energy norm in Theorem 1.1.



Theorem 1.2. Let (K',d,u) be a scale-irreqular Vicsek set and (E,,F,) be the p-energy in Theorem 1.1.
Then there exists a family of Borel finite measures {I'y(u) tuer, on K satisfying the following:

(1) Let u € Fp, then Tp{u)(KY) = E,(u). Moreover, T)(u) =0 if and only if f is constant.
(2) For any two u1,us € Fp, and any non-negative Borel measurable function g on K,

</Kt gdlp(ur + u2>> v < (/KL ngp<u1>> w + </Kl ngp<uQ>>1/p. (1.1)

(3) For any f € CY(R) and any u € F,
dlp(f ow)(x) = |f’(u(x))|pdfp<u>(x) for Tp{u)-a.e. x € K'. (1.2)

(4) (Energy image density property) For any uw € Fp, uy (Tp(u)) < L. Here uy (Up(u)) is the push-
forward measure defined by us (Up(u)) (A) := Tp(u)(u='(A)) for all Borel subsets A C R, and L' is

the Lebesgue measure on R.

Some previous works have also constructed p-energy measures and discussed their properties by utilizing
self-similarity, as Hino [Hin05, Lemma 4.1] have done for p = 2, or as Murugan and Shimizu [MS23, Section
9] have done on the standard Sierpiniski carpet. Motivated by [BC23], we use the gradient structure as an
alternative approach for both construction and direct validation on the properties of the p-energy measure.

Within our framework, the use of word space remains feasible for constructing the p-energy measure, see
Proposition 3.13; however, the validation of related properties is impeded by the absence of self-similarity.
This gap is bridged in Proposition 3.14 by showing the coincidence of energy measures constructed by these
two different approaches, and this suggests a compatibility between the gradient structure and the fractal
structure.

Both Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 work for every contraction ratio sequence I. As Hambly had done in [Ham92,
p.5] on homogeneous random fractals, for the critical exponent to be well-defined, I is required to be stationary
and ergodic, which will be called condition (A) in our paper (see Remark 2.7 for further explanation). In
this case, it is possible to generalize Theorem 1.1 further and define more nonlinear norms via discrete
approximating p-energy norms, which will be denoted by £°__ and Eﬁ pfor1<p<ooand0<f < oo (see

p,00

Definition 4.1). The p-energy &, constructed in Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to 55‘;0 with 6; given in (4.1).

Intuitively, when p = 2, the norm &, = Eﬁ %o gives a strongly local Dirichlet form while 55 5 gives a non-local
Dirichlet form (see (4.6)).

Under this frame, we can describe the above norms in terms of Besov-Lipschitz norms. Let ¢ be the
increasing scale function given in (4.2).
Definition 1.3. For every 1 < p < oo, 0 < 3 < oo and 0 < r < diam(K'), define

B(r) = lu(z) — u(y)|” z r iam(KY. w Pl
#0) = | L]{BW)?(T)B/B; du(y) du(w), 0 <r < diam(KY), we LP(KL ). (13)

For1l < g < oo, let

diam(K") o/ dr 1/p
[U]ng = / (@5(7")) - and Bﬁ,q = {u e LP(K', p) [U]B,‘fq < oo};
, 0 :
for g =00, let

[ulgs = sup ®0(r) and BY . = {u e LP(KY p) - [ulgs < oo}.
v re(0,diam(K?)] P

The above Besov-Lipschitz spaces were introduced by Jonsson and Wallin [JW84] for Euclidean spaces,
by Korevaar and Schoen [KS93] for Riemann domains and by Jonsson [Jon96] for the Sierpinski gasket.
The main difference between Besov-Lipschitz spaces on scale-irregular fractals and those on manifolds or
self-similar fractals is that, ¢ is not a power function, which makes the analysis more complicated.



Our last main result is that, for 8 close enough to ﬂ;, the semi-norms &, Sﬁ oo and Sﬁ p» defined by discrete

energies, are comparable with the Besov-Lipschitz norms [ BE .. and [] B, respectively. Furthermore, the
weak monotonicity and Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu (BBM) convergence of p-energy semi-norms also hold on
scale-irregular Vicsek sets.

Theorem 1.4. Assume l satisfies condition (A). Then for any 1 < p < oo, we have:

(1) there exists a constant €, € (0,1) such that for every 8 € (e,By,00), we have Bf , C BS . C C(K"),
and there exists C > 1 such that for all u € C(K'),

CMulP, < Ef(u) < Clul?

p,00 Bg,oo ’
-1
c [u]gg’p < &P (u) < Clul®
In particular, when = ﬂ;, we have Fp, = Bﬁy%o, where F, is given in Theorem 1.1.
(2) B, is the critical Besov exponent, that is

By =max {f € [0,00) : BﬁOO(Kl) contains non-constant functions} . (1.4)

(3) (Weak-monotonicity property) for all u € F, = Bﬁ’;o,

*

sup ol (r) < Climinf @52 (7).

re(0,diam(K*)] r—0
(4) (Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu (BBM) convergence) there exists C > 1 such that for all u € F), = Bﬁfzo,
O~y (u) < hngBigf(ﬁ; — B)EL ,(u) < limsup(B;; — B)EL ,(u) < CEy(u), (1.5)
P BB
and
C_l[u]};:;w < hg%ﬁigf(ﬂ; - ﬂ)[u]ggp < hg}rgljp(ﬂ; - ﬂ)[u]gg’p < C[U]gfio- (1.6)

P
The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce scale-irregular Vicsek set and its

measure, and discuss their properties including the non-self-similarity. In Section 3, we construct p-energy

norm on scale-irregular Vicsek sets and prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.4.

NoOTATION. The letters C,C’, C;,C!, C! and ¢ are universal positive constants which may vary at each
occurrence. The sign < means that both < and > are true with uniform values of C' depending only on K*.
a A'b:= min{a, b}, a Vb := max{a,b}. We use #A and |A| as the cardinality of the set A. For a borel set
B, write f5 f du:= p(B)~" [ f du. For any set A C C, its diameter diam(A) := sup, , ¢ 4 d(x,y) where d is
the Euclidean metric.

2 Geometry and measure of scale-irregular Vicsek set

In this section, we review the definition and related notions of scale-irregular Vicsek sets in Section 2.1. The
measures on scale-irregular Vicsek sets are analyzed in Section 2.2. In particular, some sufficient conditions
for scale-irregular Vicsek sets to be non-self-similar are given in Theorem 2.11.

2.1 Preliminaries

Define five points in C by
go =0, gj :==exp((2j — Dmi/4), 1<j <4

Let Ky be the closed unit square in C with vertices {g; }?:1- Given an odd number [ > 3, define

1
Sl::{inlqj:0§n§§(l—1), 1§j§4}.

W~



So that #S5; = 21 — 1. We assign 5; the discrete topology for each [. For convenience of notation, we always
let Ip := 1. For any infinite sequence I = ({3)?2 ;, where each I, > 3 is an odd integer for k > 1, define

n n
Pn ::21_11;1 for 0 <n < oo, W! := HSlk for 1 <n < oo and W! := U wt.
k=0 k=1 1<n<oo

We assign W! and W! the product topology. For each w = wywy - -- € WL | we define [w],, := wiws - --w, €
W} and [w], for w € W,ﬁ when k > n > 1 similarly. For w = w; - - - w,, € W!, we write

S(w) :=={ve Wk, : [v], =w} = {wiws - wywni1 : i1 € Sp,,,, )
For a € (0,1), we define a function § on W, x Wl by

min{n:[w],#[T]n}—1 if

0 fw=r.

Then § is a metric on WY, and generates the same topology on W .

For each w € S}, we define a map
Fl(z):=w+17'z, 2€C,
and for each w = wy ... w, € W}, define

L ._ gl In
Fo=F, o--oF.

w w1

Let d be the Eucildean metric on C. Notice that for each w = wy ... w, € W}, the set F! (Ky) is an isometric
copy of [0,2V/217 5 - 1712, de., FL(Kp) is a square with side length 2/217 15111 and

diam(FY (Ko)) = 217y -1t < 2- 371wl

Definition 2.1 (The scale-irregular Vicsek set). For any infinite sequence l = (I3)72 ,, where each lj; > 3 is
an odd integer, define K to be the non-empty compact subset of Ky by

K':= Fﬁ U FlL(Ko),

n=1lweW}

see Fig. 1. The metric on K is given by the restriction of the Euclidean metric d on C to K'. We call the
metric space K' a scale-irregular Vicsek set.

For w € W!, we write K}, := F! (Ko) N K'. We call K}, a level-n cell if w € W}.
Proposition 2.2. For w € W!, we have K}, = Uves(w) K namely,

* 2 v

FL(Ko)nK'= [J FYKo)nEK"

vES(w)
Proof. Since
F! (Ko)N U Fi&) | = | Fl(Ko) for any w e WL,
UeW‘le1 veES(w)
the conclusion follows by taking the intersection with K* on both sides. (|

Proposition 2.3. The map x : W, — K defined by

{x(w)} = () Fluy, (Ko) for all w € Wk

n>1



(a) K' at level 3, with 1 = 353 .- .. (b) K at level 3, with I = 533 - - ..
Fig. 1: Two level-l scale-irregular Vicsek sets K.

is a continuous surjective map from (Wéoﬁ) to (Kl,d). Moreover, #x~(x) < 2 for all x € K' and
#x (@) =2 only if v € UpZ, Uvew: Fi({a}=0)-
We will call x the coding map.

Proof. We first show that ﬂnzl F[lw ]n(KO) is a singleton in K'! so that x is well-defined. Indeed, since
FL
[w]n

N>t F! . (Kp) is non-empty. Since diam (F} ] (Ko)) — 0asn — oo, the set 1,5, F[lw]n (Ko) cannot contain

[w]n [w]n

more than two points, showing # (), >, F[Lw]n (Kp) = 1.

(Ko) are compact and decreasing as n increases, we conclude by Cantor’s intersection Theorem that

To see that x is surjective, note that for any x € K* = (7, Uwew: F! (Ky), there exists w; € W for

each such that z € Ffm (Ko). Whenever we find w,,, we can apply proposition 2.2 and find wy,4+1 € 5y, , such
that © € Fﬁ,wumwnwnﬂ(Ko). Let w = wiwa -+ -, then x € (5, F[lw]n(Ko) = {x(w)} by definition, showing
the desired.

To see that y is continuous, note that when min{n : [w],, # [7],} — 1 =k, i.e. 6(w,7) = o, both x(w)
and x(7) is in F}, (Ko). Thus d(x(w), x(7)) < diam F! . (Kj). As §(w,7) — 0, we have k — oo and thus

[w]k [w] &
d(x(w), x(7)) < diam F[lw]k(Ko) — 0, showing the desired.

To show the final insertion, suppose that z = y(w) = x(w’) for two distinct infinite words w,w’ € WL .
We can write w = [w]p7,w’ = [w]p7’ where [w]p = wiws - wy denotes the longest common initial word
of w,w’ with length k (when k = 0, [w]) is the empty word), so that [7]; # [7'];. Clearly, we have x €
F[Lw]km1 (Ko)N F (Ko), which means that there exist two points 21, 29 € Kj such that

[wlkl[m']1

2 =Fo-.oF% o F*" (1) = Fli o...0 Fl% o F'(zy). (2.1)

w1 W 711 W [rh

-1

Since each Fﬁ,jj, 1 < j < k is invertible, we can apply (Ff,j]) (1 < j < k) successively on both sides of
(2.1) and obtain

F51 (z1) = FP5 (2). (2.2)

[Tl [T
Let 7]y = 2nl,:_&1q and [7']; = 2n’l,;}1q’ where 0 < n #n’ < (lgx1 —1)/2 and q,¢ € {%‘}?:1- Then (2.2)

can be interpreted as
1

2nlk__&1q + lk__ilzl = 2n’l;+1q/ + l,;_&lzg,
ie., z1 — 22 = 2(n'¢’ — ng) and thus d(z1, 2z2) = 2d(n’q¢’, ng).

(1) If g # ¢/, then

4> d(21,22)% = 4d(n'q',ng)*
—4 (n2 +n'? —on'n Re(q - ?))



(2)

(n2 + n’2) (since Re(q - ¢') € {0,—1})
(since n # n’),

thus d(z1, z2) = 2.
If g = ¢, then 2 > (21, 22) = 2|0/ — n| > 2, so d(z1, 22) = 2.

Therefore, z; and zo must be the endpoints of the diagonal of Ky, i.e., either {z1,22} = {q1,q3} or
{71, 22} = {q2, 4} and

either @ = Fj,) 1y, (1) N Fy, ), (a3),
& = Flyy, 7, (43) 0 Fly, oy, (0),

r= F[Lw]k[fh(@) N Floy, v, (94

or = Flyp, (7, (@1) 0 Flyy, 0, (2)-

The proof is complete. O

We state some terminologies in graph theory for scale-irregular Vicsek sets following [BC23, Murl9,
DRY23].
Definition 2.4 (Graph and Cable system). Fiz l = (I;)72,.

(1)

For each n > 0, define Vo := {q;}}_o when n =0 and V,, := U, epr Fi,(Vo) when n > 1. Define

Ey={(z,y) €V, x V, s d(z,y) = I 75 1t forn >0,

So that (V,,, Ey,) is a finite connected planer graph. We write x ~ y whenever (z,y) € E, and say x

and y are adjacent.

For each n > 0, by replacing each edge in E, by an isometric copy of the line segment

[0, 1511;1151 171 and gluing them in an obvious way at the vertices, we obtain a set V,,, called the

corresponding cable system of (Vy, E,). With an abuse of notation, we regard V,, as a subset of K

(see Fig. 2).

Define the skeleton S := UZOZO V... Let v be the Lebesque measure on S, i.e. v assign 1511;1151 N

for each isometric copy of [0, lallfllgl 171, We extend v to K by letting v(K'\ S) = 0.

For every n > 0 and for every adjacent x,y € V,,, write e(x,y) the geodesic in S connecting x and vy,

namely, the linear map from [0, 1] to the isometric copy of [0, lallfllgl - 11 connecting u and v such

that e(x,y)(0) = = and e(z,y)(1) = y. Then Uz yev, e(z,9)([0,1]) = V,.. With an abuse of notation,
o

we sometimes regard e(x,y) as a subset of S. !

A subset A C K is said to be convez, if for any two points x,y € ANS, the geodesic path connecting

x to y is included in ANS.

For two adjacent x and y in V,,, we say that x < y when the geodesic distance from 0 to x in V,, is less

than the geodesic distance from 0 to y.

(a) Vo (b) Vi (0) V2
Fig. 2: Cable systems Vp, V; and V5 for K with 1 =35---.



Remark 2.5. (1) The measure v is not a Radon measure, since the measure of any ball with positive radius
is infinite.

(2) Although the image of e(x,y) and e(y,x) coincide for adjacent vertices x,y, we distinguish them when
we take integration along this edge by assigning e(x,y) the positive orientation when x < y. So for an
integml;le non-negative function g, we have 0 < fe(Ly) gdy = — fe(yw) gdv when e(x,y) is positively
oriented.

2.2 Measure on scale-irregular Vicsek set

We first briefly recall some dimension results of self-similar Vicsek set. Give an odd integer I > 3, let K be
the self-similar Vicsek set with common contraction ration [~1. Then by solving Moran’s equation [Fal97,
Theorem 2.7] directly, we see that K' has Hausdorff dimension

log(21 — 1)

= di KY =
o img (K*) og ]

We need the following condition on the contraction ratio sequence I for further analysis.
Definition 2.6. We say that condition (A) holds, if l consists of only two odd numbers a # b > 3, and if
we write [n], and [n]y to be the number of a and b in [l],, (the first n-digits of 1), the following limit exists':

6 := lim 6, := lim Inla € [0, 00). (A)
n—o0o n—o0o [n]b
Remark 2.7. We explain the necessity for introducing condition (A). If we define 0, = lim,,_ [n]./n

(the occupation rate of a inl), and 0y in the same way, then (A) is equivalent to the existence of 8, and 0y,
which is the same as the requirement in [Ham92, p.5]. In this case 0 = 0,/0y. Generalizing condition (A) to
the case where 1 is composed of a finite set of odd numbers {a;}", is straightforward by assuming the limits
0; := lim,, o0 [n]q, /0 exist and Y .>, 0; = 1. Indeed, Theorem 1.4 can be shown to hold for this type of 1.
For clarity, we provide a proof in Section 4 for the case where l contains only two odd numbers. It is possible
to generalize the result for I composed of infinite set of numbers, and we leave this as a future work.

Under condition (A), we can analyse the behaviour of the Hausdorff measure by using [HRWWO0O,
Theorem 3.1], since scale-irregular Vicsek sets are a type of Moran sets (see [HRWWO00, Section 1.2] for
definitions).

Proposition 2.8. Let K! be a scale-irreqular Vicsek set with 1 satisfying condition (A). Define

N, :=n(0, —0), n>1
(1) The Hausdorff dimension of K', denoted by «, is given by

flog(2a — 1) +log(2b—1)
a= .
floga + logb

(2.3)

(2) When 3 < a < b, we have the following equivalences:
0 < HY(KY) < oo if and only if liminf ;. € R,
— 00
H*(KY) = 0 if and only if lim inf 1, = —oo,
— 00
HY(KY) = oo if and only if likminf N, = +00.
—00
en 3 < b < a, we have the following equivalences:
3) When 3<b h he followi wal

0< HQ(KL) < oo if and only if limsupn, € R,
k—o0
H*(KY) = 0 if and only if limsupn, = +oo,

k—o0

We adopt the convention 1/0 = oo and the limit is considered in the extended real line R = [—oc0, 00].



H*(KY) = oo if and only if limsupn, = —oco.

k—o0

Proof. (1) This is a direct application of [HRWWO0O0, Theorem 3.1].
(2) Let 3 < a < b. Define

o= Y (diam(K}))"

weW}l
= P (@ (pn)) "t = (o= Mep™ M) (20 — )"l (20 — 1)l

By [HRWWO00, Theorem 3.1], H*(K') and liminfy_,, &, are simultaneously zero, finite and positive,
or infinite. So by taking logarithm, we only need to show that liminfs_, . log&, and liminfy_, . n; are
simultaneously —oo, finite, or co, respectively. Let

zlog(2a — 1) +log(2b—1)
xloga +logb

fx):= , z€R

Then for sufficiently large n,

log¢,, = —a([n]qloga + [n]ylogb) + ([n]q log(2a — 1) + [n]p log(2b — 1))

= ([n]aloga + [n]s log ) ([n]“bg[f]jg;ij {Ztiiifb -1) a)
=n(f(0n) — f(0))

= f'(0)n,,,

where we used the conclusion aw = f(6) of (1) in the third line, and in the fourth line we use 3 < a < b
to obtain

~ log(2a —1)logb — logalog(2b — 1)

/
@) (xloga + logb)?
B logalogb log(2a —1) log(2b—1) -0
~ (xloga +logh)? log a log b

by noting that log(2l — 1)/logl strictly decreases in I. Therefore liminfy_, o log &, and liminfy_ o 7
are simultaneously —oo, finite, or +oc.

(3) Note that in the case of 3 < b < a, liminf, _, log&,, =< f'(8) limsup,,_,, 1, as f'(6) < 0. The rest of
the proof is the same as (2).

O
We define
[Tew-1"" for p,y<r<p, (n>0),
7/)(7") =4 k=0
1 for r > 2.
For each word w € W},, we define
u(K) = (#W) ™" = ¥ (o). (2.4)

We extend p to be a Borel measure on K! by Kolmogorov’s extension theorem.
Proposition 2.9. Let K! be a scale-irreqular Vicsek set with U satisfying condition (A).

(1) There exist constants c1,ca > 0 such that for all0 <r < R < 2,

o () 2B (B o

Nej



(2) There exist constants cs,cq > 0 such that for all z € K and 0 < r < 2,

c3(r) < p(B(z,7)) < catp(r).

Proof. The insertion (1) easily follows by a direct calculation. To see (2), we only need to observe that when
7 € (D1 Pr) for some m, any metric ball B(z,r) in K* (where 2 € K*) contains a level-(m + 3) cell and is
contained in a level-((m—2)V0) cell (recall that the level-n cells are those K}, = F! (Ko)NK! forw € W!).O

The measure 4 is natural since that, under condition (A), if the Hausdorff measure H® of K'! exists,
that is, 0 < HY(K') < oo, then H?® is equivalent to u. The reason is that H*(K!) = HY(KYHu(K!) as
level-k cells are only translations of each other for all w € W]i (k > 1), and any measurable set of K! can be
approximated by some unions of cells of level k (as k — 00), which means that H* = H*(K!)pu.

In our setting g is not necessarily Ahlfors regular, as we will see in the following statement.
Proposition 2.10. Let K! be a scale-irreqular Vicsek set with 1 satisfying condition (A), and o defined by
(2.3). The measure pn on K is a-Ahlfors regular (under Euclidean metric) if and only if {n,, }n is bounded
below from 0 and away from oco.

Proof. By Proposition 2.9, u is a-Ahlfors regular if and only if 1(p,,) < p2, i.e., the sequence {(¥(p,,)) "% }n
is bounded below from 0 and away from oo, which, by taking logarithm and using the definition of n,, and
0., is equivalent to that the sequence

M 2a —1 n 2a —1 20—1
1 01 — 1
1446, og( a® )+1+9n< og( a® +log b
is bounded below from 0 and away from oo. By (2.3), we have
2a—1 2b—-1
910g<a—>+log< )0
a“ be

and log (2“_1) # 0 by 0 € [0,00). The conclusion immediately follows by condition (A). O

a

Now we can present our sufficient conditions for K! to be non-self-similar. For such Moran fractals, we
can give a short proof that is simpler than [FHZ23]| for graph-directed attractors.
Theorem 2.11. Under condition (A) and let3 < a < b. If {n,, }n satisfies one of the following two conditions:
(1) liminf, e n,, = 00,
(2) liminf,, o7, € R but limsup,,_, 7, = 0o,

then K is not self-similar, that is, not the attractor of any standard iterated function system.

Proof. (1) By Proposition 2.8, liminf, .17, = oo implies H*(K!) = oco. But it is known that
Hmu (K)(K) < oo for any self-similar set K by [Fal97, Corollary 3.3], thus K* is not self-similar.

(2) By Proposition 2.8, liminf, .7, € R implies 0 < H*(K!) < 0o. We already show that, in this case,
H® is equivalent to x4 on K'. By Proposition 2.10, limsup,, .7, = oo implies that u is not Ahlfors
regular, so that H® is not Ahlfors regular. But [AKT20, Theorem 2.1] states that for any self-similar
set K, the Hausdorff measure H4m# (K) is Ahlfors regular, should it exist. This shows that K* cannot
be self-similar.

O

Example 2.12. We give some examples of scale-irreqular Vicsek set with a = 3 and b = 5 satisfying the
conditions in Theorem 2.11. The sequence I = 335333553333555333335555 - - - satisfies Theorem 2.11 (1).
That is, “3” appears consecutively k + 1 times and then “5” appears consecutively k times (k > 1), as the
following shows.

2 1 3 2 4 3 k+1 k k+2 k+1
ASNASNASNASNASNAN AN
=33 5 333 55 3333555---3---35---533---355---5---

“37 appears (k* + 3k)/2 times
“5” appears (k% + k)/2 times
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We claim that {0, }, has limit @ = 1 and liminf,, ., n,, = 0o. Indeed, when n = (k*+2k)+t for some k > 1
and 1 <t < k+2,“9” occurs t + (k* + 3k)/2 times and “5” occurs (k? + k)/2 times in [l],, thus for k > 1
and 1 <t <k+2,

k? + 3k + 2t k2 42k +t
Ok2 42kt = Iy and Mgz op ¢ = W(Qk + 2t).

When n = (k*> + 3k +2) +t for some k> 1 and 1 <t < k+1, “3” occurs (k* + 5k + 4)/2 times and “5”
occurs t + (k% + k) /2 times in [l],,, thus for k>1 and 1 <t < k+1,

k* 4 5k + 4 k> +3k+2+t
Ok 43kt2+t = ErkLor and Myzgk4oe = m(4k +4 - 2t).

For both cases, the claim follows by noting that
0, =1+0(n"Y?) andn, >2-371n'/2

In the same way one can verify that the sequence I = 35335533355533335555 - - - satisfies Theorem 2.11
(2). For both sequences, their corresponding Vicsek sets cannot be self-similar.

3 p-energy and its associated energy measures

In this section, we will construct (discrete) p-energy norms and associated energy measures on scale-irregular
Vicsek sets using their gradient structure, to prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Throughout this section,
we fix I = (I)52,; where each I, > 3 is an odd integer (without assuming condition (A)) and always let
lo = 1 for convenience of notation. We omit the superscript I and write K as K.

3.1 Construction of p-energy norms
We first consider the construction of p-energy norms on scale-irregular Vicsek set, by extending the methods

in [BC23).
Definition 3.1. For each convex A C K, 1 <p<oo,n>0 and u € C(K), define

o) =3 (T157) 3 1ot -
3=0

z,y€ANV,
T~y

and we denote Ep .k as E, . Define the function space F, by

Fp = {u € C(K) :sup&pn(u) < oo} ; (3.1)
n>0
and for each u € F,, define
» 1/p
Epa(w) = $up Epnia (), Ep(u) i= Epurc(u) and lullz, = (Jul}p e, + &) - (3:2)

n>0

It is then easy to verify that (7, |||z, ) is a normed real vector space. The following proposition shows
that these discrete energies {€p n.a(u)} increase in n.
Proposition 3.2. For each 0 < m <n and each u € C(K), we have

Epm;a(u) < Epnia(u).

In particular,
Ep(u) =sup &y n(u) = 1i_>m Epn(u) for all u € C(K). (3.3)

n>0
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Proof. For two adjacent vertices z and y in V,,, by the tree structure of K, there are unique (I,+1 + 1)

vertices {z ”“ C Vg1 such that z; ~ ;41,1 <j <lyy1 and zg =z, x;,,, = y. Thus
J + J i+ + n41
; P
n+1 lnt1
1
u(zo) — uwr, )" =D (ulwj—1) —ulzy))| <L) Z lu(zj—1) — u(z;)”.

Jj=1

By adding all adjacent vertices in V,, on both sides, we conclude that &, ,,.4(u) < &, 41,4 (u) for each convex
A C K, which completes the proof. O

Next, we analyse the “core” functions in the domain 7).

Definition 3.3 (Piecewise affine functions). A continuous function U : K — R is called n-piecewise affine,
if U is linear between the vertices of V,, and constant on any connected component of V., \ V., for every
m > n. A continuous function ¥ : K — R is called piecewise affine, if there exists n > 0 such that ¥ is
n-piecewise affine.

Proposition 3.4. For each u € C(K) andn > 0, define H,u to be the unique n-piecewise affine function on
K that coincides with u on V,,. Then Hyu — u uniformly on K as n tends to infinity. Moreover, Hyu € F,
for each uw € C(K) and n > 0.

Proof. For each word w € W,,, we have

minu < Hyu(z) < maxu, Ve € Ky,.
K K

It follows that
|Hpu(x) —u(z)] < (I)(scu, Vo € Ky,

where Oscg,, v = maxgek, w(x) — mingeg, u(x). It follows that

sup |Hpu(z) —u(z)] < sup Oscu — 0 (n— o)
zeK weW, Kuw

as u is uniform continuous. The second assertion is obvious. (|
As in the work of Baudoin and Chen [BC23, Theorem 3.1], a notable characteristic of Vicsek sets lies
in their distinctive geometric structure, which permits the existence of gradients. The following proposition

says that [BC23, Theorem 3.1] also holds on scale-irregular Vicsek sets.
Proposition 3.5 ([BC23, Theorem 3.1]). Let 1 < p < oo and u € C(K). The followings are equivalent:

(1) u € ]:p;
(2) There exists g € LP(S,v) such that, for every n > 0 and every adjacent x,y € Vi,

u(y) —u(z) = / gdv. (3.4)
e(z,y)
In this case, g is unique in LP(S,v). Moreover, for every u € F, and every convexr A C K,
Epa(u) :/ lg|? dv. (3.5)
ANS

We denote ¢ in this proposition by du and refer it as the gradient of u.

Proof. We first show that (1) implies (2). If U is a piecewise affine function, it is obvious that there exists a
function, denoted by W, such that for every adjacent x,y € Vi,

U(y) —U(x) = / ov dv.

e(z,y)
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In fact, for each adjacent z,y € V,, with z < y (so that e(z,y) is positively oriented), we can choose ¥ such
that O takes the value (¥(y) — ¥(z)) - d(z,y) ! on e(x,y)((0,1)). Therefore,

| Jowrar-g 3 d(x,yw*lmf(z)w)w%(H@“) > ) - v

z,yE ANV, J=0 z,yE ANV,

For any u € F, and for each n > 0, we define H,u by Lemma 3.4. Then

" /Ans 19 (Hnar)l"dv = 2 (H a 1) Z Ju(z) — u(y)|? = Epa(u) < co.

n z,y€ANV,
T~y

The reflexivity of LP(S,v) and Mazur’s Lemma imply that, there exists a convex combination of a subse-
quence of d (Hpu) that converges in LP(S,v) to some g € LP(S,v). Since Hyu converges uniformly to v by
Proposition 3.4, we have then for every adjacent z,y € V,,,

u(y) — u(z) =/( g

This proves (2). Furthermore, since a convex combination of a subsequence of 0 (Hy,u) converges in LP(S,v)
to some g, we have

/ lglP dv < sup/ |0 (Hpu)P dv < &y a(u).
ANS n JANS

We then show (2) implies (1). It follows from (2) and Holder’s inequality that for n > 0,

(Hl§‘1> > |u<w)—u<y)|ﬁs<ﬂl§‘1> > (/( )|g|du>

z,yE ANV, z,yeE ANV,
T~y T~y

< grav<e [ jgran
Z /(m y) ANS

z,ye ANV,
T~y

Hence

n>0

Epen(u) = sup Epn (1) < / lgI7 dv
ANS

and we deduce that v € F, with ||u||p < H“Hm )+ ||g|\72p(syy).

If g1, g2 both satisfy (2), then f (@, y) —g2)dv = 0 for all n > 0 and every adjacent x,y € V,,. Since
for each z,y € V,, e(x,y) is the union of ln+1 edges in V41, we may apply the Lebesgue differentiation
Theorem to (e(2,y),V|e(z,y)) (note that v|e ) is the Lebesgue measure) and conclude that g3 — g = 0
v-a.e. on e(z,y), thus on all S. This proves the uniqueness. |

Remark 3.6. The uniqueness in Proposition 3.5 tells us more: for any u € F, if a convex combination of
a subsequence of O (Hyu) converges, then it must converges to Ou.

We recall two inequalities that will be used later. These are easy extensions of [BC23, Theorem 3.13 and
Corollary 3.14] for the scale-irregular Vicsek sets. Their proof are exactly same as in [BC23].
Lemma 3.7 (Morrey’s inequality, [BC23, Theorem 3.13]). Let 1 < p < 0o. For every u € F, and x,y € A,

lu(z) — u(y)|” < d(z, y)pilgp;A(“)-

Lemma 3.8 (Poincaré inequality, [BC23, Corollary 3.14]). Let A C K be a closed convex set. Let 1 < p < oo.
For every w € Fp, and x,y € A,

/

p

dp(z) < diam(A)P~1E, 4 (u).

u(x) —]{lud,u
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Combining the above facts, we can now give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (Fp,|-||7,) be defined by (3.1) and (3.2).

(1)

(3)
(4)

Let {u,} be a Cauchy sequence in (Fy, ||-||#,). Then {u,} is also a Cauchy sequence in LP (K, ;1). Assume
that u, — u in LP(K, p) and a subsequence u,, — u p-a.e.. Since Ey(un — Um) = [|0un — Otum| Lr(s,0),
we know that {Ou,} is a Cauchy sequence in LP(S,v). Assume that du, — ¢ in LP(S,v). Fix a point
xo € K and let g, = u,, — un(2o). By Lemma 3.7, for all m,n > 1 and all z € K,

190(2) = g @) < d(, 20"yt — ) < diam(K)P~ €t — 1),

which implies that {g,}, is a Cauchy sequence in C(K). Therefore, there exists g € C(K) such that
gn — g in C(K), also in L? (K, 1) by Holder’s inequality. It is immediate that u,, — g, also converges to
u—gin LP(K, p). Thus uy, (g) = tn, — gn, converges to u — g p-a.e.. Hence u — g must be a constant,
say u — g = ¢, and u admits a continuous p-version on K, which will also be denoted by u. Note that

[uny, —ullew) < llgny = gllow) + [un (o) —¢f =0 (k= o0).

For every n > 0 and every adjacent x,y € V,,, we have by Proposition 3.5 that
Uny, (Y) — Un, (z) = / O, dv.
(u,v)

Letting k — oo, we have u(y) — u(y) = fe(Ly) gdv. By Proposition 3.5 again, we conclude that u € F,
and Ju = g. Thus
Ep(un —u) = ||Ouy — Oul|Lr(s,) — 0
and then u,, — u in F),.
To prove that (Fp,|-||7,) is uniformly convex, we first define the norm ||-||, on the product space

1/p

L2 ) % 22(8,0) by [ 0)ly 2= ([l e + 10ls,) - for (u,0) € L2U ) < L(S.0), and
map T : (Fp, ||-||l7,) = (LP(K, ) x LP(S,v),||-|lp) by Tu := (u,du) for all u € F,. Then by Proposition
3.5 and the previous paragraph, we know that T'(F,) is isometric to F, and is a closed subspace of
(LP (K, p) x LP(S,v), ||I-|lp). Since LP spaces are uniformly convex for 1 < p < oo, we conclude by
[Cla36, Theorem 1] that the product space (L? (K, i) x LP(S,v), ||-||p) is uniformly convex, and so does
its closed subspace T'(F). Since F, and T'(F,) are isometric, we conclude that 7, is uniformly convex.
The reflexivity is implied by the uniform convexity and Milman-Pettis theorem (see for example [Brell,
Theorem 3.31]).

The separability is obvious since the space of all piecewise affine functions is dense in F,, and clearly
there is a countable dense subset of all piecewise affine functions.
For any u,v € Fp,

Epnlun) = 3 (Hz) S Ju@)ez) - uly)o(y)”

x,yeVy,
Ty
1 (e
s§<Hl§-’ ) S 27l [o@) = v + 02 lu@) - u)P)
j=0 I%/S;/n

< 277 (Jlull gerEpin (0) + 1012 g Epn () ) -
Taking the supremum of n on both sides, we have
Ep(uv) < 271 (Iullf g, Ep(0) + 012 0 & (w))

which means that the subset 7, C C(K) is an algebra under product operation.
The regularity follows directly from Proposition 3.4.
This follows by noting that |p(u(z)) — @(u(y))P < |u(z) — u(y)P.
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(5) This follows from Lemma 3.8 with A = K.

(6) We may assume a =0 as E(v) = E(v —alk) and E(u +v) = E(u+ v — alk) by definition. Write A =
supp(u) and B = supp(v). Then A and B are two disjoint compact subsets of K and thus d(A, B) > 0.
We can find ng sufficiently large so that for all n > ng, the closed subsets A, := |J wew, K, and

K,NA#D
B, = wew, K, are also disjoint, and each z € 4,, NV, and y € B, NV, are not adjacent. Then
K,NB#D
| A
&mw+v%=§<IIﬁ ) D> (@) = uy)) + (v(x) — o)
J=0 z,yeVy,
Ty
(5 0
101G | D VECERUIED SR e R
j=0 z,y€EA, NV, xz,yeB,NV,,
T~y r~y

= Epn(u) + Epn(v).

Letting n — oo, we derive &,(u + v) = &y(u) + Ey(v).
g

Remark 3.9. As shown in Proposition 3.4 and Theorem 1.1, for two exponents p,q € (1,00) and any non-
constant w € C(K), Hiu € F, N Fy. As we can easily choose u so that Hiu is non-constant, we see that
Fp N Fy contains non-constant functions.

3.2 Associated p-energy measures

After having a p-energy norm, it is nature to consider constructing the corresponding p-energy measures
on scale-irregular Vicsek set. It is shown by Murugan and Shimizu in [MS23, Section 9] that the p-energy
measures with good properties on standard Sierpinski carpet can be constructed, which heavily relies on
self-similarity. Nevertheless, we can use the special gradient structure of scale-irregular Vicsek set to achieve
our aim. Before discussing energy measures, we record some properties of the operator 0.

Lemma 3.10. For any u € F, and any adjacent x,y, the function ey ) : (0,1) = R defined by ue(y ) (t) =
u(e(z,y)(t)) belongs to W((0,1)), and its weak derivative Du,(, ) can be chosen as t — du(e(x,y)(t)).

Proof. Fix u € Fp. Let ge(a,y)(t) = Ou(e(w,y)(t)), then ge(, ) € LP((0,1)). By the continuity of u and the
density of | J,, Vi, in K, we can extend (3.4) to

ue(zﬁy)(b) — ue(zﬂy)(a) = /( ) Je(z.y) dfl, 0<a<b<l, (3.6)

where #! is the Lebesgue measure on R'. For any ¢ € C2°((0, 1)), by Fubini’s theorem and the fundamental
theorem of calculus, we have

/0 ooy (D) (1) AL (1)

| </<0t>ge<fvy>(s)d$ 1<S)> S OLL W)+ ) (0) [ $(0AL70) Oy (35)

1
= / ( &' (t) dj,”%t)) Ge(a,y) (8) d#1(s) (by Fubini’s theorem and ¢(1) = ¢(0) =0 )
0 (s,1)

/ (¢(1) - ¢(S))ge(z,y) (S) le(S) = */ ¢(S)ge(z,y) (S) le(S)
0 0

Thus Ue(z,y) € Wl*p((O, 1)) and Due(m,y) = Ge(z,y)- O

The following properties on 0 are generalizations of [BC24, Proposition 2.2].
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Proposition 3.11 ([BC24, Proposition 2.2]). Let 0 : u — Ou, Yu € F, be defined as in Proposition 3.5.
The following properties hold.

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(Linearity) For any two ui,us € Fp, O(u1 + uz) = dug + Ous.

(Leibniz rule) For any two ui,us € Fp, urus € Fp and I(uiuz) = u1dug + uz0us.

(Chain rule) For any f € CY(R) and any u € F,, O(f ou) = f'(u)u.

(Closeness) The operator O : F, — LP(S,v) is closed, if we view 0 as an unbounded operator on C(K).

Proof. The insertions (1), (2) and (3) are obtained by Lemma 3.10, the linearity, Leibniz rule, and chain
rule of weak derivatives, respectively. The insertion (4) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.5. O

After these preparations, we can prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Define

Ip(u)(A) := /Ans |Oul? dv, ie. dTp(u) := |0ul’ dv. (3.7)

We will prove that {I'y(u)}uer, on K is a family of Borel finite measures having the properties stated in
Theorem 1.2.

(1)

(2)

That T'p(u)(K) = &, (u) follows from Proposition 3.5. The “if” part in the second assertion is trivial by
definition. For converse, If I',(u) = 0, then &, (u) = 0. By Morrey’s inequality in Lemma 3.7, u must be
constant.

Note that for any non-negative Borel measurable function g on K,

1/p » 1/p
([aars) = ([ (a1 10u))" @) =l oullzncs.
K S

So (1.1) holds by the Minkowski inequality of LP(S,v).

The identity (1.2) holds by the definition of I',(u) and the Leibniz rule in Proposition 3.11.

The proof is essentially the same as in [CF12, Theorem 4.3.8] and [Shi24, Proposition 7.6]. Since all
compact subset generates the Borel o-algebra of R, we only need to prove that w, (I'p(u)) (F) = 0,
whenever u € F, and F is a compact subset of R with #*(F) = 0. We can choose a sequence {¢, },,~; C
C2°(R) such that |¢,| < 1,lim, oo ¢, (z) = 1r(z) for each x € R, and B

/OOO 6, (£)dt = /_OOO 6, (£)dt = 0

for each n € N. Let ®,,(z) := [ ¢,,(t)dt for each z € R and n € N. Then we see that ¢, € C'(R)
with compact support, ®,(0) = 0, and |®],| < 1 for each n € N. By the dominated convergence
theorem, we know that lim,_ . ®,(x) = 0 for each z € R and ®,, o u converges to 0 in LP(K, u).
Since &, (P, o u) < &E,(u) by the Lipschitz contractivity of £, in Theorem 1.1, we know that {®,}, -,
is bounded in . By the uniform convexity of 7, and [Kak39], there exists a subsequence {N,};>1 of

N such that the arithmetic mean ¥;ou := N% Z,ivil ®,, ou— 0in F, as j — oo. For each x € R, since

N; N;
Ip(z) - Ni b (1)] = Ni > (1r(z) = ¢, (2))| = 0 as j = oo,
T k=1 7 k=1

we conclude by Fatou’s lemma that

p

Ty ()= [ Jim |0, 0] Gl 0
L R
<timint | Wju(e)]” 4T () o)

=liminfT, (¥, ou) (K) = liminf &, (¥; ou) = 0.

j—oo l—o0
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O

Remark 3.12. (1) Theorem 1.2 shows that it is possible to define energy measure on some fractals that
lack self-similarity. However, it is still an open problem to give a general procedure to define p-energy
and associated energy measure on general Moran fractals, such as scale-irreqular Sierpiriski gaskets.

(2) By definition, T'p{u) < v for all u € F,. So v is a minimal energy-dominant measure in the sense of
[Hin10]. Since v is independent of p, this gives an example of p-energy on fractals whose the minimal

energy-dominant measure for different exponents can be absolutely continuous (with or without self-
similarity).

The approach in [MS23, Section 9], using word space of a fractal, provides another way to construct energy
measures, which also works in the scale-irregular Vicsek fractal setting with minor modification. Proposition
3.14 shows that the construction using fractal structure agree with the construction using gradient structure
in Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.13. For any v € F,, and n > 1, the measure defined by

m{u) : B Y S, (u) =t m{(u)(E), VECW,

wekE

satisfies

S mi D w) ({v}) = m{ u)({w}). (3.8)

veS(w)

Proof. By (3.5),

> = Y [ jourd

veES(w) veS(w)

1
= |Ou|P dv — = / |Ou|? dv
/SﬁKw 2 Z SNK,NK,/

v,v' €S (w)

= /S , [OulP dv = &k, (1)
NK

since U, ¢g() Kv = Kw and v has no atom, thus showing (3.8). O

By the Kolmogorov’s extension theorem and Proposition 3.13, we obtain a finite Borel measure m,(u)
on W, such that

mp(u) {7 € Woo : [T]n = w}) = Epk, (W), Vn>1, we W,.
Clearly, my (u)(Wao) = &p (u). Also my(u) is non-atomic, since my(u) (w) < &k, (u) — 0 as n — oo for
any w € W,. Now we show that, these two different ways give the same p-energy measure.

Recall that y is the coding map in Proposition 2.3.
Proposition 3.14. For any u € F,, the push-forward of m,(u) under x coincides with T'y(u), namely,
Tp(u) = x,mp(u), where x,mp(u)(-) := mp(u)(x 1 (-)).

Proof. We first prove that for any w € W, I'))(u)(Kw) = x.mp(u)(Ky), namely,

my(u) (X~ (Kw)) = Enic,, (u).
Assume that w € W,,. Since {1 € Wy : [7], = w} C x "} (K,), we first have

mp(u) (XN (Kw)) > Epk,, (u).
If 7 € x }(Ky) but [7], # w, then by the last insertion in Proposition 2.3, x(7) must belong to K,,NV;,. So
the set x ' (Ky) \ {T € W : [7], = w} has countably many elements. Since m,,(u) is non-atomic, we must
have my, (u) (x "1 (Kw)) = Epk., (w). If we write P to be the collection of all K,,(w € W,) and all singleton-sets

in K, and write £ as the collection of all Borel subsets B of K such that I'p{u)(B) = x,mp(u)(B). It is easy
to verify that P forms a m-system and £ forms a A-system. A standard application of m — A theorem shows
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that £ contains o(P), the o-algebra generated by P. It suffices to show that o(P) is the Borel o-algebra of

K. To show this, we only need to show that every closed subset F of K is in o(P). Let Fp, = wew,, Kuw
KyNE#)
so that Fy, € o(P). Since maxyew,, diam(K,) — 0 as m — oo, we have (1,5, Fy, = F. Therefore I € o(P)

and we complete the proof. O

We conclude this section by comparing the energy measure constructed here with that in [Kuw24]. In the
case p = 2, Theorem 1.1 gives a regular Dirichlet form (€2, F2) on a Vicsek set in the definition of [FOT11,
Chapter 1], and Theorem 1.2 gives the energy measure with respect to (€3, F2) in the definition of [FOT11,
Chapter 3]. As we said in Remark 3.12, v is a minimal energy-dominant measure for the Dirichlet form
(&2, F2). For every u € Fy, we see from (3.7) that the Radon-Nikodym derivative is

dla(u) 2
- |Oul
and therefore, at least formally,
AT [P [ dDy(u) [P
Ep(u) = /K‘ W dv and dT'p(u) = P dv.

It turns out the p-energy norm and p-energy measure we constructed here are also equivalent to those in
[Kuw24].

4 Besov-Lipschitz norms and their properties

Throughout this section, we fix a contraction ratio sequence ! satisfying condition (A). As we said in Remark
2.7, our method also works for ! that consists of a finite set of odd numbers {a;}7, with the limit 0, :=
lim,, o0 [1]a, /0 exists and Y ;- 6; = 1. The inclusion of a finite set of odd numbers in I only makes the
notation complicated without adding any essential mathematical difficulty in the proofs. Therefore, we focus
our proof on the scenario where I consists of only two odd numbers a # b > 3. We write K! = K, K! = K,
and omit the index p when no confusion is caused. Under condition (A), we first investigate some basic
properties of Besov-Lipschitz spaces in Section 4.1. The norm equivalences in Theorem 1.4 will be proved in
Section 4.2. Weak monotonicity property and Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu convergence are shown in Section
4.3.

4.1 Besov-Lipschitz spaces and discrete p-energies

We first define
_ Olog (a?~'(2a — 1)) +log (b*~1(2b — 1))

o . 4.1
B floga + logb (4.1)
Clearly
. floga ») logb (»)
Bp_(@logaJrlogb)B“ + floga +logh )b’
where

log (IP~1(20 — 1))

(p)
= — 1 =
Bi p to logl

for I € {a,b},

is the critical Besov exponent of p-energy on the self-similar Vicsek set K! with common contraction ration
171, having the property that

l(p) =sup{B>0: Bgyoo(Kl) contains non-constant functions} .

See [Bau23, Theorem 6.1] for a proof?. In particular, when I consists of | = b only, we have § = 0 and

By =5

2Due to slightly different notation of Besov space in [Bau23], the critical Besov exponent in our context corresponds to p times that
in their setting. To be precise, the Bg’ao here is equivalent to B°/P'P in [Bau23].
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Recall that we define the diagonal length of each level-n square by
P 1= 2q~ Map=[nl,

Define a function

4.2
or—1 for r > 2. (42)
And we define the Besov semi-norms [-] ;5 and Besov spaces Bqu as in Definition 1.3 with ¢ given in (4.2).

Using (2.5) and the definition of p,,, there exists a C' > 0 such that, for all n > 0, p,,,; <7 < p, and all
u € LP(K, p),

o(r) = {pﬁlw(pn) for p, 1y <7 <p, (n20),

C7' 2 (ppy1) < (1) < COL(py,)- (4.3)

Using these notions, we generalize the p-energy given in Definition 3.1.
Definition 4.1. For every 1 <p < o0, 0< 3 < f,, n €N and every u € C(K), define

E800) = 20(0) () X Tule) —u)l”, (14)
z,y€Vn

and -
&) oo (u) = sup Eu), &, ()= EXu)
Remark 4.2. (1) In view of (3.2) and (3.5), we have for each nz N and all u € C(K) that Epnx(u) =
Sﬁ*( ). Therefore,
E,(u) = Eno (u) = sup E57 (u) = lim sup 5 (). (4.5)

(2) We may write Eﬁp(u) n a “non-local p-energy” manner:

_B
Z¢pn Fplp,) Y lu(z) —uly)
z,mys;/n

- / [ @) - uw)P dste), (4.6)
(K xK)\diag

with the symmetric positive measure

_ B
dJs(,y) Z > d(p) P (p,) dda(x) ddy(y)
n=0a, be})fn

defined in (K x K) \ diag, where diag := {(z,z) : x € K} and 0, is the Dirac measure at point a.

For any 1 < p < oo, we define a real number ¢, by

<1+ aa;;)_l. (4.7)

It is easy to see that

@

F <€ < 1.
P

The number ¢, is used in the following estimates for continuous embedding.

Proposition 4.3. For any 1 < p < oo, we have let €, be in (4.7).

(1) For any B € (GPB;, o0), we have (%ng) — aa) A (%Bép) — ab) > 0. For every 0 satisfying

0<d< (%Bép) - aa) A (%ﬂff’) - ab> : (4.8)
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there exists C' = C(B,0) such that for any integer n > 0,

> B B
> 0l0) T Uor) o’ < Colpa) (o) o (4.9)
k=n
- —£ 5 -% 5
D blow) Tl < Colpn) F ()0, (4.10)
k=0
Moreover, the sequence
8
{qﬁ(pk)ﬂzt w(pk)_lpkg} is decreasing and tends to 0 as k — oo. (4.11)
k>0
(2) For any integer n > 0 and any § > 0, we have
= 5 d)(pn)(s d)(pn)é
4.12
> o)’ € |l o). (1.12)

k=n

where t; = (21 — 1)IP~t for | = a,b.

Proof. (1) That (%ﬁgp) — aa> (ﬁﬂ(p) — ab) > 0 follows by simple calculation. To show the rest, let

I 1.5 (p= 1)__6 Fe—l .
ar = d(py) P (pr) " P = py, Y(pg) ", we have for each j > n,
a1 I S
—— < max (! r(2l—-1) % ) i=co < L. (4.13)
a; le{a,b}
Therefore,
5 %)
Zwk ) it Y H P <y e
k=n

k=n-+1 j=n
B
< Cap = Colp,) " (p) "' 07’ (4.14)

8

which implies (4.9). For 0 <k <n, let by :=a, ', = ¢(p,_) "»1(p,_;)p’ ;. Then

bn—l Qi1
= <
bnfifl a; @
Therefore
n 5 n n—1 n—k—1 b el
dpr) FV(p)p) =Y bnk=bo+ Y bo |] 2 ’
k=0 k=0 k=0  j=0 ~n—hk—j-1
n B
<bo Y e H < Cho = Colp,) (o)l
k=0
which implies (4. 10)
Let n = 0, by 4.13) and the convergence of the series in (4.14), we see that the sequence
{(b(pk) o ah } is decreasing and tends to 0 as k — oo.
>1
(2) Since ¢(pj,q1)°0 { tb_‘s} for all £ > 0, the proof is the same as in (1).
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In Lemma 3.7, we study the Morrey-Sobolev’s inequality for the space J,. Such inequality still holds for
the Besov spaces B oo and Bgyp when g € (epﬂ;, 00). The proof does not use the gradient structure as in

Lemma 3.7.
Lemma 4.4 (Morrey-Sobolev’s inequality). For any 8 € (epf3,,00) and any u € Bpoo, there exists a
continuous version u € C(K) satisfying u = u p-almost everywhere on K and

i) — )" < Coldlar ) vl ) [l (115)

for all x, y € K, where C is a positive constant.

Proof. The proof is adapted from [GHL03, Theorem 4.11(iii)] with p = 2, we present it here for completeness.
For any z € K and 0 < r < 2/3, define

1
) = s /B ERCLCH

We claim that for any u € Bp o> and all z,y € K with r = d(x,y) < 2/3, the following inequality holds:

ur (@) — wn ()] < CH(r) 2o 7T sup  (@5(r) M. (4.16)
re(0,3d(z,y)]

Indeed, letting B; = B(x,r), Bs = B(y,r), we have

1 1
)= By, OO = Ty, y, MO0 O

ur(y) = B1 B) /B /B ) dp().-

Assume that p,,; < 3r < py, by the Holder S 1nequahty,

(o) = () = ( i /B 2 ) au) 44(9))

T /B 1 | e 2 WP dpr) dyu(€)

< Cri(r) /K l /B G —U(n)l”du(n)] au()

B
< Onp(r)7'e(r) sup D(r),
r€(0,3d(z,y)]

and

thus showing (4.16).

Next, let L be the set of pu-Lebesgue points of u, and fix « € L. Define 7o = r, 7, = a~¥lab~Flor we have
Tk + a1 <7k + (@A b)Tlrg < 21 for k > 0. By (4.16), we can similarly show that, for any u € Bp s

8
Jr, (@) =ty (@) < Capp(rr) ™ p(re) 77 o CAGE
r€(0,3d(x,y

Therefore,

<O o)) sup (@5()

r€(0,3d(z,y)]
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s
< Cup(r) T ap(r)~VP sup (@5(7“))1/17 (similar to (4.9)). (4.17)
r€(0,3d(x,y)]

Similar inequality holds for |u(y) — u,(y)|. Combining (4.16) and (4.17), we have

lu(z) = u(y)] < u(@) —ur(2)] + |ur(2) = ur(y)| + [ur(y) — uly)|

B _ 1
< Cse(r)F ()P sup (@5(r) VP
re(0,3d(z,y)]
B

< Csp(r) 7 p(r) ™ [u] g

P,

for all x, y € L.
8
Finally, as ¢(r) 7 1(r)~* — 0 as r — 0 by (4.11) with § = 0, we can use the standard procedure as in

[GYZ23a, Lemma 2.1] to obtain a continuous version & € C(K) for any u € B _ and the desired inequality
(4.15). O

Proposition 4.5. There exist C > 1 such that for any 8 € [0,00) and any u € LP(K, ),
O Y o) <, <O @) (1.18)
n=0

In particular, Bg is continuously embedded into BP

) oor namely, there exists C > 0 such that [u]i’gﬁ <
C[u]gﬁ for all u € LP(K, ).

p,00

Proof. Splitting the integral domain (0, 2] into (p,, 41, p,] (n > 0), we have by (4.3) that

i, = [ o2 Z/p

n+1
<CZ/ 5 ( pn—<Cloga\/b Z@B 0,) (4.19)
Prt1 n=0
and
(o] pn o0 (o]
iy, =3 / B 13 88 (p,,0) = O ogan b)) (p, ). (4.20)
= n=0 n=1

Note that K satisfies the chain condition (see [GHLO03, Definition 3.4]). Using a similar argument in
[Yan18, Corollary 2.2], we can conclude that for all n > 1, there exists some constant C'(n) > 0 such that

®(p) = O~ [ Juta) ) duts) duta) = €~ 0.

It follows by (4.20) that

Wl > e ®0s,) (4.21)

n=0
for some constant ¢ > 0, thus showing (4.18) by (4.19) and (4.21). By (4.18) and (4.3), we see that exists
C > 0 such that [u]?, < Cfu]’, and consequently Bf, < BS . O

Combining Lemma 4.4 and the above continuous embedding Bﬂ < BP__, we immediately derive the

p,00?

following Morrey-Sobolev’s inequality for ng.
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Corollary 4.6. For 3 € (¢,/3;,00) and u € B ,, there exists a continuous version i € C(K) such that

p,p’

i) — WP < Cold(e ) wld(e. )t

for all x, y € K, where C is a positive constant.
Remark 4.7. In view of Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 4.6, we always regard Bﬁ,oo and Bgyp as subsets of C(K)

whenever 5 € (epﬂ;, o0). That is, we represent every function u in Bgoo, Bﬁ,p by its continuous version. In

particular, for such u, the energies in Definitions 3.1 and 4.1 are well-defined.

4.2 Norm equivalences and critical Besov exponent

In this subsection ,we prove (1) and (2) of Theorem 1.4. The proofs are mainly adapted from [GYZ23b,
Section 4] where the measure there is Ahlfors regular and the fractal there is self-similar. For any positive
integer m, let u,, be the Borel measure on V,, given by

1
=— 0.

a€Vy,

Technically, we will use the discrete measures p,, to approximate p and convert the estimates of the
integrations in (1.3) to the estimates of discrete sums. To be precise, denote the ball-energy

Ly (1) = /K /B )~ ) 4 (9) i )

As p,,, weak x-converges to u, we have the weak x-convergence of p,, X i, to u x u. For any u € C(K), the
set of discontinuity points of (x,y) = 1p(s,p,)lu(r) —u(y)[? is p x p-null. By an argument similar to [GL20,
Remark 1], we have that for any § € (¢,3,,00) and any u € C(K), the following limit exists

m— o0

Lon(w) = lim Ly (u) = /K /B ) (o) ) )

Under this notion, we can see that

B
O (r) = ¢(pn) T (pn) Moo (u) for piy <7< py. (4.22)

The following two lemmas compares the energies in Definitions 1.3 and 4.1.
Lemma 4.8. For any 8 € (¢p3,,00), there exists C > 0 such that

Lon(u) < Co(p,) 5 (p,) sup EL(w) for all u € C(K). (4.23)
k>n

In other words,
P (p,) < Csup Ef(u) for all u € C(K). (4.24)
k>n

Proof. We first estimate I, ,(u) for all integers m > n > 0. For any =,y € K with d(z,y) < p,, and z € K,
for some w € W, due to the geometry of K, there exist a word w € W,, (not necessarily distinct from w)
such that y € Kz and Kg N K, # 0. Therefore,

Law < Y / / fu(z) — ()P djiyn () i ()
w,weW, Ku w
Kﬁ;mKuﬁ&@

-y ¥ ¥ ﬁwu)—u(mw

w,ﬁEWn, €K NV yEKgNViy
KgNK,#0
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For every pair (w,w) € W, x W,, with KzNK,, # 0, as in the proof of Proposition 2.3, there exists a common
vertex z € K,y N Kg N'V,,. Moreover, since |u(z) — u(y)|P < 2P~ (Ju(z) — u(2)|P + |u(z) — u(y)[?), we have

L <27t 5% 0% ﬁ<|u<:c>fu<z>|fﬂ+|u(z>fu<y>|p>

w,WEW,, €K,V yEK 5NV,

cay ¥ ¥ Bl -uwp

WEW, 2€K NV, 2€ KNV

<o) blpm) D Y Yo lul@) —uz)P,

weW,, €K,V z€K,,NV,,

where we have used |V,,,| < 9¥(p,,) " and |Kgz N Vin| < ¥(p,,) " 9 (p,,) in the third line.
Then we estimate |u(z) — u(2)|P. For every w € Wy, z € K, NV, and z € K,, N V,,, we pick (and fix)

a decreasing sequence of cells {Ky, }7,, such that w, € Wy, with z € K, NV, © € Ky,, N Vs, Then we
obtain a sequence of vertices {z =z, Tpy1, -, Tm = x} such that

xp € Ky, NVg for k=mn,--- ,m. (4.25)

By Holder’s inequality,

me1l P/9 f—1
u(z) — uz)|P < (Z (%(pn) " 0 (pi)) " ) (Z ()0 (o)~ ulzr) — U($k+1)|p>
k=n k=n
<o Y blo) o) ulawn) — ulws)I.
k=n

Noting that the cardinality of (z,2) € (Ky N Vi) X (K NV,) with (s,t) = (2g, Tk+1) 1S no greater than
C"(pp)(p,,) "t for some C’' > 0, since cardinality of K, NV, is uniformly bounded and cardinality of
K, NV, is equivalent to the total number of level-m cells located in the level-k cells containing x. Hence,

In(u) < Csto(p,)0(py) > > Z_w(pn)w(pk)‘1IU(wk)—U(wk+1)|p

weW, e K,,NV,, k=n
2€K,,NV,

< Clobon) Y 3 Gpn)b(pe) uls) — u(t)]?

weWy, k=n w'eWy  (2,2)€(KwNVin) X (KywNVy,)
Kt CRw (,4)€(K NV ) X (K o/ MV 1)

<Ctltom) 3 S o) eonluls) - u(e)P

weW,, k=n w'ew, st€K /NViy
K,/ CKw

0’ Y Y Y Y Juls) —ult)p

k=n weW, w'ewy steK, NVii1
K 1 CKuw

<2 S Y luls) - u(t)?

k=n s,t€Vi41

s~t

m 8

< 2C59(p,)* D 6los) P 0(pi) T sup El(w) (by (4.4)), (4.26)
k=n =n

where in the second inequality we have used the fact that (s,t) = (g, 2g+1) € (Kuw N Vi) X (Ky N Vig1)
with w’ = wy, by (4.25), and in the third inequality we use (K, NV}) C (K N Viy1). Therefore, we obtain
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by (4.26) and (4.9) with § = 0 that
L (u) < Caw(pn)Qaﬁ(pn)%Wl(pn) sup £ (u) = Caaﬁ(pn)%w(pn) sup & (u).

Let m — oo and we complete the proof. O

Denote the ring-energy by

- / / () — u(w)P du(y) du(z).
K J{pp1<d(z,y)<p, }

Lemma 4.9. For (8 € (¢,3,,00) and u € C(K), we have

£5(u) < Csup B2 (py). (4.27)
k>n

Proof. For s,t € V,, with s ~ ¢, there exists some w € W,, such that s,t € K,,NV,,. Note that for any x € K,,,
lu(s) —u()]P < 277 (Ju(s) — u(@)|? + Ju(z) — u(t)”).

Integrating with respect to  and dividing by pu(K, ), we have

Yoo luls) —u@lP =Y Y fuls) —ult)

5,tEVy, WEW,, s,;tEK NV,

2D ][ 2P + [u(z) — u(O)P dp()

weW, s,te K,,NV,

<Y ¥ f DI da(a). (4.28)

weWy, s€ KywNViy

For every m > n+ 1 and s € K,, NV, with w € W,,, we can find (and fix) a decreasing sequence of cells
{Kuw, } 7, such that s € N7 K, with w, = w, wy € Wj. Let

§e (o, (%ﬁgp - aa> A (5% o) _ ab)> . (4.29)

By the Holder’s inequality, we have all z, € K,,, that

[u(s) — u(zn)?
m—1 P4 s
< 2P u(s) — u(wp,)|P + 2P (Z (Pﬁépi)q/p> (Z b lular) — U($k+1)|p>

k=n k=n
m—1
< 277 Hu(s) — u(zm)IP + Ce (Z oy luly) — U($k+1)|p> : (4.30)
k=n

Integrating (4.30) with respect to z € K, and dividing by pu(K,,) for all n < k < m successively, then
combining with (4.28), we have for any m > n + 1 that

> luls) —ult |p<03<z > ][ $) — u(@m) [P dp(zm)

s,teVy, weW,, se K,,NV,
s~t
P S | ][ o) = ulon) P dulonn) du(on) )
weW,, se K,,NV,, k=n wk+1
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= C3 (Ji(n,m) + Jz2(n,m)) (4.31)

For s,z € Ky, ,
[u(s) — u(zy)| < Osc

wm

which implies

m= 3 3 gy [ ) —unP duan)

weW,, s€e KywNV,

P
< Vil <Osc u) — 0 as m — oo, (4.32)

7—Um

since u is uniformly continuous on the compact set K.
On the other hand, for all xy € Ky, , 2r41 € Ky, ,,, we have |z — 2p41| < py, thus

Z Z Z pnpk / / SCk — u($k+1>|p d,LL(l'kJrl)dM(xk)

weW,, se K,,NVy k=n wk+1
< Cy Z P U(pr) / / —u(y)|” du(y) du(z) (4.33)
B(z, Pk)
[e'S) l
< Cy anpn+k¢ Prti)” Zln-i-l Ciy. (Z pipnikw(pn+k)_2> Inti(u)
k=0 1=0 \k=0
<C5 > oLkt (Prgr)  Tngk (w), (4.34)
k=0
where in the last inequality we have used the fact that
1
Z Pn+k¢(Pn+k -2 Z (anrl) (w(/)nﬂ) )2
=0 Pn+ﬂ/’(ﬁn+l> o \Pntk 7/’(Pn+k)
l _
< S (anb) =R (2q A b — 1)720=R) < (1 —(aA b)—<5+2>)
k=0
By definition of £(u) and (4.31), we have for any m > n + 1 that
8 1 —%5
EL () = 50(0) () X lule) — uly)P
z,YyeVy,x~y
_B
< C3¢(pn) g 1/)(Pn) (Jl (TL, m) + ‘]2(”7 m)) .
Letting m — oo, we see by (4.32) that
8
2 i(p,) sup Ja(n,m) (4.35)

En(u) < Cs30(p,,)

m>n+1

El}-);hb

S CG¢(pn>_

i( anrk))_ﬁ (wl(pp(ii)) (p::k)éiggq)g(pk)

D(Pn) D P01 ()" Tnsr(w) (by (4.34))
k=0
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<Cy sup o (py) (by (4.9)),

where the third inequality used the fact that Iy (u) < Iso g4n(u) and (4.22). The proof is complete. O

The following lemma shows the equivalence between [~]’;g s and Eﬁ -

Lemma 4.10. If 3 € (¢,3;,00), then there exists C' > 0 such that for alluw e C(K),

C P, <& (u)<Cll., . (4.36)

Bgm - PP Bgm

Proof. Using the same argument as in (4.26), for [ € Z*, we have

o0

S 6(0) F 0(p) nsin(w)
n—OOO B ol
<1 Y 00 i)Y S Jul@) — uly)?
n=0 k=n z,yeVj
=YY 00 e Y lula) — uly)l?
k=0n=0 mgwe;/k
<> ) oo S Jul@) - uly)l? (by (4.10) with § = 0)
k=0 z,yeVy
= 20,E) ,(u). (4.37)

Letting [ — oo and applying Fatou’s lemma in (4.37), the left-hand inequality of (4.36) follows by (4.21).
On the other hand, fix § as required in (4.29), then

%w(ﬂn) sup Ja(n,m) (by (4.35))

m>n+1

Epp(u) =D ENu) < C3y d(py)
n=0

n=0

<Cs S 0o) (o) S Ao o) / / () — u()” duly) du(z) (by (4.33))
n=0 k=n K JB(z,py)

00 k _ *
¢(pn) e (p,) P

<C '
- 4§O<n—0 (o) /P54 (1) P8,

) ©; (o) (by (4.22))
< Cs5) @0(p) < Csluly,  (by (4.10) and (4.19)),
=0 P.p
showing the right-hand inequality of (4.36). O
Proof of Theorem 1.4 (1) and (2).

(1) Taking limsup and sup (of n) on both sides of (4.24) and (4.27) respectively, we have

limsup £2 (u) = lim sup ®7(p,,) and Eﬁoo(u) = [ul®, . (4.38)

BE
n—00 n— o0 p,o0

Combining Lemma 4.10, we complete the proof.
(2) Given any 8> 8, and any u € B _, we first have

p,00?

* B _
sup @07 (r) = sup ¢(r)7F @L(r) < C sup BE(r) = Clul?, |
re(0,2] r€(0,2] re(0,2] p,oo
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which implies u € Bﬁ%o. Since 3, € (€p/3;,,00), it follows from (4.5), (4.38) and (4.3) that

sup @51“ (r) < sup @5‘7 (p,,) < Climsup @5‘7 (p,,) =< C'limsup @5‘7 (r).

r€(0,2] n>0 n—00 r—0

Consequently,

* * B _
sup ol (r) < Climsup ol (r) = Climsup ¢(r) 1@5(7’)
re(0,2] r—0 r—0
B _
< C sup ®2(r)-limsup ¢(r) " '
re(0,2] r—0
B _
=Clul?, -limsupg(r)”» —

p,00 r—0

Therefore @5,) (r) = 0 for all » > 0 which implies that u is constant by its continuity. On the other

hand, Lemma 3.4 shows that F, = Bﬁpoo contains all piecewise affine functions, which can be chosen to
be non-constant, proving (1.4).

O

4.3 Weak monotonicity property and BBM convergence

We now modify the proofs in [GYZ23b, Lemma 4.12] to show the weak monotonicity property in Theorem
1.4 (3). The crucial element is the following lemma that gives the upper bound of semi-norms by the lower

limit of @513 (r).
Lemma 4.11. There exists C' > 0 such that for all uw € Fp = Bﬁf;o,

E,(u) = ENno(u) = lim E)7(u) < Climinf ®,7(p,). (4.39)

n—oo n—oo

Proof. The proof is based on the monotonicity of discrete p-energy norms. We first have

In(u) < Ingpn(u)
< C19(p,)¥(py) sup €7 (u) (by (4.23))

= Cro(pn)t(p,) Jim 7 (w) (by (3.3)). (4.40)

Since 6; € (€pB,,00) and ﬁl(p) —ay=p—1forl € {a,b}, we fixad € (0,p—1) as in (4.8) with 8 = 6;.
Using the fact that ¢(p,, ) (p,,) "t = p~! and (4.40), we see that for any L > 1,

oo 3 3 oo 3 3 ) ﬁ;
Y Wpnn) P on i Inin(w) S Cv D Bpn ik )(onir) " pp s lim €07 (u)

k=L+1 k=L+1
c- 8 8
_ —1-4 1. p—1—0 .
=C Y A Tim &7 (u) < Copl Y Tim €77 (),
k=L+1

where in the last inequality we have used (4.9) with 8 = ;. Therefore,

0o p—1—06 «
pu P Z V(i) 2oL In(u) < Co <M> lim inf £, (u)

p"l n— o0
k=L+1
< Cala A D) PHIHOEHD Jiy inf €57 (4). (4.41)
n— oo
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We know by (4.35) that,

En7 (1) < Cb(p,) " (p) 0% S W(pnin) 20 o Tiin (1)

k=0
L o)

= Cspy, 7*° <Z+ > ) (SN o (e ()
k=0 k=L+

Capk PN (o) 2050 L () + C3Ca(a A D) TPHFIEAD Jimn inf €77 (w),

n—oo

where (4.41) is used in the last inequality. Taking liminf,,_,. on the right-hand side above, we have

L
. . ﬁ* . . 1—p+4 —2 =4
P < p
Cyliminf &£,” (u) hénmfpn E V(Ppgr) P Inti(w),

n—o00
k=0

where )
Cy = — — Cy(a A b)~P71=0)(E+D),
1=, ~Cland)”

Fix L large enough such that Cy > 0, then for every 0 < k < L,

(Fts) (i) = (o) () = weavree

and therefore

8; pl P (e
Cyliminf £,7 (u) < lim inf ~ ( ) < L ) Loyi(w)
n—oo n—00 Pn)? kz pn+k> Prtk i
< Cs hm mf o(pn)~ Z Lotk (u
< Csliminf ¢(p,,) ™ (p,) 1Ioo,n(U)

< Coliminf @07 (p,) (by (4.22)).
n— o0

Thus (4.39) holds with C' = Cg/C4.
We are ready to prove the weak monotonicity property and BBM convergence.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (3) and (4).

s

(3) For any u € Bﬁ‘{,o = Fp, we have

sup @5; (r) <C4 sup&f; (u) (by (4.38))
r€(0,2] n>0

= Cy liminf £ (u) (by (3.3))

< Cy liminf O (r) (by (4.39)).
T

(4) We first show (1.5). Fix a function u € By = Fp. By (4.12), for any 8 < 35,
\ = -2 By
By = B)Epp(w) = (By = B) D lp,) 7% En” (u)
n=0
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. - 1- £ g1
< (By=B) Y dlpn) 7 Epiio(u)
n=0
B —1+ 2\ T
< B <1 — F) (1 — (ta Atp) 555) Epiolu),
P
where t, = a?~1(2a — 1),t, = b*~1(2b — 1). Therefore,

limsup(B;, — B)ES ,(u) < By O

— g (u). 4.42
B8, P log(ta Aty) ) 442)

On the other hand, for any A < Sﬁﬁo(u), there exists N > 1 such that el (u) > A for all n > N.
Similarly, by (4.12) again,

B~ B) S blo) T ER W) > (B -8) Y dlon) A
n=0

n=N+1

-5

(N+1)<Bﬂ*71>

* ﬂ (ta \/tb) P

>4 (- 57) A
P 1— (ta Vip)Pr

Therefore,

/B*
.. * B > —r
11g%égf(ﬂp B)Epp(u) = log(tq V tp)

for any A < 55%0 (u). Letting A — 55%0 (u), we obtain

e By 8
limnf (5], = )E (1) = ot

> m oo (). (4.43)

Then (1.5) follows by combining (4.43) with (4.42). The convergence in (1.6) is a consequence of (1.5)
and Theorem 1.4 (1).

0
Remark 4.12. If we define Korevaar-Schoen norms by
llullge := lim sup @5 (r),
poee r—0
then its corresponding BBM convergence, that is, (1.6) with || - HKSB’*’ in-place of || - ||Bg; , also holds by
p,00 p,oo

(4.38) and (4.5).
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