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Gaussian upper bounds, volume doubling and Sobolev

inequalities on graphs
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Abstract

We investigate the equivalence of Sobolev inequalities and the conjunction of Gaus-

sian upper heat kernel bounds and volume doubling on large scales on graphs. For

the normalizing measure, we obtain their equivalence up to constants by imposing

comparability of small balls and the vertex degree at their centers. If arbitrary mea-

sures are considered, we incorporate a new local regularity condition. Furthermore,

new correction functions for the Gaussian, doubling, and Sobolev dimension are in-

troduced. For the Gaussian and doubling, the variable correction functions always

tend to one at infinity. Moreover, the variable Sobolev dimension can be related to

the doubling dimension and the vertex degree growth.
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1 Introduction and main results

Geometric characterizations of upper heat kernel bounds go back to the work of Varopoulos
[Var85]. There it was shown that uniform diagonal upper heat kernel bounds of Dirichlet
forms are characterized by uniform Sobolev inequalities. Different characterizations in
terms of Nash, Gagliardo-Nirenberg, and Faber-Krahn inequalities have been obtained by
several authors over the last decades in different settings, [CKS87, Cou92, SC92a, Gri94,
SC92b, SC01, BCS15, GHH23]. In the case of continuous-time heat kernels on graphs,
strong bounds on the underlying geometry have been studied since the seminal work of
Davies and Pang [Dav93b, Pan93]. Among many other milestones, Delmotte’s fundamen-
tal work on the characterization of full Gaussian bounds for heat kernels with respect to
the normalizing measure is mentioned [Del99]. Furthermore, the textbook [Bar17] pro-
vides characterizations of heat kernel upper bounds on graphs with strong boundedness
assumptions on the underlying geometry.

In the case of graphs with unbounded geometry only partial results exist. The Davies-
Gaffney-Grigor’yan estimate, an integrated heat kernel bound, has been obtained on
graphs in [Fol14b, BHY17]. Delmotte’s work has been extended to graphs with nor-
malizing measure but possibly unbounded combinatorial geometry in [BC16]. Bounded
combinatorial geometry but possibly unbounded weights are studied in [ADS16, BS22]
which is related to work in the continuum of Trudinger [Tru71]. In [KR24, KR22] the
authors obtained Gaussian upper bounds for large times assuming Sobolev and volume
doubling properties on large scales in terms of intrinsic metrics.

Here we are interested in the geometric characterization of Gaussian upper bounds for
the heat kernel on graphs with unbounded geometry. We provide an equivalence of scale-
invariant Sobolev inequalities and the conjunction of Gaussian bounds, volume doubling
property on large scales, and a local regularity property. To allow for more unboundedness
in the geometry than in the classical setting we have to expand on well known concepts
using various ideas.

The first one is that we allow for a variable dimension in the Sobolev inequality. While
this dimension function can possibly be unbounded in general, we can relate it to the
volume doubling dimension and a growth rate in the case where the vertex degree is
polynomially bounded.

A second idea concerns the derivation of a volume doubling property from the Sobolev
inequality. Due to the discrete structure of the space additional error terms are unavoid-
able. However, they can be controlled for large radii.

The third idea is a local version of regularity property appearing already in a uniform
form in [BC16] for the normalizing measure. Indeed, this property is an immediate con-
sequence of the Sobolev inequality by plugging in characteristic functions. However, it
allows to formulate all occurring bounds in terms of the vertex degree at centers of balls.
This way this local regularity property becomes part of the characterization.

Finally, we extend the Gaussian bounds developed in [KR22] derived from volume dou-
bling and Sobolev inequalities. The correction terms now depend only on degrees of the
vertices for which the heat kernel is evaluated. We further emphasize that the off-diagonal
bounds are indeed much finer than in previous works and are sharp in specific situations
such as [Dav93b, Pan93].
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Although the main focus of the work are graphs of unbounded geometry, already in
the special case of the normalized Laplacian, Theorem 1.3, our result is new as it requires
much less boundedness assumptions on the local geometry than earlier works. We discuss
this result together with the set-up in the next section. Additionally we present our main
result Theorem 1.5 for which we also extract the special case of the counting measure
in Theorem 1.4. The strategy of the proof is discussed in Subsection 1.3 and there the
structure of the present work is discussed in detail.

1.1 Set-up

Let X be an at most countable set and denote by C(A) the real-valued functions f on X
with support supp f in A ⊂ X and by Cc(X) we denote the functions of compact support.
Often we will use the convention that if f : W → R for some subset W of X or X× [0,∞],
then we let

‖f‖W := sup
W

|f |

We extend a function m : X → (0,∞) to a measure on X via m(A) =
∑

x∈Am(x),
A ⊂ X. We call a symmetric b : X ×X → [0,∞) such that b(x, x) = 0 and

degx =
∑

y∈X

b(x, y) < ∞, x ∈ X,

a graph over the measure space (X,m). We write x ∼ y whenever b(x, y) > 0 for x, y ∈ X.
Furthermore, we denote

Degx =
1

m(x)

∑

y∈X

b(x, y) =
degx
m(x)

.

A graph is called locally finite if {y ∈ X : b(x, y) > 0} < ∞ is finite for any x ∈ X.
The graph is called connected if for any x, y ∈ X there exists a finite sequence x = x0 ∼
x1 ∼ . . . ∼ xn = y which we call a path from x to y.

It is vital to use intrinsic metrics to deal with unbounded Laplacians on graphs,
see [Dav93a, Fol11, GHM12, BKH13, HKW13, Fol14a, Fol14b, BKW15, Kel15, HKS20,
KLW21]. An intrinsic metric with respect to b over (X,m) is a non-trivial pseudo-metric
ρ : X ×X → [0,∞) such that

∑

y∈X

b(x, y)ρ2(x, y) ≤ m(x),

for all x ∈ X. As usual, we let

Bx(r) = {y ∈ X | ρ(x, y) ≤ r},

r ≥ 0, x ∈ X. Furthermore, we fix a vertex o ∈ X and denote for r ≥ 0

B(r) = Bo(r)

when we do not want to put focus on the center of the balls as a variable. Furthermore,
we will use the following notation for the space-time cylinder

Qx(r1, r2) = Bx(r2)× [r1, r2],
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for x ∈ X and r1, r2 ∈ R.
The local jump size function for x ∈ X, r ≥ 0, is given by

sx(r) := sup{ρ(y, z) : b(y, z) > 0, y ∈ Bx(r), z 6∈ Bx(r) or y = x and z 6= x},

where sup ∅ = 0. The local jump size includes essentially two suprema: firstly, the jump
size of leaving x and secondly the jump size of leaving the ball Bx(r). Either case will
become relevant at a different point of our considerations.

Furthermore, a pseudo metric ρ is called a path metric with respect to the graph if
there is w : X ×X → [0,∞] such that for all x, y ∈ X

ρ(x, y) = inf
x=x0∼...∼xn=y

n
∑

j=1

w(xj−1, xj)

and w(x, y) < ∞ iff x ∼ y. Observe that the choice w(x, y) = (Degx ∨Degy)
−1/2 for x ∼ y

and w(x, y) = ∞ otherwise yields an intrinsic path metric.

Assumption 1.1. We assume that the intrinsic metric is a path metric whose the distance
balls are compact and we have the following global finite jump size condition

S := ‖s‖X×[0,∞) < ∞.

Observe that as a consequence our graphs are locally finite and connected. Indeed,
local finiteness follows from finite balls and finite jump size, while connectedness follows
from the fact that ρ is a path metric taking values in (0,∞), cf. [KLW21].

An important consequence of the assumptions above is that the metric space (X, ρ)
is complete and geodesic, i.e., for any two vertices x, y ∈ X there is a path x = x0 ∼
. . . ∼ xn = y such that ρ(x, y) = ρ(x, xj) + ρ(xj , y) for all j = 0, . . . , n, see [KLW21,
Chapter 11.2] or [KM19].

For a locally finite graph, we consider the operator

∆f(x) =
1

m(x)

∑

y∈X

b(x, y)(f(x) − f(y)), f ∈ C(X), x ∈ X.

With slight abuse of notation, we denote by ∆ ≥ 0 the Friedrichs extension of the restric-
tion of this operator to Cc(X) in the Hilbert space ℓ2(X,m) = {f ∈ C(X) :

∑

X m|f |2 <
∞}, where

∑

A g =
∑

x∈A g(x) for an absolutely summable g over A ⊂ X. We denote by
Λ := inf spec(∆) the bottom of the spectrum of ∆.
The minimal positive fundamental solution p : [0,∞)×X ×X → [0,∞) of the heat equa-
tion

d

dt
u = −∆u on [0,∞)×X

is called the heat kernel of the graph. It can be seen via functional calculus that p is the
kernel of the semigroup (Pt)t≥0, where

Pt = e−t∆, t ≥ 0.

For x, y ∈ X and f ∈ C(X), we let ∇xyf = f(x)− f(y) and

|∇f |(x) :=
(

1

m(x)

∑

y∈X

b(x, y)(∇xyf)
2

) 1
2

.
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In the following, we introduce the conditions with which we will be dealing in this ar-
ticle. They generalize the well-established variants of these notions by introducing certain
control functions.

Definition 1.2. Let B ⊂ X, R2 ≥ R1 ≥ 0, as well as n, φ,Ψ: X × [R1, R2] → (0,∞),
Φ: X × [R1, R2]× [R1, R2] → (0,∞), n > 2, φ,Φ ≥ 1.

(S) The Sobolev inequality Sφ(n,R1, R2) holds in B, if for all x ∈ B, r ∈ [R1, R2] and
u ∈ C(Bx(r)), we have

m(Bx(r))
2

nx(r)

φx(r)r2
‖u‖22nx(r)

nx(r)−2

≤ ‖|∇u|‖22 +
1

r2
‖u‖22.

We abbreviate Sφ(n,R1) := Sφ(n,R1, R1).

(G) Gaussian upper bounds GΨ(n,R1, R2) are satisfied in B if for all t ≥ R2
1 and all

x, y ∈ B the heat kernel has the upper bound

pt(x, y) ≤ Ψx(
√
t ∧R2)Ψy(

√
t ∧R2)

·

(

1 ∨ S−2
(√

t2 + ρ2xyS
2 − t

))

nxy(
√
t∧R2)

2

√

m(Bx(
√
t ∧R2))m(By(

√
t ∧R2))

e−Λ(t−t∧R2
2)−ζ(ρxy ,t),

where we set ρxy := ρ(x, y), nxy(t) :=
1
2(nx(t) + ny(t)) and

ζ(r, t) :=
1

S2

(

rS arsinh

(

rS

t

)

+ t−
√

t2 + r2S2

)

, r ≥ 0, t > 0.

(V) The volume doubling property VΦ(n,R1, R2) is satisfied in B if for all x ∈ B

m(Bx(r2)) ≤ Φr2
x (r1)

(

r2
r1

)nx(r2)

m(Bx(r1)), R1 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 ≤ R2.

(L) The local regularity property Lφ(n,R1, R2) is satisfied in B if for all x ∈ B and
r ∈ [R1, R2], we have

m(Bx(r))

m(x)
≤
[

2φx(r)
(

1 + r2Degx
)]

nx(r)
2 .

Notation. If the functions n, φ,Ψ, µ in the definitions above are constants, we will men-
tion their constancy explicitly.

Remark. By the work of Davies and Pang, the function ζ in the case S = 1 is sharp for
the normalizing measure on the integers, [Dav93b, Pan93]. Moreover, we have for r > 0

ζ(r, t) ≃ r2

2t
, t → ∞,

where ≃ means that the left-hand side divided by the right-hand side converges to one.

Remark. The local regularity property (L) can be interpreted as doubling property from
balls with large radius to balls with very small radius. It should mainly be thought as
m(Bx(r))/m(x) ≤ Cxr

n which however fails to be equivalent for small radii r.
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1.2 Main results

First, we will present our results about the normalizing measure m = deg. In this special
case the Laplacian ∆ is always a bounded operator on ℓ2(X,deg). Furthermore, the
combinatorial distance is then an intrinsic metric which we will always use in this case.
In particular, the jump size is constantly equal to 1 for this metric.

Theorem 1.3 (normalizing measure). Let m = deg, n > 2, diam(X)
2 ≥ R2 ≥ 8R1 ≥ 512

and

µ := sup
x∈X

m(Bx(R1))

deg(x)
< ∞.

(i) If there is a constant φ > 0 such that Sφ(n,R1, R2) holds in B ⊂ X, then there
are constants Φ = Φ(φ, n,R1),Ψ = Ψ(φ, n,R1) > 0 such that GΨ(n, 4R1, R2) and
VΦ(n,R1, R2) hold in B.

(ii) If there are constants Φ,Ψ > 0 such that GΨ(n,R1, R2) and VΦ(n,R1, R2) hold in
Bo(R2), then there is a constant φ = φ(n,R1,Φ,Ψ, µ) > 0 such that Sφ(n, 4R1, R2)
holds in o.

Remark. The condition µ < ∞ is needed only for statement (ii). Alternatively, we
could incorporate the quantity supx∈B(R2)m(Bx(R1))/deg(x) into the constant φ. The
appearance of such a regularity assumption can be traced back to the local regularity
property in [BC16].

Moreover, for the case of bounded combinatorial degree the constant µ is trivially
bounded. See [Bar17] and references therein for earlier results in this direction. Indeed,
previous results depend on rather restrictive bounds on the local geometry of the graph.
Theorem 1.3 removes such hypotheses.

Remark. The theorem above allows for a uniform version on X when one assumes B = X
in (i) and to assume the conditions in (ii) for all o ∈ X.

Remark. The proof of (ii) only utilizes the on-diagonal Gaussian bounds.

Next, we will present our results regarding the counting measure, i.e., m = 1, together
with an intrinsic metric with jump size S > 0.

Allowing for more unboundedness comes at the cost of the local regularity condition
and correction terms including the vertex degree. In particular, obtaining Sobolev in-
equalities from heat kernel bounds will require the adaption of the dimension in the local
Sobolev inequality.
Let R2 ≥ 4R1 ≥ 0, r,R ∈ [R1, R2], r ≤ R, x ∈ X, and n > 2 be a constant. For the
special case of counting measure, we set the correction terms for the volume Φ and for the
Gaussian Ψ to be

ΦR
x (r) = (1 + r2 degx)

3n2θn(r), Ψx(r) = Φr
x(r/16),

(note that ΦR
x is independent of R in this case) with exponent

θn(r) =

(

n+ 2

n+ 4

)κ(r)

, κ(r) =

⌊

1

2
log2

r

2S

⌋

.
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Furthermore, we let the variable dimension be given as

n′
o(r) = n

[

1 ∨ ln
(

1 + r2‖deg ‖Bo(r)

)ν(r)
]

,

with exponent ν(r) = νo(r)

νo(r) =
1

2

1

ln(r/r′)
+ 54nθn(r′), r′ =

{

r
4 : r ∈ [4R1, exp(4 ∨ 4R1)),
1
4(ln r)

p : r ∈ [exp(4 ∨ 4R1),∞),

with p = 2/ln(n+4
n+2).

Remark (Behavior of the correction terms and dimension function). Classically on mani-
folds, the dimension n > 2 in the Sobolev inequality which is derived from Gaussian upper
estimates and volume doubling coincides with the volume doubling dimension. Here, the
Sobolev dimension is a function n′. Below we discuss, that for graphs with bounded degree
the dimension n can be recovered asymptotically and in case of polynomially bounded de-
gree the Sobolev dimension is asymptotically increased by the polynomial growth factor
of the degree.

To this end, observe that since θ is monotone decreasing, ΦR
x (r) and hence Ψx(r) are

always bounded for large r in terms Degx which equals degx if m = 1. We discuss the
behavior of n′ in the case when ‖Deg ‖Bo(r) ≤ Crk for r ≫ 1 for some k ≥ 0, C ≥ 1.

To this end, we need two preliminary considerations. First, we have and r ≫ 1

ln(2Cr)
1
2

1
ln(r/r′) =

ln(2Cr)

2 ln
(

4r
(ln r)p

) =
1

2

(

1 + ln 2C
ln r

)

(

1 + ln 4
ln r − p ln ln r

ln r

) −→ 1

2
, r → ∞,

since r′ = 1
4(ln r)

p in this case. Secondly, since p = 2/ ln((n+4)/(n+2)) and 1−1/ ln 2 < 0,

0 ≤ ln(2Cr)θ
n
o (r

′,r) = ln(2Cr)(
n+2
n+4

)⌊
1
2 log2(C

′(ln r)p)⌋
≤C ′′(ln r)1−

1
ln 2 −→ 0, r → ∞,

where C ′, C ′′ > 0 are constants depending on C, S and n.
We now employ ‖Deg ‖Bo(r) ≤ Crk for r ≫ 1. Having the definition of n′ and νo(r) =

1
2

1
ln(r/r′) + 54nθn(r′) with r′ = 1

4 (ln r)
p for r ≫ 1 in mind, we obtain

ln
(

1 + r2‖Deg ‖Bo(r)

)νo(r) ≤ (k + 2) ln(2Cr)
1
2

1
ln(r/r′)+54nθno (r

′,r) −→ 1 + k
2 , r → ∞.

Hence,
n′
o(r) → n

(

1 + k
2

)

, r → ∞.

Therefore, if the vertex degree is bounded, i.e., k = 0, we recover the dimension n. If k > 0,
the dimension n′ is affected by the behaviour of ‖Deg ‖Bo(r). Moreover, if ‖Deg ‖Bo(r)

grows exponentially, the dimension might become unbounded.

Given these correction terms, we have the following result for graphs with counting
measure.

Theorem 1.4 (Counting measure). Let m be the counting measure, i.e., m = 1, n > 2
be a constant and diam(X)/2 ≥ R2 ≥ 16R1 ≥ 2048S.
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(i) If there exists φ > 0 such that Sφ(n,R1, R2) holds in B ⊂ X, then there exists
A = A(n, φ) > 0 such that VAΦ(n,R1, R2), GAΨ(n, 4R1, R2), and Lφ(n,R1, R2) hold
in B.

(ii) If there is A > 0 such that GAΨ(n,R1, R2), VAΦ(n,R1, R2) and Lφ(n,R1, R2) hold
in Bo(R2), then there is φ′ = φ′(A,φ, n′) > 0 such that Sφ′(n′, 4R1, R2) holds in o.

Observe that the dimension in the local Sobolev inequality is affected by the vertex
degree. Specifically, part (ii) of the theorem incorporates a variable dimension function for
every vertex, which converges to the doubling dimension if the vertex degree is bounded.
This suggests that we may also allow for a variable dimension function in Part (i) and
leads us to the following version for general graphs.

Let R2 ≥ 4R1 ≥ 0 and x ∈ X and r,R ∈ [R1, R2], r ≤ R. For a dimension function
n : X × [R1, R2] → (2,∞), we let the supremum over annuli of radii be given as

Nx(r) = ‖nx‖[r/4,r].

Furthermore, the volume doubling and Gaussian correction terms are given in terms of

Ax(r) = 243Nx(r)3φ8Nx(r)2

for some constant φ > 0 and

ΦR
x (r) = (1 + r2Degx)

3Nx(R)2θNx (r,R) and Ψx(r) = Φr
x(r/16),

with exponent

θNx (r,R) =

(

Nx(R) + 2

Nx(R) + 4

)η(r)

, η(r) = ηx(r) =

⌊

1

2
log2

r

2‖sx‖[r/2,r]

⌋

,

where we recall the jump size sx(R) for leaving the ball Bx(R). Next, we set

r′ =

{

r/4 : r ∈ [4R1, exp(4 ∨ 4R1)),

(ln r)p(r)/4 : r ≥ exp(4 ∨ 4R1),
p(r) =

2

ln
(

1 + 2
‖N‖Bx(r)+2

) ,

and denote Q(r) = Qo(r) = Qo(r
′, r)= Bo(r)× [r′, r], and the dimension function

n′
o(r) = ‖N‖Qo(r)

[

1 ∨ ln
(

1 + r2‖Deg ‖Bo(r)

)ν(r)
]

,

with exponent

ν(r) = νo(r) =
1

2

1

ln(r/r′)
+ 54‖N‖Q(r)θ

‖N‖Q(r)
o (r′, r).

Finally, we let the variable Sobolev constant be given as

φ′
o(r) = 2

796‖N‖2
Q(r)

+
2‖N‖Q(r)
‖N‖Q(r)−2φ145‖N‖Q(r) .

The backbone of this article is the following new characterization of Gaussian upper
heat kernel bounds on graphs.
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Theorem 1.5 (General locally regular case). Let diam(X)/2 ≥ R2 ≥ 4R1 ≥ 0, B ⊂ X
such that 1024‖s‖Qx(r/4,r) ≤ r for all r ∈ [4R1, R2], x ∈ B, and φ ≥ 1 a constant.

(i) If Sφ(n,R1, R2) in B, then Lφ(N,R1, R2), VAΦ(N,R1, R2), GAΨ(N, 4R1, R2) in B.

(ii) If Lφ(N,R1, R2), VAΦ(N,R1, R2) and GAΨ(N,R1, R2) in B = Bo(R2), then one has
Sφ′(n′, 4R1, R2) in o.

Remark (Normalizing measure). Applying Theorem 1.5 to the normalizing measure to-
gether with the discussion of the behavior of the correction terms shows that the additional
assumption in Theorem 1.3 on µ can be traded for the local regularity property (L) if we
allow for a variable dimension. The Sobolev dimension function then converges to the
doubling dimension at infinity since ‖Deg‖Bo(r) = 1 in this case.

Remark (Diameter restriction). The restriction of the radius being less than the intrinsic
diameter of X is only of technical nature. In fact, instead one can consider all balls
B = Bo(r) ⊂ X such that X \Bo(r − so(r)) 6= ∅.

Remark (Jump size condition). The assumption 1024‖s‖Q ≤ r can be avoided by choos-
ing R1 large enough since the global jump size S is assumed to be finite. However,
this assumption allows us to deal with smaller R1 as well. In fact, for (i) we only need
1024‖s(r)‖B ≤ r and for (ii) we only need 2‖s(r/4)‖Bo(r) ≤ r, cf. Theorem 6.1.

Remark (Behavior of the correction terms). Some of the discussion above for counting
measure also applies here. Note that due to lack on the lower bound on the measure m
and an upper bound of the vertex degree the error terms include Deg which may very
well be unbounded. We also allow for a variable dimension function which may then be
unbounded as well. A mitigating factor, however, may come from the local jump size
which enters the exponent θ via η. If the local jump size becomes small for large r – which
is to be expected for small m or large Deg – the exponent θ becomes smaller and therefore
may balance the growth of the error terms. This philosophy of decaying local jump size
was already successfully applied in the study of uniqueness class results and stochastic
completeness of the heat equation, [HKS20].

Remark (The local regularity property). Theorem 1.5 is a consequence of the even more
general Theorem 6.1 which does not incorporate the local regularity property. How-
ever, the local regularity property (L) is a natural consequence of the Sobolev inequality,
cf. Lemma 2.5. Thus, it is natural to include it into the characterization of the Sobolev
inequality. Indeed, a uniform version of (L) in the spirit of µ < ∞, cf. Theorem 1.3,
already appeared in [BC16].

The results of this paper are applied to specific examples including the Laguerre oper-
ator, cf. [Kos21] in an upcoming paper [KKNR]. There we use isoperimetic estimates to
infer Sobolev inequalities to employ the heat kernel bounds derived here.

1.3 Strategy of the proofs

Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5 are special cases of more general technical results. These are
summarized in Theorem 6.1 which does not involve a local regularity property. Roughly
speaking we want to show an “equivalence” of (G) & (V) & (L) and (S). Below we will
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discuss the overall strategy and the necessary adaptions for the special cases.

Section 2 is dedicated to show how (S) implies (V) & (L). To deduce (V) from (S)
we follow the strategy of [SC01]. Inserting appropriate cut-off functions into (S) gives
an intermediate step of an iteration procedure. The number of steps of this iteration
procedure is restricted by the jump size. The error term for the volume doubling – above
named Φ – which emerges from the iteration depends now on the initial ball, the mass
of the center, and the radius and the jump size, cf. Theorem 2.4. As discussed above Φ
can be controlled for large radii. Furthermore, (L) is an immediate consequence of (S) by
plugging in characteristic functions of vertices, cf. Lemma 2.5.

In Section 3 we show how to derive (G) from (S) after we already obtained (V).
The considerations of this section are a variation of the strategy developed in [KR22].
This strategy is a combination of truncated Moser iteration and Davies’ method. The
significant difference to [KR22] is that our new error terms to estimate pt(x, y) in (G) now
only depend on the vertex degree of x and y rather than means in large balls about these
vertices of radius

√
t, cf. Theorem 3.5.

A strategy to derive (S) from (G) & (V) goes back to [Var85], cf. [SC01] and infers
a weak Sobolev inequality from uniform diagonal heat kernel bounds. A challenge in the
discrete setting is that this strategy only gives a weak Sobolev inequality involving the
uniform norm instead of the 1-norm. This issue requires the incorporation of the trivial ℓ∞-
ℓ1-embedding on balls which yields an unpleasant error in terms of reciprocals of measures
within the Sobolev constant. We then conclude (S) from the weak Sobolev inequality by
a version of the proofs in [Bar17, Del97]. The unpleasant error is still good enough in
very bounded situations, cf. Theorem 5.5. However, allowing for more unboundedness we
need a new idea which is the choice of a variable dimension. This choice mitigates the
possibly unbounded error terms for large radii, cf. Theorem 5.7 which still includes a free
parameter which chosen later to prove Theorem 1.4 and 1.5 .

In Section 6 we then put Theorem 2.4, 3.5 and 5.7 together to conclude the most
general result Theorem 6.1. The proof for the normalizing measure, Theorem 1.3, then
employs a corollary of Theorem 2.4, Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 5.5. For Theorems 1.5,
the strategy to conclude (G) & (V) & (L) from (S) is similar and only invokes Lemma 2.5
additionally. For the “reverse direction” we then have to choose the free parameter in
Theorem 5.7. This allows us to show (S) with a variable dimension. Here, (L) yields that
all error terms only depend on the vertex degrees and not on reciprocals of measures.

2 Sobolev implies volume doubling and local regularity

In this section we obtain volume doubling properties in balls where Sobolev inequalities
are satisfied. We show how the variable dimension of the Sobolev inequalities translates
into the doubling dimension. Further, the influence of the local geometry on the dou-
bling condition of the graph is made explicit. Finally, we discuss how to derive the local
regularity property from the Sobolev inequality.

Recall that we have set Sφ(n, r) = Sφ(n, r, r) which means that we have a Sobolev
inequality with Sobolev constant φ for the radius r. We first show that the Sobolev
inequality remains true when increasing the dimension n. This is common knowledge but
included for the convenience of the reader.
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Lemma 2.1. Let r > 0, n > 2, φ > 0, o ∈ X and assume Sφ(n, r) in o. Then Sφ(N, r)
holds in o for all N ≥ n.

Proof. Let f ∈ C(B(r)). From Hölder’s inequality with exponents p = n
n−2

N−2
N and

q−1 =
(

n
n−2

N−2
N − 1

)

N
N−2

n−2
n , i.e., 1

p + 1
q = 1, we get

m(B(r))
2
N

r2
‖f‖22N

N−2

=
m(B(r))

2
N

r2

(

∑

X

m|f | 2N
N−2 · 1

)
N−2
N

≤ m(B(r))
2
N

r2





(

∑

X

m|f |p 2N
N−2

)
1
p

m(B(r))
1
q





N−2
N

=
m(B(r))

2
n

r2
‖f‖22n

n−2
.

Since the right-hand side of Sφ(N, r) does not depend on N , this yields the claim.

Next, we derive a Nash inequality from a Sobolev type inequality which is folklore but
included for the readers convenience.

Lemma 2.2 (Sobolev to Nash). Let r > 0, n > 2, C > 0 and B ⊂ X. Assume that for
all f ∈ C(B) we have

‖f‖22n
n−2

≤ C

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r2
‖f‖22

)

.

Then for all such f we have

‖f‖2+4/n
2 ≤ C

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r2
‖f‖22

)

‖f‖4/n1 .

Proof. Recall the Lyapunov inequality, which is a consequence of the Hölder inequality:
For 1 ≤ p0, p1 < ∞, θ ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ R such that

1

p
=

1− θ

p0
+

θ

p1
,

we have for all f ∈ Cc(X)
‖f‖p ≤ ‖f‖1−θ

p0 ‖f‖θp1 .

If we choose p = 2, p0 =
2n
n−2 , and p1 = 1, then θ = 2

n+2 and 1−θ = n
n+2 . The claim follows

from applying the Sobolev inequality to the right-hand side of the resulting inequality.

Recall that the local jump size for x ∈ X and r > 0 by

sx(r) = sup{ρ(y, z) : b(y, z) > 0, y ∈ Bx(r), z 6∈ Bx(r)}.

For n : X × [0,∞) → (2,∞), x ∈ X, R ≥ r ≥ 0, let

θ̃nx(r,R) =

(

nx(R) + 2

nx(R) + 4

)η̃(r)

, η̃(r) = η̃x(r) :=

⌊

1

2
log2

r

2sx(r)

⌋

.

The following lemma shows that a Sobolev type inequality with dimension n yields a lower
bound on m(Bx(r))/r

n in an interval.
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Lemma 2.3 (Non-collapsing). Let x ∈ X, R ∈ [2sx(0),diam(X)/2], n > 2 and C > 0
constants, assume sx(r) ≤ r, r ∈ [sx(0), R/2], and that for all f ∈ C(Bx(R)) we have

‖f‖22n
n−2

≤ C

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

R2
‖f‖22

)

.

Then we have for all r ∈ [2sx(0), R]

2−6n2

(

1

C

)n
2
[

C
n
2
m(x)

rn

]θ̃nx (r,R)

≤ m(Bx(r))

rn
.

Proof. Lemma 2.2 yields for all f ∈ C(Bx(R)) the Nash inequality

‖f‖2+4/n
2 ≤ C

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

R2
‖f‖22

)

‖f‖4/n1 .

We apply this to special cut-off functions. For r ∈ [2sx(0), R], choose

fr(y) :=
(r

2
− ρ(x, y)

)

+
,

which satisfies supp fr ⊂ Bx(r/2) ⊂ Bx(R),

‖fr‖1 ≤
r

2
m(r/2),

r

2
m(r/2)1/2 ≥ ‖fr‖2 ≥

r

4
m(r/4)1/2,

where we used the notation m(r) = m(Bx(r)). Since r/2 ∈ [sx(0), R/2] and hence
sx(r/2) ≤ r/2 by assumption, we have supp |∇fr| ⊂ Bx(r/2 + sx(r/2)) ⊂ Bx(r). Thus,
since |∇fr| ≤ 1,

‖|∇fr|‖2 ≤ m(r)1/2.

Therefore, the Nash inequality applied to fr yields

(r

4
m (r/4)

1
2

)2+ 4
n ≤ C

(

m(r) +
( r2 )

2

R2
m (r/2)

)

(r

2

)
4
n
(m (r/2))

4
n ≤ 2C m(r)1+

4
n r

4
n ,

where we used r/2 ≤ R and the monotonicity of the measure in the last line. If we put

α = 1 +
2

n
, β = 1 +

4

n
, and q =

α

β
=

n+ 2

n+ 4
,

this is equivalent to

(

r2

2C42α

)
1
β

m (r/4)q ≤ m(r).

Iterating the above inequality we obtain

(

r2

2C42α

)
1
β

∑k−1
i=0 qi (

1

4

) 2
β

∑k−1
i=1 iqi

m
(

r/4k
)qk

≤ m(r).

This iteration procedure yields a non-trivial lower bound on m(r) as along as we have
sx(4

−kr/2) ≤ 4−kr/2 which is by assumption satisfied as long as r/4k ≥ 2sx(0), i.e., if we
choose

k ≤
⌊

1

2
log2

r

2sx(r)

⌋

= η̃(r) =: η̃
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since sx(0) ≤ sx(r). We are left with the sums in the exponents and start with the
calculation of the first from the left. Set θ̃ := qη̃. Clearly, geometric summation gives
∑η̃−1

i=0 qi = 1−qη̃

1−q = 1−θ̃
1−q . Next, since q ∈ (0, 1) we have

k−1
∑

i=1

iqi ≤
∞
∑

i=0

iqi =
q

(q − 1)2
.

Hence, using m(r) = m(Bx(r)) ≥ m(Bx(sx(r))) ≥ m(x) for all r ≥ 0,

m(Bx(r)) ≥
(

r2

2C42α

)
1
β

1−θ̃
1−q

4
− 2

β
q

(1−q)2 m(x)θ̃ =

(

r2

C

)
n
2
(1−θ̃)(

1

2

)( 5
2
n+4)(1−θ̃)+n(n+2)

m(x)θ̃

where, by noting q = α/β, α = 1 + 2/n and β = 1 + 4/n, we used the trivial identities
β(1 − q) = β(1 − α/β) = β − α = 2/n and q/(1 − q) = α/(β − α) = n/2 + 1. Since
θ̃ = qη̃ ∈ (0, 1), we get for the exponent of 1/2 using n > 2

(

5

2
n+ 4

)

(1− θ) + n(n+ 2) ≤ n2 +
9

2
n+ 4≤ 6n2.

Applying this estimate leads to the claim.

Recall the definition of the exponent θ̃nx(r,R) = (n+2
n+4)

η̃(r)
for a function n = nx(R)

and η̃(r) = ⌊12 log2(r/2sx(0))⌋.

Theorem 2.4 (volume doubling). Let x ∈ X, diam(X)/2 ≥ R2 ≥ R1 ≥ 2sx(0), sx(r) ≤ r,
r ∈ [sx(0), R2/2], a function nx : [R1, R2] → (2,∞) and a constant φ ≥ 1. If Sφ(n,R1, R2)
is satisfied in x ∈ X, then we have VAΦ(n,R1, R2) in x, i.e., with n(R) = nx(R)

m(Bx(R))

Rn(R)
≤ Ax(R)ΦR

x (r)
m(Bx(r))

rn(R)
, R1 ≤ r ≤ R ≤ R2,

where

ΦR
x (r) =

[

rn(R) m(Bx(R))

Rn(R)m(x)

]θ̃nx (r,R)

, and Ax(R) = 26n(R)2φn(R).

Moreover, we obtain for all r ∈ [2R1, R2] the doubling property

m(Bx(r)) ≤ A′
x(r)Φ

r
x(r/2)m(Bx(r/2))

with A′
x(r) = 27n(r)

2
φn(r) and

Φr
x(r/2) ≤

(

m(Bx(r))

m(x)

)2ϑ(r)

with ϑ(r) :=
1

2
θ̃nx(r/8, r).

Proof. Let R ∈ [R1, R2] and θ̃ := θ̃nx(r,R). The non-collapsing lemma, Lemma 2.3, yields

with C = φ R2

m(B(R))
2
n

for all r ∈ [2sx(0), R]

2−6n2 1

φ
n
2

m(Bx(R))

Rn

[

φ
n
2

Rn

m(Bx(R))

m(x)

rn

]θ̃

≤ m(Bx(r))

rn
.
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Division by the second and third factor yields

m(Bx(R))

Rn
≤ 26n

2
φ

n
2
(1−θ̃)

[

rn(r)
m(Bx(R))

Rnm(x)

]θ̃ m(Bx(r))

rn
.

Since θ̃ ∈ (0, 1) and φ ≥ 1, we estimate φ(1−θ̃) ≤ φ to obtain the first claim. The second
claim is an application of the first one using the definition of the constants θ̃ = qη̃ as
well as q = (nx(R) + 2)/(nx(R) + 4) ∈ (0, 1) and the monotone increasing property of
η̃(r) = ⌊12 log2(r/2sx(r))⌋

θ̃nx(r/2, r) = qη̃(r/2) ≤ qη̃(r/8) = θ̃nx(r/8, r) = 2ϑ(r).

This finishes the proof.

The following lemma essentially appears already in [KR22, Lemma 6.2] for the nor-
malizing measure.

Lemma 2.5 (local regularity). Let φ ≥ 1, n > 2 be constants, r ≥ 0, and x ∈ X. If
Sφ(n, r) holds in x, we have

m(Bx(r))

m(x)
≤
[

2φ
(

1 + r2Deg(x)
)]

n
2 .

In particular, if R2 ≥ R1 ≥ 0, B ⊂ X and Sφ(n,R1, R2) holds in B, then Lφ(n,R1, R2)
holds in B.

Proof. This follows directly by applying Sφ(n, r) to u = 1x which is supported in Bx(r)
by assumption.

Observe that for the normalizing measure, the combinatorial graph distance is an
intrinsic metric. For this metric, the jump size is always 1 which explains the uniform
lower bound on the smallest radius R1 in the next corollary.

Corollary 2.6 (volume doubling of normalized measure). Let m = deg and ρ be the
combinatoral graph distance. Let φ ≥ 1, n > 2 be constants R2 ≥ R1 ≥ 4. If Sφ(n,R1, R2)
holds in x ∈ X, then we have VΦ(n,R1, R2) in x, where

Φ = 210n
2
φ2n.

Proof. From Theorem 2.4, we obtain VAΦ(n,R1, R2) with A = 26n
2
φn and, for Φ, we

observe m = deg and obtain with Lemma 2.5 and 4 ≤ r ≤ R, Deg = 1

ΦR
x (r) =

[

rn
m(Bx(R))

degxR
n

]θ̃nx (r,R)

≤
[

2φ(r2 + 1)
]
n
2
θ̃nx (r,R) ≤

[

4φr2
]
n
2
θ̃nx (r,R) ≤ (2φ)nh(r)n

with θ̃nx(r,R) = q⌊
1
2
log2(r/2)⌋ ≤ 1, q = n+2

n+4 ∈ (2/3, 1) and

h(r) = rq
( 12 log2(r)− 3

2 )

= exp

(

1

q3/2
r(ln q)/(2 ln 2) ln r

)

.

Differentiating with respect to r yields that the maximum is attained at r = 4−(1/ ln q)

and we can estimate h(r) ≤ 23n (using q−1/ log q = e−1 ≤ 1, 1/q ≤ 2 and ln(1 + t) ≤ t).
Therefore, h(r)n ≤ 23n

2
which yields the result.
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3 Sobolev implies Gaussian bounds

In this paragraph we adjust and expand some of the techniques from [KR22]. In order to
obtain estimates of solutions of the heat equation, we investigate properties of solutions
of the ω-heat equation

d

dt
vt = −∆ωvt,

where ∆ω := eω∆e−ω is a sandwiched Laplacian for ω ∈ ℓ∞(X). The following results
provide an ℓ2-mean value inequality for non-negative solutions of the ω-heat equation.
The displacement of the solutions with respect to the heat equation is measured in terms
of the function

h(ω) = sup
x∈X

1

m(x)

∑

y∈X

b(x, y)|∇xye
ω∇xye

−ω|.

The semigroup Pω
t := eωPte

−ω, t ≥ 0, acts on ℓ2(X,m). Moreover, the map t 7→ Pω
t f

solves the ω-heat equation for all f ∈ ℓ2(X,m) and ω ∈ ℓ∞(X).

In this section we abbreviate, for B ⊂ X, the probability measure

mB :=
1

m(B)
m

on B and η(r) = ηx(r) by

η(r) =

⌊

1

2
log2

r

16‖sx‖[r/2,r]

⌋

.

Observe that ηx(r) ≤ η̃(r/8) where η̃ was defined above Lemma 2.3.
Following the proof of [KR22, Theorem 2.7], we obtain the following ℓ2-mean value

inequality. We indicate the necessary changes in the latter article in order to obtain our
result as the line of estimates is analogous with minor modifications.

Proposition 3.1 (Moser in time and space, cf. [KR22, Theorem 2.7]). Let x ∈ X, T ∈ R,
n > 2, α = 1 + 2/n, δ ∈ (0, 1], r ≥ 128‖sx‖[r/2,r] and constants φ,Φ ≥ 1. Assume
Sφ(n, r/2, r) in x and the doubling property

m(Bx(r)) ≤ Φ m(Bx(r/2)).

For all non-negative ∆ω-subsolutions v ≥ 0 on [T − r2, T + r2]×Bx(r), we have







1

2δ(r/2)2

T+δ(r/2)2
∫

T−δ(r/2)2

∑

Bx(r/2)

mBx(r/2)v
2αη(r)

t dt







α−η(r)

≤ Cn,φ,Φ(1 + δr2h(ω))
n
2
+1

δ
n
2
+1r2

T+δr2
∫

T−δr2

∑

Bx(r)

mBx(r)v
2
t dt,

where Cn,φ,Φ := 2109n
2
(φΦ)2n.
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Proof. The proof follows along the same lines as the proof of [KR22, Theorem 2.7] with a
different choice of radii for the Moser iteration steps. More precisely, using the notation
of the latter article, we choose

ρk =
r

2

(

1 + 2−k
)

, k = 0, . . . , η(r).

Together with the assumption on s, the choice of η allows to carry out η(r) iteration steps.
What remains is to track the constant Cn,φ,Φ. Following the arguments of the proof of
[KR22, Theorem 2.7] we estimate the constants using k ≤ η(r) ≤ 2η(r)

ρk − ρk+1 − 2sx(r) ≥ r2−(k+3), ρ2k − ρ2k+1 ≥ r22−(k+4).

Finally, we have to replace 2dCD in the notation of the latter article by Φ from the doubling
property. Since n > 2 ≥ 1, we obtain a constant called Cd,n in [KR22, Theorem 2.7] where
in our situation d = n and (1 ∨ CD) = 2−dΦ

Cd,n = Φ
(

Φ
n
2
+1φ

n
2

)

108((n+2)(d+1)+n2+n)+12−(1+n/2)d ≤ [Φφ]2n2109n
2

and we used 2 ≤ n as well as 103 ≤ 210.

In order to obtain subsolution estimates, we use a special case of [KR22, Theorem 3.4]
with the choices β = 1 + 2/(n + 2), X = {x} and µ = γ > 0.

Proposition 3.2 (Moser iteration in time, cf. [KR22, Theorem 3.4]). Fix γ, δ > 0, T ≥ 0,
n > 2, β = 1 + 2/(n + 2), k ∈ N0, and let v ≥ 0 a bounded ∆ω-supersolution on the
cylinder [(1− δ)T, (1 + δ)T ]× {x}. Then we have

sup
[(1−δ/2)T,(1+δ/2)T ]×{x}

v2 ≤ G







1

2δT

(1+δ)T
∫

(1−δ)T

γ v2β
k

t (x) dt







1

βk

,

where G = Gx,γ(δ, T, k, n) is given by

G = C1,n

[

(1 + δT Degx) γ
−1
]

1

βk , and C1,n = 214n
2
.

Proof. The proof of [KR22, Theorem 3.4] with the choice β = 1 + 2
n+2 = n+4

n+2 reveals the
constant Cβ

Cβ = 2

(

4+ 1

ln n+4
n+2

+n+2
2

+1

)

(n+2)

.

Using the mean value theorem we obtain, since n ≥ 2,

1

ln n+4
n+2

=
1

ln(n + 4)− ln(n+ 2)
≤ 1

mint∈[n+2,n+4] 1/t
= n+ 4 ≤ 3n.

Finally, note that

(

4 +
1

ln n+4
n+2

+
n+ 2

2
+ 1

)

(n+ 2) ≤ (2n+ 3n+ 2n)2n = 14n2.
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We define for r ≥ 0, n > 2, x ∈ X, and constants φ,Φ ≥ 1 the error-function
Γ̃x(r) := Γ̃x(r, n, φ,Φ) ≥ 0 by

Γ̃x(r) := 262n
2
(φΦ)n

[

(

1 + r2Degx
) m(Bx(r))

m(x)

]
1
2
qη(2r)

where q = n+2
n+4 ∈ (0, 1) and η(2r) =

⌊

1
2 log2

r
8‖sx‖[r,2r]

⌋

. This error term will later be

estimated and split up in the error term AΨ.

Theorem 3.3. Let x ∈ X, r ≥ 128‖sx‖[r/2,r], n > 2. Assume that there are constants
φ,Φ ≥ 1 such that Sφ(n, r/2, r) holds in x and that the doubling property

m(Bx(r)) ≤ Φ m(Bx(r/2))

is satisfied. Then for all τ ∈ (0, 1], T ≥ 0, and all non-negative ∆ω-solutions v on the
cylinder [T − r2, T + r2]×Bx(r) we have

v2T (x) ≤
Γ̃x(r/2)

2(1 + τr2h(ω))
n
2
+1

τ
n
2
+1r2m(Bx(r))

T+τr2
∫

T−τr2

∑

Bx(r)

m v2t dt.

Proof. Set

α = 1 +
2

n
, and β =

1

q
=

n+ 4

n+ 2
= 1 +

2

n+ 2
.

Clearly, α > β ≥ 1 hence αη(R) ≥ βη(R)≥ 1. Since Lp-norms with respect to proba-
bility measures are non-decreasing in p ∈ [1,∞], we can use this fact after we applied

Proposition 3.2 with γ = mBx(r/2)(x) and constants k = η(r), δ = τ(r/2)2

T to get

vT (x)
2 ≤ G







1

2τ(r/2)2

T+τ(r/2)2
∫

T−τ(r/2)2

mBx(r/2)(x) v
2βη(r)

t (x) dt







1

βη(r)

≤ G







1

2τ(r/2)2

T+τ(r/2)2
∫

T−τ(r/2)2

∑

Bx(r/2)

mBx(r/2) v
2βη(r)

t dt







1

βη(r)

≤ G







1

2τ(r/2)2

T+τ(r/2)2
∫

T−τ(r/2)2

∑

Bx(r/2)

mBx(r/2)v
2αη(r)

t dt







1

αη(r)

≤ Cn,φ,ΦG
(1 + τr2h(ω))

n
2
+1

τ
n
2
+1r2

T+τr2
∫

T−τr2

∑

Bx(r)

mBx(r) v
2
t dt,

where the last estimate follows by Proposition 3.1 with δ = τ which is applicable since r ≥
128‖sx‖[r/2,r]. We obtain the statement since by definition we have Cn,φ,Φ := 2109n

2
(φΦ)2n

and G = Gx,mB(r/2)(x)(
τr2

4T , T, η(r), n) = 214n
2
[(

1 + τr2

4 Degx

)

1
mB(r/2)(x)

] 1

βη(r)
, such that

Cn,φ,ΦG = 2123n
2
(φΦ)2n2

[(

1 +
τr2

4
Degx

)

m(Bx(r/2))

m(x)

]qη(r)

≤ Γ̃x(r/2)
2,
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where we used τ ≤ 1 and that we squared Γ̃ in the last inequality.

In order to obtain the desired heat kernel bounds from the subsolution estimates for
the ω-heat equation, we will use the following result.

Proposition 3.4 ([KR22, Theorem 5.3]). Let T > 0, Y ⊂ X, and a, b : Y → [0,∞),
a ≤ b, and χ : Y × [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that for all f ∈ ℓ2(X), f ≥ 0, ω ∈ ℓ∞(X), and
x ∈ Y we have

χ(x, h(ω))2(Pω
T f)

2(x) ≤
b(x)
∫

a(x)

‖Pω
t f‖22 dt.

Then we have for all x, y ∈ Y

p2T (x, y) ≤
(b(x)− a(x))

1
2 (b(y)− a(y))

1
2 exp

(

b(x)+b(y)−2T
2 ν(ρxy, 2T )

)

χ
(

x, ν(ρxy, 2T )
)

χ
(

y, ν(ρxy, 2T )
)

· exp
(

− Λ(a(x) + a(y))− ζ(ρxy, 2T )
)

,

where

ρxy := ρ(x, y), ν(r, t) := 2S−2

(
√

1 +
r2S2

t2
− 1

)

.

The next result is a variant of [KR22, Theorem 6.1] for varying dimensions and an
error term depending only on the degree and reciprocal measure of one vertex rather than
means of these quantities in a growing ball.

Theorem 3.5. Let x, y ∈ X, diam(X)/2 ≥ R2 ≥ 4R1 ≥ 8(sx(0) ∨ sy(0)) and assume
r ≥ 1024‖sz‖[r/2,r] for all r ∈ [R1, R2] and z ∈ {x, y}. Let φ : {x, y} × [R1, R2] → [1,∞)
and n : {x, y} × [R1, R2] → (2,∞) be given and set

N : {x, y} × [4R1, R2] → (2,∞), (z, τ) 7→ ‖nz‖[τ/4,τ ].

If Sφ(n,R1, R2) holds in z ∈ {x, y}, then GAΨ(N, 4R1, R2) holds in z ∈ {x, y}, where

Ψz(τ) =
[

(1 + τ2 Degz)Mz(τ)
]Θz(τ)

, Az(τ) = 241Nz(τ)3‖φz‖2Nz(τ)2

[τ/4,τ ]

with Mz(τ) = m(Bz(τ))/m(z) and

Θz(τ) = 3Nz(τ)

(

Nz(τ) + 2

Nz(τ) + 4

)κz(τ)

, κz(τ) :=

⌊

1

2
log2

τ

32‖sz‖[τ/4,τ ]

⌋

.

Proof. The proof is divided into two parts which we explain before we get into the details.
First we use that the Sobolev inequality implies volume doubling, Theorem 2.4. This
is then used in Theorem 3.3 to conclude a mean value inequality. In turn we use this
together with Proposition 3.4 to show after an appropriate choice of the involved constants
an estimate of the form

pt(x, y) ≤ 24Ñxy Γ̃x(r/2)Γ̃y(r/2)

(

1 ∨ S−2
(√

t2 + ρ2xyS
2 − t

))

Ñxy
2

√

m(Bx(r))m(By(r))
e−Λ(t−r2)−ζ(ρxy,t),
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for r =
√

t/2 ∧ R2, where Γ̃ are the error terms in Theorem 3.3, Ñxy is a dimension
function, S is the global jump size and ρxy = ρ(x, y) is the intrinsic metric. From there
the second part is then rather technical to further estimate the involved terms to their
desired final form.

For the first part, let z ∈ {x, y}, T ≥ R2
1 and fix r =

√
T ∧ R2 ∈ [R1, R2]. To ease

notation we denote

Ñ := Ñz(r) := ‖nz‖[r/2,r], φ̃ := φ̃z(r) := ‖φz‖[r/2,r], s̃ := s̃z(r) := ‖sz‖[r/2,r].

First from Lemma 2.1, we get that Sφ(n,R1, R2) in z, implies Sφ̃(Ñ , r/2, r) in z for
every r ∈ [2R1, R2]. Then, sx(r) ≤ r, r ∈ [sx(0), R2/2], Theorem 2.4 yields the doubling
property with constant

Cz(r) = 27Ñ
2
φ̃z(r)

ÑMz(r)
2ϑ(r),

where ϑ(r) = 1
2qz(r)

η(r) with qz(r) =
Ñ+2
Ñ+4

and η(r) = ⌊12 log2 r
16s̃⌋. The Sobolev inequality

Sφ̃(N, r/2, r) and volume doubling property are the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, where
the doubling constant is denoted by Φ, i.e., we have Φ = Cz(r). We apply Theorem 3.3
to the function v given by

(t, x) 7→ Pω
t f(x)

for f ∈ ℓ2(X), f ≥ 0, ω ∈ ℓ∞(X), which is an ω-solution on [0,∞) × X. Hence, from
Theorem 3.3, we obtain for all δ ∈ (0, 1], T ≥ δr2, z ∈ {x, y}

Pω
T f(z)

2 ≤ Γ̃z(r/2)
2(1 + δr2h(ω))

Ñ
2
+1

δ
Ñ
2
+1r2m(Bz(r))

T+δr2
∫

T−δr2

‖1Bz(r) P
ω
t f‖22dt,

where Γ̃x(r/2) = 262Ñ
2
(φ̃Cz(r))

Ñ
[(

1 + (r/2)2 Degz
)

Mz(r/2)
]ϑ(r)

.
To finally apply Proposition 3.4 we choose the parameters. We have T − δr2 ≥ 0. We

set
a(z) = T − δr2, b(z) = T + δr2, r(z) = r,

and χ(z, h(ω)) via

χ(z, h(ω))−2 =
Γ̃z(r/2)

2

δ
Ñ
2
+1r2m(Bz(r))

(1 + δr2h(ω))
Ñ
2
+1.

Proposition 3.4 yields for T ≥ 4R2
1, and t = 2T the estimate

pt(x, y) = p2T (x, y)

≤
(b(x) − a(x))

1
2 (b(y)− a(y))

1
2 exp

(

b(x)+b(y)−2T
2 ν(ρxy, 2T )

)

χ (x, ν(ρxy, 2T ))χ (y, ν(ρxy, 2T ))

· exp (−Λ(a(x) + a(y))− ζ(ρxy, 2T ))

=
2Γ̃x(r/2)Γ̃y(r/2)δ

−
Ñxy
2

√

m(Bx(r))m(By(r))

(

1 + δr2ν(ρxy, t)
)

Ñxy
2

+1

· exp
(

δr2ν(ρxy, t)
)

exp
(

−Λ(t− 2δr2)− ζ(ρxy, t)
)

,

19



where Ñxy = (Ñx(r) + Ñy(r))/2, ν(r, t) = 2S−2
(√

1 + r2S2t−2 − 1
)

, and ρxy = ρ(x, y).

Choosing

δ =
1

2
∧ 1

tν(ρxy, t)
,

we obtain since r =
√

t/2 ∧R2 ≤
√
t and exp(1) ≤ 4 ≤ 2Ñ

pt(x, y) ≤ 24Ñxy Γ̃x(r/2)Γ̃y(r/2)

(

1 ∨ S−2
(√

t2 + ρ2xyS
2 − t

))

Ñxy
2

√

m(Bx(r))m(By(r))
e−Λ(t−t∧R2

2)−ζ(ρxy ,t).

The second part, which is the rest of the proof, is devoted to estimate the appearing
terms which is done in three steps: We estimate the volume terms, the dimension term
and the remaining error terms. We abbreviate τ =

√
t ∧ R2. Recall r =

√

t/2 ∧ R2 and
let z ∈ {x, y}.

In the first step, we estimate the volume terms 1/m(Bz(r)) ≤ Cz(τ)/m(Bz(τ)) via
volume doubling: Since t ≥ 16R2

1 and R2 ≥ 4R1, we clearly have the trivial inequality
r =

√

t/2 ∧R2 ≥ τ/2 ≥ 2R1. The doubling property leads to

1

m(Bz(r))
=

1

m(Bz(
√

t/2 ∧R2))
≤ 1

m(Bz(τ/2))
≤ Cz(τ)

m(Bz(τ))

with Cz(τ) = 27Ñ
2
z (τ)φ̃Ñz(τ)Mz(τ)

2ϑ(τ).
For the second step, we turn to the dimension terms. Note τ/2 ≤ r ≤ τ . We have

max
[r,τ ]

Ñz = max
R∈[r,τ ]

‖nz‖[R/2,R] ≤ ‖nz‖[τ/4,τ ] = Nz(τ) =: N.

This yields the estimate Ñxy = (Ñx(τ) + Ñy(τ))/2 ≤ (Nx(τ) + Ny(τ))/2 = Nxy needed
for the correction term

(

1 ∨ S−2
(√

t2 + ρ2xyS
2 − t

))

Ñxy
2 ≤

(

1 ∨ S−2
(√

t2 + ρ2xyS
2 − t

))

Nxy
2

.

We are left to estimate 2Ñ Γ̃z(r/2)
√

Cz(τ) ≤ AN
z (τ)Ψz(τ) for each z ∈ {x, y} which is

the third and final step. Here, we need some preliminary estimates next to the estimate
on Ñ . The first is on the Sobolev constant, which we estimate in a similar fashion as Ñ
above using τ/2 ≤ r ≤ τ

max
[r,τ ]

φ̃z = max
R∈[r,τ ]

‖φz‖[R/2,R] ≤ ‖φz‖[τ/4,τ ] =: Φ.

Next, we estimate ϑ(r) := 1
2qz(r)

η(r) with qz(r) = Ñ+2
Ñ+4

and η(r) =
⌊

1
2 log2

r
16s̃z(r)

⌋

.

Clearly, we have

min
[r,τ ]

η = min
R∈[r,τ ]

⌊

1

2
log2

R

16‖sz‖[R/2,R]

⌋

≥
⌊

1

2
log2

τ

32‖sx‖[τ/4,τ ]

⌋

= κz(τ)

and from the estimate Ñ ≤ N and since q = Ñ+2
Ñ+4

= 1− 2
Ñ+4

, we obtain

max
[r,τ ]

ϑ = max
[r,τ ]

1

2
qηz ≤ max

R∈[r,τ ]

(

Ñz(R) + 2

Ñz(R) + 4

)min
[r,τ ]

η

≤
(

Nz(τ) + 2

Ñz(τ) + 4

)κz(τ)

=: ϑ̃.
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With these preparations, we now come to the final error term 22Ñ Γ̃z(r/2)
√

Cz(τ). We

start with the term Cz(r) = 27Ñ
2
z (r)φ̃z(r)

Ñz(r)Mz(r)
2ϑ(r) arising from volume doubling.

This term can be estimated by

max
[r,τ ]

Cz ≤ 27N
2
ΦNMz(τ)

2ϑ̃,

where we used the short hands N = Nz(τ), Φ = ‖φz‖[τ/4,τ ] and ϑ̃ = (N+2
N+4)

κz(τ) from above.

We recall Γ̃z(r/2) = 262Ñ
2
(φ̃z(r)Cz(r))

Ñ
[(

1 + (r/2)2 Degz
)

Mz(r/2)
]ϑ(r)

and r ≤ τ to
estimate

Γ̃z(r/2)
√

Cz(τ) = 262Ñ
2
(φ̃z(r) · Cz(r))

Ñ

[(

1 +
r2

4
Degz

)

Mz(r/2)

]ϑ(r)
√

Cz(τ)

≤ 262N
2
(

Φ · 27N2
ΦNMz(τ)

2ϑ̃
)N[(

1 + τ2 Degz
)

Mz(τ)
]ϑ̃

23N
2
Φ

N
2 Mz(τ)

ϑ̃

= 265N
2+7N3

Φ
3
2
N+N2 (

1 + τ2 Degz
)ϑ̃

Mz(τ)
2(N+1)ϑ̃

≤ 240N
3
Φ2N2 [(

1 + τ2 Degz
)

Mz(τ)
]Θz(τ)

,

where we used N ≥ 2 and Θz(τ) = 3Nz(τ)
(

Nz(τ)+2
Nz(τ)+4

)κz(τ)
≥ 2(N + 1)ϑ̃. Hence, set-

ting Ψz(τ) =
[

(1 + τ2Degz)Mz(τ)
]Θz(τ) and AN

z (τ) = 241Nz(τ)3‖φz‖2Nz(τ)2

[τ/4,τ ] reveals the

estimate 22Ñ Γ̃z(r/2)
√

Cz(τ) ≤ AN
z (τ)Ψz(τ) which finishes the proof.

4 Abstract uniform on-diagonal bounds imply Sobolev

In this section we show that the existence of a family of operators satisfying certain con-
tractivity properties provides weak Sobolev inequalities. Then we use these weak Sobolev
inequalities to derive Sobolev inequalities. Finally, we apply these results to obtain Sobolev
inequalities from upper heat kernel bounds. The results and proofs are inspired by the cor-
responding results on manifolds [SC01, Var85]. Special attention is paid to the influence
of the local geometry of the underlying graph on the behavior of the involved constants.

Lemma 4.1 (weak Sobolev). Let C1, C2, n > 0, 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2, and (Qr)r∈[r1,r2] be a family
of operators with domain containing Cc(X) such that for f ∈ C(B(r2)) and all r ∈ [r1, r2]

‖Qrf‖∞ ≤ C1r
−n‖f‖1, ‖f −Qrf‖2 ≤ C2r‖|∇f |‖2.

Then,

sup
λ>0

λ2(1+1/n)m(f > λ) ≤ 12C2
2

(

C1 ∨
(

rn1
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r2)

)) 2
n

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r22
‖f‖22

)

‖f‖2/n1 .

Proof. If f = 0 in B(r2) there is nothing to prove, so assume f 6= 0 in B(r2). If λ > ‖f‖∞,
then {f > λ} = ∅ and there is nothing to prove, so assume λ ≤ ‖f‖∞. We always have

λ2m(f > λ) =
∑

X

mλ2
1{f>λ} ≤ ‖f‖22.
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Let µ > 0 to be chosen later. We distinguish between two cases for λ ≥ 0.

First, if λ ≤ µC1r
−n
2 ‖f‖1, we get

λ2(1+1/n)m(f > λ) = λ2m(f > λ)λ2/n ≤ (µC1)
2/nr−2

2 ‖f‖22‖f‖2/n1

≤ (µC1)
2/n
(

‖|∇f |‖22 + r−2
2 ‖f‖22

)

‖f‖2/n1 .

Second, let λ > µC1r
−n
2 ‖f‖1, and set

rf :=
(

µ C1‖f‖1λ−1
)1/n

.

First, for the upper bound on rf , note that the current lower bound of λ yields

rf =

(

µC1‖f‖1
λ

)1/n

≤
(

µC1‖f‖1
µC1r

−n
2 ‖f‖1

)1/n

= r2.

Now, we estimate rf from below. Since λ ≤ ‖f‖∞, we obtain

rf =

(

µC1‖f‖1
λ

)1/n

≥
(

µC1‖f‖1
‖f‖∞

)1/n

.

If we choose

µ ≥ rn1
C1

‖f‖∞
‖f‖1

,

then rf ≥ r1. Hence, we can apply our assumptions to rf ∈ [r1, r2].

For later use, we need to choose µ such that |Qrf f | < λ/2 on B(r2): This is satisfied
if we assume µ ≥ 3. Indeed, assuming the existence of x ∈ B(r2) with |Qrf f |(x) ≥ λ/2,
the definition of rf and our assumption on ‖Qrf‖∞ yield

3

2
C1‖f‖1r−n

f ≤ µ

2
C1‖f‖1r−n

f =
λ

2
≤ |Qrf f |(x) ≤ ‖Qrf f‖∞ ≤ C1rf

−n‖f‖1,

a contradiction.
The restrictions on µ > 0 above lead us to the choice

µ = 3

(

1 ∨
(

rn1
C1

‖f‖∞
‖f‖1

))

.

The triangle inequality yields

{f > λ} ⊂ {|f −Qrf | ≥ λ/2} ∪ {|Qrf | ≥ λ/2}
for all r ≥ 0 and λ > 0. Hence, since |Qrf f | < λ/2 on B(R2), we obtain using our second

assumption and the definition of rf =
(

µ C1‖f‖1
λ

)1/n
and µ = 3

(

1 ∨
(

rn1
C1

‖f‖∞
‖f‖1

))

m(f > λ) = m
(

|f −Qrff | ≥ λ/2
)

≤
(

2

λ

)2

‖f −Qrf f‖22 ≤
(

2

λ

)2

C2
2r

2
f‖|∇f |‖22

=

(

2

λ

)2

C2
2

(

(

µC1‖f‖1λ−1
)1/n

)2
‖|∇f |‖22 =

4 · 3 2
nC2

2

λ2(1+1/n)
‖|∇f |‖22

[

(C1‖f‖1)∨(rn1 ‖f‖∞)
]

2
n .

In order to obtain the desired right-hand side, we use

‖f‖∞ = max
B(r2)

|f | ≤ sup
B(r2)

1

m
‖f‖1 =

∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r2)
‖f‖1.
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In order to derive the Sobolev inequality from the lemma above, we provide a version
of the proof of [BCLSC95, Theorem 4.1] and [Bar17, Del97].

Theorem 4.2 (Sobolev). Let C1, C2 > 0, n > 2, 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2, and (Qr)r∈[r1,r2] a family
of operators defined on Cc(X) such that for all f ∈ C(X) with supp f ⊂ B(r2) and all
r ∈ [r1, r2]

‖Qrf‖∞ ≤ C1r
−n‖f‖1, ‖f −Qrf‖2 ≤ C2r‖|∇f |‖2.

Then, we have for all f ∈ C(X) with supp f ⊂ B(R2)

‖f‖22n
n−2

≤ 28+
2n
n−2C2

2

(

C1 ∨
(

rn1
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r2)

)) 2
n

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r22
‖f‖22

)

.

Proof. We choose the following partition of identity for k ∈ Z

Φk : [0,∞) → [0,∞), t 7→ (t− 2k)+ ∧ 2k =











0 : t < 2k,

t− 2k : 2k ≤ t < 2k+1,

2k : t ≥ 2k+1.

Indeed, for t ≥ 0, we can calculate by choosing l ∈ Z such that 2l ≤ t < 2l+1

∑

k∈Z

Φk(t) = t− 2l +

l−1
∑

k=−∞

2k = t.

If t, s ≥ 0, using
∑

k a
2
k ≤ (

∑

k |ak|)2, this yields (w.l.o.g. t ≥ s, i.e., φk(t) ≥ φk(s))

(t− s)2 =

(

∑

k∈Z

(Φk(t)− Φk(s))

)2

≥
∑

k∈Z

(Φk(t)− Φk(s))
2.

If f ≥ 0, then we set fk := Φk ◦ f , k ∈ Z. Hence, by the estimate above

∑

k∈Z

‖|∇fk|‖22 ≤ ‖|∇f |‖22.

Moreover, since 0 ≤ fk ≤ 2k and (Φk)k is a partition of the identity, we have

∑

k∈Z

‖fk‖22 ≤ ‖f‖22.

Hence, if we let

W (f) := ‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r22
‖f‖22,

then
W (fk) ≤ W (f), k ∈ Z.

Abbreviate

CM := 24C2
2

(

C1 ∨
(

rn1
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r2)

)) 2
n
,

and

N(f) := sup
k∈Z

2km(f ≥ 2k)
1
q , q =

2n

n− 2
.
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Claim. We have for all f ≥ 0

N(f)2 ≤ 2qCMW (f).

We postpone the claim to the end of the proof and show how to derive the desired from
the claim. Hence, we use {fk ≥ 2k} = {f ≥ 2k+1}, the inequality

∑ |ak|q/2 ≤ (
∑ |ak|)q/2

which is applicable since q/2 ≥ 1 and the claim to estimate

‖f‖qq =
∑

X

∑

k∈Z

|f |q 1{2k≤f<2k+1} ≤
∑

k∈Z

2q(k+1)
∑

X

m1{2k≤f<2k+1}

≤
∑

k∈Z

2q(k+1)m(f ≥ 2k) =
∑

k∈Z

2q(k+2)m(f ≥ 2k+1) = 22q
∑

k∈Z

2qkm(fk ≥ 2k)

≤22q
∑

k∈Z

N(fk)
q ≤ 22q

(

∑

k∈Z

N(fk)
2

)q/2

≤ 22q2q
2/2C

q/2
M

(

∑

k∈Z

W (fk)

)q/2

,

i.e.,

‖f‖2q ≤ 24+qCM

∑

k∈Z

W (fk) ≤ 24+qCMW (f).

For general f , decompose f = f+ − f− and obtain the above inequalities for f+ and f−.
Since f+ and f− are orthogonal in ℓ2(X,m) and ‖|∇f+|‖2 + ‖|∇f−|‖2 ≤ ‖|∇f |‖2, the
claim follows for f .

Proof of the claim. Denote τ = 1 + 1/n. Since fk ≤ 2k and supp fk ⊂ {f ≥ 2k}, we have
with q = 2n/(n − 2)

‖fk‖1 ≤ 2km(f ≥ 2k) = 2k(1−q)(2km(f ≥ 2k)
1
q )q ≤ 2k(1−q)N(f)q.

The weak Sobolev inequality, Lemma 4.1, applied to λ = 2k and fk yields together with
W (fk) ≤ W (f) and the above estimate

2k2τm(fk ≥ 2k) ≤ CMW (fk)‖fk‖
2
n
1 ≤ CM2k(1−q) 2

nW (f)N(f)q
2
n .

We have {f ≥ 2k+1} = {fk ≥ 2k} and (k + 1)q − k2τ + k (1− q) 2
n = q, and hence,

(

2k+1m(f ≥ 2k+1)
1
q

)q
= 2(k+1)q−k2τ2k2τm(fk ≥ 2k)

≤ CM2(k+1)q−k2τ2k(1−q) 2
nW (f)N(f)q

2
n = CM2qW (f)N(f)q

2
n .

The definition of N(f) yields

N(f)q ≤ CM2qW (f)N(f)q
2
n .

Dividing by N(f)2q/n, using q − q 2
n = 2 yields the claim and finishes the proof.

In the following we obtain the Sobolev inequality from heat kernel bounds in balls
depending on the local geometry of the graph. The original idea of proof goes back to
[Var85]. The argument is nowadays standard. We include the argument to track the
constants and for the sake of completeness.
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Theorem 4.3. Let 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2, and assume for all x, y ∈ B(r2)

pr2(x, y) ≤ Cr−n, r ∈ [r1, r2].

Then, for all f ∈ C(B(r2)), we have

‖f‖22n
n−2

≤ 28+
2n
n−2

(

C ∨
(

rn1
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r2)

))
2
n

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r22
‖f‖22

)

.

Proof. We need to check the assumptions of Theorem 4.2 for Qr = Pr2 = e−r2∆. Clearly,
we have with B = B(r2)

‖Pr2‖ℓ1(B)→ℓ∞(B) = sup
x,y∈B

pr2(x, y) ≤ Cr−n, r ∈ [r1, r2],

what is the first assumption of Theorem 4.2.
Now, we check the second assumption. Fix f ∈ C(X) with supp f ⊂ B and let t = r2.
Then by self-adjointness of Pt we have

‖f − Ptf‖2 = ‖f‖22 + ‖Ptf‖22 − 2〈Ptf, f〉 = ‖f‖22 + ‖Ptf‖22 − 2‖Pt/2f‖22.

By the contraction property of the heat semigroup, i.e., ‖Ptf‖22 ≤ ‖Pt/2f‖22, and the
fundamental theorem of calculus we obtain

‖f − Ptf‖22 ≤ ‖f‖22 − ‖Pt/2f‖22 = −
t/2
∫

0

d

ds
‖Psf‖22ds = −2

t/2
∫

0

〈

d

ds
Psf, Psf

〉

ds.

Since s 7→ Psf solves the heat equation − d
dsPsf = ∆Psf , Green’s formula yields

‖f − Ptf‖22 ≤ 2

t/2
∫

0

〈∆Psf, Psf〉ds = 2

t/2
∫

0

‖|∇Psf |‖22ds,

Analogously, the inequality
‖|∇Psf |‖22 ≤ ‖|∇f |‖22

can be seen by using the fundamental theorem, the heat equation, and Green’s formula
to obtain

‖|∇Psf |‖2 − ‖|∇f |‖2 = −
s
∫

0

‖∆Psf‖22ds ≤ 0.

Thus, we get since r2 = t and Qr = Pr2

‖f −Qrf‖22 = ‖f − Ptf‖22 ≤ 2

t/2
∫

0

‖|∇Psf |‖22ds ≤ t‖|∇f |‖22 = r2‖|∇f |‖22.

The assumptions of Theorem 4.2 are satisfied for r ∈ [r1, r2] and the claim follows with
C1 = C and C2 = 1.
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5 Gaussian upper bounds and volume doubling imply Sobolev

In this section we show how to derive a Sobolev inequality from Gaussian upper bounds
(G) and volume doubling (V). We pursue two lines of argument. The first more classical
approach, Theorem 5.5, going back to [Var85] collects all the remnants of the estimates
within the Sobolev constant. This is later used for the normalizing since in this case these
remnants can be uniformly bounded. However, in the general unbounded case this is not
feasible. In this case we mitigate the unbounded remains by choosing a variable dimension
function to get a general preliminary Sobolev inequality Theorem 5.7. In this theorem, we
still have a free parameter called γ which is then appropriately chosen in the next section.

Both approaches use a sequence of technical lemmas given below. First we show how
to bound the measure of a ball in terms of the measure of any other ball via chaining and
the doubling condition. This is the only place in the paper where we use that ρ is a path
metric.

Lemma 5.1 (Comparing balls). Let r ≥ 0 such that r ≥ 8‖s(r/4)‖Bo(r), d > 0, Φ ≥ 1 be
constants, and assume VΦ(d, r/4, r) in Bo(r). Then, for all x, y ∈ B(r), we have

m(Bx(r)) ≤ 218dΦ9 m(By(r)).

Proof. If x, y ∈ B(r) such that Bx(r/4) ∩By(r/4) 6= ∅, then clearly Bx(r/4) ⊂ By(r). By
VΦ(d, r/4, r), we have

m(Bx(r)) ≤ 4dΦ m(Bx(r/4)) ≤ 4dΦ m(By(r)).

Let x, y ∈ B(r) and denote by p a path x = z0 ∼ z1 ∼ . . . ∼ zl = y realizing ρ(x, y)
which exists due to local finiteness cf. [KLW21, Chapter 12.2]. We construct a sequence
of vertices (zki) on p inductively and denote Bi = Bzki

(r/4). Set k0 := 0. For given ki

and Bi, we choose the smallest index k = 1, . . . , l such that zk+1 is not in
⋃i

j=0Bj but zk

is in
⋃i

j=0Bj and set ki+1 = k. If there is no such zk+1 on the path we choose ki+1 = l
and we set L = i+ 1. Observe that zk = zki+1

∈ Bi = Bzki
(r/4) since if zk ∈ Bj for j 6= i

and using that the path z0 ∼ . . . ∼ zl realizes ρ(x, y), we get a contradiction

r

4
≥ ρ(zk, zkj ) = ρ(zk, zki) + ρ(zki , zkj ) >

r

4
.

Moreover, since zk+1 6∈ Bi = Bzki
(r/4) and ρ(zk+1, zki+1

) = ρ(zk, zk+1) ≤ s, we have, with
s = ‖s(r/4)‖Bo(r),

ρ(zki , zki+1
) ≥ ρ(zki , zk+1)− ρ(zk+1, zki+1

) >
r

4
− s > 0

for i = 0, . . . , L− 1. Thus, we have

r ≥ ρ(x, y) =
L−1
∑

i=0

ρ(zki , zki+1
) ≥ (L− 1)

(r

4
− s
)

.

Since r ≥ 8s, we obtain

L ≤ 5r − 4s

r − 4s
= 5 +

16s

r − 4s
≤ 9.
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At the same time, we have Bi ∩Bi+1 6= ∅ since zki+1
∈ Bi as shown above zki+1

∈ Bi+1 =
Bzki+1

(r/4) for i = 0, . . . , L. Iterating the estimate in the beginning of the proof along

(zki) we obtain

m(Bx(r)) ≤ 4LdΦLm(By(r)) ≤ 49dΦ9m(By(r))

which yields the claim.

Next, we need the notion of on-diagonal bounds which plays only a technical role in
our considerations.

Definition 5.2. Let B ⊂ X, r2 ≥ r1 ≥ 0, and Ψ: B × [r1, r2] → (0,∞). The on-diagonal
estimate OΨ(r1, r2) is satisfied in B if we have

pρ2(x, x) ≤
Ψ(x, ρ)2

m(Bx(ρ))
, x ∈ B, ρ ∈ [r1, r2].

Gaussian upper bounds GΨ(n, r1, r2) in B obviously imply OΨ(r1, r2) in B for all
[r1, r2]. Indeed, the dimension n does not appear in the on-diagonal bounds and while
GΨ(n, r1, r2) is an assumption on all t = r2 ≥ r21, the on-diagonal bounds are only required
for r ∈ [r1, r2] (which is why no

√
t ∧ r2 = r ∧ r2 terms appear).

Lemma 5.3 (Uniform on-diagonal bounds). Let 0 ≤ 4r1 ≤ r, 8‖s(r/4)‖B(r) ≤ r, and
constants Ψ,Φ ≥ 1, d > 2 such that OΨ(r1, r) and VΦ(d, r1, r) hold in B(r). Then for
x, y ∈ B(r), σ ∈ [r1, r], we have

pσ2(x, y) ≤ 218dΨ10Φ10 rd

m(B(r))
σ−d.

Remark. The proof of Lemma 5.3 requires the comparison of volumes of balls with same
radius but different centers, Lemma 5.1, which needs that the intrinsic metric is a path
metric. Imposing VΦ(d, r1, 2r) in B(r) in Lemma 5.3 instead allows to drop this restriction
on the metric.

Proof. Since 8‖s(r/4)‖B(r) ≤ r, and VΦ(d, r1, r) hold in B(r) = Bo(r), we use Lemma 5.1
to infer

m(B(r)) ≤ 218dΦ9 m(Bx(r)), x ∈ B(r).

For any σ ∈ [r1, r] and x ∈ B(r), we obtain from OΨ(r1, r) and VΦ(d, r1, r) in x

pσ2(x, x) ≤ Ψ2

m(Bx(σ))
≤ Ψ2Φ

m(Bx(r))

( r

σ

)d
≤ 218dΨ10Φ10

m(B(r))

( r

σ

)d
.

For σ ∈ [r1, r] and x, y ∈ B(r), we infer

pσ2(x, y) ≤
√

pσ2(x, x)pσ2(y, y) ≤ 218dΨ10Φ10

m(B(r))

( r

σ

)d
,

where the first inequality follows directly from the semigroup identity and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality. Thus, σ ≤ r implies the claim for all n ≥ d.
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Lemma 5.4 (On-diagonal bounds an volume doubling imply Sobolev). Let 0 ≤ 4r1 ≤ r,
8‖s(r/4)‖B(r) ≤ r and constants Ψ,Φ ≥ 1, d > 2, and assume OΨ(r1, r) and VΦ(d, r1, r)

hold in B(r). Then for all n ≥ d we have Sφ̃(n, r) in o, where φ̃ = φ̃(r1, r) is given by

φ̃(r1, r) = 244+
2n
n−2

[

Ψ10Φ10 ∨ rn1
m(B(r))

rn

∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)

] 2
n

.

Proof. Lemma 5.3 yields for all n ≥ d, σ ∈ [r1, r] and x, y ∈ B(r)

pσ2(x, y) ≤ Cσ−n, where C = 218nΨ10Φ10 rn

m(B(r))
.

Thus, if n ≥ d, Theorem 4.3 yields for all f ∈ C(B(r))

‖f‖22n
n−2

≤ 28+
2n
n−2

(

C ∨
(

rn1
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)

)) 2
n

(

‖|∇f |‖22 +
1

r2
‖f‖22

)

which yields the result since 28+
2n
n−2 (C ∨ (rn1

∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)
))

2
n ≤ φ̃(r1, r).

From now, we let the error terms be given by functions rather than constants. Let for
0 ≤ r1 ≤ r

Φ: X × [r1, r]× [r1, r] → [1,∞), (x, σ, τ) 7→ Φτ
x(σ)

Ψ: X × [r1, r] → [1,∞), (x, σ) 7→ Ψx(σ)

be given. Set
Q(r, s) = B(s)× [r, s].

Without adapting the dimensions we end up with the following.

Theorem 5.5 (Sobolev – fixed dimension). Assume n > 2 is a constant 0 ≤ 4r1 ≤ r2,
8‖s(r2/4)‖B(r2) ≤ r2, and that OΨ(r1, r2) and VΦ(n, r1, r2) hold in B(r2) = Bo(r2). Then
we have Sφ(n, 4r1, r2) in o, where

φ(r) = 244+
2n
n−2

[

‖Ψ‖10Q(r1,r)
‖Φr‖10Q(r1,r)

∨
(

rn1
m(B(r))

rn
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)

)]
2
n

.

Proof. For r ∈ [r1, r2], Lemma 5.4 implies Sφ̃(n, r) in o with φ̃ = φ̃(r1, r).

From Theorem 5.5 we immediately get (G) & (V) ⇒ (S) with the respective Sobolev
constant above. This is acceptable if the norms of Ψ, Φ and 1/m stay bounded. For graphs
with unbounded geometry this cannot be expected beyond the normalizing measure.

However, as one can see, a large dimension n potentially mitigates large norms of Ψ,
Φ and 1/m as it enters as a large root in the Sobolev constant. We pursue this strategy
in the following. First, in Lemma 5.6, we estimate the dimension such that the Sobolev
constant φ stays uniformly bounded. Secondly, in Theorem 5.7, we choose radii r1 in
dependence of r2 such that the Sobolev dimension n(r2) converges to d as r2 → ∞.

We now also allow for a variable dimension

d : X × [r1, r] → (2,∞)

in the volume doubling property.
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Lemma 5.6 (Choosing a dimension). Let 0 ≤ 4r′ ≤ r, 8‖s(r/4)‖B(r) ≤ r, let Ψ,Φ ≥ 1,
d > 2 be constants, and assume OΨ(r

′, r) and VΦ(d, r
′, r) hold in B(r) = Bo(r). Then for

all γ ≥ 1 we have Sφ̂(n, r) in o, where

φ̂ = φ̂(d) = 247+
2d
d−2γ

2
d

and the dimension n can be chosen such that

n ≥ d ∨ ln

(

1 ∨ Ψ10Φ10

γ
∨
[

m(B(r))

γ
‖ 1
m‖B(r)

]
1

ln(r/r′)
)

.

Proof. Since 0 ≤ 4r′ ≤ r, Lemma 5.4 yields for all n ≥ d the Sobolev inequality Sφ̃(n, r)
in o with

φ̃ = φ̃(r′, r) = 244+
2n
n−2

[

Ψ10Φ10

γ
∨ (r′)n

m(B(r))

γrn
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)

]
2
n

γ
2
n ,

where we snuck in γ ≥ 1. The second entry of the maximum can be estimated by 1, i.e.,

(r′)n
m(B(r))

γrn
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)
≤ 1

if and only if

ln

(

m(B(r))

γ

∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

B(r)

)
1

ln(r/r′)
≤ n.

Hence, under this condition,

φ̃(r′, r) ≤ 244+
2n
n−2

[

1 ∨ Ψ10Φ10

γ

]
2
n

γ
2
n .

Note that if t ≥ 1, then we have for all n ≥ ln t the estimate t1/n ≤ t1/ ln t = e. Hence, if
we further require

n ≥ ln

(

Ψ10Φ10

γ
∨ 1

)

and using e2 ≤ 23, we obtain

φ̃(r′, r) ≤ 244+
2n
n−2 e2γ

2
n ≤ 247+

2n
n−2 γ

2
n ≤ 247+

2d
d−2γ

2
d = φ̂(d)

since the function n 7→ 2n/(n − 2) is decreasing and n ≥ d. Putting the conditions on n
together yields the claim.

Now we are in the position to choose specific radii. The parameter p below is needed
for the correct order of convergence and the parameter γ to adjust the error terms later.

Theorem 5.7 (Sobolev – variable dimension). Let 0 ≤ 4R1 ≤ R2, 8‖s(r/4)‖B(r) ≤ r for
all r ∈ [R1, R2], and assume GΨ(N,R1, R2) and VΦ(d,R1, R2) hold in B(R2) = Bo(R2).
Then for all functions γ : [4R1, R2] → [1,∞) we have Sφ(n, 4R1, R2) in o, where

φ(r) = 2
49+

2D(r)
D(r)−2γ(r)

2
D(r)
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with D(r) = ‖d(r)‖B(r) and the dimension n can be chosen

n(r) ≥ D(r) ∨ ln



1 ∨
‖Ψ‖10Q(r′,r)‖Φr‖10Q(r′,r)

γ(r)
∨
(

m(B(r))‖ 1
m‖B(r)

γ(r)

)
1

ln(r/r′)




with

r′ =

{

r/4 : r ∈ [4R1, exp(4 ∨ 4R1)),

(ln r)p(r)/4 : r ≥ exp(4 ∨ 4R1),
p(r) =

2

ln
(

1 + 2
D(r)+2

) .

Proof. Gaussian bounds GΨ(N,R1, R2) in B(R2) yields on-diagonal bounds OΨ(r
′, r) in

B(r) if R1 ≤ r′ ≤ r ≤ R2. Similarly, VΦ(d,R1, R2) in B(R2) yields VΦ(D, r′, r) in B(r)
if R1 ≤ r′ ≤ r′ ≤ r ≤ R2. With these observations the result follows immediately from
Lemma 5.6 applied to the interval [r′, r] if we can show R1 ≤ r′ and 4r′ ≤ r for all
r ∈ [R1, R2].
If r ∈ [4R1, exp(4 ∨ 4R1)), then R1 ≤ r/4 = r′ and 4r′ = r.
Now, we turn to the case r ≥ exp(4 ∨ 4R1). Since D(r) ≥ 2, we have the inequality
ln(1 + 2/(D + 2)) ≤ ln 2 < 2 and hence

p(r) =
2

ln
(

1 + 2
D(r)+2

) > 1.

Since r ≥ exp(4 ∨ 4R1) ≥ exp(1), we have ln r ≥ 1, such that p(r) > 1 particularly implies
ln r ≤ (ln r)p(r). Therefore,

R1 ≤ 1 ∨R1 ≤ 1
4 ln r ≤ 1

4(ln r)
p(r) = r′.

Further, since 1/p(r) < 1 and all roots are larger than the logarithmic function, we get
ln r ≤ r1/p(r) and, thus,

4r′ = (ln r)p(r) ≤ r,

which finishes the proof.

6 Proof of the main theorems involving local regularity

We are now ready to prove the main theorems. First, we provide the proof of Theorem 1.3
for the normalizing measure. Afterwards, we will deal with the general case for which
we first show a result where the bounds depend on vertex degrees and reciprocals of
measures, Theorem 6.1. To reduce the bounds to depend on the vertex degree alone, we
incorporate the local regularity property (L) to show Theorem 1.5. Finally, Theorem 1.4
is an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. (i) We have to show that Sφ(n,R1, R2) in B implies properties
VΦ(n,R1, R2) and GΨ(n, 4R1, R2) in B for appropriate Φ,Ψ > 0.
Corollary 2.6 yields VΦ(n,R1, R2) with Φ = 210n

2
φ2n.

From Theorem 3.5 we infer GΨ(n, 4R1, R2) with

Ψz(τ) = 241n
3
φ2n2

[

(1 + τ2)
m(Bz(τ))

m(z)

]Θz(τ)

and Θz(τ) = 3n

(

n+ 2

n+ 4

)κ(τ)
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with κ(τ) = ⌊12 log2(τ/32)⌋ as the jump size satisfies S = 1 for the normalizing measure
and the combinatorial graph distance. We are left to show that Ψ is uniformly bounded
in z and τ . By Lemma 2.5 we have since Deg = 1 for the normalizing measure

m(Bz(τ))

m(z)
≤
[

2φ
(

1 + τ2
)]

n
2 .

Now, one proceeds as in the proof of Corollary 2.6 to show that the right-hand side mul-
tiplied by (1 + τ2) and raised to the power Θ is bounded.
(ii) We have to show that conditions VΦ(n,R1, R2) and GΨ(n,R1, R2) imply Sφ(n, 4R1, R2)
for appropriate φ > 0. By Theorem 5.5 we have Sφ(n, 4R1, R2) in o with

φ(r) = 244+
2n
n−2

(

Ψ10Φ10 ∨Rn
1

m(Bo(r))

rn
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

Bo(r)

)
2
n

.

Since distance balls are finite and m(x) = deg(x), there exists x ∈ Bo(r) such that

∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

Bo(r)
=

1

m(x)
=

1

deg(x)
.

Lemma 5.1 yields m(Bo(r)) ≤ 218nΦ9m(Bx(r)). Together with volume doubling, we
obtain

Rn
1

m(Bo(r))

rn
∥

∥

1
m

∥

∥

Bo(r)
=

Rn
1

deg(x)

m(Bo(r))

rn
≤ 218nΦ9Rn

1

deg(x)

m(Bx(r))

rn
≤ 218nΦ10m(Bx(R1))

deg(x)

which is bounded by assumption. Hence, φ is bounded above and the claim follows.

In the case of normalizing measure, we assume that the volume of small balls and
the vertex degree are comparable to obtain uniform constants. If we consider general
measures, correction terms in (G), (V ), and (S) also depend on the vertex degree, which
may be unbounded. Hence, we cannot hope for an analogous statement as for the nor-
malizing measure. An additional upper bound on the vertex degree only leads to a minor
generalization, and the correction terms become unbounded if the vertex degree grows.
In order to include unbounded vertex degree into our results, we employ the results from
the preceding sections. They lead to the following general version of the equivalence of
Sobolev inequalities and heat kernel bounds involving varying dimensions.

Let R2 ≥ 4R1 ≥ 0. For a dimension function n : X × [R1, R2] → (2,∞) and x ∈ X
and r ∈ [R1, R2], we let the supremum over annuli be given as

Nx(r) = ‖nx‖[r/4,r].

Furthermore, the volume doubling and the Gaussian correction term are given as

ΦR
x (r) =

(

rNx(R)Mx(R)

RNx(R)

)θNx (r,R)

, Ψx(r) =
[

(1 + r2Degx)Mx(r)
]3Nx(r)θNx (r/16,r)

with Mx(r) = m(Bx(r))/m(x) and the exponent

θNx (r,R) =

(

Nx(R) + 2

Nx(R) + 4

)η(r)

, η(r) = ηx(r) =

⌊

1

2
log2

r

2‖sx‖[r/2,r]

⌋

,
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where sx(r) is the jump size for leaving the ball Bx(r). For a constant φ ≥ 1, let

A′
x(r) = 241Nx(r)3φ2Nx(r)2 .

For the dimension function n, we consider the supremum over the space-time cylinder
Q(r′, r) = B(r)× [r′, r] and let

N(r) = ‖n‖Q(r′,r),

r′ =

{

r/4 : r ∈ [4R1, exp(4 ∨ 4R1)),

(ln r)p(r)/4 : r ≥ exp(4 ∨ 4R1),
p(r) =

2

ln
(

1 + 2
N(r)+2

) .

Next, for γ : X × [R1, R2] → (0,∞), we define a function φγ , which will play the role of
the Sobolev constant, by

φγ(r) = 2
49+ 2N(r)

N(r)−2γ(r)
2

N(r) .

Finally, we choose a dimension function nγ which satisfies the following inequality

nγ(r) ≥ N(r) ∨ ln



1 ∨
‖A′Ψ‖10Q(r′,r)‖A′Φr‖10Q(r′,r)

γ(r)
∨
(

m(B(r))‖ 1
m‖B(r)

γ(r)

)
1

ln(r/r′)


 .

With this notation the main result in its most general form is now just a consequence
of Theorems 2.4, 3.5, and 5.7.

Theorem 6.1 (Most general case). Let diam(X)/2 ≥ R2 ≥ 4R1 ≥ 0, γ : X × [R1, R2] →
(0,∞), and φ ≥ 1 a constant.

(i) If Sφ(n,R1, R2) holds in B ⊂ X, R1 ≥ 2‖s(0)‖B , r ≥ 1024‖s(r)‖B , r ∈ [R1, R2],
then B satisfies VA′Φ(N,R1, R2) and GA′Ψ(N, 4R1, R2).

(ii) Assume VA′Φ(N,R1, R2) and GA′Ψ(N,R1, R2) hold in Bo(R2) and 2‖s(r)‖Bo(4r) ≤ r,
r ∈ [R1/4, R2/4]. Then the property Sφγ (nγ , 4R1, R2) holds in o.

In the case of the normalizing measure, we assumed additionally that measures of small
balls are comparable to the vertex degree. To obtain the Theorems 1.4 and Theorem 1.5
presented in the introduction, we will incorporate the the local regularity condition (L)
into Theorem 6.1. The resulting correction functions and dimensions appearing in (G),
(V ), and (S) the depend only on the vertex degree. We will first prove Theorem 1.5 before
we reduce it to the counting measure case Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. In the following, we abbreviate Dx(r) := (1 + r2Degx).
(i) Theorem 6.1 (i) yields VA′Φ̃(n,R1, R2) and GA′Ψ̃(N, 4R1, R2) in B, where

Φ̃R
x (r) =

[

rnx(R)Mx(R)

Rnx(R)

]θnx (r,R)

, Ψ̃x(r) = [Dx(r)Mx(r)]
3Nx(r)θNx (r/16,r)

A′
x(r) = 241Nx(r)3φ2Nx(r)2 and Mx(r) = m(Bx(r))/m(x). Lemma 2.5 implies Lφ(n,R1, R2)

in B, i.e., for all r ∈ [R1, R2], x ∈ B,

Mx(r)

rnx(r)
≤
[

2φ

r2
Dx(r)

]
nx(r)

2

or equivalently Mx(r) ≤ [2φDx(r)]
nx(r)

2 .
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The first estimate, r ≤ R, φ,Dx ≥ 1, and θN ≤ 1 yield

Φ̃R
x (r) ≤

[

2φ
r2

R2
Dx(R)

]

nx(R)
2

θnx (r,R)

≤ (2φ)3Nx(R)2Dx(R)3Nx(R)2θNx (r,R) = (2φ)3Nx(R)2ΦR
x (r).

Since nx(r) > 2, the second estimate, Mx(r) ≤ [2φDx(r)]
nx(r)/2, implies

Ψx(r) ≤
[

Dx(r) [2φDx(r)]
nx(r)

2

]3Nx(r)θNx (r/16,r)

≤ (2φ)3Nx(r)2Φr
x(r/16).

Hence, we obtain VAΦ(N,R1, R2) and GAΨ(N, 4R1, R2) with A′
x(r) = 241Nx(r)3φ2Nx(r)2 ,

(2φ)3Nx(r)2A′
x(r) = (2φ)3Nx(r)2241Nx(r)3φ2Nx(r)2 ≤ 243Nx(r)3φ8Nx(r)2 = Ax(r).

(ii) Abbreviate Ñ := ‖N‖Q(r′,r). The properties Lφ(N,R1, R2), VAΦ(N,R1, R2), and

GAΨ(N,R1, R2) in B(R2) yield Lφ(Ñ ,R1, R2), VAΦ(Ñ ,R1, R2), and GAΨ(Ñ ,R1, R2) in
B(R2). Hence, for any γ : [R1, R2] → [1,∞), Theorem 6.1 (ii) (together with Lemma 2.1)
yields Sφ̃(ñ, 4R1, R2) in o for φ̃ ≥ φγ and ñ ≥ nγ where

φγ(r) = 2
47+ 2Ñ

Ñ−2 γ(r)
2
Ñ , nγ(r) = Ñ ∨ ln

[

1 ∨ T1

γ(r)
∨
(

T2

γ(r)

) 1
ln(r/r′)

]

T1 := ‖AΨ‖10Q(r′,r)‖AΦr‖10Q(r′,r), T2 := m(B(r))‖ 1
m‖B(r),

and

r′ =

{

r/4 : r ∈ [4R1, exp(4 ∨ 4R1)),

(ln r)p(r)/4 : r ≥ exp(4 ∨ 4R1),
p(r) =

2

ln
(

1 + 2
Ñ+2

) .

In order to bound nγ from above, we need to estimate T1 and T2 from above and choose
γ appropriately. We start with T1 and abbreviate s̃ := ‖s‖Q(r′,r) and

θ̃ :=

(

Ñ + 2

Ñ + 4

)

⌊

1
2
log2

r′
32s̃

⌋

,

and D̃ := ‖D(r)‖B(r). Then,

‖Φr‖Q(r′,r) = sup
(x,t)∈Q(r′,r)

Dx(r)
3Nx(r)2θNx (t,r) ≤ D̃3Ñ2θ̃

and analogously

‖Ψ‖Q(r′,r) = sup
(x,t)∈Q(r′,r)

Φr
x(r/16) ≤ D̃3Ñ2θ̃.

We conclude with Ã = ‖A‖Qo(r′,r)

T1 ≤ ‖A‖2Q(r′,r)‖Ψ‖Q(r′,r)‖Φr‖Q(r′,r) ≤ Ã2D̃6Ñ2θ̃.

Now, we estimate T2. First, since distance balls are finite by assumption, for all B(r) ⊂ X,
B(r) 6= X, there exists x ∈ B(r) such that

‖ 1
m‖B(r) = m(x)−1.
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As VAΦ(N,R1, R2) implies VÃΦ̃(Ñ ,R1, R2) with Φ̃ = ‖Φr‖Q(r′,r), Lemma 5.1 gives

m(Bo(r)) ≤ 218Ñ Ã9Φ̃9 m(Bx(r)).

We infer from Lφ(Ñ ,R1, R2) as in (i) the estimate

m(Bx(r))

m(x)
= Mx(r) ≤ [2φDx(r)]

Ñ
2 ≤ (2φ)

Ñ
2 D̃

Ñ
2 .

Hence, using Dx, φ ≥ 1, and Φ̃ = ‖Φr‖Q(r′,r) ≤ D̃6Ñ2θ̃, we get

T2 =
m(Bo(r))

m(x)
≤ 218Ñ Ã9Φ̃9m(Bx(r))

m(x)
≤ 219Ñ Ã9φ

Ñ
2 D̃

Ñ
2
+54Ñ2 θ̃.

Choose
γ(r) = 219Ñ Ã9φ

Ñ
2

to obtain, with φ ≥ 1 and Ã ≥ 1,

T1

γ(r)
≤ Ã2D̃6Ñ2θ̃

γ(r)
≤ D̃6Ñ2θ̃

and

T2

γ(r)
≤ 219Ñ Ã9φ

Ñ
2 D̃

Ñ
2
+54Ñ2θ̃

γ(r)
≤ D̃

Ñ
2
+54Ñ2θ̃.

Hence, we obtain since D̃ ≥ 1 and with ι = 1/ ln(r/r′) ≤ 1/ ln 4 ≤ 1 as r/r′ ≥ 4

Ñ ∨ ln

[

1 ∨ T1

γ(r)
∨
(

T2

γ(r)

)ι]

≤ Ñ ∨ ln
[

D̃6Ñ2θ̃ ∨
(

D̃
Ñ
2
ι+54Ñ2θ̃ι

)]

≤ Ñ ∨ ln
[

D̃
Ñ
2
ι+54Ñ2θ̃

]

= Ñ
[

1 ∨ ln D̃
ι
2
+54Ñ θ̃

]

= n′
o(r).

Finally, we estimate the function φγ(r) = 2
47+ 2Ñ

Ñ−2 γ(r)
2
Ñ for the γ(r) = 219Ñφ

Ñ
2 Ã9

chosen above with Ã = ‖A‖Qo(r′,r) = 243Ñ
3
φ8Ñ2

. Since Ñ ≥ 2, we have

φγ(r) = 2
85+ 2Ñ

Ñ−2
+774Ñ2

φ144Ñ+1 ≤ 2
796Ñ2+ 2Ñ

Ñ−2φ145Ñ = φ′(r).

This then yields Sφ′(n′, 4R1, R2) in o since φ′ ≥ φγ and finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. This follows immediately from Theorem 6.1 with choosing n and
φ to be constant and since Deg = deg /m = deg for m = 1.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful for the financial support of the DFG.

34



References

[ADS16] S. Andres, J.-D. Deuschel, and M. Slowik. Heat kernel estimates for random walks with degenerate
weights. Electron. J. Probab., 21:1–21, 2016.

[Bar17] M. T. Barlow. Random Walks and Heat Kernels on Graphs. London Mathematical Society Lecture
Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 2017.

[BC16] M. Barlow and X. Chen. Gaußian bounds and parabolic Harnack inequality on locally irregular graphs.
Math. Ann., 366:1677–1720, 2016.

[BCLSC95] D. Bakry, T. Coulhon, M. Ledoux, and L. Saloff-Coste. Sobolev inequalities in disguise. Indiana Univ.
Math. J., 44(4):1033–1074, 1995.

[BCS15] S. Boutayeb, T. Coulhon, and A. Sikora. A new approach to pointwise heat kernel upper bounds on
doubling metric measure spaces. Adv. Math., 270:302–374, 2015.

[BHY17] F. Bauer, B. Hua, and S.-T. Yau. Sharp Davies-Gaffney-Grigor’yan Lemma on graphs. Math. Ann.,
368(3):1429–1437, 2017.

[BKH13] F. Bauer, M. Keller, and B. Hua. On the lp spectrum of Laplacians on graphs. Adv. Math., 248:717–735,
2013.

[BKW15] F. Bauer, M. Keller, and R. K. Wojciechowski. Cheeger inequalities for unbounded graph Laplacians.
J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 17(2):259––271, 2015.

[BS22] P. Bella and M. Schäffner. Non-uniformly parabolic equations and applications to the random con-
ductance model. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 182:353–397, 2022.

[CKS87] E. Carlen, S. Kusuoka, and D. W. Stroock. Upper Bounds for symmetric Markov transition functions.
Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 23(S2):245–287, 1987.

[Cou92] T. Coulhon. Inégalités de Gagliardo-Nirenberg pour les semi-groupes d’opérateurs et applications.
Potential Anal., 1:343–353, 1992.

[Dav93a] E.B. Davies. Analysis on Graphs and Noncommutative Geometry. J. Funct. Anal., 111(2):398–430,
1993.

[Dav93b] E.B. Davies. Large deviations for heat kernels on graphs. J. London Math. Soc., 47(2):65–72, 1993.

[Del97] T. Delmotte. Inégalité de Harnack elliptique sur les graphes. Colloq. Math., 72(1):19–37, 1997.

[Del99] T. Delmotte. Parabolic Harnack inequality and estimates of Markov chains on graphs. Rev. Mat.
Iberoam., 15(1):181—-232, 1999.

[Fol11] M. Folz. Gaussian Upper Bounds for Heat Kernels of Continuous Time Simple Random Walks.
Electron. J. Probab., 16:1693–1722, 2011.

[Fol14a] M. Folz. Volume growth and spectrum for general graph Laplacians. Math. Z., 276(1-2):115–131, 2014.

[Fol14b] M. Folz. Volume growth and stochastic completeness of graphs. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 366(4):2089–
2119, 2014.

[GHH23] A. Grigor’yan, E. Hu, and J. Hu. Parabolic mean value inequality and on-diagonal upper bound of
the heat kernel on doubling spaces. Math. Ann., 2023.

[GHM12] A. Grigor’yan, X. Huang, and J. Masamune. On stochastic completeness of jump processes. Math. Z.,
271(3-4):1211–1239, 2012.

[Gri94] A. Grigor’yan. Heat kernel upper bounds on a complete non-compact manifold. Rev. Mat. Iberoam.,
10(2):395–452, 1994.

[HKS20] X. Huang, M. Keller, and M. Schmidt. On the uniqueness class, stochastic completeness and volume
growth for graphs. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 373:8861–8884, 2020.

[HKW13] S. Haeseler, M. Keller, and R. K. Wojciechowski. Volume growth and bounds for the essential spectrum
for Dirichlet forms. J. London Math. Soc., 88(3):883–898, 09 2013.

35



[Kel15] M. Keller. Intrinsic Metrics on Graphs: A Survey. volume 128 of Springer Proc. Math. Stat., pages
81–119. Springer, 2015.

[KKNR] M. Keller, A. Kostenko, N. Nicolussi, and C. Rose. Isoperimetry and heat kernels on path graphs. In
preparation.

[KLW21] M. Keller, D. Lenz, and R. Wojciechowski. Graphs and Discrete Dirichlet Spaces, volume 358 of
Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaft. Springer, 2021.

[KM19] Matthias Keller and Florentin Münch. A new discrete Hopf-Rinow theorem. Discrete Math.,
342(9):2751–2757, 2019.

[Kos21] Aleksey Kostenko. Heat kernels of the discrete Laguerre operators. Lett. Math. Phys., 111(2):Paper
No. 32, 29, 2021.

[KR22] M. Keller and C. Rose. Gaussian upper bounds for heat kernels on graphs with unbounded geometry.
2022. Preprint, arXiv:2206.04690[math.AP].

[KR24] M. Keller and C. Rose. Anchored Gaussian upper bounds for heat kernels on graphs with unbounded
geometry. Calc. Var., 63:20, 2024.

[Pan93] M. M. H. Pang. Heat kernels of Graphs. J. London Math. Soc., 47:50–64, 1993.

[SC92a] L. Saloff-Coste. A note on Poincaré, Sobolev, and Harnack inequalities. Int. Math. Res. Not., 1992:27–
38, 1992.

[SC92b] L. Saloff-Coste. Uniformly elliptic operators on Riemannian manifolds. J. Differential Geom., 36:417–
450, 1992.

[SC01] L. Saloff-Coste. Aspects of Sobolev-Type Inequalities. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note
Series. Cambridge University Press, 2001.

[Tru71] N. Trudinger. On the regularity of generalized solutions of linear, non–uniformly elliptic equations.
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 42:50–62, 1971.

[Var85] N. Th. Varopoulos. Hardy-Littlewood theory for semigroups. J. Funct. Anal., 63(2):240–260, 1985.

36

http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.04690

	Introduction and main results
	Set-up
	Main results
	Strategy of the proofs

	Sobolev implies volume doubling and local regularity
	Sobolev implies Gaussian bounds
	Abstract uniform on-diagonal bounds imply Sobolev
	Gaussian upper bounds and volume doubling imply Sobolev
	Proof of the main theorems involving local regularity

