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DIFFERENTIAL COMPLEXES FOR LOCAL DIRICHLET SPACES, AND
NON-LOCAL-TO-LOCAL APPROXIMATIONS

MICHAEL HINZ! AND JORN KOMMER?2

ABSTRACT. We study differential p-forms on non-smooth and possibly fractal metric measure spaces, en-
dowed with a local Dirichlet form. Using this local Dirichlet form, we prove a result on the localization of
antisymmetric functions of p + 1 variables on diagonal neighborhoods to differential p-forms. This result
generalizes both the well-known classical localization on smooth Riemannian manifolds and the well-known
semigroup approximation for quadratic forms. We observe that a related localization map taking functions
into forms is well-defined and induces a chain map from a differential complex of Kolmogorov-Alexander-
Spanier type onto a differential complex of deRham type.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we study differential forms and differential complexes based on local Dirichlet forms on
metric measure spaces. Using the locality of the given form, we describe the passage from functions of p + 1
variables on diagonal neighborhoods to differential p-forms by an explicit limit of “cotangential structures”.
This limit relation is a natural link between differential complexes of Kolmogorov-Alexander-Spanier type
and differential complexes of deRham type. Our main message is that a careful formulation of this limit
relation will be general enough to apply to a wide variety of metric measure spaces, including products of
fractal spaces.

Differential forms on smooth manifolds, [23], are an established and widely studied subject. They are
natural objects to be considered in differential geometry, integration theory and the study of topological
invariants, [7, 23] [04], and they have natural applications in mathematical physics, [1, 90, @1]. The study
of differential forms on Riemannian manifolds from the point of view of variational calculus and elliptic
operators, [I1] 27] is central in Hodge theory, [16] 23] 24] 37, [56] [63], and the study of geometric invariants,
[40, [72, [77, [79]. Tt also has important links to spectral theory, [T9], and numerical mathematics, [4, [26].

Dirichlet form theory, [8, 22] [35] [71], is a natural generalization of this variational point of view. It is
well-developed at the level of functions, that is, “differential zero-forms”. Differential one-forms based on
Dirichlet forms were introduced in [19, 8], [82] and [95] Sections 4 and 6] in a context of C*- respectively
Lipschitz algebras and in [28, Chapter III] in connection with abstract Sobolev spaces. A description of
the main idea was also given in [8, Chapter V, Exercise 5.9] with an attribution to Mokobodzki, [8, p.
305]. The probabilistic counterpart of this approach seems to be even older, [35] [76]. This Dirichlet form
based concept was then used by several authors to study vector analysis, [40, [52], and analysis on fractals,
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[18, 20, 48, 53, 54, 55, 57]. Except for [19, [46] [82] and the first sections in [81] the primarily given objects
in these sources were a local Dirichlet form or a diffusion generator. A first order derivation operator was
then obtained by a subsequent construction. In this approach the Dirichlet form domain is Hilbert. As
a particular consequence, also the resulting cotangent spaces are Hilbert. Except for [55] none of these
references addressed differential p-forms for p > 2.

A strongly related approach to differential p-forms on metric measure spaces was investigated in [39)].
There a different starting point was chosen, with an emphasis on the metric structure and its interplay
with the measure. The first order structure was introduced using minimal upper gradients and without the
assumption that the domain of a related energy form would be a Hilbert space. Under the assumption that
it is Hilbert, the resulting construction roughly speaking coincides with the one from the Dirichlet form
approach, but it does not cover fractal spaces, see [39, Section 2.3.5]. The later parts of [39] contain a fairly
comprehensive study of differential p-forms on RCD(K, co)-spaces, including closed exterior derivations and
Hodge theory, [39, Section 3.5]. An extension of this program to Dirichlet metric measure spaces with
distribution-valued lower Ricci bounds is given in [10].

Another established subject is the approach to cohomology by Kolmogorov, Alexander and Spanier, see
[2, (64, 65], [74) [85] [86] [94]. In this theory differential complexes are formulated using germs of functions on
products of the given space. The corresponding “derivation” is the usual coboundary operator, see () below.
A more recent metric variant of this originally topological theory gained some attention, [6 B8] [77, [78 [84]. Tt
is related to the theory of Vietoris-Rips complexes, [43] 44} [70, 93], which has links to interesting applications,
[14] 15, 29]. The formulations [0} [38] [84] used measures and integral kernels and motivated our very recent
study [60, [66] of differential complexes associated with generally unbounded non-local Dirichlet forms on
metric measure spaces.

In this article we study how to pass from complexes of Kolmogorov-Alexander-Spanier type on metric
measure spaces to complexes of, roughly speaking, deRham type. The “localization” of (antisymmetric)
multivariate functions to differential forms can be implemented in many different ways. One is a purely
algebraic factorization procedure, see [30, Chapter 16], [41, Section 8.1]. In this case it may not have any
connection to the structure of the underlying space or to classical or functional analysis. Another way, which
is typically used on smooth manifolds, is to differentiate along smooth curves, see for instance [2I Section
1] or [84] Proposition 2.1]; we recall details in Theorem [B1]in Section Bl below. In this case one can define a
surjective chain map A taking multivariate functions into differential forms. In view of common definitions,
cf. [94] Definition 1.13] and [30, Chapters 2 and 16], this map A might be called a localization map. Here we
are interested in a formulation general enough to apply to fractal metric measure spaces, in which we cannot
expect to have sufficiently many well-behaved curves.

Since we assume that a local Dirichlet form is given, differential one-forms and first order derivations can
be defined following the path of [8] Chapter V, Exercise 5.9] and [28, Chapter III] which uses a factorization
by energy densities. See Theorem [£.I]and formulas (28] and (29) below. This is in line with [39] and with the
formulations in [19] [81], [82] 053], which may be considered “integrated variants” of this idea. To have energy
densities, that is, a carré du champ, [§], we require the volume measure to be energy dominant, [45] [52].
In fractal examples this corresponds to the use of Kusuoka type measures, [68], respectively their products.
Under mild further assumptions one can then take exterior products and construct a differential complex of
deRham type. See Theorem for details.

Following [50] [66] we formulate complexes of Kolmogorov-Alexander-Spanier type in terms of antisym-
metric functions of tensor product structure, Theorem 21l This alone does not require anything further. If
some additional hypotheses are satisfied, one can observe an explicit non-local-to-local limit of “cotangential
structures”, Proposition .1l In concrete applications this limit can be realized in different ways, some are
described in Section[6l A realization in terms of the associated Markov semigroup may be viewed as a deter-
minantal generalization of the familiar semigroup approximation for Dirichlet forms, [35, Lemma 1.3.4 (i)],
and as a heat flow based variant of localization. It is quite versatile and applies to Riemannian manifolds,
Examples [6.1] to RCD*(K, N)-spaces, Examples [6.2] to degenerate diffusions, Examples [6.3], and even to
fractal spaces, Examples

The mentioned non-local-to-local limit relation can be used to show the existence of a surjective chain
map A from the Kolmogorov-Alexander-Spanier complex onto the deRham type complex, Theorem 5.1l This
result may be viewed as an energy based generalization of the aforementioned result in the manifold situation,
Theorem B3]



We point out that a first and less general version of these results was obtained in the thesis [66], on which
this article is partially based.

In Section [2] we briefly recall basic definitions and observations around Kolmogorov-Alexander-Spanier
complexes. In Section ] we recall basic facts on measurable fields of Hilbert spaces, local Dirichlet forms and
related first order structures and then formulate associated local differential complexes. In Section[fwe prove
the mentioned non-local-to-local approximation for strongly local regular Dirichlet forms, suitably chosen
kernels and a suitably chosen algebra of functions. Several realizations of this convergence and corresponding
examples are discussed in Section

2. NON-LOCAL COMPLEXES OF MULTIVARIATE FUNCTIONS

We recall some well-known definitions and elementary facts, [2, 6 211 [64, 65| [74, [84] [R5l [86], in the
particular formulation used in [50, Section 3].

Let X be aset, p > 1 an integer, and let S, denote the symmetric group of order p. A function ' : X? — R
is called antisymmetric if F(:Cg(l), s Ta(p)) = sgn(o)F(x1,...,xp) for all permutations o € Sp; here sgno
denotes the sign of the permutation 0. We write

1
Alty(F) (21, ..., Tp) = o > sgu(o)F(xy, ..., wp)
T oES,

for the antisymmetrizer Alt,; it takes a function F': X? — R into an antisymmetric one.
If F: XP — R is a given function, then
P

(1) Sp1 F (@0, s p) = > (1) F(x0, .o, B ooy ),

i=0
where £; means that x; is omitted, defines a function §,_1 F : XPtl 5 R. For any p > 1 the map F — Op—1F
is linear, it is called the (Kolmogorov-Alexander-Spanier) coboundary operator of order p — 1. It satisfies

(2) opodp-1=0, p=1,
and
3) Sp_10Alt, = Alty 106, 1, p>1.

Clearly dp1 = 0.
Let C be a space of real valued functions on X. We write C° := C, and for p > 1 define
(4) CP .= span{Altp+1(f0 [ fl KR fp) : fo cC DR and f17 . 7fp S C}

To the elements of CP we refer as elementary p-functions. It is not difficult to see that for any p > 1 and
fi,--., fp € C we have

(5) Sp—1 Altp(f1 @ @ fp) = (p+ DAl (1® 1@ @ fp).
Evaluated at (zo, 21, ...,¥p) € XP*! this equals

1
(6) Alty(Sof1(20,) ® -+ @ b0 fp(w0,)) (@1, s 2p) = o det [(do fi(zo, 7))} j—1]-

Now suppose that X is a topological space. We call a family N, = (Np)p>0 a system of diagonal
neighborhoods for X if
(i) the Ny, p > 0, are open neighborhoods of the diagonal diag, := {(o,...,70) : ¥o € X} in D CGans
respectively,
(ii) the N, are symmetric in the sense that for any m € Sp4q1 and any (xo,...,xp) € N, we have

(Iﬂ.(o), ...,.’L'ﬂ.(p)) S Np,
(ili) for any p > 1, any (zo,...,xp) € N, and any 0 < i < p we have (zo, ..., &, ..., Tp) € Np_1.

See for instance [2I], Section 1].

Remark 2.1.

(i) Note that we have Ny = X.
(i) For the purposes of this article it is convenient to define the neighborhoods N, as open sets.
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Ezample 2.1. If (X, 0) is a metric space, then for any € > 0 the sets

(7) Ny(e) == {(0, ..., zp) € XPH1: oJnax o(@i, ;) < e}

form a system N.(g) = (N,(¢))p>0 of diagonal neighborhoods for X.
We set
®) (V) = P, p 0.

By ) and (B) we have
8p: CP(N,) = CPTH(Nyy1), p>0.

Taking into account (2)), we obtain the following.
Theorem 2.1. For any system N, = (N,)p>0 of diagonal neighborhoods the sequence
9) 0 — CO(Np) 22 Y (Ny) 2 . 2 er(N,) s .
is a cochain comple.
As usual, we write (C*(N.), d.) with C*(V.) = (CP(Np))p>0 and 0, = (dp)p>0 for the complex in ().
Remark 2.2. The complex (C*(N.),d,) is “non-local” in the sense that the operators §, are non-local.

Remark 2.3. If A is a vector subspace of C, then the spaces A”(NN,), analogously defined using (@) and (&),
are subspaces of the spaces C?(N,), we have

3y : AP(Np) = APTH(Npy1), p 20,
and (A*(N.),ds) is a subcomplex of (C*(N,), d.).
With the agreement that §_; := 0, we write
(10) H”C*(N*) := ker 5p|cp(Np)/im5p,1|cp(Np).
for the p-th cohomology of [@), p > 0.

Remark 2.4. In the special case that (X, ) is a metric space and N, = N,(¢) is as defined in (@) the
parameter € > 0 determines the metric scale at which these cohomologies can detect structural features of
X, see for instance [6] [38] 50, 84]. In particular, it is well-known that for ¢ > diam(X) the cohomologies
HPC*(N,(g)), p > 1, are all trivial.

We recall [50, Proposition 3.2}, which is quickly seen.
Proposition 2.1. If C is an algebra, then for any p > 1 we have

(11) C? =span{G dp—1 Alt,(fi®---® fp) : g€ CHBR and fi,..., fp €C},
where
G(xo, T1,y .oy Tp) == p+12gajZ geCa®R.
Moreover, for any g € C@® R and fi, ..., fp € C the identities
(12) (p+1)gop-1 Alty(fr®- - ® fp)
=Alty 1 (9@ f1 @@ fp)+ Y Aty (1@ A1@ @ (frg) @ @ f)

k=1
and
(13) Op(Gop—1 Alty(f1 @ @ fp)) = 0p Alty11(9®@ f1® -+ ® fp)
hold.

We also recall [50, Lemma 6.2]. Similarly as before, writing fg means that f; is omitted.

Lemma 2.1. For any p>1 and fo,..., f € C ® R we have
P

(14) Aty (fo® L@ ® f,) = Z ) fe @ Alty(fo® -+ @ fr @+ @ fp).
é:O



3. LOCALIZATION MAPS IN THE MANIFOLD CASE

Suppose that X = M is a smooth manifold, C = C°(M) and N, = (Np)p>0 is a system of diagonal
neighborhoods. As usual, the tangent and cotangent space at x € M are denoted by T, M and T;M,
respectively.

Given p > 1 and € M, we define a linear map X, : C*(N,) — APT M by

P
Oty --- 0ty
for all vy, ...,vp, € Ty M, where the ; are smooth curves in M such that v;(0) = z and %;(0) = v;, i = 1, ..., p.
This construction is classical and well known, see for instance [2I, Section 1] or [84) Section 2]. Given

Ie CO(NO) = CSO(M)v let )‘O,m(f) = f(‘r)
Remark 3.1. For p > dim M we have APTM = {0} and X, , is just the zero map.

(15) )‘p@(F) = F(xvvl(tl)v "'7/7p(tp))|t1:m:tp:07 Fe Cp(Np)v

Similarly as before, we slightly rearrange things. Let dy ., f denote the differential of f € C at x € M.
Lemma 3.1. Letp>1, g€ C®R, fi,...,fp € C and x € M. Then we have

(16) )\p,m(gép—l Altp(fl (SR fp)) = g(l’)do)mfl JARVAN do)mfp.
Proof. From ([I3)) it is obvious that
(17) Apa(g @A, (1@ @ fp) =g(x)dosfi Ao Ado g fp-

By ([I2) we find that
(P + D)X (901 Altp(f1 © -~ @ f))

= Ao (Altpi1 (9@ f1® @ ) + D Apa(Alty1(1® fr® - @ (frg) ® -+ @ f)).
k=1

By (@) and (I7) the first summand on the right-hand side is seen to equal

P
)‘P,w (9 ® (Altp(fl Q@ fp)) + Z(_l)g)‘p@ (fé ® Altp(g ® fl DGR fé Q- fp))
=1
p —_—
=g(@)doafi A Ndoafp+ ¥ (=) fe(@)doag Adosfi Ao Adosfe Ao Ndoafy).
=1
Using (I3 and the Leibniz rule for dy, it follows that
)\pyw(AItp.H(l RfLIR - ® (fkg) Q- ® fp))
= d07mf1 JARVAN dO,m(fkg) JANAN do)mfp

= g(m)d07mf1 TANAN dQ@f}C VANAN do)mfp — (—1)kfk($)d0)mg A dO,mfl AN dQ@f}C TANAN do)mfp.

Summing over k =1, ..., p and adding the sum to the above, we obtain (IG]). O

Setting \p(F)(z) := A\po(F), x € M, for any F € C?(N,), we obtain linear maps
(18) Ap i CP(Np) — Q2(M)
for all integers p > 0.

We write QP (M) for the space of compactly supported smooth p-forms on M and d,, : QP(M) — QPF1(M)
for the exterior derivative acting on Q2(M). For p = 0 this is consistent with the above notation do . in
the sense that dy . f equals dof, evaluated at z. For p > dim M the spaces QE(M) are trivial, Remark Bl

The deRham complex with compact supports is denoted by (Q%(M),d,), where Qi (M) = (Q2(M))p>0 and
d. = (dp)p>0. We agree to set d_; := 0 and with this agreement, write

(19) HPQ*(M) = kerdph’)p(M)/imdp71|glp71(M)

for the p-th deRham cohomology with compact supports, p > 0. See [T, Section I.1].
We recall the well-known link between the elementary complex and the deRham complex in the following
variant.
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Theorem 3.1. Let M be a smooth manifold, C = C°(M) and let N, = (N,)p>0 be a system of diagonal
neighborhoods.

(1) For any integer p > 0 the map X\, in (I8) is a linear surjection.

(i) The family A = (A\p)p>0 defines a cochain map Ay : (C*(Ny),d:) = (Q5(M), ds), that is,

dpodp=Apy106p, p=>0.
In particular, it induces well-defined linear maps
A, HPC*(N.) — HPQ (M), p=>0,
between the cohomologies (I0) and (I9).

Proof. Statement (i) is easily seen using a partition of unity and local coordinates, together with (&), ()
and ([I8). To see statement (ii), it suffices to verify it for F' € CP(N,) of the form F = §d,_1 Alt,(f1Q---® fp).
For such F' we observe that

dp o \p(F') = dp(gdofir A ... Ndo fp) = dog ANdofir A ... Ndo fp
and by ([I3) also
Apt1 © 5p(F) = Apt1 (51, Altp i1 (g QLR - ® fp)) =dog Ndofi N ... Ndofp.
O

The basic definition (3] is based on differentiable curves. To define differential p-forms and localization
maps A, satisfying an analog of Theorem 3.1 on more non-smooth and possible fractal spaces, we investigate
differential complexes based on local Dirichlet forms, [§], and then prove a non-local-to-local approximation,
which is of independent interest. Identity (IG) can then serve as a definition, and we can rely on the
approximation result to ensure that this definition is correct. This point of view may be regarded as an
energy based variant of (I3)).

4. LOCAL COMPLEXES OF DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

4.1. Fields of Hilbert spaces. We recall some terminology, notation and well-known facts around mea-
surable fields of Hilbert spaces. Standard references are [25] and [89].

Let (X, X) be a measurable space. To a collection H = (H;).ex of Hilbert spaces (Hy, () ) we refer
as a field of Hilbert spaces on X. The elements of the product [], .y H, are called sections of H.

A field of Hilbert spaces H = (H,)zcx on X, together with a subspace M(H) of the product [], .y H,
is called a measurable field of Hilbert spaces on X, if

(i) a section w = (wz)zex from [], .y H, is an element of M(H) if and only if the function z
(Wi, &) gy, on X is measurable for any § = (£2)zex € M(H),
(ii) there is a countable set {&;}5°, C M(H) such that for all x € X the span of {; ,}32, is dense in
H,.
See [25], Part II, Chapter 1, Definition 1 and Remark 3]. The sections contained in M(H) are referred to as
the measurable sections of H.

It is not difficult to see that if (H,),ecx is a measurable field of Hilbert spaces on X and A € X, then
(Hy)zea, endowed with the space of measurable sections M(H) := {£]4 : € € M(H)}, is a measurable field
of Hilbert spaces on A. See [25] p. 165].

In the sequel let H be a measurable field of Hilbert spaces with space M(H) of measurable sections as
above.

A countable set {&; : i =1,2,...} C M(H) of measurable sections & = (& »)zex is called a measurable
orthonormal frame for H if at each x € X with dim H, = 400 the collection {£, : i = 1,2,...} is an
orthonormal basis of H, and at each z € X with d(z) := dim H, < +o0 the collection {&1 4, ..., &4(a),2} is an
orthonormal basis of H, and &, = 0, i > d(x). A measurable orthonormal frame for H always exists, [25]
Part II, Chapter 1, Proposition 1].

It is easily seen that if w = (wy)zex is an element of M(H) and ¢ is a measurable function on X, then
gw := (g(z)ws )zex again defines an element of M(H).

Now let it be a o-finite measure on X. Let L(X, 1) denote the space of u-equivalence classes of measurable
functions on X and L°(X, H, i) the space of p-equivalence classes of measurable sections of H. Then, given
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g € L°%(X,p) and w € L%(X, H, ), the product gw is again a well-defined element of L°(X, H, ). Given
w, & € LY(X, H, 1), we agree to

(20) write (w, &) for the well-defined p-equivalence class © — (wz, &) g

where (w,).ex and (£;)zex are arbitrary versions of the p-equivalence classes w and &.
We say that two measurable fields of Hilbert spaces H = (H,)zex and H = (H,).cx on X are essentially
isometric if there are a set N € X with u(N) = 0 and a collection ® = {®;},cx\n of linear isometries

®,: H, — ﬁz, r € X \ N, such that a section w = (wz)zex\n Of (Hz)zex\n is measurable if and only if

(®2(wz))zex\n is a measurable section of (Hy),ex\n. We then call ® an essential isometry from H onto

H outside N.
A measurable section w = (wy)zex € M(H) is said to be square integrable with respect to p if

2 2
memmm:LWMMJw@<+w

We write (L%(X, H, i), ”'HL?(X,H”LL)) for the direct integral of H, that is, the Hilbert space of p-equivalence
classes of square integrable sections. See [25, Part II, Chapter 1, Section 5] or [89] Chapter IV, Section
8. f we L3(X,H,pn) and g € L>®°(X,p), then gw € L?(X,H,p). If ® is an essential isometry from H
onto H outside some set of zero measure, then ® induces a unique linear isometry from L?(X, H, ) onto
L2(X, H, p).

Given 1 < r < 400, we can introduce Banach spaces L™ (X, T*X, 1) of p-equivalence classes of r-integrable

(respectively essentially bounded) sections in a straightforward manner, see for instance [49, Section 3] or
[52, Section 6].

4.2. Local Dirichlet forms. Let (X, X, ) be a o-finite measure space. By a quadratic form (£,D(£))
on L?(X,u) we mean a densely defined and nonnegative definite symmetric bilinear form on L?(X,u). A
quadratic form (€, D(€)) on L*(X, ) is said to be closed if D(E), endowed with the norm

F= EE) + 1120 )M

is a Hilbert space. In general the map — £(f)'/? is a only seminorm on D(£). A quadratic form (£, D(E))
on L2(X, u) is said to have the Markov property if for any Lipschitz function F : R — R with F(0) = 0 and
f € D(E) we have F(f) € D(E) and E(F(f)) < Lip(F)2E(f). A Dirichlet form (£,D(€)) on L?(X,u) is a
closed quadratic form (£, D(£)) on L?(X, 1) which has the Markov property. See [8, Chapter I, Section 1].

Let (£,D(€)) be a Dirichlet form on L?(X,u) and let bX denote the space of bounded measurable
functions. We write

(21) B:=bxND(E)

for the space of bounded measurable functions on X whose p-equivalence classes are elements of D(€) and,
given f € B, understand the notation £(f) as the evaluation of £ at the u-equivalence class of f. The space
B is an algebra, [8, Chapter I, Corollary 3.3.2].

We say that (£,D(€)) admits a carré du champ T if for any f € B there is some I'(f) € L'(X, u) such
that

(22) E(h ) = 5EGRm = [ BT dn neB,

[8, Chapter I, Definition 4.1.2]. By polarization and approximation I" extends to a continuos nonnegative
definite symmetric bilinear map I' from D(&) x D(&) into L*(X, p).

A Dirichlet form (€, D(£)) is called local if for any f € D(E) and any F, G € C°(R) with disjoint supports
we have E(F(f) — F(0),G(f) — G(0)) = 0, [8, Chapter I, Definition 5.1.2]. If it is local and admits a carré
du champ T, then for any f € D(E) we have

(23) aﬁ:Lmﬁw,

[8, Chapter I, Proposition 6.1.1]. Under the same hypotheses a chain rule holds: Given f1, ..., fin, g1,y gn €
D(€), F € CY(R™) with F(0) = 0 and G € C'(R") with G(0) = 0 and such that both F and G have
7



uniformly bounded partial derivatives, the identity

(24) L(F(f1, s fm), G(g1, - gn) ZZ fl,. ,fm) (gl,. - 9n)C(fis )
=1 j=1
holds in the p-a.e. sense. See [T1] or the expositions in [8, Chapter I, Corollary 6.1.3] or [35, Theorem 3.2.2].
In the special case m = n = 1 this remains true for Lipschitz F' and G with F(0) = 0 and G(0) = 0, [8|
Chapter I, Corollary 7.1.2].
The main assumption in this section is the following.

Assumption 4.1. We assume that (X, X, u) is a o-finite measure space, that L?(X, u1) is separable and that
(€,D(€)) is a local Dirichlet form on L?(X, ;1) admitting a carré du champ T

Let Assumption [4] be in force and recall ([ZI)). We call a pair (H,dy) a first order structure associated
with (£,D(E)) if

(i) H = (H;)zex is a measurable field of Hilbert spaces on X,
(ii) dp is a linear map from B into L?(X, H, ;1) such that
(25) <d0f7 dOg>Ht = F(fa g)(x) for p-a.e. r € Xa

(iii) the space span{gdof : f € B} is dense in L?(X, H, ).
We call two first order structures (H, dy) and (H', dj)) associated with (£, D(E)) essentially isometric if there
is an essential isometry ® = {®,},cx\n from H onto H' outside a p-null set N € A’ and for any f € B we
have djy f = ®(dof) in the p-a.e. sense.

Our starting point is the following variant of [28, Chapter III, Theorem 3.11].

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumption [{-1] be in force. There is a first order structure (T*X,dy) associated with
(E,D(E)), and it is unique up to essential isometry. We have

(26) do(fg) = fdog+ gdof, f,g€B.
Remark 4.1.

(i) The fibers T¥X of T*X = (T X),ex may be seen as generalized cotangent spaces and the operator
dop may be seen as a generalized exterior derivative of order zero.

(ii) Assumption L] seems convenient since it covers a variety of applications. Under more restrictive
hypotheses one can adopt a point of view similar to [5, Definitions 3.1.1 and 3.1.3] and start from
an algebra of functions and a local carré du champ operator I whose values are pointwise defined
functions. One can then use [28, Chapter III, Theorem 3.9] to obtain less technical variants of
Theorem [£.1] and subsequent results. This has been implemented in [66].

(iii) Under the stated assumptions the operator dy extends to a closed unbounded linear operator dy
from L?(X, p) into L?(X,T*X, u) with domain D(€), and the closedness of the operator (do, D(£))
is equivalent to the closedness of (£, D(€)). Up to an essential isometry of first order structures, the
direct integral L?(X,T*X, ) and the operator dy agree with the Hilbert space and the derivation
introduced in [19], see for instance [52] Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.5]. A related approach was
investigated in [95], see in particular [95, Definition 52, Proposition 57 and Theorem 60].

An outline of the proof of Theorem 1] can be found in [§, Chapter V, Exercise 5.9], a complete proof is
given in |28 p. 164-167]. To prepare notation for later arguments, we recall some key elements of this proof:
Under Assumption Bl the space D(£) is separable with respect to the seminorm £'/2. Using the Markov
property, we can find a sequence (px)r>1 C B whose span

(27) A= span({x }r>1)
is £1/2-dense in B, see [35, Theorem 1.4.2]. Let z — L'(4;, ©;)(x) be versions of the p-equivalence classes
[(pi, ;) such that for any N € N and z € X the matrix (I'(i,0;))f;=; is symmetric and non-negative

definite over QY and consequently also over RY. Then for any u,v € A the map x f(u,v)(m) is well-

defined as a version of I'(u,v), and for each z € X the map (u,v) — I'(u,v)(z) is a nonnegative definite
symmetric bilinear form on A. Now let z € X be fixed. The definition

(28) lullpx = Fu,u)(@)'?, ue A,
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gives a pre-Hilbert norm on the quotient space A/ ker ||-|| ;. . We write (T X, (-, )7 ) for the Hilbert space
obtained as the completion of the quotient with respect to ||-|| ;.. Given f € A, we denote its equivalence
class in A/ ker[|-[| ;. y by do.f. It follows that

(29) (docf,dowg)rex =T(f,9)@), f.g€A

This defines a field

T°X = (T} X)sex
of Hilbert spaces on X. When endowed with the space M(T*X) of all sections w € [], .y T X for which
all functions = — (wz, doo )7y f € A, are measurable, 7% X becomes a measurable field of Hilbert spaces

on X. This follows from [25] Part II, Chapter 1, Section 4, Proposition 4]. Since for any f € A the section
dof := (doof)zex is in M(T*X) and

(30) Ido N7 (x e x ) = E(F)

by 3) and (29), the map f ~ dof extends uniquely to a linear map doy from B into L?(X,T*X, )
which satisfies (B0) for all f € B. Taking limits in ([29) gives ([28). The density of span{gdpf : f,g € B} in
L?(X,T*X, ) is easily seen using approximation and a totality argument, the product rule (28] follows from
[24). The proof of uniqueness up to essential isometry uses (28], the separability of B and the aforementioned
density, see [28] p. 166/167].

Remark 4.2. As a particular consequence of Theorem H.Il the pair (T*X,d), determined up to essential
isometry, is independent of the choice of the sequence (pk)k>1-

4.3. Local complexes. In what follows let Assumption 1] be in force, let (T*X,dy) be a first order
structure associated with (£, D(€)) as in Theorem 1] and let A be as in ([21)).

For any fixed z € X and integer p > 1 let APT;* X be the p-fold exterior product of the vector space T X.
We endow APT X with the scalar product

(31) (V1 A e Avp,wr A A wp>ApT;X := det|({v;, wj>T;X)f,j:1]7

vi,wj € TX, and write APT* X for the completion of APT*X with respect to (-, )arTs x+ See for instance
|91, Chapter V, Section 1]. Obviously A'T*X = T*X.

Using (31)) it is straightforward to see that span{do .fi A ... Adozfp: fi1,.... fp € A} is dense in APT} X
and therefore also in APT*X. Set M (T*X) := M(T*X) and for p > 2, let MP(T*X) denote the space
of all elements w = (ws)zex of [[,cx f\pT;X for which all functions & — (wz,doefi A ... Adofp)
fi,.., fp € A, are measurable. For any p > 1 we set

(32) OP(A) :=span{gdofi A ... Ndofp: f1,-s [pEA g€ ADR}.

LAemma 4.1. Let Assumption [{-1] be in force. For any p > 1 and x € X the collection APT*X =
(APTX)pex, endowed with MP(T*X) as space of measurable sections, is a measurable field of Hilbert
spaces on X . Moreover, QP(A) C MP(T*X).

APTEX)

Proof. For any f1,..., fp, 91, ..., gp € A the function
xr — <d07mf1 VAR do)mfp, dO,mgl VANPYWAN dO@gl’>APT;X

is measurable by 29) and (BI). Using [25] Part II, Chapter 1, Section 4, Proposition 4 and its proof] we
obtain the first statement. The second statement is immediate. O

For an element w = (wy)gex of QP (A) of the form w = gdy f1A...Adp f, we have the pointwise representation

(33) Wy = g(.I) dO,mfl A A d()@fp, e X.
We write
(34) QP(A)y = {ws: we QAL

Our next goal is to “replace” the vector space A in [B2)) by a suitable subalgebra C O A of B. Some
preparations are needed.



Given v =v1 A ... Ay € APT;X and w = wi A ... Awg € AIT; X with vy, w; € Ty X, their wedge product
(35) VAW I=U1 AL AU Awr AL A wg

is an element of APT¢T*X. We observe the following properties of the wedge product, a proof is given in
Appendix [Al
Lemma 4.2. Let Assumption[{.1] be in force and p,q > 1.

(i) For any z € X, v € APT X and w € AT X we have

(p+9)
(36) ||1) A w”AerqT;X = W ||’U||APT;X ”w”AqT;X )

and (33) extends to a unique bilinear map A : APT*X x NT*X — APTIT*X satisfying the same
estimate.

(ii) Given w € MP(T*X) and n € M4 (T*X), the section

(37) WAN = (Wy ANy )wex

is measurable, w An € MPTI(T*X).

(iii) Given w € LY(APT*X,u) and n € LO(AYT*X, i), their wedge product w A0, defined using arbitrary
versions in ([37), is a well-defined element of L°(APTIT*X, p1).

(iv) Given w € L2*(APT*X, u) and n € L>®(AIT*X, i), we have w An € L2 (APHIT*X, 1), and similarly
with the roles of w and n swapped.

We make the following additional assumption.

Assumption 4.2. We assume that C is an £'/?-dense subalgebra of B and I'(f) € L>°(X, u) for all f € C.

Assumption is a sufficient condition to guarantee that Lemma (iv) applies to all differentials df,
f € C. Under Assumption we may and do assume that

(38) (pr)k>1 C C is such that A = span({pg }r>1) is dense in B.

Indeed, D(£) being £'/2-separable, also its subset C is £'/2-separable, so that we can find (px)x>1 C C with
span A being £1/2-dense in C and therefore also £'/2-dense in D(E).
Let Assumption be satisfied. For any p > 1 we set

(39) OP(C) :=span{gdofi A...Ndofp: f1,..,[p €C, g€ CDR}.
An inductive application of Lemma [L2] (iv) justifies definition ([B9) and implies that
(40) QP(C) € LAHAPT*X, ) N L=¥(APT* X, p), p> 1.

We refer to the elements of QP (C) as elementary p-forms associated with the algebra C. Clearly

QP(A) C QP(C).
Lemma 4.3. Suppose that Assumptions[].1] and [{.9 hold and that A is as in (38). Then for any p > 1 the
space QP(A) is dense in L?(X, APT*X, 1), and consequently the same is true for QP(C).

Proof. Suppose that w € L?(X, APT*X, ) is such that

/X g(ac) <wm, dO,acfl AN dovﬁfP>APT;X /L(dl‘) = (w, gdofi A ... A dOfP>L2(X,1A\PT*X,;L) =0

for all fi,...,fp € Aand g € A@® R. This is possible only if for any fixed fi, ..., f, € A the signed measure
(Way do,z f1 A oo A doz fp) pppe x #(dx) is the zero measure, note that since A is dense in L?(X, p), indicators
of sets of finite measure can be approximated pointwise p-a.e. by functions from 4. This can happen only if

(41) (wm, dO,acfl VANRAN do@fp>APTz"X =0
at p-a.e. © € X. We can find a set Z € X of measure zero such that (4I) holds for all fi,...,f, €
spang ({¢x}r>1) and all » € X \ Z. But this implies that (@) holds for all fi,..., f, € Aand all z € X \ Z,

therefore w, = 0 at all such z and consequently w = 0 in L?(X, APT*X, ). O
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We introduce exterior derivatives of higher order by a mimicry of the classical definition. Let Assumption
be satisfied. If C contains the constants, then by locality we have

(42) dol = 0;

in this case we write Q°(C) := C. If C does not include the constants, we write Q°(C) := C ® R and extend
do to a linear operator dp : Q°(C) — QY(C) by setting

do(f"—C)::dof, fEC,CG[R,
this implies (2). For p > 1, fi,..., fp € C and g € C & R we define

dp(g d0f1 VATAN dOfp) = dog N dOfl VARTAN dOfp

and extend d, to a linear map d, : QP(C) — QPTY(C). It satisfies d, o d,—1 = 0. This gives the following
observation.

Theorem 4.2. Let Assumptions[].1] and[{.2 be in force. Then the sequence

(43) 0— Q%) 2 le) 2 . T are) I .

is a cochain complez.
Similarly as before, we write (2*(C), d,) for the complex in ([@3)).

Remark 4.3. The complex (2*(C),d.) is “local” in the sense that the operators d, are local.
With the agreement that d_; := 0, we write

(44) HPQ(C) = ker dp|ar(c)/ im dp—1|ar-1(c)-

for the p-th cohomology of {@3)), p > 0.

Ezxample 4.1. Suppose that X = M is a smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and u is a measure on
M having a strictly positive smooth density with respect to the Riemannian volume. Then (M, u) is referred
to as a weighted manifold, [42, Definition 3.17]. Consider the Dirichlet integral

(45) &) = [ 190l utdo). 1 D)

where D(E) := W (M) is the closure of C°(M) in the space W!(M) of all f € L*(M) with ||V £z,
in L?(M, u) and with norm f (||f||ig(M1#) + ||Vf||iz(M7#))1/2. Then Assumption ] holds, note that
L(f) = [[Vfl|Z,. With C = C2°(M) also Assumption is satisfied. At p-a.e. x € M the spaces T M
in Theorem H1] seen as vector spaces, coincide with the classical cotangent spaces. In particular, we have
APT*M = {0}, p > n, at p-a.e. © € M, in line with Remark Bl The spaces QP(C°(M)) are the spaces
QP (M) of compactly supported smooth p-forms, d, is the exterior derivative and [@3]) and (@4 coincide with
the deRham complex and the deRham cohomologies with compact supports (9.

Ezample 4.2. Suppose that (X, ) is a complete separable metric space endowed with a Borel probability
measure 4 having finite second moment. Let (£, D(£)) be the Cheeger energy as defined in [3] formula (1.1)],
and assume it is quadratic. Then it is a local Dirichlet form, and the algebra C := Lip,(X) of bounded
Lipschitz functions is dense in D(E), [3, Proposition 4.10]. Both Assumptions 1] and are satisfied.
In this situation I'(f) = |V f|2, where |V f|. denotes the minimal relaxed gradient of f € D(£); it is well
known that under the stated hypotheses it can be replaced by Cheeger’s gradient, [17], or the minimal upper
gradient of f, [83]. See also [67].

Under the additional assumption that (X, o, u) satisfies the RCD(K, 0o)-condition with some K € R a
theory of differential complexes was studied in [39, Section 3.5]. There the closability of exterior derivations,
[39, Theorem 3.5.2 ii)], was ensured by the lower Ricci curvature bound, [39] Remark 3.5.3], and a version

of the Hodge theorem was proved, [39, Theorem 3.5.15].

Remark 4.4. In general the exterior derivations d, of order p > 1 may not necessarily be closable, see for
instance [55] for a counterexample.
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4.4. Comments on regularity and change of measure. Recall that if (X, p) is a locally compact
separable metric space and p is a nonnegative Radon measure on X with full support, then a Dirichlet form
(E,D(€)) on L*(X,p) is said to be regular, [35], if C.(X) N D(E) is dense both in D(E) and in C.(X). A
regular Dirichlet form (€, D(€)) is said to be strongly local if E(f,g) = 0 for all f,g € C.(X) ND(E) such
that g is constant on a neighborhood of supp f. Strong locality implies locality in the sense of Subsection
4.2

One way to satisfy Assumptions 1] and is to use the interplay of suitable “coordinates” and specific
measures. This idea is well known, and it is robust enough to cover even very non-classical situations, as the
following example shows.

Example 4.3. Let K C R? denote the Sierpinski gasket and (£, F) the standard resistance form on K,
[60, [62] [88]. We use the associated resistance metric on K. Let hq,hy € F be harmonic on K without the
vertex points pg, p1,p2 of its convex hull, h; having boundary values one at vertex p; and zero at py and
p2, and hg having boundary values one at vertex ps and zero at the other two. Let v, denote the energy
measure of h;, [68 [35]. The finite measure v := vy, + vp, is called Kusuoka’s measure. The bilinear form
(€, F) is a strongly local regular Dirichlet form on L?(K,v) admitting a carré du champ T', and the map
h = (h1,hs) from K onto h(K) C R? is a homeomorphism, [61} 92]. It is well known that in this situation
v-a.a. spaces T, K have dimension one, [68]. The space Z of cylindrical functions of the form f = Foh
with F € C}(R?) is an algebra, dense in F, [61} [02], and, by Stone-Weierstrass, uniformly dense in C(K).
Since I'(h;) < 1, i = 1,2, the chain rule 24)) gives T'(f) € L>°(K,v) for all elements f of Z. The preceding
statements on the density of Z remain true if C}(R?) is replaced by CF(R¥), k =2, ..., +o0.

We now reset notation and, similarly as in [87], take two identical copies Kj, (E(j),}'j), vj, ro, Z;,
7 = 1,2, of these objects and consider products: We endow K; x Ko with the product metric and the
product measure v; ® vo. We define

(46) E(f) = /K EO)(f (1, ) (dy) + /K EM(F(-,2))wa(dis)

for all f from the space D(€) of all f € L?(K; x Ka,11 ® 13) such that for vj-a.e. x1 € K; we have
f(z1,-) € Fy and for ve-a.e. 29 € Ky we have f(-,22) € F1, and for which right-hand side in (6] is finite, cf.
[8, Chapter V, Definition 2.1.1]. The product Dirichlet form (£, D(£)) has a carré du champ T, it satisfies

(47) T(f1 ® fo)(a1,72) = fi(x1) TP (f2)(w2) + fala2) TV (f1)(21)

for all f; € Fi, i =1,2. The space C := Z; ® Z of all finite linear combinations ), f1,r® for with f; € Zj,
interpreted in the usual sense that (>, fix ® for)(@1,22) = Yop fre(x1) for(®2), (21,22) € K1 x Ko, is
an algebra under pointwise multiplication. Again Stone-Weierstrass can be used to see that C is uniformly
dense in C(K; x K3), its density in D(E) is straightforward from (@6]). So the form (£, D(£)) is regular. Its
strong locality is easily seen, too. For f; € Z;, j = 1,2, we have I'(f1 ® f2) € L™ (K1 x Ka,11 ® 1), and
bilinear extension preserves this property. Consequently Assumptions ] and are satisfied for Ky x Ko,
v1®va, (€,D(€)) and C. It is quickly seen that at 1) ®ve-a.e. (z1,72) € K1 x Ky the space T(,, 4,) (K1 x Ka)
is two-dimensional, consequently 25(C) is nontrivial.

The idea mentioned above may be used in more general situations. We briefly recall that if (£, D(€)) is
an arbitrary strongly local regular Dirichlet form, then one can choose a suitable core and perform a change
of measure to obtain a local Dirichlet form (€', D(€’)) and an algebra C for which Assumptions 1] and
are satisfied. This means that, “up to a change of measure”, the preceding construction of local complexes
“works for any strongly local Dirichlet form”.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that (X, ) is a locally compact separable metric space, p a nonnegative Radon
measure on X with full support and (€,D(E)) is a strongly local reqular Dirichlet form on L*(X,p). Then
there are an algebra C C C.(X)ND(E), dense in D(E) and in C.(X), and a finite Borel measure ' on X
such that (€,C) is closable on L*(X,u') and its closure is a local Dirichlet form (£',D(E')) on L*(X,u')

satisfying Assumptions[{-1] and and E'|lc = €&lc.

Theorem is not new at all, see for instance [34, B35l [36] [69] for variants and related statements. For
the convenience of the reader we sketch a proof in Appendix [Bl
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5. NON-LOCAL-TO-LOCAL APPROXIMATIONS

Under suitable circumstances the quantities © — (Wa, Ne) \pps x With w,n € QP(C) appear as limits of
analogous quantities in terms of elementary p-functions.

5.1. Assumptions. The basic assumption in this section is the following, it implies Assumption 411

Assumption 5.1. We assume that (X, p) is a locally compact separable metric space, p a nonnegative Radon
measure on X with full support and (€, D(£)) a strongly local regular Dirichlet form on L?(X, u) with carré
du champ T'.

Given p > 1, we call j(z,dy) a generalized kernel from X to B(X)®P if for any Borel subset A € B(X)®P
of X? the map z + j(z, A) defines an element of L°(X, ) with values in [0, 4+00] and for any Borel subset
B € B(X) the map A [ j(x, A)u(dy) is a Borel measure on X?.

We impose a second assumption regarding the choice of suitable generalized kernels and algebras.

Assumption 5.2. There are a directed set © and generalized kernels jg(z, dy), 6 € O, from X to B(X), and
a subalgebra C of D(£) N Cy(X) such that

(i) For each 0 € © the kernel jg(z, dy) is p-symmetric in the sense that
(48) Jo(, dy)pu(d) = jo(y, dx)u(dy),

(ii) the algebra C is dense in dense in D(€) and dense in L' (X, u),
(ili) for any f € C the functions

(49) s To(f)(x) = /X (F(2) — F4)dolx.dy), €O,

are in L'(X, u) and satisfy

(50) lim | Doy = (1),

(iv) for any sufficiently small e > 0 we have

G1) i [ [ (4(a) - f@)Pin(edyntdn) =0, fec
€9 Jx JB(ze)e
The limit relations (B0) and (GBI are interpreted in the sense of convergent nets, [59, Chapter 2]. This
formulation plays no particular role and is used only to accommodate the different notations for corresponding
limits in specific realizations below. Likewise, it is only for the sake of easier referencing in specific realizations
that we formulate (@9), (50) and (EI) primarily for C.
If (B0) holds for sufficiently many functions, then (&I) is immediate from strong locality.

Lemma 5.1. Let Assumption [l and Assumption 52 (i), (i1), (i) be satisfied. Assume in addition that
for all f € D(E)NCu(X) the function Ty(f), defined as in [Z3), is in L' (X, ) and satisfies {50). Then also
Assumption [52 (iv) holds.

Given a set A C X, we write A, := {z € X : dist(z, A) < ¢} for its e-parallel set.

Proof. We first claim that for any nonnegative ¢ € D(E) N C.(X) we have

(52) lim | ()i, Blr. ) )uldz) = 0.

If the complement of (supp @) is empty, then this is clear. Assume that it is not empty and choose
X € D(E)NC.(X) such that 0 < x < 1, x = 1 on a small open neighborhood of supp ¢ and supp x C (Supp ¢)e.
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It follows that

liréle%lp /X e(@)jo(x, B(x,€)*)pu(dr) zlirélesglp /X o(x) /B <m,5)c(X($) —x(¥))%Jo(x, dy)u(dz)

<tin [ o0 /X (x(@) — x())%o (@, dy)u(de)

= lim /X Lo (x) du

= /X eI'(x) dp.

The last equality can be seen from (22) and (&), see for instance the proof of [I3} (3.5) Lemma)] for the
small calculation. By the strong locality of £ the last line is zero, see [71], 1.5.2. Propriétés] or [35, Corollary
3.2.1]. This shows (52]).

Since for any f € C and any ¢ € D(€) N C(X) we have

oo [ U@ = 1) it dpta)] <151y [ 16t B2 )

the linear functional

et [ o) [ (@)~ 1) it dpiae)

6co X

is well-defined on D(£) N C.(X) and seen to be the zero functional. Consequently also its unique extension
to all of C.(X) is zero, and the result follows from the Riesz representation theorem for measures. O

Given € > 0 and f such that Ty(f) is defined, let

@ = [ (@) - 1) inledy), 6.

B(z,e)

Remark 5.1. Let Assumptions [5.1] and be satisfied and let € > 0.
For any f € D(€) N Cy(X) such that

(53) lm To(f) =T(f) in L(X, )

we have limpeo I‘és)(f) =T(f) in L*(X, ). This is clear from (EI).

A third, pragmatic assumption ensures the “boundedness of gradients”. Together with Assumptions [5.1]
and it implies Assumption

Assumption 5.3. For any f € C we have I'(f) € L>°(X, ) and

(54) sup [[To () oo (x,p) < F00.
6cO

Corollary 5.1. Let Assumptions 5.1, [5.2 and [5.3 be satisfied. If € > 0 is sufficiently small, then for any
f € C we have limgcg Fg:)(f) =T'(f) weakly* in L>(X, p), that is,

(55) lim [ g0 (7)du = /X gT(f) d,

for any g € LY(X, ).

Proof. Similarly as before ([22)), (&0), a small calculation and (GI)) show that for any f,g € C we have (B5).
Since

[ a0 dul < gl IPU ey 0 | [ aT607) il < gl 2 1o v

this extends to arbitrary g € L(X, p). O
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5.2. Pointwise convergence. Let D := () and
D, = {(z0,...,xp) € XP™' 1 z; = z; for some i # j}, p>1.
We complement (@) by defining, for any given zo € X,
Np o = {(21,..2p) € XP 1 (x0,21,....2p) € Np}

and
Dy o = {(z1, .., 2p) € XP 1 (z0,21,..., 2p) € Dy}
For fixed p > 1 and given 64, ...,0, € O, we use the notation

9= (01,....0,).
For any choice of Ay, ..., 4, € B(X) the product
(56) Jpa(@o, AL X - X Ap) = jg, (z0, A1) -~ o, (x0, Ap)

is an element of L(X, u(dxo)); we use the notation u(dzg) instead of u to indicate the integration variable.
This d§ﬁnes a generalized kernel j, 5(zo,d(z1, ..., 2p)) from X to B(X)®P. Note that for p = 1 we have
Ji,g = Jo-

We now, imprecisely speaking, consider the spaces L*(Np, 4, \ Dp,z0J,7(%0,")) and note that for any
fis- fp € C and g € Cp(X) the function (1, ...,2p) — Gop—1 Altp(f1i @ - - @ fp)(zo, X1, ..., Tp) is an element
of L2(Np 20\ Dp 205 Jp(20,+)). This is made precise by the following integrated statement, which is immediate
from [50, Lemma 4.1 (i)].

Lemma 5.2. Let Assumptions [0, [5.2 and [523 be satisfied, let N. = (Np)p>0 be a system of diagonal
neighborhoods, let p > 1 and f1,..., f, €C, g € Co(X). If ¢ € L' (X, p), then

/X ) @61 Alty (1 @+ 8 Jy)) 0, W, oDy 5, o0y H070)

p
< N9z TTITo il (x g l22 (p0-
i=1

If instead p € L (X, u), then for any i =1,...,p we have

[ 1@ 11 Aty © @ 1) @0 M, 5y 0 00)

< NglZup o ()12 TTITOUINE o xpo lol o0 (00

ki
Given a function 8 — ®(6), we write
57 lim ®(0) := lim --- lim (0
(57) feor ©) 0o1y€O  05()€O ©)

if the limit on the right-hand side exists and does not depend on the chosen order o € S, of individual limits.
We observe the following limit relation, which in particular gives a non-local-to-local convergence of
“cotangential structures” for fixed elements of CP(IN,).

Proposition 5.1. Let Assumptions 5.1, [5.2 and [5.3 be satisfied, let N, = (Np)p>0 be a system of diagonal
neighborhoods and let p > 1. For any fi,..., fp,h1,....,hp € C and g,k € Cp(X) we have

(58) <§5p*1 Altp(fl Q- ® fp)7E5p71 Altp(h’l Q- ® hp)>L2(Np,mo\Dp,zovjp,ﬁ(wox'))

= <(gd0f1 TANAN dofp)mo, (kdohl JANRAN dohp)$0>APT;OX
weakly* in L°°(X, p(dzo)). If (53) holds for all f € C, then the convergence (58) is in L' (X, p).

Proof. We prove (B8] in the weak* sense in L (X, u); the claimed L' (X, p)-variant follows by straightforward
modifications of the proof.

By ([28) and @I)) we have
(59) (gdofi A ... Ndofp, kdohy A ... A dohp>ApT;0X = g(zo)k(zo) det[(T(fi, h;)(%0))" ._,]

lim
ocoer

4,j=1
15



for p-a.e. g € X. Suppose that € > 0 is given. Writing the matrices in terms of their columns,

(i b))} gy = (05 (fio >>”1
= (( (fiuhl)_ 01 (fiuhl)) ( (fth))l 17"'7(F(fi7hp))f:1)

(0, (0 h) ~ T2 )y (0 )Y )
+ ...
(60) (05 i)y s T (oo 1)) 1y (PFishy) = T (Fis b))y )
By Corollary Bl and polarization we have

IH%F (fl, ;) =T(fi,h;) weakly™ in L=(X, p)
0,€

for all ¢ and j. Using Leibniz’ formula and (B4)), it follows that
(}32% o det [ (T (fishn) = D5 (fos b))y (D b))y s (DU )2, )]

= Sgn hm / L(fo1), h1) — (Ssl)(fa(1),h1))F(fg(2),h2) - T(fo(p), hp) du

oS,

=0

for any ¢ € L*(X,u). Analogous estimates show that also the remaining summands on the right-hands side
of (60) converge to zero weakly* in L>°(X, ), so that

lim det[(PS (fi, hy))? ;] = det[(D(fi, b)Y ;]

=E)
weakly* in L°°(X, ). Therefore, and again by Leibniz’ formula, (59) equals

%iergg(xo)k(zo) > sgn(ﬂ-)/B(zo,s).'./B(mg,s)(fﬂ'(l)(xl) = fry(@o)) (R (z1) — ha(20)) X

TES)
X (fr(p)(@p) = fr(p)(@0)) (hp(2p) — hp(0))Jo, (T0, d21) - - - Jo, (%0, dxp)

p
— i gleo)b(o) [ [ detl(fy (o) = £ [J(hite) — hatoo))x
0cO B(zo,e) B(xo,¢e) i=1
X jo, (zo,dz1) - - - ja, (z0, dzp)
(61) = lim g(xo)k(xo)/ / Alt, (00 fi(zo, ) ® ... ® do fp(z0,-))(z1, ..., Tp) X
9cO B(zo,e) B(zo,¢)

X Altp(50h1($0, ) ®... R 50hp($0, '))(Il, ...,.Ip)jel (.I(), dIl) i 'jgp (Io, d{Ep),

seen as weak* limits in L°°(X, u(dzo)). The last equality uses (@) and the fact that Alt, is an orthogonal
projection in L?(B(xg, )P \ Dp,z0,J,5(%0,")). By the equality of (5) and (6]) each of the integrals under the
limit in (61]) can be rewritten as

g($0)k($0) / 51,_1 Altp(fl ®..Q fp)($0, ey J,'p)ép_l Altp(hl ®..Q hp)($0, ey J,'p)j@)p(,fo, d(l‘l, ey ,Tp))
B(I(),E)p

To compare this last line to

(62) / g(.fo,...,.fp)E(.Io,..., )51) 1A1t (fl ® ®fp)(I0,..., )5;0 1A1t (h1® ®h )(.Io,...,fbp)x
B(;E(), )

X Jg.p(T0, d(1, ... Tp)),

note that, given arbitrary v > 0, we can choose € so small that

lg(z0)k(20) — G(T0, .oy 7p)k(20, ooy 2p)| <y for all zy,...,x, € B(zg,e).
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Integrating the two lines in question against ¢ € L' (X, uu(dzo)), the modulus of the difference of the resulting
integrals is bounded by

’7/ |g0($0)| |6p_1 Altp(fl ®...Q fp)($0, ey ,Tp)ép_l Altp(hl ®..Q hp)(,To, ey ,Tp)|><
X B(LE(), )p

X g p (@0, d(1, ooy ) ) ldizo)

1/2
<% (/ |<p(3:0)|/ (5p,1 Alt,(f1 @ ... @ fp)(zo, ..y a:p))ngyp(xo, d(x1, ...y a:p))u(dajo)> X
X B(zo,e)P

1/2
(/ ot [ <6p_1A1tp<h1®...@hpxxo,...,xp»%g,p(xo,d(xl,...,xpm(dxo)) .
X B(zo,e)P

By the preceding the limit along 6 € © of this last quantity is

1/2

7( [ 1l [<r<fi,fj>>f,j_1}du)l/2 ( [ 1ol [<r<m,hj>>f,j_1}du) |

and it can be made arbitrarily small by a suitable choice of v. This shows that (GI]) equals the limit of (62)).
We may assume that ¢ is small enough to have B(xzg,e)? C Np, so that another application of Lemma [5.]
gives the equality of (&I and

lim G(xoys ey Tp)Ip—1 Aty (f1 @ ... @ f)(T0y oy Tp) X
0€0 JNp oo \Dp,zg

X k(20, .+ Tp)dp—1 Alt,(h1 ® ... @ hy) (0, ..., Tp)j,5(@o, d(T1, s Tp)),

seen as weak* limits in L>°(X, u(dxop)). O
Setting
(63) Jpﬁ?(d(xov ceey T = » + 1 Z‘]ZD 9 Ika 'IOv ceey Ak; ey L )),U(d.fk), p Z 15

we obtain Borel measures J 5 on XP*1 symmetric in zo, ..., 7.

The following connection between the spaces L%(N, \ Dy, J. b, ;) and the direct integrals L?(X, APT* X, )
is immediate from Proposition [5.1] and its proof.

Corollary 5.2. Let Assumptions [, [5.2 and [5.3 be satisfied, let N. = (Np)p>0 be a system of diagonal
neighborhoods and let p > 1. If C C C.(X), then for any fi,..., fp,h1,...,hp € C and g,k € Cp(X) we have

(64) 7hrn <§5p*1 Altp(fl [N fp)aE(Spfl Altp(hl X hp)>L2(Np\Dp,

geor Jp.9)

= <gd0f1 VANAN dofp, kdohi N ... A dohp>L2(X1ApT*X”u) .

Remark 5.2. A special case of Corollary gives
(65) gleirélp <6:D(§5p—1 Altp(fl @ fp))v 51)E6p—1 Altp(hl @ ® hp)>L2(Np\Dp1prg)
= <dp(gd0f1 VANPYAN dofp), dp(kdohl VANPTRWAN dth»L?(X,APT*X,u) .

We may then view the linear operator (8,,C?(N,)) as densely defined in L?(N,, \ Dy, J, 3) and mapping into
L*(Nps1 \ Dpy1, J,115), 150, Proposition 5.1]. If 6, denotes its adjoint, then 6,6, is a non-local variant of
the lower Hodge Laplacian dydp. In this context the bilinear extension of the limit relation @5) provides
the non-local-to-local convergence of quadratic forms associated with lower Hodge Laplacians “pointwise”
on CP(Np).
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5.3. Localization maps. Under the assumptions of the last subsection we can use formula (I6) and linearity
to define localization maps which link the complexes in ([@) and ([@3]). The correctness of a corresponding
definition is now ensured by Corollary

Given p > 1 and a function F' € CP(N,) with representation

(66) F= Zg -1 Alty (f7 ® @ f{D),
where g € C® R and fi, ..., fp € C, we write
(67) Ap(F) =Y gDdofu A Adofy.

Given f € C°(No) =C, let
(68) Xo(f) = .
The following result generalizes Theorem Bl to a wide variety of metric measure spaces endowed with a
strongly local regular Dirichlet form. Recall the definition ([B9) of the spaces QP(C).
Theorem 5.1. Let Assumptions[5], [5.2 and [5.3 be satisfied and let N = (Np)p>0 be a system of diagonal
neighborhoods.
(i) For any integer p > 0 the assignment (67) respectively (G8) defines a linear surjection
(69) Ap 1 CP(N,) — QP(C).
(i) The family As = (A\p)p>0 defines a cochain map A, : (C*(Ny),d) = (2*(C), ds), that is,
dpodp=Apy106,, p>0.
In particular, it induces well-defined linear maps
A, HPC*(N,) — HPQ*(C), p=>0,
between the cohomologies (I0) and (44).
Proof. To see (i), note that for any p > 1 the definition of A, using (67) does not depend on the particular

representation (Gl of the given elementary p-function F: By the linearity in (66]) and (67) it suffices to note
that if

Zg“ Al (Y @@ f0) =

then (B8)) implies that
Zg(i)doﬁ N..Ndofp =0 in L*(X,APT* X, pu).

The linearity of (G9) is obvious, its surjectivity is immediate from ([B9]). Statement (ii) follows as in the proof
of Theorem B.11 O

6. SEVERAL REALIZATIONS

We discuss several choices of kernels jo(z, dy) and algebras C resulting in concrete realizations of Assump-

tions 5.1 and 5.3

6.1. Local averages on manifolds. On Riemannian manifolds one can use a variant of (B8] based on
geometric averages in the style of [12].

Let M be a smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension n, let u denote the Riemannian volume on M and
(€, W4 (M)) the Dirichlet integral as defined in ([@H). Choose C = C2°(M). We write v, for the volume of
the unit ball in R™. Let rp > 0 and consider the generalized kernels

. n -+ 2
Jr(x,dy) = WIB(m,r)(y)u(dy)a 0 <7 <re;

in this case © = (0,79). We write

L@ = s [ =S ), 0<r <o
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Corollary 6.1. Given M, (€,Wg(M)), jr(z,dy), 0 < r < rg, and C as stated, Assumptions 51, [5.2 and
5.3 are satisfied. Moreover, lim, o T'.(f) = T'(f) pointwise at all x € M and in L*(M) for all f € C.

The limit relation ([38) holds in L'(M) with limg g, X and Jp7(@o, ) replaced by limz_,0, M and jp (0, ),
it also holds pointwise at all x € M.

Proof. The symmetry condition [8]) obviously holds for j,(z,dy) and p, and clearly the algebra C°(M) is
dense in W (M) and in L'(M). Since for any f € C°(M) we have

(70) L.(f) < nt2 Lip(f)*1 (supp Frg

n

each I';.(f) is in L*(M). Using the exponential map and Taylor expansion, it was shown in [12, Section 2.3]
that for any f € C2°(M) we have
. 2(n+2)
i SIS [, 0~ @)ndy) = e, we

where A denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Since

1
O(f) = 3 AF ~ JAF,
the pointwise convergence of T'.(f) to T'(f) follows, and taking into account (Z0) also the convergence in
LY(M). Clearly T'(f) = |V f|? is bounded for f € C°(M), and (70) gives (54). Condition (GI) is obvious.
The claimed pointwise convergence can be seen following the proof of Proposition [5.1] with straightforward
modifications. O

6.2. Semigroup approximation. A versatile variant of (58)) can be formulated using the well-known semi-
group approximation for £, see [8, Chapter I, Proposition 3.3.1] or [35, Lemma 1.3.4. (i)].
Suppose that Assumption [5.1]is satisfied. Let (P;);~0 be the symmetric Markov semigroup on L?(X, p)
uniquely associated with (£, D(&)), |8, B5]. Writing
Pi(x, A) := P1a(x)

for each fixed ¢t > 0, we find that the L°(X, u)-functions

x> Ji(z, A) == %Pt(x,A), A e B(X),
define generalized kernels j;:(x, dy), t > 0, from X to B(X). Given p > 1, we consider the generalized kernels
(71) Jpi(@o, d(x1, o0y 7)) = Gty (T0, d21) -+ - Gt (20, dyy) = mPt(xo, dz1) -+ - Py(zo,dxp)
from X to B(X)®P with index ¢ = (¢1, ..., t,) € (0, +00)?.
Given f € D(€) and t > 0, we set
(72) L) = [ (f@) = f@)idedy), t>0

Recall that (P;)¢~o is said to be conservative if P,1 =1 p-a.e. for all £ > 0.

Corollary 6.2. Let Assumption[51] be satisfied. If (P:)iso is conservative, then Assumption 52 holds with
the kernels ji(z,dy), 0 <t < 1.

If in addition C is a subalgebra of D(E) N Cy(X), dense in D(E) and in L*(X, ), and such that for any
f €C we have T'(f) € L (X, 1) and

(73) sup ”I‘t(f)HLm(X,u) < +00, f S Cv
o<t<1

then also Assumption [5.3 holds.
If both is true, then (58) holds weakly in L*(X,u) with limg.g and Jpa(@o,+) replaced by limg_,, and

jpyg(,’Eo, -) as in (7).
Proof. Condition (48) is immediate from the symmetry of (P;);~o. In the conservative case we have

(74) E(f) = Sup ITeCON 2 (xp0)

for all f € D(E) by symmetry and the mentioned semigroup approximation for £. O
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Suppose that Assumption Bl holds. Let (£, D(L)) denote the infinitesimal generator of (£, D(£)), that
is, the unique non-positive definite self-adjoint operator on L?(X, 1) such that

5(fag) :_<‘Cfag>L2(X)H)7 feD(‘c)v gGD(g)
Let (£, D(£M)) denote the smallest closed extension in L'(X, i) of the restriction of £ to
{feDL)NLY(X,p): Lf € L'(X, w)},

that is, the infinitesimal generator of the strongly continuous semigroup on L!(X,u), obtained through
the unique continuation of the restricted operators Pi|r2(x,u)nz!(x,u)- The space D(LMY N LX(X, ) is
an algebra and a dense subspace of D(£), |8, Chapter I, Theorem 4.2.1 and Lemma 4.2.1.1]. If (P});>0 is
conservative, then the limit

(75) D(f)(@) = mTo(f)()

exists in L'(X, p) for any f € D(LM) N L>®(X, p); this is a consequence of symmetry and [8, Chapter I,
Theorem 4.2.1]. If in addition C is a subalgebra of D(£(M) N Cy,(X), dense in D() and such that (73] holds,
then (58) holds in L'(X, p) with limg_g and Jp3(@o, ) replaced by limg_, o and j, 7 (zo, ).

Ezample 6.1. As in Examples LTl let (M, ) be a weighted manifold of dimension n, let (€, W} (M)) be
the Dirichlet integral @) and ¢ = C2°(M). We assume in addition that M is stochastically complete, [42]
Section 11.4], that is, (P)¢>o is conservative. Then all hypotheses of Corollary are satisfied. Note that
for any f € C°(M) we have

1
(76) ||Ft(f)Hsup < 5 HAqupr + ||f||sup HAuf”sup’ t>0,

where A, denotes the Laplacian on the weighted manifold, [42], Section 3.6]. This follows from

) = {3er - P- e -nl o,

and the estimate

(77)

Ph—h 1 [ 1 [t
|2 :H—/ P.A R ds g—/ IP,ARL ds < |AuA]L. .
t sup t 0 up t 0 sup sup

valid for any h € C°(M). By the preceding remarks the limit relation (78 holds in L*(M), and also the
convergence (58) holds in L*(M).

Ezample 6.2. Let K € R, 1 < N < +o0, suppose that (X, g, 1) is an RCD*(K, N)-space, [33], and (£, D(E))
is the Cheeger energy. Given A > 0 we write

Gif = [ e P fe (X,
0
for the A-resolvent of f, [8,[35]. Consider the space
C:={feC(X)NDL)NDLDY): T(f) € L>(X,p) and Lf € L=(X, )}

By definition T'(f) € L (X, i), f € C. By [51l Proposition 12.4] the space C is an algebra, and there is some
Ao > 0 such that C contains {Gxf : f € C.(X), A > \o}. Since this set is dense in D(£) and in L'(X, p),
the same is true for C. Since by definition Lf € L>(X, ), f € C, condition (T3] can be seen using (@) and
@) with || - [| e (x,u) in place of || - ||sup. By the preceding remarks it follows again that the limits in (75
and in (BR) exist in L'(M).

S

Ezample 6.3. Let X = R™ and let p(dz) = dz be the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Consider the bilinear
form

- df 9g
78 — ij=—— ——dx, , C°(R™),
(78) (.9) Z_/am f.9€ CZ®RY)
where a;; = a;; are bounded measurable real valued coefficients such that (aij)ﬁjzl is positive definite a.e.
and for each i and j we have -2-a;; € L2 (R™). This form is closable on L?(R"™), [73, Chapter II, Section 1],

oz, loc

and its closure (£,D(£)) is a strongly local regular Dirichlet form. Its infinitesimal generator (£,D(L)) is
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the Friedrichs extension of a possibly degenerate operator of second order, and D(L) contains C := C°(R™).
The associated symmetric Markov semigroup (P;)¢~o is conservative, see for instance [32, Theorem 3.7] and
[B1, p. 74]. Using again variants of (7€) and (7)) we find that all hypotheses of Corollary [6.2] are satisfied.

Example 6.4. As in Examples 3] let K C R? be the Sierpinski gasket and (£, F) the standard resistance
form on K. Let also v and h be as there. Now let Z be the algebra of cylindrical functions f = F o h with
F € C2(R?). As before we have I'(f) € L>=(X,v), f € Z. Let (£,D(L£)) denote the inifinitesimal generator
of the Dirichlet form (€, F) on L?(K,v). By [92, Corollary 6.1] we have Lf € L>(X,v) for all f € Z.

We reset notation and, as in Examples[3] take two identical copies K;, (§W), F;), v;, TU)| Z;, j = 1,2, of
these objects and consider products: We endow K7 x K3 with the measure v1 ® vy and write (£, D(£)) for the
product Dirichlet form (6] with domain D(€) as described in Examples 3 and T for the carré du champ as
in (@T). Let (Pt(J ))t>0, j = 1,2, denote the symmetric Markov semigroups on L?(Kj,v;) uniquely associated
with (€;, F;), respectively. They can be extended to symmetric Markov semigroups on L?(K; x Ko, v1 ® 1)
by setting

PV w1 w) = P (S a)) (@) and PP fan,ws) o= PP (f(a1,)) (@2),
see [8, Chapter V, Section 2.1]. They commute, and the operators P; of the symmetric Markov semigroup
(Py)¢>0 on L?(K; x K, 11 ® v2) uniquely associated with (£, D(€)) satisfy P, = Pt(l)Pt(z) = P,5(2)Pt(1)7 t>0,
[8, Chapter V, Proposition 2.1.3]. Since the semigroups (Pt(J )t>0, § = 1,2 are conservative, so is (P;)¢>o.
Given f; € Z;, j = 1,2, we find that

Li(f1 @ f2)(x1,22) = % /K . (fr(@1) fa(@s) — fr(y1) fa ()2 P (2, dyn ) P (2, dyo)

< H@5 [ (fatan) = Fal) PP o)

PO w2)y / (fi(a1) = Fu(y2)* P (w1, dy)
Ky

2 1
<20 il e s i TS (F2) | e () + 2022 i TS (1) | e 1 ) -

This implies ([@3). It follows that K X K3, 11 @ v2, (£,D(€)) and C := Z; ® Z, satisfy all hypotheses of
Corollary 6.2

Remark 6.1. The hypotheses of Corollary are also satisfied for certain sub-Riemannian geometries.
However, in such cases the interpretation of Q*(C) may need more discussion.

6.3. Lévy kernel approximation. A variant of the preceding semigroup approximation is an approxima-
tion using “fractional” kernels in the spirit of [9]. Given 0 < a < 1, let

adt

)= R

be the Lévy measure of the a-stable subordinator, [58, 80]; here [" denotes the Euler Gamma function.
Let Assumption 5.1l be in force. Then the L (X, p)-functions
1 oo
T oz, A) = 5/ Pz, Ay, (dt), A€ B(X),
0+

define generalized kernels j, (z,dy), 0 < a < 1, from X to B(X).

Ezample 6.5. Suppose that X = M is a n-dimensional weighted manifold as in Examples [.1] and that its
heat kernel p¢(x,y), [22 [42], admits two-sided Gaussian estimates of the form

2
<pt,z,y) <ct 2exp(— @), z,y € M,
C

for all ¢ > 0, where ¢ > 1 is a universal constant and ¢ denotes the geodesic distance. Then Pi(x,dy) =
pe(x, y)p(dy), and j,(z,dy) = jo(x,y)u(dy) with symmetric density j,(x,y) satisfying the estimate

o(z,y)?
=)

3 exp ( —c

—n—2a

clo(z,y) "2 < jalw,y) < colz,y) , T,y €M,
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with a universal constant ¢ > 1. In this case we have
o [ (@) = fw)? (f(x) = f(y)*
c = ul(dy) <To(f)(@) <e | ~———-5-—wudy), z€M,
/M o, y)nt2e () (F)z) mo oz, y)ntRe ()

for any f €C.

Given p > 1, we consider the generalized kernels
(79) Jpa(zo, d(1, .., p)) = Joy (o, dx1) - - o, (X0, dp)
from X to B(X)®P with index @ = (a1, ..., ap) € (0, 1)P.
Corollary 6.3. Let Assumption[51] be satisfied. If (P:)iso is conservative, then Assumption 52 holds with
the kernels jo(x,dy), 0 < a < 1.

If in addition C is a subalgebra of D(E) N Cy(X), dense in D(E) and in L' (X, u), and such that for
any f € C we have I'(f) € L>®(X,u) and (73), then also Assumption [5.3 holds for the kernels jo(x,dy),

0<a<l.
If both is true, then (E8) holds weakly in L*(X,p) with limg.q and Jpa(@o,+) replaced by limg—,1 and

Jpa(xo,-) as in (79).
Given f € Cand 0 < a < 1, we set

To(f) () = / (F(2) — F@)Pialendy), =€ X.

X
Note that T, (f) = ey Jo S Te(f) & with Ty (f) as defined in (Z2); we abuse notation and distinguish the
two objects according to their subscript index ¢ or .

Proof. To see that Assumption holds, note first that [@8)is again straightforward from the symmetry of
(Pt)t>0. Using Fubini, ((4) and

/X (F(2) = F@)2 P, dy) = F(@)? — 2f (@) Pof(2) + Pi(12) (),
we find that

[ et = g / / [ @) = )P <dw>tff1
(80) 1_a / / / ))2 Py (z, dy) (dz)tﬁl

Te—a) E(f)+ m”f”m X o)

IN

To show that
(81) lim | Tu(f)dp = E(f)

a—1 [y
as required in (B0)), let 0 < ¢ < 1. Choose t. > 0 such that

& - [ Tinau< s

Then for any 0 < oo < 1 we have

ayte! / g [ v (f)du‘ (1 - ayte™! /

= 1, we can choose « close enough to 1 to have

dt<a
te 8

iy du= [ i) d

Since limg_1 — m

tlfoz

ree | < saremy

Estimating similarly as in (80, we can choose « so that also

1—a), _ €
1 — CY ta 1‘/t / Ft d/lz_ < gts 1||f||%2(X,,u) < g

(0%



holds. Combining these estimates gives

) [ ot an < - e s<f>+[r§“2tl_z)] e [ g - [ ] <

which shows (81]). To see (B4]), we can proceed similarly as in (80) and find that

1
L) = s [ TS+ i [T [ ) - S P

o 21712,
r2—a) o Nl + 57—

IN

APPENDIX A. ESTIMATES FOR WEDGE PRODUCTS
We give a proof Lemma [L.2] the arguments are standard.

Proof. Ttem (i) is a variant of a standard formula. To verify it, let {e; : ¢ =1,2,...} be an orthonormal basis
of Ty X. Then

(82) {eiy Ao A €, ik € {1,2,..}, i1 < ... < ip},
is an orthonormal basis of APT;X, see for instance [91 p. 338]. Similarly for ¢ or p + ¢ in place of p. If
V=00 iy Vi€ N A€, and w =300 o wjy.,€5, A Aej, are finite linear combinations with
real coefficients Viy i, and wy,...5,, then
vAwW = Z Z Vi oviyy Wiy - jig €y /\.../\eip/\ejl /\.../\ejq.
11 <. <ip J1<...<Jg

A summand for which the indices %1, ..., %, j1, ..., jq are not all different is zero. If all are different, then there
are (p+ q)!/(plq!) different ways (shuffles) to arrange them so that i1 < ... < i, and j1 < ... < j4, and this
number is an upper bound for the number of summands that can — up to sign — contain the unique element
of the orthonormal basis of AP+qT*X corresponding to these indices. Consequently

2 (»+9)! P+ a2, 2 2
o Awlery < (T2 S S 02w = () oy ol «

| 1g!
plg! 1< < 1 <. <lg Pe¢

For (ii), let {& : i = 1,2,...} € M(T*X) be a measurable field of orthonormal bases for T*X. Given
i1 < ... <ip we then have &, A ... A&, € MP(T*X), because

<§i1,m N A gip,ma dO,;Efl A A dO,wfp>ApT;X = det[(<§ik,wa dO,mf€>T*X)z?g:1)]

for any f1,..., fp € Aand x € X, and this is measurable. The elements &;, » A... A&, &, 11 < ... <ip, form an

orthonormal basis of APT*X. Given an element w = (w,)zex of MP(T*X), its evaluation w, at = admits
the representation

Z Wiy - 511, A A gzp@

i1 <...<ip
with coefficients Wiy i (x) := <ww, Lo N A fip7m>ApT*X, which by the preceding are measurable functions
of z € X. Given an element 1) = (1;)zex of M%(T*X), the same argument gives
Z N - Jq 5]1, ARTIRA §Jq,
J1<.. <]q

with measurable coefficients 7;,...;,. It follows that for any f1,..., fp, fp41, .- fprq € A the function

e <wx A\ Nz, dO,xfl VAN dowzfp+q>AP+qu*X

= Z Z Wiy vy (T)Ny g () X

11 <...<ip J1<...<Jgq
X <€i1-,1 VAN gip.,z N gjp+111 A A fijrq@, dO,xfl A A dovxfp+q>AP+qT;X

is measurable. Item (iii) is immediate from (ii) and (36, and (iv) is easily seen. O
23



APPENDIX B. COMMENTS ON CHANGE OF MEASURE

For the convenience of the reader we provide a short proof of Theorem

Proof. By the separability of X we can find a sequence (fi)k>1 C Cc(X) ND(E) with span dense both in
D(€) and C.(X), a suitable weighted sum of their energy measures gives 11/, see [48, Lemma 2.1] for a detailed
proof. Now let C be the algebra of all functions obtained from the fj, by taking linear combinations, products
and compositions with Lipschitz functions F' : R — R such that F(0) = 0. A suitable mechanism to show
the closability of (£,C) on L?(X, /) was formulated in [75, Théoréme 9], a variant of it was studied further
in [47): The form (€,C) is closable with respect to the supremum norm, [47, Theorem 2.1]. Since for any
compact K C X and relatively compact open U containing X we can find ¢ € C with 0 < ¢ <1, one on K
and zero outside U, we can find a strictly positive function x € C. Since u’ dominates all energy measures of
functions from C, [47, Theorem 2.2] and the comments following it give the closability of (£,C) in L?(X, u’').
The Markov property of its closure (£, D(£’)) can be verified using [35, Theorem 1.4.2 (v)]. To see the
locality of (£, D(E’)), we can use [24]) similarly as in [8, Theorem 6.1.2 and its proof] and conclude that if
F € CHR), f € D) and (fn)n>1 C C converges to f in D(E’), then (F(f,) — F(0)),>1 C C is Cauchy in
D(&’) with limit F(f) — F(0). Now polarization shows that if F,G € C°(R) have disjoint supports and f
and f, are as before, we have

E'(F(f) = F(0),G(f) = G(0)) = lim E(F(f) ~ F(0), G(fx) — G(0)) =0.

Alternatively, the locality can be seen similarly as in the proof of [35] Theorem 3.1.2]. O
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