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Holder regularity of harmonic functions on metric measure spaces

Jin Gao and Meng Yang

Abstract

We introduce the Hoélder regularity condition for harmonic functions on metric measure
spaces and prove that under mild volume regular condition and upper heat kernel estimate,
the Holder regularity condition, the weak Bakry—Emery non-negative curvature condition,
the heat kernel Holder continuity with or without exponential terms and the heat kernel
near-diagonal lower bound are equivalent. As applications, firstly, we prove the validity of
the so-called generalized reverse Holder inequality on the Sierpinski carpet cable system,
which was left open by Devyver, Russ, Yang (Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2023), no. 18,
15537-15583). Secondly, we prove that two-sided heat kernel estimates alone imply gradient
estimate for the heat kernel on strongly recurrent fractal-like cable systems, which improves
the main results of the aforementioned paper. Thirdly, we obtain Holder (Lipschitz) estimate
for heat kernel on general metric measure spaces, which extends the classical Li-Yau gradient
estimate for heat kernel on Riemannian manifolds.

oooo

1 Introduction

Let us recall the following classical de Giorgi-Nash-Moser theorem from PDE theory. Let D
be a bounded domain in R?. Consider the following divergence form elliptic operator
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where a;;, i,7 = 1,...,d, are measurable functions in D satisfying that a;; = a;; for 7, =
1,...,d and there exist some positive constants A, A such that
d
NEP <Y ag(2)&€ < Al for any 2 € D, € = (&1,...,8a) € R
i,j=1

Then any weak solution u € W,Y?(D) of Lu = 0 in D, or (L-)harmonic function u € W,*(D),
is locally Holder continuous in D or u € C*(D), where a € (0,1) is the Holder exponent.
One only needs the measurability of the coefficients a;; to obtain the Holder regularity of the
weak solution u. To prove this theorem, very powerful iteration techniques were developed,
including de Giorgi iteration [24] and Moser iteration [49], and were applied in many areas
later, see [18, [36] 21} B2], 13| 29] and references therein for analysis and heat kernel on metric
measure spaces. However, iteration techniques give the existence of some Holder exponent
« which depends only on d, A, A, but may not give an explicit value of a.

The main purpose of this paper is to consider Holder regularity of harmonic functions
on metric measure spaces, where certain explicit Holder exponent can be obtained. These
metric measure spaces will originate from certain strongly recurrent fractals.
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Fractals are new examples with very different phenomena from Riemannian manifolds.
On a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold, it was independently discovered by
Grigor’yan [27] and Saloff-Coste [50}, [5I] that the following two-sided Gaussian estimate
of the heat kernel
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is equivalent to the conjunction of the volume doubling condition and the scale-invariant
L2-Poincaré inequality on balls. However, one important estimate on fractals is the following
two-sided sub-Gaussian estimate of the heat kernel
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where 3 is a new parameter called the walk dimension, which is always strictly greater than
2 on fractals. Moreover, we say that a fractal is strongly recurrent if its Hausdorff dimension
« is strictly less than its walk dimension 5. For example, on the Sierpiriski gasket (see Figure
[1), we have a = log3/log2 < 3 = log5/log2, see [14, 41], on the Sierpinski carpet (see
Figure [2)), we have o = log8/log 3 < 8 ~ 2.09697, see [0} [7, (11}, 8| [35] [46].
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Figure 1: The Sierpiniski gasket Figure 2: The Sierpiriski carpet

Another purpose of this paper is to improve some recent results by Devyver, Russ and the
second named author [25], where gradient estimate for heat kernel was considered. Gradient
estimate for heat kernel plays an important role in the LP-boundedness of the Riesz transform
for p > 2, see [3, 22]. To obtain pointwise upper sub-Gaussian estimate for the gradient
of the heat kernel on fractal-like cable systems, they introduced the so-called generalized
reverse Holder inequality and verified this condition on the Vicsek and the Sierpinski gasket
cable systems, where the proof can be generalized to the cable systems corresponding to
a class of p.c.f. self-similar sets. Since the harmonic extension algorithm was intrinsically
needed, their proof can not apply on the Sierpiniski carpet cable system. In this paper, we
introduce the Holder regularity condition, which is stronger than the generalized reverse
Holder inequality, and, a little bit surprisingly, can be ensured by pointwise two-sided heat
kernel estimates. Therefore, on the one hand, we prove the validity of the generalized reverse
Holder inequality on the Sierpinski carpet cable system, which was left open in [25, Page
15545, Line 2]. On the other hand, to obtain gradient estimate for the heat kernel, we do not
need to assume gradient type conditions, such as the generalized reverse Holder inequality,
but only pointwise two-sided heat kernel estimates and some mild volume condition are
enough, thus we improve main results of [25, Theorem 1.1, Corollary 1.3].

The next purpose of this paper is to generalize the recent result by Baudoin, Chen
[15, Theorem 3.3] about Lipschitz estimate for heat kernel on the unbounded Vicsek set.
Here we obtain Holder (Lipschitz) estimate for heat kernel on general unbounded metric



measure spaces, which may behave differently at small scale and large scale. We follow a
concise analytical approach, thus avoid to going into the probabilistic framework of fractional
diffusions by Barlow [5].

To end the Introduction, let us state briefly our main result, more detailed statement will
be given in Section We introduce firstly two scaling functions. Let aq, as, 1, B2 € (0, +00)
satisfy

2§ﬁi§ai+1,ai<ﬁi fOIi:1,2.

Let ®, 7 : (0,+00) — (0,400) be given by

(I)(’I’) = ’l"al 1(071) (7') + 'f'az 1[17_;'_00)(7'),
\IJ(T) = 7"311(0’1)(7") + 7“621[1’+00) (7‘)

In an unbounded metric measure Dirichlet space, we introduce the Hélder regularity con-
dition [HR(®, ¥)| and prove that under mild volume regular condition and upper heat
kernel estimate [UHK (W)} the following conditions are indeed equivalent.

e The Holder regularity condition
e The weak Bakry—Emery non-negative curvature condition wBE(®, ¥

The heat kernel Holder continuity
The heat kernel Holder continuity with exponential terms [HHK oy, (P, W

The heat kernel near-diagonal lower bound

Since we do not need to assume the existence of any gradient operator associated with the
metric measure Dirichlet space, in particular, a “carré du champ”, the above equivalence
generalizes the corresponding result by Coulhon, Jiang, Koskela, Sikora [22, Theorem 1.2].

In addition, we also extend the classical result on Riemannian manifolds to metric mea-
sure Dirichlet spaces, that is, the conjunction of[UHK(¥)|and HHKexpi D, 0) implies
on metric measure Dirichlet spaces, which extends that the conjunction of upper and gradi-
ent estimates of heat kernel implies lower estimate of heat kernel on Riemannian manifolds,
see Cheeger, Yau [19] and Li, Yau [47].

Throughout the paper, the letters C,C1,Cs,Cy, Cp will always refer to some positive
constants and may change at each occurrence. The sign =< means that the ratio of the two
sides is bounded from above and below by positive constants. The sign < (2) means that

~

the LHS is bounded by positive constant times the RHS from above (below).

2 Statement of the main results

Let (X,d,m,&, F) be an unbounded metric measure Dirichlet (MMD) space, that is, (X, d)
is a locally compact separable unbounded metric space, m is a positive Radon measure on X
with full support, (£, F) is a strongly local regular Dirichlet form on L?(X;m). Throughout
this paper, we always assume that all metric balls are relatively compact and (€, F) on
L?(X;m) is conservative.

For any « € X, for any r € (0,+00), denote the (metric) ball B(z,r) = {y € X :
d(z,y) < r}, denote V(z,r) = m(B(z,r)). If B = B(z,r), then we denote B = B(x,dr)
for any ¢ € (0,400). Let C(X) denote the space of all real-valued continuous functions on
X and let C¢(X) denote the space of all real-valued continuous functions on X with compact
support.

Consider the strongly local regular Dirichlet form (£, F) on L*(X;m). Let A be the
corresponding generator which is a non-negative definite self-adjoint operator. Let I' be
the corresponding energy measure. Denote & (-,-) = £(-,-) + (+,+), where (-,-) is the inner
product in L?(X;m). We refer to [26] for related results about Dirichlet forms.

We need to introduce some conditions to state our main results.

We say that the volume doubling conditionholds if there exists Cyp € (0, +00) such
that

V(z,2r) < CypV(z,r) for any z € X,r € (0, +00). VD



We say that the volume regular conditionholds if there exists Cy g € (0, 400) such
that
1
C—fb(r) <V(z,r) < Cyr®(r) for any z € X,r € (0,+00). V()
VR
Consider the regular Dirichlet form (€, F) on L?(X;m). Let {P;} be the corresponding
heat semi-group. Let {X;,t > 0,P,,x € X\ANp} be the corresponding Hunt process, where
Ny is a properly exceptional set, that is, m(Ny) = 0 and P, (X; € Ny for some ¢ > 0) =0
for any x € X\Np. For any bounded Borel function f, we have P;f(z) = E, f(X;) for any
t > 0, for any x € X\Np.
The heat kernel p;(x,y) associated with the heat semi-group {P;} is a measurable func-
tion defined on (0, +00) x (X\Np) x (X\Np) satisfying that:

e For any bounded Borel function f, for any ¢ > 0, for any z € X\Nj, we have
Pi@) = [ o) fomldy)
X\No
e For any t,s > 0, for any z,y € X\Ny, we have
Pe+s(@,y) = / pe(x, 2)ps (2, y)m(d2).
X\No

e For any ¢t > 0, for any z,y € X\Ny, we have pi(x,y) = p:(y, ).

See [32] for more details.

We say that the heat kernel upper bound [UHK (W) holds if there exist a properly excep-
tional set A" and Cy, Cy € (0,+00) such that for any ¢ € (0, 400), for any z,y € X\N, we
have

<z _
pr(x,y) < ACRE=0) exp (=Y (Cad(z,y),1)), UHK(?)
where .
R ﬁl%l if
e g () {i e
s€(0,400) \ S \I/(S) (tlﬁfz ) Bz-1 R if ¢ > R.

Then [UHK(W)| can also be re-written as follows:
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7‘,(%311@)) exp | —C» ( t(l/gyz)) ’ , it >d(z,y).

If a lower bound, similar to with different constants C; also holds, then we say
that HK(¥) holds.

We say that the heat kernel near-diagonal lower bound holds if there exist a
properly exceptional set ' and C,e € (0,400) such that for any ¢t € (0,+00), for any
z,y € X\\ with d(z,y) < e¥~1(t), we have

pe(z,y) > m NLE(?¥)

If the metric d is furthermore assumed to satisfy the chain condition, then the conjunction

of [UHK(¥)| and [NLE(¥)| is equivalent to [IK(¥)] see [32, Section 6].
Let D be an open subset of X. Let

Fp = the & -closure of F N C.(D).

Let f € L} (D). We say that u € F is a solution of the Poisson equation Au = f in D if

loc

E(u, p) = / fedm for any ¢ € FNC.(D).
D
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If Au= f in D with f € L?(D), then the above equation also holds for any ¢ € Fp. We
say that « € F is harmonic in D if Au =0 in D.
Denote v; = 8; — a; € (0,400) for i = 1,2, then

v
(@) (T‘) = 7”711(071) (T) + 7‘721[17_;'_00)(7").

We say that the Holder regularity condition holds if there exists Cy € (0, 4+00)
such that for any ball B = B(xo,r), for any v € F which is harmonic in 2B, for m-a.e.
x,y € B with x # y, we have

D)) W) [ am
T(d(z,y) @) (y)|SCHq,(T>]£BI |dm. HR(®, 1)

The above condition is some kind of generalization of the so-called generalized reversed

Holder inequality [GRH(®, ¥)|introduced in [25].
We say that the Holder estimate for the heat kernel holds if there exists
Cuuk € (0,400) such that for any ¢ € (0, 400), for any x1,x9,y1,y2 € X, we have

(%) (d(z1,22)) + (F) (d(y1,92))
; .

Ipe(z1,91) — pe(x2,y2)| < Cmk HHK(®, ¥)
The above condition implies that for any ¢ € (0,400), for any « € X, pi(z,-) is y;-Holder

continuous in the small scale and y,-Ho6lder continuous in the large scale.

We say that the Holder estimate[HHK o, (®, ¥)|with exponential terms for the heat kernel
holds if there exist Cy,Cy € (0,+400) such that for any ¢ € (0,+00), for any z,y;,y2 € X,
we have

Y1) — pe(T, Y2 )|
(%) (d(y1,92))
t

|pe(x
(exp (_T (C2d(xa yl)v t)) + €xXp (_T (ng(.’t, y2)7 t))) . HHKexp(CDa \II)

We say that the weak Bakry-Emery non-negative curvature condition (wBE(®, ¥)[ holds
if there exists Cypr € (0,4+00) such that for any ¢ € (0,400), for any f € L (X;m), for
any z,y € X, we have

®(d(z,y)) (U1t

IPLF@) = P 0)] < Con g gmr ) e WBE(2, V)

The above condition is some kind of generalization of the weak Bakry—Emery curvature
condition introduced in [l Definition 3.1].
The main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X,d,m,E, F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfymg and
\UHK(V ). Then the followings are equivalent.

(1) [HE(®, V),

(2) WBE(, T},
(3) [HAK(®. T},
(4) |HHK ¢y (P, V)|
(5) [NLE(W )}

The key novality of the above result is that the pointwise two-sided heat kernel esti-
mates are enough to give some proper explicit Holder regularity of harmonic functions. In
previous literatures (for example [36, Section 5.3], [2I, Proposition 4.5], [32, Section 5.3],
[13 Section 4.2.1]), using Moser iteration technique or de Giorgi iteration technique and
oscillation inequality, one can obtain only some Hoélder exponent depending implicitly on

other constants.
Our proof will follow the following diagrams.

[R(®, V)| = WBE(®, 1) = [AOK(®, ¥)| = [NLE(V)| = [[R(®, ¥)|




and

[R(T, )| :h_ﬂHHKexp 3, 0)| = [AOK(D, 0)|

= " s casy and standard and will be given
for completeness. The proofs of 1HR(<I> U)wBE(®, U)) and {HR(®, V)EHHK ., (P, U)
will use a similar technique of gradient estimates as in m [22], see also [38, [39]. The proof
of INLE(W)HR(®, V)]’ is new and will use a recent technique of resistance estimates in
[40, Theorem 6.27].

Remark 2.2. In the setting of fractional metric spaces with fractional diffusions introduced
in [3, Section 3], when the dimension « of the state space is smaller than the walk dimension
B, or oy = ag = a < f1 = o = B in our setting, it was proved in [1, Lemma 3.4, Remark
3.6, Theorem 3.7] that

[wWBE(®, V)| = [HHK(®, V)| = [NLE(Y ) = [wBE(®, T

respectively. To prove {NLE(V J=lwBE(®, V)", the Holder regularity result [5, Theorem
3.40] for resolvents obtained within probabilistic framework was intrinsically needed.

Remark 2.3. In the fractal setting, |[HHK (P, V | was also proved on the unbounded Sierpiriski
gasket [14, Theorem 1.5 (c)] and on the unbounded Sierpiriski carpet [8, Theorem 1.1 (e)].

Remark 2.4. The above equivalence can be regarded as some “Holder” version generaliza-
tion of the “gradient” version result [22, Theorem 1.2]. It was proved that in a non-compact
doubling Dirichlet metric measure space (X,d, pu, &) endowed with a “carré du champ”. As-
sume the upper Gaussian bound (UE) for the heat kernel and a local L*°-Poincaré inequality
(Pso,ioc)- Then the following conditions are equivalent.

o The quantitative reverse L*°-Hélder inequality|(RHw, )| for gradients of harmonic func-
tions: There exists C € (0,4+00) such that for any ball B = B(xo,r), for any u which
is harmonic in 2B, we have

C
11Vl 5y < f][ fuld (RH..)
T JoB

o The pointwise Li-Yau gradient estimate |(GLY )| for heat kernel: There exist C,c €
(0,+00) such that

¢ d(z,y)?
Vahi(z,y)| < m exp {—C " } (GLY &)

for any t € (0,+00), for p-a.e. z,y € X.

o The L*°-boundedness of the gradient of the heat semi-group |V Hy|: There exists
C € (0,+400) such that for any t € (0, +00), we have

C

VH o oogia
11V H [ oo—s i

that Z.S, ’07 any ? S L (X), we ha/Ue
( ) — \/* .} LCQ(.X)' GOO

Our conditions are “Holder” version of the above “gradient” conditions as in Figure[3

In their proof to obtain they established a reproducing formula for harmonic
functions using the finite propagation speed property, which may not be available on general
MMD spaces. We leave it as an open question to generalize the reproducing formula tech-
nique to prove on MMD spaces or the following[GRH(®, V)| on cable systems, in
particular, to develop the corresponding finite propagation speed theory.



“Holder” conditions | “gradient” conditions
HR(®, V) (RHoo)
HHK cxp (P, V) (GLY %)
wBE(®, ¥) (Gso)

Figure 3: The correspondence between “Holder” and “gradient” conditions

Remark 2.5. Let us compare the stability of “gradient” and “Hélder” conditions as follows.

By a standard technique, it is easy to see that under (UE), any one of the equivalent “gra-
dient” conditions implies the heat kernel near-diagonal lower Gaussian bound (NLE). In
particular, under (UE), we have implies (NLE). However, the converse is usually
not true. Indeed, the conjunction of (UE) and (NLE), or equivalently, is equiva-
lent to the conjunction of the volume doubling condition and the scale-invariant L?-Poincaré
inequality on balls, hence is quasi-isometry stable. However, to obtain[(GLY, ), some curva-
ture assumptions are usually needed, see [47, [16]], hence|(GLY« )| is quasi-isometry unstable.

For comparison, by our main result, Theorem under [UHK(V), all the “Hélder”
conditions are equivalent to[NLE(V ), By the quasi-isometry stability of (see [2])
and the conjunction of[UHK(V )| and|NLE(V )| (see [31]), our “Holder” conditions are quasi-
isometry stable. Roughly speaking, the stability originates from the strongly recurrent condi-
tion, which requires our MMD spaces to behave like R' in the classical Riemannian setting.

Let (V, E) be an infinite, locally bounded, connected (undirected) graph. Let
(X,d,m,&E, F) be the corresponding unbounded cable system with an elementary gradient
operator V, see [25 Section 3] for more details. Let ay =1, 81 =2, as = «, B2 = 5.

We say that the generalized reverse Holder inequality holds if there exists
Cy € (0,+00) such that for any ball B = B(xq, ), for any u € F which is harmonic in 2B,
we have

o(r)

=B) < Uy — . H(®, ¥
[Vl (B)_CH@(T)éB u|dm GRH(®, ¥)

It is obvious that on an unbounded cable system, [HR(®, V)|implies|GRH(®, W)l Indeed,
assume then the LHS of [HR(®, V)] becomes |u(z) — u(y)|/d(z,y) for d(z,y) €
(0,1). Letting y — x and using the Lebesgue density theorem, we obtain the limit |[Vu(z)|.
Taking essential supremum with respect to € B, we have (GRH(®, ¥)| Roughly speaking,
encodes more Holder continuity information than about the behavior
of harmonic functions at large scale.

We give some results as important applications of our main result, Theorem on
unbounded cable systems. Firstly, due to the fact that two-sided heat kernel estimates have
already obtained on a large class of fractals (see [5l 34} 42, [43]), including the Sierpiniski
carpet (see [8,[9]35]), we have holds on a large class of fractal-like cable systems,

including the Sierpinski carpet cable system, whose validity was left open in [25].

Corollary 2.6. Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded cable system satisfying|V(® ) and
with o < 3. Then holds. In particular, holds on the
Sierpiniski carpet cable system with o =log8/log3 < 2 <  ~ 2.09697.

Remark 2.7. In [2]], the authors verified directly on the Vicsek cable sys-
tem and the Sierpiriski gasket cable system using certain Hoélder regularity E| of harmonic

functions on the corresponding fractals [52], which is also available on some class of p.c.f.
self-similar sets [54)] without any technical difficulty, but not available on general fractals,
especially on the Sierpiriski carpet.

Secondly, we improve the results about gradient estimate for heat kernel as follows.

Corollary 2.8. Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded cable system satisfyz'ng and
with a < f3.

'The Holder regularity follows indeed from certain extension algorithm for harmonic functions.



(1) Then|HHK ..,(D, W)  holds. In particular, we have the gradient estimate|GHK(®, W ) for
the heat kernel as follows: there exist Cq,C2 € (0,400) such that for any t € (0, +00),
for m-a.e. x,y € X, we have

OO b (T (o), 1) GHK (@, )

|Vypt( y)| < m

(2) There exist Cs,Cy € (0,+00) such that for any t € (0,400), for m-a.e. z,y € X, we
have

-1
Vo) < 62D o),

Remark 2.9. (1) is certain improvement of [25, Theorem 1.1] and (2) is certain improve-

ment of [25, Corollary 1.8], where was needed. Now we can obtain gradient
estimate result without assuming gradient type conditions like|GRH(®, W ).

As a direct consequence of [HHK ., (P, W)l we also obtain the following Hélder estimate
for the heat kernel on unbounded MMD spaces.

Corollary 2.10. Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfymg
and [HK(U ). Then there exist C,c € (0,400) such that for any t € (0,400), for any
z,y1,y2 € X, we have

(g) (d(y1,y2))
pe(@, 1) — pel@,y2)| < O ==
(7) (T1(1)
Remark 2.11. If 81 = a3 + 1, then the above Hoélder estimate gives a local Lipschitz
estimate, which will imply the existence and some estimate of the gradient for the heat
kernel. We give some examples as follows.

o Unbounded cable systems satisfying and [HK(V ). We have a1 =1 and 1 = 2
and this gives indeed also Corollary[2.8,

o The unbounded Vicsek set. We have a; = ag = log5/log3, 51 = B2 = log15/log3
and the above Holder estimate is indeed a Lipschitz estimate, which was also given by
Baudoin, Chen [15, Theorem 3.3]. However, a resolvent kernel estimate [3, Theorem
3.40] was intrinsically needed in their proof.

(pct(xa yl) + pct(x’ yQ)) .

o The blowups of the Vicsek set by another fractal. We have oy = logh/log3 and
B1 =log15/log3. as and By will be the Hausdorff dimension and walk dimension of
another fractal, say the Sierpiriski carpet or the unit interval, see Figure[7 or Figure
[8, respectively. The estimates of the gradient for heat kernel can behave differently at
small scale and large scale. We will give a detailed discussion in Section[9 about these
two examples.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section[3] we list some characterizations of heat ker-
nel estimates for later use. In Section[d] we give the existence, the uniqueness and Holder esti-
mate for the solutions of Poisson equation. In Section[5] we prove {HR(®, U)=wBE(®, ).
In Section %5 we prove ‘HR(®, ¥)={HHK ey, (P, ¥)[’. In Section m we prove
‘WBE(®, V)=HHK(®, ¥)=INLE(¥). In Section [8] we prove |NLE(V)={HR(®, V). In
Section [9] we give some examples related to the Sierpiriski carpet and the Vicsek set includ-
ing the blowups of a fractal by another different fractal.

3 Heat kernel estimates

In this section, we list some characterizations of heat kernel estimates for later use.
Let D be an open subset of X. Denote by A1 (D) the smallest Dirichlet eigenvalue for
D, that is,
E(u
AL(D) = in f{ T ”;‘) :ue]—'D\{O}}.
2




We say that the relative Faber-Krahn inequality holds if there exist Cr € (0, 400),
v € (0,1) such that for any ball B = B(z,r), for any open subset D of B, we have

Cr (m(B))"
)z g () FR(T)

We will sometimes use the notation FK(W, v) to emphasize the role of the value of v.
We say that the Poincaré inequality [PI(W)| holds if there exists C'p € (0, +00) such that
for any ball B = B(z,r), for any u € F, we have

/ |u —up|?dm < C’p\Il(r)/ dr (u, u), PI(V)
B 2B

where uy4 is the mean value of u on a measurable set A with m(A) € (0, +00), that is,

1
= udmzi/ udm.
]{x m(A) Ja

Let U,V be two open subsets of X satisfying U C U C V. We say that ¢ € F is a cutoff
function for U C V if 0 < ¢ < 1 m-a.e., ¢ = 1 m-a.e. in an open neighborhood of U and
supp(p) C V, where supp(f) refers to the support of the measure of |f|dm for any given
function f.

We say that the cutoff Sobolev inequality holds if there exists Cs € (0,+00)
such that for any = € X, for any R,r € (0,+00), there exists a cutoff function ¢ € F for
B(x,R) C B(z, R+ ) such that for any f € F, we have

[ pares
B(z,R+7)\B(z,R)

1
<

1 / Cs
~ 8 JB(«,R+r)\B(®.R)

U(r) /B(ac,R-i-r)\B(ac,R)
We have the characterisations of heat kernel estimates as follows.

Proposition 3.1. ([2, Theorem 1.12]) Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space
satisfying [VDL Then the followings are equivalent.

(1) [THRTT)

(2) [FE(T) and[CS(T)
Proposition 3.2. ([31, THEOREM 1.2]) Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded MMD space
satisfying . Then the followings are equivalent.

(1) [VHK(T)] and [NLE(T),

(2) [PI(V) and[CS(T )}

Remark 3.3. On any complete non-compact Riemannian manifold, with By = B2 =
2, or equivalently, ¥(r) = r? for any r € (0,400), holds automatically, for example, one

can simply take
d((E, ) B (R + E)
p=1- ( —
3
so that the above equivalences hold without |CS(V )| and are classical, see [27, [50, [28]. How-

ever, on a general MMD space, does not always hold and is involved in the formulation
of the previous equivalences.

O*dD(f, f) + f2dm. CS(W)

\/O>/\1,

4 Poisson equation on unbounded MMD spaces

In this section, we give the existence, the uniqueness and Hélder estimate for the solutions
of Poisson equation. We follow a similar technique of gradient estimate for the solutions
of Poisson equation as in [25] 22], see also [38, B9]. The main result of this section is

Proposition |4.3] which will play a central role in the proofs of {HR/(®, V)=wBE(®, W)’ and
‘HR(P, ¥)=HHK e, (P, V).

First, we have the existence, the uniqueness and the regularity for the solutions of Poisson
equation as follows.




Lemma 4.1. ([25, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.6]) Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD

space satisfying |[FK(¥,v). Let ¢ = 13—” Then for any p € {leﬂroo), for any ball B =

B(xzg,r), for any f € LP(B), there exists a um’quelﬂ u € Fp such that Au = f in B. There
exists C € (0,400) depending only on v, Cp such that

£ lulam < c/u0) (m(lB)aw))m < v (f Ifram)

Second, we have the pointwise estimate for the solutions of Poisson equation as follows.

Lemma 4.2. ([25, Lemma 2.7]) Let (X,d, m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying
FK(U,v) and |CS(V). Let ¢ = 2-. Then for any p € [#,+oo), there exists

1/p

1—v
C € (0,400) such that for any ball B = B(xq,r), for any f € L>®(2B), if u € F satisfies
Au = f in 2B, then for m-a.e. © € B, we have

@l < (f am+ ).

where

1/p
Fa)= Y @) (ﬂ( Zj)lfl”dm> .

j<[logy r]

The proof of the above two results in [25] was given for the case 51 = 2. It is easy to see
that the same proof holds for more general ¥, including the case in our paper.

Third, we have Holder estimate for the solutions of Poisson equation as follows. The
proof is similar to [25] Proposition 5.1] and [22], Theorem 3.2] to do gradient estimate. Some
technical modifications will be needed.

Proposition 4.3. Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying
FK(U,v ), |CS(¥ )| and [HR(®, ¥ ), Let ¢ = 2. Then for any p € [#,—I—oo), there exists

1—v-

C € (0,4+00) such that for any ball B = B(xg,r), for any f € L>®(2B), if u € F satisfies
Au = f in 2B, then for m-a.e. x,y € %B with x # y, we have

T @ (y"“(\p(r)]éB dm + F( >+F2(y)),

where

1/p
Byx)= Y @) (ﬁ( Qj)lflpdm> :

J<[logy 7]

Proof. Let ko = [logy d(x,y)] and ki = [logy ], then 2% < d(x,y) < 2FoF! and 2" < r <
2k1+1. Since x,y € =B, we have d(z,y) < ir. Hence 2% < d(z,y) < §r < 20171 =2k =2,
which implies kg + 3 < k.

For any k = ko +3,..., k1, by Lemma there exists a unique ug € Fp(y or) such that
Auy, = f in B(z,2%) and

1/p
][ |ug|dm 5][ lug|dm < U (2’“) ][ |f|Pdm .
B(x,2k-1) B(z,2F) B(z,2%)

u(z) —u(y)|

< J(u =g, ) (@) = (u = up,)(y)]

k1
+ Z [(ur — up—1)(x) — (ug — uk—1)(y)]

k=ko+4

Then

2in the sense that if u1,u2 € Fp satisfy Auy = Aug = f in B, then u; = uz m-a.e..
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+ kg +3(2)] + |uko+3(y)]-

For any k = ko + 3,..., k1, we have d(z,y) < 2F+1 < 2k=2 that is, y € B(x, 2872).
Since A(u — ug,) = 0 in B(z,2*), by [HR(®, V'), we have

®(d(z,y))
Tl g | ) (@) = (= u)()
B2k 1)
S \IJ(le 1)][ (z,2%1) ‘U7Ukl|dm
@(2k1 1)
< T(2ki-1) <][ 2,251} |u|ldm —|—]€3($12k1) |uk1|dm>

A

1/p
@(2]“71) wldm k1 Pdm
T (]£3| dm + ¥ (2 )(]im)u d ) )

1/p
O(r) k1
< \P(T)]ég |u|dm + ®(2%1) (é(x’%) |f|Pdm> .

Similarly, for any k = ko +4, ..., ki, since A(up —ug_1) = 0 in B(z,2*~1), by [HR(®, ¥)|
we have

E(;E? y;;|( — up—1)(2) = (ur — up—1)(y)|
P(2k-2
S P (2k—2 ]{3( 2k=1) e il

| /\

(2°7%)
(28-2)
P (2k-2) " -
W(2+-2) <][ 2k1)|uk|dm+]€a<m,zw) il )
1/p 1/p
P(2+2) k » k-1 »

1/p 1/p
< B(2") (f Ifl”dm> L a2ty (f Ifl”dm> .
B(z,2%) B(z,2k=1)

Since Auy, 3 = f in B(z,2%+3), by Lemma [4.2] we have

(d(x,y) )
U(d(z,y) " F°

1/p
2(d(z.1) o m j .
T(d(x,y)) (]{B(WW)I kot3|dm + }Z v(27) <]€3<w,2j)|f| d > )

j<ko+2

1/r 1/p
@) (g gpo3 . j .
U (d(x,y)) (\11(2 )(ﬁ(ww)lfl d ) + ‘Z (27) <]{3(w’2j)|f| d ) )

J<ko+2

N

N

1/p
P(2kot3)

< U(2 0+3 ][ rq

~ \D(2k0+3) ( ) B(a,2k0+3) ‘f| m

, 1/p
P (2koF2) W(27) .
= Y Gem eyt @ |\ f, e

J<7€0+2

1/p 1/p
< p(2htd) (f Iflpdm> + Y e (f Iflpdm> 7
B(wz,2k0+3) B(x,27)

J<ko+2
where in the last inequality, we use the fact that ~1,v2 > 0, which implies that
P(2k0+2) \11(2J)
W(2M0+2) (27) —

<1 for any j < kg + 2.
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Similarly, since y € B(z,2%*!) C B(z,2%*2), by Lemma we also have

P(d(z,y))
m |tk +3(Y)]

1/p
2((r,1) . j -
S \I/(d(l‘,y)) (][B(x,2k0+3)| k0+3|d + Z \11(2 ) <][B(y,2j) |f| d > )

j<ko+2
1/p
Iflpdm> .

1/p
< (k) (ﬁ ( 2k0+3)|f|”dm> +Y ) (ﬁ

i<ko+2 (y,29)

In summary, we have

odwy),
B ) — o)

1/p
®(r) k
< 1 p
il 1/p 1/p
+ d(2k f pdm) + P2kt ( f pdm)
k:%,:+4 ( @) <][B(z,2"') i ( ) ][B(z’2k1)| |

1/p 1/p
+ B (2Fo+3) <][ f|pdm> + Y 92) <][ f|pdm>
B(a,2%0+) B(x,27)

J<ko+2
1/p 1/p
+ B2kt <][ f|”dm> - Y e@) <][ |f|pdm>
B(x,2%0+3) i<kt B(y,29)
k1 1/p
[}
SoO s > e <][ Iflpdm>
U(r)J2 k—kod-3 B(z,2*)
1/p 1/p
£ Y e <][ |f|pdm> + Y ey <][ |f|pdm>
k<ko+3 B(z,2%) k<ko+2 B(y,2%)
B(r) 1/p 1/p
.
<37 ][ uldm + 3 ®(2") (f |f|”dm> Y e <][ |f|pdm> .
(r)Jap K<k B(z,2) K<k B(y,2%)

O

5 Proof of “‘HR(®, V)=wBE(®, V)P

The idea is to consider the heat equation “A(P,f) = %(Ptf)” for fixed ¢ as a Poisson
equation.

Proof of fHR(®, ¥ )={wBE(®, V). For any t € (0,+00), for any f € L>(X;m), we have
P, f is a solution of the Poisson equation A(P.f) = %(Ptf). For any z,y € X with x # y.
If d(z,y) < U1(t), then taking r = 16¥~1(¢) > 16d(x,y), by Proposition we have

)
W|Ptf($)—Ptf(y)|

“1
U
V16V () ) (w320 -1 (1))

P 1/p
+ P(2k ][ P.f)|Pdm
> o ><B(w,2k)|at< )

k<[log, 16W~

12



1/p
+ Y e <]{3 at(Ptf)l”dm> .
()]

k |3
k<[log, 16T~ (4:2%)

For the first term, we have

D(16W—1(t))
d

\11(16\Ijl(t))]é(:c,32\lll(t)) £ fldm

D(T1(t))
< A oo (X d
~ ‘I’(‘I’_l(t))]{g(x732\p—l(t))”Pf”L (sm) ST

1

= M“f”LN(X,m)

P(U=1(t))

For the second term, by and [23, THEOREM 4], we have the following estimate
of the time derivative of the heat kernel

5770 < gy 0 (T (Cadz,0), 1),
hence
0
2 (B
0
< [ Il fw)mw)
<l | gy o0 (T (o). ) (k).
By writing

= —+ / R
/x /B(z,\lll(t)) ,; B(2,27 101 (£))\ B(2,20 01 (1))
and using [V(®)} we have the integral

/X m exp (=T (Cad(z,w), 1)) m(dw)

is bounded by some constant depending only on Cs and ®, see also [3, Page 944, Line -5],
[20, Equation (2.5)], hence
0

TSRS RACURS M

Hence

1/p
> )
2" — (P, f)|Pd
@ )<Ji<x,2k>'at< 1) m>

k<[log, 16T~

||f||L°°(X;m) b
< Z <I>(2k) (]{3(%%) ( — ) dm)

k<[log, 16W~1(t)]

1/p

) 1
S6v-1(0) d—i) T 0

k<[log, 161 (1)]

Hf”LO;(X;m)(I)(\Ij_l(t))
(T (1))

= WHf”Lw(x;m)-

N

For the third term, similarly, we have

1/p
3] O(U~L(t))
E (2" 7Z —(P,f)|Pdm < —— 2 oo (X em)-
k<[log, 16T ~1(t)] ( )<B(y’2k) 81&( i ) - \I](W_l(t))HfHL )

13



In summary, we have

W\Ptf(x) - Pfy)l < mnfum(x -

If d(x,y) > ¥~1(t), then obviously

(d(
(x

2y )) B
o(d (x,y)) B(d(
< 2\IJ(d(x ) 1P fll oo (x5m) < QWHfHL‘”(X;m)

'Y)
) o
e SOTW) o2
gy Ty

A/—\

=2

S

&

6 Proof of “‘HR(®, V)=HHK (P, V)P’

The idea is to consider the heat equation “Apy(z,-) = Zp(z,-)” for fixed t,z as a Poisson
equation. Comparing with the proof of {HR(®, V)2fwBE(®, )]’ in Section [5] we need to
pay special attention to exponential terms.

Proof of {HR(®,V JsHHK ,.,(®, ¥)|”. By [UHK(V)| and [23, THEOREM 4], we have the
following estimates of the heat kernel

o
< —Y(Cayd t
pt(xay) = V(x,\II—l(t)) exp( (02 (xay)a ))7
and its time derivative

C @) exp (=Y (Cad(z,w),t)) .

0 1
< -
p(z, w)‘ =W (e vt

e

Take any t € (0,4+00), z,y1,y2 € X. We now distinguish the following four cases.
(1) d(y1,y2) > ‘I’fl( ).
(i) d(y1,y2) < UL(t), d(w,y1) < 128¥~1(¢) and d(z,y2) < 1280~ 1(¢).
(iii) d(y1,92) < ¥7H(t) and d(w,y1) > 128% (1)
(iv) d(y1,y2) < U7H(t) and d(z,y2) > 128071 (2).
For the case H we obtain the result directly from as follows.

Ipe(x,y1) — pe(x,92)| < pe(x,91) + pe(2, 92)

< ———————exp (=Y (Cod(z,y1),1t)) +

S FREID) exp (=T (Cad(z, y2),1))

Cy
V(a, U1(1))
=T (Cad(z,y1), 1)) + exp (=T(Cad(x, y2), 1)))

X
)
»
S

3 (0D (~X(Ca(z, 1), 1) + 05 (~T(Cad(, 2), 1))

< ) (exp (=Y (Cod(z,y1),t)) + exp (=Y (Cad(z,y2),1))) .

For the remaining three cases, by Proposition letting r = 16W~1(t) > 16d(y1,y2),
we have

Q(d(y1,2))
V(d(y1,y2))

D(16W—1(t)) 2 Vmlds
S ‘I’(lﬁ‘P_l(t))]{g(yl,:aw—l(t))pt( »2ymidz)

Ipe(,91) — pe(2,92)|
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» 1/p
m(dz))

» 1/p
m(dz)) . (6.1)

0
b, 2)

+ > d(27) ][
)] B(y1,29)

j<[log, 16¥—1

oY een|(f
) B(y2,29)

j<[log, 16U -1

0
&pt(xa Z)

For the case , we have d(z,y1) < 128¥~1(¢) and d(z,y2) < 128V ~1(¢). By Equation
(6.1), we have

D(d(y1,y2))
AL 1, 1)~ e )

Ry, o
YWY TH())) By s2w-1 () V(T (D))

+ Z )}(I)@j) <]{3(y1,2.7‘) <M)pm(d2)>

j<log, 1691 (¢

» 1/p
" 2 )](I)(Qj) <]{9(y2,2f> (M) m(d2)>

j<llog, 1631 (¢

m(dz)

1/p

D(16T-1(t)) PV B
T WA6TI(1) V(e U i(D) QjSUOngZW_l(tH 2 W )
i) 1 1 ;
SRR SP Y R

j<[log, 16W—1(1)]

1 1 i
:5+m > ®(27).

j<[log, 16W 1 ()]

For any r € (0,+00). If » < 1, then

Sooe@)= Y (2)m x2lerla <o = o).

j<[logy 7] j<[log, 7]
If » > 1, then
. ' llogo ]
Sooe@)= > @)+ D (@) x142lmrle <1 40 < p0 = (r).
j<[logs 7] j<-1 i=0
Hence .
Z ®(27) < ®(r) for any r € (0, +00).
j<[log, 7]
Then
®(d(y1,92)) < 1 1 -1
— 7= - -+ ———P(16U (¢
\IJ(d(yl,yQ))‘pt(xayl> pt(z7y2)| ~ ¢ + t(I)(\I/_l(t>) ( 6 ( ))
1 1 2
<-4 — OV ) = .
i Tyt W) =3

By assumption, for ¢ = 1,2, we have

ng(l',yi) t 12802\11_1(t) t
Y(Cod(x,y;),t) = sup (— < sup —_— — - |.
(Cad(w.y).t) = s iy ) S, (Teoe s

By the following elementary result, Lemma there exists C3 € (0, +00) depending only
on Cs, 1, B2 such that

128C, U1 () ¢t
sup (21() - ) < Cs.
t,5€(0,400) U—1(s) $
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Hence

O(d(y1,2)) eCs

mlpt(sc,yl)—pt(x,mﬂg ; (2¢-C9)
603
< = (ep(=T(Cod(w,91), 1)) + exp(=T(Cad(2, 32), 1)) -

For the case (iii), we have d(z,y;) > 128%~'(¢). Then in Equation (6.1)), for any z €
B(y1,32971(¢)), we have

d(z,z) > d(z, y1) d(y1,2) > d(x,y1) — 320 (1)
> (o) — (o) = J(p) 2 5l ).
For any j < [log, 16U ~1(¢)], for any 2 € B(y1,27), we have
d(x, z) = d(z, yl) d(y1,2) > d(z,y1) — 1607 (t)
> (e, ) — () = d(e ) 2 3o,
for any z € B(ya,27), we have
d(z, 2) > d(z,y1) — d(y1,y2) — d(ya,2) > d(x,y1) — T H(t) — 16T (1)
> d(z,y1) — id(:ﬂ,yﬂ = %d(x,zh) > %d(x,yl).
Hence Equation gives

D(d(y1,12))
m‘pt(fvyl) = pu(,2)]

DU (1) o
< \I’<16\P_1(t>)\f3(y1,32\1/1(t)) V(x, U=i(2)) p(

+ E ) 1/p
’ f #ex - .z pm .
®)] ®) ( B(y1,29) <tV(x,\IJ—1(t)) p (=T (Cad(z, )aﬂ)) (d ))

j<[log, 1601

J 701 exp (— T,z pm z
> q)(Z)(J{e(y?,y) (i gy o Tt 9.0 ) i )>

j<[log, 16W¥—1(t)]

B(16W1(t)) o)
= Wﬁ

Y(Cod(z, z),t)) m(dz)

1/p

Cy
(rs2u—1(ey) V(@ U7L(t)) oxp <_T(2d($7y1),t)) m(dz)

+ | > ®(27) (ﬁ(yhm) (M exp (_T(?d(m’yl)’t))Ym(dz)) 1/p
(

j<[logy 160 —1(#)]
: Cl OQ p
+ ®(2 ]l (ex (22 d(a, t)) "y
/ Z (®)] ( )<B(y2,21) tV (x, U=1(t)) p (2 (,91),t) (dz)

j<[log, 16w —1
_ 2(16vTH (1) Ci Cy
= \11(16\1171(15)) V(x, @71(t)) exXp <—T(2d($,y1)7t)>
+ 2 Z (I)(2j)tV(x,?I’lll(t)) exp (—T(?d(x,yﬂgﬁ))

j<[log, 16 ¥ —1(1)]

_ein) 1 (o
T () @ <\If—1<t>>e"p< T vyﬂ»t))

Cs ;
+ m exp <T(2d(:17,y1),t)) Z d(27)

j<[log, 16T —1(t)]

-2 (1 + @(\Ifil(t)) 3 @(2])) exp (—T(C;?d(x,yl),t)>

j<[log, 16W—1(1)]

1/p
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% (1 + M@(lﬁqu(t))) exp (—T(C;Qd(x,yl),to

Lo <_T((’;2d(x,y1),t)> .

X

~

For the case , similar to the case (fiii]), we also have

P(d(y1,2))
U (d(y1,2))

In summary, for any ¢ € (0, +00), x,y1,y2 € X, we have

1 C
) = )| € 1 exp (TG0

Ipe(, 1) — pe(z, 92)|

¢ 19000 (o (1 ot ) + o (1 .0,

O

Lemma 6.1. ([25, Lemma 5.2]) Let A € (0,+00). Then there exists C € (0,+00) depending
only on A, B1, B2 such that

‘11_1
sup (Al(t) — t) <C.
t,s€(0,400) U—1(s) s

Proof. Let f:(0,+00) x (0,4+00) = R be given by

U)ot

U-1(s) s

ft,s)=A

By considering separately the cases t,s € (0,1), t,s € [1,+00),0<t<1<sand 0 < s <
1 <'t, we easily obtain that

t 1/B1 n 1/B2 n
f(t,s)SAmax{<S> ’(s) }—8.

Since the function (0,4+00) — R, z — Amax{z'/%1 2/} — z is bounded from above by
some positive constant C' depending only on A, 31, B2, we have

sup  f(t,s) < C.
t,s€(0,+00)

7 Proof of SWBE(®, U)=HHK(®, V)=NLE(T)

The proof of WBE(®, U)[=HHK(®, ¥)’ is direct by using the semi-group property, see also
[1, Lemma 3.4].

Proof of fwBE(®, V¥ J5{HHK(®, W ). For any t € (0,400), for any x,y1,y2 € X, we have

pe(,31) = pe(, 2) = /X P21, )pesa (2, 2)m(dz)
- /X Peja(yn, 2)pesa(a, 2)mldz) = Pya(prya(z, ) (1),

and py(z,y2) = Prja(pe/2(x,-))(y2). By l'\_VBEiCD, U)| and [UHK (T I7 we have

O (d(y1,y2))
m|pt(x,y1) — pe(@, )|

_ (I)(d(yl,y2))
_ m|Pt/2(pt/2($, N1) = Pija(pija(z, ) (y)]
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(p!
< CuwBE ) e 2(, ) | Los (x:m)

U(T-1(3))
(T~

—~
SIS NIEN TN
~—
~—

—
—
~—
~—

Ch
V(z, U=1(t/2))
CiCvr
e(U-1(t/2))

< CuwBE

N[+

—
|
-
—
N+
NG
=

(0]
< 2CyBE

~

= (2C1CvrCuwBE)

)

S

that is,
1 \Ij(d(yla y2))
z,y1) — pe(, S LBl o
Pe(, 1) = pe(2; 42)] t @(d(y1,y2))

Hence for any x1, 29 € X, we have

|pt(171,y1) —pt($2,y2)|
< Ipe(x1,y1) — pe(1,y2)| + [pe(x1, y2) — pe(22,Y2)|

_ (%) @y, 92)) + (§) (d(z1,22))
< ; .

O

The proof of {HHK(®, U)=INLE(W)]" is classical and standard, see also [21I, Theorem
3.1], [32] Section 5].

Proof of {HHK(®,V J={NLE(V )”. First, we give a lower bound of p;(z,z). For any N > 0,

by [UHK(W¥), we have

/ pe(2, y)m(dy)
X\B(z,2NU-1(t))

n=N

/ pe(z,y)m(dy)
B(z,2"T1U—1(¢))\B(z,2" U1 (1))

0o Cl
< - -
- Tg\, /B(x,2"+1l1/—1(t))\B(ac,Q"\Il—l(t)) V(x, U=i(t))

o . ontlg—1
3 O e TG0,

exp (=Y (Cad(z,y),t)) m(dy)

By we have
V(x, 20 u—1(t)) 9
’ <C 2n+1 a1Va2.
Ve v
Note that
2nP (¢ t
T(CQQn\Ifil(t),t) = sup (C2 ( ) - )
s€(0,400) s \I/(S)
Co2"U— (1) ¢t
= sup (210 — ) > (92" — 1.
s€(0,4+00) v (5) s
Hence
/ pi(z,y)m(dy) < C1CE R Z (2T hoVez exp(1 — Cy2™).
X\B(z,2NU-1(t)) et
Since -
2(2"+1)alva2 exp(l — C92") < 400,
n=0
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there exists N > 0 depending only on Cy, Cs, Cy g, a1, as sufficiently large such that

— 1
/ pe(z, y)m(dy) < C1Ch Z (2T heVez exp(1 — C92") < —.
X\B(,2N 01 (1)) = 2

Since (£, F) on L*(X;m) is conservative, that is, [y p¢(z,y)m(dy) = 1, we have

1
/ i ymidy) =1~ pi(e,ym(dy) > 3.
B(z,2NT—1(t)) X\B(z,2Nw-1(t))

On the other hand

/ pe(z,y)m(dy)
B(z,2NU-1(¢))

1/2
< (/ pt(x,y)zm(dy)> V(w, 2N (1))/?
B(z,2Nw—1(t))

1/2
< ( / pt<z,y>2m<dy>) V(e 2V (1)
= poy(, )2V (2, 2N U1 (1)) 12,

where we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the first inequality and the semi-group
property in the last equality, hence

1
>
= AV (2, 2N (1))’

th((E7 x)

hence _
S 1 S Cy
T AV (2, 2NTT(5)) T R(TTH(D)

pi(z, )

where C] is a positive constant depending only on Cy, Cy, Cy g, N, &, U.
Second, we prove [NLE(¥), Indeed, for any £ € (0, %), for any y € B(x,e¥~1(t)), by
we have

There exists € € (0, %) depending only on 51, Cuuk, 71, 72 sufficiently small such that
G

5“/1/\“/2 < 5

Cuuk

hence ~

C 1
— < < = .
‘]h(l‘,x) pt(xay>| = 2(]:)(\:[},1(t)) = th(.r,x)

Thus we have

pe(x,y) = pe(, ) — [pe(x, 2) — pe(2,y)| = pe(2,2) — %pt(x,x) = %pt(x,x) > 2@(511(15))

for any y € B(z,e¥~1(t)), that is, we have NLE(¥ O
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8 Proof of YNLE(V)=HR(®, V)P

Recall that a Dirichlet form (£, F) on L?*(X;m) is recurrent if for any non-negative function
f € LY(X;m), we have either Gf = +00 or Gf = 0 m-a.e., where G is the Green operator,
see [20, Equation (1.6.2)]. In our setting, the Dirichlet form is recurrent as follows.

Lemma 8.1. Let (X,d,m, &, F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying[V(® ) and[NLE(¥ )}
Then (€, F) on L*(X;m) is recurrent.

Proof. Taking any non-zero non-negative function f € L'(X;m), we show that

Gf(x):= /0+°° (/X pt(x,y)f(y)m(dy)> dt = +oo for m-a.e. x € X.

Indeed, by [V(®)| and [NLE(¥)| we have
+o0 o0 +o0 C
dt > dt > ——dt
/0 pt(a:,y) = [P(d(z.y))pt<x’y) = [P(d(w,y)) V(JL‘,\Ifil(t))

+oo 1 too dt
x/ ——dt > / - = +0o0.
\I/(d(z’y)) q’(\ll_l(t)) - \I/(d(z’y))\/l taz/ﬁ?

Since f is non-zero non-negative, there exists a > 0 such that m({f > a}) > 0, then

Gf(zx) = /X (/;OO pt(x,y)dt> fy)m(dy) = a/{f>a} (/;OO pt(w,y)dt) m(dy) = +oo

for m-a.e. x € X. Hence (£, F) on L?*(X;m) is recurrent. O

We use some techniques from resistance forms. The theory of resistance forms was
developed by Kigami [44]. To begin with, let us introduce effective resistances. Let A, B be
two non-empty subsets of X. The effective resistance between A and B is defined as follows.

R(A,B) = (inf {€(u,u) :u € F,u=0o0n A,u=1on B}) ™",

here we use the convention that inf() = +o00, 07! = +00 and (+00)~! = 0. For z,y € X,
write

R(z, A) = R({z}, A), R(z,y) = R({z},{y}).
By definition, it is obvious that

R(z,y) ZSHP{UZ cu € F,E(u,u) >0}7

which implies that
lu(z) — u(y)|* < R(z,y)&(u,u) for any u € F,z,y € X,
and if Ay C As, B; C By, then
R(A1,By) > R(As, Bs).

Proposition 8.2. Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying [V (®)
UHK(V ) and [NLE(W). Then we have two-sided resistance estimates [R(®,V ) as follows.
There exists Cr € (0,+00) such that for any x,y € X with x # y, we have

1 W(d(r.y)) W(d(e,y)
Cr d(d(z,y)) = ) = Org iy R(2,T)

Remark 8.3. In the strongly recurrent setting, two-sided heat kernel estimates and two-sided
resistance estimates are indeed equivalent. This equivalence was proved in [12] on graphs,
in [45] on graphs and resistance forms and in [37] on metric spaces using an analytical
approach.
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Under the assumptions of the above result, by Proposition we have [PT(¥)|and [CS(W)]
The following result will play an important role in this section.

Lemma 8.4. (Morrey-Sobolev inequality) Let (X,d, m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space

satisfying[V(® ) and[PI(V)} Then we have the following Morrey-Sobolev inequality[MS(®, V)|
There exists Cyrs € (0,400) such that for any u € F, for m-a.e. x,y € X with x # y, we
have

V(d(z,y
2
u(z) —u(y)|* < Cys——+—E(u,u). MS(®, ¥
u(a) — u(y)| e (@, 7)
Hence any function in F has a continuous version, or equivalently, F C C(X).

The proof is standard using telescopic technique, see also [12, Page 1654].

Proof. Let z,y be two different Lebesgue points of u € F C L?(X;m). Denote r = d(x,y).
Then

|U((E) - u(y)| < |'LL((E) - uB(a:,r)| + |uB(ac,r) - uB(y,r)| + ‘u(y) - uB(y,r)|~
For any n € Z, denote B, = B(z,27"r). By [V(®)|and [PI(¥)| we have

1/2
un —un, | < f  u—un i S £ -, dm < (][ fu— uBmdm)
By B B,

n

1/2 B 1/2
_ 1 "y U, U 7\11(2 ") U, U
5(@(2%)‘”2 ), o )> < (sgmmeten)
hence
u(e) ~ upen| = ful@) —up,| = T Jup, —up, | < lm 3 fup,,, ~u,
n—>+ook:0
0o o) \11(2_n7") 1/2
= |u nt1 U n‘ S./ fné'(u,u)
;:; PP 2(@(2 ) )
. \I/(T') o /2 (%) (Z_n'r) i \I/(T) 0. /2 & 7(’71/\2’Y2)"
(35760 Z( 0 < (e 2.2
(r)

< (H0su) "

Similarly, we have
U(r 1/2
)~ um] 5 (€@ n)

Note that

ey —umnl < £ Jue) = ) mdem(dz)
B(z,r)J B(y,r)

1/2
< (]é(z,r)]é(y,r) [u(z1) — u(22)] m(dZ1)m(d22)>
1/2
u(z1) — u(ze)Pm(dzy)m(dzs
1/2
! 2
< o(r) </B(x72r)/3(x,2r) [u(z1) — u(22)] m(dzl)m(d32)>

1/2
1
= 2V (x, 2r) / (u — uB(w’gr))Q dm
(T) B(xz,2r)

21

~
~

1
o(r)

4



1 U(r) 12
% D(r)1/2 (qj(%) /B(w,47‘) dF(u,u)) s (‘P(r)g(u’u)) '

In summary, we have

. 1/2
o) —u)| < (e

O

Proof of Proposition[8.4 The upper bound is obvious by [MS(®, U)] We use the idea of an
analytical proof of [37, Theorem 3.4] to give the lower bound. By the spectral calculus, it is

easy to see that

‘ =

E(Pyu, Pau) < —— (u,u) for any t € (0, +00),u € L*(X;m),

[\

et

where {P,} is the heat semi-group corresponding to the Dirichlet form (£, F) on L?(X;m).
For any t € (0,4+00), z € X, take u = p;(x,-) € L?(X;m). By the semi-group property,
we have Pyu = por(x,-) and (u,u) = par(z, x), hence

1
E(pae(z,-),pac(z,-)) < Tetmt(wax),

clearly
1
((:(pt(df, ')7pt(17, )) S gpt(% JU)

For any y € X, we have

1/2
pe(x, ) — pe(x,y) < R(z,y)2E(pe(x, ), pi(w,))"/* < R(w,y)"/? (1pt($,“f)> - (81)

et
By we have

4
>
S 0)
By [UAK(T] we have
Cs
< _ .
pt(x7y) = V(x, \I/_l(t)) exp( T(Cdd(x7y)7t))7
and o
S
S 0)
Hence

pi(z, ) — pi(,y)

.G G

S V@ U-L() V(e v-l(1)
1

= Y ri) (@ C2ow (FT(Csd(@,),1).

exp (=Y (Csd(z,y),t))

where

T (Csd(z,y),t) = sup (ng(cv,y)_ ! >

s€(0,4+00) $ \I/(S)
_ Sup (CS{(;I;J y) _ t) > C?)Ci(l‘r7y) _1.
5€(0,400) v (S) S v (t)

Take € € (0,1), let t = ¥(ed(z,y)), then

v (4o (- 2)) 2 mpmy 62
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where € € (0,1) depending only on C1, Cs, Cs is sufficiently small such that

Cy exp (1 — C;) < %
Plugging Equation into Equation (8.1]), we have
o e (1 1/2 e (1 C 1/2
. - il < -2
QV(.’I},\I/_l(t)) —R(I7y) etpt(x7w) — R(Z',y) et V(.T,\I’_l(t)) )
therefore
C etV(z, T-1(1)\"/?
1/2 > 1 )
Rly)™ 2 sva =) ( s
_ ( t )”2 _ (\P(ad(x,y)))”? _ (Md(x,y)))”?
T\ e(w-i(t) ®(ed(z,y)) “\o(d(x,y)) ’
that is,
V(d(x,y)
R(z,y) 2
9 2 S d(a,y)

Let us recall the definition of resistance forms as follows.

Definition 8.5. ([44, DEFINITION 3.1]) Let X be a set. A pair (€,G) is called a resistance
form on X if the following five conditions are satisfied.

(RF1) G is a linear subspace of (X)) containing constant functions, where [(X) is the space
of all real-valued functions on X. & is a non-negative symmetric quadratic form on G.
Foru € G, E(u,u) =0 if and only if u is a constant function.

(RF2) Let ~ be the equivalence relation on G given by u,v € G, u ~ v if and only if u — v is
a constant function. Then (G/ ~,E) is a Hilbert space.
(RF3) For any x,y € X satisfying x # y, there exists u € G such that u(zx) # u(y).

(RF/4) For any x,y € X, we have

) —w@) o e
sup{ £l ) cu € G, E(u, )>0}

is finite, where we use the convention that sup @ = 0.
(RF5) For anyu € G, letu= (uVO)A1, thenu € G and E(w,u) < E(u,u).

Recall that for a Dirichlet form (€, F) on L%(X;m), its extended Dirichlet space is
defined as the family of all m-measurable functions v which is finite m-a.e. and there exists
an £-Cauchy sequence {u,} C F such that u,, — u m-a.e.. The sequence {u,} C F is called
an approximation sequence of u € F,. We can extend & to F, and F = F, N L?(X;m). See
[26, Section 1.5] for more details. We can also define the harmonicity of a function in the
extended Dirichlet space as follows. Let D be a non-empty open subset of X. We say that
u € Fe is harmonic in D if E(u, ) = 0 for any p € F N Ce(D).

We collect some results about extended Dirichlet spaces as follows.

Lemma 8.6. Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying
and .

(1) The Morrey-Sobolev inequality holds for any u € F., hence F. C C(X).

(2) (€, Fe) is a resistance form on X.

(8) For any z,y € X, we have

R(z,y) :sup{u(g?(;zgy)2 cu € Fe,E(u,u) > 0}.
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(4) Let u € F. be harmonic in a non-empty open subset D of X. Then E(u,p) = 0 for
any ¢ € Fe C C(X) with ¢ =0 on X\D.

Proof. It is obvious by the definition of F, and Lemma

Since the Dirichlet form (£, F) on L?(X;m) is recurrent, by [26, Theorem 1.6.3], we
have 1 € F, and £(1,1) = 0. For u € F, if £(u,u) = 0, then by we have u is a
constant function. Hence we have

By we have (F./ ~,&) is an inner product space. We only need to prove the
completeness. Indeed, let {u,} C F./ ~ be an £-Cauchy sequence, then {u, } is £-bounded.
Fix arbitrary zo € X. By replacing u, by u, — u,(z9) in F./ ~, we may assume that
Un (z9) = 0 for any n > 1.

For any N > 1, for any @ € B(zo, N), for any n > 1, by [MS(®, U)|, we have

U (d(z,xg)) U(N)
mg(“na“n) < CMSWiing(Un,un).

By again, using the Arzela-Ascoli lemma and the diagonal argument, there exists
a subsequence, still denoted by {u,}, and u € C(X) such that u,, converges uniformly to u
on any relatively compact open subset of X. By the definition of F., we have u € F. and
{u,,} is E-convergent to u. Hence (F./ ~, &) is complete, hence we have

(RF3)| follows from the regularity of the Dirichlet form (£, F) on L?(X;m).

(RF4)| follows from

(RF5)| follows from [26], Corollary 1.6.3].

‘We need to prove that

lu() — u(y)|?
S“p{ € (u,u)

un (2)|* = Jun(2) — un(20)]* < Cirs

|u(z) — u(y)|?

cu € Fo, E(u,u) > 0}.

Indeed, “<” is trivial by F C F.. “>”: For any u € F, with E(u,u) > 0, there exists
{un} C F which is £-Cauchy and converges to u m-a.e.. Since {u,} is E-convergent to u, we
may assume that &(un,u,) > 0 for any n > 1. Take zg € X such that lim, 4 u,(z9) =
u(zo) € R, then {u,(z¢)} is bounded. For any N > 1, for any x € B(xq, N), for any n > 1,

by we have
[un (@)|* < 2 (Jun (@) = un(@0)[* + |un(z0)[?)

Y(d(@, 20)) Up, U sup |un (x0)|?
Bl e o) gl

U (N 2)
———=sup &(up, Uy ) + sup |u,(x .

By again, using the Arzela-Ascoli lemma and the diagonal argument, there exists
a subsequence, still denoted by {u,}, and v € C(X) such that u,, converges uniformly to
v on any relatively compact open subset of X. Since u, also converges to u m-a.e. and
u,v € C(X), we have u = v. Hence

M = lim M < LHS.

E(u,u) n—+o00 E(Un, up

Taking supremum with respect to v € F, with £(u,u) > 0, we have “>”.

Since (€, F.) is a resistance form on X, by [44, PROPOSITION 9.13], we have the
continuity and the quasi-continuity coincide. Then F. p given by [26, Equation (2.3.14)]
can be re-written as

Fep ={ueFe:u=0qe on X\D}={ue F. CC(X):u=0o0n X\D},

where w is a quasi-continuous modification of u € F,.

Since the Dirichlet form (€, F) on L?(X;m) is regular, by [26, Exercise 1.4.1], we have
F N C.(X) is a special standard core of £. Then follows from the equivalence in [20]
Theorem 2.3.3 (ii)]. O
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By the resistance form theory, we can solve “boundary value problems” or take a trace
of resistance forms as follows.

Lemma 8.7. ([/4], Section 8]) Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying
|V(®), [UHK(Y )| and[NLE(W ), LetY & X be a non-empty closed subset and Fely = {uly :
u € Fe}. Then for any u € Fe, there exists a unique v € F, which is harmonic in X\Y
such that v =wu on'Y. Moreover, v is the unique function in F. that minimizes the following
variational problem

inf{E(v,v):vE Fe,v=uonY}.
Let hy : Fely — Fe be given by uly — v for u € F. as above. Let
Ely (u,v) = E(hy (u), hy (v))
for u,v € Fely. Then (Ely, Fely) is a resistance form on'Y.

We have the following maximum principle.

Corollary 8.8. (Maximum principle) Let (X,d,m,E, F) be an unbounded MMD space sat-
isfying |V(® ), [UHK(V )| and [NLE(V ), Let D G X be a non-empty open subset of X. Let
u,v € Fe be harmonic in D and satisfy u < v on X\D, then u < v in D. In particular,
ian\Du <u< Sup x\ p u-

Proof. We only need to show that if v € F, is harmonic in D and satisfies u < 0 on X\ D,
then u < 0 in D. Indeed, u A0 € F, satisfies u A 0 = u on X\D, by Lemma we have

E(u,u) > E(u N0, uA0) >inf{E(v,v):v e Fe,v=uon X\D} =E(u,u).

Hence the above inequalities are indeed equalities. By the uniqueness of u € F, from Lemma
[B7 we have u A0 = u, hence u < 0 in D. O

The effective resistance between certain two sets can be achieved by the energy of some
functions as follows.

Corollary 8.9. Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying
and INLE(V ). Let A, B be two non-empty closed subsets of X satisfying AN B = 0 and

AUB ; X. If one of the following conditions holds.
(a) X\A is relatively compact and B is compact.
(b) A, B are compact.

Then there exists a unique v € F, withv =0 on A and v =1 on B such that
R(A,B)™' = &(v,v) =inf {E(v,v) :v € Fo,v =0 on A,v =1 on B}.
Moreover, 14,15 € Felaup, v = haup(lp) € Fe and
R(A,B)™" = E(haus(1a), haus(1a)) = E(haus(1B), haus(1B)).

Proof. Since B is compact, X\ A is open and B C X\A, by the regularity of (£,F) on
L?(X;m), there exists u € F N C.(X) C F, such that 0 < u < 1in X, v = 1 on B and
supp(u) C X\A. Hence u|aup = 15 € Felaun, (1 — w)|aup =14 € Felaus-

Since AU B g X is a non-empty closed subset, by Lemma there exists a unique
v =haup(ulaus) = haup(1p) € F which is harmonic in X\(AU B) and v =w on AU B,
that is, v|aup = 1g, or v =0 on A and v = 1 on B. Moreover, v € F, also minimizes the
variational problem

inf {€(v,v):v € Fe,v=0o0n A,v=1on B},
and

E(v,v) = Elau(1B,1B) = €laur(1la,14)
= E(haus(1B),hav(1B)) = E(haus(la),haus(la)).
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It remains to prove that if either (a) or (b) holds, then
E(w,v) =inf {E(v,v):v e F,o=00n A,v=1on B},

where the RHS is equal to R(A, B)~! by definition. Since F C F., we only need to show
“>”. By the maximum principle Corollary we have 0 <v <1in X.

For (a), since 0 <v <1in X, v =0 o0on A and X\A is a relatively compact open set, we
have v € F. N L?(X;m) = F, “>" is obvious.

For (b), since A, B are both compact, by a similar proof to Lemma [8.6] (2)), there exists
an approximation sequence {v,} C F C C(X) of v € F, that converges uniformly to v on
AUB. For any € € (0,1/4), there exists N > 1 such that for any n > N, we have |v, —v| < ¢
on AUB, hence —e < v, <eonAand1—e¢<wv, <1l+econB. Let ¢ : R — R be given by

1
o(t) = 12 . ((t/\(l—e))\/s—é)—ki,teR,

that is, ¢ € C(R) satisfies ¢ = 0 on (—00,¢], ¢ = 1 on [l —¢, +00) and ¢ is linear on [e,1—¢].
Then ¢(0) = 0 and |(t) —¢(s)| <

N

%_E|tfs| for any t,s € R. For any n > N, let v,, = ¢(v,,),
1

2
then v,, € F satisfies v, =0 on A, ¥,, = 1 on B and £(0,,v,) < (f_a) E(vp, vy), hence
2

1
inf{é’(v,v):ve}',v:OonA,v:lonB}Sé’(ﬁn,iﬂ)S( 2 )5(vn,vn).

Letting n — +o00, we have

1
inf {€(v,v):veF,o=00n A,v=10n B} < <1 2 ) E(v,v).

N

Since € € (0, %) is arbitrary, we have

inf {E(v,v):ve F,v=00nA,v=1o0n B} <&(v,v),
that is, we have “>”. O

Remark 8.10. We will be interested in the case A = X\B(z,r), B = {y} for (a), and the
case A ={z}, B={y} for (b), where x,y € X, r € (0,+0).

Lemma 8.11. Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfying
and|NLE(V ). Then there ezists C € (0,+00) such that for any xo € X, for anyr € (0,400),
we have

R(zo, X\B(zo,7)) > cgég

The proof is essentially the same as the proof of [12, LEMMA 2.4], [45, Lemma 4.1] and
[37, Proposition 5.3].

Proof. Denote B = B(xg,r). For any x € B\ (%B), by Corollary there exists h, € F.
with hy(z9) =1, hy(z) =0 and 0 < h, <1in X such that

‘If(cl(ﬁffovx)))_1

E(Pa, ha) = R(xo, )" < (c}R (d(xo, x))

where Ck is the constant in[R(®, ¥)| Take e € (0, 1) to be determined. For any y € B(x, er),
we have

lhe ()| = |he(z) — ha(y)| < R(x7y)1/28(hxahw)l/2
1/2

S
I~

™

2
=

Y1AY2

< CR(2€) 2

N———
g
~
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Q
=y
<2
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Then there exists € € (0, i) depending only on Cg,~1, 2 sufficiently small such that

Y1AY2
2

1
|he(y)| < Cr(2¢) <3 for any y € B(z,er).
By there exists N > 1 depending only on Cy g, aq, s, €, hence only on Cy g, Cr, aq,
ao, B1, P2, such that B\ (%B) can ben covered by at most N balls with center in B\ (%B)
and radius er. Take z1,...,zy € B\ (3B) such that B\ (3B) C Ui<j<nB(z;,er), let

h = minj<;<n hy,. Then h € F, satisfies h(zp) =1,0<h<1lin X, h < % in B\ (%B) and

N N (I>(
< E(ha,s ha,) Z = CrN g
i=1 i=1

Let g = 2((h — 1) v 0), then g € F, satisfies g(z¢) =1,0< g <1in X, g =0in B\ (3B)
and

)

MH
(Ml

MH
[ ]l
—

1
3)
By the regularity of the Dirichlet form (£, F) on L?(X;m), there exists ¢ € F N Ce(X)
satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1in X, ¢ =1 in an open neighborhood of 1B and supp(y) € B. Then

pg € F. satisfies (gpg)(a:o) =1,0<pg<1in X and pg = ng = glip. By the strongly
local property and Corollary . we have

R(z0, X\B)~' < E(¢g, ¢g9) = T(g, 09)(X) = T'(¢g, ©9)(B)

£(g,9) = 4E((h — %) VO, (h— 1) v 0) < 48(h, h).

=T(g.9)(B) <T(g,9)(X) = £(g,9) < 4E(h,h) < 4CRN‘I’E§§
2
hence
R(zo, X\B) > 1w 1 gg%g P(r) > 1 U(r)
Zo, 4CRN (I)(%) 4CRN W(r) (I)(r) - 4. 2’}’1\/'YQCRN (I)(’r‘)

@(r)
O

Proposition 8.12. Let (X,d,m,&,F) be an unbounded MMD space satisfymg
UHK (V) and[NLE(U ) Then for any ball B = B(xo,7), for any bounded u € F. which is
harmonic in B, for any x,y € B, we have

R(z,y)
[u(z) —u(y)| < W\B)OSCX\BU,

where
0ScAu = sup4 u — inf 4 u

is the oscillation of the function u € [(A) on the set A.

The idea of the proof is from a recent result [40, Theorem 6.27], where a general result in
the setting of p-energy forms was given to prove certain p-resistance defines indeed a metric.

Proof. Let Y = X\B, then Y ; X is a non-empty closed subset of X. For fixed z,y € B,
we have u — u(x) € F, is harmonic in B\{z}, hence v — u(x) = hyyiz)(u — u(z)). By the
maximum principle Corollary we have u — u(x) < (oscyu)ly on Y U {x}, hence

u—u(x) = hyygay(u — u()) < hyugs) ((oseyu)ly) = (oscyu)hy gy (1y)-
It remains to estimate hy .y} (1y)(y). Indeed, by Corollary we have

R(x’X\B)_l = R(xvy)_l = S(hYU{m}(ly)’ hYU{m}(ly))
= E(hyuay(1y), by uay (1y) — 1) = =E(hy Uy (v ), hy Uy (Lay))-
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Since Fe 3 hyyfa,y hyUey(1{zy) = 0on Y U{z} and hy ;) (1y) € Fe is harmonic
in B\{z}, by Lemmai [3.6] [)), we have

E(hyugay(Iy), hyugayy (1iz}) = Pyugay (14ay)) = 0
that is,
E(hyugay(Iy), hyugey(1gay)) = E(hyugay (1y), by Ugay (Lizy)-
Let

u1 = hyue}(1y) = hyUay (Iv) (W) Pia,yy (Liyy),s
v1 = hyUtayy (12},
then uy,v; € F. are harmonic in B\{z,y}. Let us = ui|yufay}, V2 = Vilyu{a,y}, then

Uz, V2 € fe'YU{I,y} and
E(ur,v1) = Elyufa,yy (U2, va),

where (€]y Uz} Felvuia,y}) is a resistance form on Y U {z,y}, which follows from Lemma
On Y, we have ug € [0,1], va =0, ug Avg =0, ug Vva = us = ug +v9. On {z}, we have
ug =0,v2 =1, ug Avg =0, ug Vug =1 = vy = ug + v2. On {y}, we have uz = 0, v2 = 0,
ug Avg =0, ug Vg =0 =us + vy. Hence ug Avg =0, ug V va = ug + v9. By the following
easy result Lemma [8.13] we have

E(ur,v1) = Elyufa,yy (U2, v2) <0,

that is,

E(hyugay(Iy ), by Uga,yy (Lay)) < E(hyugay (Iy) (W) iayy (Liyy)s Ay g,y (1ay),

hence

(1? X\B)™! = —E(hyugay 1y ), hyugey (1gay)) = —E(hy ugay (v ) hy U,y (Liay))
—E(hy Uy (W) (W) ey Ly ) Py Uga,yy (Liay )
= _hYU{I}(ly)(y)g(h{z,y}( {y})>hYU{z,y}(1{x}))'

Since Fe 3 hyyga,yy (1 h{ac v} (Lgzy) = 0on {z,y} and hy, 3 (1)) € Fe is harmonic in
X\{z,y}, by Lemma , we have

E(iayy (L)) hy ugay) (La}) = Moy (1{z})) = 0
that is,
E(Mfayy (L)) hyugayy (Lia})) = E(fa,yy (Liyy ) hiayy (Lia})-

Hence

R(z, X\B) ™" > =hy ey (v ) ) E(Aayy (Ligy)s Py gayt (Liay))
= —hy Uy Iy ) (WE Ay (Liyy)s Payy (Liay))
= hyugey (y)(WEM = hieyy (Lyy)s hiayy (1gay)
= hy ey (1y) ()€ (hia, y}(1{$}) hia,yy (Liay))
= hyugey(1y) (¥) R(z,y) ™!
which implies

R(z,y)

hy oy (1y)(y) < W

Thus we have R
u(y) — u(z) < (oscyu) R(QU(,CE)X)B)
Similarly, since u — u(x) > —(oscyu)ly on Y U {x}, we have

u —u(x) = hy ey (u —u(x)) > —hyygey ((oscyu)ly) = — (oscyu) hyuiay (ly),
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which implies

u(y) — u(w) 2 — (oseyu) hyuga) (1y)(y) = — (oseyu) }M'

Therefore, we have
R(z,y)

lu(z) — uly)| < Wosq/u.

O

Lemma 8.13. Let X be a set. Let (£,G) be a resistance form on X. If u,v € G satisfy
uANv=0anduVv=u+wv, then E(u,v) <O0.

Proof. By the parallelogram identity and we have
Eunv,unv)+EuVuuVo) <E(u,u)+E(v,v).
By assumption, we have
E(u,u) + E(w,v) 2 E(u+v,u+v) =E(u,u) + E(v,v) + 2E(u,v),
hence &(u,v) < 0. O

We need the following L'-mean value inequality.

Lemma 8.14. ([31, THEOREM 6.3, LEMMA 9.2]) Let (X,d,m,E,F) be an unbounded
MMD space satisfying [VD} [FK(¥)] and [CS(W)} Then there exists C € (0,400) such that
for any ball B = B(xq,r), for any u € F which is harmonic in 2B, we have

Jullieis) < Cf._fuldm.
2B
We now give the proof of NLE(U)=HR(®, )" as follows.
Proof of INLE(V J={HR(®,¥ )”. Note that we need to prove [HR(®, V)| from [UHK(¥)| and
By Proposition [8.2] we have [R(®, V)l Let B = B(zg,r) and v € F harmonic in
2B. By [VD] and Lemma [8.14] we have
M= lull s S f_fuldm.
2B

Let v = (uV (=M)) A M, then v € F N L®(X;m), ||v||pex) < M and v = u in 3B,
hence v € F C F. is bounded in X and harmonic in %B. By Proposition for any
z,y € B C 3B, we have

R(z,y) ]
lv(z) —v(y)| < m%cx\(gs)v

R(z,y)
=R X\B(z, 1)

R(z,y)
(z, X\B(z, 5))’

o < 2M
lvllz (x) S R

hence

R(x, R(z,
lu(z) —u(y)| < 2||ull Loz R(x,X(\BZQp, ) < R(:E,X(\By(l, ;))]éB |u|dm.

By and Lemma we have

(%) (. 0) _ () )
)~ )| S gyl < gy S falam,

hence holds. O

Remark 8.15. A natural question is to consider the sharpness of the Hélder exponents
b1 —ay and By — ay from . Indeed, on a class of unbounded p.c.f. self-similar sets
(see [54)]) and the corresponding cable systems, these exponents are sharp, see the proof of
[25, Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.3] for the Vicsek and the SG cable systems. However, on
the unbounded SC and the SC cable system, it was conjectured in [1, Conjecture 5.4, Open
Question 5.5] that these exponents are not sharp, and a new fractal dimension, that is, the
so-called topological Hausdorff dimension (see [{)]), should be involved.
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9 Some examples related to the Sierpinski carpet and the Vicsek set

In this section, we give some examples related to the Sierpiniski carpet and the Vicsek set
including the blowups of a fractal by another different fractal. In R2, let

1 1
b1 = (070)’172 = (§a0)7p3 = (170)’104 = (13 5)7

. . (9.1)
Ps = (171)7p6 = (53 1)’p7 = (071)ap8 = (Oa 5)7

and

gi(x) = é (x—pi) +p,z €R?i=1,...,8.

Then the Sierpinski carpet is the unique non-empty compact set K in R? satisfying K =
US_,0:(K), see Figure Let o = log8/log 3. By [42, Theorem 1.5.7, Proposition 1.5.8], the
Hausdorff dimension of K is « and the a-dimensional Hausdorff measure H*(K) € (0, 400).
The construction of Brownian motion on the Sierpiiiski carpet was given by [0] and [46]
using approximation of stochastic processes. See also [33] for another construction using I'-
convergence of quadratic forms, [9] for the construction on higher dimensional Sierpinski car-
pets, [I7] for the construction on unconstrained Sierpinski carpets. Let 8 = log(8p)/log 3 ~
2.09697, where p ~ 1.25147 € [I, 2] is some parameter from resistance estimates in [7, [I].

For a € R, A C R? denote aA = {ax : x € A}.

Firstly, we consider the unbounded Sierpinski carpet K> = U,,>¢3" K as follows, where
{3"K},>0 is an increasing sequence of subsets of R2. Letag =as =a, B1 =B =05 Tt
is obvious that holds. It was proved in [8, Theorem 1.1] that [HK(¥)] and [HHK(®, ¥)
hold. In a general setting of fractional diffusions introduced in [5 Section 3], it was proved
in [T, Theorem 3.7, Lemma 3.4] that WBE(®, ¥)] and [HHK(®, ¥)| hold. It was proved in
[8, Theorem 8.3] that all functions in the domain of the generator of the Dirichlet form
are (8 — a)-Holder continuous. By the main result, Theorem we now have the Holder
regularity for harmonic functions as and the Holder estimate with
exponential terms for the heat kernel.

Secondly, we consider the Sierpiriski carpet cable system. Let Vo = {pi1,...,ps} and
Vo1 = U?Zlgi(Vn) for any n > 0, then {V},},,>0 is an increasing sequence of finite subsets of
K and the closure of U,,>¢V;,, with respect to the Euclidean topology is K. For any n > 0,
let V(") =37V, see Figurefor VO yv@) and V@,

i3

(a) V(© (b) V(1 (c) VP

Figure 4: V(© v and v

Obviously, {V(n)}nZ() is an increasing sequence of finite sets. Let V = UnzoV(") and

1
E={{p,q}:p,q€‘/,lp—q|=2},

then (V, E) is an infinite, locally bounded, connected (undirected) graph, whose correspond-
ing cable system is the Sierpiriski carpet cable system, see [25], Section 3] for more detailed
construction. Let oy = 1, 1 = 2, as = «, B2 = . It is obvious that holds. Using
the stability result [I0] for heat kernel estimates or parabolic Harnack inequalities, we have
also holds, which is similar to the case on the unbounded Sierpiniski carpet. By the
main result, Theorem we have [HHK(®, V)| [THK .., (®, V)|, WBE(®, ¥)| and [HR(®, V)|
all hold. In particular, the validity of [HR(®, ¥)| implies the validity of |GRH(®, V), which
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was left open in [25]. Moreover, we also have which can also be given directly
by

Thirdly, we consider the blowups of fractals related to the Sierpinski carpet and the
Vicsek set. However, we blowup a fractal by another different fractal. We consider the
setting in R2.

Let K, M be one of the following fractals in R?: the unit interval [0,1] x {0}, the Vicsek
set and the Sierpiniski carpet. Let oy and 7 be the Hausdorff dimension and walk dimension
of K, ag and (5 the Hausdorff dimension and walk dimension of M. Here, K serves as the
“cell” fractal and M provides the “model” to blowup. Let (£, FK) be the strongly local
regular Dirichlet form on L?(K; u) with two-sided sub-Gaussian heat kernel estimates with
walk dimension 31, where p is the normalized a;-Hausdorff measure on K, see [48] [42] [53]
for the case K is the Vicsek set.

Let {ggl)}izly__”N(l), {91(2)}1':1,...,N(2) be the collections of contraction mappings generat-
ing K, M, respectively, that is, for k = 1,2, N*) L) are two positive integers, pgk) =(0,0),

( 2,
-~y Py ER

(k) 1 L®) —1

g; (x) = L(k)x-i- JA0) pi,teR?i=1,... N®,

and K, M are the unique non-empty compact sets in R? satisfying K = U;ZV:? gl(l)( K),
M = va(f)gv(Q)(ML respectively.

e For the unit interval, we have N(®¥) = 2, L(*) = 2 and
pi” = (0,0),95” = (1,0).

e For the Vicsek set, we have N(¥) =5 L(k) = 3 and

11
o = 0,058 = 1,015 = 120 = 0,008 = (5.3)-

e For the Sierpiniski carpet, we have N*®) =8, L*) =3 and p\™, ... p{* are p1,...,ps

from Equation (9.1)).

We assume that for i,j = 1,..., N® | if g ([0,11%) N (2) ([0,1]%) # 0, then ¢P (KN

9 (K) # 0. Let Ko = K. For any n > 0, let K, 1 = UN(Q)g(Q)(K ), KM = (LO)YK,,
then

K (n+1) — (L<2))”+1Kn (L(Z))n+1 (UN(2)g<(2)(Kn))
N2

= (L) gP () u | 6
1=2

N®@

= ((L(Q))nKn) U (L(Q))n+1 U g(2)

(L(Q))"Kn =K,

I

hence {K (n)}nZO is an increasing sequence of subsets of R2.

Let X = UnzoK(”)~ We say that W C X is a cell if W is a translation of KO = K, = K.
Let d be the Euclidean metric in R2. Let m be the measure on X satisfying that for any
cell W, m|w is the normalized a;-Hausdorff measure on W. For any cell W, by translation,
there exists a strongly local regular Dirichlet form (€W, FW) on L?(W;m|w). Let

K={ueCuX):ulw e FW for any cell w}.
Define
E(u,u) = Z gW(u|W’U|W)a

W is a cell
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F = &i-closure of K,

then (€, F) is a strongly local regular Dirichlet form on L?(X;m). Obviously, (X, d,m, &, F)
is an unbounded MMD space satisfying Since two-sided heat kernel estimates hold
on K, M, by [30, Theorem 3.14], we have the elliptic Harnack inequalities and the resistance
estimates both hold on K, M. Combining these two conditions on K, M, we obtain easily
the corresponding elliptic Harnack inequalities and the resistance estimates on X. Then by
[30, Theorem 3.14] again, we have holds on X. Indeed, in the strongly recurrent
setting, only resistance estimates are enough for the above argument, see [12} 45] [37]. By the

main result, Theorem we have |HHK{ [\ L [HHK ¢, (@, W), [WBE(P, )| and |HR [ )l
all hold.

We give some examples as follows.

(1) Let K be the Sierpiriski carpet and M the unit interval, see Figure

Figure 5: Blow up the Sierpinski carpet by the unit interval

(2) Let K be the Sierpiriski carpet and M the Vicsek set, see Figure@ for K.

Figure 6: Blow up the Sierpinski carpet by the Vicsek set

(3) Let K be the Vicsek set and M the Sierpifiski carpet, see Figurelj for K.
Since (¥/®)(r) = r for r € (0,1), [HHKcxp (P, ¥)| gives

Ipe(z,91) — pe (2, 2)]

< M) (e (1 (o, 1), 1) + 030 (T (a1, 0) (92)

for any x,y1,y2 € X with d(y1,y2) < 1.

Let Sp = [(0,0), (1,1)] U[(0,1), (1,0)] be the union of the diagonals of the unit square
[0,1]2 C R2. For any n >0, let S,.1 = Uf\gll)gl(l)(sn). Then {S,, }n>0 is an increasing
sequence of subsets of K and the closure of U,,>0S, is K. Let Sy = Up>0S5n, ()

the measure on Sy such that for any n > 0, v(9)|g is the normalized 1-dimensional
Hausdorff measure satisfying

v ([(0,0), (1, 1)]) = v ([(0,1),(1,0)]) = 1.
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Figure 7: Blow up the Vicsek set by the Sierpinski carpet

For any n > 0, let Sp41 = UzN:(f)ggQ) (S,), 8™ = (L)"S,,, then similar to {K(™},,>,
{S(”)}nzo is an increasing sequence of subsets of R?, let S = UnzoS(")- For any cell
W C X, we have Sy := SN W is a translation of S = S,. For any two cells
W1, Wy C X, we have either the cardinal #(Sw, N Sw,) € {0,1} or Sw, N Sw, is
countably infinite, hence there exists a unique v on S such that for any cell W, v|s,,
is the push forward of v(©) under the translation from S(© = S, to Sy. Note that
v(B(zg),r) = +oo for any ball B(zg,r) and v L m, that is, ¥ and m are mutually
singular.

By the Lipschitz estimate, Equation , we have the weak gradient dp;(z,-) exists
v-a.e. for any t € (0,+00), for any z € X, and has the following estimate. For any
t € (0,400), for any x € X, for v-a.e. y € S, we have

0y, )| < TLexp (X (Cod(a,9), 1)

B1
d(z,y)\ Pi-1 .
S exp f04(t§%{)> )L ift<d(x,y),

IN

(9.3)

B2
d(z,y) P21 .
% exp | =Cy ( t(ffﬁyz)) 2 , ift > d(z,y).

Note that Op.(z, -) exists and has the above estimate v-a.e. instead of m-a.e.. At small
scale, 51 = log 15/ log 3, the gradient estimate has the sub-Gaussian behavior corre-
sponding to the Vicsek set, while at large scale, Sy =~ 2.09697, the gradient estimate
has the sub-Gaussian behavior corresponding to the Sierpiriski carpet. See [I5] Section
3] for the results about Lipschitz and gradient estimates for heat kernel on unbounded
Vicsek set, that is, the blowup of the Vicsek set by the Vicsek set itself.

(4) Let K be the Vicsek set and M the unit interval, see Figure

Figure 8: Blow up the Vicsek set by the unit interval

Similar to the blowup of the Vicsek set by the Sierpinski carpet, we also have the
Lipschitz estimate, Equation (9.2)) and the gradient estimate, Equation (9.3). However,
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at small scale, 51 = log 15/ log 3, the gradient estimate has the sub-Gaussian behavior
corresponding to the Vicsek set, while at large scale, 5o = 2, the gradient estimate has
the Gaussian behavior corresponding to the unit interval.
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