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The heat flow on glued spaces with varying

dimension

Anton Ullrich
∗

Abstract

We examine under which conditions the canonical heat flow on
glued manifolds is ergodic and irreducible. Glued manifolds are spaces
consisting of manifolds of varying dimension connected by a weakly
doubling measure. Moreover, we construct a non-local perimeter func-
tional, the heat excess, to raise the question of its Γ−convergence to
the standard perimeter functional.

In this context, we connect our work to the previous work on the
convergence of perimeter functionals, approximations, and existence of
heat kernels, as well as short-time expansions of Brownian motion.
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1 Motivation

The heat equation is one of the most important and most often applied partial
differential equations. This equation has applications in a vast amount of areas and
fields. In this note, we analyze the existence of an ergodic heat flow on so called
weighted glued manifolds. These include spaces which consist of manifolds with
different dimensions that are connected through weights. The idea behind these
spaces is to incorporate a general setting for e.g. manifold learning and similar
applications where data is distributed locally in the shape of manifolds but can
vary globally. The weights make sure that each component distributes in the same
way and that the data is overall continuous in some sense. To state our main
theorem, Theorem 2.2, in an informal way, we will prove

Theorem. Let (X, d, µ) be the union of weighted smooth manifolds with transversal
intersections s.t. µ fulfills a weak doubling condition. Then, the canonical heat flow
on X is ergodic and irreducible.

Since the heat flow is ergodic and irreducible it is possible to investigate the
short-term behavior of the heat flow and investigate the Γ− (or Mosco-)convergence
of a non-local perimeter functional to the local perimeter. With this in hand, one
can construct a classifier on these spaces. Moreover, the definitions carry over to a
more general setting of metric measure spaces instead of smooth compact manifolds.
For a more details, see 5.

1.1 Structure of the note

First, in Section 2, the setting in which we are working and the basic definitions
are stated together with our main theorem in a precise form, Theorem 2.2. We
consider a class of glued manifolds with mild assumptions on their weights to ensure
connectedness in a weak sense.
Additionally, we recapitulate the standard theorems and properties which we apply
later. The advanced theorems and notations are introduced in their respective
sections as to not overload Section 2.

Afterwards, in Section 3, we prove our main theorem in a simple setting in
three steps. We begin with the definition of the heat flow and associated operators
and spaces. Next, we prove continuity in a weak sense via capacity bounds and
conclude by a compact embedding in the sense of Rellich-Kondrachov. This em-
bedding yields the ergodicity and irreducibility.
Roughly, the idea is to use the local structure of the manifolds to show that only
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constants remain static under the flow. Together with spectral theory of the resol-
vent associated with the flow, this allows to prove a spectral gap and exponential
convergence to constants for every initial condition. This convergence, in turn,
implies ergodicity and irreducibility.

In Section 4, we point out ways to extend the results to more general weights
for glued spaces and prove that our procedure from Section 3 can be iterated to the
setting of multiple glued manifolds as long as they only intersect pairwise.

Next, in Section 5, we present the definitions and basic theory needed to state a
conjecture about the Γ−convergence (or Mosco-convergence) of a non-local perime-
ter functional to the perimeter functional in glued spaces and general metric mea-
sure spaces. This functional is known as the heat excess and uses the heat flow
constructed beforehand.

Finally, in Section 6, we discuss related work in the different areas of this note
and connections to the different fields of study where these problems occur.

2 Setting and main theorem

We will now give the setting for the metric measure space (X, d, µ).
Our domain X is the union of two embedded Euclidean manifolds that can vary

in dimension and intersect. To be precise,

X := M1 ∪ M2

where Mi are compact, connected, oriented manifolds with smooth boundary. The
dimension of Mi is ni and the intersection ∅ 6= L := M1 ∩M2 lies in the inner of Mi

and is a smooth manifold of dimension k. This is the case if e.g. the intersection
is transversal in the surrounding space or a smooth manifold containing an open
neighborhood of the intersection, c.f. [29, Chapter 5].

The (intrinsic) distance d is defined as the glued distance which is obtained by
taking the infimum over the length of all connecting paths between points. All balls
B in this note are w.r.t. the intrinsic distance d on X .

Lastly, µ takes the role of a volume measure on X that connects the manifolds
and is composed of the weighted volume measures

µ := ω1 · volM1 + ω2 · volM2

where the weights ωi ∈ A2(Mi), ωi > 0 are Muckenhoupt, see Definition 2.9. Addi-
tionally, we require that µ(L) = 0.

Moreover, we assume that the measure µ satisfies a weak continuity in the style
of a doubling condition:

Definition 2.1 (N -doubling condition). A measure µ on a metric measure space
(X, d, µ) is called N−doubling if for all x ∈ X and radii r > 0 the metric balls are
doubling up to a function N(r) :

µ(B3r(x)) ≤ N(2r)µ(Br(x)).
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This ensures a weak type of continuity of µ.

Remark. The N -doubling condition can be formulated with the Euclidean (extrin-
sic) distance. In this case one would need to strengthen the transversality into a
metric-quantitative version, i.e. there exist balls near the intersection which do not
intersect other manifolds.

We note that µ is a positive Radon measure with supp µ = X and that L2(X, µ)
is a Hilbert space.

Remark. Alternatively, one could consider another connection of the manifolds
instead of the weights. It is possible to get a continuity over the intersection by
collapsing an area around it into a lower dimensional submanifold and changing the
distances and topology accordingly. In this note, we decided for the approach with
weights as it satisfies a continuity over the whole domain and fits more naturally
into the framework of manifold learning.

Now, we are able to state the main theorem of this note.

Theorem 2.2 (Heat flow on the glued manifold). Let X = M1 ∪ M2 with the
intrinsic distance d be a given transversal union of two smooth compact manifolds
with boundary s.t. the intersection L := M1 ∩ M2 lies in the inner of both of them.
Moreover, assume non-negative weights ω1 ∈ A2(M1) and ω2 ∈ A2(M2), ωi > 0
s.t. ω2 is bounded from above and below with k = n2 − 1 where w.l.o.g. n1 ≥ n2.
Additionally, assume that

µ := ω1 · volM1 + ω2 · volM2

fulfills µ(L) = 0 and is N−doubling with N ∈ L1
loc(R≥0).

Then, the canonical heat flow is ergodic and irreducible.

The construction of the heat flow is done via its semigroup which itself stems
from the natural Dirichlet form E on X :

E(f) :=

ˆ

X

|∇f |2 dµ :=

ˆ

M1

|∇M1 f |2 dµ1 +

ˆ

M2

|∇M2 f |2 dµ2.

This is to say that E is the manifold gradient on each manifold Mi combined with
the partial measure µi := ωi · volMi

. For a general definition of Dirichlet forms and
their properties see Definition 2.4 and following.

Example 2.3. A typical example would be a one-dimensional line intersecting a
two-dimensional disk with the density 1

|x| that lifts the dimensions at their inter-

section. This is so that their dimensions don’t differ too much and the measure
is continuous in some way. A visualization can be seen in Figure 1. We will see
that if the difference in dimension at their intersection is less than one, the heat
flow connects both of them and is ergodic. In the case that the difference in their
dimension is too large, the capacity of the intersection w.r.t. one of both manifolds
is zero and thus the heat flow does not need to be ergodic.
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M1

M2

ω1 = 1

|x|

Figure 1: Example of a glued manifold

Now, we will give the precise definition of Dirichlet forms as well as of Muck-
enhoupt weights. The following definitions can be compared to [20, 60, 62].

Definition 2.4 (Dirichlet form). A symmetric form (non-negative definite densely
defined symmetric bilinear form) (E , D(E)) on L2 is called a Dirichlet form if it is
closed and Markovian, i.e.

D(E) with norm E1(u) := ‖u‖L2 + E(u, u) is complete

and for

u ∈ D(E), v = (0 ∨ u) ∧ 1, we have v ∈ D(E), E(v, v) ≤ E(u, u).

A core C of E is a dense subset of D(E) ∩ C0 (in D(E) w.r.t. E1 and in C0 w.r.t.
L∞−norm) and we call E regular if a core exists.

Lastly, a Dirichlet form E is called strongly local if for u, v ∈ D(E) compactly
supported and u constant in a neighborhood of v: E(u, v) = 0. Furthermore, it is
called strictly local if the associated energy metric dE (see below) is a metric and
induces the same topology as d.

We will write E(u) for E(u, u). For closed forms, the Markovian condition can
be rephrased as E being non-increasing under normal contractions.

Now, we will define the energy metric and what we mean when we call a function
(locally) Lipschitz. On the core and thus by extension on the domain, we define
the energy measure Γ(u) which is a Radon measure, see [60, 62], via:

ˆ

X

ϕ dΓ(u) := E(ϕu, u) − 1

2
E(u2, ϕ).

This can also be seen as a carré-du-champ-operator if ones looks at the bilinear
form obtained using a polarization formula and for u, v ∈ D(E)

ˆ

X

ϕ dΓ(u, v) =
1

2

(

E(ϕu, v) + E(ϕv, u) − 1

2
E(ϕ, uv)

)

.
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Given Γ, we now can define the energy metric which sometimes is also called intrinsic
metric for a regular Dirichlet form:

dE(x, y) := sup

{

u(x) − u(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

u ∈ C,
dΓ(u)

dµ
≤ 1

}

.

This notion means that Γ(u) ≪ µ and that the Radon-Nikodym derivative is
bounded by 1. A priori, this energy metric does not have to be a metric as it
can be infinite or zero for different x, y.

We note that E in the form above for the setting of manifolds is in fact a
Dirichlet form and is regular, strongly local and strictly local. In particular, we
could also use the energetic metric instead of the glued distance.

Finally, we call a function u ∈ D(E) Lipschitz, u ∈ Lip, if Γ(u) ≪ µ and
the Radon-Nikodym derivative is bounded. This bound is then called the Lipschitz

constant. In this case, we write |∇u|2 := dΓ(u)
dµ

and |∇u| :=
√

|∇u|2. This coincides

with our intuition that E is the H1−seminorm and Γ the square of the derivative.
For the connectedness of (X, d, µ) we will need a Poincare inequality.

Definition 2.5 (2-Poincare inequality). We say that X satisfies a 2-Poincare in-
equality if for each f ∈ Lip there exists C > 0 and a dilation factor λ ≥ 1 s.t. for
each ball B ⊂ X:

 

B

|f − fB|2 dµ ≤ Cr2

 

λB

|∇f |2 dµ.

Remark. For generalizations of the definitions, see Section 5.
Note, if X satisfies a Poincare inequality it has to be connected up to negligible

sets. Assume it would not be connected up to a null set and let X1 be one component
with f = χX1 and |∇f | = 0. Then, this would be a contradiction as µ(X1) > 0 and
1 > fB > 0 for B large enough.

If not specified we will assume the dilation factor λ to be one.

The heat flow is defined using its semigroup which originates in the Dirichlet
form. In summary, this can be done as follows. Given the Dirichlet form E , we
define the Laplace-Beltrami operator A with its domain D(A) in the following way

D(A) := {f ∈ D(E)|∃ A f ∈ L2 : (A f, g) = − E(f, g) ∀g ∈ D(E)}.

By definition, this is a selfadjoint symmetric non-positive operator which induces
an analytic semigroup Sh which we call the heat semigroup.

In Section 3, we will also show continuity and ergodicity properties of these
objects. For this, we will need capacity bounds.

Definition 2.6 (Capacities). The relative 2 − µ−capacity is defined on compact
sets and extended to measurable sets in the usual way:

Cap2,µ(K, Ω) := inf







ˆ

Ω

|∇u|2 dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u ∈ Lip ∩Cc(Ω), u ≥ 1K







.

6



For an overview of the theory of capacities and more general definitions, see [36,
40, 41].

Additionally, we want to show that our constructed heat flow connects the
whole space. The right notion to make this precise is the notion of ergodicity
and irreducibility, see [20]. In the following, let Sh : L2(X, µ) → L2(X, µ) be a
semigroup.

Definition 2.7 (Irreducibility). We call a measurable set E ⊂ X Sh invariant if
for all f ∈ L2, h > 0 we have

Sh(1Ef) = 1ESh(f) µ − a.e..

Then, Sh is irreducible if for all Sh invariant sets E we have µ(E) = 0 or
µ(Ec) = 0.

Definition 2.8 (Ergodicity). We call Sh ergodic if the set function Tt defined by

Tt : X → X, E 7→ supp(St1E)

is ergodic for each fixed t > 0, i.e. if for a measurable set E with T −1
t (E) = E we

have µ(E) = 0 or µ(Ec) = 0.

Lastly, for our setting of glued manifolds with weights, we need to define what
is means to be a Muckenhoupt weight.

Definition 2.9 (Muckenhoupt weights). We say ω is in the class A2(M) of 2−Muckenhoupt
weights on a smooth compact manifold M if for all balls B

 

B

ωi dvolMi
·
 

B

1

ωi

dvolMi
. 1.

Remark. For the typical weight ω = |x|α in Rd, we have ω ∈ A2 iff α ∈ (−n, n).

2.1 Basic theorems for A2−weights on manifolds

In this section, we will show that, if we have a smooth compact manifold M and a
Muckenhoupt weight ω ∈ A2(M), then the measure µ = ω · volM is doubling and
fulfills the 2−Poincare inequality and a reverse Hölder-inequality. These theorems
are mostly due to [36, Chapter 15] where they are carried out in the case of a flat
Euclidean space.

Lemma 2.10 (A2 doubling). Muckenhoupt weights satisfy a volume doubling con-
dition.

Proof. For E ⊂ B where B is a ball we have:

vol(E) =

ˆ

E

ω
1
2

ω
1
2

dx
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≤
√

µ(E)

√

√

√

√

ˆ

E

1

ω
dx

≤
√

µ(E)vol(B)

√

√

√

√

 

B

1

ω
dx

.
√

µ(E)vol(B)

√

1

µ(B)

⇒ µ(B) .

(

vol(B)

vol(E)

)2

µ(E).

A direct consequence is the volume doubling for E = Br, B = B2r as the volume
measure of a compact manifold is doubling:

µ(B2r) . µ(Br).

The other properties can be proven locally on charts as we are only interested in
inequalities on balls with a radius bounded above by an arbitrary but fixed bound.

The balls BM
r on M are transformed by transition map φ to Ar. Since φ can

be chosen Lipschitz, there exists C > 1 s.t. B r
C

⊂ Ar ⊂ BCr and thus (since the
metric is bounded)

vol(Ar) ≃ |Ar| ≃ |Br|.
Therefore,

ˆ

Br

ω dx

ˆ

Br

1

ω
dx ≤

ˆ

ACr

ω dx

ˆ

ACr

1

ω
dx

. |ACr|2 . |Br|2.

We conclude that ω (to be concrete ω ◦ φ−1) is also a Muckenhoupt weight on the
flat chart, similar for ω ∈ Ap, see Section 5. Hence, we can follow the usual proofs
of [36, Chapter 15] to get a p−Poincare inequality without dilation. First, we can
prove the doubling condition and also the reverse doubling condition which states
for each ball B and measurable subset E ⊆ B there exists 0 < q < 1 s.t.

µ(E)

µ(B)
≤

( |E|
|B|

)q

.

From this, we directly conclude the reverse Hölder inequality: There is r > 1 s.t.

(
 

B

ωr dx

)
1
r

.

 

B

ω dx.
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This inequality can be used to obtain the open end property, i.e. if ω ∈ Ap with
p > 1 then ω ∈ Ap−ε for some ε > 0. Concluding, this yields an equivalent
characterization via the continuity of the Hardi-Littlewood maximal function on
Lp(µ)−functions, which finally proves a Poincare inequality on local balls for µ =
ω · volM with ω ∈ A2:

∀r < R :

ˆ

Br

|f − (f)Br
|2 dµ . r2

ˆ

Br

|∇f |2 dµ.

3 Proof of main theorem

3.1 Definitions

Given the setting of Section 2, we will prove our main theorem, Theorem 2.2. This
theorem can be extended into the more general case, for this see Section 4.

The proof consists of three different steps to prove properties of the resulting
space as well as of the operators and semi group on it. This will be done in the
following. First, we define the relevant operators and function spaces. Afterwards,
we will prove a continuity in a capacity sense. This, we will use to show a Rellich-
Kondrachov embedding which yields ergodicity and irreducibility.

We start with the definition of the heat flow via a given Dirichlet form using
the Laplace-Beltrami operator.

We define the energy norm

‖f‖H1
∗

:=
√

‖f‖2
L2(X,µ) + E(f)

on the domain of E
D(E) := C∞(Rd)

‖·‖
H1

∗ =: H1
∗ .

Here, d is the dimension of the surrounding space where X is embedded in. The as-
terisk symbolizes the continuity which we will see in Section 3.2. Heuristically, this
can be seen as a pointwise continuity on the intersection and Neumann conditions
at the boundary as well as flow conditions at points where the manifolds meet.

Additionally, we define the Laplace-Beltrami operator A with its domain D(A)
via the Dirichlet form in the following way

D(A) := {f ∈ D(E)|∃ A f ∈ L2(X, µ) : (A f, g) = − E(f, g) ∀g ∈ D(E)}.

By definition, this is a selfadjoint symmetric non-positive operator which induces
an analytic semigroup Sh that we call the heat semigroup. The properties of A are
computed via the resolvent

RA = (Id − A)−1 : L2(X, µ) → D(A) ⊆ D(E)

which satisfies (f, g) = (RAf, g) + E(RAf, g), Af = f − R−1
A f for f ∈ D(A).

In Section 3.3, we will show and use that RA is compact to prove a spectral
gap on A.
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3.2 Capacity bounds

In this part, we show that the N -doubling condition implies a capacity equivalence
if N is integrable:

Lemma 3.1 (Capacity equivalence). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, the
capacity of the intersection is positive in both manifolds:

Cap2,µ1
(L, X) > 0, Cap2,µ2

(L, X) > 0.

Proof. We recall that intersection of the manifolds L is a smooth manifold of di-
mension k.

In the following, we treat the intersection as a linear subspace L ⊆ Rk. This is
rectified by considering charts of the manifolds s.t. they agree on the intersection
L and possess smooth (bi-Lipschitz) transition maps which map L into the linear
subspace. By compactness of L and Mi, finitely many suffice and the capacity of
L in Mi is finite iff there is one chart on which the relative capacity is finite.

Moreover, by continuity of the metric, the charts are chosen s.t.
√

det g is uni-
formly bounded from above and below and s.t. they agree on L for both manifolds.
Thus, we will work with the Lebesgue measure Ln instead of the volume measure
volM in this section as the calculations are equivalent up to a factor.

First, we will need an equivalence of the partial measures close to the intersec-
tion.

Let R∗(x) be small enough s.t. for every x∗ ∈ L, R < R∗ there is a point
x ∈ ∂B R

2
(x∗)∩M1 with B R

2
(x) ⊂ M1. Then, we can estimate the partial measure µi

on balls on the intersection. W.l.o.g. only written down in the direction M2 ≤ M1:

µ2(BR(x∗)) ≤ µ(BR(x∗)) ≤ µ(B 3
2 R(x)) ≤ N(R)µ(B R

2
(x)))

= N(R)µ1(B R
2

(x)) ≤ N(R)µ1(BR(x∗)).

This means that we have

∀x ∈ L, R < R∗(x) : N(R)−1 ≤ µ1(BR(x))

µ2(BR(x))
≤ N(R).

Remark. R∗(x) can be bounded uniformly from below since Mi and thus also L

are compact manifolds.
The point x needs to exist by dimensional arguments as k + 1 = n2 < n1 and

thus the dimension d′ of the manifold in which M1 and M2 are transversal is larger
than n1 and n2 as d′ = n1 + n2 − k. Therefore, there exists a direction solely in
Tx∗M1 for each x∗ ∈ L which yields existence of x by smoothness of the manifolds.

To compute the capacity, it proves useful to consider a thickened version of the
intersection LR :=

⋃

x∈L

BR(x) as we will estimate the relative capacity Cap2,µ(Lr, LR)

on LR via an approximation Lr → L as r ց 0. In the following, we will estimate
the capacity from below on both manifolds in order to ensure that the manifolds

10



are sufficiently connected. The techniques are based on [36, Chapter 2] where the
case of balls is proven.

For this, we need a representation formula.
In this, we will work on Rn by the estimate of the volume measure and the

smoothness of the transition map this is justified as the calculations carry over to
the charts and manifolds. Take u ∈ C1 s.t. u ≡ 0 outside a compact set. Then, for
a direction w ∈ R

n s.t. |w| = 1:

u(x) = −
∞̂

0

∂ru(x + rw) dr.

The procedure can be seen geometrically as cylinder like coordinates, see Figure 2.
By integrating over the unit sphere in n−k dimensions (extended with 0 components
in Rn) and with x = 0 and u(0) = 1 we get:

cn−k = −
∞̂

0

ˆ

Sn−k−1

∂ru(rw) dHn−k−1(w) dr

= −
ˆ

Rn−k

r−(n−k−1)∂ru(rw) dHn−k(r · w)

= −
ˆ

Rn−k

r

|rw|n−k
w · ∇n−ku(rw) dHn−k(r · w)

= −
ˆ

Rn−k

y · ∇n−ku(y)

|y|n−k
dHn−k(y).

This allows an estimate for the capacity of partial radially symmetric sets for u as
in the definition of Cap2,µ(Lr, LR) (Definition 2.6):

1 ≃





ˆ

L

dHk(x)





2

≃







ˆ

L

ˆ

Rn−k(x)

(x − y) · ∇n−ku(y)

|x − y|n−k
dHn−k(y) dHk(x)







2

.

ˆ

LR

|∇n−ku|2 dµi ·
ˆ

LR\Lr

1

dist(y, L)2(n−k−1)

dLni (y)

ωi(y)
.

By estimating the gradient pointwise against the lower dimensional gradient, this
yields:

Cap2,µi
(L, LR) = Cap2,µi

(
⋂

r>0

Lr, LR) = lim
rց0

Cap2,µi
(Lr, LR)

11



≥ lim
rց0

inf







ˆ

LR

|∇n−ku|2 dµi : u ≥ 1Lr







&





ˆ

LR

1

dist(y, L)2(n−k−1)

dLni (y)

ωi(y)





−1

.

R
n−kS

n−k

L ⊆ R
k

Figure 2: We prove the lower capacity bound via a foliation procedure.

Next, we note that in our setting the density ω2 is in such a way that
ˆ

Lr

ω2 dvolM2

ˆ

Lr

1

ω2
dvolM2 ≃ r2(n2−k)

as it is bounded from above and below. This can be compared to a Muckenhoupt
condition on the level of L.

The lower bound can now be simplified into a more suitable version and con-
nected to the other manifold. By the layer cake formula and the transformation

ρ = t
− 1

2(n−k−1) :
ˆ

LR

1

dist(y, L)2(n−k−1)

dLn

ω

=

∞̂

0

Ln

ω
(x ∈ LR : dist(x, L)−2(n−k−1) > t) dt

= R−2(n−k−1) Ln

ω
(LR) +

∞̂

R−2(n−k−1)

Ln

ω
(L

t
−

1
2(n−k−1)

) dt

= R−2(n−k−1) Ln

ω
(LR) + 2(n − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρ−(2n−2k−1) Ln

ω
(Lρ) dρ.

12



To combine the estimates on both manifolds, we now want to compare Ln

ω
(LR)

(and ωLn(LR)) on both manifolds to get an estimate of Ln1

ω1
(LR) by Ln2

ω2
(LR). To

this end, consider the Vitali covering theorem with the covering of LR by BR(x)
for x ∈ L. There exist finitely many xj ∈ L s.t. LR ⊂ ⋃

5Bj (5Bj := B5R(xj)) and
BR(xj) are disjoint. Since ω is a 2-Muckenhoupt weight, we know that ωLn(BR)
and Ln

ω
(BR) can be compared: ωLn(BR) · Ln

ω
(BR) ≃ R2n.

Hence,

Ln1

ω1
(LR) ≤

∑

j

Ln1

ω1
(5Bj) .

∑

j

Ln1

ω1
(Bj) . R2n1

∑

j

(ω1Ln1 (Bj))−1

≤ N(R)R2n1

∑

j

(ω2Ln2 (Bj))−1 . N(R)R2n1−2n2

∑

j

Ln2

ω2
(Bj)

≤ N(R)R2n1−2n2
Ln2

ω2
(LR).

In these estimates, we used the doubling condition on the weighted manifold M1.
Together, this yields:

Cap2,µ1
(L, LR)

&



R−2(n1−k−1) Ln1

ω1
(LR) + 2(n1 − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρ−(2n1−2k−1) Ln1

ω1
(Lρ) dρ





−1

&



N(R)R−2(n2−k−1) Ln2

ω2
(LR) + c

R̂

0

N(ρ)ρ−(2n2−2k−1) Ln2

ω2
(Lρ) dρ





−1

&



cR + c

R̂

0

N(ρ)ρ−(2n2−2k−1) Ln

ω2
(Lρ) dρ





−1

.

With our generalized Muckenhoupt condition on ω2, this has a more direct form
and we can close the chain of arguments directly:

Cap2,µ1
(L, LR) &



N(R)R2µ2(LR)−1 + c

R̂

0

N(ρ)ρµ−1
2 (Lρ) dρ





−1

,

Cap2,µ2
(L, LR) &



R2µ2(LR)−1 + 2(n2 − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρµ−1
2 (Lρ) dρ





−1

.

Since we are in the case where ω2 is bounded and k = n2 − 1, we see that the
relevant condition on N(R) is

R̂

0

N(ρ) dρ < ∞

13



as we fixed R > 0 and µ2(Lρ) ≃ ρ. The dimensional condition on k is necessary for
µ2(L) = 0 and Cap2,µ2

(L, LR) > 0.
Thus, the intersection has positive capacity in M1 in this setting if the same

holds for M2 and µ satisfies a N -doubling condition with integrable N .
Since the global and restricted capacity are equivalent for fixed R > 0, this

implies that q.e. point of the intersection is a Lebesgue point, c.f. [40, Theorem 3.5]
and [41, Corollary 3.7]. Therefore, one has a trace in the sense of a quasi-continuous
refinement on L.

3.3 Compact embedding of H
1

∗

Additionally, we have a compact Sobolev (or Rellich-Kondrachov) embedding of
H1

∗ →֒→ L2(X, µ). This is shown in this part.
We prove the compactness of the embedding through sequentially compactness

and an inner approximation up to the boundary. The idea of this proof is based
on the techniques of [55, Chapter 5]. For the convenience of the reader, we explain
the details in our case here.

Lemma 3.2 (Compact embedding of H1
∗ ). Let (X, d, µ) be as in Theorem 2.2 and

E as before. Then, H1
∗ is compactly embedded into L2(X, µ), i.e. for (un)n∈N ⊂ H1

∗

bounded, there exists a subsequence that converges strongly in L2(X, µ).

Proof. First, we prove the compactness in the inner of the domain and then extend
this result to the whole space using the smoothness of the boundary.

Take (un)n∈N ⊆ D(E) with
ˆ

X

|un|2 dµ + E(un) ≤ C < ∞

and define Xε := {x ∈ X : dist(x, ∂X) < ε} where ∂X :=
⋃

∂Mi. We will prove
that this sequence has a converging subsequence in L2. Choose a open covering of
X \ Xε by balls, via doing this for both Mi and taking the union. This covering
consists of q balls of fixed radius r < ε s.t.

q .

(

2(diam(X) + r)

r

)ν

and each point is contained in at most l . 24ν balls where ν depends on the doubling
constants of volMi

and is independent of r. In the following, we call this balls Bi

where only the balls restricted to the manifolds are meant. They do not need to be
metric balls in X .

By Banach-Alaoglu there exists a subsequence and u ∈ L2 s.t. un ⇀ u in L2.
Let ωn,m := un − um be the difference. We aim to show ωn,m → 0 in L2(X \ Xε).

With (ωn,m)i as the mean value, we can estimate
ˆ

X\Xε

ω2
n,m dµ ≤

∑

i

ˆ

Bi

ω2
n,m dµ

14



.
∑

i

ˆ

Bi

|ωn,m − (ωn,m)i|2 dµ +
∑

i

ˆ

Bi

|(ωn,m)i|2 dµ

=: I + II.

The first part I can be estimated by the Poincare inequality on balls on Mi, see
Section 2:

I =
∑

i

ˆ

Bi

|ωn,m − (ωn,m)i|2 dµ ≤ r2
∑

i

ˆ

Bi

|∇ωn,m|2 dµ

≤ lr2

ˆ

X

|∇ωn,m|2 dµ

. lr2.

The second part II directly yields:

II =
∑

i

1

µ(Bi)





ˆ

Bi

ωn,m dµ





2

≤ q max
i

1

µ(Bi)





ˆ

Bi

ωn,m dµ





2

. q
1

rνµ(X)
max

i





ˆ

Bi

ωn,m dµ





2

.

Here, we used the doubling condition on Mi to compare µ(Bi) to µ(X).
Since ωn,m ⇀ 0 in L2 as n, m → ∞ we have

´

Bi

ωn,m dµ → 0. Now, fix δ > 0

and plug in r =
√

δ
l
:

ˆ

X\Xε

ω2
n,m dµ . δ +

ql
ν
2

δ
ν
2 µ(X)

max
i





ˆ

Bi

ωn,m dµ





2

< 2δ.

This holds for n, m large enough since q is bounded. Thus, we can find n∗, m∗

dependent on δ s.t. for n > n∗, m > m∗ this inequality holds. We conclude that
ωn,m converges to 0 in L2.

To approximate X , we need that the derivative cannot concentrate on the
boundary. We define a quantity that measures the mass which can concentrate on
the boundary

ΓX(ε) := sup
‖u‖

H1
∗

(X)=1

ˆ

Xε

|u|2 dµ,

15



ΓX(0) := lim
εց0

ΓX(ε)

Since the manifolds are smooth with smooth boundary, we have ΓX(0) = 0.
Take un a sequence in L2(X) s.t. ‖un‖H1

∗
(X) ≤ 1 ∀n. Then, for every δ > 0 we

find ε s.t. ΓX(ε) < δ and a subsequence un s.t.

un ⇀ u in L2(X),

∀n ≥ n0(ε) : ‖u − un‖2
L2(X\Xε) ≤ δ.

The sequence is constructed via a diagonal sequence. First, take a subsequence
un ⇀ u in L2(X). Afterwards, for a sequence ε → 0 we can find refining subse-
quences (the existence is given by a diagonal sequence) s.t. un → u in L2(X \ Xε)
and for n ≥ n0(ε):

‖u − un‖2
L2(X\Xε) ≤ δ.

Next, we can compute the norm to show strong convergence in L2(X):

lim sup
n→0

‖un − u‖2
L2(X) = lim sup

n→0
‖un − u‖2

L2(X\Xε) + lim sup
n→0

‖un − u‖2
L2(Xε)

. δ + lim sup
n→0

‖un‖2
L2(Xε) + ‖u‖2

L2(Xε)

. δ + lim sup
n→0

‖un‖2
L2(Xε)

. δ + δ ‖un‖2
H1

∗
(X) . δ

We used the lower semi-continuity of the L2 norm w.r.t. to the weak L2 convergence.
With δ → 0 this implies the compact embedding.

Therefore, the image of the resolvent RA is compactly embedded into L2 which
yields that RA is a compact resolvent.

Now, we can combine these calculations and conclude that only constants lie
in the kernel of A.
Given the assumptions above, H1

∗ has a continuity condition. Thus, assume f ∈
Ker(A). Then

0 = −(Af, f) = E(f).

On each manifold, we fix charts and take partition of unities on the charts which
by the transformation to Rn yield

‖∇f‖L2(µ) = 0.

Since ωi > 0, we conclude that f is constant a.e. on each chart. By approximation
and since the manifolds are connected, f is constant on each manifold. Now, we
can infer the value of f on L q.e. by the mean-value on each manifold and it has
to be the same on both sides (since the capacities are equivalent), which yields
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that f has to be constant on X , i.e. the kernel of A are the constant functions.
Together with the facts that A is a selfadjoint, non-positive operator and has a
compact resolvent by operator-theory, it follows that the spectrum of A is discrete
with no finite accumulation point and A has a spectral gap, c.f. [64, Chapter 8].
This is equivalent to satisfying a global Poincare type inequality on the orthogonal
complement of the constants 〈1〉⊥. To see this, we can write down the condition
on the orthogonal complement of the kernel. There exists λ ≥ 0 s.t.

λ ‖f − fX‖L2(X,µ) ≤ −(Af, f) = E(f).

Next, we apply the spectral theorem which represents A as a multiplication operator
a ≤ 0 on L2 with a ≤ −λ on the orthogonal complement of the constants. For f
with

´

f dµ = 0 this yields

‖Shf‖L2(µ) ≤ e−λh ‖f0‖L2(µ) → 0.

Therefore, solutions converge exponentially fast to the constants that are their mean
value.

This, in turn, proves the irreducibility or ergodicity of Sh following the Defini-
tions 2.7 and 2.8.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. First, we prove the ergodicity. If E satisfies T −1
t (E) = E

then we also have
Tt(E) = Tt(T

−1
t (E)) ⊆ E.

By monotonicity we know that if A ⊆ B then

Tt(A) ⊆ Tt(B).

This holds as Tt is monotone since Sh is linear and monotone (positive). By [20,
Theorem 1.4.1], Sh is Markovian as it is the semigroup associated to a Dirichlet
form, i.e. if 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 then 0 ≤ Sh ≤ 1. Thus, by linearity of Sh it is positivity
preserving on a.e. bounded functions and therefore monotone.

By the upper bound (St1A ≤ 1 a.e.), Ss1A ≤ Ts(A) and thus

Tt+s(A) ⊆ Tt ◦ Ts(A).

If µ(E) > 0 we have Tt(E) → X as t ր ∞ by the observation that all functions
converge to their mean as a constant function under the flow. If Tt(E) ⊆ E for
t > 0 then

T2t(E) ⊆ Tt ◦ Tt(E) ⊆ Tt(E) ⊆ E.

Inductively this implies that a.e. point of X is contained in E and thus µ(Ec) = 0.
To prove irreducibility, we can plug in f ≡ 1 and get Sh(1E) = 1E µ−a.e.

which implies Th(E) = E a.e..
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4 Generalizations

In this section, we show how the proof and techniques of Section 3 can be generalized
to the case of more then two connected manifolds. Moreover, we give an idea how
to incorporate more general weights.

We still rely on the equivalence of the capacities to get a trace in the capacity of
our Sobolev space. Thus, the effective dimension (taking into account the weight)
of the manifolds at their intersection cannot vary too much. Heuristically spoken,
the difference of k and the effective dimension minus one has to be less then one.

For general weights ω1, ω2 ∈ A2, we can follow the same calculations to get
lower bounds on the capacities:

Cap2,µ1
(L, LR) &

(

N(R)R−2(n2−k−1) Ln2

ω2
(LR)

+2(n1 − k − 1)

R̂

0

N(ρ)ρ−(2n2−2k−1) Ln2

ω2
(Lρ) dρ





−1

,

Cap2,µ2
(L, LR) &

(

R−2(n2−k−1) Ln2

ω2
(LR)

+2(n2 − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρ−(2n2−2k−1) Ln2

ω2
(Lρ) dρ





−1

.

Additionally, if ω2 satisfies the L−Muckenhoupt type condition on the inter-
section,

ˆ

Lr

ω2 dvolM2

ˆ

Lr

1

ω2
dvolM2 ≃ r2(n2−k),

we can simplify these expressions to

Cap2,µ1
(L, LR) &



N(R)R2µ2(LR)−1 + 2(n1 − k − 1)

R̂

0

N(ρ)ρµ−1
2 (Lρ) dρ





−1

,

Cap2,µ2
(L, LR) &



R2µ2(LR)−1 + 2(n2 − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρµ−1
2 (Lρ) dρ





−1

.

Example. We consider a submanifold L in M with n := dim M and k := dim L 6=
n − 1 with weight ω which locally around L has the form

ω(x) :=
1

dist(x, L)α
.
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Then locally,

µi(Lr) ≃
{

rn−k−α

n−k−α
if α < n − k,

∞ else,

Ln

ω
=

ˆ

Lr

1

ω
dx ≃

{

rn−k+α

n−k+α
if α > −(n − k),

∞ else.

Thus, as µ needs to be locally finite and the capacity needs to be finite, we require
α ∈ (−(n − k), n − k). In this case, the L−Muckenhoupt type condition is satisfied
and the requirement for the capacities becomes

R̂

0

ρµ−1
i (Lρ) dρ =

R̂

0

ρ1−n+k+α dρ < ∞,

i.e. α > n − k − 2 which coincides with our intuition that the difference of k and
effective dimension minus one, n − α − 1, has to be less than one.

If L is the intersection with another manifold and the whole measure µ satisfies
the N−doubling condition, the condition for the other manifold is

R̂

0

N(ρ)ρ1−n+k+α dρ < ∞.

Moreover, we can prove an upper capacity bound which shows that our lower
bound is optimal up to a constant. This upper bound of the capacity can be
obtained through an explicit competitor. First, consider Lr in L2r and the linear

competitor u(x) =
(

1 − dist(x,Lr)
r

)

1L2r
∈ Lip ∩Cc(L2r):

Cap2,µ2
(Lr, L2r) .

ˆ

L2r\Lr

r−2 dµ2

≤
ˆ

L2r

r−2 dµi

. r2n2−2k−2





ˆ

L2r

dLn2

ω2





−1

≤ r2n2−2k−2







ˆ

L2r\Lr

dLn2

ω2







−1

≤







ˆ

L2r\Lr

1

dist(y, L)2(n2−k−1)

dLn2

ωi







−1

.
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This can be used iteratively to compute the capacity. With k ∈ N s.t. 2k−1r ≤ R ≤
2kr we get:

Cap2,µi
(Lr, LR) . Cap2,µi

(Lr, L2kr)

≤





k−1
∑

j=0

Cap2,µi
(L2jr, L2j+1r)−1





−1

≤







ˆ

L
2kr

\Lr

1

dist(y, L)2(ni−k−1)

dLni

ωi







−1

≤







ˆ

LR\Lr

1

dist(y, L)2(ni−k−1)

dLni

ωi







−1

.

The proof of the first inequality is analogous to [36, Lemma 2.16]. With the sim-
plification from Section 3,

Cap2,µi
(L, LR) .



R−2(ni−k−1) Lni

ωi

(LR) + 2(ni − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρ−(2ni−2k−1) Lni

ωi

(Lρ) dρ





−1

.

With ωi satisfying the Muckenhoupt type condition, this yields

Cap2,µi
(L, LR) .



R2µi(LR)−1 + 2(ni − k − 1)

R̂

0

ρµ−1
i (Lρ) dρ





−1

.

Next, we prove the iteration procedure for more than two manifolds. We are
in the setting of (X, d, µ) where X is given as the connected union of embedded
Euclidean manifolds of varying dimension glued at smooth submanifolds:

X :=

m
⋃

i=1

Mi.

Here, the manifolds Mi are compact, connected, oriented with smooth boundary
and of dimension ni. We require that their pairwise intersections Lij are disjoint
to each other, lie in the inner of Mi, Mj and are transversal. Additionally, they
have to satisfy µ(Lij) = 0 and that X is path-wise connected. The transversality
does not need to be satisfied in the whole space that X is contained in, a local
transversality is suitable, i.e. there exists a neighborhood manifold Y containing
(Lij)

ε
for some ε > 0 s.t. Mi and Mj intersect transversal in Y . We denote the

dimension of Lij by kij .
The measure

µ :=

m
∑

i=1

ωi · volMi
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and Dirichlet form

E(f) :=

ˆ

X

|∇f |2 dµ :=

m
∑

i=1

ˆ

Mi

|∇Mi f |2 dµi

are defined analogously to before. In particular, ωi ∈ A2(Mi), ωi > 0. Again, we
can choose d to be the glued distance. Here, E is strictly local and regular and µ

has to satisfy a N−doubling condition with N ∈ L1
loc.

Additionally, assume that there are neighborhoods of Lij s.t. µj is bounded
from above and below and that kij + 1 = nj < ni.

In this setting, we can use the same proofs as before as the calculations for the
capacities are done locally around the intersections and the other proofs are done
analogously for a finite number of manifolds. I.e. we still can use that (X, d) is a
metric doubling space to prove the compact embedding and with the connectedness
and capacity conditions, the ergodicity and irreducibility follow analogously.

5 Outlook

In this section, we will give the needed notations and definitions to define a non-
local perimeter functional, the heat excess Eh. An interesting question is whether
this functional converges to the perimeter as h goes to zero. This proven in the
context of Euclidean space (e.g. [19]) and smooth manifolds ([49]) but unknown
in our setting or general metric measure spaces. In this context, it is known that
the limit leads to an equivalent characterization of BV under assumptions on the
measure, c.f. [1, 2, 3, 52, 58, 59].

We define the perimeter functional for a function f ∈ L1(X, µ) as (in accordance
with [52]):

‖Df‖ (U) := lim inf
{

‖∇fn‖ (U)
∣

∣fn → f in L1, fn ∈ Lip
}

.

In this note, we use ∇f if the density exists as a function (absolutely continuous)
and Df for a general derivative or in this case the perimeter / total variation.

Additionally, we define the heat excess at time h > 0 via

Eh(f) :=

ˆ

X

Sh(x, y)|f(x) − f(·)|(x) dµ(x).

If the heat semigroup Sh possesses a heat kernel ph(x, y), we can rewrite it as

Eh(f) :=

ˆ

X

ˆ

X

ph(x, y)|f(x) − f(y)| dµ(y) dµ(x).

If f = χU is a characteristic function, it becomes

Eh(f) =

ˆ

X

χUC ShχU dµ(x).
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This can also be seen as a Korevaar-Schoen type energy. Thus, the convergence is
related to the Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu formula, c.f. [31].

An interesting question is whether the following conjecture holds true in general
or even whether it is true in the setting of glued manifolds with A1 weights and
doubling measure.

Conjecture (Perimeter functional). Let (X, d, µ) be a complete metric space with
(E , D(E)) a strictly local, regular Dirichlet form. Moreover, assume that µ satisfies
a 1−Poincare inequality and is doubling. Then, for f ∈ BV (X):

Eh(f)
L1−Γ−→ ‖Df‖ (X).

Given this convergence, we can construct a classifier by considering a minimizing
movement scheme similar to the thresholding scheme (MBO-scheme) to receive a
fast iterative algorithm to classify high-dimensional data.

In proving the Γ−convergence of the heat excess Eh(f)
Γ→ ‖Df‖ in L1, it

is necessary for µ to satisfy a 1−Poincare inequality (or similar condition on the
measure µ).

Definition 5.1 (p−Poincare inequality). We say that (X, d, µ) satisfies a (q, p)−Poincare
inequality if, for each f ∈ Lip, there exists C > 0 and a dilation factor λ ≥ 1 s.t.
for each ball B:

(
 

B

|f − fB|q dµ

)
1
q

≤ Cr

(
 

λB

|∇f |p dµ

)
1
p

.

If p = q, we will call this condition also a p−Poincare inequality.

Remark. If X satisfies a (q, p)−Poincare inequality then the same is true for
1 ≤ q′ ≤ q but we also can recover a (p, p)−Poincare inequality in doubling spaces.
Moreover, if X satisfies a (1, p)−Poincare inequality, it satisfies a (1, p′)−Poincare
inequality for each 1 ≤ p′ ≤ p.

In the setting of glued manifolds, for a 1−Poincare inequality to hold on the
whole space, it is required to hold on the components and a 1−capacity condition
needs to be satisfied.

Definition 5.2 (p−Capacities). The relative p − µ−capacity is defined on compact
sets and extended to measurable sets in the usual way:

Capp,µ(K, Ω) := inf







ˆ

Ω

|∇u|p dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u ∈ Lip ∩Cc(Ω), u ≥ 1K







.

Moreover, with 1−Muckenhoupt weights, the 1−Poincare inequality is satisfied
on the individual manifolds.
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Definition 5.3 (p−Muckenhoupt weights). We say ω is in the class Ap(M) of
p−Muckenhoupt weights on a smooth compact manifold M for p > 1 if for all balls
B

 

B

ωi dvolMi
·





 

B

1

ω
1

p−1

i

dvolMi





p−1

. 1

and ω ∈ A1(M) if
 

B

ωi dvolMi
≃ ess inf

B
ω.

For the future, an aim is to investigate the Γ− or Mosco–convergence of Eh

to ‖Df‖. To this end, different inequalities as well as bounds for the heat kernel
are interesting. It is notable that one has to consider A1 weights and 1−Poincare
inequalities instead of the L2 variants for this. Moreover, to carry over these inequal-
ities from the components to the whole space, one needs more refined geometric
assumptions on the intersection related to Cap1,µ.

Another aim is to investigate more refined properties of the heat flow and
associated Brownian motion. Additionally, for the iteration and general gluing,
even at already existing intersections, it is interesting to investigate the assumptions
on the glued space, i.e. whether the inequalities like the 2-Poincare inequality are
still satisfied globally.

6 Related work

In this work, we consider the setting of glued manifolds with weights. This setting
originates from manifold learning and examples of similar approaches were studied
before in the works we list next. In [15, 54] the space R2×R+ with a collapsed center
is analyzed and an expansion of the heat kernel and Brownian motion is computed.
Similarly, [50, 51] study so-called distorted Brownian motion in R3 × R+ where
the connection is done via a density that fulfills our conditions. Using the same
setting, in [54], Ooi extends the results of [15] to the case of two arbitrary Rd1 ,Rd2

meeting at one collapsed point with explicit heat kernel bounds. The works [11, 16]
study bow ties as special structures and how Poincare inequalities on them can be
obtained from capacity conditions. In [55], glued spaces with constant dimension
are analyzed. A major difference is that only manifolds of the same dimension are
considered and they don’t posses a density. Finally, in [28], the authors looks at
heat kernels on manifolds with ends.

The theory of Muckenhoupt weights and related study of them can be found in
a various papers and books. The main sources for this work were [40], [36, Chapter
2 and 15] and [61, Chapter 5] where they are introduced and studied together with
the related capacities. For the setting of metric measure spaces, one can see [46] or
in the context of non-doubling measures [42].
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In their series of four paper [6, 7, 5, 8] the authors investigate, among other
things, Muckenhoupt weights on manifolds, where the appendix in [7] is especially
noteworthy.

Related to our construction is the theory of Dirichlet forms and Markov pro-
cesses in [20] and linear operators in [38] as well as capacities, see [40, 41].

The theory of heat flows and kernels with their estimates is extensive and
contained in a lot of fields. In [26], Grigor’yan and co-authors provide a condition
for the reverse doubling condition on manifolds and prove connections between
measure doubling conditions and heat kernel estimates. In [21], he provides a
general theory of upper and lower bounds of heat kernels and how to achieve these
in a general setting. Other estimates on heat kernels by Grigor’yan are proven in
[22, 23, 24, 25, 27].

In [63] and [62], Sturm shows heat kernel bounds under a doubling assumption
on the measure. For the bounds on heat kernels, [14] provides theorems which imply
an upper bound given a Sobolev inequality of Nash type. This Nash inequality on
the manifolds can be proven using [45] where a proof is given for weighted manifolds
which fit our setting. Other Nash inequalities can be found in [9, 39].

In [44], a heat flow and Brownian motion are constructed from Dirichlet forms
which arise as limits of discrete forms. For the expansion of the heat kernel on
manifolds with smooth weights, a parametrix construction is needed which is done
in [57]. Even in a more general setting, the heat kernel localizes which can be
seen in locality theorems and a comparison result in [56]. In [10], the Lipschitz
continuity of heat kernels in metric measure spaces is investigated. More bounds
on the heat kernel can be found in [12, 17].

In [33], Hajłasz defines different notions of Sobolev spaces and in [34], he proves
for instance Sobolev embeddings of them. A short summary of Hajłasz Sobolev-
spaces is given in [32] and [32]. Generalizations of embeddings of Sobolev spaces
can be found in [30, 37]. Here, the former analyzes the setting of embeddings in
weighted Sobolev spaces whereas the latter gives a generalization of the Rellich-
Kondrachov embedding for the Hajłasz Sobolev-space. This proof uses a similar
criteria to our N -doubling condition.

Functions of bounded variations possess numerous different characterizations
in metric spaces. The works [53] and [13] give an overview and characterizations
of different definitions. Moreover, in [4] a BMO characterization of sets of finite
perimeter is given.

The convergence of the heat excess was already studied in different cases. The
most relevant ones to this setting are [1, 2, 3, 19, 49, 52, 58, 59]. First, in [19] the
convergence in Euclidean space for the multi-phase mean curvature flow setting is
shown. In [49], the Γ-convergence was proven in the setting of smooth manifolds.
[1] as well as [2], [3] and [59] use a weak Bakry Emery condition in the setting
of metric measure spaces with a 2-Poincare inequality to establish equivalence of
the limit with the BV seminorm. In comparison, [52] and [58] prove similar results
using a 1-Poincare inequality. The latter is in the setting of smooth manifolds where
pointwise convergence is shown.

Similar to this question, is the one after a Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu formula
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in metric measure spaces, i.e. whether a non-local kernel perimeter converges to the
perimeter. This was investigated in [18, 31, 35, 43, 47, 48].
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