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ON THE EQUIVALENCE OF LP-PARABOLICITY, L¢-LIOUVILLE
PROPERTY ON WEIGHTED GRAPHS

LU HAO AND YUHUA SUN

ABSTRACT. We study the relationship between the LP-parabolicity, the L?-Liouville
property for positive superharmonic functions, and the existence of nonharmonic positive
solutions to the system
—Au >0,
{ A(|Au|p72Au) >0,

on weighted graphs, where 1 < p < oo and (p,q) are Holder conjugate exponent pair.
Moreover, some new technique is developed to establish the estimate of green function
under volume doubling and Poincaré inequality conditions, and the sharp volume growth
conditions for the LP-parabolicity can be derived on some graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, let G = (V, E) be an infinite, connected, locally finite graph,
where V' denotes the vertex set, and E denotes the edge set. If there exists an edge
connecting = and y, that is, (z,y) € E, we denote it by  ~ y. The edge (z,x) is called a
loop. A graph G is called simple if it has no loops.

Let o : V xV — [0,00) be an edge weight, and denote it by psy := pu(z,y). Note
Hay > 0 if and only if z ~ y. Moreover, iy = jiy,. The weight of a vertex x is defined as

p(x) = Z Hazy-
Yy~

Such graph (V, E, u) is called a weighted graph, and usually simplified as (G, u) or (V, ).
A random walk {X,} on a locally finite weighted graph (V, ) is a Markov chain with
the following transition probability

0, otherwise,

Haxy if ~
P(w,y)={“($)’ ey (1.1)

Such Markov chain is also denoted by the pair (G, P). Since p(z)P(z,y) = p(y)P(y, x),
then the above Markov Chain is called reversible. Conversely a reversible Markov Chain
on V can determine a weighted graph (V, E, u) by letting

Pay = Pz, y)u(x),

and edge set £ = {x ~ y|uzy > 0}. Henceforth, a locally finite weighted graph (V, u) is
also referred to the related reversible Markov Chain (G, P) and the corresponding random

walk {X,,}.
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For our convenience, let us denote the n-step transition function as
P(z,y) =P, [ X, =y] =P[Xo =2, X, =y,

Hence, Po(CC,y) = 5m(y)a and Pl(xay) = P(x,y)

Let ¢£(U) be the collection of all real functions on U C V, ¢5(U) be the subset of £(U)
with compact support, and ¢*(U) be the set of nonnegative functions. Moreover, for
1 < p < oo, we define LP(U) = {f € L(U) : > v |f(2)|Pu(z) < oo}. Additionally, we
define L% (U) = LP(U) N ¢*(U).

Let us define the Laplace operator A : £(V) — £(V') on weighted graph (V, u) by

Auz) = ﬁ > oy (uly) — u(x))

y~zx

= Z P(z,y)(u(y) — u(x))

yev
— (P = Iyua),
where the Markov operator P is defined by
Pu(z) = P(z,y)u(y).
yev
Let

pn(l', y) =

It follows by reversibility that
Pu(,y) = pn(y, ).
The Green function of A on (V, u) can be defined by

g(x’y) = an(x’y)’ (1'2)
n=0

and hence g(z,vy) = g(y, z).
For u € £(V'), we define Green operator G by

Gu(x) = gla,y)uly)uy).
yev
Fix ACV and v € £1(V), define

€A
Now fix 1 < p < 00, let us define the LP-capacity of a finite set K C V by

Co(K) = sup{r(KVP v = fiu, f € C°(K), G F oy < 1), (13)
where the norm [|G || q(y is defined by

1Gfll Loy = (Z !Gf(x)\qu(m)) y

zeV

and ¢ is the Holder conjugate number of p, namely, % + % =1.

Definition 1.1. A graph (V, u) is called LP-parabolic if Cp,(K) = 0 for every finite subset
KcV.
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Definition 1.2. We say a graph (V,u) admits L%Liouville property if any positive
L%-superharmonic function on (V, i) is constant.

A random walk is called recurrent if it returns to the starting vertex infinitely many
times. If every random walk on graph is recurrent, then the underlying graph is called par-
abolic. There are various equivalent characterizations of parabolicity in terms of different
fields, for instance, any positive superharmonic function being constant or equivalently;
and the capacity of any finite set being zero, see [2],[10],[19]. These characterizations pro-
vide critical insights into the connections between stochastic processes, graph theory and
potential theory. If the graph is not parabolic, the random walk (or, the graph) is called
transient.

A random walk is called recurrent if it returns to the starting vertex infinitely many
times. If every random walk on graph is recurrent, then the underlying graph is called par-
abolic. There are various equivalent characterizations of parabolicity in terms of different
fields, for instance, any positive superharmonic function being constant or equivalently;
and the capacity of any finite set being zero, see [2],[10],[19]. These characterizations pro-
vide critical insights into the connections between stochastic processes, graph theory and
potential theory.

For 1 < p < 0o, we call a manifold (resp. graph) is p-parabolic if for any compact (resp.
finite) K, where the p-capacity of K is defined on manifold M (resp. graph (V,u)) by

Cap,(K) = inf{/ |VulP :u e Wol’p(M) NCYM), u>1on K},
M
respectively,

Cap,(K) =inf{ > paylu(y) — u(@)|” s u € Lo(V),u > 1 on K}.
z,yeV

The p-parabolicity has been well studied in both manifolds and graphs, see [12], [1§],
[5], [20], [17], and [15]. In particular, Holopainen and Saloff-Coste, working on manifolds
[12] and graphs [15], respectively, proved that p-parabolicity is equivalent to the Liouville
property for p-superharmonic functions. This Liouville property states that any nonneg-
ative solution of —Aju > 0 must be constant. Moreover, parabolicity is equivalent to
2-parabolicity and it is also worth noting that, on a graph G, the p-Laplacian is defined

—Apu(z) = Z

Y~z

Hazy —uxpfzu —ulz or U .
L5 luy) = u(@) P2 uly) — u(w)), for we (V)

Furthermore, in both manifold and graph settings, they obtained a volume growth criterion
for p-parabolicity, see [5] and [I5]. We present a simple corollary here: if on a connected,

complete manifold M (resp. a connected graph G = (V,u)) satisfies, for some o € M
(resp. o € V), the volume growth condition

V(o,r) < rP(logr)P~,

then M (resp. G) is p-parabolic.
A manifold M is called biparabolic if any nonnegative solution of the system

{ —Au >0,

A2y > 0. (1.4)

on M is harmonic, that is, Au = 0. In [7] Faraji and Grigor’yan studied the biparabolicity
of Riemannian manifolds, and obtained an nearly optimal criterion condition, namely, if
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the manifold M is geodesically complete and satisfies

7“4

V(ﬂfo, T‘) 5

1.
logr’ (1.5)

then the manifold M is biparabolic. Here V' (zg,r) stands for the Riemannian volume of
geodesic ball centered at xzg with radius r.

Very recently, Grigor'yan, Pessoa and Setti [§] studied the equivalence between the
LP-parabolicity and the L9-Liouville property on Riemannian manifolds, where p and ¢
are Holder conjugate exponents. Moreover, they obtained that biparabolicity of manifold
is equivalent to L?-parabolicity on manifold.

Motivated by these results, our object is to study the relationship on graph (V,u)
between LP-parabolicity, L?-Liouville property, and the existence of nonnegative nonhar-
monic solution to the following system

—Au >0,

A(|AuP=2Au) > 0,
where % + % = 1. As a particular case p = 2, (L0 is simplified to (I4]). When 1 <p < 2,
the second inequality of (IL6]) is understood as —A(JAulP~1) > 0. We emphasize that the
equivalence of existence of nonnegative nonharmonic solutions to the system (L) with

LP-parabolicity and L?-Liouville property is only obtained when p = ¢ = 2 on manifold
case in [§].

(1.6)

Definition 1.3. A graph (V, u) is called biparabolic if any nonnegative solution of system
(C4) on (V,u) is harmonic.

Our main result is announced as follows.

Theorem 1.4. For 1 < p < oo, the following three conditions are equivalent.
(I). (V,p) is LP-parabolic.
. ; admits L9-Liouville property.
(I). (V, n) admits L?-Liouville property
. Any nonnegative solution of system on (V, ) 1s harmonic.
I1). A i luti f V,u) is h i

Remark 1.5. We have four motivational comments:

(1) We emphasize there the equivalence of (III) and the other conditions was not
obtained in manifold case for general 1 < p < co, and the equivalence on manifold
case is only obtained for p = 2. However, we can deal with general case of p on
weighted graphs.

(3) For p = 1, L'-parabolicity is equivalent to parabolicity, and thus equivalent to that
(V, 1) admits L°°-Liouville property. By noting that the minimum of a superhar-
monic function and a constant is again a superharmonic function, condition (IIT)
is equivalent to the parabolicity of graph.

(3) For p = 2, Theorem [L4limplies that L2-parabolicity is equivalent to biparabolicity
on (V, p).

For any two vertices x and y, let us define d(z,y) to be the minimal number of edges
among all possible paths connecting = and y on graph (V,u). Then d(-,-) is a distance
function on V x V, and called the graph distance. Fix some vertex o € V, and for r > 0,
denote

B(o,r) :={z € V| d(o,x) <r},
and
V(o,r) = u(B(o,r)).

We are ready to give some sufficient condition for LP-parabolicity in terms of volume

growth. First, we give a nearly optimal volume condition.
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Theorem 1.6. For 1 < p < 2, assume there exists a positive constant b > 0 such that
w(z) > b for any x € V. If for some o € V', we have

r2p

Vio,r) <

< , for all large enough 7. (1.7)
logr

Then (V, i) is LP-parabolic.

To obtain a sharp volume growth condition, some other geometric conditions on graph
are also needed.

Definition 1.7. We say that the weighted graph (V) ) satisfies volume doubling condition
IVD(C1), if there exists some positive constant C; such that for all x € V and all r > 0,
the following holds

V(z,2r) < ChV(x,r). (VD)

Definition 1.8. We say a weighted graph (V, 1) admits the Poincaré inequality [P1(C5)]
if there exists a positive constant Cy such that for all g € V, all » > 0, and all f € ¢(V),
there holds

ST If@) - faPule) < Cor® YTy (fy) — f2)) (PI)

z€B(zo,r) z,y€B(x0,2r)

where
1

I8 = Vo)

S f@n).

xz€B(xo,r)
Definition 1.9. We say that the weighted graph (V, u) satisfies Py(«)-condition

Hay
()

>« wheny~ z. (FPo)

Under the conditions of|(VD)| [(PI)|and |(F)], we introduce a new operation technique on
(V, u) which is different from the one in the existing literature (see [3},6]), and we can drop
the loop assumption in Delmotte’s heat kernel estimate in [6]. Using this improvement,
we can derive the following Li-Yau type Green function estimate:

Theorem 1.10. Assume (V, ) satisfies [(VD)] |(PI)| and [(F), then there exist constants
C,C" > 0 such that

> n > n
< <! . 1.
C _Z o S9@w <C _Z T (1.8)
n=d(z,y) n=d(z,y)

Theorem 1.11. Let 1 < p < oo, assume that conditions[(VD)] [[PT), and[(F)|are satisfied
on (V,u). If there exists some o € V such that

V(o,7) <r?P(logr)P~!, for all large enough r, (1.9)
then (V, u) is LP-parabolic.
Notations. In the above and below, let f, g be functions from Ry to Ry. f < ¢g means

that the quotient of f and g is bounded from the above for all » > 0 and f ~ g means
both f < g and g < f hold.
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2. PRELIMINARY

Fix a subset U C V. We introduce the transition probability for the process { X, } killed
on exiting from U (see [2], section 1.5] )
PY(z,y) =P[Xo =z, X, =y,n < 1],

where 77 = min{n > 0: X,, ¢ A} is the first exit time from U.
Then the heat kernel is given by

U _ 1 o,
pn(x’y) - M(y)Pn( ’y)'
Pr‘z/(x7y) = Pn(x,y),

Py (z,y) = py) (y, ),
pU(z,y) =0, ifxecUcoryecUc
Introduce the following operators:

Clearly,

Iy f(x) = 1y(x) f(x),

PYf(z) = UPU(w v)f (),
ye

P,?f(fr) ;UPU(SU y)f Y),

where 1y(x) = 1 when z € U and 1y(z) = 0 otherwise. From the above definitions, we
can see that PU f(x) = PV f(z).
The Green’s function of Ay on U is defined as

o0
= (zy),
n=0

Consequently, the following properties hold:
9" (z,y) = g(z,y) and ¢"(z,y) = ¢"(y, ).

Furthermore, it is known that
1
—A¢Y(z,20) = ——1 x) forxz,zg e U.
g ( ) ,U'(xO) {a:o}( )

The following result is known for existing literature, for example, see [2, Theorem 1.31].
Proposition 2.1. ¢Y(z,y) < oo for any z,y € U provided that either of the following
case holds

(). (V,p) is transient.  (ii). U # V.
For u € £(V'), define the Green operator G by
2) =Y g (@ y)uly)uy),
yelU

where GYu(zx) = 0 for any x € U°.
Now, for 1 < ¢ < oo, the L9-Green function gq(x,y) is defined as

9a(x,9) = > gz, 2)9(2,9)* " u(2). (2.1)
zeV
It follows that if g(z,y) = oo, then g4(z,y) = oc.
From the Markov property of random walk, we can deduce the following properties (for
details, see [2] Section 1.5 and 1.6]).



ON THE EQUIVALENCE OF LP-PARABOLICITY, L?-LIOUVILLE PROPERTY 7

Proposition 2.2. For n € N, we have
(i) Pngl(x?y) = Z PlU(xvz)Pg(Z7y)

zeU
(i) Py f(2) = 1u f(2), and P f(x) = (PU)"f(ﬂﬂz-1
(iii) For u € £(V), GYu(z) = ZOPgu(m) = E[ngo u(Xy,)|Xo = x], where E(f) is the

expectation of random va?ixble f-
Using these properties, we obtain the following lemmas.
Lemma 2.3. If g,(z0,%0) < oo holds for some zg, yo € V, then for any z,y € V,
gq(z,y) < 00

Proof. Since (V, u) is connected, then for any z,y, there exist some nonnegative integer 4
and j such that

Pi(zg,xz) >0, Pj(yo,y) > 0.

Recalling
Poim(x,y) Z P, (z,2) 2 Y)s
zeV
and taking the sum over m

o o0
ZPn+m(xy ZZP (z,2)Py(2z,9) ZP (z,2) ZPm ),
m=0 m=0

m=0zeV zeV
and by noting that

= an(ﬁﬂ,y),
n=0

we have for all z,y,z € V,and all n € N

9(x,y) = Pa(,2)g(2,y).
Specially, by using that
( Zo, x)g(x, Z)a

) >
2 (Y0, )9(2,9),

3 N

we obtain

o) = 3 oo, gt )™
eV

Pi(wo,2) P (yo, y)" "> g, 2)g(z,9)" " u(2)
zeV

= Pi(z,20) Pj(y0,¥) " gq(, y).
Since Pi(x, o), P;(y,yo) > 0, thus we can complete the proof. O
Lemma 2.4. Let (V, 1) be transient or U # V. If GY f(x) € £(U), then
(~Ay)GY f(z) = f(z), forzel. (2.2)
Proof. Using local finiteness of graph, we obtain

PUGUf=PU> PYf
n=0

—ZP+1f

:GUf_IUfa
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whence (—Ay)GY f(z) = (Iy — PY)GY f(x) = Iy f(x), the proof is complete. O

3. LY-capaciTy

Throughout this section, since we need to use local Green function GV to define capacity,
hence we emphasize here that (V, u) is transient or U # V', see Proposition 211

Definition 3.1. Fix any finite subset K C U and 1 < p < oo, let LP-capacity of (K,U)
be defined by

Co(KU) = sup{u(K Y : v = fpu, f € 0H(K), |

GUfHLq(U) <1}, (3.1)

where ¢ is the Holder conjugate exponent of p. When U = V, we denote by C,(K) :=
Cp(K, V) for simplicity, see (L3]).

Remark 3.2. From the definition of C},(K,U), it is easy to verify that

Co(K.U) = sup{v(K) : v = fu. f € £(), | GY oo = L1 (3.2)
Now we claim that
GUf
min | HLq(U) = ! - (3.3)
velt(K) I/(K) Cp(K7 U);

Noting that (V, ) is transient or U # V, we always have C,(K,U) > 0. First, for any
small enough € > 0, there exists f € ¢T(K) such that HGUfHLq(U) <1, and v = fu such
that

V(K) > (Cp(K,U) — )7 ,
which gives that
G oy
vE) T (G (K U) - o)

)

It follows that
U
. HG f HLq(U) 1
min < .
vetr(i) - V(K) (Cp(K,U) — e)»
Letting € — 0, we obtain that

)

HGUfHLq(U) 1
min < T
vert(k)  v(K) C,(K,U)»

)

On the other hand, for any v = fu such that HGUfHLq(U) =1,f € T(V), we have

1 1 G f
B (<7 Py o
C, (K, U)r  V(K) v(K)
Since v is arbitrary, we obtain that
Gu
L 16 e (3.5)

. < m :
Oy (K, U)r  vetrx)  v(K)
Hence, we obtain that (3.3]).
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Remark 3.3. Indeed, there exist many other capacities in the existing literature, for
example, the harmonic capacity Cap(K,U)

Cap(K,U) = inf{ Y (f(x) = f(®)) ey : f € Lo(U), f > L on K}.
z,yel

If U =V, denote Cap(K) := Cap(K,V). It is known that for any finite subset K C U
with U finite or U = V, we have

Cap(K,U) = C1(K,U).
see [2, Proposition 7.9].

We introduce two different equivalent characterization of Cp(K,U) for 1 < p < oo,
which are more convenient for us. For 1 < p < oo, and let K be a finite set of U, and
define the following two capacities

o, U) =it £, f € LHU), GUF =1 on K.}

and

Cp(K,U) = inf {[Af I}y : f € Lo(U), f>1 on K.}

Theorem 3.4. For 1 < p < 0o, and let K C U be a finite subset of U, then

Co(K,U) = C,(K,U) = Cp(K, ). (3.6)

Remark 3.5. For p = 1, the second equality still holds, and the proof for this case remains
valid. However, the first equality does not hold.

Proof. We show the first equality of (8.6]) by using the similar argument of [I, Theorem
2.5.1] as in R™. For our convenience, we give a simple argument here. Define a bilinear
functional &(-,-) by

E(v,u) = Z GYu(x)v(x), for (r,u) € X x Y,

zelU
where
X={v:velt(U),v(K)=1v(z)=0whenz € V\K },
YV ={u:ueLL(U)lufl oy <1}
Note that
Y Glulev(z) = Y ¢" (@ yu@ny)v() = GYf(y)uly)uy),
zeU z,yeU yeU
where f(x) = % Thus,
sup (v, u) = sup y;} GV f(y)u(y)y) = |GV f|] o -

It follows that

. . HGUfHLq(U) 1
min sup (v, u) = min = —.
veX yey vert(K)  v(K) Cyp(K,U)»

Similarly
min&(v, f) = Hél)l(l Z GY f(z)v(z) = min GY f(x),

veX zeK
zeU
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we derive
min GY f(x) 1
zeK
supmin §(v, f) = sup = 1
fey veX feLr(U) HfHLP(U) Cp(K,U)r

Since X and Y are convex, X is a close subset of Rl and the function &(v, f) is
continuous in v for fixed f. Here |K| stands for the number of vertices in K. By Mini-
Max Theorem of [I, Theorem 2.4.1], we obtain

Co(K,U) = Cy(K.U),

which shows the first equality of (3.0]).
Now let us prove the second equality of (B.6]). Let {U,} be an increasing exhaustion
sequence of U, for any f € L% (U) with GUf >1 on K, define

Upe := (1 + e)GU"f,

where (n,e) € N x R
Noting that for any x,y € U, gV»(x,y) monotone increasingly converges to gY(z,y),
and hence we have
GUrf(x) 1 GY f(z), forallzeK,

which implies that u, . > 1 on K holds for large enough n.
By Lemma [Z4] we have

[AUn (@7 (pr,y = (L+ )P > IAG f ()P L+eP > [f(=
zeUn zeUn
Therefore
Co(K,U) < (14 )" 1 f oo, (3.7)

By letting n — oo, we obtain
Cy(K.U) < (1+ P Cy(K.U).
By the arbitrariness of €, we derive that
Co(K,U) < Cp(K,U). (3.8)
On the other hand, for any f € ¢y(U) satisfying f > 1 on K, we have

GY(-Ap)f = ZPU Iy —PY)f= Z PUf—PUL ) (3.9)

Noting that (V, u) is transient or satlslﬁes U #V,and f € ly(U), we obtain
—Af(x) = —-Ayf(x) and le PUf(x)=0, VzeU
Hence, (3.9) implies that for all z € U,

GY(=A)f(z) = GY(-Av)f()
l

= lim (ng(l“) - Pgﬂf(x))

=00
n=0

— tim (F(x) - P (@)
= f(z).
Lastly, letting u = |Af|, we obtain that
uely(V)cIE(U), Gu>GY(-A)f=f>1onK,
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and

‘u”LP(U Zup Z AP = ”Af”ip((j) )

U
which implies
Cp(K,U) < Cy(K,U). (3.10)
Combining (3:8) and BI0), we derive Cp(K,U) = C_’ »(K,U). Hence, we complete the
proof. ]

Proposition 3.6. Let 1 < p < oo, and K7 € Ky C Uy C Uy, where K7 and K5 are finite
sets, then

Co(K1,Uh) < Cp(Ka, Ur),  Cyl(K1,Un) < Cyp(Ky, Uh), (3.11)
and

Cp(Kl U Ko, U) < Cp(Kl, U) + Cp(KQ,U). (3.12)

Proof. (811)) can be derived by the definition of C},(K,U). BI2) can be derived by the
definition of C,(K,U) and Theorem B4l Indeed, Fix ¢ > 0, we can choose f; € LE(U)
(i=1, 2) such that GUf; > 1 on K; and HfZHLp(U < Cp(K;,U) + 5. Let us define f(x) =

max{fi, fo}, obviously, GV f > 1 on K; U K5, and

Co(K1 UK, U) <> fPu < fin+ Y fin < Cp(K1,U) + Cp(Ka, U) +e.
U U U

Letting ¢ — 0, we obtain
Cp(K1 UKy, U) < Cp(K1,U) + Cp( Ko, U),
Thus, we complete the proof. ]

Proposition 3.7. Let {U,} be an increasing exhaustion of U and K C U be a finite set.
Then, for any 1 < p < o0,

lim Cp(K,Uy) = Cp(K,U).

n—oo

Proof. By (BI1), it suffices to show
lim C,(K,U,) < Cy(K,U).

n—oo

Let f € L% (U) and satisfy that GYf >1 on K. Define

fn,e = (1 + E)f]-Una

where (n,e) € N x R
Since

lim GV f, (v) = (1 +€)GY f(x) > (1 +¢), foranyrec K,

n—oo

It follows that GUr fn,e > 1 on K holds for all large enough n.
Noting that f, . € L% (U,), for large enough n, we have

Co(K.Un) < ey < T+ o - (3.13)
By the arbitrariness of f, we obtain from (3.13]) that
lim Co(K,Up) < (1+€)C,(K,U).

Letting € — 0 in the above and by Theorem B4l we complete the proof. O
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 4]

For the case p = 1, notice that (L) reduces to —Awu > 0, Theorem [[.4] can be derived
by the well-established equivalent conditions of parabolicity as follows.

Theorem 4.1. [19] Theorems 1.16 and 2.12] Let (V, 1) be an infinite, connected, locally
finite graph. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) (V, ) is parabolic.

(2) Any nonnegative superharmonic function is constant.

(3) For some (or, all) z,y € V, g(z,y) = co.

(4) For some (or, every) x € V, Cap({z}) = 0. Here Cap({z}) := Cap({z}, V)

Noting that the three conditions in Theorem [[L4] are always valid when (V, u) is para-
bolic, so without loss of generality we always assume (V, 1) is non-parabolic, which means
there exists a finite nonnegative green function corresponding to A on graph.

The next theorem is devoted to the general case p > 1.

Theorem 4.2. For 1 < p < oo, let (V, ) be an infinite, connected, locally finite graph.

Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) (V,p) is LP-parabolic.

(b) (V,u) admits L?-Liouville property.

(¢) Any nonnegative solution to (L6]) is harmonic.
(d) For some (or, all) z,y € V, gq(z,y) = 00 .

Here p, q are Holder conjugate exponents, and gq(x,y) is defined as in (2.I)).
Proof. We complete the proof by using contradiction argument.

(a)=-(d). Assume that (d) is not valid, we know from Lemma [2.3] there exists some x
such that

9q(z0, x0) < 00.
For any finite set K C V with 2o € K, define

h(zx) = g(z, xo)-

Since —Ah(z) = beq (m), for any function v € £y3(V) such that v(zg) > 1, we have

u(zo)
1< S (AR e()u(z) = 3 ha)(—Av())u()
zeV zeV
< (Z h(x)qﬂ(ﬁﬂ)) q (Z |Av<x>|pu<w>> y
zeV zeV
Hence )
Z |Av(z)[Pu(x) > <Z h@)"#@“)) s (94 (w0, 70)] ™ (o) 7,
zeV zeV

By the definition of C,({z¢}) and Theorem B4}, we obtain that

Cp({zo}) = Cp({z0}) >0,

which yields that (V,u) is not LP-parabolic, and this contradicts with (a). Thus, (d) is
valid.

(d)=(a). Assume that (V, ) is not LP-parabolic, then there exists some finite set A such
that C,(A) > 0. By Proposition B.6] there exists some zg € A such that C,({zo}) > 0.
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Given a finite set U C V with xg € U, let us set

9q (@,20) == G(lg" (z,20)]" ") = Y gl 2)[g" (2, 20))" " u(2),
zeV

L [gU(x,xO)]q_l
= om0
It follows that g¥'(z,z0) < oo, f € £o(V), and Gf(xo) = 1. Morcover, note that
0 < Gp({zo}) = Cp{zo}) < If@)I17, )
> [9¥ (2, %0)]p(2)

_ zeV
[9Y (w0, x0)]P

Since Y- [g" (x, x0)|?pu(x) < gy (x0,w0), then

zeV 1
e < (gimp)

Similarly, letting {U,} be an exhaustion sequence of V' contain {zg}, we arrive

i < <{mo}>>ﬁ'

Letting n — oo and using Monotone Convergence theorem, we obtain

oo = (gta)

which contradicts with (d) by Lemma 23] hence (a) holds.
(b)=-(d). Assume that (d) is not valid, then there exists some x( such that g,(zo, zo) <
oo. Noting that

and

”g(xvxo)”%q(v) = glI(xOP%'O) < o0,
and g(x, () is a non-trivial positive superharmonic function, which contradicts with (b).
Thus, we obtain (d).

(d)=(b). Assume that (b) fails, then there exists f € L4(V) which is a non-trivial
positive superharmonic function, hence there exists some xg € V such that —Af(zg) > 0.
Let us choose A > 0 such that Af(zg) > g(xo,zo).

Let {U,} be an exhaustion sequence of V' with 2y € U,. By Maximum principle (cf.
[10, Lemma 1.39] ), we have

gV (x,20) < Mf(z), for all z € U,.
It follows by letting n — oo that

g(a,zo0) < Af(x).

Noting Y f(z)%u(z) < oo, we obtain
zeV

glI(xOP%'O) = Z 9(x, ) p(r) < o0,
zeV
which contradicts with (d). Thus, it shows that (b) is true.
(c)=(d). Assume (d) fails, then fix zy € V, we know g4(x,z9) < oo, by Lemma 2.4} a
direct calculation shows that g,(z,z¢) is a positive solution to (LL6)), but g4(x, o) is not
harmonic, which contradicts with (c).
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(d)=(c). Assume (c) fails, then there exists a nonnegative nonharmonic function h
which is a solution to (L]). Set
hl = —Ah > 0,
then
—ARETY = A(|ARPPT2AR) > 0.

Since h is not harmonic and hyl’f1 is superharmonic, by Maximum principle, hq is strictly
positive. Then for fixed xg, by Maximum principle again, we obtain that there exists some
constant C' > 0 such that

hi(z)P~! > Cg(w, zo).
Noting that for any positive integer [,

l

l
> Pu(-AM)h=> Py(I-P)h=h-Pyh<h,
n=0 n=0

we obtain

> g9z yhply) = Gha(z) = D Pu(=A)h(z) < h(z).
n=0

yev
1
Letting C' = C'»-1, we have

h(wo) > Y g(wo, y)h (y)nly)

yev

> C"Y " g(wo,y)g(y, 0) 7 uly)
yev

=C"> gy, w0)p(y)

yev
= gq(x07 xo)'

Combining with Lemma 23] we have gq(x,y) < oo for any z,y € V, which contradicts
with (d). Thus, we complete the proof. O

Corollary 4.3. For every 1 < s < t < oo, if (V,p) is L-parabolic, then (V,pu) is L!-
parabolic.

Proof. Let s’ and t' denote the Holder conjugate exponent corresponding to s and ¢ re-
spectively.

For s = 1 and ¢t > 1, the parabolicity of (V, ) is equivalent to that any nonegative super-
harmonic function on (V, u) is constant. Hence (V, i) also admits LY -Liouville property.
Then by Theorem [£2] (V, ) is L-parabolic.

Now for 1 < s < t < oo, without loss of generality, let us assume that (V,u) is not
parabolic. Then for fixed zg € V, we have

g(x, x0) = h(z,20)g(z0,70) < g(z0,70), foralzeV,
where
hz,y) =PXo=z,In €N, st. X,, =y].
Hence

g (x0,20) = Y 9(,20)" p(x) < g(wo, x0)" ™ gu (0, x0),
zeV
which finishes the proof by Theorem 0
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5. VOLUME GROWTH CONDITION

The volume growth condition for L!-parabolicity (or equivalently, parabolicity) has
been well studied in the existing literature, see [10, 19} [15] [16]. We introduce a sufficient
volume condition for parabolicity, which is a direct consequence from the Nash-Williams’
test: if for some o € V, the following

> n
— =00, (5.1)
nzl 1(B(o,n))
holds, then (V, i) is parabolic, see [10, Theorem 6.13].

If (V, u) is L'-parabolic, by Corollary E3, we derive that (V,u) is also LP-parabolic for
p > 1. Thus, without loss of generality, throughout this section, we always assume that
(V, 1) is nonparabolic.

Now let us move to the general case p > 1. First, we consider 1 < p < 2.

Theorem 5.1. For 1 < p < 2, assume that pg := in‘f/,u(x) > 0. If there exists o € V such
AS]

that
r2p

V(o,r) <

N , for all large enough 7, (5.2)
logr

then (V, ) is LP-parabolic.
Proof. Letting q = ]%, and by using Fubini’s theorem and Jensen’s inequality, we have

94(0,0) =Y glo,2)g(x,0)" " u(x)

zeV

=3 pulo, x)g(x,0)7 ()

zeV n=0

0 q-1
> Z <Z pn(oa x)g(x’ 0):“(£)>

n=0 \zeV

00 0o g—1
- Z <Z ZPH(O,x)pm(ﬂf,O)u(x)>

n=0 \m=0zcV

00 00 q—1
= Z <Z pm (0, 0)) . (5.3)
n=0 \m=n

where we have used that )y pn(o,z)u(z) = > oy Pu(o,z) = 1.
Since pp = in‘f; p(x) > 0, and by the diagonal heat kernel lower estimate of [13], we
S

obtain there exists some ng such that
1/4
0,0) > ,
Pa(0;0) 2 V(o,v/cnlogn)

Substituting the above into (5.3]), and combining with (5.2)), we obtain

gq(0,0 Z(Zm (logm)! p) ,

for all n > ny.
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Thus by Theorem 4.2] we complete the proof. Here =< means that the ratio of are both
bounded from above and below. ]

Remark 5.2. The volume condition (5.2)) in Theorem [51lis not sharp. In fact, if we have
diagonal lower bound of heat kernel
1
pn(0,0) 2 W’
then (5.2]) can be improved to
V(o,r) S r?P(logr)P~t.

In the last part of section [B, we try to prove a Li-Yau type estimate of Green function
via volume growth, namely, (5.14]) in Theorem Then by using the estimate of Green
function, we can obtain a sharp volume condition for LP-capacity on a class of graphs with
more strict geometric property, see Theorem (.71

We say that (V, u) satisfies (A) if it admits and every vertex has a loop, namely

y~T Sy 2w A
{xwx, foralz e V , (4)

Now Let us introduce the following equivalent Gaussian estimate of heat kernel which
was obtained by Delmotte in [6].

Theorem 5.3. Let (V, p) satisfy [[A)] The following two conditions are equivalent:

(A) (V,p) admits conditions [(VD)| and |(PI)
(B) There exist ¢, Cy, ¢, C, > 0, such that

o) _ Cpd(z.y)? cr _ Crd(z,y)*
S < ) < —— n, 5.4
VoI < pely) < e (54)

holds for all z,y € V and all n > d(z,y).

Let us emphasize that in Theorem [(.3] the condition @ implies that pg, > 0 for all
x € V. Thus Theorem [5.3] can not be directly applied to even for the simple random
walk in Z?, since pze = 0 in Z%. By overcoming such inconvenience, there is a traditional
technique to deal with this problem by establishing a new heat kernel p'(z,y) = p2(z,y),
see [3,16]. But it may be difficult to prove that this transformation preserves (PI)).

Inspired by this technique, we find another way to drop the loop condition and establish
the estimate of Green functions, see Theorem

For any =,y € V, let us define a new edge weight by

N 1 1 Haxzfzy
= — — . 5.9
Hay 2#:):3/ + 9 Z;/ (2) (5.5)

“

Under this new edge weight, we let z ~ y if and only if i(xy) > 0.
According to the definition of /i, we have

1. If x ~yon (V,u), then x ~ y on (V, 1).
2. Ifzx ey, but x ~ 2z, z~yon (V,u), then x ~y on (V, ).
We now give the relationship between Green functions corresponding to different weights
w and fi.

Lemma 5.4. Let g(z,y) and §(z,y) be the corresponding Green functions on (V, ) and
(V, i) respectively. Then

S9(5,9) < §la,y) < o). (56)
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Proof. From (B.5]), we have
Ale) = uz), (57)
and
Plz,y) = 3 P(r.9) + 5 Pola, ). 63
Combining with (5.8]) , we have

Pgacy Zsz Zngz ,Y)

ZEV zeV

- % <% Z P(x,2)P(z,y) + % Z P(z, Z)P2(Zvy)>

zeV zeV

+ % <% Z Py(z,2)P(z,y) + % Z Py(x, Z)P2(27y)>

zeV zeV
1

We claim that for all n >0

Pmn;ggﬁme (5.9)

where the binomial coefficient (;) = Wlm),

Assume that (£.9) holds for n < k, we will show that (5.9]) is also valid for n = k + 1.

Since

Pk+1 x,y) ZP (x,2)Py(z,y)
zeV

:ZEZV (%P(m, z) + %Pz(x, z)) (2% mz <:L> Pk+m(zay)>
QL i <:L> ZP ,2) Piym(2, )

m=0 zeV
L
FZ( )ZP”ZPHWL(Z y)
=0 zeV

Prirm(2,y) 2k+1 Z < )Pk+2+m($ay)

1 k+1 k
>Pk+1+m X y + W Z <m _ 1>Pk+1+m(xay)’
m=1

Combining with Pascal’s formula

(o) = ()= ()
+ = )
m m—1 m
we obtain

k
N 1 1 k
Pryi(z,y) :ka+l(x7y) paym) Z <<m> + (m B 1)) Pir14m(2,y)
m=1

>~
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+ WP%—FZ(CU, Y)
k+1

1 kE+1
= P m 5 .
9k+1 m§ :( m > ot 14+m (25 Y)

=0

Thus the claim (5.9) is valid.
For any i,k € N, define

k
ap = 22k02k — Z om (2k;bm)7
m=0

k
(_zk — 22k+162k‘+1 — Z om (2k+7711*m)’
m=0

and

bpt2 = agr2 — Ay,

bpto = Gpt2 — Qgt1,
and

>
Ci — -
(A 2n m b
(mvn)eAi

where

Ai={(m,n)lm+n=1i, 0<m<n}.

When k > 2, using Pascal’s formula, we obtain

k k—1

m=0 m=0
:ki?m(% 2—m>+’“2m+1<2k 2—m>
m=0 m m=1 m—1

k 1

2k—2—m 2k—2—m
2m _ m

(M5 ")

m=2 m=0
_’“212,%“ 2% —2—m g (2k=2—m
_m:1 m—1 — m— 2

(5.10)
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Noting by = a9 — a; = 8, thus by = 22k=1_ Hence, for k > 2,

k k
ar=a;+ Y 2"l =34 Y 2¥ml
m=2

m=2

By the similar arguments, we derive that
by = 2%,
and
k
a, =5+ 27"
m=2

For k > 2, it follows that

k
1
Cop = 2@ <3 + Z 22m—1> ’
m=2
and

k
1
Coft1 = 2% 7T <5 + Z 22m> .

m=2

Noting cp =c1 =1, co = % and c3 = %, and by induction method, we obtain for any i € N,

<e¢ <1 (5.11)

DN | =

Summing up Pn(x, y) for n from 0 to [, we obtain

Il
i
o
/O~
m
_ @M
2=
TN
3 3
~_
e
®
N

(5.12)
l 1 /(n
> = 5(2))rew
=0 \ (m,n)€A;
21 1 /n
2 H(0h)) rew.
i=l+1 \(mn)€B;,
where
By ={(m,n)m+n=1i, 0<m<n<lI},
thus, B;; C A;, and in particular, B;; = A; for ¢ < 1.
Combining (5.12]) with the definition of ¢;, we obtain
l l 21
chPn(:v,y) < ZPn(:c,y) < chPn(x,y). (5.13)
n=0 n=0 n=0

It follows from (B5.I7]) that

l l 21
1 ~
n=0 n=0 n=0

By letting [ — oo, and combining with (5.7]), we obtain (5.0)). O
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Assume condition (resp. (PT)) is satisfied on (V, i), then the same condition

is also satisfied on (V, /i), see the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. The statements are as follows.

(1). The condition on (V, u) implies [(A) on (V, fi).
(2). The volum doubling property |(VD)|on (V, i) implies that on (V, fi).
(3). The Poincaré inequality |(PI)|on (V, ) implies that on (V, f1).

Proof. (1). For any = € V, let us note that
{y:y~a on (V.i)} = S(x1)US(z,2)U{z},

where S(z,n) ={y : d(z,y) =n} forn =1,2.
Then from the condition |(Py)|on (V, i), we have

flay > 1 flay > 1a for
~ - 5 = 5 Yy € S(,I, 1)5
i(z) ~ 2p(z) ~ 2
and
/‘/)’Iy > 1 :U’IZ:uzy > 1a2 fOl"
> > —a?, y € S(x,2) U{z}.
i(z) — 2 = p(x)p(z) — 2

Hence (V, i) satisfies the condition [(A)]

(2). Let us note that a path of length n on (V, i) corresponds a path on (V, ) whose
length is less than 2n, on the other hand, a path of length 2n or 2n—1 on (V, i) corresponds
a path of length n on (V, fi).Hence for all x € V and n € N, we have

A

B(z,n) = B(x,2n),

which completes the proof of (2).
(3). By the Poincaré inequality [(PI){on (V, ), we obtain that for all » > 0, o € V and

felv),
Yo @ = flPa)y < DY 1f@) - flPala)
:BEB(:BO,T) xEB(mO,LrJ)

< Y @ - fePul)

x€B(x0,2|r])

<40, LT'JQ Z #xy(f(y) - f(x))Q

z,y€B(zo,4[r])

<8GLIrP Y fy(fy) — f(2))

ay€B(wo,2[r])

< 8027'2 Z ﬂmy(f(y) - f(x))2a

x,y€B(z0,2r)

where

1 1 W) — o
fB= Vizo,2r]) IGB(IZO:QM) f@)p(z) = m xeé(zxim) f@)i(z) = fp

where |r| is greatest integer function (or floor function). Thus, we complete the proof. [

Now we are ready to prove the following estimate of Green function.
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Theorem 5.6. Assume conditions |(VD)] [(PI)|and |( Py )| are satisfied on (V, 1), then there
exist constants C,C’ > 0 such that

s n > n
< <! . 14
c g(: T S 9@y <0 72 Vo) (5.14)
n=d(z,y) n=d(z,y)

Proof. Let us denote d := (i(ﬂ:, y). and note that p,(z,y) = 0 when n < d. Since conditions

(VD)) [(PI){and |(F)| are satisfied on (V, i), by Proposition 5.5, we know conditions |(VD)|
(PI)|and [(A)] hold on (V, &1). Then combining with Theorem (.3, we obtain

yd?

Z{ime_% g(z,y) < Z{ime_c% (5.15)

Indeed, we have

0o 00 d+z+1

ql _cd?

2 vt S PIEDY V(@ /)

n=d? i=0 n=(d+i)2+1

> % Z i (d;—Z) +1
et < ]
i Vi@ d+itl) (5.16)
> c_é Z ] d+i+1
et = V(z,d+i+1)
_a o
BCI nzd;—l V(x’n)
Obviously, [(VD)|implies that
d < G 2d
Viz,d) ~ 2 V(z,2d)
Combining the above with (5.15]) and (5.16), letting C' = %, and by Lemma [5.4]
we derive the lower bound of (5.14]) by
)= o) > 203 "
R A ER
201 > n ch’l 2d
> - + -
e (2+Ch) n:;ﬂ Vz,n) €92+ C1)V(x, 2d)
2¢y > n
> =

2¢;C1 n
> @ G 2 Vi)
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Similarly, for the upper bound of (5.14]), we have

> > c Crd? oo (d+)7-1 1
Pn(x,y) < — T e <e -—
2= 2 T 2 2 T
S CT.Z 2A(d+’b)+1
= V(z,d+1)
> n
< 2¢, ~
n%l V(x’n)
Then it suffices to prove
d? [e'S)
n
Pu(@,y) <(C'=2¢,) ) = : (5.17)
2 2 Ve
Indeed by (5.6) and (VDI), we have
> n > n
z,y) <24(x,y) <C' Y = < .
g(x,y) < 2§(z,y) 72 - 72 Vo)

To prove (B.I7), for any d > 1, let us define
t = min{m : 2™ > d,m € N.},

and for 0 <[ < t, define

d2

51 = LgJ-
Combining with (5.4]), we obtain
42 ) a2 e o
2D S g
boatd 1 Crd
<cr;n§+1 T
&2 _Cud? 1
<ot e
t
S (5.18)
i V(w,\/ofr)
And using we have
! c! ! (5.19)
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Hence
d? 1
pn(x,y) <c 2ld2e —Cr2! CZ'H—
2o lZ; T Vo)
t 2l+142 1
<o YeCron Yy L (5.20)
=0 n=2ld2+1 V(:C, \/ﬁ)
t 24142 1
l
<o Y e @ ki) §N ’
; n=2ld2+1 V(z,/n)

where k := min{m : ™ > C1}.
Noting that the function 2* — k(x + 1) is bounded from below by

ga( ) =k,

€= log 2 - log 2
we obtain

d? 00 1

~ —Chrc

Pz, y) < cre” ™" —_—
2 PTG

oo (d+i+1)2—1

fCTc 1
2 2 T

1=0 n=(d+1)?

1
< ¢e e Z M
— Vi(z,d+1)
= n
< 4epeCre - .
<

By setting C’ = 4c¢,.e~¢ + 2¢,., the upper bound of (5.14) follows. Hence, we complete
the proof. O

Theorem 5.7. Let 1 < p < co. Assume that conditions [([VD)] [[PT)] and [(P)] are satisfied
on (V, ), then (V, ) is LP-parabolic if and only if for some o € V,

Z (Z ﬁ) V(S(o,n)) = occ. (5.21)

n=0 \m=n
where S(o,n) = {z € V|d(z,0) = n}.
Proof. Noting that
gq(0,0) = > g(2,0)7p(2), (5.22)

zeV
and combining with Theorem [5.6, we obtain

CZ% (Z:: ﬁ) V(S(0,n)) <gq(0,0)
<y (Z:: ﬁ) V(S(o,n)),

n=0
By Theorem [4.2], we obtain that (5.21]) is equivalent to LP-parabolicity. Thus, the proof
is complete. ]
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Theorem 5.8. Let 1 < p < co. Assume that conditions |(VD)\ [(PT) and |(Py)| are satisfied
on (V, ). If for some o € V,

1

n;)n <mZ::n 7‘/(:?7”)) — 0, (5.23)

then (V, u) is LP-parabolic.

Proof. Noting that (V, i) is non-parabolic, hence for fixed y € V', we obtain

> m
<
> Viom) = Cyg(o,y) < oo,

m=0

from Theorem
Set

> m
an:mgnv(o’m), for n > 0.

It is clear that {a,} is a decreasing sequence and by (VD).
Then for any positive integer [, we have

l !
> alV(S(o,n)) = > al (V(o,n) — V(o,n — 1)) + alV (0,0)
n=0 n=1

l

l
= Z alV(o,n) — Za%V(o,n -1)
n=0

n=1

l
> Z(a% —al, )V (o,n)
n=0
l
> gy alli(an — ans1)V(o,n)
n=0

l
— q—1
=Cq Z nay, | 1,
n=0

where we have used the mean value Theorem.
By letting | — oo, we get

5 (i) en-eio(E 1)
m=n ’ "0 o |

n=0

p—1

Finally, we complete the proof by Theorem [5.71 O

Corollary 5.9. Let 1 < p < co. Assume that conditions [[VD)] [(PI)|and [(P)] are satisfied
on (V,p). If there exists some o € V such that for large enough r

V(o,r) < C?"Zp(log r)p_l,

then (V, u) is LP-parabolic.
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6. EXAMPLES

Let us now introduce a class of graphs known as Cayley graphs. Assume that G is a
group and S C G is a subset, which satisfies that if s € S, then s~ € S. Such subset S is
called symmetric.

The group G and subset S determines a graph (V, E) as follows: the set V' of vertices
coincides with G, and the set of edges E is defined by = ~ v if and only if 271y € S. The
edge weight is defined by

" _{%' when z71y € S,
Ty —

0 otherwise,

which implies u(xz) = 1 for all z € G. It is clear that if the neutral element e € S, every
vertex in the graph (V) E) contains a loop, otherwise, the graph contains no loops.
Morover, since deg(xz) = |S| for any = € V', hence V(z,n) = V(e,n) for any = € G.

Definition 6.1. Let (V,u) be an infinite graph, if there exist constant a D > 0 and an
element o € V' such that

V(o,r)=<rP, forall r > 0. (6.1)
Then we call (V, ) has polynomial growth.
Proposition 6.2. Let (G, ) and (G, /) be an infinite Cayley graph generated by finite

set S and S’ respectively. If (G, 1) has polynomial growth, then (G, i’) also has polynomial
growth.

Proof. Assume S = {s1,s2,---,s;} and S = {s],s5,---,s;}, Let B(e,r) and B'(e,r)
be the ball centered at e with radius r in the corresponding graph (G,S) and (G,S’)
respectively. Then any z € B'(e,n) can be represented in the form z = s s ---s; where
s;. € 8" and l; = d'(e, 2) < n.

For 1 <i <, setting a; = d(e, s;) and a = max{ay,--- ,a;}, we have

d(e,z) < ad'(e, 2),
which implies that
V'(e,r) < Vie,ar) <rP.
By the same argument, we have r” < V7’ (e, ), which concludes our claim. ]

Definition 6.3. We say a finitely generated group G has polynomial growth, if its corre-
sponding Cayley graph (G, p) with some generating set S has polynomial growth.

Proposition 6.4. Let (G, 1) be the Cayley graph of a finitely generated group G. If (G, )
satisfies the volume doubling property [(VD)| then it also satisfies the Poincaré inequality

(PD)

This proposition can be found in [4] without proof, for completeness, we also provide a
proof here.
Proof. For any zy € G, any positive integer n and any f € ¢(G), letting

1
fB:W Z f(®),

x€B(zo,n)
and applying Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

S @S S S @) - )P

(w0, n)
z€B(zo,n) z€B(zo,n) yeB(xzo,n)
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1
= Viaon) Yoo @) - fa) (6.2)

2€B(e,2n) x€A;
where e is the identity element of G and
A, ={x € G:z € B(xp,n) and zz € B(xp,n)}.

Since any z € B(e,2n) can be represented in the form z = s159 - -+ s where s; € S and
k < 2n, we have

Z |f(z) — Z |f(x) = f(zs1) + f(zs1) — f(zsis2)
€A, TEA,
+ e + f(l'sl e Sk—l) — f(l'sl e Sk?)|2

<Y > f@sisia) = flasieoos))

z€A, 0<i,j<k
X [f(wsy - sj-1) — f(zsi---s5)
<2n Z Z |f(zsy---si-1) — flxsy---si)]° (6.3)
z€A, 0<i<k

For any x € A, and any positive integers 0 < i < k, noting that € B(xzg,n) and
xz € B(xzg,n), we have
xsy -8 € B(xo,2n).
It follows that
Do fasisi) = flasios)P <ISL YL pwlf@) - FWP (64)
€A, z,y€B(x0,2n)

Substituting this back into (6.3), we obtain

Yo If@) = fla)P <dan®lS| Y paylf(2) - f)P (6.5)

TEA, z,y€B(z0,2n)
Finally, combining (6.5]) with (6.2]), we conclude that
Ve, 2n
S 1)~ ol <A Y )~ S
x€B(zo,n) z,y€B(x0,2n)

Since V(z,n) = V(e,n) for any x € G and (G, p) satisfies [(VD)} the above implies that
Y. W@ feP <o’ Y ulf@) - f)P (6.6)

x€B(xo,n) z,y€B(z0,2n)
which yields the Poincaré inequality |(PI) O

Corollary 6.5. If a finitely generated group G has polynomial growth (6.1]), then its Cay-
ley graph (G, p) satisfies the volume doubling property [(VD)|and the Poincaré inequality
(PT)] Moreover, (G, ) is LP-parabolic for p > 2.

Remark 6.6. Let us emphasize that the finitely generated groups with polynomial growth
form a large and well-studied class of groups. In fact, from Gromov’s famous work [I1], a
finitely generated group G has polynomial growth if and only if it is virtually nilpotent,
which means it contains a nilpotent subgroup of finite index.

Proof. The volume doubling condition (VD) follows directly from the polynomial growth
condition (6.1). Then, applying Proposition and Corollary 5.9 the proof is complete.
]
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Example 6.7. Z¢ is LP-parabolic for p > %,

because that S(e,n) < n?! and V(e,n) < n?

and is not LP-parabolic for p < %l. This is
, we derive this example using Theorem [B.7]

Example 6.8. The discrete Heisenberg group

1 b ¢
01 a a,b,cel
0 0 1

is LP-parabolic for p > 2. This follows from the well-known fact that V(e,n) < n* on

discrete Heisenberg group and using Corollary
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