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CONSTRUCTION OF SELF-SIMILAR ENERGY FORMS AND
SINGULARITY OF SOBOLEV SPACES ON LAAKSO-TYPE
FRACTAL SPACES

RIKU ANTTILA, SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE, AND RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

ABSTRACT. We construct self-similar p-energy forms as normalized limits of
discretized p-energies on a rich class of Laakso-type fractal spaces. Collectively,
we refer to them as IGS-fractals, where IGS stands for (edge-)iterated graph
systems. We propose this framework as a rich source of “toy models” that can
be consulted for tackling challenging questions that are not well understood
on most other fractal spaces. Supporting this, our framework uncovers a novel
analytic phenomenon, which we term as singularity of Sobolev spaces. This
means that the associated Sobolev spaces %p, and %p, for distinct p1,p2 €
(1, 00) intersect only at constant functions. We provide the first example of a
self-similar fractal on which this singularity phenomenon occurs for all pairs
of distinct exponents. In particular, we show that the Laakso diamond space
is one such example.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. The field of analysis on fractals has historically lacked examples
where the essential tools of analysis, such as Dirichlet forms, their non-linear coun-
terparts, the associated Sobolev spaces and energy measures, are completely trans-
parent. The primary source of this issue is the geometric complexity of fractals,
which makes performing computations difficult and sometimes unfeasible. As a
consequence, many proofs of the existence of these analytic objects rely on noncon-
structive elements, such as subsequential limits and fixed point theorems. In p-
129] the authors point out “It is a shame to have to resort to a nonconstructive
existence proof, but we note that this happens quite often in analysis on fractals”.

The most notable exception is the Vicsek set, which is often overly simple in a
more general context due to its tree-structure. For arguably the second simplest
class of examples in the literature, the Sierpinski gaskets, let alone for the far
more involved Sierpinski carpets, the obscurity of analytic objects has hindered the
development of the theory. See Section 7], Section 6.3] and Section 10]
for discussions on many relevant open problems.

The intention of this paper is to introduce a unified and self-contained framework
of analysis on a recently introduced class of Laakso-type fractal spaces 2] (also
called IGS-fractals). The terminology derives from the framework generalizing two
constructions of Laakso , and that it arises via edge replacements. This
framework is built upon explicit analytic objects, including self-similar p-energy
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forms, Sobolev spaces, p-energy measures and analogue of mollifiers. We propose
it as a rich source of “toy models” that can be consulted for various questions in
analysis on fractals.

In the following theorem, we present our results regarding one particular exam-
ple, the Laakso diamond space, which was introduced by Laakso more than 20
years ago. Prior to this work, the Laakso diamond has not been studied from the
point of view of analysis on fractals, but was well-known in the embeddings and
analysis of metric spaces communities . The construction of the space is
described in Example and the other relevant definitions are discussed in the
following subsection.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, d, p) be the Laakso diamond space and %, the Sobolev space
associated to the self-similar p-energy form &, : LP(X, u) — [0, 00] for p € (1,00).
Then the following hold.

(1) For all p € (1,00) and Sobolev functions f € %, the p-energy measure
I',(f) and the reference measure p are mutually singular.

(2) Let p1,p2 € (1,00) be distinct. Then for all pairs of Sobolev functions
fpr € Fp, and fp, € Fp, the energy measures I'p (fp,) and Tp,(fp,) are
mutually singular.

(3) Let p1,p2 € (1,00) be distinct. Then it holds that
Fpy N Fp, ={f € LP(X, ) : [ is constant p-almost everywhere}.

All three statements in Theorem are highly non-trivial in broader context of
analysis on fractals. Whether these hold for the Sierpinski carpet and some other
fractals was posed by Murugan and the third author Problems 10.5-10.7]. Our
work provides the first example of a self-similar fractal for which Theorem
is verified to hold for the Sobolev spaces associated to self-similar p-energy forms.
We term this novel phenomenon as singularity of Sobolev spaces.

FIGURE 1.2. The Laakso diamond space snowflake-embedded onto
a self-similar set of R?. Lang and Plaut showed that Laakso dia-
mond does not admit a biLipschitz embedding into any Euclidean

space . See also for a more general result and for

further related work.
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1.2. General results. The main goal of this work is to construct and investigate
self-similar p-energy forms, Sobolev spaces and p-energy measures on a class of
metric spaces called IGS-fractals. 1GS-fractals are self-similar metric spaces that
arise from the framework of (edge)-iterated graph systems (IGS), recently intro-
duced by first and second authors [2]. The original purpose of the construction
was to extend the class of metric spaces where a deep problem in quasiconformal
geometry, the attainment problem of Ahlfors reqular conformal dimension, can be
studied. Through this framework, the authors constructed the first counterexam-
ples to Kleiner’s conjecture [32, Conjecture 7.5], one of which is provided in Figure
Further details and related topics can be found in |2, Introduction].

A detailed explanation of the construction of IGS-fractals in the full generality
is provided in Section [3] At this stage, we suggest the reader to consult a few
examples, such as the construction of Laakso diamond in Example Other
examples are provided in e.g. Subsection 3.3

Ezample 1.3 (Laakso diamond). This example regards the construction of the
Laakso diamond space [38]/39] as an IGS-fractal. The final product of the con-
struction is a metric measure space (X,d,u). We suggest the reader to consult
Figure [T.4] while following the construction. See also Figure [I.2] for a self-similar
set of R? that is snowflake-equivalent to the Laakso diamond.

The basic idea is to construct an infinite sequence of discrete graphs G1, G, Gs, . ..
by an iterative replacement, and the Laakso diamond is the limiting objects. The
first replacement and the graphs G, G5 are presented in Figure and G3 in Fig-
ure Let the first graph G; be as in Figure and assume that G,, := (V,,, E,,)

@ii}«» — @%}@

FIGURE 1.4. Figure of the first iteration of the replacement that
produces the Laakso diamond space. The blue vertices indicate
the gluing rules.

has been constructed. The first step in the construction of G, 41 is to replace each
edge in G, by G1. Formally, this can be thought as introducing the disconnected
graph G1 x E, := (V} x E,, E1 X E,). The graph G,t1 := (Vy41, Eny1) is then
obtained by taking a quotient G,41 := G1 X E,,/ ~, where the identifications are
given according to predetermined gluing rules. Gluing rules refer to a choice of a fi-
nite non-empty set I and choices of functions ¢, . : I — V; for each pairv € e € F,,.
Then, two vertices (z, ¢e), (2/,¢') € V1 x E; are identified if and only if e and ¢’ share



4 RIKU ANTTILA, SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE, AND RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

a common vertex v and (z, 2’) = (¢v.e(a), Py e (a)) for some a € I. In this partic-
ular example, the set I := {a} contains only one element. The functions ¢, . are
chosen so that for all e = {v,w} € E,, we have {¢y ¢(a), pu,e(a)} = {1,6}. The final
product, the Laakso diamond space, is the metric measure space (X,d, 1) that is
obtained by taking the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of the metric spaces (V;,,4 "dg,, ),
where d¢,, is the path metric on G,,, and the measure yp is the Q-Hausdorff mea-

sure for @ := iZéEig. The resulting metric measure space (X, d, ) is geodesic and

Q-Ahlfors regular (Definition .

FIGURE 1.5. (G5 in the construction of Laakso diamond.

The general construction of an IGS-fractal is given as a simple generalization
of the one in Example Specifically, the first graph G; = (V3, Ey), which we
will refer as the generator, can be any finite connected graph, and the set I can be
any non-empty finite set. As long as they satisfy the conditions in Definition
and Assumption [3.3] our framework applies. This idea was strongly influenced by
Laakso’s work [37/38] and the distinct inverse limit construction of Cheeger and
Kleiner [14]. In the end of Subsection we compare the IGS-framework with
some other constructions that share similar ideas and goals.

An IGS satisfying the required conditions produces a well-defined limit space
(X,d, n). (We frequently use the term limit space as a synonym for IGS-fractal.) As

we will see in Proposition the limit space (X, d, pt) is compact, path connected
and @Q-Ahlfors regular for Q := %, where |E| is the number of edges in F;
and L, > 1 is the distance scaling constant.

Furthermore, for each edge e € E; there is an injective L, !-Lipschitz function

F.: X — X so that
(1.6) x=J F(Xx).

ecEq

Thus, according to the self-similarity condition , IGS-fractals can be regarded
as attractors of families of contraction maps (iterated function systems). Through-
out the discussion in this section, we consider a fixed IGS with generator G; =
(V1, Ey), limit space (X, d, p) and the similarity maps {F,}ecp, in .

The first main result of the work is the construction of self-similar p-energy
forms &, : LP(X,p) — [0,00] for all p € (1,00). Their primary role is to be
the counterparts of the Dirichlet p-energy f — fRn\V f|Pdz. Unlike the previous
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studies [31},43[[50], our framework has no restriction in the exponent p. See Remark
[Z.19] for further discussions.

Definition 1.7. We say that &, : LP(X, u) — [0,00] is a p-energy form on (X, u)
if the restriction of é’p(-)% to {f € LP(X, ) : &,(f) < oo} defines a semi-norm.

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem and Corollary [6.39). For all p € (1,00) there is a
p-energy form &, : LP(X, 1) — [0, 0], an associated Sobolev space denoted by

Tp ={f € L'(X, ) : &,(f) < o0}
and a Sobolev norm ||-||L» + éap(~)%, which satisfy the following conditions.
(1) The Sobolev space (Fp, ||-||z,) is a reflexive and separable Banach space.
(2) (Regularity) .7,NC(X) is dense in both (C(X), ||-||L=) and (F, ||-||#,)-

(8) (Self-similarity) There is an energy scaling constant M, > 0 depending
only on the exponent p so that for all f € F, it holds that

(1.9) &) =MD E(f o Fo).

Moreover, it holds that
CX)NF,={feC(X): foF. e C(X)NZF, foralle € Er}.

(4) (Lipschitz contractivity) If ¢ : R — R is a 1-Lipschitz function and
feF,, thenpo feF, and &(po f) < &(f).

The other relevant analytic properties of &, are collected in Theorem For
p = 2, our construction produces a regular Dirichlet form. See |16] for background.

Corollary 1.10. Define & : F3 x Fo — [0,00) by

5(1,9) = (S + )~ &(F ~ ).

Then (&,.F») is a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L*(X, ).

For our goals, it is extremely important that the p-energy forms &), are ezactly
self-similar, which means that holds. This is necessary in order to assign a
compact and transparent definition for the p-energy measures, which are the natural
counterparts of the measures A — [,V f|Pdx.

Remark 1.11. It is quite apparent from the structure of the graphs G1,G2,Gs, . ..
that each edge in e € E, can be naturally identified as a sequence ejes...e, €
(E1)™. This is particularly clear from Figures and See Remark for
details. When this identification is made, we shall write

(1.12) F.:=F, 0oF,o0---0F, and X, := F.(X).
Note that, by iterating (1.6 and , we have
(1.13) X=|J X and &(f)=M," D &(foF).

ecE, eckE,
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Using (1.13)), we assign the following natural and compact definition for energy
measures. This approach has been used in e.g. [19,[27,/43,50]. See [46] for another
approach that does not rely on the self-similarity. These two approaches yield the
same measures by [27, Corollary 5.13] and [46], Corollary 5.6].

Definition 1.14. Let p € (1,00) and f € .%,. The p-energy measure of f is the
unique Radon measure I';(f) of X satisfying

(1.15) Lp(f)(Xe) = M, " &, (f o Fe) for all e € E,, and n € N.

Ensuring that the condition ([1.15)) determines a well-defined measures requires
some work. Specifically, for all f € %), we must show that

I‘p<f>(X N X)) = 0 for all distinct edges e, e’ € E, and n € N.

See Proposition [6.50| and Theorem [6.51] for details.

The following theorem states natural Poincaré inequality and upper capacity
estimate on the limit space. To formally state them, we need to introduce an
important quantity, the p-walk dimension:
log(|E1| M, ")

log (L)

It always holds that d,, , > p but this is often a strict inequality.

Theorem 1.17 (Propositions and . Let p € (1,00). There are constants
A, C > 1 so that for all balls B := B(x,r) with x € X and r € (0,00) the following
hold.

(1.16) dyp =

(1) (Poincaré inequality) For every f € %, it holds that

/B | — f5lP du < CriwsT () (B(x, Ar).

(2) (Upper capacity estimate) There is ¢ € %, N C(X) satisfying

B
@|B(ar) = 1, supple] C B(z, Ar) and &,(¢) < otBa,r)

rdw.p

The constructed p-energy form &, has the geometric interpretation of being
equivalent with the Korevaar-Schoen type p-energy [33]. This is a fairly frequent
phenomenon on fractals [7,28].

Theorem 1.18. Let p € (1,00). There exists a constant C > 1 such that for any
f € LP(X,u) we have

P
) -1 ) < f()]
(1.19)  C6,( hr}}&)nf/ ][B(I , rdw,p w(dy) p(dz)

f(@) = Fy)l”
d d &E(f).
: re(o, 2d1am(X))/ ][B(m rduw.p p(dy) plda) < C&,(f)

In particular,
(1.20)

Fp = {f e LP(X,p): hmsup/ ][ " wap(y”p w(dy) p(dx) < oo}.

rl0
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1.3. Singularities of energy measures and Sobolev spaces. Apart from The-
orem|[L.T] the results we have discussed so far are general — they hold for all examples
in our framework. Nevertheless, different IGS-fractals may admit completely dif-
ferent analytic behavior. For instance, the IGS-fractal described in Example
satisfies none of the three properties in Theorem that hold for the Laakso dia-
mond. See Theorem for details.

Next, we discuss the primary features of IGS-fractals that are used to investigate
their analytic behavior.

The core insight in our framework is that a significant amount of structure of
&, and the related objects are understood through the generator G;. Specifically,
we study two discrete optimization problems, p-capacity and p-resistance, which
optimize potentials U, and flows [J,, respectively.

First, we define the sets I, and I_ as the “opposite sides” of the “boundary” of
G;. In the case of the Laakso diamond, I only consists of the left most vertex and
I_ the right most as in Figure See Subsection [3.4] for the precise definition.
The p-capacity problem is the minimization problem

(1.21) M, = Cap,(I;,I_,Gy) = min Y |[VU(e).

Here |VU]| : E; — [0, 00) denotes the gradient
VU (e)| :== |U(v) — U(w)| for e = {v,w}.

The value M, := Capp(I+,I_,G1) is the p-capacity constant. The second opti-
mization problem, the p-resistance problem, is given by

(1.22) Res,(I4+,I_,G1) := min Z [T (e)|,
J
eck;
where the minimum is taken over all unit flows from I to I and ¢ := ;5 is the

dual exponent of p. Whenever p € (1,00), the respective minimizers U, and J,
always exist and are unique. In general, they depend on p.

FIGURE 1.23. Figure of the optimal potentials/flows (U,/J,) on
(1 associated to the Laakso diamond. The values with arrows
are the values of the optimal flow |J,(e)|, and the ones without
indicate the values of the optimal potential U,(v). Notice that the
optimal potential depends on p while the optimal flow does not.
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In the special case dy,, = p, where d,, ;, is the p-walk dimension given in (L.16)),
our theory coincides with the more classical theory of analysis on metric spaces.
Specifically, %, is equivalent with the Newton Sobolev space and the limit space
(X,d, 1) admits the p-Poincare inequality. See e.g. [11,[17] for background.

Theorem 1.24. Let p € (1,00). If dyp = p, then F, is equal to the Newton-
Sobolev space NVP(X,d, 1) with equivalent norms and there are constants A,C > 1
so that for all Lipschitz function f € Lip(X,d) it holds that

1/p
(1.25) ][ |f = fB@n|du < Cr <][ (Lip f)? du) :
B(z,r) B(x,Ar)

Here Lip(f) is the pointwise upper Lipschitz-constant function of f,

(1.26) (Lip f)(z) :== limsup sup M

€20 yeB(ze) €
If dyp > p and (X,d) is quasiconvex, then there is a Lipschitz function f €
Lip(X,d) so that f ¢ Z#,. In particular, %, # N*P(X,d, j1).

Actually, d,, , = p has a simple geometric characterization, which is independent
of the exponent p. See Proposition for details.

Whether the equality d,, , = p holds or not has significant consequence to the
behavior of p-energy measures. When the answer is negative, the p-energy measures
admit completely different behavior than in the classical setting.

Theorem 1.27 (Theorem [8.16]). For all p € (1,00) the following hold.
(1) If dp = p then for all f € %, it holds that ', (f) < p.
(2) If dyyp > p then for all f € .Z, it holds that T),(f) L p.

Theorem yields the statement in Theorem [L.1}(L). For the particular case
p = 2, this dichotomy phenomenon is understood in a more general setting of
Dirichlet forms thanks to the result of Kajino and Murugan [23]. In fact, the
statement in Theoremis a natural analogue for general p € (1, 00), and whether
this holds for more general fractals was posed in [43] Problem 10.5]. Nevertheless,
the non-linear case appears to be far more complicated even for explicit examples.
Our result provides convincing evidence that the dichotomy established in [23]
should have a non-linear variant.

A natural follow-up question to Theorem|[1.27]is whether similar results hold if we
replace the measure p with some other measures. In the following theorem, we give
a complete description of the singularity phenomenon in Theorem , which
regards the particularly curious case of energy measures for distinct exponents.

Theorem 1.28 (Theorem 8.19)). Let p1,p2 € (1,00) be distinct exponents satisfying

(1.29) VU, ()| T, (€)| # [VUp, (€)[| Ty, ()] for some e € Ey.
Then for all pairs fp, € Fp, and fp, € Fp, it holds that T (fp,) L Tp, (fp)-

The condition may look mysterious at the first glance, but there is a
simple computation where it comes from. The self-similar measure given by the
weights |VU,(e)||Tp(e)| for e € E is the p-energy measure of the most important
Sobolev function in our theory, the (continuous) optimal potential function %,.

When (1.29) holds, the mutual singularity I'p, (%,) L T'p,(%,,) follows from a
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classical argument using the Strong law of large numbers. With further effort, this
extends to the general case of Theorem [1.2§

The analogous singularity result to Theorem [1.28|was proved first by Kajino and
the third author [25] for some post-critically finite self-similar fractals. See [26] for
a survey focusing on the Sierpiriski gasket. The proof in [25] relies on some deep
results for the energy scaling constant and for behaviors of p-harmonic functions.
There is no such difficulty in the case of IGS-fractals by virtue of the transparent
descriptions of ', (%}).

Knowing that the behavior of p-energy measures heavily depend on the initial
exponent p € (1,00), we take this opportunity to discuss another singularity phe-
nomenon of similar spirit, singularity of Sobolev spaces. We say that the Sobolev
spaces %, and %, are mutually singular if

(1.30) Fpy N Fp, ={f € LP(X, ) : f is constant p-almost everywhere}.

This never occurs in classical theory due to the presence of test functions, nor in the
setting of upper gradients due to Lipschitz function, or in the framework of [10,36].
It also does not happen on the Vicsek set as the Sobolev spaces for all exponents
contain certain Lipschitz functions [8, Lemma 2.8]. Towards understanding this
phenomenon in general, we state our result in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.31 (Theorem [8.23)). Assume that the following two conditions hold.
(i) For allp € (1,00) and e € Ey we have |VU,(e)| # 0.
(i1) The optimal flow J, is independent of p € (1, 00).

Then, for all pairs of distinct exponents p1,ps € (1,00), the following are equivalent.

(1) The energy measures T'p, (%p,) and Ty, (%,,) are mutually singular.
(2) The Sobolev spaces Fp, and F,, are mutually singular.

The equivalence of the two singularities, as stated in Theorem [I.31} does not
hold in general. We provide a detailed explanation and further discussions in Sub-
section Nevertheless, this is sufficient to verify Theorem for the Laakso
diamond. In Example|8.31| we provide another IGS-fractal with this same property.

1.4. Outline of the construction. Our approach for constructing the p-energy
form &, is based on a common technique in analysis on fractals, applied in e.g. the
works [12,|18}[29,[311[350|43L[50]. We consider the discrete p-energies,

E(g):= > lglw)—gw)P forallg:V, —R,
{v,w}eE,
where G1,Gs,Gs, ... are the graphs produced by the IGS. The rough idea is to
introduce a discretization operators V,[] that turns functions on the limit space
f: X — R into functions on the graph V,,[f] : Vi, = R. The p-energy form is then
obtained as the normalized limit

(1.32) (1) = lim My &(Valf)

where M,, is the p-capacity constant in .

For the Laakso diamond the discretizations V,,[-] are easy to define. By compar-
ing Figures [I.4) and [I.5] to Figure [I.2] one can observe that the vertex sets V;, have
natural embeddings into the limit fractal. From this identification, we define the
discretization by simply the restriction V,,[f] := f|v,. We remark that V,,[f] is not
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well-defined for general LP-function since points are p-null. For now, we ignore this
for the sake of convenience.

The same choice of V,,[-] applies whenever |I| = 1 where [ is the gluing set. If
|7] > 1 then there are no natural embeddings of G,, into the limit space X. Instead,
every vertex v € V,, is naturally associated by an infinite cantor set which we denote
by Fib(v) C X. This set is called the fiber of v. The discretization of f is then
given by averaging over the fibers,

(1.33) Valf1(v) ::/ fdvy,
Fib(v)

where v, is an appropriately chosen probability measure supported on Fib(v). This
method is strongly inspired by a similar averaging procedure introduced by Cheeger
and Kleiner |14]. For the Laakso diamond, Fib(v) consists of only one points and
v, is the Dirac delta measure of Fib(v). In the general case, v, is determined by
the optimal unit flow J,, which is the unique solution to the p-resistance problem
. Specifically, v, is the self-similar probability measure determined by the
divergences of the optimal flow div(J, +)(:) on I;. In particular, the measures v,
and the operators V,, may depend on the exponent p. See Section [5] for details.

Theorem 1.34 (Theorem [6.10). Let p € (1,00). For all n € N there is a dis-
cretization operator V,,[-] : C(X) — R so that the sequence of normalized discrete
p-energies,

M EWVal) =M™ Y7 Valfl(0) = Valfl(w)[”

{v,w}eE,

in non-decreasing in n € N. Moreover, the discretization V,[f] is given without
referencing the background measure u, and in general, it may depend on the initial
exponent p € (1,00).

The primary reason why V,,[-] is only defined on continuous functions is that
the fibers are p-null, so the averaging procedure is not well-defined for general LP-
functions. Although, V,,[-] has a natural extension to the Sobolev space .%#,. See
Subsection [6.4] for details.

Towards the construction of the p-energy form &, : LP(X, p1) — [0, 00], our first
step is to consider the pre-energy form E, : C(X) — [0, o],

E,(f) 1= lim M;" &,(Valf)),

and the set functions called a core, €, = {f € C(X) : E;(f) < oo}. According
to Theorem E,(f) is well-defined. The p-energy form &, is then obtained as
a natural extension of E, to the LP-space. To this end, we need to establish the
closability of E, on LP(X, u).

Theorem 1.35 (Theorem [6.19). The pre-energy form E, : €, — [0, 00) is closable
in the following sense. For any sequence {fi}2, C %, of continuous functions
satisfying f; — 0 in LP(X, u) and the E,-Cauchy condition

(1.36) lim E,(fi — f;) =0,

7,Jj—»00

we always have E,(f;) — 0.
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For f € LP(X, ), we now define &,(f) as the limit of E, (f;) where {f;}2, C %,
is any sequence satisfying f; — f in LP(X, ) and the condition . When
such sequence does not exist, we set &,(f) = oco. The closability of E, ensures
that &), is well-defined. By taking f; := f € %, to be a constant sequence, we see
that &,|¢, = E,|,. This equality actually extends to all continuous functions (see

Corollary [6.39)). Consequently, &), indeed is a well-defined extension of E,.

1.5. Organization of the paper. We present some general terminology and recall
a few classical results in Section[2] In Section 3] we introduce iterated graph systems
and the construction of IGS-fractals. Then in Section 4] we study discrete potential
theory of IGSs. We establish two key ingredients of our framework, the strong
monotonicity principle and Poincaré inequality.

The main goals of the paper, the construction of the p-energy forms, p-energy
measures and other analytic tools, as well as the investigation of their general
properties, are covered in Sections[fland[6] In Section [7]we compare our framework
to some other frequently considered analogous constructions, such as Korevaar-
Schoen and Newton-Sobolev. We finish the paper in Section [8] where we study the
singularities of energy measures and Sobolev spaces.
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2. PRELIMINARY

We begin by recalling some classical terminology and results from metric geom-
etry and graph theory.

2.1. Metric spaces and measures. In this paper, we only consider metric mea-

sure spaces (X, d, u) where (X, d) is a compact metric space and p is a finite measure

defined on the Borel o-algebra. In particular, every measure is a Radon measure.
Let (X,d, 1) be a metric measure space. We denote the open balls

B(z,7):={y € X : d(z,y) <r} for z € X and r € (0, 00).
The diameter of a non-empty subset A C X is diam(A,d) := sup, ,c d(@,y).
If B C X is another non-empty subset, then the distance between A and B is

dist(4, B,d) := infyc 4 yep d(z,y). Whenever the metric d is clear from the context,
we omit it from the notation. If A C X is any Borel set with p(A) > 0 and
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f + X — R is any Borel measurable function that is integrable on A, we denote the
integral average of f over A by

faim f fuim ﬁ/qfdu.

When K C X is a compact subset, we denote p [, to be the Radon measure on
(K,d|kx k) obtained by restricting u to the Borel subsets of K.

Definition 2.1. A Radon measure p on a metric space (X,d) is doubling if there
is a constant D > 0 so that for all z € X and r > 0 we have

M(B(CL',QT)) <D- M(B('I’T))'

For Q € (0,00), we say that (X,d, u) is Q-Ahlfors regular if there is C' > 1 so that
for all z € X and r € (0,diam(X)) we have

C 1@ < pw(B(z,r) < C-rC.

Definition 2.2. A metric space (X, d) is quasiconvex if there is a constant C' > 1
so that for every pair x,y € X there is a continuous curve v : [0,1] — X with
7(0) = z,v(1) = y and len(y) < C - d(x,y). Here the length of v is given by

N-1
len(v) := sup { Z d(y(z:),7(Tig1)) :0=a1 < T2 < -+- < Ny = 1} .

2.2. Terminologies of graphs. A (finite) graph is a pair G := (V, E) where V is
a non-empty finite set of vertices and F is a finite multiset of edges consisting of
unordered pairs {v, w} for distinct vertices v,w € V. We do not allow loops (edges
of the form {v,v}) in our graphs. The degree of a vertex v € V is the number of
edges in E containing v,

deg(v) :=|{e € E : v € e}

Note that the multiplicities are counted, i.e., if there are distinct edges with same
endpoints, then these are counted separately.
In this paper, graphs are always assumed to be finite, meaning that |V, |E| < oc.

Definition 2.3. Let G := (V, E) be a graph. A sequence of vertices 6 := [vy, ..., vg],
which is allowed to contain only one vertex, is a path in G if {v;,v; 11} € F for all
1 < i < k. The length of a 6 is len(d) := k — 1. We say that G is connected if
for every pair of vertices v,w € V there is a path [v = vy1,...,v, = w] in G. For
a connected graph we define the (shortest) path metric dg(v,w) := ming len(0),
where the minimum is taken over all paths connecting v and w.

Note that if G is a connected graph then (V) dg) is a metric space.

Definition 2.4. Let G := (V, E) be a graph and A C V be any subset. We say
that A is connected if every pair of points in A can be connected by path entirely
contained in A. We also say that A is independent if for every pair of vertices in
v,w € A we have {v,w} ¢ E.

Definition 2.5. Let G := (V,E) be a graph and A C V be any subset. The
boundary of A is the subset 04 := {v € V\ A: {v,w} € E for some w € A}. The
closure of Ais A := AU OA.
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2.3. Discrete potential theory. Next, we recall some relevant definitions and
classical results in discrete potential theory. See e.g. [22] for further background.
Let G := (V, E) be agraph and p € (1,00). For any g : V — R we define its gradient
as the function Vg : VxV — R given by Vg(v,w) := g(w)—g(v). If e = {v,w} € E
we denote |Vg(e)| := |[Vg(v,w)|. The graph p-energy form &, : RV — Rsq of G is
given by
Ex(9) ==Y _IVg(e)lP.
ecE

If A, B C V are non-empty disjoint subsets of V', we define the p-capacity between
A and B as

Cap, (4, B,G) :=inf{&,(U) : Ul4 =1 and U|p = 0}.

Functions satisfying U|4 = 1 and U|p = 0 are sometimes referred as potential func-
tions for the p-capacity problem Cap,(4, B,G). Potential functions with minimal
energy are referred as optimal potential functions. If A CV, wesay that U : V — R
is p-harmonic in A if

Z sgn(VU (v, w))|VU (v,w)[P~1 =0 for all v € A.
{v,w}€eE

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a connected graph, A, B CV be non-empty disjoint subsets
and p € (1,00). There is a unique function U : V. — R so that Ula = 1,U|p =
0 and &,(U) = Cap,(A,B,G) > 0. Moreover, this function is p-harmonic in
V\(AUB). The converse is also true. If U is p-harmonic in V'\ (AU B) satisfying
Ula =1,U|p =0 then &(U) = Cap,(4, B,G).

Lemma 2.7 (Strong maximum principle). Let G = (V, E) be a graph and A C 'V
be a non-empty connected subset. If U : V — R is p-harmonic in A then

r;lea% U(z) = max U(z) and glel% U(z) = Inin U(x).

Moreover, if U(y) = max_ .+ U(z) for some y € A then U is constant in A.

TEA

We say that a function J : V x V. — R is anti-symmetric on G if J(v,w) =
—J (w,v) for all v,w € V, and J(v,w) = 0 unless {v,w} € E. For simplicity, if
e = {v,w} € E, we denote |J(e)| := |J (v, w)|. Further, given non-empty disjoint
subsets A, B C V we say that an anti-symmetric function 7 is a flow from A to B
if its divergence at a vertex v € V

div(7)(v) == > J(v,w)
{v,w}eE
is equal to 0 for all v € V'\ (AU B). The flow J from A to B is a unit flow if
> div(J)(v) = 1.
veEA
The p-energy of a unit flow J is defined as
E(T) =) _|T()I",
ecE
where ¢ := 1% € (1,00) is the dual exponent of p. Given non-empty disjoint
subsets A, B C V, we define the p-resistance between A and B as

Resy(4, B, Q) :=inf{&,(J) : J is a unit flow from A to B}.
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A unit flow from A to B with minimal p-energy is referred as optimal unit flow.
Throughout the paper, ¢ € (1,00) always denotes the dual exponent of p €
(1, 00), whenever the exponent p is clear from the context.

Lemma 2.8 (Divergence theorem). Let U : V — R be any function and J :
V x V = R be any antisymmetric function on a graph G = (V, E). Then

(2.9) Z div(J)(v) - U(v) = — Z J(v,w) - VU (v, w).
veV {v,w}€E
Next we recall the duality of potentials and flows. See e.g. [44, Theorem 5.1].
Lemma 2.10 (Duality). Let G be a connected graph, A,B C V be non-empty
disjoint subsets and p € (1,00). Then there is a unique unit flow J from A to

B satisfying £,(J) = Resp(A, B,G). Moreover, if U is the unique solution to the
p-capacity problem Cap,(A, B,G) as in Lemma then

(2.11) T ()] = EU) - [VU(e) P~
Moreover, we have
(2.12) E(U)r - E(T)7 =1.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF IGS-FRACTALS

This section covers the geometric framework of iterated graph systems and IGS-
fractals. The term “iterated graph system” is inspired by the work of Neroli Z. [45],
where the author studied a similar construction with the primary focus on graph
theory.

3.1. Iterated graph systems.

Definition 3.1. An iterated graph system (IGS) consists of the data (Vi, E1,I)
and of the collection of functions ¢, . : I — V; for all pairs e € Ey and v € V; so
that v € e. We assume that they satisfy the following properties.

(1) Gy := (V1, Ey) is a connected finite graph and I is a non-empty finite set
called the gluing set.

(2) For each e € E; and its endpoint point v € e the function ¢, : I — V; is
an injection whose image I, ¢ := ¢, (I) is an independent set of V; (recall
Definition [2.4]).

(3) For each e = {v,w} € Ej it holds that I, . NI, . = 0.
The graph G; will be referred as the generator of the IGS, and the set I together
with the maps ¢, . will be referred as the gluing rules. The use of the term “gen-
erator” was inspired by [52].

Remark 3.2. A variant of IGS-framework, the vertex-iterated graph systems, was
introduced by the first and second author in |I]. Current work does not regard
vertex-IGSs, and the term “IGS-fractals” exclusively refer to the spaces studied
herein.

In later sections, the notations Vi, Fq,G1, I, ¢y always refer to the data asso-
ciated to the IGS whenever the IGS is clear from the context. For the most part,
we will not explicitly restate the association of the data.
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Before proceeding to the construction, we record the necessary assumptions for
our approach to work and a few relevant constants. We explain each condition later
in detail when they become relevant. The reader may skip Assumption for now
and come back later when we explicitly state that these conditions hold, which is
in Section [

Assumption 3.3. The IGS consisting of the data Vi, E1,I,{¢y.c}vececr, and the
associated generator G satisfy the following conditions.

(1) (Simplicity) There are functions ¢,p— : I — Vi so that for all edges
e ={v,w} € Ey it holds that
{¢v,€7 ¢IU,€} = {¢+7 ¢*}
We also denote I := ¢ (I) and I :=¢_(I).

(2) (Non-degeneracy) There is no edge between the sets I, and I_.

(3) (Doubling) For all v € I, UI_ it holds that deg(v) = 1. The unique
neighbor of such v is denoted n(v).

(4) (Conductively uniform) For all p € (1,00) and a € I it holds that
Tp+(01(a), n(¢4(a))) = =Tp.+(¢-(a),n(¢-(a))).

Here, Jp + 15 the p-energy minimizing unit flow from I to I_ in G.
We also fiz the following constants that depend on at most the initial data associated

to the IGS and the exponent p € (1,00).

(i) (Geometric constants)

Cdiam = diam(V1,dq,), Cdeg == mz%/xdeg(v), L, :=dist(I4,I_,dg,).
veVy

(i) (Hausdorff dimension)
0 = sl El)
log(Ly)
(iii) (p-capacity constant)
My, = Cap,(I4,1-,G1).
(iv) (p-walk dimension)
_ log(|B1| M)
v " og(Ly)

3.2. Replacement rule. We discuss an iterative procedure associated to a given
IGS consisting of the data Vi, E1I, {¢y ¢ fveecr, and Gy := (V1, E7) that produces
an infinite sequence of graphs (G, )nen-

In general, a graph G = (V, E) is said to be labeled by G, if for every v €
e € E there is an associated injective mapping ¢, : I — V1, whose image is an

independent set. Given a labeled graph G, we can form a new graph G = (‘7, E),
whose vertices are V = Vi x E/ ~, where we identify

(¢v,e(a)a 6) ~ (¢v,f(a)’ f)
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for every e, f € E which share an end point v € V and a € I. Further, we define
the set of edges

E={[(v,e)],[(w,e)] : {v,w} € By and e € E}.

This amounts to replacing each edge in G by a copy of G1, which are glued along
the images of the mappings ¢, .. We can also define a labeling for G by

Pl(w,e) Al(v,e)(w,e)]} = Pofv,w}

so that G is labeled by G;. This procedure is called a replacement rule.

By applying the replacement rule recursively to the generator G1, we can con-
struct an infinite sequence of graphs: Set G, 41 = CAv'n for n € N. The edges and
vertices of Gpy1 = (Vit1, Env1) can be described as follows.

(1) Let Vop1 = Vi X E,/ ~, where we identify vertices with the relationships
(Pv,e(a),e) ~ (¢ r(a), f) for every e, f € E,, which share an end point v
and a € .

(2) {[v, €], [w, €]} € Epiq if {v,w} € Ey.

(3) Ploe] {[v.e],[wse]l} = Po,fv,w}-

Notice that in the notation of equivalence classes [(v, €)], we drop the parenthesis
and write [v, e]. We call the graphs G,, replacement graphs.

The replacement graphs have a natural projective structure. For n € N we define
Tnt1 ¢ Va1 U Epy1 — Vi, U E, as follows. For each vertex [v,e] € V41 define
Tnt1([v,e]) = e if v & I, . for any w € e, and otherwise set m,41([v,€]) = w if
v € Iy .. For an edge {[v, €], [w, €]} € E,4+1 we define m,,41({[v, €], [w, €]}) = e. For
n,m € N so that n > m, we define m,, p, := Tpq10---0my_1 07T,. We also define
Tnn = dy,ug,. fn>m, w eV, and 7, m(w) = v € V,,,, then we call w an
ancestor of v.

3.3. First examples. The general results of the paper, e.g. the constructions of
the p-energy forms and p-energy measures, cover all examples of IGSs that satisfy
Assumption Among the four conditions therein, the only one that requires
careful consideration is the conductive uniform property. In Theorem [£.9] we col-
lected three easily verifiable sufficient conditions for this property. The examples
discussed in this subsection all satisfy the symmetry condition See Figure
for a construction of a non-symmetric example.

Before proceeding to the examples, it may be helpful for the reader to revisit the
construction of the Laakso diamond in Example

Ezample 3.4 (Laakso space). Laakso introduced a construction of metric spaces [37]
(today known as Laakso spaces) that satisfy arguably one the strongest pair of
analytic conditions in modern analysis on metric spaces — Ahlfors regularity and 1-
Poincaré inequality. In this example, we consider a construction of an IGS-fractal,
that can be regarded as a variant of a Laakso space. A generalization of this concept
is discussed in Proposition See also Figure

The generator G; = (V4, Ey) is given in Figure and the gluing rules are
defined as follows. The gluing rules are given by I := {a,b}

(¢+(a), 91 (b)) := (1,2) and (¢—(a), o (b)) := (7,8).
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For {v,w} € Ey, we define ¢, (,,,)} = ¢+ if and only if v < w. When v > w, we
define ¢y, 4,0} = -

2 ) 8

FIGURE 3.5. Figure of the first replacement that produces the
variant of a Laakso space discussed in Example The colors of
vertices indicate the gluing rules: Blue vertex is connected to the
other blue vertex and to the other

Ezxample 3.6. A major motivation for the IGS-framework is that it can produce
self-similar fractals that does not satisfy as strong analytic properties as e.g. the
Laakso space in Example [3:4] In this example, we discuss the construction of
the main counterexample to Kleiner’s conjecture in [|2|. Let Gy := (Vi, Ey) and

the gluing rules be as in Example Consider the IGS whose generator G :=
(Vi, By U{4,5}) is the graph in the left of Figure The additional gluing rule is

given by (d4 (4,5}, P5,{4,5}) = (o4, 0-).

1 4 7

2 ) 8

F1GURE 3.7. A figure of the IGS in Example

Ezample 3.8 (Vicsek set). We discuss an IGS that produces a variant of the Vicsek
set. Let G be the graph in the right of Figure The gluing rules are defined
as follows. First, we set I := {a},(¢—,(a),d+(a)) := (5,1). For a given edge
{v,w} € Ey, we define ¢, 1, .} = ¢4 if and only if v < w. Notice that the regular
Vicsek set has 5 similarity maps and our version has 4.

Ezample 3.10. In Figure we provide an example of an IGS whose generator is
a multigraph.

Remark 3.12. The current framework exclusively produces self-similar metric spaces.
By modifying the replacement rule to allow replacements with multiple different
generators, we could easily construct metric spaces without exact self-similarity.
Nevertheless, the treatment of the analogous notion of conductive uniform prop-
erty would become much more delicate.
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30

1 2 )

@ L 4 @ —
4@

FI1GURE 3.9. A figure of the IGS discussed in Example

%%@Q{F

FIGURE 3.11. Figure of an IGS whose generator is a multigraph.

We end this subsection by discussing the connections and differences to some
similar frameworks where the goals intersect with ours in some way. First, we are
inspired by two spaces constructed by Laakso in [37}38], and both of these examples
are contained within our framework. Our description of these spaces is different, but
is heavily suggested by the constructions of sequences of graphs in [39], |15, Example
2.9], [13, Example 1.4]. The terminology “Laakso-type spaces” derives from this
connection.

The examples of Laakso were later generalized in two different directions. Barlow
and Evans |6] studied diffusions on so called “vermiculated spaces” that extended
the construction of Laakso by replacing intervals with more general metric spaces,
such as trees. The terminology refers to the “wormholes” in [37]. These spaces
were further studied [42}51]. A similar construction was used in [5,48] to construct
infinite graphs. The framework of Barlow-Evans, and the techniques used in their
study, appears quite different from ours. Nevertheless, the resulting spaces have
many similarities. A further study of their connections is warranted.

The second extension of Laakso’s work was general inverse limits by Cheeger and
Kleiner |13}|14]. Here, a set of axioms were developed for an inverse limit of graphs
to support a metric and a measure with a Poincaré inequality. Also, embeddability
to L' was studied. Many of our techniques were inspired by the methods to study
these spaces, such as the averaging technique on fibers. However, there are many
subtle differences. First, our graphs do not always define a projective sequence
satisfying the axioms of |14]. Second, even when they do, the measure we construct
is different from theirs. Consequently Sobolev spaces, Poincaré inequalities and
analysis on these spaces take an entirely different form. A good example of this
second case is the Laakso diamond, where the Sobolev spaces that we construct are
distinct from the ones studied in [14] — this follows quite easily from Theorem
Another way to see this is that there is no singularity of Sobolev spaces in [14],
since Lipschitz functions always lie in the Sobolev spaces considered in [14].

3.4. Geometric conditions. In this subsection, we discuss the first three condi-
tions in Assumption [3.3]that serve the purpose of ensuring controlled and non-trivial
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geometry for the IGS-fractals. Discussions on the last condition (conductively uni-
form property) is postponed to Section

Definition 3.13. An IGS is simple if there are two functions ¢4, ¢_ : I — Vi so
that for all {v,w} € E; we have
{¢U,{v,w}, ¢w,{v,w}} = {¢+» (;57}
When the IGS is simple, the gluing sets are denoted as
Iy :=¢,(I) and I_ := ¢_(I).
For all edges e € E4 we shall denote the vertices e™, e~ € e so that

(¢e+,e7 (ﬁe*,e) = <¢+a ¢—)
For simple IGSs it is convenient to introduce the level-0 graph Go := (Vj, Ep).
We define
Vo :={vq,v_} and Ey = {eo} := {{v4,v_}}.
Moreover, we give G the gluing rules
¢’U+,eo = ¢+ a'nd ¢U7,€o = ¢—
Notice that the replacement rule on Gy gives G;. We then define the projection
m : Vi UE] — Vi U Ey so that
V4 ifv c I+
mi(e) :=¢p for all e € By and my(v) ;== v_ ifvel_
€o otherwise.
In particular, it holds that
7 (vy) =Ty and 7 (v ) = T_.

We also denote m, g := m o m,1. The set of all edges/vertices in all replacement
graphs are denoted

By = |_| E, and V4 := |_| V.
n=0 n=0
Lastly, we define the higher-order gluing sets by

IJ(:L) = ﬂ;})(w) and I(,n) = Wﬁ})(w)-

For v € e € By we define

ve 1™ if p = e

I(n) - {I-(i-n) if v=e"

Definition 3.14. A simple IGS is said to be doubling if for every v € I, UI_ we
have deg(v) = 1. For such v € I, UI_ we denote the unique neighbor of v by n(v),
and the corresponding edge by ¢(v), i.e., e(v) = {v,n(v)}.

The doubling property ensures that the geometry of the replacement graphs do
not grow uncontrollably. The following lemma is proven in [2, Lemma 3.21].

Lemma 3.15. If the simple IGS is doubling then

sup deg(v) = maxdeg(v).
vEVy veVy
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Definition 3.16. A simple IGS is non-degenerate if dist(I,1_,dg,) > 2. Equiv-
alently, there is no edge between the sets Iy and I_.

Non-degeneracy removes uninteresting examples such as the case where G con-
tains only one edge. It also ensures that the discrete distances grow exponentially
with respect to the level of the graph. This is seen in the following lemma, which
was essentially proven in [2, Lemma 3.18] using the path decomposition in [2, Propo-
sition 3.16]. The proof is identical so we omit the details.

Lemma 3.17. Let L, := dist(I+,I_,dg,). If n,m € NU{0} and v,w € V,, are
distinct vertices, then

dist(w;{mym(v) Trtmm (W), da, .. ) > L2

» "n+m,m

Lemma 3.18. If the IGS is simple and doubling then deg(v) = 1 for alln € N and

v e I_S_") UI™. Let n(v) denote the unique neighbor of such v. If the IGS is also
non-degenerate, then

n(v) € Vi \ (1@ U 1<_”>) .
Proof. The existence and the uniqueness of n(v) is a direct inductive argument on
n € N. The base case follows from the doubling property, and the rest from the

gluing rules.

™) for simplicity. First, n(v) ¢

I™ follows from the fact that the gluing sets are independent sets (Definition

(2)). According to Lemma n(v) € I(ﬁ) would violate the fact that the IGS is
non-degenerate. O

Next, we argue the latter part, and assume v € I

3.5. Symbolic dynamics. The purpose of this subsection is to simplify the sym-
bolic language of IGSs into a more geometric and intuitive form.

The following proposition gives a precise meaning to the self-similarity of our
construction, and was essentially proven in |2, Proposition 3.11]. There is a slight
difference in since in this paper we allow multigraphs. The proof would be
identical so we omit the details.

Proposition 3.19. For every n € NU{0}, m € N and e € E,, there is a mapping
Oem t Vin = Viugm, the image of o, denoted as e- G, and the edges contained in
this image as e - E,,, with the following properties.

(SM1) For every e € E,, the mapping oe m is injective and the collection of subsets
{e - Gmteer, is a covering of Viym. For v,w € Vi, {v,w} € E,, if and
only if {oe,m(v),0e,m (W)} € Eytr,. Furthermore,

(3.20) Pv,{v,w} = Poe () {0e,m (V),e.m (W)}

(SM2) For distinct edges e, f € E,, the subsets e - Gy, and f - Gy, intersect if and
only if e, f have a common vertex v. Moreover, their intersection is

U oem (1) =mtnten = U orm (1)
f

veeNnf veEeN

-1
n+m,n

(SM3) For every e € E,, we havee- E,, =7
is a partition of Epym.

(e). In particular, {€ - Ep}ecn,
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Remark 3.21. The mappings ocm : Vin — Vppm are given inductively by the
following conditions.

(1) e : Vo — Vi, is defined so that o, o(vy) := e®.

(2) oemt1 t Ving1 = Varmers [2,{v,w}] = [2,{0e,m (V) 0c,m(w) }].
Corollary 3.22. Suppose that the IGS is simple and doubling, and let n,m € N
andv € e € E,,. Then every ancestor w € W;im’n(v) of v has a unique neighbor in
e Gy,. Let n(w,e) denote the unique neighbor of such w in e - Gy,. If the IGS is
also non-degenerate then

(3.23) n(w,e) € e G \ (Trymn(€") Ui n(e7))
Proof. The claim follows from |(SM1)| and Lemma Indeed, if w = ¢ m(2),
then n(w, e) = o¢ m(n(2)). O

—1
n+m,n

When the IGS is simple and doubling, v € e € E, and w € 7
e(w, e) = {w,n(w,e)}.

(v), we define

Definition 3.24. For any v € V,, and m € N, we define the higher order gluing
map ®,p : I™ — w1 (v) recursively as follows.

n+m,n
(1) ®,1(a) :=[¢ye(a),e] for all a € I.
(2) f w = @y plar...am) € W;imm(v) is given for all a;...a, € I™, we
define

‘I)v,m+1(a1 e amam+1) = [¢w7e(w,e)(a7rL+1)z e(w, 6)]
If v = vy we denote ¢4 := Py m-

Note that the mappings ®,, o do not depend on the choice of the edge e containing
v due to the identifications at the end of a replacement.

Lemma 3.25. For allv € V,, and m € N the higher order gluing map @y : I™ —

ngm’n (v) is bijective.

Proof. This follows from the injectivity of the first order gluing maps ¢, . (Defini-

tion B.1}(2)). O

Definition 3.26. We define the following symbolic operations.
(1) If e € E4 and v € V), we define e - v := 0, (v).
(2) fec Ey and f € By wedefinee- f:={e- f~,e- fT}.
(3) If v € Vi and a € I"™ we define v - a := O, y,(a).
(4) fa=ay...a, € I" and by ... b, € I"™ we define
a-b:=ay...apby...b, € [T,

Lemma 3.27. Suppose that the IGS is simple and doubling. Let e, f,g € Ey,v €
Vy and a € I™,b € I"™. Then the following associativity properties hold.

(1) (e-f)-v=e-(fv)
(2) (e-f)-g=e-(f-9)
(8) (e-v)-a=e-(v-a)
(4) (v-a)-b=v-(a-b)

Proof. —: Follows from the explicit form of the mappings o.  in Remark
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: Choose any edge v € e,, and first assume that a € I. It follows from (3.20))
and the explicit form of of the mappings o, o that
(e-v)-a=Peyp(a) =[Pewvee, (@), € €] =€ [ye,(a),e] =€ (v-a).

This proves the case n = 1, and the general case a € I"™ for n > 1 follows from a
similar computation and induction.
: Suppose e, is again an edge containing v, and first assume b € I. Then

(v-a) b= Pyqa,1(0) = [Prva,e(veae,) (), e(v-a,e,)] =v-(a-b)

and this proves the case m = 1. The general case would again follow from a direct
inductive computation. (I

Remark 3.28. Tt is easy to see from|(SM3)[that the set of edges E,, can be identified
as the set of sequences of length n,
ET :={e1ea...e ¢, € By foralli=1,2,...,n}.

Using the product operation defined in Definition [3.26] and the associativity prop-
erty proven in Lemma , this identification can be naturally given by

€1€...ep > €1 -€3+... e, € FE,.

Motivated by this, we sometimes denote ejes...e, :=¢e1-e3-... e, € E,. This
notation particularly useful for defining measures. However, in order to avoid con-
fusion, we always explicitly mention when this notation is used.

3.6. Limit space. The finish line in the geometric framework of IGSs is the con-
struction of the limit space. For this subsection, we fix a simple and non-degenerate
IGS satisfying the doubling property.

We define the symbol space as the family of projective sequences

Yi={(e)2y: € € E; and miy1(eir1) = ¢; for all i € NU {0}}.
For n € NU {0} and e € E,, we define the subsets ¥, C ¥ by
Y. ={(e)i2g€X:e, =¢},
which are also obtained as the images of the mappings
Oc: X — Za (ei)?iO = (fl)?im
where f,; :=e€-e; for all i € NU{0} and f,_; := m, n—i(e) for all 0 <i < n. Note
that 0., = idy. We equip ¥ with the natural word metric

0 if e; = f; for all i e NU {0}

62((ei)i:0ﬂ (fZ)ZZO) = {2— min{k : (ei)fzﬂ#(fi)?:o} otherwise.

Remark 3.29. The symbol space alternatively can be defined as the space of se-
quences

EY = {(e)2, : ¢; € B for all i € N}
through the identification T : E}Y — X,
(ei);’il — (6162 Ce ei)fio €.

Here, ejes ... g is understood as eq. It follows from the discussion in Remark [3.2§]
that T is a well-defined bijection.
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Definition 3.30. Let a: Ex — [0,00) be any function satisfying

(3.31) ale) = Z ale- f) forallee Eyu.
fEE,

Then we define m,, to be the Radon measure on X satisfying
(3.32) my () = afe) for all e € Ey.

To see that m, exists, we can construct it by first defining it on the alternative
symbol space E}'. Kolmogorov’s extension theorem and the conditions (3.31]) ensure
that there is a unique Radon measure m,, on EY satisfying

o ({(e)2, € EY :erea...e, =e}) = ale) for all e € E,,.

By using the identification T : EY — ¥ discussed in Remark the push-
forward measure m, := T,(Mm,) satisfies (3.32). If it holds that a(eg) = 1 and
aleres...en) = aler)a(es)...aley,) for alln € N and eq, ..., e, € Fy, we say that
the measure m,, is a Bernoulli measure of ¥. Since my(X) = afeg) = 1, m, is a
probability measure. The values {a(e)}ecr, are called the weights of m,. Observe
that if we identify ¥ with EY, then m, would be a Bernoulli measure in the usual
sense. Lastly, we define the uniform Bernoulli measure to be the Bernoulli measure
Munit With weights a(e) = |E;|~! for all e € ;.

We are now prepared to introduce the precise definition of the limit space. Cer-
tain aspects, in particular the definition of the metric, are quite technical. Therefore
in the later sections, we will reference the geometric properties of the limit space

through Propositions [3.39] and [3:42}

Definition 3.33. The limit space of an IGS consists of the metric measure space
(X,d, 1) and mappings x : ¥ — X and F, : X — X for all e € Eg, which are
constructed as follows. The underlying set X is obtained as the quotient set

(3.34) X : =%/ ~, where (¢;)2y ~ (fi)2g < e;Nfi £ 0 for all i € NU{0}.

The coding map is the canonical projection x : ¥ — X, and we define the measure
won X as the push-forward of the uniform Bernoulli measure p := x.(Mynir). We
define the similarity maps F. : X — X for all e € Ey as the unique mappings
satisfying

(3.35) F.ox=xo00e.

The image of F, is denoted X, := F.(X). For v € V4, we denote the associated
closed star by
X, = J X

EGE#
vEe

The metric d on X is chosen to be so that it satisfies the visual metric property.
This means that there exists a constant A > 1 and L, > 1 so that for all distinct
sequences (e;)24, (fi)52, € X, if n € NU {0} is the largest non-negative integer so
that e, N f,, # 0, it holds that

(3.36) ATILT™ < d(x((e)Z0), x((fi)Z0)) < AL

We give it the following explicit description. Fix L, := dist(Iy,1_,dg,), which
is at least 2 since the IGS is assumed to be non-degenerate. For e € F4 denote
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le| := n to be the integer so that e € F,,. We define a metric d,, on V,, by
o —lel
dp (v, w) = 1?2f Z L
e€)

where the infimum is taken over all sets 2 C U?:o E;, so that

(3.37) U e+ Gp_le| € Vp is connected in G, and v,w € U e Gp_|e|-
ec) eeq)

The set e - G,, is as in Proposition We now define

(3.38) Ay ((€)20) X (F)20)) = i dalen, fo).

Here, d,,(en, fn) is understood as

dp(en, fn) = néin dp (v, w).
wefr
The definition of the metric is slightly modified from the one in [2]. This is

because in the current work we do not assume the L.-uniform scaling property
(see |2, Definition 3.17]), and therefore the metric has to be adjusted.

Proposition 3.39. Let (X,d, ) be the limit space of a simple and non-degenerate
IGS satisfying the doubling property, and denote its generator Gy := (V1,E1) and
L, :=dist(I,1_,dg,).

(1) The metric d on X given in (3.38)) is well-defined and satisfies the visual
metric property (3.36). Moreover, x : ¥ — X is a continuous surjection.

(2) For allm € NU{0} and e € E,, the condition (3.35)) uniquely determines
a well-defined mapping F.: X — X. Furthermore, these mappings are
injective, L ™-Lipschitz and their images F.(X) = X, satisfy

(3.40) x=J X
eckE,

Proof. : The arguments in this proof are modified versions of the ones in [2|
Subsection 3.6]. We first show that produces a well-defined metric. First
notice that d,, < 1 for all n by choosing Q := {eg}. Now, our first objective is
obtain the inequalities

(341) dn(env fn) S dn+m(en+m7 fner) S 2L:n + dn(env fn)
for all pairs of projective sequences (€,)5%, (fn)sey € 2. These are analogical
estimates to [2, (DL4) and (DL5) in Corollary 3.19].

We begin with the first one. If e, N f, # 0 we clearly have d,(e,, fn) =
0 < dypri(enst, far1). Assume e, N f, = 0 and let Q satisfy so that
it minimizes the distance d,i1(en+1, fnr1). By [(SMI)H(SM2)l € also connects
a pair of ancestors v,41,Wn41 € Vg1 of v, € en,w, € f, respectively. This

shows dy11(Unt1, Wnt1) < dpt1(ent1, fnt1). By using Lemma we see that
dp, (U, Wp) = dpt1(Vnt1, Wnt1). We thus have

dn(ena fn) < dn(vnawn) = dn—f—l(vn—&-la wn+1) < dn-{-l(ena fn)-

The latter inequality in (3.41]) is obtained by setting Q:=Qu {en, fn} where
Q is a set satisfying (3.37) that minimizes the distance of d,(en, fn). To see that
the triangle inequality holds, suppose e, fn, g, € E, and let Qq, Qs satisfy (3.37)
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and minimize the distances d,, (e, fn), dn(fn, gn) respectively. By setting Q :=
Q. UQ U{fn}, we get

The triangle inequality now follows by letting n — co. We now conclude that d is
a well-defined metric on X.

We move on to verifying the visual metric property . Fix an arbitrary
pair (e,)5%, (fn)oly of projective sequences and let n € N be the largest n €
N U {0} so that e, N f, # 0. Then dpim(€ntms fotm) < 2L;™ (choose Q :=
{€n, fn})- On the other hand, since e, 1 N frp1 = 0, it follows from Lemma

that dpyi1(ent1, fnr1) > Lu ("+1) " The visual metric property now follows from
(3.41). Consequently, the continuity of xy : ¥ — X, where ¥ is given the word
metric, is clear from the visual metric property and L, > 1.

(2): Fix e € E,, for n € NU{0}. The uniqueness of the mapping F, satisfying
(3-35)) follows from the fact that y is a surjection. To see that F, is well-defined, this
follows from the definition of the identifications in (3.34)) and |[(SM1)l The condition
(3.40) is then clear from X, = x(3.). Lastly, to conclude that F, is L ™-Lipschitz,
this follows from the definition of the metric and O

Proposition 3.42. Let (X,d, u) be the limit space of a simple and non-degenerate
IGS satisfying the doubling property, and denote its generator Gy := (V1, Ey) and
L, :=dist(I,I_,dg,). Then the following hold.

(1) For everyn € NU{0}, e € E,, and v € V;, we have
diam(X.) = L;™ and u(X.) = |E1| 7",
and
diam(X,) < 2L " and u(X,) = deg(v)|E1|™".
Moreover, it holds that
(3.43) w(XeNXy) =0 for all distinct edges e, f € E, and n € N.

(2) Let x € X and r € (0,00) so that TL;"* < r < FL™ holds for some
n € N. Then there is a vertex v € V,, so that the closed star X, satisfies

B(z,r) C X, C B(x,8L,r).

(8) (X,d, ) is compact, path connected and Q-Ahlfors reqular for

_ log(|En])

The proof of Proposition [3.42]is postponed to the end of the next subsection.

3.7. Fiber sets. According to the self-similar pieces of the replacement
graphs intersect exactly at the set of ancestors. The analogous concept for the limit
space are the fiber sets. The precise definition of the fiber set is somewhat technical,
and the main purpose of this subsection is to simplify the language involving it.

Recall from Lemmathat the mapping @, ,,(a) = v-a determines a bijection
from I™ onto 7,1, . (v). We shall denote the space of sequences

n+m,n
IV = {(a;)$2, : a; €1 for all i € N},
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and equip it with the natural word metric.
For n € NU {0} and any v € e € E,, we define the subset ¥, . C X, to be the
set obtained as the image of the mapping T, . : IN — ¥, (a;)32; — (€;)2,, where

(3.44) o = e(v-(ay...a;—n),e€) .for.alli>n
Tni€) ifi <n.
Note that by the uniqueness part of Corollary we have
e(v-ar...amamir,e) =e(v-ar...amamy1,e(V-ar...am,e)).

Combining this with Lemma and the bijectiveness of the mappings @, o,
it follows that 15, ¢ : IN — ¥ is a homeomorphism onto Yy,e- Then we define the
fiber set of v € V,, as the subset Fib(v) := x(X,,) € X. We also denote

Fib(X) := [ J Fib(v).
veEVy
Proposition 3.45. For all v € Vg the fiber set Fib(v) does not depend on the

choice of the edge e € Ey containing v. Furthermore, x|s, . is a homeomorphism
onto Fib(v).

Proof. Lete, f € Eyu be two edges containing v. By the definition of the projections,
we have 7, ;(€) N m,;(f) # 0 for all 0 < ¢ < n. For (a;)2, € IV, let v =
v-(ay...a;) for i > 0. Then

Unti €e(V-ay...am,e)Ne(v-ay...am,f).

Thus, by the identifications in , we have x(X,.) = x(2v,f), and we conclude
that Fib(v) does not depend on the choice of the edge containing v.

We next move on to proving that x|s, . is a homeomorphism onto Fib(v). Since
Y. can be regarded as a continuous image of the compact metric space I with
the word metric, it is clear that 3, . C X is a compact subset. Thus, it is sufficient
to verify that x|s, . is injective. Suppose (a;)52,, (b;)52, € I" are distinct, and let
j > 1 be the smallest integer for which a; # b;. Since the mapping I" > a+— v-a =
®, m(a) € ﬂ;im7n(v) is bijective, we have that v- (a1...a;) #v-(b1...b;). It now
follows from Lemma [B.17 that

dGn+j+2 (U . (a1 e aj+2), (A (bl e bj+2)) Z Lf Z 4.

In particular, the edges e(v- (a1 ...aj42),e) and e(v- (b ...bj42),€) do not share a
vertex. 0

Lemma 3.46. Letn € N ande, f € E,, be distinct edges. Then the sets X. and Xy
intersect if and only if e and f have a common vertex. Moreover, their intersection
18

(3.47) X.nXyp= |J Fibo).

veeNnf

Proof. The first part of the claim, regarding when the sets X. and X; intersect,
follows directly from the definition of the identification .

We will now prove (3.47). Since X, . C 3, we obviously have Fib(v) C X, for
all v € e € Fy. Then assume that x € X, N X for distinct edges e, f € E,,, and
write z = x((e;)821) = x((f:)$2,) for e, = e and f,, = f. Note that e; N f; contains
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exactly one vertex for all i > n. To see this, suppose v; € ¢; N f;. By v; 18
an ancestor of v € eN f. Then we necessarily have

ei = e(vi,e) = {vi,n(vs,e)} and f; = e(vy, f) = {vi,n(vs, f)}
By the last part of Corollary [3.22] the vertices n(v;, e) and n(v;, f) are not ancestors
of any vertices in V,,. Since e and f are distinct vertices, it now follows from
that n(v;, e) # n(v;, f).

Thus, we know that there are vertices v; € V; for all i > n so that each v; is an
ancestor of a vertex v € eN f. By using the uniqueness part in Corollary we
have that each v; is an ancestor of v; for all j > %, and thus, we can construct a
sequence (a;)$2; inductively so that each e; can be expressed as in . ([

An immediate corollary of the previous lemma is that Fib(X) C X is dense.
Corollary 3.48. Fib(X) C X is a dense subset.

Proof. Let e > 0 and z = x((e;)$2,). Choose n € N large enough so that L, ™ < ¢,
and an edge f, € E, so that v, € e, N f,. Then X, C B(x,&) by Proposition

(@, so it follows from Lemma that Fib(vy,) N B(x,e) # 0. O

The following lemma will be useful for introducing measures on the fiber sets.

Lemma 3.49. The fiber sets satisfy the following properties.

(1) For allv € Vi and n € N we have
Fib(v) = | | Fib(v - a).

acl™
(2) For all e € Eyx we have F(Fib(v)) = Fib(e - v).

(8) If w € Vg is another vertex so that neither v nor w is an ancestor of the
other, then
Fib(v) N Fib(w) = 0.

Proof. : Let f € Ex be an edge containing v. The coding map x restricted to
¥, 7 is injective by Proposition Thus, the claim follows by noting that

Sof= || Svarewan:
acl™

(2): If f € E4 is any edge containing v, we compute
Fib(e - v) = X(Zew.e.r) = X(0e(En,7)) = Fe(x(Z0,r)) = Fe(Fib(v)).

: According to of the current lemma, it is sufficient to prove the case
where v,w € V12 and Ty 42,0, (), Tpto,n(w) € V;, are distinct vertices for some n €
NU{0}. Ife, f € E,, are edges containing m, 12 ,(v) and m, 42 ,, (w) respectively, then
it follows from the non-degeneracy of the IGS and Lemma[3.17that dg,, ,, (v, w) > 4.
In particular, the edges ¢(v, ) and e(w, f) do not share a vertex, and it now follows
from Lemma [3.46] that

Fib(v) NFib(w) C Xe(v,e) N Xe(w,f) = .
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Definition 3.50. Let v be a probability density on the gluing set I. For any vertex
v € Vg the fiber measure v, on Fib(v) is defined as the Radon probability measure
satisfying

n
(3.51) vy(Fib(v - a)) = H v(a;) foralla=ay...a, € I" and n € N,

i=1
To see that such fiber measure exist for any given v, fix e € Fx with v € e and
recall that Fib(v) is obtained as a homeomorphic image of x o T}, . : I"' — Fib(v).
Now, if V4 is the Bernoulli measure on IV given by,

Voo ({(b:)21 :a;=0b; foralli=1,...,n}) := Hu(ai) for any n € N, (a;)i_, € I",
i=1

then the push-forward measure v, := (x0T} ¢ )« (Vo) is & Radon probability measure

on Fib(v) satisfying (3.51). It is furthermore clear that for all n € N and a € I™ it

holds that

(352) Uy FFib(am) = (H V(CLO) Vg.y-
=1

Let us conclude this subsection by proving Proposition [3.42}

Proof of Proposition[3.78. (I): Let e € E,. It is clear from the definition of the
metric that by choosing 2 := {e}, we have diam(X.) < L, ™. The reverse inequality
follows by noting that dist(Fib(e*), Fib(e™),d) = L™, which follows from Lemma
Observe that diam(X,) < 2L, ™ is now immediate.

Next, we compute the values of the measure pu. Notice that we only need to
verify (3.43]). Indeed, we would then have pu(X.) = munie(Xe) = |E1|~™. According
to Lemma we only need to show that u(Fib(v)) = 0 for all v € V,,. The same
lemma also implies that

so we have p1(Fib(v)) < deg(v)|E;|~". Using Lemma[3.49} (D) and the fact that the
degrees are uniformly bounded (Lemma [3.15)) by some number Cgeq, we get

W(Fb(©)) = 37 u(Fib(v - ) < Caegl 1" B1| | By,
a€lk
Since the IGS is doubling and non-degenerate it holds that |I| < |Ej|. Therefore
w#(Fib(v)) = 0 follows by letting k& — oco.

(2): Fix any e € E, so that © € X,. In the proof of (1)) of the current proposition,
we noted that dist(Fib(e™), Fib(e™)) = L;™. Thus, we must have dist(z, Fib(w)) >
L™ /2 for some w € e. If v € e is the other vertex, then it follows from the definition
of the metric d that

dist(z, X \ X,) > dist(z, Fib(w)) > L. "/2.
Therefore B(z,r) C B(x,3/4- L;™) C X,. The latter inclusion X, C B(x,8L,r)
is a direct corollary of diam(X,) < 2L_™.
(3): X is a continuous image of y and ¥ is compact. Thus, X is compact as well.

Path connectedness follows from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem using the visual metric
property and fact that the graphs G, are connected. The @-Ahlfors regularity
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of (X,d,u) follows from an identical argument as in |2, Lemma 3.31] using the
previous results of the current proposition. The basic idea is to approximate a ball
B(x,r) with appropriately chosen set X, using and estimate the measure by

using . [

3.8. Self-similar structure. For future reference, we have included a discussion
on the self-similarity of our construction. Specifically, we clarify that IGS-fractals
admit a natural self-similar structure in the sense of [29]. Another motivation for
this discussion is that many works with similar goals use this notion, making it
potentially helpful for some readers.

Let K be any compact metrizable topological space, S be any non-empty finite
set and {F; : X — X };cs be a collection of injective continuous maps. Denote

SN = {wiwaws ... :w; € S for all 7 € N}

and equip with the natural word metric. The triplet (K, S, {F;}ics) is a self-similar
structure if there is a surjective continuous map ¢ : S — K so that

E(wwaws . ..) = F, ((waws .. .)) for all wiwows ... € SN,

Proposition 3.53. Let (X, d) be a limit space of a simple and non-degenerate IGS
satisfying the doubling property, G1 = (Vi,E1) be the associated generator and
{F.}ecr, be the similarity maps. Then (X, E1,{F.}ecr, ) 5 a self-similar structure.

Proof. Recall from the discussion in Definition [3.30] that we have a natural identi-
fication T : EYY — ¥. By setting ¢ := xoT : E}Y — X where x : ¥ — X is the

coding map in Definition it follows from Proposition and ((3.35) that

(X, E1,{F.}eccr, ) is a self-similar structure. O

We also clarify the two properties of the self-similar structure of IGS-fractals.
These easily follow from the definitions (see e.g. |29, Proposition 1.3.5 and Definition
1.3.13]), so we omit the details.

Corollary 3.54. Let (X,d),G1,{F.}ecr, be as in Proposition[3.53 The boundary
Vo(L) (see |29, Definition 1.3.4]) of the self-similar structure L == (X, E1,{Fc}ecr, )
is Fib(vy) U Fib(v_).

Corollary 3.55. Let (X,d),G1,{F.}ccr, be as in Proposition [3.53 The self-
similar structure (X, E1,{Fe}ecr, ) is post-critically finite (see [29, Definition 1.3.15])
if and only if |I| = 1.

4. DISCRETE POTENTIAL THEORY

Our approach for constructing the p-energy forms involves taking an appropriate
limit of discrete graph energies on the replacement graphs. This section is devoted
to developing tools of discrete potential theory of IGSs. The reader may recall the
terminology and basic results of discrete potential theory from Subsection [2.3

During the computations, we will frequently use the notation A < B to indicate
the existence of a constant C' > 1 so that A < C' - B, where C depends on some
inessential parameters. For the most part, these parameters are the constants
mentioned in Assumption [3.3] and the exponent p.
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4.1. Conductive uniform property. We begin by introducing the final general
assumption of our framework, the conductively uniform property. This was a key
ingredient for establishing the combinatorial Loewner property in [2].

We first introduce some notation. Suppose we are given a simple IGS and let
n € NU{0} and p € (1,00). We denote U, + ., as the solution to the p-capacity
problem

(4.1) Cap, (Iﬁ”, ™, Gn) .

The p-capacity constant M, is the value of the p-capacity problem forn =1,
ie, M, :=&,(Up+1). Recall from Lemma that U, 1 , exists and is unique.
The solution to the p-capacity problem here roles of the signs + and —
are interchanged is denoted U, _ ,,. These functions are collectively referred as the
optimal potential functions.

We denote 7, + » the solution to the p-resistance problem

(4.2) Res, (I(ﬁ), ), Gn) .

Similarly, we denote J,,— , the solution to (4.2)) where the signs are interchanged.
According to Lemma [2.10} the flow 7, + », exists and is unique.

By the uniqueness of the optimal potential function, we have U, + n = 1=Up  ».
In particular, the gradient |VU, + ,,| does not depend on the choice of the sign. We
thus denote |VU, | := |[VU, 1 »| and |VU,| := |VUp1|. Similarly, the energies of
the optimal potentials are denoted as &€,(Up.) and &,(Up). In the case of the flows,
since Jp,+.n = —Jp,7,n, We slightly abuse the notation by writing Jpn = Jp.+.n
and J, = Jp.+ = Jp,+,1 whenever the sign has no role during the computations
or is understood from the context.

Ezample 4.3. Consider the IGSs in Examples[3.4]and [3.6] and let U : V; — R be the
function in Figure (note that the function is the same in both graphs). To see
that U is the energy minimizer to the p-capacity problem Cap,, (I, I, Gy) for both
IGSs, it is direct to verify that U is p-harmonic in V3 \ (Ix U I_) for all p € (1, c0).
According to Lemma U is the p-energy minimizer. The optimal flow is then
easily computed through the duality (2.11]). For computations of optimal potentials
and flows on some other IGSs, see e.g. Figures and

N|—=
[en)

1 3 0 1

1
2

1
2

FIGURE 4.4. Figure of the optimal potentials/flows on G; associ-
ated to IGSs in Examples and The values next to vertices
indicate the value of the optimal potential U, +, and the values
next to the edges indicate the values of the optimal flow 7, ;.
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Definition 4.5. We say that a simple and non-degenerate IGS satisfying the dou-
bling property is conductively uniform if for all a € I and p € (1, c0)

(4.6) Tp+ (94 (a),n(¢1(a))) = =Tp 1 (¢ (a),n(¢—(a)))-

Here n(z) denotes the unique neighbor of z € I, UI_ as defined in Definition
Whenever this condition is satisfied, the value in (4.6) is denoted as J,(a).

Remark 4.7. J,(-) is a probability density on I. Indeed, by the doubling property,
every vertex in I, has degree 1, so we have

1= div(Fp4)(¢4(a) =Y Tpt(d4(a), (61 (a) = > Tp(a).

acl acl acl

The strong maximum principle of p-harmonic functions (Lemma and the du-
ality (note that here we need the version that does note involve absolute
values) implies that J,(a) > 0. Consequently, J,(-) produces a probability density
on I™, denoted as Jp (-), which is given by

n

(4.8) Tpnlar...an) =[] Tp(as).

i=1
For n = 0, we intepret I° to consist of a single (empty) element, and simply set

jp,O(') = 1

If we view the p-capacity problem as a discrete optimization problem, the
number of variables grow exponentially with respect to n. The main motivation
of conductively uniform property is to reduce this problem to the case n = 1.
This is stated formally in Theorem Nevertheless, this conditions is by far the
most restrictive one in our framework. In the following theorem, we review a few
sufficient conditions for the conductive uniform property.

Theorem 4.9. Suppose that the IGS is simple, non-degenerate and satisfies the
doubling property. Then any one of the following conditions are sufficient for the
IGS to satisfy the conductive uniform property.

(CUP-1) The gluing set I only contains one element.
(CUP-2) There is a graph isomorphism n : Vi — Vi of Gy satisfying
0(64(a)) = ¢=(a) for alla € I,
(CUP-3) There exists a family of paths © in Gy so that each § € © connects I

to I_ and is of length L. = dist(I1,I_,dg,), and each edge in e € Ey is
contained in exactly one of the paths 6 € ©.

Proof. Suppose first that holds and I = {a}. Since J, + is a unit flow
from Iy = {¢4(a)} to I_ = {¢_(a)}, we have

Tp+(94(a),n(¢1(a))) = 1 = Tp 1 (0 (a),n(0-(a))).

Next assume |(CUP-2)} and let i be a graph isomorphism as in the claim. Since
7 satisfies n(I+) = Iy, it holds that

(T4 )(0,w) := Tp,+ (n(v), n(w))



32 RIKU ANTTILA, SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE, AND RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

is a unit flow from I_ to Iy satisfying E,(n(Jp,+)) = E¢(Tp,5). It follows from the
uniqueness of the energy minimizing flow that n(J, +) = Jp,—. By the doubling
property, we necessarily have n(n(¢—_(a))) = n(¢4(a)). Thus, we compute

Tp+(¢-(a),n(¢—(a))) = 77(-7;» +)(@+4(a),n(d1(a))
—(04(a),n(¢4(a))
= —j,,, (¢+(a), n(94(a)).

Lastly, we assume |(CUP-3), and let © be a family of paths satisfying the therein
conditions. For a € I let 6, € © be the path containing the edge ¢(¢4(a)). Note
that a — 60,,1 — O is a bijection by the properties of ©. Thus, it holds that
(4.10) |E1| = |I| - L.

Now, for every a € I, consider the unit flow J, from I, to I_ along the path 6,.
Then we define the unit flow from I, to I_,

T =" T
acl
Using the fact that the paths in © are edge-wise disjoint, we get

T (¢+(a),n(d1(a)) = [II7" = T(n(¢-(a)), ¢-(a)).

Therefore, the conductively uniform property follows after we show that J is the
p-energy minimizing unit flow. To see this, it follows from the properties of © that

|7| = |I|7!. By the duality (2.11)) and (4.10)), it follows that

= g\ =B FE
My > ()% = (B F =

In Lemma [4.12) u. ) below we show that the reverse inequality M, < |E;|/LY al-

ways holds (even without the conductively uniform property). Hence by using the
duality one more time, we see that J is the p-energy minimizing unit flow. ([

Remark 4.11. At this stage, we have introduced all the assumptions of our frame-
work. Hereafter, throughout the paper, the IGSs are always assumed to satisfy the
conditions in Assumption

For the rest of this subsection, we review important consequences of the conduc-
tively uniform property.

Lemma 4.12. Let p € (1,00). Then the following hold.
(1) For alln € NU {0} we have
Cap,, (Is_n), I(_n), Gn) =M.

(2) For alln € N and a € I™ we have

div (Jp,2,n) (9£.n(a)) = Tpn(a) = = div (Tp,+.n) (¢5,n(a)).

Here ¢4 ,, are the higher order gluing maps in Definition and Jpn(-)
is the probability density given in Remark[].]

(3) The p-capacity constant has the upper bound M, < |Ey|/LY, or equiva-
lently, dyp, > p. These inequalities are equalities if and only if |VU,| =
LY. Here, dw,p 1s the p-walk dimension in Assumption ,
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(4) The optimal potential functions U, 1, satisfy the following strong mai-
mum principle: If z € V,, \ (IJ(:I) U I(_n)) then 0 < Up + n(2) < 1.

Proof. (1): This was proven in [2, Corollary 4.32] for discrete (edge) p-modulus,
which is always equal to discrete p-capacity (see e.g. |2, Lemma 4.13]).

(2): This was essentially verified in the proof of |2, Proposition 4.30].

(3): A variant of this claim was proven in [2, Proposition 6.11]. Nevertheless, we
present the details. Consider the potential function U : V; — R given by

. dist(v, I_,dg,)

Uv) := T Al

Since L, = dist(Iy,1_,dg,), we clearly have U|;, = 1 and U|;_ = 0. Moreover,
for any edge {v,w} € E; we have

|U(v) = U(w)| < Li|dist(v,l,) —dist(w, )| < Li

Thus, we obtain the inequality

| E1 |
LY

M, < E(U) <

The latter part of the claim now follows from the uniqueness of the optimal potential
function.
(4): Since the replacement graphs are connected and the IGS is doubling, it

follows from Lemma that V;, \ (Iin) U I(_n)) is a connected subset. Thus, the
claim follows from the strong maximum principle of p-harmonic functions (Lemma

27). O

Theorem 4.13. For all n,m € N U {0} the optimal potential function Up + nim
can be expressed as

(4.14) Up,tntm(e-v) =Upsn(e”)+ (Up,:t,n(e+) —Upan(e™))  Upt,m(v)
foralle € E, and v € V,,. In particular, for all v € V,, it holds that

(4.15) Up. s ntm(w) =Up x5 (v) for all w € 7! (v).

n+m,n

Proof. Let ﬁp,iﬂﬁm be the function given by the right-hand side of (4.14)). First,
we verify that it is well-defined. Assume that e-v = €’ - v’ for e,¢’ € E, and
v,v" € V,,. By [(SM2)| the edges e, e’ have a common vertex w € e N e’ so that

v E II(JL‘Z, and v’ € I(") It then follows by the definition of ﬁp,i,m-m

w,e’”
(4.16) Upt.ntm(e-v) = Upxn(w) = Up,ﬂ:,ner(el ) U/)a
and Uy & 1 is thus well-defined. Tt is also clear from (&.16)) that Up 4 nqm is po-
tential function to the p-capacity problem. To conclude that Up + ntm = Up,+ ntm,

~

we thus only need to show that &,(Upnt+m) = Ep(Up ntm). The desired equality
then follows from the uniqueness of the optimal potential function (Lemma .

Consequently, (4.15) would follow from (|4.16]).
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Using [(SM3)| (or Lemma [4.28)) and Lemma [4.12} (1)), we compute
8 ( p:l:ner - Z Z |VUp:|:n+m(en em)|

en€E, emEEm,

Z [VUp,n(en)l? Z IVUp,m(em)|”

en€Ey, em€Em
— Mg
=& ( pm-&-m)

Corollary 4.17. Let ey,ea,...,en € E1 and e :=ejes...e, € E,. Then
(4.18) VUpn(e)l = [TIVUs(ei)] and |Tpn(e)l = [ 10 (el

i=1 =
Here the sequence eqes ... e, is understood as in Remark[3.28

Proof. The first equality in (4.18]) follows from a direct iteration of (4.14]), and the
second now follows from the duality (2.11) and Lemma (. O

Corollary 4.19. Let p € (1,00) and set

¢p := max|[VUj(e)|

For all n,m € NU {0} we have
(4.20) Uptontm(e - 01) = Upot (e - v2)| < €
for all e € E,, and vi,v9 € Vp,.
Proof. Tt follows from Corollary that
|VUpn(e)l <c forall e € B,
By using the strong maximum principle (Lemma ), we see that
|Up,+,m (V1) — Up +.m(v2)] <1 for all v,vy € V,,,.
By combining the previous estimates and using , we obtain

|Up,£,n+m(€-v1) = Up x,nim(e - va)]
= [VUpn(e)| - Upx.m(v1) — Up+,m(v2)|
< [VUpn(e) < cp-

O

We finish the subsection by discussing the equality d,, , = p from Lemma
(3). Specifically, we show that it has a geometric characterization that is indepen-
dent of the exponent p € (1, 00).

Proposition 4.21. The equality d., , = p is equivalent to the existence of a family
of paths © as in|(CUP-3)l In particular, whether d., , = p holds is independent of
the exponent p.
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Proof. In the proof of Theoremwe showed that implies M, = |Ey|/LE.
Thus, dy,p = D.

Next assume that d,,, = p holds. For any vertex v € Vi we divide the edges
containing v by

Ei(v) = {{v,w} € E1:Up 4+ (v) > Up 1 (w)},

and the others are denoted E_(v). Since |VU,| = L; ! holds by Lemma @),
it follows from the p-harmonicity of U, ; that

(4.22) |E, (v)| = |E_(v)] for any v € V; \ (I UT.)

We now have enough ingredient to describe an algorithm that constructs the
family of paths © := {61,...,0j}. First, fix vg € I and choose any path 6; =
[vo, v1 ..., vk] so that U, 4 (v;) is strictly increasing in ¢ and v € I_. Such choice is
possible due to the strong maximum principle (Lemma ) and p-harmonicity
of U, +. Further, since |VU,| = L', we have k = L..

Second, to construct 2, we choose any vertex v, € I+ \ {vo} and a path 0y =
[v, ] ..., v},] satisfying the same conditions as ¢;. Additionally, we require that
01 and 6y are edge-wise disjoint. Such choice is possible thanks to (4.22). By
repeating, we obtain the paths © := {f1,...,0}. It follows from d the
doubling property that the paths in © contain all edges. ([

FIGURE 4.23. Suppose that there is a family of paths © satisfying
the conditions in Theorem As we showed in Proposition
this is equivalent to d,,, = p for all p. The generator of
such IGS can be constructed by taking k disjoint discrete inter-
vals, where k = |I|, of length L., and by applying some “vertical
identification” as in the figure. This procedure closely resembles
Laakso’s construction in [37]. These vertical identifications corre-
spond to the “wormholes” in Laakso’s work.

4.2. Strong monotonicity. For our goals, it is crucial to understand the interre-
lation between the discrete energies at different levels. In other words, we need a
convenient way to translate functions between replacement graphs of different lev-
els, and effectively compare their energies. To this end, we introduce the averaging
operators Vi m[] : RV? — RV for n > m defined as

(4.24) Vol f10) = Y Tpn—mla) - f(v-a),

agIn—m

where 7, x() is the probability density on I* defined in Remark Note that
these operators in general depend on p. However, we omit the exponent from the
notation for the most part, and instead write V;, p[-].
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While the expression (4.24) is clearly valid for any probability density on the
gluing set I, our specific choice is one of the most fundamental pieces of our frame-
work. We will prove in Theorem that these operators satisfy a highly useful
analytic condition we call strong monotonicity. First, we review a few lemmas.
Lemma 4.25. Let n,m,l € NU{0} so that m <1 <n. Then V, n[] = Vim[] 0
Vil
Proof. This is immediate from . Indeed, for any f € RV» and v € V,,, by using
the associativity property, Lemma 3.27]-,

Vam[fl(v) = Z Z Tpn—1(a)Tp,1—m (b) f(v - (a - b))

ae['n.fl bellfm

S Y Bt @i B (0 a) 1)

ae['n.fl bellfm

- Z jp,n—l(a)vn,l[f](v ! a) = ‘/l,m[vn,l[f]](v)?

acIn—1

proving Vn,m = W,m O Vn,l. O

Lemma 4.26. Let n,m,k € NU {0} so that n > m. Then for all f : Vo — R
and e € E}, we have

(427) Vn,m[f o Ue7n] = Vn+k7m+k[f] O 0e,m

Proof. By Lemma we have 0.,V - a) = gem(v) - a for all v € V,,, and
a € I"™™. Thus

Vamlf 0 0en](v) = Z Tpn—m(a)f(0en(v-a))

agln—m

Z jp,n—m(a)f(ae,m(v) . a)
acln—m
= (Vn-i-k,m-i-k[f] © O'eﬁn)(v)-

(]
Lemma 4.28. Let n,m € NU {0} so that n > m. Then for all f:V,, = R
(4.29) Ex(f) =D Eplfooenm).
e€EE,
Proof. Directly follows from |(SM3) O

Theorem 4.30 (Strong monotonicity). Let n,m € N U {0} so that n > m and
f:Vy—=R. Then

(4.31) Ep(Vamlf]) < My "™ E,(1),
where My, is the p-capacity constant in Assumption [3.3,

Proof. There is nothing to prove if n = m, so we assume n > m. First, choose any
edge e € E,,. Using Lemma and the fact that J, n—m = Tp+n—m I &
unit flow from I_(‘_n_m) to I(_n_m), we have for all v € V,,_,,, that

jp,n—m(a) ifv= ¢+,n—m(a’) forae ™™
(4.32) div(Tpn—m)(v) = § =Tpn-m(a) ifv=6¢_,_pn(a)foraeci™ ™
0 otherwise.
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By applying this, we have
|Vn,m[f](e+) - Vn,m[f](€7)|

= | X Tonm(@f(cTa)= 30 Tpn-m(a)f(e” a)
acln—m acIn—m

= Z div(Tp.n—m)(0)(f © Oen—m) (V) (Equation (£.32))
VEV_—m

= Z Tpin—m 0, W)V (f 0 0 nm)(v,w) (Divergence theorem (2.9))
{v,w}eE, _m

< E(Tpmem)T Ep(f 0 Oemm)? (Holder’s IE)

= (M,) = Ep(fo ae,n,m)%. (Lemma and (2.12))

By summing over all edges in F,, and using Lemma [4.28] we obtain the desired
estimate

Ep(Vamlf]) = Z [Vim[f](e7) — Vn,m[f](e+)|p

ecE,,

< M;(n—m) Z gp(foJe,nfm)

eel,,
=M, L (f).
O

4.3. Poincaré inequality. The final addition to our toolbox is the following (p, p)-
Poincaré-type inequality. The proof is strongly inspired by |14, Section 5].

Theorem 4.33 (Poincaré inequality). There is a constant C > 0 so that for all
n € NU{0} and f:V, - R we have

1
| En

(4.34) D) = Vio[ o) P < C M E,(f).

veV,

Here, v+ means that the statement is true for both v, and v_. We first prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.35. There is a constant C > 0 so that the following holds. For every
n,i € NU{0} with n > i, and any v; € e; € F; and v;11 € e; - G1, we have

(4.36) Vasise1 [l (Wit1) = Vil (0[P < C M E(f 0 0, ni).-

Proof. Note that for any a € I we have v; -a € e; - G1. By the self-similarity of the

graphs (see|(SM1)) there is a path [wy, ... wg] from v;11 to v;-a contained in e; - Gy

and of length at most diam(Vy,dg,). Then we estimate using Holder’s inequality
k—

Vit [ (vis1) = Vi [F1vi - )P Y [Vasra [ (wign) = Vi [f](wn) [P
=0

S gp(Vn,iJrl[f} © O—ei,l)‘

—
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We finish the proof by estimating

Vaiv1[f](vig1) — Vol f](0i) [P

p

= Z Tp(@) (Vi i1 [fl(ig1) = Viag1 [f](vi - a)) (Lemma
acl

< ZJP WVasit1[f](vis1) = Vi [f1(vi - @)|P (Jensen’s IE)
acl

S ij n1+1[f}offei,1)
a€el

= Ep(Vnirilflooe, 1)

= 81)(Vn—i,1 [f o Uei,n—iD (Lemma

S M;TVEN(fooe n i) (Theorem [£.30)).

Proof of Theorem[/.33 Since the IGS is non-degenerate, it follows from Lemma
that there is a > 1 satisfying o - M, < |E].

First fix some v := v, € V,,. For each i = 0,...,n — 1 we choose the vertices
Vg, ..., Un_1 and edges egq,...,e,_1 so that v; € e;_1 - G1 and v; € e; € E;. Then
we estimate

|f(v) = Vool fl(vs) [P

IN

IN
/\/_\:/_\
M
~~

Q 3
L1 .
~—
|
~__—
Q

<Z|Vm+1 (vig1) — V,[ﬂ(“z‘ﬂpai)

P
g n—1

< (3 (t) ) S Wair (i) — Vil F )P
i=0 1=0
n—1 )
5 M (n—1) gp(fOOlel,n z)az
=0

We used triangle inequality in the first row, Hélder’s inequality in the second and
the last row follows from Lemma and the fact that a > 1.

Next we do the previous choices of vertices and edges for all v € V,,, which we
denote v;(v) € e;(v) € E;. Notice that v € €;(v) - G,—;. Since |V,,_;| < |E1|"¢, we
conclude the following;:

(%) Each edge in E; is chosen at most |E;

|"~% many times.
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We finish the proof by estimating

Z'f(v)_ |p<ZZM (nz foge(v)n l)ai

veVy, veV, 1=0
Q ( —(n—i) i . |E1‘n7i Z Ep(fo Je’ni)>
eckE;
n—1 . ) .
=&)Y M, al By
1=0

n—1 [
= |B|" M, Ey( Z( |E1)

i=1

a5 (o)

i=1

S B M E(f)-

The equality in the third line follows from Lemma [4.28] and the geometric series in
the second last line converges due to the choice of the constant «. (Il

5. DISCRETIZATIONS AND MOLLIFIERS

In this section, we take the first step towards analysis. Using the tools of discrete
potential theory developed in Section [} we introduce analytic objects that will
support the construction and investigation of the p-energy forms, p-energy measures
and Sobolev spaces in later sections. Throughout the section, we consider a fixed
exponent p € (1,00) and an IGS satisfying Assumption For the associated
limit space (X, d, i), we use the same notation as in Definition m

5.1. Discretization operators. The preliminary step in our framework is dis-
cretization. We introduce linear operators V,,[-] : C(X) — RY», which computes
the integral averages over the fibers,

Valfl(v) = ][ fdv, for all v € V,.
Fib(v)

Now the key problem is to find suitable measures for v,. It turns out that the fiber
measures given by the divergence of optimal unit flow div(J,) are the correct ones.
The reader may recall the definition of the fiber measures in Definition and
the probability density J,(-) on I from Remark

Hereafter, we denote [, , as the Fiber measure on Fib(v) corresponding to the
measure J, on I.

Definition 5.1. Let n € NU {0} and p € (1,00). We define the V,,-discretization
operator V,, ,[-] : C(X) — RY" to be the linear operator which maps any continuous
function f € C'(X) to the function V, ,[f] : Vi, — R given by

Vonlfi) = | o] W
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Notice that J,, is a probability Radon measure on Fib(v). The V,,-discrete p-
energy of f € C(X) is the normalized discrete p-energy

EM(f) = My Ep(Vinlf])-

Since the underlying fiber measure depends on p, so do the V,,-discretization
operators. For simplicity we omit the exponent from the notation and write V;,[]
instead of V), ,,[-].

The operators V,,[-] satisfy the following tower rule, which is essentially thanks
to the self-similarity of the fiber measures.

Lemma 5.2 (Tower rule). Let n,m € NU {0} so that n > m. For dall f € C(X)
we have

Here V,, .m[] is the averaging operator in (4.24)).
Proof. Let v € V,;,. Using (3.52) and Lemma (1), we compute
Vam [Vl fl](v) = Z Tpn—m(a)Va[f](v-a)

acIn—m
- Z jp,nfm(a)/ fdjp,v-a
acIn-m Fib(v-a)
- Y [ iz,
acIn—m Fib(’u'a)
[ 1ag,.
Fib(v)
= Vinl[f(v).

O

Lemma 5.4. Let f € C(X) and n,k € NU{0}. Then for all edges e € Ej, it holds
that

(55) Vn[f o Fe] = VnJrk[f] O 0Ten-
Proof. By the definition of fiber measures (3.51)) and Lemmas and @,

the fiber measure Jp ., is equal to the push-forward measure Jp e.o = (Fe)s«(Tpv)-
Given this, we compute

Valf o FJw) = [

Fib(v)

foFdn=[  fdE)(T)
Fib(e-v)
:/ fdjp,e"u = n+k[f](a€7”(v))'
Fib(e-v)

]

5.2. Optimal potential functions. Next, we discuss the most important family
of functions in our analysis. For p € (1, 00) we denote %, 1 : X — R as the unique
continuous function satisfying

(5.6) Uy +¥ib(w) = Up,4n(v) for all n € NU{0} and v € V.
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Similarly, we define %, _ by replacing the sign + by — in ([5.6). Frequently, when the
computation at the moment works for both signs, we write %, +. These functions
are collectively referred as the (continuous) optimal potential functions.

Proposition 5.7. The condition (5.6) uniquely determine a continuous function
U+ X = R, and it satisfies the following properties.

(1) For allv € e € Ey the function %, 1 is 6,-Hélder continuous for

— log(cp)
P log(L)’

where ¢, is as in Corollary [£.19
(2) It holds that

Up,+|Fiv(vs) = 1 and % +|riv(wy) = 0.

(3) It holds that
0L %+ <1and U +=1— U, .

(4) For alln € NU{0} it holds that 51(7”)(02/p7i) =1.
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma and (4.15) that the condition (5.6) de-

termines a well-defined function on the fiber set %, + : Fib(X) — R. Since
Fib(X) C X is a dense subset according to Corollary[3.48] the existence and unique-
ness of the continuous extension of %, + to X, and consequently of the current
lemma, follow once we prove that %), 1 is d,-Holder continuous in Fib(X).

(): Let 2,y € Fib(X) be arbitrary distinct points. By Lemma there is
m € NU {0} and vertices v,w € V,, so that = € Fib(v) and y € Fib(w). Then we
choose any edges v € e, and w € e,. By the definition of the fiber sets, we can
express x = x((e;)$2,) and y = x((e})$2,) where e, = ¢, and e, = e,,. Lastly, we
fix n € NU {0} to be the largest non-negative integer for which e, Ne] # (. By
the visual metric property (Proposition [3.39}(T))) we have

(5.8) d(z,y) 2 L,
Also, thanks to Lemma , we may assume that m > n.
Since v € e, = €y, and Ty, pn(€y) = €y, it follows from [(SM3)[that v € e, - Gpp—p.

Similarly, w € e/, - Gp—p. Using [(SM2)| we can choose a vertex v, € e, - Gppn N
el + Gm—n. We now use Corollary and (5.8 to estimate

|Up,+ (%) — Up 2 (Y)| = |Up,£,m (v) — Up,m(w))]
< |Up,£,m(v) = Up,,m (V)| + [Up, £,m (vm) — Up,2,m (w)|
<268 = (L7 S d(w,y)%.
: By using the definition , we have
Up,+|Fiv(ws) = Upo(ve) = 1 and %, +|rin(vy) = Upo(vg) = 0.

([B): Note that, by Lemma , we have 0 < Up 1 ,,, <1 for all m € NU{0}.
Also Up.4m =1 — U, follows from the uniqueness of the optimal potential.
By the density Fib(X) C X, these properties directly translate to the analogous
properties of % .
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: Since, by the definition (5.6), %, + is constant on all fibers. Thus, we have
Vol%p,+] = Up + » for all n € NU {0}. By using Lemma (1), we have

EM (Upx) = ML Ey(Up a) = 1.
O

5.3. Mollifiers. Next, we introduce the mollifier operators. As the name suggests,
their main purpose is to produce approximations of functions with higher “regu-
larity”. In this subsection, we define the mollification of continuous functions, and
later in Subsection we extend the mollifier for general Sobolev functions. We
prove in Theorem that mollified functions converge to the original function in
the Sobolev norm.

Definition 5.9. For n € NU {0} we define the V,,-interpolation operator as the
linear operator %, ,[-] : RV — C(X) so that for any given function g : V,, — R,
Uy nlg] - X — R is the continuous function satisfying

(5.10) (Up,nlg) o Fe)(z) := g(e™) + (g(e™) — (™)) %p,+ (v)
for all e € E,, and « € X. The V,,-mollifier is then defined as the composition
Uyl =Xpnl]oVal]: C(X) = C(X).

Lemma 5.11. For alln € NU{0} and g : V,, = R the condition (5.10) determines
a well-defined §,-Holder continuous function %,,[g] € C(X), where 0, is as in
Proposition[5.7, satisfying the following conditions.

(1) gz(om)(%p’n[g]) =M,"EL(g) for all m > n.

(2) For allm € NU{0} and e € E,, it holds that
sup |%pnlgl(x) — %nlgl(y)| = [Vg(e)l,

r,yc X,

sup | % [9](x)| = max{|g(e7)], lg(e™)]}.
reX,

Proof. First, we verify that %, ,[g] is well-defined. Since e-vy = e* it follows from

Lemma ([2), Proposition (5.7)-(2) and the definition of the interpolation (5.10])

that
Uy |9l pin(ex) = g(e¥) for all e € E,.
Hence, %, »[g] is well-defined by Lemmam Furthermore, it is d,-Holder contin-
uous by Proposition [5.7}(T).
(I): Let n,m € N U{0} so that m > n. We compute
ES™ (U nl9))

= M E (Vo)

= M" Z p(Vin%p,n19]] © 0 ,m—n) (Lemma [4.28)
eckE,

= M;m Z gp(vm—n[%p,n[g] o I]) (Lemma
ecEy,

= M"Y IVy(O)PE(Vin-nl,-]) (Definition [5.9)
eckE,

= M;"E(g) (Proposition —)'
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©2): Let e € E, and y € X.. By (2) and (3) of Lemmal[p.7, %, .[g](y) is a convex
combination of g(e*) and g(e™), and %.[g](y) € {g(e™),g(e™)} if y € Fib(e®).
Thus we have sup,¢ x, [%.n[g](x)| = max{|g(e™)|, [g(e*)[},

| % nl9)(x) — U nlgl(y)] < [Vg(e)| for all 2,y € X,
and this inequality is equality for z € Fib(e™) and y € Fib(e™). O

Proposition 5.12. Let f € C(X) and n € NU{0}. Then the following holds.
(1) ESV (W nlf]) = ESV(F) for allm > n.

p

(2) For allm > n and v € V,, the function ¥, ,[f] is constant on Fib(v).
(8) For all e € E,, we have

S (Wpnlf1(2) = WpnlfI()] = [VValfl(e)]

and

sup [ ¥y, [f] ()| = max{[V,,[f](e7)], [Val£1(eT)]}-

zeX,
(4) Upnlf] = f in L®(X) as n — oo.

Proof. (): Directly follows from Lemma (.
: Let m > n and v € V,,,. Choose an edge e € E,, and v € V,,_,, so that

v = e -v'. Then we have

Uy [ fllFib) = Valfl(e™) + (Valfl(e™) = Va[f1(e7)) %+ rinwr)-

It is clear from (5.6) that %, + is constant on Fib(v'), so we are done.

(3): Directly follows from Lemma @).
): If v € e € E,, it follows from Proposition that

diam(Fib(v)) < diam(X,) = L, ™.

It is now routine to verify that ¥, ,,[f] = f in L>(X) as n — oo using the uniform
continuity of f and of the current proposition. O

6. CONSTRUCTION OF THE ENERGY FORMS

In this section, we construct self-similar p-energy forms, p-energy measures and
few other analytic tools for all IGS-fractals in our framework and all p € (1,00). We
state the general results regarding the p-energy forms in Subsection [6.1] and prove
them in Subsections [6.2] and In Subsection we extend the discretizations
and mollifiers introduced in Section [5| to general Sobolev functions. Subsection [6.5
is devoted to studying energy measures.

6.1. Main theorems. Throughout the section, we consider fixed exponent p €
(1,00) and the limit space of an IGS satisfying Assumption Regarding the
limit space (X, d, 1), we use the same notation as in Deﬁnition

As the first step, we introduce the pre-energy form E, : C(X) — [0, o0],

(6.1) Ey(f) = lim M, " E,(Valf]) = lim £ (Valf]),
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where M), is the p-capacity constant in Assumption |3.3|and V,,[-] are the discretiza-
tion operators in Definition We show in Theorem that E,(f) always exists
in [0, 00]. We also introduce a core, which is the family of functions

(6.2) €, = {f € C(X) : E,(f) < oo} .

We state the main results of the section in the following two theorems. The proofs
will be given in Subsections and The reader may recall the Definition of
p-energy form from Definition

Theorem 6.3. For all p € (1,00) there is a p-energy form &, : LP(X, u) — [0, o]
of LP(X, u) that, together with the associated Sobolev space (Fy, |- #,) as given in
Definition[6.9, satisfies the following properties.

(1) &(f) = Ep(f) for all f € C,.
(2) The Sobolev space (Fp, ||| #,) is a reflexive and separable Banach space.
(3) (Regularity) 4, is dense in both (C(X), ||-||z=) and (Fp, ||| #,)-

(4) (Self-similarity) For all f € %, it holds that

E(f) =M > &, (foF).

ecEy

(5) (Lipschitz contractivity) For every I1-Lipschitz function ¢ : R — R and
f e Z, we have &,(p o f) < &,(f).

The equality in Theorem is extended to C(X) in Corollary

Theorem 6.4. For allp € (1,00) the p-energy form &, : LP(X, i) — [0, 00| satisfies
the following conditions.

(1) (Poincaré inequality) There is a constant C > 0 so that for all n €
NU{0} and f € %, we have the (p,p)-Poincaré-type inequalities

(6.5) ]{( f — fx. [P du< C8,(f o F),
(6.6) - ldu<C S &(foF).

In particular, {f € LP(X, ) : &,(f) = 0} = {constant functions}.
(2) (p-Clarkson’s inequality) For all f,g € %, it holds that

(6.7) {gp(f+g)+f5’p(fg) (gp(f)ffl%fp(g)%)p*l ifpe 1,2,
E(f+9)+6(F —9) S2(&NTT +6(9)7 )" ifpe2.0).

(3) (Strong locality) If f,g € #, so that supp,,(f — a) Nsupp,(g —b) = 0
for some a,b € R, then for all h € F, we have

Ep(f+9+h)+E(h) = E(f +h)+Ep(g+h).
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6.2. Closability. They key step in the construction of the p-energy form &, is to
establish the closability of the pre-energy E,. This means that for any sequence
{fi}521 C 6, satisfying f; — 0 in LP(X, ) and the E,-Cauchy condition

(6.8) lim E,(fi — f;) =0,

1,]—»00

we always have E,(f;) — 0. A sequence satisfying is called an E,-Cauchy
sequence. Having closability, the p-energy form &, can be defined as follows.

Definition 6.9. For arbitrary f € LP(X, u) we define
&p(f) = lim E,(fi)
1—00

where {f;}32, C %, is any E,-Cauchy sequence so that f; — f in L?(X, u). Note
that &,(f) does not depend on the choice of the E,-Cauchy sequence, as soon as
we have verified closability. If such sequence does not exist, we define &,(f) := oo.
The associated Sobolev space is

Fy = {f € (X, 1) : £,(f) < oo}
and is equipped with the Sobolev norm |-|| #, == ||-||z» + gp()%

Thus, our initial target is the closability of E,. First, we verify that E,(f) is
well-defined for all continuous functions.

Theorem 6.10. For all f € C(X) the sequence of p-energies 51(,”)(f) as defined
in Definition is non-decreasing with respect to n € N U {0}. In particular,
E,(f) € [0, 00] is well-defined.

Proof. Let n,m € NU{0} so that m > n. Monotonicity follows from the computa-
tion

ESN(F) = M, Ep(Valf))

=M, Ep(Vinu[Vin[f1]) (Tower rule)

<M M;(m_n) Ex(Vinlf]) (Strong monotonicity)
=M, -Ep(Vimlf])

=&

O

The main ingredients of the proof of closability are the following two lemmas.
The first regards the self-similarity of E,.

Lemma 6.11. For all f € C(X) and m € N

(6.12) E (/) =M™ S Eylf o ).

ecE,,
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Proof. By applying Lemmas [£.28 and [5.4] we simply compute

Ep(f)_ lim M (n+m)g ( n+m[f])

=M™ Z hm M Ep(Vagmlflo0en)
eckE,,

=M, m Z lim M, "Ep(Vulf o Fe])
eeE n—o0

=M™ Y Ey(foF.
CEEWL

The second ingredient is the (p, p)-Poincaré-type inequality.

Lemma 6.13. There is a constant C' > 0 so that for all continuous functions
felC(X),meNU{0} and e € E,,, it holds that

(6.14) ][ If = Vinlf](e5)|P du < CE,(f o F.).

Proof. We will only prove the case m = 0 and v = vy. To justify this, it follows
from the self-similarity properties (Proposition and Lemma that

f 1=Vl dn = [ 170 P~ ol R du
Fix € > 0. By Proposition we can choose a large enough n € N so that

Py — U, Pdu.
/lel ” eS/X\p,[f]I ,

Using this and Proposition , we estimate

Py — LIFIPd
/Xm " es/mfp, AP d

:Z/wpn I dy

eck,

IN

/ ValF ()P + Val AP du
eekE,

ST wX)Valflw)?

veV, veecE,

Cdeg P
< EE S Ivaln)

veEV,

In the last line we used u(X.) = |E1|™"™, which is proven in Proposition (.
Next, we replace f with f — Vp[f](v+) in the previous computation. Since

Valf = Volfl(ve)] = Valf] = Volf](v<)
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we obtain the estimate

/Wf—wum&wwN—a
X

1
<
N|&WZW' Volflws)?

’UEVn

1

= Valf](v) = VaolVs vy)|? Tower rule
B 20—Vl )
S OMSTEVLIL (Poincaré 1E (4.34)
< Eu(f). (Theorem [4.30))
The result now follows by letting ¢ — 0. O

The mapping V,, : C(X) — R"» given by f — V,,[f] is bounded in the following
sense.

Proposition 6.15. There is a constant Cy > 0 so that for all f € C(X), n,m € N
and v € V,, we have

M2 1| Byt
(6.16) mmww§%<wgﬂwﬁ+ugggﬂﬂm>

Proof. Fix k € NU{0} and w € e € Ej. We first derive a preliminary inequality,
(6.17)
Vel Fl(w)P < (IVa[Fl(w) = Fx. [P+ [fx. 1)

][ If = Vilf )|pdu+][ |fIPdu  (Jensen’s IE)

SEp(foF / |f|P du (Poincaré 1E (6.14))
< Ep(fofFe)+ |E1| Hf||Lp~ (Proposition (3.42)-(1))

Notice that is almost the goal estimate (6.16)). The difference is that the
coefficients do not match. To fix this, we show that the inequality has a
self-improving property, which means that we can alter the coefficients of the two
terms to more suitable ones.

Since the gluing sets are independent, the edges e¢(vy - a),e(vy - b) € Ep are
distinct whenever a,b € I are distinct. Also the edges e(vy - a),e(v— - b) € Ey are
distinct for all a,b € I due to the non-degenerateness. Thus, using the duality
relation and the conductive uniform property, we estimate

D7 = 171 2 S (1 (e o - )l + [Ty (e(vs - a))[) =23 Tpla)?

ecEy acl acl

Using Lemma we obtain

. N e
(6.18) Z%M@M@)Swl-

acl™ acl
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Now fix any edge e € E,, containing v. By combining the inequalities (6.17) and
(6.18) we obtain the estimate

|Vn[ ]( )lp |Vn+m n[Vn-i-m[f]](U”p (TOWGY rule)

p

Z jpm n+7n[ﬂ(v'a)

acl™

< (Z Tpm(a ) (Z Vasmf](v - a)[? ) (Hélder'’s IE)

aeIm aclm
S 2mp om(p—1) Z p(f © Fe(uarey) + [B1" | fII7,)  (6-17)-(6.18)

aclm™
M, Z|™ By
p S el S BN IaTY S

< om(p—1) Ep(f) + M;n gm(p—1) ”f“Lp- (Lemma j

In the last line, we used the fact that the mapping a — ¢(v-a,e), where ¢e(v-a,e) is
the unique edge in e - G, containing v - a, is injective. This follows from Corollary
3. 22! O

We are now ready to prove the closability.

Theorem 6.19. The pre-energy form E, : €, — [0,00) is closable, i.e., for every
E,-Cauchy sequence {f;}52, C 6, so that f; — 0 in LP(X, u) we have E,(f;) — 0.
In particular, the p-energy &,(f) of an arbitrary f € LP(X,pn), as described in
Definition[6.9, is well-defined.

Proof. Let {fi}32; C %, to be E,-Cauchy satisfying f; — 0 in L?(X, ). First, we
show for any fixed n € NU {0} and v € V,, that we have

1—00

(6.20) Valfil(v) — 0.

Fix ¢ > 0. Since {f;}52; C 6, is E,-Cauchy, there is a uniform upper bound for
the energies
Ep(fz) <M < .

Next, let Cy > 0 be as in Proposition and choose m € N so large that
M M €
< —.
om(p—1) 2C)
Since f; — 0 in LP(X ), there is k € N so that for any ¢ > k we have
[I|™ | By |
WHM
P
For any such ¢ € N, by Proposition [6.15] we have
Valfil(0)P <e.
This proves (6.20)), and consequently, we have

E(f) = My Ep(Val i) =5 0.
Next, we show that E,(f;) = 0. Fix N(¢) € N so that

1 €
sup E,(fi— fj)r < 7
i,j>N(e)

C
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By Theorem , it is sufficient to prove that 51(7”)( fi) < e for all n € N and
i > N(e). We achieve this by choosing j > N(e) so that 51(7") (fj)% < 5, and using
Minkowski’s inequality and Theorem to estimate

EM ()7 < EM(fi— f)7 +E )7 <Ep(fi— )7 +EM(f))7 <.
O

Remark 6.21. Hereafter, up to the end of the paper, &, : L?(X, u) — [0, oo] denotes
the p-energy form and .%, the associated Sobolev space, as given in Definition

We now move on to establishing the main theorems of the section, Theorems [6.3]
and Proving Theorem regarding the Lipschitz contractivity requires a
more delicate arguments. Therefore, we postpone it to the next subsection.

Proof of Theorem. . . . If f € 6p, then &,(f) < E,(f) follows by taking
the constant sequence {f;}2,, fi = f for all ¢ € N. The opposite inequality

follows from Theorem and by sending n — oo in the estimate Sé”)( f)% <

”)( f—f ) +& ”)( fi) » which follows from Minkowski’s inequality.

: The Sobolev space %, can be regarded as the completion of €, with respect
to the Sobolev norm. Thus, it is a Banach space. Reflexivity and separability
of .%, follow once we have established the p-Clarkson’s inequality (see [27]
Proposition 3.13 and Corollary 3.16] for details), which is covered in Theorem
Separability can also be directly seen from Theorem below.

(3): The density of €, C %, is clear from the construction. The density %, C
C(X) in the uniform norm ||| e follows from and of Proposition

(@): It is sufficient to show that whenever {f;}52, C %, is an E,-Cauchy sequence
then so is {f; o Fe}$2, for all e € E,,. The self-similarity of &, is then be inherited
from the self-similarity of the pre-energy form E, established in Lemma

Let {fi}3°, € %, be E,-Cauchy and e € E,. By Theorem (1)) of the current
theorem and Lemma we get

E((fi = 15) 0 Fu) = Ep((fi — ;) 0 Fo) < MEE,(fi — f;) 2225 0.
O

Proof of Theorem[6.. (1): Since ¢, C .#, is dense, it is sufficient to prove the
inequalities and (6.6)) only for the functions f € 4,. We also make one more
simplification, which is to replace the constants fx, and fx, in the right-hand side
of the inequalities with more suitable ones. This is justified by

(6.22) (ﬁf—fﬂdu)” <2 (;gﬂg]élf—clpdu)p,

where A C X is any Borel set of positive and finite measure. This inequality follows
trivially from Minkowski’s inequality as long as f € LP(A), see e.g. Lemma
4.17].
The first inequality (6.5) now directly follows from Lemma and (6.22). To
6.6

prove the second one (6.6]), we apply ll and Proposition ([3.42] . to estimate

][ 1~ Val AP du = “ F=ValflPdn S Y &(f o F,
X eeeE Xe eegn
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(2): Since the operators V,,[-] are linear, for any n € NU {0} and f,g € €, we
have with 5,(;”) in place of &, by p-Clarkson’s inequality on ¢7(V},). We obtain
in the case f, g € €, by letting n — oco. For general f € .%,, the claim follows
by taking approximating sequences of continuous functions.

(3): Since the closed sets supp,,(f — @) and supp,, (g — b) are disjoint, it follows
from Proposition that we can choose a large n € N and a subset of edges
H,, C E,, so that

supp,,(f —a) C U X, and supp,,(f —b) C U X..
eeH, €€E7L\H”

It is clear from the construction of &), that &,(f + clx) = &,(f) for all ¢ € R. This
fact combined with Theorem yield

Ep(f+g+h)
= M"Y E((f+gth)oF)+M™ Y &(f+g+h)oF)

ecH, e€E,\H,
= M"Y G M F)H M Y &g+ o F).
ecH, e€En\H,

Similarly we compute

gp(h):M;nZéBp(hoFe)“‘M;n Z &p(ho Ie)

ecH, e€eE,\H,
M"Y E(g+h) e F)+ M Y &((f+h)oF).
ecH, eeEn\Hn

The desired claim now follows by combining the previous two equalities using The-

orem one last time. O

6.3. Contraction properties. In this subsection, we finish the proof of Theorem
[6-3] by establishing the Lipschitz contraction property. We also record the proof of
the generalized p-contraction property introduced in [27] for future references.

The proof for the contraction property turned out to be quite delicate, unlike e.g.
the proof of the p-Clarkson’s inequality which was easy to prove for the functions
in ¢, and the general case immediately followed from the density 6, C .%,. The
main difficulty in the proof of the contraction property comes with the fact that the
averaging operators V,,[-] and the contraction mapping f — ¢ o f do not commute
in general, i.e., the equality of functions

(623) QDOVn[f} :Vn[gpof]

does not need to hold for an arbitrary continuous function f € %,. The key
observation for our argument is that (6.23]) still holds for a large family of continuous
functions, which we will prove in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.24. Let m € NU {0}, and [ := % m[g] for any g : Vi, = R. Then
(6.23) holds for all n > m and 1-Lipschitz functions p : R — R, and we also have
Ep(po f) < &(f).

Proof. It follows from Proposition that f is constant on each fiber Fib(v)
for v € V,, and n > m. Thus, if « € Fib(v) is any point, we have

Valp o fl(v) = ¢(f(2)) = @(Va[f](v)).
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Since discrete graph energies satisfy the Lipschitz contraction property, i.e., for
every n € NU {0} and h : V,, = R we have £,(p o h) < &,(h), we finish the proof
by computing

Eplpo f) = Tim M E(Valpo f])

= lim M," &, (¢oValf])
< nlgfgo M;n gp(Vn[f]) = gp(f)'

O

The next step is the lower-semicontinuity of &,, which is a direct corollary of
the p-Clarkson’s inequality (6.7) and [27, Proposition 3.18-(a)]. We omit the proof
here.

Lemma 6.25. Let f € LP(X, ) and {fi}52, be a sequence of LP(X, p)-functions
so that f; — f in LP(X,u). Then

&p(f) < hggglf &p(fi)-

In particular, if sup;>, 6,(fi) < oo, then f € F,. If additionally f; € F, for all
1 €N and

lim &,(fi) = &(f),

i—00
then fi — f in F,.
We are now ready to finish the proof of Theorem [6.4]
Proof of Theorem . We first assume that f € €}, and consider the approxi-
mating functions ¢ o ¥, ,[f] for n € NU {0}. It follows from Proposition

that ¢ o U, [f] = ¢ o fin LP(X, ). Hence, we obtain the desired contraction
property by computing

(6.26) Ep(pof) < lirginf Ep(p oV, u[f]) (Lemma [6.25)
< hnrr_l)loréf Ep(Ypnlf]) (Lemma

=&,(f). (Proposition ()
For a general f € .%,, we argue by taking an approximating sequence of continuous
functions {f,}52; in .%,. Since g o f, — po f in LP(Xpu) and @ o f, € %,
are continuous, it follows from Lemma [6.25] and the fact that we have verified the
contraction property for continuous Sobolev functions that

(6.27) &y o f) <liminf & (po fn) < liminf &,(f) = &,(f).
O

Herein, we have gathered enough ingredients to conclude that, for p = 2, our
construction produces a regular Dirichlet form on L?(X,u). For definitions of
concepts only mentioned here, see [16].

Proof of Corollary[1.10 Let &(f,g) denote the two variable functional given in the
statement of Corollary By Theorems [6.3] and [6.4] the two variable functional
&5 is Markovian and closed. Thus, we only need to show that it is bilinear. It
is a direct computation using Theorem that the bilinearity holds when we
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restrict the domain to ,. The general case then follows by taking approximating
sequences of continuous functions. ([

For the rest of the subsection, we discuss a more general version of the contractiv-
ity introduced by Kajino and the third author, which is arguably the strongest form
of contraction for p-energy forms. See [27] for further motivation of this notion.

We say that the p-energy form &), satisfies the generalized p-contraction property
if the following implication always holds. Suppose k,! € N and ¢ € (0, p],r € [p, o0,
and let T := (Ty,...,T;) : RF — R! be a function satisfying

(6.28) |T(x) = T®)|ler < ||z —yllea  for any z,y € RF.

Then we have

l k

j=1 i=1

(6.29) H(@@P(E(flw"?fk));)

<|[(a2)

e ta

We remark that the original definition in |27, Definition 2.2] includes the condition
T;(0,...,0) =0 for all j =1,...,1. This is required to ensure that T;(f1,..., fx) €
LP(X, ) whenever fi,..., fr € LP(X, ). When the measure is finite and &,(f) =
é,(f + clx) for all constants ¢ € R, in particular for the setting of this pa-
per, this condition can be removed. This is because we can replace T by T; —
T;(0,...,0). In particular, if &, satisfies the generalized p-contraction property,
then Tj(f1,..., fx) € Fp for all fi,..., fr, € F,. Moreover, the Lipschitz contrac-
tion property would follow by taking k=1=1,g=r=pand T := ¢.

Theorem 6.30. &, satisfies the generalized p-contraction property.

Proof. We use the proof of the Lipschitz contractivity (Theorem ) as the
general guideline. It may be helpful for the reader to recall it first.

We begin by remarking that the generalized p-contraction property is satisfied by
the discrete graph energy &,, i.e., for any n € NU {0}, T := (T,...,T}) : RF - R!
satisfying and ¢g1,...,9% : Vi, = R, we have

k

H <gp(Tj(91, . 7gk))%>z

=1

<[ (epta?)

o 1=1||yq

See [27, Example 6.3-(3)]. We use this fact to prove the generalized p-contraction
property, first for the case where each fi,..., fi € %, is continuous, and extend it
to the general case by taking approximating sequences of continuous functions.
Let fi,..., fr € %, be continuous and consider the approximating sequences of
continuous functions ¥, ,,[f;]. It follows from the estimate |27, (2.20)] that

Ti(Wpnlfils- s Wpnlfe]) = Ti(frs- oo fi) in LP(X, ).

By using a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma whenever m > n and
j=1,...,1, we have the equality of functions on V,,,, which reads

Vi [Tj(Tpnlfal - ol fi])] = T (Vi [Wpnlfa])s - - Vin [Ty fi]) -
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(In fact, it is direct to show that this convergence is uniform, cf. Proposition )
Now, by following the steps in (6.26)), we can estimate

(& 03,

J=1

£

N
< ggg‘@%ﬂ@mdhhnﬂ%dﬁMPLAZT
. . . m 1 !
= llylrgloréfrr}gnoo ((./\/l Ep(Vin [T (¥pnlfa], - [fk])]))p) "
N
= tminf T | (M &LVl Wal Al Vil Wl il])7) 3
. . . —m i k
< lggtréfw}gnm ((Mp gp(vm[\pp,n[fi]]))p)izl 9
N
=1%§K S
1k
= ‘ (gp(fi)p)izl va’
The case for general Sobolev functions fi,..., fi € %, is derived by following the
computation in ([6.27)). O

6.4. Extending operators. Here, we discuss the extension of the discretization
operators V;,[-] and the mollifiers ¥, ,,[] to general Sobolev functions.
For all n € NU {0}, we equip the space R"» with the complete norm

e, = 1E:|™ 7 1 -ler + (M) ™% E, ()7

We prove that operators V,,[-] and %,,[-] are uniformly bounded with respect to
||-le, and the Sobolev norm.

Lemma 6.31. There is a constant C' > 1 so that for alln € NU{0}, f € 6, and
g € RV" we have

(6.32) Valfllle, < Clifllz, and %09l 7, < Cligle, -
In particular, the linear operator \I/p,n[-]‘(g = (U nl-)o Vol ’w 6, — €, satisfies
(6.33) 1yl fllz, < C*I 12,

Proof. First, we derive the estimate for ||V,,[f]|le». It follows from Theorem
that M" E,(Vi.[f]) < &,(f). The £P-norm of V,[f] can be estimated by using the

Poincaré inequality (6.14]) and Proposition ,

Vol ller = (Z IVn[f](v)|p> (Z [Valfl(v) = fx, |p> (Z |fx, |”>
veEVh, veVy, veVy,

n

S (M) F&(f)7 + B[P
Since M,, < |E1| by Lemma (@), we have

M p 1
Valslle, S (Titn)) + 600F + 17l 5 1715,
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We move on to estimating ||% . [g]|l#,. It follows from Lemma that
Ep(Upnlg)) = M, ™ Ep(g). Using Lemma we estimate

(f |%,n[g1|’)du)’l° <> (/ e|g<e+>|p+g<e>|pdu)’l’ < 1B gl

ecE,

O

Remark 6.34. According to Lemma/|6.31} the linear operators V,,[] ‘cg and ¥, ,[] ’%)

are bounded. Since the Sobolev space %, is a Banach space and €, C .%#, is dense,
these operators have unique extensions to bounded linear operators that act on the
Sobolev space .#,. Furthermore, these operators are uniformly bounded, i.e., their
operator norms are bounded by a constant independent of n € N. Hereafter, we
denote the extensions simply by V,,[-] and ¥, ,[-].

Theorem 6.35. Let V,[] and U, ,,[-] be the extended linear operators as discussed
in Remark|6.34 For alln € NU{0} it holds that U, ,['] = U n[-]oVal-]- Moreover,
for all f € F, we have

(6.36) U,nlf] =255 f in Fp.

Proof. Since ¥y, ,,[f] = %p,n[f]oVa[f] holds for all functions in the core f € %), this
equality extends to arbitrary Sobolev function f € .%, by the density of €, C .%,
and Lemma [6.371

We first derive for the functions in the core f € %,. By and of
Proposition we have

E(Wpnlf]) = ENV(F) 2225 6,(f) and Uy, [f] = f in LP(X, ).

It now follows from Lemma that (6.36]) holds for all functions in the core
f € €. The general case follows from the density 4, C .%,, and the fact that the
operators ¥, ,[-] for n € NU {0} are bounded by a constant independent of n. O

According to Theorem [6.35] mollifiers provide a systematic approach for studying
Sobolev functions through more tractable approximations. This technique is one
of the key ingredients in the study of energy measures in Subsection [6.5] and later
in Section [§

Nevertheless, mollifiers have one major disadvantage; they provide hardly any in-
formation about general continuous functions, let alone general LP-functions. This
is the primary source for the ambiguity that we address here. In Section [5| the
operators V,[-], ¥, »[] were initially defined to act on the continuous functions. On
the other hand, in this subsection, we defined the corresponding operators by ex-
tending them from %, to .%,. Therefore, at this point, it is not clear whether these
two definitions agree on the intersection C'(X) N .%,.

Fortunately, the answer is positive. The objective of the rest of the subsection is
to clarify that C'(X)N %, = 6,. Our approach for proving it involves the following
variant of mollifiers that works for general LP(X, u) functions.

Definition 6.37. For n € NU {0}, let M,[] : LP(X,u) — R"" be the linear
operator

M, [f](v) := ][X fdufor all v e V,.
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Additionally, we define the linear operator =, ,[-] : LP(X, u) — %, given by the
composition %, [-] o My [].

Lemma 6.38. The following conditions hold for the operators M,[-] and E, p[-].

(1) The restrictions of M,[-] and E, ][] for n € NU{0} to the Sobolev space
Fp are uniformly bounded with respect to the norms ||-|g, and |-|| #,.

(2) For all f € LP(X, ) it holds that =, ,[f] = f as n — oo in LP(X, p). If
additionally f € C(X), then Epn[f] — f uniformly.

Proof. : This follows from an identical argument as in Lemma or the proof
of Theorem [Z.16

([2): Recall from Proposition that diam(X,) < 2L;™. It is now routine
to check that for all continuous functions f € C'(X) we have =, ,,[f] — f uniformly
using Lemma and the uniform continuity of f. Then assume f € LP(X, p).
By noting that the linear operators =, ,[-] : LP(X,u) — LP(X, p) are uniformly
bounded, the desired convergence Z,,[f] — f follows by taking approximating
sequences of continuous functions. O

Corollary 6.39. It holds that 6, = C(X)NFp. In particular, the equality &,(f) =
E,(f) holds for all continuous functions f € C(X). Furthermore, we have

(6.40) CX)NF,={feC(X): foF.€.F, foralle € Er}.

Proof. 1t is clear from the construction that ¢, C C(X) N .%,. Fix an arbitrary
continuous Sobolev function f € C(X) N .%,, and consider the two types of dis-
cretization operators, the extended discretization operators from Theorem [6.35]and
the averaging operators given in Definition [5.1] For clearness, the former is denoted
Vo[ : #, — RV and the latter V,,[] : C(X) — RV,

We will show that V,,[f] = V,,[f] for all n € NU {0}. It would then follow from
and Lemma that

Ep(f) = nh_{r;oM;n E(Vulf]) = lim M gp(vn[f])

n—oo

= lim & (Vpn[f]) = &,(f) < 0.

n—roo

By the definition of %, given in , we would have f € €.

In order to verify the desired equality V,,[f] = Vi [f], we consider the mollifiers
Ep.n[] given in Definition Since E, ,[f] — f uniformly by Lemma ,
it follows directly from the definition of V,,[-] that V,[Z, m[f]] = Vu[f] as m — oc.
Using the fact that 2, ,,[f] € €, we get

(6.41) ValEpmlf1] = ValEpml £

On the other hand, by Lemma [6.38}(I), the sequence {Z, m[f]}55—o is bounded
in .%,. Since .#, is reflexive by Theorem , it follows from Mazur’s lemma
(see [17, Page 19 and Theorem 2.41]) that there is a convergent sequence of convex
combinations,

2

7
m—r 00

XjmEpmlf] —— f in Z,.
j=m
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By using (6.41)), the linearity and continuity of V,.[], and the fact that V, [Epmlf]] =
Viulf], we get
~ Nm
Valf] = "}gnoo Z Ajn Vo Epm [f]] = Valf].
j=m
Thus, we conclude that f € €.
It is now clear from Theorem that the equality &,(f) = E,(f) holds for
all f € C(X). Indeed, for f € C(X) \ %,, both values read co. Thus, now
follows from Lemma |

6.5. Construction of energy measures. In this subsection, we construct natural
p-energy measures associated to the p-energy form &,, whose role is to be the
counterparts of the measures A — [, |V f|P dz.

For any Sobolev function f € %, we define its pre-energy measure as the Radon
measure m,{f) on the symbol space ¥ given by the conditions

my(f)(Ze) := M, " &(f o Fe) for all e € E,.

As it was discussed in Definition [3.30} these conditions uniquely determine a Radon
measure on Y by Theorem @} and Kolmogorov’s extension theorem. The
p-energy measure of f is then defined as the push-forward measure I',(f) :=
Xe(my ().

In the following two lemmas, we collect fundamental properties of the p-energy
measures. See |27, Subsections 5.2 and 5.3] for further details on these measures.

Lemma 6.42. The p-energy measures satisfy the following properties.
(1) For every f € %, we have T, {(f)(X) = &,(f).
(2) For any Borel set A C X and f,g9 € %, we have
Lp(f +)(A)7 < Tp(f)(A)7 +Ty(g)(A)7.

(3) Let A C X be a Borel set and f,g € F,NC(X). If (f —g)|a is a constant
function on A, then T'y(f)(A) =T (g)(4).

Proof. (I): This follows from I',(f)(X) = m,(f)(X) = &,(f).

(2): The triangle inequality follows from |27, Propositions 4.11 and 5.10-(a)].
We also sketch a quick argument here. It is immediate from the fact that é’p(~)% is
a norm, that we have

(643)  my{f+g)(S)Y? < my(£) ()Y + m, (g) (B)/7 for all e € By

Since the sets X, generate the topology of X, we have for all Borel sets B C X.
Applying this to the Borel set B = x~!(A) yields the claim.

: This property, which is sometimes called strong locality of self-similar energy
measures, follows from [27, Corollary 5.15-(b)], Theorems and For the
convenience of the reader, we also sketch a short argument.

By of the current lemma, it suffices to consider the case ¢ = 0. If A is
open, then for all e € Ey satisfying X, C A we have f o F, = 0. Thus, we have
m,(f)(Xe) = 0. Therefore, for the open set Q = x~1(A4) we get:

(A =mp(HEQ) < > mp(f)(Se) =0.

SGE#,ZCCQ
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Now, if A is Borel, then f = 0 on A. Consider the approximations
frn := max(f,n~ ) + min(f, —n"").

Clearly f, — f in LP(X, ). Since the map ¢t — max{t,c} + min{¢, —c} is a con-
traction for all ¢ € R, it follows from the Lipschitz contraction property of &, (The-
orem ) that &,(fn) < &,(f) for all n € N. These together with Clarkson’s
inequality and Lemmaimplies that f, = f in %#,. Thus, lim, o I'p(fn)(4) =
T, (f)(A) by (2) of the current lemma (see also Lemmal6.44]below). But I'y(fn)(A) =
0, since f, = 0 in a neighborhood of A. O

Lemma 6.44. Let f € %, and {f;}2, be any sequence of Sobolev functions so
that f; — f in F,. Then
Lp(fi)(A) izee, T (f)(A) for all Borel sets A C X.

In particular, if v is a Borel measure of X so that T'))(f;) < v for alln € N, then
Ip(f) <w.

Proof. Let A C X be a Borel set. Then it follows from (I)-(2) of Lemma that
1 1 1 1
Lp((A)7 =Tp(fu)(A)7 | STp(f = fa)(A)r < E(f = fa)?.

Since &,(f — fn) — 0 as n — oo, we are done. O

Since %p,— = 1—%,,+, it holds that the measures m, (%, +) and I'y (%), +) do not
depend on the choice of the sign. Thus, for simplicity, we simplify the notation by
writing my,(%,) := m,(%, +) and 'y (%,) := T' (% +). We also write %, := U +
if the sign has no role in the computation.

The next goal is to give a transparent description of energy measures. We first
verify the following self-similarity property of the optimal potentials.

Lemma 6.45. For alln e NU{0} and e € E,
(6.46) UproFe=Upsn(e”)+ Upsn(et) = Upsn(e™ )% .

Proof. Let m € N, v € V,;, be any vertex and = € Fib(v). It follows from the
definition of %, 1, (5.6]), and Theorem that

(%p,i o Fe)‘Fib(v) = %p,i Fib(ew) = Up,i,n-‘rm(e . U)
= Upen(€7) + (Upan(€™) = Upt,n(e7))Up 4,m(v)
=Uptn(e”) 4+ (Upxn(e®) = Upxn(e7) U+ |Fib(w)-

Thus, the equality of functions (6.46) holds on the dense subset Fib(X). The
equality on the whole space follows from the continuity of optimal potential func-
tions. (]

Recall the definition of Bernoulli measures from Definition [3.301

Proposition 6.47. The measure m,(%,) is a Bernoulli measure given by the
weights

(6.48) my, (%) (Ee) = |VUy(e)||Tp(e)| = M;1|VUp(e)|p for alle € Ej.
Furthermore, if f := pnlg] for g : Vi, = R, then the pre-energy measure my(f)

satisfies
(649)  my(f) Iy, = My [Vg(OF - (0.).(my (%) for all ¢ € By
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Proof. Tt follows from Proposition and Lemma that m,(%,) is a
probability measure. For e € E,, we compute using Lemma that

mp<%p>(ze> = M;n gp(%p oF.) = M;H‘VUp,n(e”péap(%p)
= M;n|VUP7n(€)|p = |VU, ,n(e)||jp,n(e)|-

The last equality follows from the duality relation (2.11). Thus, it follows from
Corollary that m,(%,) is the Bernoulli measure with weights (6.48]).
We move on to (6.49). Let e € E,, and €’ € E,,. From ({5.10]) we see that

My (f) (Zeer) = M, ™ E(f 0 Feoer)
=M, "™ &, (fo F, o0 F.)
= M, " IVg(e)[" M,™ E(%, 0 Fer)
= M, " Vg(e)[P (o)« (mp (%)) (Sieer)

Since the sets ..., generate the topology of 3., the equality of measures ((6.49)
follows. [l

Measures on self-similar sets that are obtained as push-forwards of Bernoulli
measures are typically called self-similar measures. According to Proposition
the p-energy measure of the optimal potential function I') (%) = x«(m, (%)) is, by
definition, a self-similar measure. Such behavior of energy measures does not hold
in broader context of self-similar fractals. See Remark [R.18 for further discussions.

We would like to replace the pre-energy measures with the energy measures in
Proposition To do this, we need to verify that the intersection of distinct
self-similar pieces are null-sets with respect to all energy measures.

Proposition 6.50. For all f € F, and v € V4 we have I'y(f)(Fib(v)) = 0. In
particular, it holds that

Lo(f)(XeNXer) =0 for all distinct edges e, e’ € E,, and n € N.

Proof. By Lemma it is sufficient to verify I',( f) (Fib(v)) = 0 for a dense subset
of Sobolev functions. Indeed if {f;}$2, is a sequence of Sobolev functions in .%, so
that f, — f in .%,, then we can take

vi= Z anl'p(fi),
i=1

where {a;}$2; is any sequence of positive numbers so that v(X) < oo. Thus, by
Theorem [6.35] it is sufficient to verify the case f = %, ,,[g] for any ¢ : V,, — R and
n € NU{0}. Moreover, it is sufficient to verify the case f = %, and v = vy due to

Lemma and (6.49). For simplicity we assume v = v.

Following these reductions, note that

X" (Fib(vy)) € | Se(osa) for all k € N.

aclk
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For any a € I*, we have

mP<%P>(Ee(v+‘a)) = mP<%P>(Ee(v+~a)) Z my, (%) (Ee)

ecFEq
> (%) (Se(ora) D, (Mp{Z) (Ee(or 0)) + 0p(Z) (Se(o_ 1))
bel
= 20, (%) (v, -0) D (%) (Ze(o, 1)
bel
=2 (%) (Zew, (ab))-

bel

The third row follows from the conductive uniform property and the last row from
the fact that m,(%,) is a Bernoulli measure. By iterating the previous estimate,
we have

1 1
r <% Flb ’U+ Z mp e(vy- a)) < 5 Z mp<%p>(zc(v,‘a)) <. < 27
aEIk ae]k—l
Thus, I',(%,)(Fib(vy)) = 0 follows by letting k — oo. O

Theorem 6.51. For all f € %, and n € N we have
Lp(f)(Xe) = M, E,(f o Fe) for all e € Ey.
In particular, the energy measure of the optimal potential function satisfy
(6.52)  Tp(%)(Xe) = |VUpn()|Tpnle)] = M INU, n(e)|P for all e € E,.
The energy measure of the Sobolev function f := %, »|g] where g : V,, = R satisfies

653)  Tolf) Ix. = My [Vg(e)[? - (F.).(T,(%,)) for all e € B,
Proof. This directly follows from Propositions [6.47) and U

7. COMPARISONS OF OTHER CONSTRUCTIONS OF p-ENERGIES WITH &,

In this section, we compare the p-energy form &, constructed in Section |§| to a
few other frequently considered p-energies. Throughout the section, (X, d, i) is the
limit space of an IGS satisfying Assumption

7.1. Equivalence with Korevaar-Schoen. We first verify that &, is always
equivalent to the Korevaar-Schoen p-energy, where the LP Besov critical exponent
(See |7, Definition 4.1]) is equal to o := dy,/p. The precise statement is given in
Theorem We start with the general Poincaré inequality with respect to the
energy measures and the capacity upper bound estimate over annuli.

Proposition 7.1. There exist constants A,C > 1 so that for every Sobolev function
f €. %, and any ball B := B(z,r) C X with radius r € (0,00) we have

(7.2) [ 18 = ol du < oty ) (B A

Proof. We assume that r < %L; L. Otherwise, the claim easily follows from Theo-
rem by making the constant A so large that B(x, Ar) =
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Let n € N be so that iL*_(n—H) <r< %L;”. By choosing A := 8L,, by
Proposition , we can choose a vertex v € V,, satisfying B C X, C B(z, Ar).
We can now estimate

][ |f = fBlPdu < ][ If — fx,|Pdp (Equation )
B B

< ][ |f =[x, [P dp (Ahlfors regularity of )
Xy
SMp Y MM E(foF.)  (Poincaré IE (6.6))
ecE,,
vee

= (L;™)% =T, (f)(X,) (Proposition
< 9T, (f)(B(a, Ar)).

The desired inequality (|7.2)) follows by using the Ahlfors regularity of p,

/ lf = fBlPdu S TQ][ |f = folP dp < v Ty (f)(B(x, Ar)).
B B
]

Proposition 7.3. There exist constants A,C > 1 so that for every ball B(x,r) C X
with r € (0,00) there is a continuous Sobolev function ¢ € 6, satisfying

B(x,r
(T4)  plown = L supply] € Bla. Ar) and &,(p) < 12T,

Proof. We may assume that r < iL;l. Otherwise, we could choose the constant
A so that B(z, Ar) = X and ¢ = 1.

Thus, let n € N be so that iL;("H) <r< iL;”. Now it follows from Propo-
sition that there is a vertex v € V,, so that B C X,,. We will prove that
the Sobolev function ¢ := %, ,[1n] € 6,, where 1y : V,, — R is the characteristic
function of the set

N:={weV,:dg, (v,w) <1},

satisfies (7.4]).
It is clear that ¢|x, = 1. According to Proposition (1), we have

supply] C U Xw C B(x,4L;") C B(x,16L.7).
weN

Thus, we may choose A := 16L,, and what is left is to verify the energy estimate.
Consider the cut-set of edges C'y := {{w,w'} : w € N and w’ ¢ N}, which clearly
satisfies |Cn| < Cgeg. It follows from (5.10) that ¢ is constant on each set X, for

e € E, \ Cn. Thus, we compute
Elp) =M™ D E(poFo) =M™ &p(poFe)

eckE, eeCn
=M," ) &%) = |CnIM"
eeCn
< @iy < BBET)
~ ~ 'r'dw,p :

In the last row we used @Q-Ahlfors regularity of u (Proposition @)). O
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Proof of Theorem[I.18 The theorem is implied by [49, Corollaries 1.14 and 1.15]
since therein assumptions follow from Propositions Theorems [6.9] and
and Lemma [6.42] For the convenience of the reader, we also sketch a short
argument. For any € X, r € (0,00) and f € LP(X, p),

(z,r) J B(y,r) e

P, |
d z)pu(dy)  (Ahlfors regularity of p)
(z,2r) (z,2r) e
If( ) = fB@2nl?
< . dy
/B(x 2r) rduw.p u(dy)
S () (B(x,24r)) (Proposition [7.1]).

(Here we put I'p(f)(B(z,24r)) = oo if f ¢ #,.) Taking the summation over a
suitable family of points z, we get the upper estimate in (1.19)). To show the lower
estimate in (1.19)), for all n € N and e € E,,, we estimate

MLAE) - MLAEPSIEP [ (5@ - WP aldy) ).
X+ J B(z,4L7")

Using this and , we compute
Ly (Epnlf])(Xe) < M| M[f](eT) —Mn[f](e_)V’

s HEZIOR ) o).
X, JB(ALT") Ly

Taking the summation over e € E,;, we have

(7.5) (Epnlf / ][ . ;dfj (j/”p p(dy) u(dz).

Now the desired lower estimate in ) follows from an argument using ((7.5)),
Lemma [6.38 and Lemma [6.25 O

We also have the following version of the (p, p)-Poincaré inequality described in
terms of Korevaar—Schoen p-energy forms.

Proposition 7.6. There exist constants A,C > 1 so that for every Sobolev function
f €%, and any ball B := B(z,r) C X with radius r € (0,00) we have

(7.7) /B|f—fB|pd,u< Cr “’thlnf/ zAT)][ . WMWZ)M((@)

eJl0
Proof. This follows from Proposition [7.1 and [49, Theorem 3.12]. O

7.2. Newton-Sobolev spaces. The next objective is to prove Theorem [1.24]
which characterizes when the Sobolev space .#, can be identified as the Newton-
Sobolev space NVP(X, d, 1), in terms of the equality dw,p = p. We remark that, in
the statement of the theorem, we assume a slightly technical additional assumption
that the limit space (X,d) is quasiconvex. This is used to construct a Lipschitz
function with infinite &)-energy in the case d,, > p. It may be that this is not
really needed, but for us this assumption is fairly harmless since the limit space
(X, d) is quasiconvex under any of the three conditions in Theorem [4.9} which were
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introduced as sufficient conditions for the conductive uniform property. In the fol-
lowing lemma we verify this in a slightly simplified setting. See Remark for
discussions on the more general case.

Lemma 7.8. Assume that there is a € I and a path 0 connecting ¢ (a) to ¢_(a)
in G1 of length L, = dist(I+,I_,dg,). Then the limit space is quasiconvet.

Proof. First, we show that
(7.9) dist (If),l(_”), dGn) <L

where L, = dist(I;,1_,dg,). We argue by induction on n.

The case n = 1 is clear so we assume it holds for some m. Fix a path 6,, =
[vo, - - ., ;] connecting IJ(rm) to 1™ of length at most LT, and denote ey, := {vg_1, v}
for k=1,...,l. By the gluing rules and the property of 6, the subset

l
(7.10) Omi1 = 0ep1(0) C Vinga
k=1

is a set conmnecting IJ(rmH) to 1™

L™+ which then shows dist (IJ(rmH), 1Y g
induction.

Next, we apply (7.9) to verify the quasiconvexity. Fix two distinct points
x((e1)20), x((ef)2y) € X and let n € NU {0} be the smallest integer so that
en Ney, # 0. For every k > 0, we fix vertices vn 1 € €pyx and wy iy € €, ;. Using
(7.9) and induction we have dg,, ., (Vn+ks Wntk) < Zfﬁ:o 2C giam LF™™ < 4Cqiam LY.
Thus, for every k, we can choose discrete sequence o n4k, - - -, TN, ,nt+k i X so that
otk € Fib(vnyr) and 2y, nik € Fib(w,1r) and

Moreover, it is a path of length at most
) < L™+1, This concludes the

m—+1

Np—1

Z d<xi,n+k:a $i+1,n+k) S 4CdiamL*_n-

i=0
By Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there is a path connecting x((e;)$2,) to x((€})$2,) with
length at most 4Cqiam L ". Quasiconvexity now follows from the visual metric

property (3.30). 0

Remark 7.11. It is clear that the assumption in Lemma holds when the IGS
satisfies [(CUP-1)l Furthermore, to verify that the limit space is quasiconvex, we
only needed to show that the inequality holds. This also holds when the
IGS satisfies either of the two latter conditions in Theorem We sketch the
arguments here. First, assume that the symmetry condition holds, and
let 6 be a path of length L. connecting ¢ (a) to ¢_(b) for a,b € I. If a # b, then
the set given by is not a path. To fix this, note that we can “reflect” 6 by the
symmetry to obtain a path 6’ of length L, connecting ¢ (b) to ¢_(a). The desired
path in higher level graphs are now obtained by embedding both paths 6 and 6’ as
in (7.10). If[(CUP-3)| holds, then for each v € I there is a path 6 connecting v to

I_ of length L,. Using this, it is not hard to see that for every v € Ii") there is a

path 6 of length L™ connecting v to I\™.

Now, we prove Theorem [1.24
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Proof of Theorem[1.24, Note that according to Lemma [4.12}(3)), we always have
dwyp > p. Thanks to [17, Theorems 8.4.2 and 10.5.2] we know that if the L?
Besov critical exponent is equal to 1, which in our case means that d,, = p,
then the Korevaar-Schoen-Sobolev space coincides with the Newton-Sobolev space
with equivalent norms, as long as the following p-Poincaré inequality holds: There
are constants A,C' > 1 so that for all Lipchitz functions f : X — R and balls
B(z,r) C X with > 0 we have

1/p
(7.12) ][ |f = fBm|du < Cr <][ (Lip f)? du) :
B(z,r) B(x,Ar)

Here Lip(f) is the pointwise upper Lipschitz-constant function of f as defined in
(1.26). Note that Lip f < oo since f is Lipschitz. Now if d,,, = p, we obtain
the desired p-Poincaré inequality by combining with the reverse Fatou
lemma and Hoélder’s inequality.

Next assume d,, , > p and the quasiconvexity of (X, d). To show NVP(X,d, u) #
Fp, it is sufficient to verify that there is a Lipchitz function f ¢ .%#,. Fix any point
2o € X and let f(z) be the infimum of the lengths of all curves joining z and xg.
Since X is quasiconvex, it follows from |17, Proposition 8.3.12] that f is Lipschitz.
Moreover, f also satisfies

(lipf)(z) = liminf sup @) = fw)l > 1.
€20 yeB(x.e) €
Hence, using (L.20]), we conclude that f ¢ %,. O

Remark 7.13. The above proof in the case of dy,, = p relies only on and the
fact that (X,d,u) is a complete metric space with doubling measure. The latter
condition is needed to use |17, Theorem 8.4.2]. In particular, by [28, Proposition
5.28], we can conclude that the Sobolev space WP defined in Kigami’s work [31]
coincides with the Newton-Sobolev space N''» when d,, , = p. This gives a complete
answer for the last question in [31, Problem 4 in p. 113] (8, is used in [31] instead
of dyp).

Remark 7.14. It is possible that %, contains Lipschitz functions even in the case
dwp > p. For instance, it holds for the IGS-fractal in Figure that Uy, is 1-
Lipschitz. Indeed a direct computation shows that |[VU,| < L' and the rest

follows from Proposition .

7.3. Construction via partitions. Kusuoka and Zhou [35] introduced a construc-
tion of self-similar Dirichlet forms on self-similar sets including the Sierpinski carpet
on the basis of subsequential scaling limits of discrete 2-energy forms. This con-
struction on the Sierpiriski carpet was recently extended for all p € (1, c0) in [43,50].
The most general construction of this type was introduced by Kigami in [31], which
works for any compact metric space admitting a good partition |31, Definition 2.3
and Assumption 2.15] and satisfying the p-conductive homogeneity condition [31]
Definition 3.4]. In our framework, the sequence of coverings {{X.}ecr, }5°, is a
partition, and the Kusuoka-Zhou-type discrete p-energy of f € LP(X, u),

(7.15) EV() =M™ D fx — fx P
e,e’€E,
ene’ #0

*
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The objective of this subsection is to verify that the Kusuoka-Zhou-type construc-
tion yields an equivalent p-energy to our p-energy form &).

Theorem 7.16. There is a constant C' > 1 so that for every f € LP(X, u) we have

(7.17) C1&(f) < liminf EM(f) < supEM(f) < CE(f).
n—oo n20

In particular, for all f € LP(X, p) it holds that
c(n 27504 3 c(n

(7.18) :gpos,é /(f) < C*limint EM(f).

Proof. By Lemma Epnlf] = fin LP(X, p). It then follows from the lower-
semicontinuity of &, (Lemma[6.25) and Lemma that

E(F) < limint &,(Z,[f]) = I inf My " &(M,[f]).
Next, we look at the value &,(M,[f]). For any fixed e = {v,w} € E,, we have

1 1
fxo = fxul = | ][ Y —— ][ fdu
| fx X deg(v) UEZ% x., deg(w) w;w X.,
< fdu— ][ fdu
vezev ][Xev Xew
WwEey,
< fdu—][ F | + ][ fdu*][ fdu

Thus, using the fact that the degrees are uniformly bounded, we get
M E(M,[f]) S ES(),

and we are done with the first inequality.

The second inequality in is trivial, so we will move on to the last one.
First, assume that f € %, and fix edges e, e’ € E,, so that v € eNe’. Then we
compute using the Poincaré inequality that

\fx. = Ixo [P S Uxe = ValfI) P+ [fx, = Valfl(0)]P S &(f o Fo) + &(f o For).
By applying this for every pair of edges with a common vertex, we can estimate

using Theorem ,
EM) =M™ 3 Ik = fx P SMT DT E(f o F) = &(f).

e,e'€E, eck,
ene’#0

This inequality extends to every f € LP(X,u). Indeed, it trivially holds for
f e LP(X,u) \ Zp, and for f € %,, we can take an approximating sequences
of continuous functions. ([l

Remark 7.19. The inequality is sometimes referred as weak monotonicity.
See e.g. |35, Theorem 5.4], [31, Lemma 3.12], |43, Theorem 6.13]. This condition
alongside with some other analytic conditions, such as regularity, is typically enough
to ensure the existence of a well-behaving p-energy form. Nevertheless, with this
approach, many challenges tend to arise beyond the construction itself. Ensuring
that the p-energy form satisfies the desired analytic properties seems to require
multiple steps of suitable subsequential limits. We avoided this trouble thanks to
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the strong monotonicity principle (Theorem . This approach via weak mono-
tonicity is also difficult when the exponent p is small. For instance, the arguments
in [43] heavily depend on the fact that @ — dy, < 1. While this is not an issue
for the standard Sierpinski carpet (it holds for all p € (1,00)) this is no longer the
case for e.g. the higher dimensional Sierpinski carpets (see [43, Problem 10.1]). In
Theorem [7.20], we verify that this restriction in the exponent does not occur in our
framework.

Theorem 7.20. For every p € (1,00) there is an IGS satisfying Assumption
s0 that Q — d,, p is arbitrary large.

Proof. Notice that Q —dy, p, = lfogg((AL/lj)), so it suffices to argue that we can construct
IGSs with arbitrary large M, while preserving L.. There are multiple ways to
do this. For instance, we can use Proposition to construct an IGS where the
number of edge disjoint paths © from I, to I_ is arbitrarily large for any L, > 3.
We also describe this construction in Figure [£:23] This increases the Hausdorff
dimension () and preserves the p-walk dimension d,, , = p. To construct example
with dy,p, > p, we can do a similar gluing procedure with the Laakso diamond
in the following manner. We glue multiple copies of the generators of the Laakso
diamond in Figure by identifying all copies of the vertex v = 3 in different
copies as one vertex. The gluing rules are naturally inherited from the gluing rules
of the distinct copies. It is easy to check using p-harmonicity that this satisfies the
conductive uniform property and that its p-capacity constant is k - M,, where k is
the number of copies and M,, is the p-capacity constant of Laakso diamond. Since
L, =4 for all k, the value Q — d,, , can be made arbitrarily large by increasing the
number of copies. O

8. SINGULARITIES OF ENERGY MEASURES AND SOBOLEV SPACES

Up to this point, we have covered general theory that applies to all examples
in our framework. Different sub-classes of IGS-fractals, however, admit a variety
of distinct analytic behaviors, and the differences between these classes can be
understood through their optimal potentials and optimal flows. One way to classify
IGS fractals is through the behaviors of energy measures and Sobolev spaces as the
exponent p varies. Indeed, we seek to understand the following problem.

Problem 8.1. Let p € (1,00) and p1,p2 € (1,00) be two distinct exponents. Do
the following objects have any relation with each other?

(1) The energy measures I'y(f) and the reference measure (1?2
(2) The energy measures for distinct exponents I'y, (fp,) and T'p, (fp,)?
(3) The Sobolev spaces Fp, and Fp,?

In the classical setting of WP(Q2) where 2 C R" is a bounded domain, the
answer to Problem [8.1] is simple. The energy measures are absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure, and .%,, C %,, when p; < ps due to Holder’s
inequality. For fractals however, these question tend to be challenging. See e.g. [26]
and [43] Section 10].

In this section, we study this problem in our framework and give a complete
answer to the first two questions in Problem [B.1] and a partial answer for the last
one. First, we develop additional tools to study energy measures in Subsection



66 RIKU ANTTILA, SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE, AND RYOSUKE SHIMIZU

[B1] These are applied in the following three subsections, which are devoted to
discussing the each of the three questions in Problem respectively.

8.1. Energy dominant measures. Due to the classical Radon-Nikodym theorem,
studying a large family of measures is far more tractable when there is a well-
behaving dominating measure. The primary goal of this subsection is to understand
when such a measure exists for p-energy measures. To this end, in Theorem
we propose as a sufficient and necessary condition for this existence problem.
In the affirmative case, we introduce a natural notion of a weak derivative.

We first introduce and study minimal energy dominant measures. The definition
is due to [20}43].

Definition 8.2. Let p € (1,00). A Radon measure v on (X,d) is a minimal
p-energy dominant measure if it satisfies the following two conditions.

(1) For all f € %, it holds that I',(f) < v.
(2) If k is another measure satisfying the previous condition, then v < k.

When the exponent is clear from the context, we sometimes say that v is a minimal
energy dominant measure.

In the following proposition, we present a simple method for constructing min-
imal energy dominant measures. Similar approach is used in [43, Lemma 9.20]
and [20, Lemma 2.3]. We consider the family of functions

6p(Q) = {%nlgl :neNU{0} and g:V,, = Q} C .%,.
It is routine to verify that €,(Q) C .%, is a denumerable dense subset using Propo-

sition [5.12] and Theorem [6.35]

Proposition 8.3. Let {f;}2, be an enumeration of 6,(Q) and {a;}{2, a sequence
of positive real numbers so that

oo

Z a;&,(fi) < oo.

=1

Then the Radon measure A, given by

Ap(A) =) " a; T, (fi)(A)
=1

is a minimal energy dominant measure. Moreover, if A C X is a Borel set of full
T, (%,)-measure, then the set

A= J R4
ecEy
is a Borel set of full Ap-measure.
Proof. Using the density of 4,(Q) C .%, and Lemma A, is easily seen to
dominate all p-energy measures. The minimality of A, follows from the fact that
it is an infinite linear combination of p-energy measures.

Now, let A, A C X be as given in the statement of the current proposition. We
prove that A is of full A,-measure by showing that

Lp(f)(Xc\ Fe(A)) =0foralle € E,
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for all f := %, ,[g] and g : V,, = R. The claim A,(X \ A) = 0 would then be clear
from the constructions of A, and A. By using (6.53]) we obtain

Lp(f)(Xe \ Fe(A)) = Tp(f)(Fe(X \ A)) = M, " [Vg(e)[PTp (%) (X \ A) = 0.
O

The minimal p-energy dominant measure A, proposed in Proposition is not a
suitable one for applying the Radon-Nikodym theorem. In fact, its primary purpose
is something else. In the following theorem, we use the dominating measures A,
to uncover a curious dichotomy phenomenon, providing an answer to the existence
problem of a tractable minimal p-energy dominant measure. In Remark we
address the connection of this result to the attainment problem of Ahlfors regular
conformal dimension. Recall, that a subset A C X is porous, if there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 so that for all x € A and all r € (0, diam (X)) there exists y € B(x,r)
with B(y,cr) N A = (). The constant c is called the porosity constant. The set A
is called o-porous if it is a countable union of porous subsets (possibly each with a
different porosity constants). If u is a doubling measure and A C X is porous, then
we always have p(A) = 0. This follows from Lebesgue differentiation applied to the
characteristic function of A; see also [41}, Proposition 3.5]. Consequently, doubling
measures do not charge o-porous subsets.

Theorem 8.4. For all p € (1,00) ezactly one of the following conditions hold.
(1) If the optimal potential function satisfies

(8.5) |VU,(e)| # 0 for all e € En,

then Ty (%) is a minimal p-energy dominant measure that is also doubling.

(2) If does not hold, then there is a o-porous Borel subset A which is of
full T (f)-measure for all Sobolev functions f € F,. In particular, none of
the p-energy measures are doubling.

Proof. : Assume that the optimal potential function satisfies (8.5)). We first
8.3

show that I',(%,) is minimal energy dominant. By Proposition [8.3|it is sufficient
to prove that I',(%,) dominates the p-energy measures of Sobolev functions of the
form f := %,n[g] for some g : V,, = R.

By Corollary and we clearly have |VU, ,(e)| # 0 for all n € N. From
this and Theorem we see that T'p(%,)(X.) # 0 for all e € Ey. We now

conclude using (6.52)) and (6.53)) that
M, " [Vg(e)?

Lp (%) (Xe)
From this expression, it is clear that I'y(f) < I',(%,).

Next, we prove that I',(%,) is doubling. Our first step is to prove the following
claim by induction on n € N: There is a constant C' > 1 so that for all n € N and
e, e’ € E, so that e Ne’ # () we have
(8.6) Lp (%) (Xe) < CTy(%p) (Xer).

We fix the constants

a:= gréjagfljp(%p}(Xe) and b := engbnl T (%) (Xe),

Lp(f) Ix, = L) Ix, forall e € E,.
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and set C := a/b. Note that C is well-defined thanks to and (6.52). The base
case n = 1 is trivial, so we assume the claim holds for n € N. Let e,e¢’ € E, 11 so
that e Ne’ # (). The case my4+1(e) = mp41(€’) is clear since the pre-energy measure
m,(%,) is a Bernoulli measure. Thus, assume 7m,41(e) = e, # e, = mt1(€’),
and write e = e, - e; and ¢ = e} -€}. By and the gluing rules, we have
enNey, # 0 and {e1,e)} = {e(¢_(a)),e(¢4(a))} for some a € I. By (2.11)), the
conductive uniform property and (6.52), we have I',(%,)(X.,) = Lp(%y)(Xer). We
thus compute

= CT (%) (Xo).

This concludes the proof of .

The final step in proving the doubling property is to use to derive estimates
for measures of balls. This can be done using a similar argument as in |2, Lemma
3.31], which regards the Ahlfors regularity of the limit space. The argument is also
sketched in the end of the proof of Proposition See also [30, Theorem 3.3.4].

([@): Now, we assume that fails. Fix any edge € € E; so that [VU,(€é)| =0,
and consider subset

A=Xx\| |J F(Xo)

ecEy
It follows from (6.52) that I',(%},)(A) = 0. Then we consider the sets

n
An =] | Fe(A) for n e N.

k=0 c€Ey,
We will argue that the subsets A,, C X are porous. This is essentially a generalized
version of the argument in [2, Lemma 6.4] which shows that A = Ay is a porous
subset of the limit space in Example Let x € A,, r < L™ and m € N be so
that Ly ! <r < L;™. Ife € E,, so that z € X,, we use Proposition
to show that there is y € F.(Xz) so that B(y,cr) N A, = 0, where ¢ € (0,1) is
a uniform constant. Thus the sets A,, are porous. Moreover, it now follows from
Proposition [8.9] that the set

A= @OAnQX

is a o-porous subset of full I',(f)-measure for all Sobolev functions f € .%,. O

Remark 8.7. We briefly discuss the connection of Theorem to the attainment
problem of Ahlfors reqular conformal dimension of the metric space (X, d). Without
getting too deep into the details (an interested reader may survey |2}, Introduction]),
the attainment problem of Ahlfors regular conformal dimension asks whether (X, d)
admits an “optimal metric” to study quasiconformal geometry of (X, d). In general,
this is a highly non-trivial problem, and the outcome is open for many interesting
metric spaces such as the Sierpinski carpet. Nevertheless, what should be true in
general is that answers to many deep geometric questions, including the attainment
problem, should be observable through the “correct” Sobolev spaces and energy
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measures. For the Sierpiriski carpet, this was observed in [43]. In fact, this is
exactly what happens in our framework. When p = Q. € (1,00) is the Ahlfors
regular conformal dimension, it is verified in the ongoing work by the first two
authors and Rainio [3] that, within our framework, the positive answer to the
attainment problem is equivalent to the condition . According to Theorem
this condition is equivalent to the existence of a (harmonic) function f € Fg,
with doubling @Q.-energy measure I'g,(f). This answers, in the IGS a version
of |43 Conjecture 12.9]. This has major impact to the structure of the Sobolev
space #q, and Q.-energy measures I'g, (f), and yields an analytic reasoning why
the attainment fails for the IGS-fractal in Example [3.6, While the attainment
problem exclusively regards the case p = @Q,, this observation suggests that our
approach yields good Sobolev spaces and energy measures for all p € (1,00) that
contains deep geometric information.

FEzample 8.8. It is worth to note that whether holds or not can depend on the
exponent p. For the IGSs in Figure this condition holds if and only if p # 2.
To see this, the functions in the figure are 2-harmonic on their respective graphs,
and therefore equal to the 2-energy minimizer Us. If e is any vertical edge in the
figure, we clearly have that |VUz(e)| = 0. On the other hand, for every other p,
it is easy to check using p-harmonicity that holds. Furthermore, the Ahlfors

2 1
1 3 3 0
1 T ¢
2 2
2 1 2 1
1 3 3 0 1 3 3 0
—4 p———0 —4 p——0
1 1
1 5 0 1 3 0
2 1 2 1
3 3 3 3

FIGURE 8.9. Figures of IGSs for which the condition (8.5) holds
if and only if p # 2. The functions in the figure are the 2-energy
minimizers Us 4.

regular conformal dimension of the IGS-fractal associated to the graph in the right
is equal to 2. This follows from the fact that Ms = 1 (see the proof of |2, Theorem
5.2]). Thus, the associated IGS-fractal does not attain its Ahlfors regular conformal
dimension (see the explanation in Remark[8.7). On the other hand, the IGS-fractal
in the left of Figure does attain its Ahlfors regular conformal dimension since
the value is strictly smaller than 2, for which holds.

Following the discussion of the attainment problem of Ahlfors regular conformal
dimension in the previous remark, we discuss a major consequence of the condition
for general p € (1,00). When it holds, we can define a natural notion of a
weak derivative Dp(-) : F#, — LP(X,T'p(%,)), which is a bounded linear operator
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satisfying

dr
(8.10) Cﬂ_‘;% = |D,(f)|? for all f € F,.

We define it as follows. For all f € %, and n € NU {0} we consider the linear
operator Dy, ,,(-) : #p = LP(X,T',(%,)), given by

(8.11) Dyulf) = V], w) 4

Xe-
ecE, VUp,_,n(v,w)

e={v,w}
Recall that Vg(v,w) = g(w) — g(v). Also, D, (f) is well-defined due to (8.5).
Definition 8.12. The weak derivative of f € #, is the limit
Dy(f) = lim Dy (f) € L(X.T, (%)
Theorem 8.13. Assume that holds. Then for all f € %, the sequence

D, o (f) converges to a function Dp(f) in L?(X,T',(%,)) satisfying (8.10). Fur-
thermore, Dy (-) : #, — LP(X, T, (%)) is a bounded linear operator.

Proof. Fix n,m € N, e, € E,,ep, € E,, and f € %,. During this proof, we
orient all edges e € Ex so that e = (e*,e™), and define the signed gradient of g by
Vg(e) :=g(e™) — g(e*). Note that (e, - €,)* = e, - e holds by (3.20). Theorem
and the equality U, _ r =1 — U, 4 . then imply that

VU, — nim(en - em) = VU _ 1 (en)VUp — m(em).
Similarly using (5.10) we get

VVaim[Ypn[fll(en - em) = VVi[fl(€n) VUp,— m(em).

By using Theorem and (8.5) we get
(8.14) M, = VU ()| PTp(%) (Xe) for all e € E,.

By using these three equalities, we arrive at
gz(;ner)(\I/p,ner [f} - \Ilp,n[f])

> IVVasnlfl(en - em) = VValfl(en) VUp.—m(em)” My "

en€E,
em€Em

- vvn-‘rm[f](en : em) . an[f](en) r
B Z ‘VUP,,ner(en em)  VUp—n(en)

Up (%) (Xe, e,

en€En
em€Em,

Z |Dp,n+m<f> - D:D,n<f>|p drp<%p>

en€E, X
em€Em

:~/X|Dpyn+m<f> - Dp,n<f>|p drp<%p>

Since ¥, ,[f] is a Cauchy sequence in %, by Theorem [6.35] it follows from the
computation above that

/X Dymimlf) — Dy (P Ty (%) = ESH™ (Tl ] — Ty F)

< gp(qu,n+m[f] - \Ilp,n[f]) m)

en-eém

0.
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Using the completeness of LP(X,T',(%,)), we conclude that D, ,(f) converges to
some Dy (f) in LP(X, T, (%))

We move on to proving . It follows from that for all n,m € N and
en € En, ey € E,,, we have

Fp<qu,n[f]>(Xen-em) = M;n_m|vvn [f](en)|pg (% ofle,,)

_ [VValfl(en)l?
= VU (e L ) Kenen)

_ / Dy ()P dTp ().
X

€n-em

Thus, by Dynkin’s -\ theorem, the above equality holds for any Borel set, i.e.,
(8.15) (¥, / |Dp o (f)|P dT',(%,) for any Borel set A C X.

Finally, using Lemma and the facts that ¥, ,[f] — f in %, and D, ,(f) —
DP<f> in Lp(X7 F<%p>)7 we get

Tp(fH)(A) = lim Tp(T, [ = lim /|Dpn T (%)

n—oo n—roo

= / | D, (f)|P dT',(%,) for any Borel set A C X.

Lastly, to see that D,(-) : #, — LP(X,T',(%,)) is a bounded linear operator,

note that Dy, ,,(-) : #, — LP(X,T,(%,)) is clearly linear by (8.11)). From ({8.15) we
see that

/ Dyl )P AT %) = 6,(05l1) < 8501,
Hence, the limit D,(-) is also bounded and linear. O

For the main results of this paper, it seems to be enough to consider the operator
|D,(-)| instead of the weak derivative itself. Thus, we leave the more detailed
investigation of the weak derivative for future research.

Another curious direction is to study whether there is an analogous tool in the
case fails. In such situation, we most likely have to replace I',(%,) with a
(non-canonical) energy dominant measure. Nevertheless, at least in some occasions
the condition fails, it seems to be possible to construct a practically useful
energy dominant measure. For the standard Vicsek set, the Lebesgue measure
on the skeleton is an energy dominant measure that seems fit the role. Since the
skeleton is a o-porous subset of the Vicsek set, the situation closely resembles to
ours when fails. See [§] for details. Moreover, for our variant of the Vicsek
set in Example it is easily seen that fails.

8.2. Singularity with the reference measure. In the case p = 2, it is known
for many self-similar fractals that the natural Hausdorff measure is singular with
the energy measures [9,{19}23,34]. This clearly never happens in the classical the-
ory of Sobolev spaces, where the energy measures A4 — [ 4|V fIP dz are absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Recall that two Borel measures
 and v defined on a metric space X are mutually singular if there are two disjoint
Borel sets A, B C X so that (X \ A) =0=v(X\ B).

It was proven in [23] that, for p = 2, this singularity often depends solely on
whether the walk dimension is equal to 2 or strictly greater than 2. It was posed
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in [43, Problem 10.5] that the same should hold for general p. Nevertheless, there
are virtually no prior results to this direction.

In the following theorem, we verify that within our framework, the singularity of
p-energy measures with the reference measure pu depends only on the value of the
p-walk dimension in the analogous manner suggested by the results in [23].

Theorem 8.16. For all p € (1,00) the following hold.

(1) If dp = p then T (%) = p and Tp(f) < p for all f € F,.
(2) If dyp > p then T, (f) L p for all f € F).

Proof. : If d\y , = p, then it follows from Lemma that |[VU,| = L;! and
M, = |E1|/L%. By Proposition the measure m,(%,) is the Bernoulli measure
satisfying
My, (%) (Ee) = M VU, (e)|P = |Ey| ™! for all e € Ey.

Thus, I',(%,) = p, and T',)(f) < p for all f € %, by Theorem

([2): Next, we assume d,,;, > p. We first show that the gradient |VU,| : By —
[0, 00) is not a constant function. Suppose the contrary, i.e., |VU,| = C > 0. Since
L, =dist(I_,I,,dg,), we must have C > L;!. A simple computation shows

M, = &,(Up) > |Enl/LE,
and Lemma then implies dy,, = p. Thus, |VU,| cannot be a constant

function. Now if ey, ea € Ey so that [VUp(e1)| # [VU,(e2)|, by the definition of the
pre-energy measure and ((6.48)) we have

my (%) (Ee,) = M;1|VUP(61)| # M;1|VUP(62)| = my(%p)(Xe,)-

It then follows from Propositionthat m,(%,) is a Bernoulli measure with non-
uniform weights. Since myyir is the uniform Bernoulli measure, it follows from a
classical argument using the Strong law of large numbers that m,(%,) L myni.
Similar argument was used in |47]. For the reader’s convenience, we provide the
details.

During this argument, it is convenient to identify > with the space of sequences
EY as it was discussed in Remark Consider the subset X := X\ x~!(Fib(X)) C
Y. According to Proposition and the Proposition [3.42} (1)), Fib(X) is a null set
in both p and m,(%,). Thus,

(817) mp<02/p>(§]0) = munif(ZO) = 1,

and by Lemma the restriction of the coding map x|s, is injective. Then we
define the Borel sets

Ay = {(ei)(-xﬁ €Yo : lim {l=jsnie =e} =

n—00 n

my, (%) () for all e € El} ,

1<j<n:e; =
Ay = {(603&16202 lim |{ =J=n:6 e}l

= |Ey| ! forallec El} )
n—oo n
Since m,(%,) is a Bernoulli measure with non-uniform weights, we have A;NAy = 0.
It follows from the injectivity of x|s, that the sets A = x(A71) and Ay = X (A2)
also have an empty intersection. Thus, to conclude the desired singularity, we only
now need to verify that these sets have full measures.

It follows from the Strong law of large numbers (see e.g. |4]) and (8.17) that
Ty (%) (A1) = my (%) (A1) = 1 = munie(Az) = p(As).
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Furthermore, we also have Fe(ﬁl) C A, for all e € E4. To see this, it clearly
follows from the definition of A; that o.(A41) C A;. Thus, we can compute

Fo(Ay) = F.(x(A1)) = x(0.(A1)) C x(A1) = Ay

By Proposition m the set A is of full I',(f)-measure for all Sobolev functions
f € %,, so we conclude that T',(f) L p. O

Remark 8.18. It is known for the Sierpinski gasket and some other post-critically
finite self-similar fractals that for any f € %, the 2-energy measure I's(f) and any
self-similar measure are mutually singular [21 Theorem 2] (in [21] a self-similar
measure is a push-forward of a Bernoulli measure with positive weights). The same
is not true in our framework when the IGS satisfies with p = 2. This is because
T, (%) is a self-similar measure (see also |21, Theorem 1-(i)]).

8.3. Singularity of energy measures for distinct exponents. Following the
singularity result with the reference measure, we shall next study the singularity
of energy measures for distinct exponents. Within our framework, we will give
a complete characterization of this problem in Theorem and answer to the
question posed in [43, Problem 10.6] in Corollary

At the time of writing this paper, the only other examples where this kind
of singularity have been verified are the Sierpiniski gasket and some other post-
critically finite self-similar spaces in a recent ongoing work by Kajino and the third
named author [25]. See [26] for a detailed explanation in the case of the Sierpinski
gasket. In [25]26], the authors show the singularity by establishing detailed local
behaviors of p-harmonic functions. In contrast, we do not need such analyses in
the present setting by virtue of .

Theorem 8.19. Let p1,ps € (1,00) be distinct exponents, and assume that

(820) |VUP1 (e)HjPl (6)‘ 7é |VUP2 (e)HJPz (€)| fO’f’ some e € El-
Then for all f,, € Fp, and fp, € Fp, we have Ty (fp,) L Tp,(fp)-

Proof. Recall from Proposition that m,(%,) is the Bernoulli measure with
weights |VU,(e)||Tp(e)|- By e pre-energy measures my,, (%,,) and m,, (%,,)
are Bernoulli measures with different weights. The singularity of energy measures
Tp, (fpi) L Tpy{fp,) now follows from an identical argument using the Strong law
of large numbers, as in the proof of Theorem . ([

Corollary 8.21. Let A\, be a minimal p-energy dominant measure for each p €
(1,00) and let p1,pa € (1,00) be any distinct exponents.

(1) If (8.20) holds then Ay, L Ap,.
(2) If (8.20) does not hold then Ay, and Xy, are mutually absolutely continuous.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to consider the case of A\, = A, where A, is the minimal p-
energy dominant measure constructed in Proposition [8-3] since any two minimal p-
energy dominant measures are mutually absolutely continuous. If holds then
the singularity follows from Theorem and the explicit form of the measures A,,.
On the other hand, if does not hold, then I',(%,,) = I'y){(%,,). It then clearly
follows from that the energy measures I'y, (%, nl9]) and Ty, (%, n[g]) are
mutually absolutely continuous for all g : V,, — R. The mutual absolute continuity
of Ay, and A,, now follows from the explicit form of A,. O
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8.4. Singularity of Sobolev spaces. Thanks to Theorem we understand
that the structure of the p-energy measures can vary significantly for distinct expo-
nents p. Next, we investigate if the Sobolev spaces exhibit a similar behavior. We
will see that, for some examples, the intersection .%,, N.%,, for all pairs of distinct
exponents p; and po contains only constant functions, i.e.,

Fpy N Fp, ={f € LP(X, ) : f is constant p-almost everywhere}.

When this holds, we say that the Sobolev spaces .%,, and %, are mutually singular.

Actually, the singularity of Sobolev spaces seems to be a far more involved ques-
tion than the singularity of energy measures. We regret to write that, with the
current state of the framework, we understand the singularity of Sobolev spaces
only in the cases when it can be translated to a problem of energy measures. This
requires some additional assumptions which do not always hold. We briefly discuss
the more general case after the proof of Theorem [3.23

Assumption 8.22. The following two conditions hold.

(1) For every edge e € Ey and p € (1,00) we have |[VUp(e)| # 0
(2) For every edge e € Ey the value of the optimal flow J,(e) does not depend
on p € (1,00).

The main result of this subsection is the equivalence of the two notions singu-
larities under Assumption [8.22

Theorem 8.23. Assume that the conditions in Assumption [8.29 hold. Then for
any pair of exponents p1,ps € (1,00) the following are equivalent.

(1) The Sobolev spaces Fp,, and Fp, are mutually singular.
(2) The energy measures T'p, (%p,) and Ty, (%,,) are mutually singular.

The key idea in the proof of Theorem [8.23|is to consider the measures

(8.24) pipn(f)(A) = /A Dy )| AT (%) and oy (£)(A) := /A Dy ()] dUy (%),

where D, ,(-) are the linear operators defined in and D,(-) is the weak
derivative as given in Definition [8:12] Note that the first condition in Assumption
m are used to ensure that p, ,(f) and p,(f) are well-defined. Furthermore, with
this approach, it is crucial to keep in mind that the extended discretization operators
Vo] + #, — R introduced in Subsection can depend on p. Therefore, we use
the notation V,, ,,[-] instead to emphasis this.

Lemma 8.25. If Assumption holds then for all f € %, the measures
wp(fy and Tp(f) are mutually absolutely continuous.

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Theorem and (8.10)). O

We briefly discuss the most crucial detail in the proof of Theorem [8.23] First,
observe that the expression of D, ,(f) in is a mixture of optimal flow and
optimal potential. Indeed, recall that the discretization V), ,,[-] depends on the flow.
On the other hand, p,,(f) admits an alternative expression involving only the

flow. By using the definition of D), (-) in (8.11) and (6.52)), we get

_ [VVpulA1(e) _ S
(826 pnl)(Xe) = g AT ) () = [TVl (@) )
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for all e € E,. Using this observation, we will show in the next lemma that the
measure p,(f) does not depend on p under the second condition in Assumption

8. 22

Lemma 8.27. Assume that Assumption holds. If p1,p2 € (1,00) and f €
Fpr N Fpy, then puy, (f) = pip, (f)-

Proof. First, we will show that
(8.28) Vor.mlf] = Vi mf] for all m € NU {0}.

Note that at the moment, we only know that this equality holds for continuous
Sobolev functions simply due to Definition [5.1] and Corollary [6.39] We also do not
know whether f can be approximated by a sequence of continuous functions that
converge in both Sobolev norms. Our solution for this challenge is to consider the
operators M, [-] and E, ,,[-], which were given in Definition instead.

First, note that the averaging operators Vj, ,, ,[] given i do not depend

on p by Assumption . Using the tower rule (5.3]), we get

(8:29) Vorm[Epinlfl] = Vormm [Mu[f1] = Voo n,m[Ma[f]] = Vs um [Epo,n [ f]]

for all n > m. Now, it follows from Lemma [6.38] that {Zp, »[f]}32,, is a bounded
sequence in .%,,, and that =, ,[f] — f in LP (X, u). According to Proposition

the limits

im Vp, o [Zp, nlf]]

n—oo
exist in RV and, thanks to 7 coincide for i = 1,2. To see that these limits
are equal to Vj, »,[f], this can be proven using a similar argument using reflexivity
of .#, and Mazur’s lemma as in the proof of Corollary Thus, follows.
We are now ready to show the equality of measures p,, (f) = pp, (f). Observe

that by (8.26]), (8.28) and Assumption , we have
tpy n{fY(Xe) = ptip,n(f)(Xe) for all e € E,.

Since the fibers are null-sets, we get

o () (Xe) = Z tpy () (Xer) = pipy n(f)(Xe)

E/Eﬂ';,lm,(e)
for all e € E,, and n > m. Since D, ,(f) = Dp(f) in LP(X,T'(%,)) and T' (%)
is a probability measure, we obtain pp, (f)(Xe) = pp, (f)(Xe) for all e € Ex by

letting n — oo. The equality gy, (f)(A) = pp, (f)(A) for arbitrary Borel set A C X
now follows from Dynkin’s 7-A theorem. (]

We are ready to prove Theorem [8.23

Proof of Theorem[8.23. Let p1,p2 € (1,00) be any pair of distinct exponents. First,
assume that the measures 'y, (%, ) and Ty, (%,,) are mutually singular, and let f €
Fp, N Fp,. 1t follows from Lemma [8.25| and Theorem [8.4] that T'p, (f) is absolutely
continuous with respect to I'p,(%,,) for both ¢ = 1,2. But since I'p,(%),) and
Ty, (%p,) are mutually singular, I',, (f) has to be the trivial measure, i.e, &, (f) =
Iy (f)(X) = 0. According to Theorem [6.4} (1)), this is possible if and only if f
is constant p-almost everywhere. Hence, the Sobolev spaces .#,, and .%,, are
mutually singular.

Next, we assume that the measures I'y, (%},) and I',,(%,,) are not mutually
singular, and show that the Sobolev spaces have a non-trivial intersection. Actually,
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it easily follows that %, + = %,,,+. Nevertheless, by putting slightly more effort,
we will show that if p; < py then %, C ., .

Note that LP2(X,u) C LP*(X,u) holds since p is a probability measure. It
follows from Assumption [8.22}(1) and the duality (2.11) that |7,(e)| # 0 for all
e € Ey. According to Theorem [8:19] since the energy measures are not singular
and | Jp, ()| = |Tp, ()|, we must have

(8.30) |VUP1| = ‘VUp2| and I'p, <%p1> = Fp2<%pz>-

Furthermore, by the uniqueness of the energy minimizer U,, it holds that %,, =
Uy, and consequently %, m[-] = %py.m|] for all m € NU {0}. Now for a given
[ € Fp,, it follows from Lemma [5. 11} () that for all n > m we have

glg? (\Ilp27m[f]) = 81(7?)<02/P1;m[vpz7m[f]]) =M,, mgp1< p2,m [f])
Then, we use (8.14)), (8.30) and Jensen’s inequality to estimate

P2

£ (W ) = (Z Wm%xm) 1
€E prm

< 3 [l (g, (x) = 6 (0l

e€E, |VUP2 n |p2

Since ¥y, . [f] = f in F,, by Theoremm7 it follows from the previous computa-
tion that ¥,, ,[f] is a bounded sequence in .%#,,. Using Lemma and the fact
that ¥, »[f] — fin L”* (X, ), we now conclude that f € .%,,, and #,, C .%,,. O

We are now ready to prove the singularity results for the Laakso diamond.

Proof of Theorem[I]. It is a direct computation that the function given in Figure
is p-harmonic in V3 \ (I3 U I_). Thus, by Lemma this function is the
optimal potential. It is also easy to see that the flow in the same figure is the
optimal flow. It is now clear that the conditions in Assumption hold.

Hence, the singularity results follow from Theorems [3.16} [8.19] and [8:23] O

Example 8.31. Here we provide another example of an IGS- fractal for which The-
orem [I.1 holds. Consider the IGS whose generator is in Figure [8.:32] and the gluing
rules are given by the matching of the colors. The function in the figure is the
optimal potential function (yet again by p-harmonicity). It is also clear that the
optimal flow is independent of p. To see this, it is clear by symmetry that the
optimal flow 7, satisfies |7,| = 37! for the 6 edges containing a vertex in I, UI_,
and for the other edges |J,| = 27!, Thus the claim follows, by the same argument
as in the proof of Theorem

Theorem does not hold for general IGS-fractals. We conclude the subsection
to verifying that the analytic behaviors of the Laakso diamond and the Laakso
space (Example in terms of Theorem are virtually opposite.

Theorem 8.33. The Laakso space in Ezample[3]] satisfies the following properties.

(1) For allp € (1,00) and f € F, it holds that Tp{f) < p.
(2) For allp € (1,00) it holds that T (%,) = p.
(8) For all p1,p2 € (1,00) so that py < ps it holds that F,, C Fp,.

In particular, none of the three statements in Theorem[I.1] hold in this case.
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1 0

FIGURE 8.32. Figure of another IGS for which Theorem holds.
See Example @ for an explanation.

Proof. Tt is clear from the p-harmonicity that the function given in the left of Figure
@ is the optimal potential function for all p. In particular, d,, , = p, so the first
two claims follow from Theorem The last claim, the inclusion .%,, C .%,, for
p1 < p2, is verified in the proof of Theorem [8:23] O

8.5. Interrelations between singularities. As we hinted in the previous sub-
section, Theorem [8:23] does not capture the whole scene of singularity of Sobolev
spaces. To conclude the paper, we discuss potential refinements to the assumptions
that might be able to characterize this phenomenon. We begin by remarking that
the equivalence in Theorem does not hold without the present assumptions.

Example 8.34. Consider the IGS whose generator is the graph in Figure [8.35] and
the gluing rules are given by matching of the colors. We will give a brief argument
why this IGS produces a self-similar space whose energy measures are singular and
Sobolev spaces are not mutually singular for any pairs of distinct exponents.
First, observe that the function in the figure is the optimal potential function
Up,+ for all p € (1,00). To see this, it is easy to check that this function is p-
harmonic in V3 \ (I3 UI_). Then, the duality relation and a straightforward
computation yields that J,, + # Jp, + for all distinct exponents p1,p2 € (1, 00).
Since Up, 4 is independent of p, it follows that also %, ; is independent of p. In
particular, this function is contained in all Sobolev spaces, and the Sobolev spaces
therefore are not singular. On the other hand, since |VU,| is strictly positive and
independent of p, and |J,,| # |Jp,| for all distinct exponents pi,p2 € (1,00),
it follows from Theorem that T'p, (fp,) L Tp,(fp,) for all distinct exponents

P1,P2-

The key feature in Example why the Sobolev spaces are not singular is
that the optimal potential function is independent of p. This is clearly a sufficient
condition for the Sobolev spaces to have a non-trivial intersection. On the other
hand, when the optimal potentials are not equal, then %,, ¢ .%,,. To see this,
suppose that U,,  # Up, +. By the uniqueness of the energy minimizer, it holds
that &,, (Up,) > M,,. By Corollary we have &, (Upyn) = Ep, (Up,)™, and
therefore it holds that &), (%,,) = cc.

Now, given that a significant part of our analysis is based on the optimal poten-
tial function %, +, and that there is a natural necessary condition for the singularity
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FicGure 8.35. Figure of an IGS that produces an IGS-fractal
whose energy measures are singular but Sobolev spaces are not.
The values in the figure indicate the optimal potential function.

of Sobolev spaces to hold, we propose our best guess towards a complete charac-
terization.

Conjecture 8.36. The Sobolev spaces F,, and F,, are mutually singular if and
only ’Lf Up1,+ 7& Up2,+‘

As we discussed, Up, + # Up, + is a necessary condition for the singularity to
hold. Note that we essentially verified Conjecture [B.36] under Assumption [8:22]
during the proof of Theorem [8.23

We conclude the paper in addressing another curious problem. In Theorem
[1.1] we verified that both energy measures and Sobolev spaces are singular for the
Laakso diamond. In Theorem [8:33] we saw that neither of the singularities hold
for the Laakso space (Example . Thanks to the IGS given in Example [8.34]
we know that it is possible that the energy measures are singular and the Sobolev
spaces are not. Sadly, we do not have an example for the remaining case where
Sobolev spaces are singular but energy measures are not.

Problem 8.37. Is there an IGS-fractal so that for some pairs of distinct expo-
nents p1,p2 € (1,00) the Sobolev spaces F,, and F,, are mutually singular and

Fpl <62/p1> = Fp2 <%pz> ¢

If the answer to Problem is positive, this means that the two singularity
problems of energy measures and Sobolev spaces are independent of each other.
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