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Abstract

In the ordinary theory of Sobolev spaces on domains of R", the p-
energy is defined as the integral of |V f|”. In this paper, we try to con-
struct a p-energy on compact metric spaces as a scaling limit of discrete
p-energies on a series of graphs approximating the original space. In con-
clusion, we propose a notion called conductive homogeneity under which
one can construct a reasonable p-energy if p is greater than the Ahlfors
regular conformal dimension of the space. In particular, if p = 2, then
we construct a local regular Dirichlet form and show that the heat kernel
associated with the Dirichlet form satisfies upper and lower sub-Gaussian
type heat kernel estimates. As examples of conductively homogeneous
spaces, we present new classes of square-based self-similar sets and ra-
tionally ramified Sierpinski crosses, where no diffusions were constructed
before.
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1 Introduction

The main objective of this paper is to generalize the following elementary fact.

Let I = [0,1]. Define

50 =3 (55 -G

forn >1and f:I— R. If fis smooth or more generally f € W1P(I), which
is the (1, p)-Sobolev space, then

1
(2P 1yrEn(f) — / IV fPPde

as n — 0o, where V f is the derivative of f.

Our naive question is what is a counterpart of this in the case of metric

spaces. More precisely, our general strategy of the study is:
(1) To fix an adequate sequence of discrete graphs {(T,, E})}n>1, where T,



is a discrete approximation of the original metric space (X,d) and E} is the
collection of edges, i.e. pairs of points in T,,. For a function f :7T,, — R, define

g =5 Y. If@-rwr,

(z.y)EET,

which is called the p-energy of the function f.
(2) To find a proper scaling constant ¢ such that the space of functions

{f: X = R|0"E) (P, f) is “convergent” as n — oo},

where P, f is a suitable discrete approximation of f, is rich enough to be a
“Sobolev” space in some sense. From our perspective, we do not care about the
existence of a derivative V f but pursue the convergence of 0”& (P, f).

Actually, in the case p = 2, this strategy was employed to construct Dirichlet
forms inducing diffusion processes on self-similar sets like the Sierpinski gasket
and the Sierpinski carpet. (See Figure ) For the sake of simplicity, we confine
ourselves to non-finitely ramified self-similar sets. (This excludes post critically
finite self-similar sets represented by the Sierpinski gasket.) Barlow and Bass
constructed the Brownian motions on (generalized) Sierpinski carpets in [I, 2]
3, 4, 5, 6] as scaling limits of the Brownian motions on regions approximating
Sierpinski carpets. Later Kusuoka and Zhou employed the above strategy for
p = 2 and directly constructed the Dirichlet form inducing the Brownian motion
on the planar Sierpinski carpet in [36]. Note that all these works were done in
the last century. Although more than 20 years have passed, no essential progress
has been made on the construction of diffusion processes/Dirichlet forms on non-
finitely ramified self-similar sets. In particular, no diffusion was constructed on
square-based non-finitely ramified self-similar sets like those in Figure The
right-hand one is an example of rationally ramified Sierpinski crosses treated
in Section [[3l It has two different contraction ratios. The left-hand one is an
example having no symmetry of the square. As a by-product of our results
in this paper, we will construct non-trivial self-similar local regular Dirichlet
forms on classes of square-based self-similar sets including those in Figure
See Sections and [13] for details.

From the viewpoint of construction of Sobolev spaces on metric spaces, there
have already been established theories based on upper gradients, which corre-
spond to local Lipschitz constants of Lipschitz functions. Compared with our
strategy above, this direction is to seek a counterpart of Vf instead of the
convergence of o"&'(P,f) like us. The pioneering works of this theory are
Hajlasz[22], Cheeger[I5] and Shanmugalingam[40]. One can find a panoramic
view of this theory in [23]. Recent studies by Kajino and Murugan in [27]
and [26], however, have suggested that they may not cover all the interesting
cases. So far examples in question are higher dimensional Sierpinski gaskets,
the Vicsek set, and the planar Sierpinski carpet. What they have shown in
[27] and [26] is that the Brownian motions on those examples will not have the
Gaussian heat kernel estimate under any time change by a pair (d, ), where
a metric d is quasisymmetric to the Euclidean metric dg and a measure p has



Figure 1: Square-based self-similar sets

the volume doubling property with respect to dg. On the other hand, under
the established theory, the heat kernel associated with a (1,2)-Sobolev space
satisfying a (2, 2)-Poincaré inequality should satisfy the Gaussian estimate due
to the results in [20 [39] and [42]. Thus, the Dirichlet forms associated with the
Brownian motions on the above-mentioned self-similar sets can hardly be one
of (1,2)-Sobolev spaces based on upper gradients. Note that, in these cases,
there exist plenty of rectifiable curves with respect to (the restriction of) the
Euclidean metrics, which are even quasiconvex. Partly motivated by such a
situation, we will try to provide an alternative theory of function spaces, which
may be called Sobolev spaces or else, on metric spaces, and to construct natural
diffusion processes at the same time.

Getting straight to the conclusion, we propose a condition called p-conductive
homogeneity and show that under this condition, the strategy consisting of (1)
and (2) succeeds for p > dimar(K,d), where dim4g(K,d) is the Ahlfors regu-
lar conformal dimension of a compact metric space(K,d). One can see a more
precise and detailed exposition in what follows. The definition of the Ahlfors
regular conformal dimension of (K,d) is

dimy (K, d) = inf{«|there exist a metric p on K which is
quasisymmetric to d and a Borel regular measure p

which is a-Ahlfors regular with respect to p.} (1.1)

In the direction of our study, Shimizu has done pioneering work for the
case of the planar Sierpinski carpet, PSC for short, in the very recent paper
[41]. Extending Kusuoka-Zhou’s method, he has constructed a p-energy and the
corresponding p-energy measure for p > dimar(PSC,dg), and done detailed
analysis of those objects. In particular, he has shown that the collection of
functions with finite p-energies is a Banach space that is reflexive and separable.
His proof of reflexivity and separability can be easily extended to our general
case as well. See Theorem [6.22] for details.

Our framework on metric spaces is the theory of partitions introduced in
[34]. Let (K,d) be a compact metric space. We always suppose that (K,d) is
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To={¢} Ti={1,2, 3} S(1)={11,12, 13}
S(2) = (21, 22}

S(3) = {31, 32, 33}
Figure 2: Partition

connected in this paper. Roughly speaking, a partition of K is a sequence of
successive divisions of K by some of its compact subsets. The idea is illustrated
in Figure[2| Let Ty = {¢} and set K, = K. Starting from K, we first divide K
into finite number of children K,, for w € T1, i.e.

K= U Ky.

weTy

T is thought of as the collection of its children of Ty and denoted by S(¢).
Then we repeat this process of division, i.e. each w € T has a collection of its
children, S(w), such that

K,= |J K.
veS(w)

Define T» as the disjoint union of the S(w)’s for w € Tj. So repeating this
process inductively, we have {T},},>¢ where each w € T,, has the collection of
its children S(w) C Ty 41. Set

T = UTn.

n>0

With several requirements described in Section [2] the family { K, bwer is called
a partition of K.

For each n > 1, T;, has a natural graph structure associated with a given
partition {Ky }wer. Namely, if

E:; = {(u,v)|u,v eTh, K,NK, 7é @}7

then (T, E}) is a connected graph, which is illustrated in Figure [3 To avoid
technical complexity, we are going to explain our results under Assumption [2.15]
hereafter in the introduction. In fact, if (K, d) is a-Ahlfors regular for some «
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(T1, ET) (T2, E2)

Figure 3: Graphs associated with a partition

and the metric d is 1-adapted in the sense of [34] , then Assumption holds.
So our setting should be broad enough.
For A C T,,, we define the p-energy of a function on A by

1
Ealhl=5 > If-f@l
u,vEA
(u,v)€E],
To carry out our strategy, we introduce two key characteristic quantities which
are conductance and neighbor disparity constants. For A, A, A C T, with
A, Ay C A and Ay N Ay = (), define the p-conductance between A; and A, in
A at the level m by

Epm(Ar, Az, A) = nf{E) 5 (NIf : S™(A) = R, f

Sm(Ay) = 1,f Sm(Ag) = 0}7

where S™(A) C T,,+, is the collection of the descendants in the m-th generation
from A.

Remark. Attaching a resistor of resistance 1 to each edge (u,v) € Ej ., we
may consider the graph (T4, E;;,,,) as an electric network. In this respect,
the reciprocal of & (A1, A2, A) is the effective resistance between A; and A,
within A and hence & ,,, (A1, A2, A) corresponds to the effective conductance.
Such an analogy has been often used in the study of random walks. See [18] for
a classical reference. In potential theory, the quantity &a ., (A1, Aa, A) is called

“capacity” as well.

In particular, for w € T;,, define
gp,m (w) = gp,m({w}v I (w)cv Tn)7
where I'y (w) is the collection of neighbors of w in T;, given by

' (w) = {vlv € T,,, (w,v) € E}}.



The value &, ,, (w) represents the p-conductance between w and the complement
of its neighborhood I'y (w) in the m-th generation from w. In [34], it was shown
that

lim sup ( sup & ’m(w)w%) <1 if and only if p > dimag(K,d). (1.2)

m—ro0 weT
The other one, the neighbor disparity constant, is defined as

_ ( [(f)sm(w) — (f)Sm(v)p>
0p7m,n = sup sup R
f:S’NL

(w,w)eE? (w,v)—=R 5;1’;%(%1,) (f)

where S™ (w,v) = S™(w) U S™(v) and (f)gm(w) is the average of f on S (w)
under a suitable measure p. For the case p = 2, this constant was introduced
in [36]. The neighbor disparity constant controls the difference of means of a
function on neighboring cells via the p-energy.

And now, p-conductive homogeneity, which is the principal notion of this
paper, is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. (K,d) is said to be p-conductively homogeneous if and only if
there exists ¢ > 0 such that

sup Ep,m (W) sUp op mn < €
weT n>1

for any m > 1.

At a glance, it does not quite look like “homogeneity”. The following theo-
rem, however, gives the legitimacy of the name.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem|[8.1)). (K,d) is p-conductively homogeneous if and only
if there exist 0 > 0 and c¢q,co > 0 such that

10" < Epm(w) < cgo™™

for any w € T\{¢} and m > 1 and
Clgm S Op,m,n S CQUm
for any m,n > 1.

The next natural question is how the conductive homogeneity is related to
construction of a p-energy. The answer is the next theorem which follows by

combining Theorems and Lemma [8.5]

Theorem 1.3. Suppose p > dimagr(K,d) and (K,d) is p-conductively homoge-
neous. Let C(K) be the collection of continuous functions on K. Define

() = (sup 0™ (Po))”

m>0



for f e LP(K, ), where

(B f) (w

and

WP = {f|f € LP(K, ), Np(f) < oo}
Then N,(f) = 0 if and only if f is constant on K, N, is a semi-norm of
WP WP || - lpu + Np(+)) is a Banach space and WP is a dense subset of

~ 1
(C(K), || - |loc)- Moreover, there exists £, : WP — [0,00) such that & is a
semi-norm of WP which is equivalent to Ny (+), &, satisfies the Markov property
and there exist T > 0 and c1,co > 0 such that

cid(z,y)" < fselﬂjp W < cod(z,y)"

Ep(f)#0

for any x,y € K. In particular, for p = 2, one can choose (E’g,WQ) as a local
reqular Dirichlet form on L?(K, ).

Note that by , the condition p > dim 4 g (K, d) implies 0 > 1. An explicit
description of the constant 7 is given in Lemma [8.5] In addition, we show a
sub-Gaussian type heat kernel estimate for the diffusion process induced by the
Dirichlet form (£,,42) in Theorem Moreover, if (K, d) is a self-similar set
with rationally related contraction ratios, then a self-similar p-energy which is
equivalent to N, will be constructed in Section [9

Another important question is how to show conductive homogeneity. The
following theorem provides an equivalent and useful condition for this purpose.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem [B.4). Suppose that p > dimar(K,d). (K,d) is p-
conductively homogeneous if and only if, for any k > 1, there exists c¢(k) > 0
such that
Sup Epm(2) < c(k)Ep m (u, v, S*(w)) (1.3)
zeT

foranym >1, w €T and u,v € S*(w) with u # v.

The condition , which is the same as in Theorem is a relative
of the “Knight move” condition in [36] described in the terminology of random
walks, although the word “Knight move” does not make sense from the appear-
ance of any longer. The original “Knight move” in [I] was the name of
an argument based on the symmetry of the Sierpinski carpet to show a proba-
bilistic counterpart of ((1.3]). With certain symmetries of the space, it is possible
to show the condition (1.3) by the method of combinatorial modulus in [IT].
Applying Theorem we are going to show the conductive homogeneity for
examples like those in Figure [T]in Sections [I2] and



Figure 4: von Koch curve, Sierpinski gasket and Sierpinski carpet

Besides applications, Theorem [I.4) has a remarkable theoretical consequence;
conductive homogeneity is determined only by conductance constants and in-
dependent of the neighbor disparity constants if p > dimag(K,d). This is the
reason conductive homogeneity is called “conductive” homogeneity.

The major methodological backgrounds of this paper are Kusuoka-Zhou's
arguments in [36] and combinatorial moduli of path families on graphs intro-
duced in [II]. On many occasions, we will extend Kusuoka-Zhou’s results to
compact metric spaces and to general values of p. On such occasions, we will
put a reference to the original result by Kusuoka and Zhou right behind the
number of the propositions and lemmas like “Lemma 5.2 ([36], (2.12) lemmal)”.
Beyond Kusuoka-Zhou’s arguments, the notion of combinatorial modulus will
play a crucial role on several occasions. The most important one is in the
proof of a sub-multiplicative inequality of conductance constants, Corollary
Moreover, by Lemma [C.4] one can compare moduli of different graphs and this
lemma is indispensable for showing (1.3) in Sections |11] m and [13] .

Regrettably, we do not have much for the case p < dlmAR(K d). In Sec-
tion I, we will construct a function space WP and a semi-norm 5 on WP under
p-conductive homogeneity for p € [1,dimag(K,d)]. In this case, however, WP
is given as a subspace of LP(K, ) and we do not know whether WP N C(K)
is dense in (C(K),|| - ||oo) or not. This is due to the lack of an elliptic Har-
nack principle of p-harmonic functions on the corresponding graphs. In the case
p = 2, using the coupling method, Barlow and Bass conquered this difficulty for
higher dimensional Sierpinski carpets in [5] and [6]. We have little idea what
is an analytic counterpart of the coupling method at this moment. It is a big
open problem for future work. In particular, it is interesting to know whether
the following naive conjecture is true or not.

Conjecture. WP C C(K) if and only if p > dimsg(K, d).

Now we briefly explain what happens in the cases of familiar examples.
1. Unit (hyper)cube [—1,1]™: In this case, for any p > n,

W= W ([=1,1]7)

and there exists ¢ > 0 such that

c&p(f) < / VfPde < ¢y (f)

[,1}1]n



for any f € WP([—1,1]"). See Example [12.7| for details. Even if p € [1,n], the
above results should be true but we do not have any proof for now.

2. von Koch curve (Figure : The von Koch curve does not contain any recti-
fiable curve, so that the approaches using upper gradients do not work from the
beginning. However, our theory does not distinguish metric spaces which are
snowflake equivalent, i.e. two metric spaces (X,dx) and (Y, dy) are snowflake
equivalent if there exist a homeomorphism ¢ : X — Y, ¢1,¢0 > 0 and a > 0
such that

crdx (r1,72)" < dy(o(x1), 0(22)) < codx (w1, 22)”

for any x1,x2 € X. Since the von Koch curve is snowflake equivalent to the
unit interval [0, 1], we see that WP for the von Koch curve equals W7 ([0,1])
for any p > 1.

3. Planar Sierpinski carpet (Figure : As is mentioned above, this is one
of the original motivations of this paper and it is expected that our space WP
is quite different from what one may get from the upper gradient approaches.
By Theorem the planar Sierpinski carpet K is shown to be p-conductive
homogeneous for any p > dimar(K,d,), where d, is the restriction of the Eu-
clidean metric. Moreover, let ay = ﬁg g and let 8, = 1<1)Ogg8; , where o is the
exponent appearing in Theorem Then by [4I, Theorem 2.19], we have a
fractional Korevaar-Shoen type expression of WP as follows:

Wp:{ffELpK,u hmsup/ / /(@) — F)P dxdy<oo}
K M Bg, (z,r) 7P

rl0

Furthermore it is shown in [41] that 3, > p. This fact implies that WP should not
coincide with any of the spaces obtained by approaches using upper gradients.
4. Sierpinski gasket (Figure : Let K be the standard Sierpinski gasket and
let d,. be the restriction of the Euclidean metric. Since K is one of nested
fractals and dimsr (K, d.) = 1, Theorem yields that K is p-conductively
homogeneous for any p > 1. Arguments analogous to those in [41], Section 5.3]
give the same fractional Korevaar-Shoen type expression of WP as the planar

Sierpinski carpet. In this case, ay = % and B, = Ii)ggg; . We expect that
Bp > p for any p > 1. In fact, due to [§], we know 5 = 1025 > 2. Moreover,

Bp/p is monotonically decreasing by [34, Lemma 4.7.3]. So at least for p € (1, 2],
Bp > p and the space VWP does not seem to be obtained by the upper gradient
approaches. However in this case, if we replace the Euclidean metric with the
harmonic geodesic metric and the Hausdorff measure with the Kusuoka measure,
then the heat kernel associated with the new pair of the metric and the measure
has the Gaussian estimate. See [30] for details. Consequently, the Cheeger
theory [15] is now in place for W? at least. On the other hand, the replacement
of the metric and the measure causes a change of the partition and, consequently,
a change of the associated function space W¥. So, we expect that WP associated
with the new pair may coincide with those obtained from the approaches based
on upper gradients but we have no proof so far.

Before the conclusion of the introduction, we mention two related works.
The first one is [10], where the authors constructed another type of “Sobolev

10



spaces” Ap(X ) on a compact metric space (Z,d) from its hyperbolic fillings X.
The method is to construct a discretization Pf on X of f € L*(Z), and to
consider the weak ¢P-norm of the gradient of Pf. Their space AP(Z) seems
closely related to our space WP but we merely know that WP C AP(X ) under
suitable assumptions at this point. The second one is [24], where the authors
constructed a p-energy on Sierpinski gasket type self-similar sets by extending
the notion of harmonic structures in the case of p = 2 for post critically finite
self-similar sets. Their p-energy should be equivalent to ours, although they did
not show the completeness of the domain of their p-energy. Despite the fact that
their method can work only for finitely ramified self-similar sets even if p = 2,
their work is the first pioneering study to construct a p-energy by renormalizing
discrete counterparts.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section[2} we review the basics
of partitions of compact metric spaces and then give a framework of this paper
including standing assumptions, Assumptions 2.6 2.7 2-10|and 2.12] In the end,
we present Assumption which is stronger than the combination of all the
assumptions above but more concise. In Section [3| we introduce the notion of
conductance constant which is one of two principal quantities of this paper and
we show the existence of a partition of unity associated with the conductance
constant. In Section[d] we introduce the notion of combinatorial moduli of path
families on graphs and show a sub-multiplicative inequality for conductance
constants using them. In Section [5] we introduce the other principal quantity,
the neighbor disparity constant and show its relation with the conductance
constant and a sub-multiplicative inequality of them. In Section |6, we construct
our function space WP and the p-energy &, under Assumptio and show
Theorem At the same time, we propose a condition called p-conducive
homogeneity and show, in Section that the condition p > dimar(K,d) and p-
conductive homogeneity imply Assumption[6.2} In Section[7} we see what we can
do for p < dimag(K,d). In Section |8) we show Theorem (= Theorem [1.2))
and Theorem [8.4] (= Theorem [1.4). Moreover, in Theore we give a sub-
Gaussian type heat kernel estimate for the diffusion process induced by the
Dirichlet form (€, W?) given in Section @ In Section @ we construct a self-
similar p-energy for self-similar sets with rationally related contraction ratios. In
Section[I0} we give a sufficient condition for the conductive homogeneity for self-
similar sets. Section[TI]is devoted to a class of self-similar sets called subsystems
of cubic tiling, for which conductive homogeneity is shown through Theorem [8.4]
This class includes the Sierpinski carpets, the Menger curve, and the higher
dimensional hypercubes. In Section we present examples of subsystems of
cubic tiling having the conductive homogeneity. Also, Section [13|is devoted to
showing conductive homogeneity of rationally ramified Sierpinski crosses. In
Sections [I5] [16] and [I7] we give a proof of Theorem [8:4] In Section I8 we show
the conductance, Poincaré and the neighbor disparity constants are uniformly
bounded from below and above. We will briefly discuss the modification of the
graph structure in Section Finally, in Section we gather open problems
and future directions of research. Appendices give basic facts used in this paper.

11



2 Framework

In this section, we are going to make our framework of this paper clear. It
is based on the notion of partitions of compact metric spaces parametrized by
rooted trees, which was introduced in [34]. Roughly speaking, a partition is
successive divisions of a given space like the binary division of the unit interval.
See [34] for examples. Since this notion is relatively new and unfamiliar to most
of the readers, we will give a minimal but detailed account of its definition.

To start with, we present the basics of graphs and trees.

Definition 2.1. Let T be a countable set and let A : T x T — {0,1} which
satisfies A(w,v) = A(v,w) and A(w,w) = 0 for any w,v € T. We call the
pair (T, A) a (non-directed) graph with the vertices T' and the adjacency ma-
trix A. An element (u,v) € T x T is called an edge of (T,.A) if and only if
A(u,v) = 1. We often identify the adjacency matrix A with the collection of
edges {(u,v)|u,v € T, A(u,v) = 1}.

(1) A graph (T, .A) is called locally finite if #({v|A(w,v) = 1}) < oo for any
w € T, where #(A) is the number of elements of a set A.

(2) For wo,...,w, € T, (wp,w1,...,wy,) is called a path between wy and w,
if A(w;,w;41) =1for any i =0,1,...n —1. A path (wg,w1,...,w,) is called
simple if and only if w; # w; for any 4,j with 0 <i < j <n and |i — j| < n.
(3) (T,A) is called a tree if and only if there exists a unique simple path be-
tween w and v for any w,v € T with w # v. For a tree (T, .A), the unique simple
path between two vertices w and v is called the geodesic between w and v and
denoted by wou. We write u € wv if wo = (wo, w1, ..., w,) and u = w; for some
i.

Next, we define fundamental notions on trees.

Definition 2.2. Let (T,.A) be a tree and let ¢ € T. The triple (T, A, ¢) is
called a rooted tree with a root (or a reference point, see [44] e.g.) ¢.
(1) Definen:T — T by

{wnl ifw;éqﬁand%:(wo,wl,...7wn,1,wn),
m(w) = .
1) ifw=4¢

and, for w € T, set

S(w) = {v[r(v) = wi\{w}.
An element v € S(w) is thought of as a child of w. Moreover, for any k > 1, we
define S*(w) inductively as

S (w) = U S*(v).

veS(w)

which is the collection of descendants in the k-th generation from w.
(2) For w € T and m > 0, we define

|w| = min{n|n > 0,7"(w) = ¢} and Ty, = {wlw e T, |w|=m}

12



(3) For any w € T, define
T(w) = {v|there exists n > 0 such that 7" (v) = w},

which is the collection of all the descendants of w.
(4) Define

Y = {(w(?))i>o|w(?) € T; and w(i) = w(w(i + 1)) for any ¢ > 0}.

For w = (w(4))i>0 € X, set [w], = w(m) for m > 0. An element (w(i));>0 € &
is called a geodesic ray starting from ¢ in [44].

Remark. In [34], we have used (T),, and T, in place of T;, and T'(w) respectively.

Throughout this paper, T is a countably infinite set and (7, .A4) is a locally
finite tree satisfying #({v|(w,v) € A}) > 2 for any w € T.
Next, we define partitions.

Definition 2.3 (Partition). Let (K, Q) be a compact metrizable topological
space having no isolated point, where O is the collection of open sets.

(1) A collection of non-empty compact subsets { Ky }wer is called a partition
of K parametrized by (T, A, ¢) if and only if it satisfies the following conditions
(P1) and (P2).

(P1) K, = K and for any w € T, K,, has no isolated point and

K, = U K,.
veS(w)

(P2) For any w € ¥, Nyy>0K]y),, is a single point.

Originally in [34], we did not assume that K is connected to include spaces
like the Cantor set. In this paper, however, we will only deal with connected
spaces. In such cases, the assumption that K has no isolated point is always
satisfied unless K is a single point.

As an illustrative example of partitions, we present the case of the unit square
[~1,1]? as a self-similar set. This is an example of the general construction of
partitions associated with self-similar sets discussed in Section [9}

Example 2.4 (the unit square). Let K = [-1,1]? and let S = {1,2,3,4}.
Set p1 = [-1,-1],p2 = [1,—1],p3 = [1,1] and py = [-1,1]. For i € S, define
fi(@) = 3(z — p;) + p; for any « € R Then it is obvious that

K= U fi(K).

€S

This is the expression of the unit square as the self-similar set with respect to
the collection of contractions {f;}ics. Let

T,=5"={i1...1p]i; € Sforany j=1,...,n}.
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41 | 42 | 31 | 32 +

14 | 13 | 24 | 23

] 2 11 12 21 22 .
ry(13)

T, = {1,234} T, = {1,2,3,4}?

Figure 5: Partition of the unit square

In particular let Ty = {¢}. Moreover define T' = U,;,>0T}, and define 7 : T — T
by
7T<i1 N inin+1) = il . ’Ln

for any 41 . ..inin41 € Tyep for n > 1 and w(¢) = ¢. Define A(w,v) for w,v € T
as A(w,v) = 1 if m(w) = v or 7(v) = w except for (w,v) = (¢,¢). Then
(T, A, ¢) is a rooted tree. For w =w; ...w, € T, define

fw:fw1o"~ofwn and Kw:fw(K)'
Then {K, }wer is a partition of K parametrized by (T, A, ¢). See Figure
The following definition is a collection of notions concerning partitions.

Definition 2.5. Let {K,, fwer be a partition of K parametrized by (T, A, ¢).
(1) Define O,, and B,, for w € T by

0, = w\< U Kv>,

’UGT‘w‘\{’u)}
Bw:me< U KU>.
’UGT‘W‘\{IU}

If O, # 0 for any w € T, then the partition K is called minimal.
(2) For any A C T, and w € A, define T'{;(w) C T,, as

4 (w) = {ulu € A, there exist u(0),...,u(M) € A such that
u(0) = w, u(M) = v and K, N K1) # 0 forany i =0,...,M — 1}.

For simplicity, for w € T,,, we write I'js(w) = F;‘\F; (w).
(3) {Kw}wer is called uniformly finite if and only if

sup #(I'1 (w)) < +o0.
weT

14



.W . U
H(w)
Iy(w)
(W) w = 7%(u)
[y(zm(w)) S2(w)
QD :ki=1,M.=1 22 :k=2,M.=M,=1

Figure 6: Assumption the unit square

If a partition is minimal, then O,, is actually the interior of K,, and B,, is
the topological boundary of K,,. See [34] Proposition 2.2.3] for details.

In the case of the unit square in Example 2.4 K, is a square and O,
(resp. B,,) is the interior (resp. the boundary) of K,,. Therefore, it is minimal.
Moreover,

sup #(I'1(w)) <8,

weT

so that it is uniformly finite.
Now we give the first part of our framework in this paper.

Assumption 2.6. T is a countably infinite set, ¢ € T, and (T, .A) is a locally
finite tree satisfying #({w|(w,v) € A}) > 2 for any w € T. (K, O) is a compact
connected metrizable space. {K,}wer is a partition of K parametrized by
(T, A, ¢) that is minimal, and uniformly finite.

(1) For any w € T, K,, is connected.

(2) There exist M, and k. € N such that

7 (Dag. 41 (w)) € T, (7 (w) (2.1)

for any w e T.
(3) There exists My > M, such that

T (u) N S (w) € 5, (u) (2.2)

for any w € T, k > 1 and u € S*(w).

See Figure [6] for an illustrative exposition of Assumption [2.6] in the case of
the unit square.

Remark. As is explicitly mentioned in Proposition Assumption [2.6}(2) is
always satisfied under mild additional assumptions.

Remark. If M, = 1, then we have I'ys, (w) N A =T4%, (w) for any w and A. So
in this case, by choosing My = M, = 1, Assumption (3) is always satisfied.
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Throughout this paper, we set

L= sg#(lﬁ(w)). (2.3)

Then, for any m € N,

i‘él%#(rm(w)) < (L)™.

Under Assumption(Q), if the partition {K,, }wer is replaced by the par-
tition {Ky }eres), where Tk = Ui>0Tik, , the constant k, can be regarded
as 1. So doing such replacement, we will adopt the following assumption.

Assumption 2.7. The constant k, appearing in (2.1)) is 1.

For a given partition {K,, },er, we always associate the following graph
structure E; on T,.

Proposition 2.8. Forn > 0, define
E:L = {(w>v)|wav €eTh,w#v,KyNK, # @}

Then (T,,, E}) is a non-directed graph. Under Assumption[2.6, (T,, E}) is con-
nected for any n > 0, and

' (w) = {vlv € Tp,, (w,v) € E'}
foranyn >0 and w € T,.
Remark. In [34], E}; is denoted by J',,.

Definition 2.9. For w € T,,, define
9S8™(w) = {v|v € S™(w), there exists v' € Ty 4m
such that (v,v) € E}_,, and 7™ (v') # w.}
The set 9S™(w) is a kind of a boundary of S™(w). In fact, it is easy to see
98™ (w) = {vjv € S™(w), K, N By, # 0},

where B,, is the topological boundary of K, as is mentioned above. So the next
assumption means that the boundary is not the whole space.

Assumption 2.10. There exists mgy > 1 such that S™(w)\0S™(w) # 0 for any
w €T and m > my.

In Figure [7] we have an illustrative exposition of Assumption [2.10] in the
case of the unit square.

Definition 2.11. For w € T, M > 1 and k > 1, define

Buk(w) = {vjv € S¥(w), Tpr—1(v) N OS*(w) # 0}.

16



oo

3S%(w)
> Uy :2)
B s2w)nas2ow) :
Assumption 2.10 Assumption 2.15-(2B)

Figure 7: Assumptions and (2B); the unit square

Remark. Bi j(w) = 0S*(w).

The final assumption is an assumption on a measure on K.

Assumption 2.12. pu is a Borel regular probability measure on K satisfying

W) = Y0 ) (2.4)

veS(w)

for any w € T. There exists v € (0, 1) such that

W Koy) > 'YM(Kﬂ(w)> (2.5)

for any w € T. This property is called “super-exponential” in [34]. Moreover,
there exists x> 0 such that if w,v € T, |w| = |v| and (w,v) € E}, |, then

(Kw) < mp(Ky) (2.6)

The condition ([2.6) corresponds to the gentleness of the measure u intro-
duced in [34]. Indeed, if 1 has the volume doubling property, then this condition
is satisfied. See Proposition 2.16] and its proof below for an exact statement.

Lemma 2.13. Under Assumptions[2.6, [2.10] and [2.13,

(1) u is exponential, i.e. p satisfies (2.5)) and there exist my > 1 and v; € (0,1)
such that p(K,) < np(Ky) for any w € T and v € S™ (w).

(2)

sup #(S(w)) < oo.
weT

Throughout this paper, we set

N, = sup #(S(w)). (2.7)

weT

Proof. (1) In fact, we set my = mg. For any w with |w| > 1 and m > 0,
we see that 9S™(w) # 0 because K is connected. Hence by Assumption

17



#(S™o(w)) > 2 for any w € T. Let v € S™ (w). Then there exists u € ™ (w)

with v # u. By ,
(Kw) > p(Ky) + p(Ky) > p(Ky) +9™ p(Kw),

?O)that p(EKy) < (1 =" u(Ky).
2
pE) = > ulKy) >y Y p(Ky) = 1#(S(w))u(Ky).

veES(w) veES(w)
Hence #(S(w)) < 1/7. O

Lemma 2.14. Under Assumptions and
S™ (w\Bag,m (w) # 0

foranyw e T, M >1 and m > Mmg. Moreover,

u( U m) > "M (K, (2.8)
veS™(

5™ (w)\Bar,m (w))
foranyw e T, n>0 and m > Mmy.

Proof. By Assumption we can inductively choose v; € S0 (w) for i > 1
such that v, 41 € S™°(v;)\0S™° (v;) for any i > 1. At the same time, we see v; ¢
Bi img(w). If moi < k < mo(i + 1), then v ¢ B; 1 (w) for v = 7m0+ =k (4, ).
So the first part of the claim has been verified. Now if v € S™(w)\Bas,m(w),
then

u( U KU> > pu(Ky) > 7™M p(K,,)
(w))

UES”(Sm(w)\BM,7n
by Assumption [2.12 O

Until now, we have not considered any metric of (K, Q), which was merely
assumed to be compact and metrizable. The introduction of a metric having
suitable properties enables us to integrate the above assumptions into the fol-
lowing one.

Assumption 2.15. T is a countably infinite set, ¢ € T, and (T, A) is a lo-
cally finite tree satisfying #({w|(w,v) € A}) > 2 for any w € T. (K,d) is
a compact connected metric space and diam(K,d) = 1, where diam(A4,d) =
sup, ,e4 d(z,y) for a subset A C B. {Ky, }wer is a partition of K parametrized
by (T, A, ¢) that is minimal and uniformly finite.
(1) For any w € T, K,, is connected.
(2) There exist M, > 1 and r € (0,1) such that the following properties (2A),
(2B), and (2C) hold,;
(2A) Define h, : T — (0,1] as h,.(w) = rI*l. Then there exist ci,co > 0 such
that

crhy(w) < diam(Ky,, d) < eoh,.(w)
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for any w e T.
(2B) For z € K and n > 1, define

Up(z:n) = U U K,

weT, vel' p (w)
€K,
(See Figure [7] for examples of Uy (- : 2) in the case of the unit square.) Then
there exist c¢1,co > 0 such that

By(z,c1m™) C Upp, (2 2 n) C Bg(x, cor™)

for any n > 1 and = € K, where By(z,7) = {y|d(z,y) <r}.
(2C) There exist ¢ > 0 such that, for any n > 1 and w € T, there exists
x € K, such that

K., D By(z,cr™).

(3) p is a Borel regular probability measure on K that is exponential and has
the volume doubling property with respect to the metric d. Furthermore, p
satisfies for any w € T.

(4) There exists My such that holds for any w € T, k > 1 and u € S*(w).
(5) For any w € T, 7(T'az, 41(w)) C Tag, (n(w).

Remark. In the terminology of [34], the condition (2A) corresponds to the bi-
Lipschitz equivalence of d and h,., the condition (2B) says that the metric d is
M,-adapted to h, and (2C) together with (2B) says the metric d is thick. The
combination of (2A), (2B) and (2C) is equivalent to that of (BF1) and (BF2)
in [34], Section 4.3].

Remark. Modifying the original partition { K, },cr, we always obtain Assump-
tion [2.15}(5) from Assumption (1), (2), (3) and (4). Namely, by Proposi-
tion [2.16] we have k, satisfying (2.1) under Assumption 2.15}(1), (2), (3) and
(4). So, replacing the original partition {Ky }wer with {Ky }perek.), we may
suppose k, = 1.

Proposition 2.16. Assumption [2.15-(1), (2), (3) and (4) suffice Assump-
tions and 213

Proof. About Assumption (1) and (3) are included in Assumption [2.15]
Since d is M,-adapted, [34, Proposition 4.4.4] shows the existence of k. required
in Assumption [2.6}(2). By (2C) and (2B), there exists mg > 1 such that

K., O Ba(x,cr™) D Uy, (2 n+my)

for any n > 1 and w € T, where the point z € K, is chosen as in (2C).
So if v € Thym, and z € K, then K, C By(z,cr™) and hence K, N B, = (.
Therefore Assumption is satisfied. is included in Assumption and
follows from the fact that p is exponential. Finally, (2.6]) is a consequence
of the volume doubling property by [34, Theorem 3.3.4]. O
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Under Assumption we may suppose further properties of the metric d
and the measure . Namely, if a > dimy (K, d), then by , there exist an
a-Ahlfors regular metric d, which is quasisymmetric to d and a Borel regular
measure v which is a-Ahlfors regular with respect to dy, i.e. there exist ¢1,co > 0
such that

cr® <v(Bg,(x,r)) < cor® (2.9)

for any x € K and r € (0,2diam(K,d)]. Replacing d and p by d,. and v
respectively, we may assume that d is a-Ahlfors regular. Note that if p is a-
Ahlfors regular with respect to d, then « is the Hausdorff dimension of (K, d).

3 Conductance constant

Hereafter in this paper, we always presume Assumptions and

In this section, we introduce the conductance constant £ p m(w, A) and
show the existence of a partition of unity whose p-energies are estimated by
conductance constants from above. In the next section, using the method of
combinatorial modulus, we will establish a sub-multiplicative inequality of con-
ductance constants.

To begin with, we define p-energies of functions on graphs (7,,, E) and the
associated p-conductances between subsets.

Notation. Let A be a set. Set
A ={f|f: A—R}. (3.1)
Definition 3.1. (1) Let A C T,,. For f € {(A), define & 4(u) by
D=5 X 1w e
u,vEA,(u,v)EEY
(2) Let A C T, and let Ay, Ay C A. Define

Epn(Ar, Az, A) = f{ENET 0 (FIF € US™(A)), f

sm(ay) =1, flsm(a,) =0}

(3) Let ACT,. For w € A, define
Entpam(w, A) = Epm({w}, A\Lyy (w), A),
which is called the p-conductance constant of w in A at level m.

For simplicity, we often denote a set consisting of a single point, {w}, by w.
For example, if A; and Ay are single points u and v respectively, we sometimes
write &, m (u, v, A) instead of &, ,,, ({u}, {v}, 4).

Lemma 3.2.
gMo,p,m(uﬂ S (w)) < Em, ,p,m(uv T|w\+k)~

for anyw €T, k>0 and u € S*(w).
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Proof. This follows from the assumption (2.2)). O

Remark. In case M, = 1, we always have I'{(w) = I'y(w) N A. Hence even

without (2.2)),

gl’P’m(w’ Sk(w)) < gl7p7m(w7T|w\+k)
for any w € T, k > 0 and u € S*(w).

The following lemma shows the existence of a partition of unity.

Lemma 3.3. Let p > 1 and let A C T,,. For any w € A, there exists ¢y,
S™(A) — [0,1] such that

> ew=1 Pulsma) 2 (L), Gulsmanse g w) =0

weA
and

E 1 (00) < (LM 4 1P wmax Eyppn(u, A)

p,S (A w/6F2AM+1(w)

Proof. Let hy, € £(S™(A)) satisfy hw|sm(w) = 1, hw|smapsm@a w)) = 0 and
Evtpom(w, A) = EEM(hy). Define h € £(S™(A)) as

P57 (4)
h(v) =Y hu(v)

weA

for any v € S™(A). Note that 1 < h(v) < (L.)M. Set ¢, = hy/h and
Epim(w) = E;,NS™ (T4 (w))?. Tt follows that ¢y, (u) = ¢, (v) = 0 for any
(u,v) ¢ Eptm(w). Let (u,v) € Epgpm(w). Then hy, (v)(hy (v) — by (u)) = 0 for
any w’ ¢ I'sh,, (w). Hence

0 (1) — P (0)] = mw(v)(hw(u) — huo(0)) + ho(0) (h(v) — h(w)))

< Jho(@) =ho@)+ Y (b (w) = ha (0)].

w’ EFé“M_H (w)

Set C' = (L,)**1 4- 1. Then the last inequality yields

e =y O el = gulo)P

(u,'u) EEntm (w)
crL
<

< Y (m@-h@P+ Y hw@) = he @)

(u,v)EEn+m(w) w/eF§NI+1(w)
-1 + +
<CP (55,5?(,4) (hw) + Z E;L,SZL(A) (h“’/))
w/GFfMJrl (w)

< CP max Empm (W', A).
w’€F2M+1 (w)

O
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In particular, in the case A = T, the associated partition of unity defined
below will be used to show the regularity of the p-energy constructed in Sec-
tion

Definition 3.4. For w € T, define h}; , ,,, € £(T|w|+m) as the unique function
h satisfying h|Sm(w) =1, h|T|me\Sm(FM(w)) =0 and

g]Lw\+m(h) = €M7p7m(w, T|w‘)
Moreover, define ¥y, 1, € {(Tjw|+m) by

*
hM,w,m

*
SDM,w,m - * .
ZveT‘w‘ h]\/l,v,m

By the proof of Lemma 3.3

gg+m(gpxl<\/[,w7m> S ((L*)2M+1 + 1)[7 ,LI)%%-‘X gM»P;m(U’Tn)

for any w € T,,.

4 Combinatorial modulus

Another principal tool of this paper is the notion of combinatorial modulus of a
path family of a graph introduced in [I1]. The general theory is briefly reviewed
in Appendix [C] In this section, we introduce the notion of the p-modulus of
paths between two sets and show a sub-multiplicative inequality for them.

Definition 4.1. (1) Define
B3 = {(w,v)|w,v € Tppyyv € Tar(w)}-
Note that E}, = EY ,,. Moreover, define
O (w,v) = min{M|v € T'ps(w)}

for w,v € T,. O (w,v) is the graph distance of the graph (Tp,, E},).
(2) Let ACT, and let Ay, Ay C A. For k > 0, define

CM(Ay, Ay, A) = {(v(1),...,v(1))|v(i) € S™(A) for any i = 1,...,1,
there exist v(0) € S™(A4;) and v(I+ 1) € S™(A3)
such that (v(i),v(i + 1)) € Eyf .y, forany i =0,...,1.},

-A%W)(AMA%A) = {f|f : Tn-‘rm — [0,00),

l
Zf(w(i)) > 1 for any (w(1),...,w(l)) € CP (A1, Ay, A)} (4.1)
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and

FeAD (A1, Az, 4) u€Tn+m

(3) For w € T, define

COM (w) = €D ({w}, Ty (w), T), AGD, (w) = AXD ({w}, Ty (w)°, Ty,

and

MGD (w) = MO ({w}, Ty (w)°, Th).

N,p,m

The quantity ./\/lp, (Al, As, A) is called the p-modulus of the family of paths
between A; and As inside A.

Remark. In and 7 the domain of f is T,4,,. However, since we only
use f(u) for u € S™(A) in and the sum in becomes smaller by setting
f(u) =0 for u € T 11, \S™(A), we may think of the domain of f as S™(A).

As is the case of conductances, if A; and A, consist of single points v and
v respectively, then we write ciM (u,v, A), (M) (u,v,A) and Méﬂfn) (u,v, A)
instead of C ({u}, {v}, A), AN ({u}, {v}, A) and M) ({u}, {v}, A) respec-
tively.

By [34, Proposition 4.8.4], we have the following simple relation between
Ep.m(A1, Az, A) and M,(QTT),L(Al, As, A). Consequently, to know ML}%@(AI, As, A)
is essential to know &, ., (A1, Aa, A).

Lemma 4.2. Let A C T, and let A1, Ay C A with Ay N Ay = 0. Then for any
m>1andp >0,

1

f*ep,m(Al,A27 A) < M) (Ay, As, A) < 2max{1, (L)P 7}y m (A1, Az, A)

(4.3)
The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3 (Sub-multiplicative inequality). Let ko, L, M € N. Suppose that
ko(Tpy1(u)) C Tar(nho(u)) for any u € T. Then

MY ) < @Ml ) max MO (),

’UESk(FA[(’LU))
foranyl e N, k> ko, w e T and p > 0, where qr depends only p, L, and L.
Remark. If 7% (Tp 1 (u)) € Tpr(n*o(w)), then 7%(Tp i1 (u)) € Tpr(n*(u)) for
any k > k.

Similar sub-multiplicative inequalities for moduli of curve families have been
shown in [II], Proposition 3.6], [14] Lemma 3.8] and [34, Lemma 4.9.3].

By Assumptlon. 2.7, the assumption 7% (T'z 1 (u)) C T (70 (u)) is satisfied
with M = L = M, and ky = 1. This fact along with Lemma shows the
following sub-multiplicative inequality of conductance constants.
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Corollary 4.4. For any n,k,l>1, we T, andp > 1.

Em, p+1 (0, Tn) < @@z, pk(w,Tp) max  En, pi(v, Togr),  (44)
UESk(Fju(U}))

where the constant qrg = q@a(p, L+, M) depends only on p, L. and M,.
The rest of this section is devoted to a proof of Theorem

Lemma 4.5. Let A C T, and let Ay, Ay C A with Ay N Ay = (. Assume that
Tar(u) N S™(A) is connected for any u € S™(A). Then

Mgzn(AlaA%A) < Mé%) (A1, Ag, A) < (L) PFIM AN (A}, Ay, A).

P,

Proof. By definition,
CM(Ay, Ay, A) D CD(Ay, Ay, A) and A (A, Ay, A) C AW (A4, Ay, A).

This shows
M (A1, Az, A) < MM (A4, A, A).
Define
Hy = Tar(u)

for any u € (T)p+m. Then
#(Hu) < (LM and #({vlu € Ho}) < (L)Y,

Let (u(1),...,u(l)) € C"(A;, Ay, A). Then there exist u(0) € S™(A;) N
Tar(u(1)) and u(l+ 1) € S™(A2) NTar(u(l)). Since u(0) and u(1) is connected
by a chain in T'ps(u(1)) and u(é) and u(i+1) is connected by a chain in T'pz(u(7))
for i =1,...,1, we have a chain belonging to C,%)(Al, As, A) and contained in
Ui=1,....nHy (). Thus Lemma@ shows

MM (A, Az, A) < (L) POV M) (A, Ay, A).
O

Proof of Theorem[.3 Let f € ASVL[;D(U)) and let g, € A(Ll)l(v) for any v €
(T)\w|+k- Define h : (T)\w|+k+l — [O’ oo) by

h(u) = max{f(v)go(u)|v € Tr(x' (u)) N S*(Tar (W)} xgrrt(ry () (1)-

Claim 1. h € A}, (w).
Proof of Claim 1: Let (u(l),...,u(m)) € C](\}?k+l(w). There exist u(0) €
SEH(w) and w(m+1) € (T)ju|+4+\S* (L ar(w)) such that w(0) € I'y (u(1)) and
u(m+1) € Ty (u(m)). Set v(i) = 7' (u(i)) for i = 0,...,m+ 1. Let v, (0) = v(0)
and let 49 = 0. Define n,, v.(n) and i,, for i = 1,...,n, inductively as follows:
If

max{jlin < j <m,v(j) € TL(vs(n))} = m,
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then n = n,. If
max{jlin <j < m,v(j) € IL(ve(n))} <m,
then define
in+1 = max{jlin, <j<m,v(j) €Tp(vi(n))}+1 and vi(n+1)=v(ins1).

)
The fact that 7% (41 (v«(0))) € Tas(7*(v(0))) implies n, > 1. Since v(i,11 —
1) € Tr(v«(n)), we have vi(n + 1) € T'p11(vi(n)). Hence (v.(1),...,v.(ny)) €
C](Vﬁ;gl)(w). Moreover, since vy (n — 1) ¢ T'p(ve(n)) for n =1,...,n,, there exist
Jn and my, such that 4,1 < j, < my <y and (u(jn),...,u(my,)) € Cg?(v*(n))
Since g, (n) € A(Ll)l(v*(n)), we have

=Jn i=Jn

This and the fact that (v.(1),...,v.(n.)) € Cj(\i',gl)(w) yield

> h(u(i) =Y fea(4) =1
i=1 j=1
Thus Claim 1 has been verified. O

Set Cy = max{(L,)*®=Y 1}. Then by Lemma for u € S*HH(T s (w)),

hw)? < ( ) f(v)gv(U)>p

vel'r (mh(w))NS* (T s (w))

< Co 3 F(0) g, ().

velr (7t (u))NSk(Tar(w))

The above inequality and Claim 1 yield

Mipsa@) < >0 hwP<Co Y S fPauu)

wESFH (T (w)) VESF(Tar(w)) wE(T) | +k+1

Taking infimum over g, € A(Ll)( yand f € A(L+1)( ), we have

MG <o S ppmP) (o)

veSk(T p(w))

<Co > f@P max M ()

veSk w
T €S*(Tar (w)

L+1 1
< CoMiy ) (w) wesE L M),

Finally, applying Lemma we have the desired inequality. O
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5 Neighbor disparity constant o, ,,(w,v)

Another important constant in this paper is o, (1, v), which is called the neigh-
bor disparity constant. Neighbor disparity constant controls the difference be-
tween means of a function on two neighboring cells via the p-energy of the
function. For p = 2, 02 ,, was introduced in [30] for the case of self-similar sets.

Notation. For A C T,, and f € ¢(A), define

1
(fla= m gf(w)ﬂ(Kw)~

Definition 5.1. For p > 1,n > 1, m > 0 and (w,v) € E, define

_ ) |(f)sm(w)y = (f)sm )P
Up,m(w, U) - Sup gn+m ’
fez(sm(w)usm(v)) p’Sm,(w)USm(U) (f)

which is called the p-neighbor disparity constant of (w,v) at level m. Moreover,
define

Op,m,n =  SUp a;mm(wvv) and Op,m = SUP Op mn-
(w,v)EEX n>1

Remark. By Theorem [18.10| and Assumption Op,m.n and o, n, are finite.

One of the advantages of neighbor disparity constants is their compatibility
with the integral projection P, ,, from ¢(T},4.,) to £(T,) as follows.

Lemma 5.2 ([36 (2.12) Lemma]). Let p > 1 and let A C T,,. Define P, p, :
((S™(A)) = £(A) by
(Prm f)(w) = () sm (w)

for any f € £(S™(A)) and w € A. Then

p.aFnmf) < Ly wve AN w)E B 7pm 0 v)S;L:gZ(A)(f).

In particular, if A1, Ay C A, then

gp’o(Al, AQ, A) S L* w,veAr,sz?u},(v)eE; Op,m (w, ’U)gp’m (Al, AQ, A) (51)

for any m > 0.
Proof.

EP A(Pom(f)) = 5 > [(f)sm ) = (sm |

(ww)EE) wveEA

1 § n+m
S 5 Up,m(wv U)gp’sm(w)usm(v)(f)
(w,v)EE}) , wvEA
n+m
< L. w,veAI,I%?tﬁ))eEi T (V) sy (F):
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Choose f such that fla, = 1, fla, = 0 and &, (41,42, A) = 5;;::(A)(f)-
Then
Epo(Ar, Az, A) < EJ 4 (P f)-

So we have (5.1)). O

The first application of the above lemma is the following relation between
conductance and neighbor disparity constants.

Lemma 5.3. Let p > 1 and let A CT,,. For any m,l >0 andv € A,

gMypym(U,A) S L*Up’l’nergM’p’erl(U, A) (52)
In particular, there exists qgm, depending only on M,p and L., such that if
A#T4(v), then
CB(SM,p,l(va))_l < Opin (5.3)
foranyn >1 and 1 > 0.

Proof. (5.2)) is a special case of (5.1)). To obtain (5.3)), letting m = 0 in (5.2)),

we have

EM’p’O(U, A) S L*Up,l,nEM,p,l(v7 A)
By Theorem [18.3]

e (L, (LMY, p) < Enrpo(v, A). (5.4)
This immediately implies (5.3]). O

Another important consequence of Lemma is a sub-multiplicative in-
equality of neighbor disparity constants.

Lemma 5.4 ([36, (2.13) Prop.-(3)]). Let p > 1.
Tpatm < (La)?0p,nk0p,m otn
for any n,m,k € N.
Proof. Let (w,v) € E}. By Lemma for any f € {(Tkqntm),

|(f)smm ) = (Fsnim@)? = €5 (1,0} (Prn(Potn,mf))
< L*Up,n,kgf,gz(w)usn(v)(Pk+n,mf)
< (L) 0pn kO p,m ki nE ity ot o) ().
This implies
Opntm (W, V) < (L*)2Up,n,k‘7p,m’k+n'
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In the rest of this section, we study an estimate of the difference f(u) — f(v)
for f: T, = R and u,v € T by means of the p-energy &](f) and neighbor
disparity constants.

Lemma 5.5. Let w € T and let m > 1. For any f € £(S™(w)) and u € S(w),
1
|(f)Sm(w) - (f)S””*l(u)| < N*(Up,m—l,lw\-‘rl) gzl; ,‘s'm w)(f)p
Proof. For any v € S(w), there exist vg,v1,...,vx € S(w) such that & < N,
vo = v, v = u and (v;,v;41) € E\tu|+1 for any i =0,...,k — 1. Hence

E

-1

|(f)5’m—1(v) - (f)S"’—l(u)| < |(f)Sm—1(vi) - (f)Sm'—l(vi+1)|

1

1
< N, (Up,m—l,\wl-i-l) g;‘; S'"(w) (f)p

Combining this with

(Psmw) = (Hsmrwy = ——= Y ((Hsm-1() = (fsm—1(w)) v,

we obtain the desired inequality. O

Lemma 5.6. Let w € T and let n > m. If u,v € S™(w) and 7" ™(u) €
T (7™~ ™(v)) for k >0, then

() = ()] <
(2V)2 3 @pnmiwlsm i) + K mulim)? ) EL et (NP (5.5)
=1

for any f € £(S™(w)).
Proof. Set v(i) = 7"~™~¢(v) for i = 0,...,n — m. Then by Lemma

|f(v) = (f)sn—m(u(o)] Z )sn-m=i(o(i)) = (f)sn—m=it1(ui-1))]

n—m 1wl N
= N*)2 Z (Up,n—m—i,|w|+m+i)Pgll)’slj:(w)(f)l’. (56)

The same inequality holds if we replace v by u. Since v(0) € T'x(u(0)), there
exist w(0),...,w(l) € T'x(u(0)) such that I < k, w(0) = u(0),w(l) = v(0) and
(w(i),w(i—1)) € B, fori=1,....1. Then

l

|(f)sn=m(u(oy) = (f)sn—muon] < Z )sn—m(w(i)) — (f)sr—m(w@i-1))]

< k(ap,n—m7\w|+m) Slng‘7Lglw)(f);' (57)

By and (5.7)), we have (5.5)). O



6 Construction of p-energy: p > dimyr(K,d)

In this section, we are going to construct a p-energy on K as a scaling limit of
the discrete counterparts £;’s step by step under Assumption which con-
sists of the following two requirements and :
Neighbor disparity constants and (conductance constants)~! have the same
asymptotic behavior,
Conductance constants have exponential decay.

Under these assumptions, the p-energy Ep is constructed in Theorem
Furthermore, in the case p = 2, we construct a local regular Dirichlet form in

Theorem [6.23
The question when Assumption is fulfilled will be addressed in Section
As in the previous sections, we continue to suppose that Assumptions [2.6]
and hold. Moreover, throughout this section, we fix p > 1.

Definition 6.1. For M > 1,m > 0 and n > 1, define
EMpmn = quléaf): Enp,m (v, Thn).

Remark. Theorem shows that Easp m,n is finite.
Assumption 6.2. There exist ¢1,¢a > 0 and « € (0,1) such that

C1 S SM*,p,m,nUp,m,n S C2 (61)

and
ENL. pmin < 20" (6.2)

for any m > 0,n > 1.

By [34, Theorems 4.7.6 and 4.9.1], we have the following characterization of
the condition (6.2) under Assumption [2.15

Proposition 6.3. Under Assumption (6.2) holds if and only if
p > dimag(K,d).

Note that since K is assumed to be connected, we have dimyg(K,d) > 1,
so that p > 1.

In the following definition, we introduce the principal notion of this paper
called conductive homogeneity. Due to Theorem conductive homogeneity

yields (6.1]).
Definition 6.4 (Conductive Homogeneity). Define

EMpm = sup gM,P,m(wa T\wl )-
weT,|w|>1

A compact metric space K (with a partition { K, }wer and a measure p) is said
to be p-conductively homogeneous if and only if

SUP Op mEM, p.m < OO (6.3)
m>0
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Remark. As in the case of Ear,p.m.n, Enr,p,m is always finite due to Theorem [I8.3]
Theorem 6.5. If K is p-conductively homogeneous, then (6.1) holds.

A proof of Theorem [6.5] will be provided in Section
Under conductive homogeneity, it will be shown in Theorem [8.I] that there
exist ¢1,co > 0 and o > 0 such that

m m
cro” < Op,m,n < co0

and

Cla_m < 5‘M*,pﬂn(vvjjn) < CQU_m

for any m > 1,n > 0 and v € T,. This is why we have given the name
“homogeneity” to this notion.

Now we start to construct a p-energy under Assumption An immediate
consequence of Assumption@ is the following multiplicative property of op m n.

Lemma 6.6. There exist ¢1,co > 0 such that
ClOpmn+kOpnk < Opntmk < C20p mn+kOp,n,k
for any k > 1, and m,n > 0.
Proof. By , we have
Em, pntmk < CEM. pomn+kEM, pon k-
This along with show
C10p,mn+kOp,nk < Opntm,k-
The other half of the desired inequality follows from Lemma [5.4 O

Next, we study some geometry associated with the partition {Ky, byer-

Definition 6.7. Let L > 1. Define

nr(x,y) = max{n|there exist w,v € T, such that
x € Ky,y € K, and v € T (w)}.

Furthermore, fix r € (0,1) and define
51z, y) = @), (6.4)

Recall that h, : T — (0,1] is given as h,(w) = rl*l. Since Al = T, if
"1 > 5> r" where

Afr ={w|lw € T, h,(m(w)) > s > h.(w)},

81, is nothing but 67" defined in [34} Definition 2.3.8].
By [34] Proposition 2.3.7] and the discussions in its proof, we have the fol-
lowing fact.
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Proposition 6.8. Suppose that d is a metric on K giving the original topology
O of K. Let L > 1. There exists a monotonically non-decreasing function
nr : [0,1] — [0, 1] satisfying lim,y nr,(t) =0 and

(SL(:CV y) < nL(d(‘rv y))

for any x,y € K.
Proof. Define

A?fb(m) = {U|U S AZT'»I € Kv}a U(?T(x’ S) = U Kv

vEANT ()

and
Ul (z,s) = U Ul (y, s).
yGUé‘T (z,s)

for s € (0,1] and 2 € K. First we show that for any € > 0, there exists v, > 0
such that 07, (z,y) < e whenever d(z,y) < ~.. If this is not the case, then there
exist €9 > 0, {xy, }n>1 and {yy, }n>1 such that d(z,, y,) < % and 07, (T, yn) > €o-
Since K is compact, choosing an adequate subsequence {ng}r— o0, we see that
there exists © € K such that x,, — z and y,, — = for Kk — oo. By [34]
Proposition 2.3.7], U2 (z, €9/2) is a neighborhood of z. Hence both z,,, and y,,,
belong to Ué” (x,€0/2) for sufficiently large k. So, there exist w,v € AZ;/270($)
such that z,, € K, and y,, € K,. Since x € K, N K,, we see that y €
Ul (2, €0/2), 50 that 81, (p, , Y, ) < €0/2. This contradicts the assumption that
01 (Zn,Yn) > €. Thus our claim at the beginning of this proof is verified. Note
that with a modification if necessary, we may assume that 7. is monotonically
non-decreasing as a function of € and lim.} o v. = 0. Define

nr(t) = inf{ele > 0,t < 7.}

Now it is routine to see that 7 is the desired function. O
Let T,, = {w(1),...,w(l)}, where | = #(T},). Inductively we define K, by
Ky = Ku)
and _ ~
Kuy(kr1) = Kw(k+1)\( U Kw(i))-
i=1,....k
Note that (2.4]) implies that u(B,) = 0 for any w € T,, and hence we have
K, 20, and ,u(Kw\IN(w) =0

for any w € Tj,. The latter equality is due to (2.4). Now define J,, : £(T},) — R¥
by
Tnf =Y fw)xg,. (6.5)

weTy,
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Since K, is a Borel set, J,, f is p-measurable for any f € ¢(T,,). The definitions

of f{w and J, depend on an enumeration of T}, but J, f stays the same in the
p-a.e. sense regardless of an enumeration.
Define

E(f) = 0pm-11E(f)- (6.6)
_ The next lemma yields the control of the difference of values of .J,, f through
Ep(f)-
Lemma 6.9. Suppose that Assumption[6.3 holds. There exists C > 0 such that
foranyn >1,f € U(T},) and x,y € K,

((Jnf) (@) = (Ju ) (y)| < Ca¥ EN(f)7, (6.7)

where m = min{nr(x,y),n}.
Proof. Let m = min{nr(z,y),n}. Then there exist w,w’ €
and u € 8" ™(w') such that z € K, y € Ky, (Jof)(x) = f(v

and w’ € T'pyo(w). By (5.5),

Ty v € S™™(w)
);

(Jnf)(y) = f(u)

n—m
1

[F(w) = F@) < Y (Opn-m-imri)? & (f)7, (6.8)
i=0
where ¢ = max{2(N,)?, L.(L +2)}. Lemma shows that
C10p,m+i—1,10pn—m—i,m+i S Opn—1,1-

Combining this with Assumption [6.2] we obtain

m-1
Opn—m—im+i < C3Q Opn—1,1-

Using , we see

O

By this lemma, the boundedness of g‘g (fn) gives a kind of equi-continuity to
the family {f,}n>1 and hence an analogue of Arzela-Ascoli theorem, which we
present in Appendix [D| shows the existence of a uniform limit as follows.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose that Assumption holds. Define T = ll‘c)éi“ Let
fn € UT,) for anyn > 1. If

Supég(fn) <oo and sup|(fn)r,| < o0
n>1 n>1

then there exist a subsequence {ny}r>1 and f € C(K) such that {Jp, fn,} con-
verges uniformly to f as k — oo, E*(fn,) is convergent as k — oo and

(@) = F@)I" < One(d(w,y))” lim E*(fn,), (6.9)

where 0y, was introduced in Proposition [6.8
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Proof. Set Cy = sup,,>; g;‘(fn) By Lemma if n > ng(x,y), then

np(@y)

o fu(z) = T fuy)] < Ca™ % (Cu)7 < Onp(d(z,y))7(C.)7.  (6.10)

In case n < nr(z,y), then there exist w,w’ € T, such that z € K,,, J, fn(z) =
fw),y € Ky, Jnfn(w') = f(w') and w’ € Tp1o(w). So there exists an E-path
(w(0),...,w(L + 2)) satisfying w(0) = w and w’ = w(L + 2). By Lemma [A1]

L+1

[f(w) = f")P < (L+2)P71 Y [f(w(@) = flw(i+ D)7 < (L+2)P €5 (fa)-

i=0
On the other hand, since 53( fn) < C., Assumption implies
gg(fn) S (Up,nfl,l)_lc* S 025M*,p,n71,lc* S (CQ)QCY”_IC*'

Thus we have )
‘Jnfn(x) - Jnfn(y)| < CO‘;(C*)E' (6'11)

Making use of (6.10) and (6.11)), we see that
T 1 n
| Infn(2) = Tnfn(y)] < Cnr(d(z,y))7 (Ch)7 + car (Cy)

for any z,y € K. Applying Lemma [D.I] with X = K.Y = R,u; = J; f;, we
obtain the desired result. O

S

Definition 6.11. Define P, : L}(K,u) — £(T;,) by

1
(PSw) = 2 /K R

for any n,m > 1. For f € {(T}), we define

The next lemma is one of the keys to the construction of a p-energy. A
counterpart of this fact has already been used in Kusuoka-Zhou’s construction
of Dirichlet forms on self-similar sets in [36].

Lemma 6.12. Under Assumption there exists C' > 0 such that for any
n,m > 1 and f € L' (K, p) U (Ur>14(Tk)),

CEMPof) < EM™ (Pusm ). (6.12)
In particular,

C sup gg(Pnf) < lirginf g;(Pnf) < lim sup gg(Pnf) < sup gg(Pnf) (6.13)
n—00 n>0

n>0 n—o0o

for any f € LY (K, p).
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Remark. This lemma holds without (6.2)).
Proof. By Lemma [5.2]

gg(Pnf) S L*Up,m7ng;+m(Pn+mf)~

Hence

1 o Op,m,n on+m

Opn—1,1 Opn+m—1,1
By Lemma [6.6] we have (6.12). O

By virtue of the last lemma, we have a proper definition of the domain WP
of a p-energy given in Theorem and its semi-norm N,.

Lemma 6.13. Define

WP ={f|f € L(K, u),sglig’;‘(Pnf) < +oo},

and

Ny(f) = sup EM(Pof)7

n>1
for f € WP. Then WP is a normed linear space with norm ||-||p. . +Np(), where
[|-||p,u is the LP-norm. Moreover, for any f € WP, there exists f. € C(K) such
that f(x) = fu(x) for p-a.e. x € K. In this way, WP is regarded as a subset of
C(K) and
[f(@) = fF)I” < Cno(d(@,y)) " Np(f)P (6.14)

for any f € WP and z,y € K, where 1, was introduced in Proposition[6.8 In
particular, Np(f) = 0 if and only if f is constant on K.

If no confusion may occur, we write || - ||, in place of || - ||, hereafter.
In fact, (WP, || - ||, + Np(+)) turns out to be a Banach space in Lemma

Proof. Note that

=

E(f+9)F < ENS)? +EMg) (6.15)

and so g;f( )rld is a semi-norm. This implies that A, (-) is a semi-norm of W?.

For f € WP, by Lemma [6.10} there exist {ni};>1 and f. € C(K) such that

as k — oo and

() = fo ()P < Cnr(d(z, y))" limsup E7 (P f).

n— oo

Since [ Pu, fdu — [, fedp as k — oo, it follows that [, fdu= [, fedu
for any w € T. Hence f = f* for p-a.e. x € K. Thus we 1dent1fy fe Wlth f and
so f € C(K). Moreover, (6.14) holds for any z,y € K. By (6.14), N,(f) =0 if
and only if f is constant on K . U
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We now examine the properties of the normed space (WP, || - ||, + Np(+))-
The intermediate goals are to show its completeness (Lemma [6.16)) and that it
is dense in C'(K') with respect to the supremum norm (Lemma [6.19)

Lemma 6.14. Suppose that Assumption holds. The identity map I : (WP, ||
llp + Np(+)) = (C(K), || - [loc) is continuous.

Proof. Let {fn}n>1 be a Cauchy sequence in WP, || - ||, + Np(+)). Fix 2o € K
and set g, (x) = fn(z) — fn(zo). Then

9 () = gm ()| = [(fu(2) = fm(2)) = (fu(z0) = fin(z0)|
< CnL(d(x’wo))%Np(fn - fm)

for any € K and n,m > 1. Thus {g, },>1 is a Cauchy sequence in C(K) with
the norm || - ||, so that there exists g € C'(K) such that ||g — gn|lcc — 0 as
n — oo. On the other hand, since {f,}n>1 is a Cauchy sequence of LP(X, u),
there exists f € LP(X, p) such that ||f, — f||, = 0 as n — oco. Thus f,(z0) =
frn — gn converges as n — oo in LP (K, 11). Let ¢ be its limit. Then f = g+ ¢ in
LP(K, ). Therefore, f € C(K) and ||fr, — f]leo — 0 as n — oo. O

Define W" as the completion of (WP, || - ||, + Np(-)). Then the map I is

extended to a continuous map from W, — C(K), which is denoted by I as well
for simplicity.

Lemma 6.15 (Closability). Suppose that Assmﬂ)tion holds. The extended
map I : W' — C(K) is injective. In particular, W is identified with a subspace
of C(K).

Proof. Let {f,}n>1 be a Cauchy sequence in (WP, || - ||, + N,(:)). Suppose
limy, 00 || fn|loo = 0. Note that

EF(Pufn — Pofm) < sup EYPifn — Pifm) = Ny(fo — fin)”

for any k,n,m > 1. Hence, for any € > 0, there exists N € N such that
gg(Pkfn - Pkfm) <e
for any n,m > N and k > 1. As ||fim]lec — 0 as m — oo, we see that
g;(Pkfn) <e

for any n > N and k > 1 and hence Np(fn)p < € for any n > N. Therefore,
Np(fn) — 0 as n — oo, so that f, — 0 in WP as n — oo. O

Lemma 6.16. Suppose that Assumption[6.9 holds.

W' = we.

35



Proof. Let {fn}n>1 be a Cauchy sequence of WP and let f be its limit in Wr.
It follows that ||f — ful|lco — 0 as m — oco. Using the same argument as in the
proof of Lemma we see that for sufficiently large n,

CEN(Pufn — Pif) <

for any k£ > 1. Since
EM(PLf)7 < EM(PLf — Pifa)? +EF(Pufa)?,
it follows that sup; >, g;f(Pkf) < oo and hence f € WP. O

Lemma 6.17. Suppose that Assumption [6.3 holds.
(1) Let {nk}r>1 be a monotonically increasing sequence of N. Suppose that

I, € U(Tn,) for any k > 1, that supy>, SNIT,”“ (fny) < 00 and that there exists
f € C(K) such that ||Jn, fr, — flleo = 0 as n — co. Then f € WP.
(2) Let f,g € WP. Then f-g € WP.

Proof. (1) Set C1 = supj>; gN;m (fne)- By (6.12), if n < ny, then
CE (Pafn) <& (fa) < C1.

Letting I — oo, we obtain B
CEX(Pf) <

for any k£ > 1. This implies f € WP.
(2) For any ¢,v € ((T}),

Elev) =5 Y lelwb(w) - g

<27 ()P i) — v + le(w) - o) PRi)P)

(ww)eE}
< 227 (llelloolp () + [[¥llocEp (¥)).
Hence if h,, = P, f-P,g, then

&y (hn) < 27 (|| fllooy (Puf) + |9l (Pag)).-

Since f, g € W, we see that sup,,»4 g;(hn) < 0o0. Moreover, ||Jphn— fglloo = 0
as n — oco. Using (1), we conclude that fg € WP. O

Lemma 6.18. Suppose that Assumption[6.9 holds. There exist a monotonically
increasing sequence {m;}jen and Ky ., 03y, o € WP for w € T such that
(a) For anyw €T,

jlglolo ||‘]mjh}<\4*7w,mj—\w| - M*,w||00 = Jlggo ||Jm;'90*M*,w,mj—|w| - SOT\/I*,UJHOO =0,
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where Ny oy m and Ohr, 4 m are defined in Definition . For negative vales of
m, we formally define h*M*.w,kf\w| = Prhiy, o and P M, wk—|w| = Prod, w0
fork=0,1,...,|wl|.

(0) 4E5 (W o o) i1t @0 {ES (P31 )it converge as j — oo,
(c) Set Un(w) = Upery, (wyKw- For anyw €T, by, K — [0,1] and

1 if v € Ky,

hat. (@) = {o if & ¢ Unr, (w).

(d) For anyw €T, ¢y, K —[0,1], supp(¥yy, o) € Un. (w), and

Pt (@) > (L)~

for any x € K,,. Moreover, for anyn > 1,

Z @7\4*@ =1.

weT,

(e) Foranyw € T and z € K,

e Pl
M Z’UET‘U,‘ h}‘\/[*,v (x)

Note that {‘P}‘w*,w}weTn is a partition of unity subordinate to the covering
{Um. (w)}wer, -

Proof. For ease of notation, write ¢y, ., = @i 4 m and g, = My 4y e By
Lemma (6.1) and Lemma6.6] we see that
grm g ) < (L™ + 100, ) tm—1,1EM.p.m (W, T))
~1
< CO—P7|W|+m_1710p,m,\w| < C/O'p7‘w|_1,1

for any w € T and m > 0. Similarly,
5;l‘)w|+m(h:),m) < C’/O-;D,|w\—171-

Hence Lemma shows that, for each w, there exists {ny}r—oo such that
{jwl4n Moy Y21 (168D {J)jw]4m; Pi.ny Je>1) converges uniformly as k — oo.
Let h}, (resp. ¢%) be its limit. Lemma [6.17(1) implies that hj, € WP and
% € WP. By the diagonal argument, we choose {m,};>1 such that (a) and (b)
hold. The statements (c), (d) and (e) are straightforward from the properties
of hy, ,, and @3, . O

Lemma 6.19. Suppose that Assumption holds. Then WP is dense in

37



Proof. Choose z,, € K,, for each w € T. For f € C(K), define

fo= 3 F@) @b

weTy,

Then by Lemma it follows that ||f, — f]lcoc — 0 as n — oco. Hence W? is
dense in C(K). O

Definition 6.20. For f € LY (K, u), define f by

1 if f(z) >1,
fl@)=qflx) if0< f(x) <1,
0 if f(z) <0

forze K.

Now we construct the p-energy gp as a I'-cluster point of gg(Pn -). The use
of I'-convergence in construction of Dirichlet forms on self-similar sets has been
around for some time. See [2I] and [13] for example.

Theorem 6.21. Suppose that Assumption holds. Then there exist SA,, :
WP — [0,00), and ¢ > 0 such that

(a) (SAP)% is a semi-norm on WP and
No(f) < E(F)7 <Nl (6.16)

for any f € WP. B
(b) For any f € WP, f € WP and

(c) For any f € WP,

[f(z) — F@)IP < enpd(z,y)"E(f).

In particular, for p = 2, (fj‘g,Wz) is a regular Dirichlet form on L*(K,u) and
the associated non-negative self-adjoint operator has compact resolvent.

The property (c) in the above theorem is called the Markov property.

Theorem 6.22 (Shimizu [41]). Suppose that Assumption holds. Then the
Banach space (WP, || - ||p + Ep(+)) is reflexive and separable.

Remark. In [41], the reflexivity and separability are shown in the case of the
planar Sierpinski carpet. His method, however, can easily be extended to our
general case and one has the above theorem.
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Proof of Theorem[6.21 Define 5” . LP(K,p) — [0,00) by é\g(f) = gg(Pnf)
for f € LP(K, ). Then by [12] Proposition 2.14], there exists a I'-convergent
subsequence {£)* }>1. Define &, as its limit. Let f € WWP. Then

E,(f) < liminf £ (f) < sup &' (Puf) = Ny (/)P

n>1
Let {fnk}k>1 be a recovering sequence for f, i.e. ||f — fu.llp = 0 as k — o0
and limg 00 % (fn,) = E(f). By (6.12] -7 if ng, > n, then
CE;L(Pnfnk) < E;Lk(Pnkfnk) = g;?k (fnk)
Letting k — oo, we obtain
CE(Puf) < Ey(f).

so that R
CNR(f)F < &(f).

The semi-norm property of Ep()% is straightforward from basic properties of
I'-convergence.
Next we show that &, L (f) < g, »(f) for any f € WP. Define

Quf =Y (Puf)(w)xx,. (6.17)
weTy,
Then
() — Quf W) Pu(dy) £ () — F@)|(d)) pldy)
/ y) w;/ / y m )u y
1 » .
< wz; o /K )~ ()

This shows that if f € C(K), then ||f — Qnf|lp = 0 as n — oco. Let {fn, }x>1
be a recovering sequence for f. Since

1F = Qually < IIf = Qufllp + 1@nf — Quylly
<f = @ufllp +1@nf = Qugllp < |[f = @nfllp + 1f = gllp,

it follows that ||f — Qu, fu,|lp — 0 as n — co. Then

&(f) < liminf £ (Qn, fry) = liminf £ (Pry fy)
k—o0 k—o0
S it E3* (P fos) = Jim E(Jus) = E:(1)
Finally for p = 2, since a I'-limit of quadratic forms is a quadratic form, we
see that (52,W2) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(K, ). Since the identity
map from (W2, || - ||2 + Np(+)) to (C(K),|| - ||eo) is a compact operator, by [I7]

Exercise 4.2], the non-negative self-adjoint operator associated with (€2, WP)
has compact resolvent. O
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For the case p = 2, due to the above theorem, W? is separable. Hence, we
may replace I'-convergence with point-wise convergence as seen in the following
theorem. This enables us to obtain the local property of our Dirichlet form,
which turns out to be a resistance form as well.

Theorem 6.23. Suppose that Assumption[6.9 holds for p = 2. Then there exists
a sub-sequence {my}r>1 such that {E5" (P, f, Pm,9) }k>1 converges as k — oo
for any f,g € W2. Furthermore, define E(f,g) as its limit. Then (£,W?) is a
local regular Dirichlet form on L?(K, p), and there exist ci,ca,c3 > 0 such that

aNo(f) S Ef, ) < eaNo(f) (6.18)
and
[f(2) = F)? < esnp(dla,y) E(S, f) (6.19)

for any f € W? and z,y € K. In particular, (£, W?) is a resistance form on K
and the associated resistance metric R gives the original topology O of K.

Proof. Existence of {mj}r>1: By Lemma the non-negative self-adjoint
operator H associated with the regular Dirichlet form (€, W?) has compact

resolvent. Hence there exist a complete orthonormal basis {p; };>1 of L?(K, 1)
and {\;}i>1 C [0, 00) such that

Hp; = Mip; and A < Ay

for any ¢ > 1 and lim; ,,, A\; = co. Note that {\/%}izl is a complete or-
thonormal system of (W2, (-, ")z, + gp(-, -)). Hence setting

F= {ailwil + - +aim¢im|m > 17i17"'a7;m > 1;ai17~">aim € Q}7
we see that F is a dense subset of WP. For any f,g € F, since
o o 15n 1
183 (Pufy Pag)| < &3 (Puf)2E5 (Pag)? < Na(f)Na(g),

some sub-sequence of {E3(Py f, Pag)}n>1 is convergent. Since F x F is count-
able, the standard diagonal argument shows the existence of a sub-sequence
{my}r>1 such that " (P, f, Pn,g) converges as k — oo for any f,g €
F. Define &(f,g) as its limit. For f,g € W?, choose {fi}i>1 C F and

{gi}i>1 € F such that f; — f and g; — g as i — oo in W2, Write & (u,v) =
EY (P, 4y Py, v) for ease of notation. Then

Ex(f,9) = E(F,9)] < E(f,9) — Exlfir )] + 1Ek(fir 9) — Ex(fir 95)]
+ |gk(fi-gi) - gl(fiagi)| + |gl(fiagi) - gl(fug)\ + |g'z(fi7g) - gz(ﬁg)I
< |E(fir9i) — E(fir gi)| + 2Na(f:)Na(g — gi) + 2Na(f — fi)Na(g).

This shows that {E(f, g) }x>1 is convergent as k — oo. (6.18) is straightforward.
Strongly local property: Let f,g € WP. Assume that there exists an open
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set U C K such that supp(f) C U and g|y is a constant. Then for sufficiently
large k, Ek(f,g) =0, so that £(f, g) = 0.
Markov property: By (6.16) and (6.18)),

0<Ef, f) <E(f. 1)

for any f € W2. Since (52,W2> is a regular Dirichlet form, by [16, Theo-
rem 2.4.2], we see that £(f,g) = 0 whenever f,g € W? and f(x)g(z) = 0 for
p-a.e. x € K. Now by the same argument as in the proof of [7, Theorem 2.1],
we have the Markov property.

Resistance form: Among the conditions for a resistance form in [32], Defini-
tion 3.1], (RF1), (RF2), (RF3) and (RF5) are immediate from what we have
already shown. (RF4) is deduced from (6.19). In fact, yields that

R({E, y) <enp (d($7 y))T

for any x,y € K. Assume that R(x,,z) — 0 as n — oo and lim,, . d(z,x,) >
0. Note that the collection of

Uf"’(x,r"): U < U KU>
w)

weTy:x€Ky \velL(

for n > 1 is a fundamental system of neighborhoods of z by [34, Proposi-
tion 2.3.9]. Therefore there exist n > 1 and {x,, }x>1 such that x,,, ¢
Ufr(x,r”) for any £ > 1. Choose w € T, such that x € K,,. Then z,,,
belongs to K, for some v € I't(w)®. So, h} ,(z) = 1 and h} ,(Tm,) = 0.
Hence

R(zp,,,x) >

E(RL,w)

for any k& > 1. This contradicts the fact that R(z,z,, ) — 0 as k — oo. Thus
we have shown d(x,,z) — 0 as n — oo. Hence the topology induced by the
resistance metric R is the same as the original topology O. O

7 Construction of p-energy: p < dimyp(K,d)

In this section, we will consider how much we can salvage the results in the
previous section if p < dim 4 (K, d). Honestly, what we will have in this section
is far from satisfactory mainly because we have no proof of the conjecture saying
that WP NC(K) is dense in C(K) with respect to the supremum norm. In spite
of this, we present what we have now for future study.

Throughout this section, we assume . Then, Lemma still holds.
Replacing (C(K),|| - |loc) by (LP(K, 1), || - ||p) in the statements and proofs of
Lemma and we have the following statement.

Lemma 7.1. WP is a Banach space with the norm || - ||, +Np(-).
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Lemma 7.2. Let p > 1. If {f,}n>1 is a bounded sequence in the Banach space
WP then there exist {np}tr>1 and f € WP such that f is the weak limit of

{fnk}kzl in LP(K, U)7

I[fllp < ngl’ [fullp  and  Np(f) < supNp(fn)-

n>1

Proof. Since LP(K, p) is reflexive, {f,} has a weakly convergent sub-sequence
{fur}i>1- (See [5] Section V.2].) Let f € LP(K,u) be its weak limit. Since
the map f — (P, f)(w) is continuous, we see that P, f,, — Pnf as k — oo
and hence

& (Pof) = m & (P fuy) < gl)f\/p(fnk)?-

Lemma 7.3. Let p > 1. Suppose that f,, € L(T},) for any n > 1 and that

sup || Jn follp < 00 and supgg(fn) < o0.
n>1 n>1

Then there exist a subsequence {ny}tr>1 and f € WP such that f is the weak
limit Of {J’I’ka’ﬂk }’kZl in Lp(Kv M) and

A1lp < SliIiHJnanp and  CN(f)P < sup & (fn).

n>1

Proof. Since LP(K, ) is reflexive, {J,, f,} has a weak convergent sub-sequence
{Jny frp te>1- (See [5], Section V.2].) Let f € LP(K, ) be its weak limit. By
Lemma if ng > m, then

n>1
Letting k — oo, we see
CES (Pnf) < sup &} (f2)
n>1
for any m > 1. Thus f € WP and CN,(f)? < sup,,>; gg(fn) O

Using this lemma, we have a counterpart of Lemma as follows.

Lemma 7.4. There exist {h% }wer and {©% wer € WP such that

w

(a) Set Unr, (w) = Uyery,, (w)Ko. For any w € T, by, : K — [0,1] and

N 1 if v € Ky,
hw(x){o if ¢ Upg, (w).

(b) Foranyw e T, ¢}, : K —[0,1], supp(¢},) C U(w), and

@) = (L)~
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for any x € K,. Moreover, for anyn > 1,

ng:‘vzl.

weTy,
(c) Foranyw €T and z € K,
" hi ()
Pu(t) = =~
2 very,, Po(2)
By the above lemma,
Lemma 7.5. WP is dense in LP(K, ).

Finally, we have the following result on the construction of a p-energy.

~ 1
Lemma 7.6. There exist £, : WP — [0,00) and ¢1,¢c2 > 0 such that 5 is a
semi-norm,

AN (f)P < E(F) S eaNp(f)P and  E,(F) < Ep(f)

for any f € WP. In particular, for p = 2, ((.E:\Q,W2) is a Dirichlet form on
L?(K, ).

8 Conductive homogeneity

In this section, we study the notion of conductive homogeneity, namely, its
consequence and how one can show it.

Throughout this section, we suppose that Assumptions 2.6} 2-7, 2:10] and
hold.

The first theorem explains the reason why it is called “homogeneity”.

Theorem 8.1. K is p-conductively homogeneous if and only if there exist
c1,¢0 >0 and o > 0 such that

10" < Em,pm (v, Tn) < c20™ ™, (8.1)

and
m m
10 S Op,m,n S C20

foranym>0,n>1andv e€T,.
An immediate corollary of this theorem is Theorem

Corollary 8.2 (Theorem [6.5). If K is p-conductively homogeneous, then (6.1))
holds.
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Proof of Theorem[8.1 Assume that K is p-conductively homogeneous. Then
by (5.3), there exists ¢; > 0 such that

c1 < 0pmEM, pm-
Also by Lemma [5.4] there exists co > 0 such that
Opm4n < C20pmOpn (8.2)
for any n, m > 0. Moreover by , there exists cs > 0 such that

Em. pymtn < 3EM, pmEM, pn

for any n,m > 0. These inequalities along with (6.3) shows that there exist
c4,cs > 0 such that

C40p,mOTpn < Opmtn < C50pm0Opn

and
Cq é Jp,mgM* ,p,m S Cs

for any m,n > 0. From these, there exist cg,c; > 0 and o > 0 such that
0™ < Opm < cre™ and cgo™ < (51\/1*71)7,,1)_1 < cro™
for any m > 0. Hence for any w € T and n > 1,
c60™ < (Epm) ™t < (Erty pon(w, T))™' and oy < cro™.
Making use of , we see that there exists cg > 0 such that
cgo™ < (<S'1\4r*4,,m(w,Tn))_1 < cgopmn < cgero™

forany m > 0,n>1and w € T,,.
The converse direction is straightforward. O

Next we show another consequence of conductive homogeneity. For sim-
plicity, we set &p.m(u,v,S¥(w)) = &p.m({u}, {v}, S¥(w)). (In other words, we
deliberately confuse u with {u}.)

Lemma 8.3. If K is p-conductively homogeneous, then there exists qgz > 0,
depending only on p, L., Ny, M., k, such that

EM,pom < Cmfp,m(ww Sk(w))
for anym >0, w €T and u,v € S*(w) with u # v.
Proof. By , we see that
Epo(u, v, S¥(w)) < Loy mEpm(u,v, S*(w)).
Using Theorem it follows that
ce(Lu, (NW)*,p) < & 0(u,v, S¥(w)) < LuopmEp.m(u,v, % (w)).
Now Theorem [BJ] suffices. O
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When p > dimagr (K, d), the converse direction of the above lemma is actu-
ally true.

Theorem 8.4. Assume that there exist ¢ > 0 and o € (0,1) such that
En, pm < ca™ (8.3)

for any m > 0. Then K is p-conductively homogeneous if and only if for any
k > 1, there exists c¢(k) > 0 such that

Entapm < c(k)Ep,m (u, v, 8" (w)) (8.4)

for any m > 0, w € T and u,v € S¥(w) with w # v. In particular, under
Assumption if p> dimagr(K,d), then whether K is p-conductively homo-
geneous or not is independent of neighbor disparity constants.

The last part of the theorem justifies the name “conductive” homogeneity.

The condition is the same as . Recall that, by Proposition
holds if and only if p > dim g (K, d) under Assumption

The condition is an analytic relative of the “Knight move” condition
described in probabilistic terminologies in [36]. The name “Knight move” origi-
nated from the epoch-making paper [I] where Barlow and Bass constructed the
Brownian motion on the Sierpinski carpet.

The proof of the “only if” part of the above theorem is Lemma[8.3] A proof
of the “if” part will be given in Sections [T5} [[6] and [17]

In Sections and we are going to give examples for which one can
show p-conductive homogeneity by Theorem [8.4

In the rest of this section, we study asymptotic behaviors of the heat kernel
associated with the diffusion process induced by the Dirichlet form (&, W?)
under Assumption The next lemma shows that the associated resistance
metric is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a power of the original metric.

Lemma 8.5. Suppose that Assumption holds, p > dimar(K,d) and K
18 p-conductively homogeneous. Let o be the same as in Theorem and set

Tp = —11(;?:. Then there exist c¢1,co > 0 such that
_ P
ad(z,y)™ < sup M < cod(z,y)"™ (8.5)

fewr & nzo Ep(f)
for any x,y € K. In particular, if 2 > dimagr(K,d), then
crd(z,y)™ < R(z,y) < cad(z,y)™ (8.6)

for any x,y € K, where R(xz,y) is the resistance metric associated with the
resistance form (€, W?).

Proof. Since £ (h}

M*,w,m—|w\) = gM*,p,m—|w|(waﬂw|), we have

—m+|w| m( 7% —m+|w|
c1o <&, ( M*,w,m—\wl) < cy0 .
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by . This shows
crolvl < gp( *Mw) < coolvl,
Note that d is M,- adapted to h, by Assumption Hence by [34], (2.4.1)],
crd(z,y) < 0w, (,y) < cad(z,y) (8.7)

for any z,y € K. Choose n = nps, (x,y) + 1. Let w € T, satisfying = € K,,.
Since n > nyy, (z,y), it follows that if v € T), and y € K, then v ¢ T'p, (w).

Hence h}y, () =1 and h}, ,(y) = 0. Therefore (6.4) and (8.7) yield

sup If(z): f)P > 1
rewr g, (nzo  Ep(f) Ep(Mr, )

> C(O'p)_n > C/’I“nM* (z,y)7p > C//d(m7y)7'p.

On the other hand in this case, nar, (t) = ¢t by (8.7). Hence Theorem (c)
implies the other side of the desired inequality. O

Due to the general theory of resistance forms in [32], once we have , it
is straightforward to obtain asymptotic estimates of the heat kernel.

Theorem 8.6. Suppose that Assumptz'on holds, 2 > dimag(K,d) and K is
2-conductively homogeneous. Set T, = To. Then there exists a jointly continuous
hear kernel p,(t,z,y) on (0,00) x K x K associated with the diffusion process
induced by the local regular Dirichlet form (£, W?) on L*(K,p). Moreover

(1) There exist 8 > 2, a metric p, which is quasisymmetric to d, and constants
c1,Ca,c3,c4 > 0 such that

c (z,y)P\ 7
pult,z,y) < mexp ( _ 02(/) ty) ) > (8.8)

for any (t,z,y) € (0,00) x K x K and

71§ u,t7x7 8.9
WBanty Y =

for any y € B,(x, C4t%).

(2) Suppose that p is ar-Ahlfors reqular with respect to the metric d. Set B, =
T« + ag. Then B, > 2 and there exist c7,cg, cg,c19 > 0 such that

N d Bu g1
pult,,) Scstﬂ’fexp<—c7(<x’f))’3 ) (8.10)

for any (t,z,y) € (0,00) x K x K and

ot B < pu(t,z,y) (8.11)
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foranyy € Bd(x,clot%). In addition, suppose that d has the chain condition,
i.e. for any z,y € K and n € N, there exist xg,...,x, € K such that xo =
z, Ty =y and d(z;, x41) < Cd(x,y)/n, where the constant C' > 0 is independent
of x,y and n. Then there exist c11, c12 > 0 such that

_ag d(x, By 5=t
c11t e exp ( — 012(%) P 1) < pult,z,y). (8.12)

The exponent ay above is in fact the Hausdorff dimension of (K, d). The
exponents 8 and f, are called the walk dimensions.

Proof. We make use of [32, Theorems 15.10 and 15.11]. Since u has the volume
doubling property with respect to d, shows that u has the volume doubling
property with respect to R as well. Since K is connected, (K, R) is uniformly
perfect. Moreover, since (£, W?) has the local property, the annulus comparable
condition (ACC) holds by [32), Proposition 7.6]. Thus, the condition (C1) of [32]
Theorem 15.11] is verified and so is the condition (C3) of [32] Theorem 15.11].
Using [32], Theorem 15.11], we have . Consequently, by [32, Theorem 15.10],
we see . Thus we have shown the first part of the statement. The fact that
B > 2, which is beyond the reach of [32, Theorem 15.10], is due to [25]. See also
[33, Theorem 22.2].

About the second part, assuming « g-Ahlfors regularity, i.e., we see that

ha(z,s) = s™ToH = P+
where hg(z, s) is defined as

halw,s)= sup  Rz,y) - p(Bale,s)).

yEBy(x,s)
Hence following the flow of exposition of [32, Theorem 15.10], we have
g(s) =57 and ®(s) = 5771,

where g and ® appear in the statement of [32, Theorem 15.10]. Consequently, by
[32, Theorem 15.10], we obtain (8.10), (8.11) and (8.12). The fact that S. > 2
can be shown in the same way as we did for § above. O

9 Self-similar sets and self-similarity of energy

In this section, we consider the case where K is a self-similar set with ratio-
nally related contraction ratios and construct self-similar energies under con-
ductive homogeneity. Throughout this section, we fix a self-similar structure
L= (K,S,{fs}ses). The notion of the self-similar structure was introduced to
give a purely topological description of self-similar sets. See [29, Section 1.3] for
details.
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Definition 9.1. Let K be a compact metrizable space, let S be a finite set,
and let {fs}scs be a family of continuous injective maps from K to itself.

(1) The triple (K, S, {fs}scs) is called a self-similar structure if there exists a
continuous surjective map x : S — K such that

X(s182...) = fs; (x(s283...)) (9.1)

for any s155... € SN, where SV is equipped with the product topology.
(2) Define W, = U,>0S", where S° = {¢}. We use w;...w, to denote
(w1, ws,...,w,) € S™ For wy...w, € S™, set

fw:fwlo---ofwn and Kw:fw(K)-
In particular, fy4 is an identity map and K4 = K.

By [29, Proposition 3.3], if (K,S,{fs}ses) is a self-similar structure, x :
SN — K is uniquely given by

{X(3182 .. )} = n Ksl...sm

m>0

for any s1s5... € SN,

Typically, an example of self-similar structures is given by a self-similar set
with respect to a family of contractions. Let (X, d) be a complete metric spaces
and let {f;};=1,.. ~ be a family of contractions of (X,d), i.e. f;: X — X and

d(fi(), fi(y))

<1
z,yeX, x#y d(xay)
for any ¢ € {1,..., N}. Then there exists a unique non-empty compact subset
K of X satisfying
N
K =] fi(K). (9.2)
i=1

See [29, Theorem 1.1.4] for example. The set K is called a self-similar set
with respect to {fi}i=1,...~. By [29, Theorem 1.2.3], if S = {1,..., N}, then
(K, S,{fi}ics) is a self-similar structure.

Let r € (0,1) and let j; € N for s € S. Define

jlw) = Z]““ and  g(w) = /) (9.3)
i=1
for w = wy...wy € S™. (In particular, j(¢) = 0 and g(¢) = 1.) Define
T(wy ... W) = w1 ... Wy—1 for w=w;...w, € S™ and
A =A{wlw =w; ... w, € Wy, g(7(w)) >r" > g(w)}. (9.4)

Note that A, NAY,,, can be non-empty. (See Section (13| for example.) So to
distinguish w € A, and w € A?,.,, we set

Tn = {(’/l, U))|’LU € A'r"}
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and define T' = U, >¢7,. There is a natural map ¢ : T — W, given by ¢(n,w) =
w. Define

A={((n,v),(n+ 1, w))|n >0,v=w or v =7(w)}

Then (T, A, ¢) is a rooted tree and {K,, },er is a partition of K parametrized
by (T', A, ¢).

Next, define g to be the unique number satisfying

Z plsQH — 1

ses

and let p be the self-similar measure on K with weight {r/s%#} ..
In the rest of this section, we presume the following assumption.

Assumption 9.2. There exists a metric d on K giving the original topology of
K and Assumption holds with the metric d.

Under this assumption, in particular, due to Assumptionm-(?))7 there exist
c1,co > 0 such that

err? (W) < diam(K,,,d) < cord (W)

for any w € T. This enable us to regard the contraction ratio of f, as r/s. From
this fact, we say that the contraction ratios of {fs}scs are rationally related.
Under our assumptions, let o be the same constant as in Theorem 8.1} In this
case, u is ag-Ahlfors regular with respect to the metric d and ay coincides with
the Hausdorff dimension of (K, d). Note that even if we replace the definition

of gf(u) by B
&y (u) = o™E (u), (9.5)

all the arguments in Section [6] work and the results are unchanged. Our goal of
this section is the next theorem.

Theorem 9.3. Suppose that p > dimagr(K,d) and that K is p-conductively
homogeneous.
(1) For any w € W, and f € WP,

fofw e WP.

(2) There exists £, : WP — [0,00) satisfying
(a) (Sp)% is a semi-norm on WP and there exist c1,c2 > 0 such that

AN, (f) < E(f)7 < caNp(f) (9.6)
and

)
crd(z,y)™ < sup
FEW2.£,(f)#£0 Ep(f)
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Jor any f € WP and z,y € K.
(b) For any f € WP, f € WP and

Ep(f) < &)
(c) For any f € WP, ‘
Ep(f) = Zajsgp(fofs)'

seS
In particular, for p =2, (€2, W?) is a local regular Dirichlet form on L?(K, ).
Proof. Define

U = {A()|A(") is a semi-norm on WP, there exist ¢, ca > 0 such that
N (f) £ A(f) < eaNp(f) for any f € WP,

For Ay, Ay € U, we write A; < Ag if and only if A (f) < As(f) for any f € WP,
We give U the point-wise convergence topology, i.e. {Ay,},>1 C U is convergent
to A €U as n — oo if and only if 4,(f) = A(f) as n — oo for any f € WP.
Then due to the separability of WP described in Theorem U is an ordered
topological cone in the sense of [28].

Let w € W,. For any v = vy ... v, € Apn—jw), since

g(wvy .. vp1) = g(w)g(vr ... vp—1) > g(w)r" I =™ > g(wv),
it follows that wv € A,n. This shows that {(n,wv)|v € Ajn—jw) } € T,. In fact,
T, = Uypesm {(n,wv)|v € Ajn_jw }, which is a disjoint union. This yields
> &Py (fofw)) < E)(Puf)
wes™
for any f € LP(K, u). Therefore,
Z oI gn=itw)(fof,) < Ag(f).

wes™

This inequality implies that o7() sup,,~ ;) En=iw)(fof,) < Ny(f)P < oo for
any f € WP, so that fof, € WP. Thus we have verified the statement (1).
Again by the above inequality,

C Z Uj(w)Np(fofw)p < Z Gj(w) h7m é\nij(W)(fofW)

wes™ wes™ n—roo

<sup &' (f) = No(f)P. (9.7)

n>0

Note that

> AVETIO(fof) < Y oI WETETIW fof,).

(n7v)€T7L weS77L
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By (6.13]), taking lim in the left-hand side and sup in the right-hand side, we

see that
¢ > AON(fofo)" £ D T UIN(fofu). (9:8)

(n,v)eTy wes™

On the other hand, for any (n,v) € T,, and = € K, the self-similarity of  and
(18.5)) show

(Puf)() — f()] < /K Fofuly) — fofulzo)|uldy)
<e / d(z0,9) 5 pldyIN,(fofs) < ENo(fofy),
K
where ¢ = (f,)"!(z). Hence if ((n,v), (n,u)) € EZ, then
(Puf)®) = (Puf)(@)] < ¢ Np(fofa) + Ny (Fofu)):

This along with yields

EN=2 Y IBHO - EH@P
((n,v),(n,u))EEY,
<C Y ION(ff) SC Y T ING(fofu)

(n,v)eT, weSsS™

Taking sup in the right-hand side, we have

No(F)P <€ > T “ING(fofuw)?. (9.9)

wes™m

Now for A € U, define F(A) by

D=

FA)f) = (Do Alfor.))

s€ES
For any A € U, since A < o/, implies
F(A) < caF(N,) <IN,
On the other hand, the fact cl./\/p < A and yield
F(A) > a1 F(N,) > "N,

Thus F(A) € Y and F : U — U. Tt is easy to see that U is continuous and
F(A+ B) < F(A) + F(B). Combining and ([9.9), we see that there exist
C41,Cy > 0 such that

Cle < ]:j(./\[p) < CQNP
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for any j > 1. So, by [28, Theorem 1.5], there exists £, € U such that F(&,) =
E.. Define

Unr = {A|A € U, A(F) < A(f) for any f € WP},

Then gp € Uy and Uy is a closed subset of U. Hence by [28], Corollary 1.6], we
see there exists & € Uyps such that F(E') = &' Letting £ = ()P, we have the
desired £. In the case p = 2, define

Upr = {A|A € U, A satistfies the parallelogram law,
the resulting quadratic form has both Markov and local property}.

Then Upr is a closed subspace of U and Theorem [6.23]ensures that Upr # 0. So
again by [28, Corollary 1.6], we have the desired local regular Dirichlet form. O

10 Conductive homogeneity of self-similar sets

In this section, we present a sufficient condition for conductive homogeneity
of self-similar sets. The idea is originated from [I1], where the authors used
symmetries of the spaces to show the combinatorial Loewner property of the
Sierpinski carpet and the Menger curve, also known as the Menger sponge. Our
sufficient condition, Theorem will be used in Sections [11{ and

In this section, we assume that (K, S, {fs}scs) is a self-similar structure and
adopt the setting in Section [0} For simplicity, we also assume that j, = 1 for
any s € S, so that g(w) = rl*l and T),, = S™.

Definition 10.1. (1) For any e = (w,v) € E},, define

X(e) = (fw)il(fw(K) N fu(K))
and @, : X(e) = X(€") by (fu) " ofuwlx(e), where e = (v,w) for e = (w,v).
Furthermore, define
IT(K,T)={(X(e),X(e"),pc)m>1,ec E} }.

An element of ZT (K, T) is called an intersection type of (K,T).

(2) A homeomorphism ¢ : K — K is said to be a symmetry of (K,T) if there
exists g* : T'— T such that |g*(w)| = |w| and g(Ky) = Kg-(y) for any w € T'.
Define Gk 1) as the collection of symmetries of (K, T).

(3) For any n > 0, define ¢y, : Upy>0T04m — T by ¢, (v) = w if v € T),4,, and
v="7"(v)u.

Remark. The notion of intersection types and the set Z7 (K, T') were introduced
in [31].
Note that ¢y, (Tnym) = T and (frm(y)) " (Ky) = Ky, () for any v € Ty yom,.

Notation. For A C T, set

K(A) = | K. (10.10)

92



Theorem 10.2. Suppose that there exist a finite subset T C IT(K,T) and
finite subgroups Go and G1 of Gk rysatisfying the following properties (a), (b)
and (c):

(a) (T, EL) is connected for any m > 1, where

By, = {ele € B, (X(e), X("), ) € T}

(b) For any (X,Y,¢) €T andz € X, there exists g € Go such that g(x) = ¢(z).
(¢) Foranyn>1, we T, andp € C ( ), there exists Up C Ugeg, 6" (¥n(P))
such that K(U,) is connected and g(K (Z/l NNX #0O for any (X,Y, ) €L and
g S go.
Then for anyp>1, n,k>1, m > 1, uy,vs € Tg,, and w € T,,,

M (w) < (L )M 4GP (TP MY, (1, v, T (10.11)

M,p,m

Furthermore, if Assumption holds with M, = M, then K is p-conductively
homogeneous for any p > dimar(K,d).

Remark. Strictly, a path p = (w(1),...,w(k)) of a graph is not a subset
of vertices but a sequence of them. However, we use p to denote a subset
{w(1),...,w(k)} if no confusion may occur. For example, in the expression
n(p) above, we regard p as a subset of Ty, .

Proof. For v € S™(I'1(w)), define H,, C Ty 4y, by
Hy = {vg" (Yn(u))lg € G1,v € Ty}

Then #(H,) < #(Tx)#(G1) for any u € S™(T'1(w)) and #({ujv € H,}) <
#(Lar(w))#(G1) for any v € Ty,

Now, since (T}, EF) is connected, there exists (w(0),w(1),...,w(l),w(l +
1)) € (Ty)'*2 such that w(0) = u., w (l +1) = v, (w(i),w( + 1)) EI for any
i=0,1,...,0. Set e; = (w(i),w(i + 1)). Then (X (e;), X(ei)r,gam)

Claim: There exist A; C T, x; € K and g;,h; € Gy fori=1,2,..

(i) Ai = (hi)*(Up) and K(A;) N X (e;) # 0,

(ii) z; € K(A;) N X (e;) and g;(x;) = e, (1),

and

(ili) Aiy1 = (gi)" (Ai).

Proof of Claim: For ¢ = 1, let hy be the identity map. Then A; = Up. Since
K(A1) N X(e1) # 0 by (c), we may choose 1 € K(A1) N X(e1). By (b), there
exists g1 € Gy such that gi(x1) = e, (21).

Assume that we have the desired objects for ¢ € {1,...,1 — 1}. Letting
hi—i—l = giohi € go and .Ai+1 = (gi)*(Al), we obtain

Aip1 = (gi)*(hi)*(up) = (hi+1)*(up)~

Using (c), we see that K(A;11) N X(e;41) # 0. Choose z;11 € K(Ait1) N
X (ej+1). By (b), there exists g;41 € Go such that g11(zit1) = e,y (Tig1)-
Thus by induction, the claim has been proven. O

l such that
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Now, by (¢), X(eg) N K(Ay) # (. This implies
Jw) (K (A1) N Ky # 0. (10.12)

Next, Claim-(ii) yields fui4+1)(9i(%i)) = fuw@)(®i). Moreover, since g;(z;) €
K((g9)*(Ai)) = K(A;41), we have

Fo@ (K (A) N fuirn (K (Aig1)) # 0 (10.13)

for i = 1,...,1. Since A; = (h:)*(Up) C Ugeg, 9" (¥n(p)), it follows that
Ul_ w(i)A; € UyepH,. Note that K (Ul_ w(i)A;) = Uiy fi(i)(Ai). By
and ([10.11]), we see that K (U!_,w(i).A4;) is connected and intersects with K, ().
Thus there exists pg € Cfﬁ)(u*, Vs, Ti) included in UL_;w(i)A; C UuepHy. Con-
sequently, Lemmashows . The conductive homogeneity follows from
Lemma (2 and Theorem B4 O

11 Subsystems of (hyper)cubic tiling

In this section, we present three classes of hypercube-based self-similar sets as
examples of conductively homogeneous spaces. The first one given in Theo-
rem [11.5] includes generalized Sierpinski carpets studied in the series of papers
1, 2, B[4 5l 6] by Barlow and Bass, the Menger curves (also known as the
Menger sponge), and the hypercubes [~1,1]" for L > 1. Unlike those exam-
ples, however, our examples also contain self-similar sets with fewer, or even
no, symmetries of a hypercube. See Section where we present examples of
self-similar sets having conductive homogeneity.

We start with basic notations on the hypercube [—1,1]F and its symmetry
group.

Definition 11.1. Let L € N and let CL¥ = [~1,1]Y. Moreover let By, be the
L-dimensional hyperoctahedral group, that is,

B = {glg € O(L),g(Cy) = CI},
where O(L) is the collection of orthogonal transformations of RY. Define
Bj,i = {(wlv cee ,$L)|($1, cee 75UI) € [ila 1]L7xj = Z}

for j = {1,...,L} and i € {~1.0,1}. Then the boundary of [-1,1]¥ consists of
{Bj,i}je{1,...,L},ie{1,—1}- For s = (81, ey SL) S {1, R 7]\/v}L, define

L

2s; —2—N 2s; — N
CLN _ [ i i }
s zl;ll N 9 N )

and

CL,N_(251_1_N 28L—1—N)
s = N yeeey N .
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If no confusion may occur, we use C, Cs and ¢, instead of CF, CLN and
cEN respectively hereafter.

In the course of this section, we are going to deal with particular elements
of ]BL.

Definition 11.2. Define R; € B, as the reflection in the hyperplane B; ¢ for
j=1{1,...,L}. Furthermore, define R;.'m'z as the reflection in the hyperplane

H;l»]é = {(xl’ Tt ’xL)lle = isz}

for jy1,72 € {1,.. .,L} with j; # jo and 7 € {1, —1}.

In the next definition, we introduce key notions of this section.
Throughout this section, we fix L > 1 and N > 2.

Definition 11.3. (1) A self-similar structure (K, S, {fs}ses) is called a sub-
system of L-dimensional hypercubic tiling, or a subsystem of cubic tiling for
short, if K C C,, S C {1,...,N}L and, for any s € S, f, is a restriction of a
similitude from R to itself satisfying f,(C,) = Cs, i.e. there exists ®, € By
such that

fs(x) = %I)sswcs (11.1)

for any x € RE. A subsystem of cubic tiling (K,S,{fs}ses) is called non-
degenerate if KN B;; # () for any j € {1,...,L} and i € {1, —1}.

(2) A continuous map ¢ : C, — C. is called an N-folding map if and only if,
for any s € {1,..., N}%, there exists A, € By, such that

p(x) = NAs(z — ) (11.2)

for any « € Cs. If no confusion may occur, we omit N in the expression of an
“N-folding” map and say a “folding map” for simplicity.

(3) Let £ = (K, S,{fs}ses) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. We use the frame-
work of Section |§| to define (T, A, ¢) with r = % and j; = 1 for any s € S. In
this case, T,, = S™ for any n > 1. Define a graph (T,,, E) by

Efb = {(w,v)|w,v S T’er 7é Uafw(c*) N f’U(C*) = fUJ(Bj,Z)
for some j € {1,...,L} and i € {1, —-1}}.

L is said to be strongly connected if and only if (T},, E) is connected for any
n>1.

(4) Let £ = (K, S,{fs}ses) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. £ is called locally
symmetric if and only if K, U K, is invariant under the reflection in the hyper-
plane including f,,(C.) N f,(C.) for any n > 1 and (w,v) € EY.

Remark. Let £ be a subsystem of cubic tiling which is non-degenerate and
locally symmetric. Then EY C E’ by the following arguments. Assume that
(w,v) € EY. Set

Ly = fu(Ci) N fu(Cy). (11.3)
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By non-degeneracy, K., N 4y, # 0 and by local symmetry, K, N4y, = K, N
ly» # 0. Hence (w,v) € E. Note that even if (w,v) € T, and f,(Cs) N
fo(Cy) # 0, it may happen that K, N K, = .

By properties of cubic tiling, it is easy to see that Assumption holds.
In summary, we have the next proposition. Recall that the edges of T, is given
not by EX but by E as it has always been in the previous sections.

Proposition 11.4. Let L = (K,S,{fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling.
Then {Ky}wer is a partition of K parametrized by the tree (T, A, ¢). Let d.
be the restriction of the Fuclidean metric on K and let p be the self-similar
measure satisfying p(Ky) = (#(9))~1*! for any w € T. Then Assumption
is satisfied with d = d, r = %, M, =1, My =1, N, = #(S) and L, < 3F —1.

log #(S)

In this case, u is ag-Ahlfors regular with respect to d., where ay = Tog N -

The exponent ay coincides with the Hausdorff dimension of (K,d,). Note
that #(S) < NE. Since #(S) = N¥ implies K = C,, we see that ay < L
unless K = C,.

The following theorems are the main results of this section.

Theorem 11.5. Let L = (K, S, {fs}ses) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Assume
that L is non-degenerate, locally symmetric, and strongly connected. Moreover,
suppose that the following condition (SDR) is satisfied:

(SDR) For any j1,j2 € {1,...,L} with j1 # ja, there exists i € {1,—1} such
that R;-l’jQ € Q(KT).

Then K is p-conductively homogeneous for any p > dimag(K, d,).

The name (SDR) represents “symmetric with respect to diagonal reflec-
tions” as R;&,jz is the reflection in the diagonal hyperplane H;& j,- For gener-
alized Sierpinski carpets, the Menger curve and the hypercube, it follows that
Gk,ry = Br and the condition (SDR) is satisfied. However, Gk 7y does not
necessarily coincide with By, to satisfy (SDR). For example, the group generated
by {R}hh\jl,h € {1,...,L},j1 # ja} is (isomorphic to) the symmetric group
of order L, Sz, that is a proper subgroup of By, and if Sp C Gk 1), then the
condition (SDR) is satisfied. See Example

In the case L = 2, the advantage of being planar gives another two classes

having conductive homogeneity.

Theorem 11.6. Let L = 2 and let L = (K, S,{fs}ses) be a subsystem of 2-
dimensional cubic tiling. Assume that L is non-degenerate, locally symmetric,
and strongly connected. Moreover, assume one of the following two conditions
(RS) or (NS).

(RS) ©y/2 € Gk 1), where Oy is the rotation by 7/2 around (0,0).

(NS) For each i,j € {1,...,N}, there exist i1,51 € {1,..., N — 1} such that

{(i1,7), (ir + 1,5), (i, 41), (i, 51 + 1)} NS = 0.

Then K is p-conductively homogeneous for any p > dimag(K, d,).
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The expressions (RS) and (NS) represent “rotational symmetry” and “no
symmetry” respectively.

At a glance at definitions, it may look difficult to verify the conditions
like “non-degenerate”, “strongly continuous”, and “locally symmetric”. In the
course of discussion, however, we will show useful criteria concerning only the
first iteration {fs(C4)}ses to check those conditions.

Proofs of the above theorems will be given later in this section after necessary
preparations. The main idea of the proof is to construct a family of paths
required in the condition (c) of Theorem [10.2| by using local symmetry and an
additional geometric condition (SDR), (RS) (NS). Such an idea was used in
[11] and can be traced back to the “Knight move” argument by Barlow-Bass
1. In those previous works, however, the full By-symmetry of the space was
required but we find that weaker (or even no) symmetry is good enough under
the presence of local symmetry.

Now we start to study the conditions “non-degenerate”, “strong continuous”,
and “locally symmetric”. First, we study the nature of folding maps, which turns
out to be closely related to the local symmetry.

Lemma 11.7. Let ¢ : C. — C. be a folding map characterized as (11.2)). Then
for any s,t € {1,...,N}~,

As=AR; ifCsnNCy= —Bj,;+cs for someiec {1,—1}.

1
N
Proof. Assume that Cs NCy = Bj i+ cs. Then CsNCy = B i + ¢ as well
and z — ¢, = Rj(xz — ¢;) for any z € Cs N C,. On the other hand, as ¢ is a
folding map, we see that

NAg(x —cs) = NA((x — ¢)

for any x € CsNC;. Hence As(x —c¢s) = AiR;(x —¢s) for any x € CsNCy. This
immediately implies A, = A R;. O

Note that R; R;, = R;,R;, for any ji,j2 € {1,...,L}. So, by the above
lemma, we can determine all the folding maps as follows.

Lemma 11.8. Fiz s* = (s},...,s%) € {1,...,N}L. For A € By, define ps a

C, = C, by
L
Ps*, H QJ gil x — CéV)J))
foranyx € Cy,,.. s,). Then oy, a is a folding map. Moreover, {ps- a|A € Br}
is the totality of folding maps for any s* € {1,..., N}L.

Examples of folding maps in the case of L = 2 are given in Figure[§ In each
example, s* = (1,1) and A = I. The element of By in each square indicates the
corresponding A(Ry)!*1 =51l (Ry)ls2—s2l,
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Rz | - R2
Ry | -l Rz | -

Figure 8: Folding maps

Notation. Let £ = (K, S, {fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Set

K = | fulC).

wWETy,

Due to the next lemma, one can easily determine non-degeneracy of K by
examining K (V.

Lemma 11.9. Let L = (K, S,{fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Then
L is non-degenerate if and only if K N B;; # 0 for any j € {1,...,L} and
ie{l,-1}.

Proof. Since K C K, the “only if” part is obvious. Assume that KN B;; #
¢ forany j € {1,...,L}and i € {1,—1}. We are going to show that K(k)ﬂBﬂ #
¢ for any j € {1,...,L}, i € {1,—1}, and k € {1,...,n} by induction on n.
Assume that the claim holds for n. Let w € T, satisfying f,,(C\) N Bj; # 0.
Since (fu) ' (fw(Cy) N B;;) = Bj, i, for some j; € {1,...,L} and i; € {1, -1},
there exists s € T such that fs(Cy) N (fw) ' (fw(Cs) N Bj;) # 0. This implies
that f,s(Cy) N Bj; # 0. Thus we have shown the desired statement for n + 1.
Now by induction, K(k)ﬂBj,i # (foranyj € {1,...,L}, i€ {1,—1}. Since K™
is monotonically decreasing and K = N,>1 K™ it follows that K N Bj; # 0 for
any j € {1,...,L} and i € {1, —1}. O

The locally symmetric property can also be determined by the first step of
the iteration as follows.

Lemma 11.10. Let £ = (K, S,{fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Then
L is locally symmetric if and only if Ks U Ky is invariant under the reflection
in Uy for any (s,t) € EX.

98



Proof. The “only if” part is obvious. We show the following statement by
induction on n > 1.

For any k € {1,...,n}, and (w,v) € Ef, K,,UK, is invariant under the reflection
in £y .

The case n = 1 is exactly the assumption of the lemma. Suppose that the
statement holds for n. Let (w,v) € E ;. In case 7" (w) = 7" (v), let s = 7" (w).
Then w = sw’ and v = sv’ for some w’,v" € T,,. Since f,(Cy) = fs(fu (Cy)) and
fo(C) = fs(for(CL)), we see Ly € EY. By induction hypothesis, K, N K,/
is invariant under the reflection in ¢, .. Applying f,, we see that K, U K, is
invariant under the reflection in ¢,, ,. In case 7" (w) # 7" (v), let s = 7™ (w)
and let ¢t = n"(v). Since ¢y, C {5y = fs(Bj,;) for some j € {1,...,L} and
i € {1,—1}, we obtain (s,t) € Ef. So, K, U K; is invariant under the reflection
in /5 +. Denoting this reflection by R, we see that R coincides with the reflection
in £y, . Since R(fw(C4)) = fu(Cy), it follows that R(K,) = R(K N fi,(Cy)) =
K;n f,(Cy) = K,. So we have verified the statement for n + 1. Thus by
induction, we have the desired result. O

Next, we consider the strongly connectedness.

Lemma 11.11. Let £ = (K, S, {fs}ses) be a locally symmetric subsystem of
cubic tiling. If L is non-degenerate and (T, EY) is connected, then L is strongly
connected.

Proof. By the non-degeneracy, we see that K (™) NB;,; # 0 forany j € {1,...,L}
and 7 € {1,—1}.

We are going to show that (T, Ef) is connected for any k € {1,...,n} by
induction on n > 1. Assume that w,v € T4;. If 77(w) = 7™ (v), then there
exist w’,v’ € T, such that w = sw’ and v = sv’, where s = 7" (w). Since w’
and v’ are connected by an E‘-path, w and v are connected by an E’ L 1-Path.
In case 7" (w) # 7"(v), let s = 7"(w) and let ¢ = 7"(v). Then w = sw’ and
v = tv' for some w',v’ € T),. Since (T}, E{) is connected, there exists an E}-
path (s(0),...,s(m)) such that s(0) = s, s(m) = t and (s(i),s(i + 1)) € E}
for any ¢ = 0,...,m — 1. For each ¢ = 0,...,m — 1, since Uyrer, fu' (Csx) N
Bj; # 0 for any j = {1,...,L} and i € {1,—1}, there exists u(i) € T,, such
that fo(yu@)(Cx) N Ls),sr1) # 0. Since L is locally symmetric, there exists
v(i) € Ty, such that fy41)0(:)(Cx) is the image of f(;)ue)(Cx) by the reflection
in ly(),s(i+1)- Define v(—1) = w’ and u(m) = v’. Then w = s(0)v(—1) and
v = s(m)u(m). Since (T, E%) is connected, v(i — 1) and wu(i) are connected
by an Ef-path for any i = 0,...,m — 1. Adding s(4) at the top, we obtain an
Ef . -path between s(i)v(i — 1) and s(i)u(i). Combining all these EY , ,-paths,
we obtain an Eﬁﬂ-path between w and v. Thus (T),41, Eﬁﬂ) is connected. By
induction, we see that L is strongly connected. O

Lemma 11.12. Let £ = (K,S,{fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Assume
that K Nint(C,) # 0. For any s € {1,...,N™}* if K 0int(CEN™) #£ (), then
there exists w € Ty, such that f,(C,) = CLN™.
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Proof. Suppose that f,(C) # Cf’Nm for all w € T,,,. Then f,(C,)NCEN" is
included in the boundary of CLN™ and hence f,,(C,) Nint(CLN™) = (. So,
K™ int(CEN") = [ (fu(C.) nint(CEN™)) = 0.
weT,,
Since K C K™ it follows that K Nint(CLN™) = (. O

The following relation between a folding map and a subsystem of cubic tiling
will be used to characterize local symmetry.

Lemma 11.13. Let £ = (K, S,{fs}ses) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Assume
that KNint(Cy) # 0. Let ¢ be a folding map. Then the following four statements
are equivalent:

(a) oK) = K.

(b) of (K™Y = K™ for any s € S and m > 0.

(¢) pofs(K) =K for any s € S.

(d) p(KM+)) = K for any m > 0.

Proof. (a) = (b): Let s € S. Then gofs(K) C K. For any w € T)y,, there exists
= (m1,...,7) € {1,..., N™} such that pof,(f,(C,)) = CL-N". Now

K 2 o fu(fulK Nint(C.)) = pofsofu(K) Nint(CEN"),
Since K N int(C,) # 0, this implies K Nint(CHN™) # §. Lemma shows
that gof(fu(Cy)) = CEN™ € K™ so that
pofs(K™) = | wofs(fuw(Ch)) € K™,
wWET,

Note that pofs € By preserves the Lesbegue measure of a set. Hence we see
o fu(K (™) = K(m).
(b) = (c): Since Ny>oK ™ = K,

wofs(K) :onfs< n K(m)) - m Km — i
m2>0 m>0
(c) = (a): Since K = Uyeg fs(K),
oK) = o |J 1)) = K.
ses
(b) = (d): Since Ugegfs(K ™) = KM+
(KDY = (| f(K)) = KO,
ses
(d) = (a): Since N> K™ = K,
p(K) =90( N K(m“)) = K™ =K.

m>0 m>0
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The next theorem tells that a locally symmetric subsystem of cubic tiling is
almost an inverse of a folding map.

Theorem 11.14. Let £ = (K, S,{fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling.
(1) If L is strongly connected and locally symmetric, then there exists a folding
map satisfying

©" o fu(KM) = KM (11.4)

foranyn >1,m >0 and w € T,,. In particular,
(pn(K(nﬂn)) — K(m)
foranyn>1,m>0 and
" (K) = K
for any n > 1. Furthermore, define Fs : Cyx — Cs by Fy = (¢|c.)™ ! for each

se€S. Then
K =] F.(K)
seS
and (K, S,{Fs}ses) is a self-similar structure.
(2) Suppose that K Nint(Cy) # 0. If there exists a folding map ¢ such that
o(K) = K, then L is locally symmetric.

Proof. (1) Fix s € S. Recall that there exists ®5 € By, such that

1
fs(x) = N(I)sx + cs

for any z € C.. Set A; = (®5)~! and define p = g, 4,. Since pofs = I,
it follows that ¢"o(fs)" = I for any n > 1. Thus letting s, = 8.8, We
see that ¢"of, (K) = K. Choose 7 = (11,...,71) € {1,..., N"}¥ such that
CEN" = f, (C,). Let w € Ty,. Choose ¢ = (£1,...,¢&r) € {1,..., N"}* such
that CEL’NTL = fu(C,). Since L is strongly connected, there exists an E’-path
(w(0),...,w(m)) between s, and w. Following this path and applying the
reflections in £y, (), w(i+1), We see that

K e R, — ),

where R = Hle(Rj)m_fj'. Note that ™ is an N"-folding map. For any
v € {1,...,N"} there exists A, € B, such that

o (@) = N" Ay (a — bV

for any x € CWL’NTL. Applying Lemmam to ", we see that

= NnATRR(Kbn - CL,N”) = gpn(Kén) = K

T
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Hence
phofu(K) =K

for any n > 1 and w € T},. Since K C K™ it follows that gp”ofw(K(m)) D K.
Note that @™o f,(K(™) = U,YGBC’,f’N" for some subset B C {1,..., N"}¥ and
K (™) is the minimal of such unions containing K. This shows "o f,, (K ™)) D
K Since ¢"of,, preserves the Lebesgue measure of a set, we conclude
that @"of,(K(™) = K Since K™ = Uyer, fu(K™), we obtain
(Kt m)) = K(m)  Note that K = Uyer, fu(K). Hence ¢"(K) = K.
Moreover, if ¢(z) = NAs(z — ¢5) for € Cj, then by Lemma [I1.13}(c), we
have K = NA (K, — ¢s). This implies K, = %(AS)*K + c¢s. Hence letting
Fy(z) = +(As) 'z + ¢, we see K = UgesFy(K).
(2) Suppose that (s,t) € Ef. Then by Lemma there exist A; € By, and
j€{1,...,L} such that

p(x) = NAs(z — c)
for any x € Cs and

p(x) = NAsR;(x — ct)
for any = € C;. Since pofs(K) = K and pofi(K) = K by Lemma it
follows that
1

1
Ky —cs= N(As)_lK and K;—c¢ = NRj(As)_lK'

Therefore,
1
RM;—%):RNL%YUY:K}—%

so that K; U K is invariant under the reflection in £, ;. Thus Lemma [TT.10]
shows that £ is locally symmetric. O

By (2) of the above theorem, we immediately have the following sufficient
condition for the local symmetry.

Corollary 11.15. Let S C {1,...,N}-. Assume that Bj; N (UsesCs) # O for
any j € {1,...,L} and i € {1,—1}. Let ¢ be an N-folding map. Define

Js = (50 05)71
for any s € S. Let K be the unique non-empty compact set satisfying
K = | f.(K).
sesS

Then, L = (K, S,{fs}ses) is non-degenerate and locally symmetric.

Proof. Since B;; N (UsesCs) # 0 for any j € {1,...,L} and i € {1,—-1},
Lemma shows that £ is non-degenerate and hence K Nint(C.) # 0. More-
over it is immediate to see that p(K) = K. Now Theorem [11.14}(2) suffices. O
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Note that by Theorem (1)7 any subsystem of cubic tiling that is locally
symmetric and strongly continuous is given by an inverse of a folding map
described in Corollary

Now we are ready to give a proof of Theorem [T1.5]

Proof of Theorem[I1.5. By Theorem[I1.14] we may assume that £ is given by an
inverse of a folding map described in Corollary [11.15] without loss of generality.
Note that

(" fuic) = fu (11.5)
for any m > 1 and w € T,. For any m > 1 and e = (w,v) € EY, by -,

" fuiconfoc) = () Hiweonsocy = (Fo) T Hiw@ons.co)-

Hence X (e) = X(e") and ¢, = I, where I is the identity map. Now let

I ={(X(e), X("):¢e)le € Umz1Ef},

and set Gy = {I} and G1 = G,y N Br. We are going to make use of The-
orem [10.2] The condition (a) of Theorem follows because L is strongly
connected. Since ¢, = I for any e € U,,>1E%, the condition (b) of Theo-
rem [[0.2] is obvious.

Now it only remains to show the condition (c) of Theorem[10.2] Let w € T,.
Suppose that f,(C.) = Hle[ozi,ai + 2/N"]. Then every path p € C(l) o (w)
contains a path between hyperplanes

{(z1,...,zr)|z; =a;} and {(z1,...,z1)|z; =0; —2/N"}

or
{(z1,...,z0)|z; =a; +2/N"} and {(z1,...,21)|z; = a; +4/N"}

for some j € {1,...,L}. This implies that there exists j. € {1,..., L} such that
(K (p)) 1 By, s # 0 for any i € {1,~1}. Note that ¢™ (K (p)) = K(4(p)).
Hence there exists a path p;, C ¢,(p) between B, _1 and Bj, 1. By the
condition (SDR), for any ji # j., there exists i, € {1,—1} such that R; g €

Gixr)- Set pjy = (R ;,)*(pj.)- Then K(p;,) N Bj, i # 0 for any i € {1,~1}.

Jxsd1
Moreover K (p;,) and K (pj,) intersects at H“ jr- Thus set p, = UFE_,pk. Then

p. is connected and K (p.)N By ;NK # () for any ke{l,...,L}andie {1,—-1}.
Moreover, px € Ugeg s B 9" (¥n(P)). Thus we have Verlﬁed the condition (c)
of Theorem [10.2) O

Proof of Theorem[I1.6, The arguments are the same as in the proof of Theo-
rem except the deduction of the condition (c¢) of Theorem m

In the case of (RS), to construct p;, from p;, , we use O/, in place of R’* s
Then the advantage of being planar yields K(p;,) N K(p;) # 0. The rest 1s the
same as in the proof of Theorem [10.2

63



Next assume (NS). Let w € T;, and let p = (w(1),...,w(k)) € C](\}?m(w)
with M = 4N — 3. Note that

#{r" (w(@), ..., 7" (w(k))}) = M.

We are going to show that

K(n(p)) N Bji #0 (11.6)

for any j € {1,2} and i € {1,—1}. Suppose K(¢(p)) N B11 = 0. Since
©~"(By,1) forms vertical lines at intervals of 2=, we see that K (p) is contained
2N 5 e?N" | which is denoted

in the interior of a vertical strip Uj:17___7NnC(i*7j) (t1,5)

by Z;,, for some i,. Let Cq,...,C] be the collection of connected components
of
(U @)nz.
weTy,
and set

D, ={vjveT,, [,(Cy) CC;}
fori=1,...,1. Then by (NS), we see that
#(D;) < 2(2N - 2).
Note that Ulefﬂm(w(i))(ak) C C;, for some i,. Hence
AN — 4> #(Dy.) > #({n™(w(@))]i = 1,...,k}) > M = 4N — 3.

This contradiction shows (11.6). Thus setting U, = 1, (p), we have the condi-
tion (c) of Theorem [10.2} O

To conclude this section, we present a useful criterion to determine whether
g € By, is a symmetry of (K,T) or not.

Lemma 11.16. Let £ = (K,S,{fs}scs) be a subsystem of cubic tiling. Assume
that L is non-degenerate, locally symmetric and strongly connected. Let ¢ be the
folding map satisfying the condition of Theorem (1) Then for g € By,
if there exists a map g, : S — S such that, for any s € S, g(Cs) = C and

g« (s)
Ay, (5)9(As)™t = g" for some k >0, then g € Gk ).
Recall that A, € By is given in Definition (2).

Proof. We are going to show that ¢g(K (™) = K™ for any n > 1 by induction.
For n = 1, Since g(Cs) = C,_(s), it follows g(K1M) = KU, Next assume
that g(K(™) = K. Then by Theorem wofo(K™) = K™ 5o that
Ay®,(K™) = K™, Hence

FK ) = (A K™) + e
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Rz R2

R

Figure 9: Chipped Sierpinski carpet

Set t = g«(s). Then

9K )) = 1 a(A) ™ (K1) 4 e = (A4 Aig(A) ™ (K1) 4 ¢

= (A (E™) 4 e = fi(K™)
Since K™*tD = U cgfs(K™), this yields g(K™*tY) = K®+D  Thus using
induction, we see that g(K(™) = K™ for any n > 1. Since N,>; K™ = K,
we obtain g(K) = K. Now, since g(K™) = K it follows that, for any
w € Ty, there exists v € T, such that g(f,(Cy)) = fu(Cs). Set v = g.(w).
Then g, : T, — T,. Since g(fu(Cy)) = f4.()(Cs) and g(K,) C K, we see that

g(Kw) - g(fw(c*)) NK = fg*(w)(c*) NK = Kg*(w)'

Using ¢~ in place of g in the arguments above, we obtain g_l(Kg* w)) € Ku
as well. Thus we have shown g(Ky) = Ky, (), 50 that g € Gk 7). O

1

12 Examples: subsystems of (hyper)cubic tiling

In this section, we present examples of subsystems of cubic tiling having con-
ductive homogeneity.

We begin with planar examples where dimagr(K,d,) < dimy (K, d.) < 2,
so that they are 2-conductively homogeneous and have self-similar local regular
Dirichlet forms constructed in Theorem 0.3

Example 12.1 (Chipped Sierpinski carpet). Let L =2 and let N = 3. Let S
be the set of squares in the right figure of Figure [9] where one of Ry, Ry or I is
written. The corresponding fs is given by

1
fs(x) = Nq)sx + ci’,
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Rz | -l Rz | -l

Figure 10: Non-countably ramified example

where @, € B, is indicated in Figure [9] Note that if the upper-left square be-
longed to S as well, then K would be the Sierpinski carpet. Lemma and
Corollary show that £ is non-degenerate and locally symmetric respec-
tively. Then using Lemma we see that £ is strongly connected. Finally
Lemma shows that Rf% € G(k,1), so that (SDR) is satisfied. Thus we
have confirmed all the assumptions in Theorem Note that K N JC, has
two different ingredients, the line segment, and the Cantor set. The lack of a
rotational symmetry enables such a phenomenon. Another unique feature is
the “countably ramified” property, that is, after removing a certain countable
set, every remaining point becomes a connected component. In this example,
since there are enough number of straight lines inside K, (K, d,) has the chain
condition and hence the heat kernel associated with (€, W?) satisfies and
(18.12)).

Example 12.2. Let L = 2 and let N = 4. As in Example S and
{®}ses are indicated in the right figure of Figure It is easy to see that the
corresponding self-similar structure is non-degenerate, locally symmetric, and
strongly connected in the same way as Example Moreover, Lemma
shows that R{, € G(x 1), so that (SDR) is satisfied. Thus we have confirmed
all the assumptions of Theorem Unlike the chipped Sierpinski carpet, this
example is not “countably ramified”. In this example, like the chipped Sierpin-
ski carpet, K contains enough straight lines. This implies that (K, d.) has the
chain condition, so that the heat kernel associated with (€, W?) satisfies

and (8.12)

Example 12.3 (Moulin/Pinwheel). Let L = 2 and let N = 5. As in the above
examples, S and {®s}scs are indicated in the right figure of Figure The
assumptions of Theorem [11.6] are verified in exactly the same way as before

including (RS), i.e. ©r/2 € Gk ). In this example, unlike previous ones,
(K,d.) does not have the chain condition and hence we have (8.10) and (8.11)).

The next two examples satisfy (NS).
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Figure 11: Moulin/Pinwheel

I Ri| | Ri
Rz Rz | -l R2
I Ri| | Ri
| R2 Rz | -l
| Ri Ri
Rz | Rz |

Figure 12: Non-symmetric example 1

Example 12.4. Let L =2 and let N = 6. As in the previous examples, S and
{®;}secs are indicated in the right figure of Figure In the same manner as
before, we verify local symmetry, non-degeneracy and strongly connectedness.
The condition (NS) is immediate from the right figure of Figure We have
#(S) = 23, so that dimgy(K,d,) = log23/log6. Obviously there is no Bo-
Ssymmetry.

Example 12.5. Let L =2 and let N = 7. As in the previous examples, S and
{®s}scs are indicated in the right figure of Figure In the same manner as
before, we verify local symmetry, non-degeneracy and strongly connectedness.
The condition (NS) is immediate from the right figure of Figure In this
example #(S) = 30, so that dimy (K, d,) = log30/log 7. Note that

log 5 log 4
dimg (K N Ryp) = % while dimp (K N Ry, _1) = —o

log7"

In the following examples, we may choose an arbitrary L > 2.

Example 12.6. Let S = {1,...,N}\{s.}, where s. = (1,...,1). Also let
¢ = s, 1, i.e. @ is a folding map given by

SO(T) = NAb(x - Cs)
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Figure 13: Non-symmetric example 2

for any s = (s1,...,s1) € {1,...,N}¥ and z € Q,, where A, = HJ{I(R]»)M_”.
Note that (4s)~* = As. Define

1
fs(m> = NAsaj + ¢

and let K be the unique non-empty compact set satisfying

K = f.(K).

ses

Then £ = (K, S,{fs}scs) is a self-similar structure. By Corollary L is
non-degenerate and locally symmetric. Moreover, Lemma shows that £
is strongly connected. Additionally, using Lemma [11.16] we see that lel s €
G(x,r for any ji,j2 € {1,...,L} with j; # jo. In fact, Gk 1) is generated by
{RJI.M-2 |71,72 € {1,..., L}, 41 # j2} and it is isomorphic to the symmetric group
of order L. Hence by Theorem K is p-conductively homogeneous for any
p > dimar(K,d.). Note that G x 1) is a proper subgroup of Bz, in this case.

Example 12.7 (Hypercube). Let S = {1,..., N} and let fi(z) = &2 + ¢,
for any s € S and z € [-1,1]L. Set K = [-1,1]%. Then (K, S, {fs}ses)
is a self-similar structure. Obviously, £ is non-degenerate, strongly connected
and locally symmetric. Moreover, Gx,ry = Br. By Theorem K is p-
conductively homogeneous for any p > L. In fact, for any p > L, we see that
WLP(K) = WP and there exist ¢ > 0 such that

&) < [ [95Pds < e ) (12.1)

for any f € WP(K), where £, is the self-similar p-energy constructed in Sec-
tion [9] The rest of this example is devoted to showing these facts. Choose
A ={w(l),w(2),w(3)} C T, such that K1), K,(2) and K,s) are three con-
secutive cubes in x;-direction, i.e. Ky 1) N Ky2) = fuwa)(Bi1) = fue)(Bi,-1)
and Kw(2) N Kw(s) = fw(2)(Bl,l) = fw(3)(Bl,—1)~ Let A; = {w(l)} and let
As = {w(3)}. Then, the function attaining the infimum in the definition of
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Ep.m (A1, Az, A) depends only on the first variable z; and is a piecewise linear
function in the direction of z1. Consequently, we see that

&l (A1, Az, A) > 2mEmp) =L,
On the other hand, the comparison of moduli shows
Mp'rrL(Al’AQ ) Mlpm( )
for any w € T. Therefore, there exists c¢o > 0 such that
022m(L—p) < gl,p,m<wa1—]w|)

forany m > 1 and w e T. R ~
Now, for f : K — R, we define f,,, : T, = T by fi(w) = f(fw(0)). Then
there exists ¢ > 0 such that

om=Lg b (fm) — c/ |V f|Pdz. (12.2)
K

as m — oo for any f € C°°(K). This shows that there exists ¢z > 0 such that
Erpn(w, Typ) < c32™E7P) for any w € T. Thus the scaling exponent of o
appearing in is 2L7P. Combining this fact and arguments analogous to
those in [41}, Section 5.3], we have the following Korevaar-Shoen type expression
of WP:

Wp—{f'feL”Kdm hmbup/ / —f)l” dydx<oo}
rl0 K rk Bg, (z,r) Tp

This expressing enable us to identify W? with WP (K). By (12.2), we see that

(12.1) holds for any f € C°°(K). Since C*°(K) is dense in WP(K), (12.1)

holds for any f € WP.

13 Rationally ramified Sierpinski crosses

In this section, we present another class of conductively homogeneous spaces
called rationally ramified Sierpinski crosses. This example is a planar square-
based self-similar set as those in the last section but the sizes of the squares
constituting it are not one but two. See Figure Consequently, although it
has full Bo-symmetry, we should make a little more complicated discussion than
that of the previous section to show the conductive homogeneity.

The family of Sierpinski crosses was introduced in [31, Example 1.7.5].

Definition 13.1. Let r1,72 € (0,1) satisfying 2ry + 72 = 1 and 71 > r9. Let
b1 = (_1a_1>7 b2 = (07_1>7 p3 = (la_l)a b4 = (150)7 D5 = (171), Pe = (Oa 1))
pr = (=1,1) and pg = (—1,0). Set S ={1,...,8}. For s € S, define F; : C\, —
C, as
Fq (l’) _ T1 (1. _ps) +p5 lf S %S Odd7
ro(z — ps) + Ds if s is even.
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The self-similar set K with respect to the family of contractions {Fs}secg is
called the (r1)-Sierpinski cross. Define ¢, = {1} x [-1,1], ¢g = {1} x [-1,1],
lp =[-1,1] x {—1}, and ¢p = [—1,1] x {1}, where the symbols, L, R, B, and
T correspond to left, right, bottom, and top respectively.

et
Ke
K7 Ks
0L | Ks Ka|lr
K1 Ks
K2
(B

Figure 14: the p,-Sierpinski cross: p, = v2 — 1

In this section, we will show that if an (r1)-Sierpinski cross K is rationally
ramified, then it is p-conductively homogeneous for any p > dimagr(K,d.).
Roughly speaking an (r;)-Sierpinski cross is rationally ramified if U, cr, () Ko,
which represents the local geometry around w € T, has finite types of variety
up to the isometries when w € T varies. See [3I] for the exact definition.
In fact, in [3I, Proposition 1.7.6], it is shown that an (rq)-Sierpinski cross is
rationally ramified if and only if 1 — ry = (r1)™ for some m > 2. For simplicity
of arguments, we confine ourselves to the case m = 2 hereafter in this section.
The generalization to other values of m is a little complicated but the essential
idea is the same.

In the case m = 2, the value of r; equals v/2 — 1. Set p, = v2 — 1. Our
main object of study is now the p.-Sierpinski cross. We take advantage of the
framework of Section [9] with r = p, and

. 1 if s is odd,
s = 2 if s is even.

to define (T, A, ¢) and the associated partition of K. In this case, g(w) is the
contraction ratio of the map F, = Fyy, 0...0 F,,_ for w = w;...w, € S™.
Note that g(w) = (p.)" or (p.)"*! for any (n,w) € T,. For example AY = S
and
A‘E’p*)Q = {1s,3s,5s,7s|s € S,s : even} U {1s,3s,5s,7s|s € S, s : odd}
U{2,4,6,8).
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Note that g(1s) = (p«)? if s is even and g(1s) = (p.)? if s is odd. Moreover,
Ag* N A?p*)z # () in this case. Let d, be the restriction of the Euclidean metric
to K. Let h,, (n,w) = (p«)" for (n,w) € T,,. It is straightforward to see that d.
is 1-adapted to the weight function h,_, i.e. Assumption (2B) holds with
M, =1.

For simplicity, to denote an element in T,,, we use w in place of (n,w)
hereafter as long as no confusion may occur.

The Hausdorff dimension of (K, d,) is given by the unique number oy sat-
isfying

Ap. )2+ A(p. )™ = L.

Consequently, we see that

n log 2
log (1 +v/2)"

Let p be the self-similar measure with weight (u;);cs, where

g =

i = (ps)*H if 7 is odd,
’ (py)2ee if ¢ is even.

Then p is the normalized a-dimensional Hausdorff measure and is a-Ahlfors
regular with respect to d,. After those observations, it is easy to see that
Assumption 2.15] is satisfied with M, = My =1, N, = 8. Moreover we see that
L, <8.

The main result of this section is as follows.

Theorem 13.2. For anyp >0, n,m, k> 1, w e T, and u,v € Ty,

M) (w) < 8(24)PH (T )PMUL), (u, 0, T).

D,

An immediate consequence of the above theorem is the conductive homo-
geneity of the Sierpinski cross.

Corollary 13.3. The p.-Sierpinski cross K is p-conductively homogeneous for
any p > dimar (K, dy). Moreover, there exists a self-similar p-energy £, on WP.
In particular, there exists a local reqular Dirichlet form (E,W?) on L*(K,p)

whose associated heat kernel satisfies (8.10) and (8.12)).

Note that due to the two different values of j,, the self-similarity of the
p-energy &, is given as

E(f) =0 EfoF)+0> > E(foF.)

s:odd s:even

for any f € WP.
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Proof of Corollary[13.3. By (4.3), it follows that
gl,p,m(wa Tn) < C;D#(TkJrl)pgp,m(u» v, Tk)

for any n,m,k > 1, w € T,, and u,v € T}. Moreover since p > dimyr (K, d.),
there exist ¢ > 0 and « € (0, 1) such that

&1 pm < ca™

for any m > 1. Thus we have obtained (8.3) and (8.4, so that K is p-
conductively homogeneous by Theorem In particular, since ayg < 2, K
is 2-conductively homogeneous and we have (£, W?). Since (K,d,) has the

chain condition, we have (8.10) and (8.12) by Theorem O

To show Theorem [I3.2] we need to prepare several notions.

Definition 13.4. (1) Set
U = {(27 13)7 (27 31)7 (4’ 35)7 (47 53)7 (6’ 57)’ (67 75)7 (8’ 17)’ (87 71)}'

For (i,jk) € U, define R, ;i : K; — Kji as the reflection in the line segment
K; N Kjx. Moreover, define R}, (w) for w € T(i) UT(jk) as the unique v €
T(i) UT(jk) satistying R; ji(Kw) = Ky. R} is a map from T'(i) UT(jk) to
itself.

(2) For g € B, define g* : T'— T by

g (w) =0,

where v is the the unique v € T satisfying ¢g(K,,) = K,. Note that ¢g*
T,.
(3) ForweT,ifw¢T(2)UT(4)UT(6)UT(8), then define

Huw ={g"(v)lg € Bz}
Otherwise if w € T(i) for i = 2,4,6,8, then define
Huw = {g"(v)lg € B2} U{g«(R; 1.(v))lg € B2, (i, jk) € U}

Note that #(H,,) < 24 for any w € T,,.
By the construction of Tj,, we see that g(w) = (p«)" or g(w) = (p,)"* for
any w € T7. In fact, we immediately obtain the following lemma.

T, * Tn —

Lemma 13.5. Set
Ty = {wlw € Ty, g(w) = (p)"} and T = {wlw € Ty, g(w) = (pu)" "'}
For any w € T}, wv € Thym if and only if v € T,y,.

1)
2) For any w € T, wv € Ty if and only if v € Tp,_1.
3) Tn+1

w € TN if and only if w € T+ or w = 74§ for some T € T and
4 we Tsrf if and only if w = 75 for some T € T and j € {2,4,6,8}.
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Definition 13.6. (1) Define v, ,, : S™(T7) — T;,, by

Y (W0) = v

for w e T} and v € T}y,.
(2) For w € T, define H% C T by

i,k
w

20 {w, R} ;, (w)} if w € T(jk) for some (i, jk) € U,
| {w) otherwise.

For w € Tt and u € T, define

qn {{T’U|’U e M9} if w=rjfor some 7 €T} and j € {1,3,5,7},
o {wu} if we Tnt

(3) Define

Ko = U k. (13.1)
SES,KsNloy #0

for % € {T, B, R, L}. For example, Kp = K; U Ky U K3.

Note that if w € T),, then H? € T, and that if w € Tf;ill and v € Ty, _1,
then Hy,, € Tgm-

Lemma 13.7. Assume that there ezists a path p = (w(1),...,w(l)) of Trn-1
contained in Ky, such that K,,yNlp # 0, KyqyNer # 0, and p is R3-invariant.

Set
= J U =

wET::ll vEHY

foruw € Tp_1. Then for any uy,us € Ty, there exists po € C,(ﬁ)({ul}, {ua}, Tk)
such that

l
po C |J M- (13.2)
i=1
Remark. Strictly, po is not a subset but a sequence of points. However, in

(113.2)), we use pg to denote a subset consisting of the points in the sequence.
We use such abuse of notations if no confusion may occur.

Proof. Set
Y =pUO;,(p)UOL(P)UO;, »(P)
Then Y = ¢*(Y) for any g € By. Let
wy)= | Ui
weTy ! veY
See Figure [15| for an illustration of p, ¥ and a part of H*(Y). It follows that
K(H*(Y)) is a connected set intersecting K, for any u € Tj. Therefore, we

can choose a path py connecting K, and K,, from H*(Y). Since H(Y) C
Ul M}y, we have the desired statement. O
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Figure 15: p, Y and a part of H*(Y)

Proof of Theorem[13.2. Let w € T, and let ui,us € Tj. For any p € Cilgl(w),
set
Hm—l(P) = U Hu

uew;+1’m71(pﬂs7n 1(T7?¢11))

Then Hy,—1(p) € Trn—1 and g*(Hym—1(P)) = Hm-1(p) for any g € Bs.
Claim 1 There exists a path p* contained in H,,—1(p) such that one of the
following four statements is true:
(a) K(p*)N{p # 0 and K(p*) N K # 0,
(b) K(p*)Nlr # 0 and K(p*) N Kp # 0,
(c) K(p*) Nty # 0 and K(p*) N Kg # 0,
(d) K(p*) Nl #0 and K(p*) N Ky, # 0.
Proof of Claim 1: Let F,,(C.) = [a,a + h] X [b,b + h], where h = (p,)" if
w € T" and h = (p,)" ! if w € T"*1. Define
Apy=la—v,a+h+7] x[b—~,b+h+7]

and A, = KN(Ay,(p,yn+1\Aw,(p,)n+2). Two typical examples of A, is illustrated
in Figure Since K1) N Ky # 0 and Ky N Ay (o)t = 0, a part of p
contained in ﬁw connects
{(a— (p*)”+17y)|y2€ [=1.1]} and {(a — (p.)"*2, y)ly € =11}
{(a+hy+ (p)"*2)ly € [-1,1]} and {(a + h + (p)" ", y)ly € [-1, 1]},
[(w.b— (p)™ V) € [-1, 1]} and {(z,b— (p.)"**)[a € [~1, 1]},
or
{(@,b+ b+ (p)™)[w € [~1,1]} and {2,b+ h+ (p,)"* )|z € [-1, 1]},
According to the four possibilities above, we have (a), (b), (c) or (d), where the
exact correspondence depends on w. O

Hereafter we assume the case (a) in Claim 1 in the course of discussion. Other
cases may be treated exactly in the same manner. In the following claims, we
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Dark grey regions are K,,. Light grey regions are 4,

Figure 16: Two examples of Ay,

are going to modify the initial path p* step by step. This process of modifica-
tion is illustrated in Figure

Claim 2 p* U R}(p*) contains an Rp-symmetric path p; = (v(0),...,v(l1))
between £p and £r, i.e. Ky Nlp #0, R3(v(i)) =v(ly —i) fori =1,... 1.
Proof of Claim 2: Let p, = (w(1),...,w(l)). By (a), K(p*) intersects with
the line segment [—1,1] x {0}. Set i, = min{i|w(i) N [—1,1] x {0} # @}. Then
connecting (w(l),...,w(i,)) and its image by R, we obtain a desired path. [
Claim 3 Rj(p1) U p1 contains an Ry-symmetric path ps such that K(ps) C
[-1,0] x [-1,1].

Proof of Claim 3: If p; or R} (p1) is contained in the left half of C,, then choose
p1 or Ri(p1) accordingly as our path. Otherwise, applying R; to K (p1)NJ0, 1] x
[—1,1], we obtain a desired path. O
Claim 4 Set Hp+ = Uyep-Hqy. Then there exists an R3-symmetric path ps C
Hp+ contained in Ky, such that K(ps) Nl # 0 and K(p3) Nlp # 0.

Proof of Claim 4: If K(ps) C K|, then we set pa = p3. Otherwise, use R3 15
(resp. R -5) to reflect the part K(p2) N Kz (resp. K(p2) N Kg) into K3 (resp.
K75). Then we obtain a desired path. O
Now we have a path ps satisfying all the assumptions of Lemma [I3.7] Applying
Lemma m with p = p3, we obtain a path pg € C,(ﬁ)({ul},{ug},Tk). For
u € S™(I'1(w)), define

: -1 +1
U H,  ifue STTH T,
Hu = v€H¢;+1,m—1(u)

0 otherwise.

Then it follows that
Po g U Hv~

vEP
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Figure 17: Modifications of a path

Since #(H.) < 24 and #(I'1 (w)) <8,
#(Hy) < 48#(Tht1) and  #({v|u € Hy}) <24-8.
So, Lemma suffices. O

14 Nested fractals

In this section, we show conductive homogeneity of a class of self-similar sets,
called strongly symmetric self-similar sets, that are highly symmetric and finitely
ramified. This class is a natural extension of nested fractals introduced by
Lindstrgm[37], where Brownian motions were constructed on them. In [29]
Section 3.8], Lindsrgm’s results were extended to strongly symmetric self-similar
sets. Typical examples of strongly symmetric self-similar sets are the Sierpinski
gasket, the pentakun (“Kun” means “Mr.” in Japanese), and the snowflake,
whose definitions are given below.

Let p € (0,1) and let S be a finite subset of RY for some L € N. For each
g€ S, let fy: RY — RE be a p-similitude whose fixed point is ¢, i.e. there exists
U, € O(L) such that

fo(@) = pUg(z —q) + ¢
for any x € RY. Let K be the self-similar set with respect to the family of
contractions {f,}4es. Then the triple (K, S, {fy}4es) is a self-similar structure
as is explained in Section [9

Assumption 14.1. (1) If p,q € S and p # ¢, then p ¢ f,(K).
(2) There exists U C S such that

U i (fan (B) N fu(K) = U
q1,92€S
1742
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(3) K is connected.

For purpose of normalization, we assume

=0

qeU
hereafter.

Proposition 14.2. Under Assumptionm, (K, S,{fq}qes) is a p.c.f. self-
similar structure with
Vo =U. (14.1)

Moreover, define {Vi,}m>1 inductively by
Vm+1 = U fz(vm)

€S
Then
Vin € Vi (14.2)
for any m > 0.

The definitions of p.c.f. self-similar structures and Vj along with the proof
of is given in Appendix is due to [29, Lemma 1.3.11].
For the self-similar structure (K, S, {f;}qes), we adopt the framework in Sec-
tion |§| with r = p and j, = 1 for any ¢ € S. In this case,

Ty =8"={wy... wp|w; € S foranyi=1,...,m}.

Then we see that

Vo= J X(e).

ecEY
Moreover, by [29] Proposition 1,3,5-(2)], it follows that

for any w,v € T, with w # v. This implies that

Vo = U X. (14.4)
(X,Y,0)EIT(K,T)

Let ay = —log N/log p. Note that Np*# = 1. Let u be the self-similar measure
with weight (p®#,..., p*#). Basic properties of u is given in Appendix [E| Also,
let d. be the restriction of the Euclidean metric to K.

The following assumption is an equivalent condition of Assumption [2.15
(2B) when d is the (restriction of) Euclidean metric. Essentially the same
assumptions have been around from time to time for almost 30 years. See [35]
Assumption 2.2] and [38, Assumption (P)]. The assumption is believed to be
true for nested fractals but we have no proof so far. In [38], it was shown that
this assumption is true if Uy is the same for any ¢ € S. In Appendix@, we show
this assumption is true if U, is the identity map for any ¢ € V4.
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Assumption 14.3. There exists ¢ > 0 such that d(K,, K,) > cp/”l for any
n > 1, and (w,v) € E};, where d(A, B) = infyca,yep |z — y| for subsets A, B C
RE.

Proposition 14.4. Under Assumptions and Assumption [2.15 is
satisfied with d = d., r = p, and M, = My = 1.

The above proposition is proven in Appendix [E]

Definition 14.5. (1) Let m. = #{|x — y||z,y € Vo, x # y}, where |z]| is the
Euclidean length of z € R, Define

lO:minﬂx*nyﬂ/e%ax#y}'

Moreover, define [; for ¢ = 0,1,...m, — 1 inductively by
liyi =min{|z —y||z,y € Vo,z #y, |z —y| > 1;}.

(2) A sequence (z;)i=1,..x C Vi, is called an m-walk if there exists w(i) € Ty,
such that z;,2i11 € f,;)(Vo) forany i =1,... .k — 1.

(3) A O-walk (;)i=1,..k is called a strict 0-walk (between z; and xy) if |z; —
1| =lp forany i =1,...,k — 1.

(4) Define

g ={9lg € O(L),9(Vo) = Vo
there exists gx : T — T such that g(f, (Vo)) = fg+(w) (Vo) for any w € T'.}

(5) For any x,y € RY with x # y, define
Hyy={z]z RV |z — 2| = |y — 2|.}

(Hgy is the hyperplane bisecting the line segment zy.) Also let g, : RL - RE
be reflection in Hy,,.

Definition 14.6. (K, S, {f,}4es) is said to be strongly symmetric if Assump-
tion [14.1] is satisfied and there exists a finite subgroup G, of G such that the
following properties hold:

(1) For any z,y € Vo with & # y, there exists a strict 0-walk between x and y.
(2) If z,y,2 € Vp and |z — y| = |x — z|, then there exists g € G, such that
g9(x) =z and g(y) = 2.

(3) For any i = 1,...,m, — 2, there exist 2,y and z € V; such that |z — y| = ;,
|z — 2| = 1,41 and g, € ..

(4) Vo is G.-transitive, i.e. for any x,y € Vp, there exists g € G, such that
9(z) =y.

Remark. By Definition [14.6}(4), |q1| = |g2| for any ¢1,¢2 € Vp.

Definition 14.7. A self-similar structure (K, S, { f;}4es) is called a nested frac-
tal if Assumption holds and g, € G for any x,y € V; with = # y.
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By [29] Proposition 3.8.7], we have the following proposition.
Proposition 14.8. A nested fractal is strongly symmetric.

We give three examples of strongly symmetric self-similar sets. Note that
Assumption [14.3]is satisfied for all the three examples because of Lemma
The first two are nested fractals.

Example 14.9. [Pentakun: Figure Let S = {p1,...,p5} be a collection

of vertices of a regular pentagon satisfying Z?lei = 0 and let p = 3’2\/5.
Then the associated self-similar set K, called pentakun, is strongly symmetric.
(See [29, Example 3.8.11].) In this case G = G, = Ds, which is the group of
symmetries of a regular pentagon, and Vo = {p1,...,ps}.

Example 14.10. [Snowflake: Figure Let {p1,...,p6} be a collection of

vertices of a regular hexagon satisfying Z?:1 p; =0and let S = {p1,...,pr,0}.
Furthermore let p = % Then the associated self-similar set, called snowflake,

is strongly symmetric. (See [29, Example 3.8.12].) In this case G = G, = Dy,
which is the group of symmetries of a regular hexagon and Vo = {p1,...,ps}

Figure 18: Pentakun Figure 19: Snowflake

The last example is not a nested fractal.
Example 14.11. Let

11

S:{—1,0,1}3U{—§,§

}3, U={1,-1}?

and p = 1/5. Note that U is the collection of vertices of the cube [—1,1]* and

41 — 1 41 + 1 4go — 1 4g9+1 4g3 — 1 4¢3 +1
Fall=101) = [, = o [ S < [
5 5 5) 5 ) 5

for any ¢ = (q1,92,93) € S. It is straight forward to see that the associated
self-similar set is strongly symmetric with Vy = U and G = G, = Bs. This
self-similar set is not a nested fractal because g5, ¢ G if v = (—1,—-1,—1) and
y=(1,1,1).

Using Theorem we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 14.12. Suppose that (K, S, {fi}ics) is strongly symmetric and that
Assumption holds. Then (K,d,) is p-conductively homogeneous for any
p > dimag(K,dy).

As for dimyp (K, d,), it was shown in [43] that dimar(K,d,) = 1 if (K, d,)
is the Sierpinski gasket. In general, we have the following fact.

Proposition 14.13. Suppose that (K, S,{fi}ics) is strongly symmetric and
that Assumption holds. Then dimag(K,d.) < 2.

Proof. For m > 0, define E, = {(fw(@), fo)w € Thm,x,y € Vo,x # y}.
Then {(Vin, Em) }m>o0 is a proper system of horizontal networks in the sense of
[34, Definition 4.6.5]. Define

Ls(Vo) = {(Day)a,yevs [there exists (Do, ..., Dy, —1) € [0,00)™* such that

Dy=1,D,y=D;if |z —y| =1, and Z D,y =0 for any z € Vp.}
yEVD

In particular, let D' € £(Vp) satisfy (D'),, = 1 for any z,y € V, with = # y.
For D = (Dyy)a,yev, € Ls(Vo), define

LN=5 S Delflfule) ~ [Fulw)?
WE T, ,x,yeVy

for f € £(V,,) and
SQD,m,w = lnf{gQD,ner(f)'f € K(Vn+m)7 f|Vn+mﬂKw = 17 f‘Vn.;.mﬁ(Ungl(w)Ku) = O}

for any w € T,,. Then by [29, Theorem 3.8.10 and Corollary 3.1.9], there exist
D, € Ls(Vp) and o > 1 such that (D,, (¢7,...,07!)) is a harmonic structure,
that is, for any f € ¢(V,,),

o€ (f) = min{o™HEY: 1 (9)]g € €(Vins1), g

This implies that there exist ¢1,co > 0 and k& > 1 such that

v, = [}

D,

m
2,m,w .

cio” ™ < sup €&
weT\ Ty,

3020'7

On the other hand, there exist c3,cq > 0 such that

&P (f) < EPL(f) < caBL: (f)

for any m > 0 and f € ¢(V,,). Thus we see that sup,cr 52D,,1n7w < Co™™

for any m > 0. Therefore, by [34, Theorems 4.6.9 and 4.9.1], it follows that
dimagr(K,d.) < 2. O

The rest of this section is devoted to proving Theorem We suppose
that (K, S,{fi}ics) is strongly symmetric hereafter in this section. By [29]
Proposition 3.8.19], we have the following theorem.
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Lemma 14.14. If (K, S,{fi}ics) is strongly symmetric, then g(Ky) = Kg«(w)
forany g € G and w € T. In particular, G C Gk 1)-

Lemma 14.15. If (K, S, {fi}ics) is strongly symmetric, x1,z2,y1,y2 € Vo and
|x1—x2| = |y1—y2|, then there exists g € G such that g(x1) = y1 and g(x2) = yo.

Proof. By Definition [14.6}(4), there exists g1 € G such that gi(z1) = 1. Let
g1(x2) = z. Then |y; — y2| = |y1 — 2|. Hence by Definition [[4.6}(2), there exists
g2 € G such that g2(y1) = y1 and go2(z) = y2. Thus letting g = go0g1, we see
that g(z1) = g2(y1) = y1 and g(22) = g2(2) = ve. [

Definition 14.16. A path (w(1),...,w(k)) of (T}, E},) is said to connect z €
Kandye Kifre Kyq)and y € Ky)-

Lemma 14.17. Let p be a path of (T,n, E},) connecting x1 € Vy and x2 € V).
Suppose |x1 —xa| =1; for somei=1,...,m,—1. Then there exist a path p1 of
(T, EY), x € Vo and y € Vi such that p1 connects x and y, p1 C Ugeg, 9" (P)
and |x —y| = 1l;_1.

Notation. For a path p = (w(1),...,w(k)) and g € G, set

9" (p) = (9" (w(1)), ..., g" (w(k))).

Proof. By Definition (2), there exist x,y,z € Vj such that |z —y| = l;_1,
|z — 2| = [; and gy. € G,. Also, Lemma shows that there exists h € G,
such that h(x;) = = and h(x2) = z. Since |z — y| < |z — z|,  and z belong
to different sides of Hy,. Hence the path h*(p) intersects with H,,. Therefore,
h*(p) and (gy.)*oh*(p) has an intersection at H,,. Since (g,.)*oh*(p) connects
gy=(2) and y = g,.(2), we can extract a path p; from h*(p) U (g4.)* o h*(p)
connecting z and y, and included in Ugeg, g*(p). Since | —y| = l;—1, p1 is a
desired path. O

Lemma 14.18. Let p be a path of (Tp,, EX,) connecting two distinct points in
Vo. Then for any x,y € Vo, there exists a path p' of (Ty,, E5,) connecting x and
y such that p’ C Uyeg, 9% (P)-

Proof. Using Lemma [I4.17] inductively, we see that there exists a path pg of
(T, E},) connecting two distinct points z; and 2o in Vp such that |23 — 29| =
lo and po C Ugeg.9*(p). By Definition m(l), there exists a strict 0-walk
(x1,...,xj,) satisfying 21 = = and z;, = y. By Lemma for any j =
1,...,750 — 1, there exists g; € G, such that g;(z1) = z; and g;(22) = zj41.
Concatenating (g1)*(po), - - -, (gj,—2)* (Po) and (g;,—1)* (Po), we obtain a desired
path connecting x and y. O

Proof of Theorem[1].19 We are going to use Theorem Let Z=7IT(K,T)
and let Gg = G; = G,. By and the fact that Z = ZT (K, T), we see that
EZ = E? . Hence the condition (a) of Theorem is satisfied. The condition
(b) is also satisfied due to the fact that G, is transition on Vj.
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Let w € T, let u,v € T}, and let p € C%lzl(w) Then p contains a path
connecting two distinct points in Uyrer, fur (Vo). Thus 9, (p) contains a path
between two distinct points in Vy. By Lemma [T4.18] for any z,y € V;, there
exists a path pgy € Ugeg, 9% (¢¥n(p)) connecting x and y. Set Up = Uz yevyPay-
Then since K (Up) 2 V, it follows that g(K(U,)) 2 WV for any g € G.. More-
over, K (Up) is connected and Up C Ugeg, 9" (¢¥n(p)). Thus we have verified the
condition (c) of Theorem Now, Theorem suffices. O

15 Conductance and Poincaré constants

From this section, we start preparations for a proof of Theorem To begin
with, we will introduce Poincaré constants and study a relationship between
Poincaré and conductance constants in this section.

The next lemma concerns an extension of functions on 7, to those on T}, 4,
by means of the partition of unity {@. }wer, given in Lemma

Lemma 15.1 ([36, (2.8) Lemmal). Let p > 1, let A C T, and let {¢uw}uwea be
the partition of unity given in Lemma . Define I4 m : £(A) — £(S™(A)) by
Famf)w) =Y fw)pu(u).

weA

Then .
Ep (Lamf) < amm( max Enspm (10, 4) ) E74(1),

where the constant qy = qua(p, L+, M) depends only on p, L, and M.

Proof. Let (ax(u,v))yver, be the adjacency matrix of (T, E}). Set f= IAAmf.
Then

EN=2Y Y Y awm@o)lfw) - fo)P. (151

weAveS™ (w) ueS™(I'{(w))

Suppose v € S™(w),u € S™(I'{(w)) and (u,v) € E},,,. Then ¢, (u) =
@ur(v) =0 for any w’ ¢ I'4,  (w). Hence

Z P (u) = Z Pur(v) = 1.

1v’€1"1‘e1+1 (w) w’EF;@IJrl (w)
Using this, we see

) =floy= Y f)pwu) = puw(v))

w’ EFJ‘?/[Jr1 (w)

= Y (W)~ f@) (0w (1) — pu ().

w'EF]‘c“_l(w)
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. . 1 1 _
Let ¢ > 1 be the conjugate of p, i.e. s T o= 1. Then by Lemma

Fa-for< Y -t Y leww-ee@)”

w’EFAA/IJrl(w) w’EFf/IJrl(w)
<G Y @)= f@P Y lew () = pw (),
w/ ey, (w) w' el (w)

where C; = max{1, (L,)MTVP=21 Tf w € A and v’ € FM+1( w), then there
exist w(0),...,w(M+1) € A such that w(0) = w, w(M+1) =w', (w(j),w(j+
1)) € EX for any j =0,..., M. Then

M
[f(@) = fw)P < (M + 1771y [f(w(f)) = fw(G+ 1))
§=0
Since #(I'y; 11 (w)) < (L,)M*1, it follows that
> @) = fw)P < Cy > (') = f(uw")P,
w/GFfi(w) w’,w”EFAM(w),(w/,w”)GE;*L

where Cy = (M + 1)P71(L,)M. On the other hand,

Z Z At (U, V) Z | (U) — @ur (V) [P

veS™(w) ueS™ (I'{(w)) w'eTgy ) (w)

<2 Z 5,?3?( )(@w’a Pur) < 2(L*)M+1 g,lg)j 5Z§$(A)(<Pw')-

W' €LYy 4 (W)

Hence, by (15.1]),
Edm o (f) < CL0o(L)MH! max &y 57y (Pw) %
> ( > Fw) = Fw))
wWEA ! w”EFZ‘\‘/{+1(w),(w’,w”)EE:‘L

< Clcg(L*)Z(M+1) Iélgi( g;g;n(A) (‘pw)gnA(f>

P,
So, Lemma suffices. O
There is another simple way of extension of functions on T, to those on
T’I’L+k-
Lemma 15.2. Let p > 1 and let A C T,. Define Iay, : £(A) — £(S*(A)) by
Tanf = Fw)xse(u):
weA

Then

Ep i ay(Lak ) < max (05" ()] 4(f)-
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Proof. Let f = I f. Then f(u) = f(v) if 7%(u) = 7%(v). So if (u,v) € E; .
and f(u) # f(v), then (7% (u), 7% (v)) € E*. Fix (w,w’) € Ef. Then
#{ (1 0)|(u,0) € Bpype, 7 (u) = w, 7 (v) = w'} < #(95*(w)).
This immediately implies the desired statement. O
Combining two previous extensions, we have the following estimate.
Lemma 15.3 ([36, (2.9) Lemmal). Let p > 1 and let A C T,,. Then, there
exists T g.m : L(A) — £(SFT™(A)) such that for any f € L(A),
gn;fj;T(A) (IA,k,mf)

SCmgleai‘(#(ask(w))UEHS%%E(A)EMpm(’U SHANE) A(f), (15.2)

where the constant qmm = am3(p, L«, M) depends only on p, L. and M, and

(Lakm f) () = f(w) (15.3)
for any w € A and u € S™(S*(w)\ Bk (w)).
Proof. Define I = jsk(A),m o) TA’k. Combining Lemmas and we im-
mediately obtain (15.2)). Let u € S™**(A). Set v = 7™ (u) and w = 7% (w). If
k
I‘il (A)(v) C S*(w), then

Yo fE D= Y FEE)pw (u)

v/ ESK(A) v erSH ) ()

= Y fweww) = fw)

k
IGFS (A)( )

If v € S*(w)\ By (w), then FS (A)( ) € Tar(v) € S*(w). So the above equality

)

suffices for (|15.3). O

Next we introduce p-Poincaré constants. In fact, there are two kinds of
Poincaré constants A, n,,(A) and Ap ., (A) but they are almost the same in view

of (5.

Definition 15.4. Define p(w) = p(K,) for w € T. For A C T,,, define u(A) =
> weaiw) and jig : A - [0,50) by

_ m(w)
ralw) = )

for w € A. For f € £(A), define

Ha=" fwpalu)

u€A
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and

D=

1 lwsa = (3 1@ Pratw))”.

ueA

Moreover, define

infeer(|[f — exsma)llpusm ay )P

Ap.m(A) = sup

Fee(sm(A)) £y smay(f)
. (1 = (Dsmwlpsrsncn)”
Xp,m(A) = sup i_:gA) DS
Fee(sm(A)) Epsmay(f)
Remark. By Lemma [B:2] it follows that
1\P~ ~
(5) Mo (A) < Apan(4) < X (A). (15.4)

Using the previous lemmas, we have a relation between Poincaré and con-
ductance constants as follows.

Lemma 15.5 ([36, (2.10) Prop.]). Let p > 1 and let A C T,,. For any m > 1
and k > Mmyg,

max#(ask(w)) max  En,p,m (U7Sk(A)))‘p,k‘+m<A)Z)‘p,O(A)a
weA vESk(A)

where the constant qmm = amm(7Y, Mo, P, L«, M) depends only on ~,mo, p, L.
and M.

Proof. Choose fy € £(A) such that £ 4(fo) = 1 and
)Y = Apo(A).
Letting f = I r,mfo, by Lemma [T5.3} we see that

Ep iy (F) < ammmmax #(98" (w) 08 Ert (v, ,SH(A). (15.5)

(min|]f

On the other hand, by (15.3)) and (2.8]),
1

WA S 1fw) =P Z S 1 w) = dPuv)
P pesirm a) A) 5eh vesr(Ge(w)
1
> m Z | fo(w) — cfPpu(v)
weAveS™(S ( N\Bu,k(w))
mOM Z | folw) = cfPp(w) =~y N, o(A).
weA
This and (15.5)) yield the desired inequality. O
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16 Relations of constants

In this section, we will establish relations between conductance, neighbor dis-
parity, and Poincaré constants towards a proof of Theorem

Definition 16.1. For w € T and n > 0, define

(v)

En(w) = e w)

First, we consider a relation between Poincaré and neighbor disparity con-
stants.

Lemma 16.2 (|36, (2.13) Prop.-(1)]). Letp > 1. For any w € T and n,m > 1,

Apnpm(w) < 2071 (fn(w) verggéu) Apm (V) + L*)‘p,n(w)ap,m-,nﬂwl)'

Proof. By Theorem[A.3] for any f € £(S™™(w)),

i Z |f(w) = (f)sntm () [P (v)

,U,(’LU ueSntm (w)

IDINDY ( (Nsne) P+ 1(F)smwy = (Fsmsmul? ) (),

vES"(w ) ueS™ (v

~

where C, = 2P~! for p # 2 and Cy = 1. Examining the first half of the above
inequality, we obtain

( > o> | f)sm) [P r(u)

pw veS™( w) ueS™( )
‘Ll, w|+n+m \ wimrnam
< ¥ ) m)E (" () < alw) enslgﬁw)kp,m(v)%'),smi(w)(f )
veS"(w)

For the other half, by Lemma
Z Z S"”(v - (f)S"*m(w)|p,U/(u)
veS”(w) ueS™( )

,u v)
w n+|w\,mf)(v) - (Pn+|w\,mf)5"(w)|p
veES™ (w)

w(w

< /\Pﬂl (w)gzl;jjsljglw) (Pn+\w|,mf)

< Lpn m (0, 0)EPETEL (1),
— D, (w)v v eSn (w), (U)1() )eEn+|w| Op, (U v ) p,Snt (w)(f)
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Combining all, we see

PV

<Cp f (w) ueHSlg?w) D, (U)“r D, (w)v,y/esn(wgfl(%ﬁ’)eEZHm

Op,m (0, U’)) )

O
Definition 16.3. Define

Ap,m = sup Xp’m(w).
weT

By Theorem , Ap.m is finite for any m > 1.
Making use of Lemma we have the following inequality.

Lemma 16.4. Define
gn = Sup gn(w)

weT
Then B B B
Apintm < 2P (A pm 4 Lidp n0pm), (16.1)

for any n,m > 1.

Remark. By Lemma u is exponential, so that there exist £ € (0,1) and
¢ > 0 such that

En <"
for any n > 1.

Next, we examine the relationship between the conductance and Poincaré
constants.

Lemma 16.5. For anyw € T, l,m > 1 and k > myMp,
D&t prn | +hi Apsk+m1 (W) > qrEzp, (w), (16.2)

where Dy, = maxyer (¢} #(05%(v)) and the constant = 27 Pqg depends
only on v, mq, p, L. and My. In particular,

D&, pymAp ktm+l > ARl (16.3)
Proof. Applying Lemma with M = My and A = S'(w), we obtain

D max  Enty (v, 8" (W) Apiion (S'(w) > azmhpo(S'(w)).

vESF+(w)
Lemma [3.2] shows

Eto,pm (0, S (W) < Ent,y . (0 Tl 4 k41) < Enty i ool 4k
Moreover, Ay k+m(S' (w)) = A\p krmri(w) and A, o(SH(w)) = Ay (w) by defini-
tion. So letting = 27Pqg, we obtain (16.2)). O
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The next theorem is one of the main results of this section.

Theorem 16.6. Assume that p > 1. If either

lim &,Ep.nmodty = 0 (16.4)
or -
lim &,D,_1 =0, (16.5)
n—roo

then there exists C > 0 such that

Xpm < Cpm, (16.6)
Xp,’ITH”I’L S CXp,nO-p,m (167)

and B B
(5M*,p7n)71)‘p,m < 0)\p,m+n (168)

for any n,m > 1.

Remark. (16.7)) corresponds to [36], (2.4)] and (16.8)) corresponds to [36] (2.3)].

Unlike (16.4), (16.5) does not depend on p. So, once ([16.5]) holds, then we

have ((16.6)), (16.7]) and '16.8‘ for any p > 1. See Proposition after the proof
16.5))

for more discussion on

Proof. For ease of notation, we write Ay, = Xp.m, Om = 0pm and Enr, p.m = Em.
By (16.3), if n > k > moMj, then

Ekgn—kxn—&-m > Xm- (169)
This and (|16.1) show
At < 2P ((amsm) " DrEn—rndm + Lidnom). (16.10)

Suppose that (16.4) holds. Let k = moMy. Then there exists ny such that, for

any n > no,
1= 1
2p71(m> 1Dm0M0£n—moM0£n <=

and hence by (16.10)),

[\

At < 2PL Ao (16.11)
Next suppose that (16.5) holds. Then there exists ng such that, for any n > nyg,

— 1
2" Namm) ' Dn-1&1& < 3’

so that we have (16.11)) as well. Thus we have seen that if either (16.4) or (16.5)
holds, then there exists ng such that (16.11f) holds for any n > ny.

Now, let n. = max{moMy + 1,n¢}. Then by (16.9) and (16.11)),

(5moMo)71(gp,m—moMo)ilxm < Xm—&-m < 2pL*Xn*Um
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for any m > 1. This immediately implies (16.6)). Using this and (8.2)), we have

)\m+n S Um—i-n § CO—mO—n~

Therefore, for any m > 1 and n € {1,...,n0},
,)\ern < <C max o
)‘ngp,m )‘n n=1,...,n9 An

So we have verified (16.7) for any n,m > 1. Letting k = moM, in (16.3) and
using (16.7)), we obtain (|16.8]) as well. O

The following proposition gives a geometric sufficient condition for (16.5)).

Proposition 16.7. Suppose that Assumption[2.15 holds. Assume that p is g -
Ahlfors regular with respect to the metric d. If there exist & < ayg and ¢ > 0
such that

#(08™(w)) < er™ ™

for any w € T and m > 0, then (16.5) holds.

Under the assumptions of Proposition ayg = dimg (K, d), which is the
Hausdorff dimension of (K,d), while dimg(By,d) < & for any w € T. So,
roughly speaking, Proposition says that if

dimy (K, d) > sup dimg (B, d),
weT

then (|16.5) is satisfied. By this proposition, one can verify (16.5)) for generalized
Sierpinski carpets for example.

Proof. By [34, Theorem 3.1.21], there exist ¢1,ce > 0 such that
e < p(Ky) < eqrirl!
for any w € T. Hence &, < cr®#™, while D,, < r~4", O

To conclude this section, we present a lemma providing a control of the
difference of a function on T;, through £} (f) and the Poincaré constant.

Lemma 16.8. Foranyw € T, n>m > 1, f € {(S™(w)), and u,v € S™(w), if
"M (u) = "™ (v), then

n—m

Fw) — F)] <2977 €85 (07 S ().

i=1
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Proof. Let u € S™(w). Set S;(u) = S*(wi(u)) for u € S"(w) and i =0, 1,...,n.
By Lemmaand (2.5), for any k =1,...,n,

| ( ) Sk(u)| <Z| Si—1(u) — )Sz(u)|

£ () G o)

i=1

T =

k
- 7_,€n+|w\ )(f)% Z (Rpi(m' (w)) .

=1

Hence

|f(u) = fF)] < [f(w) = (F)sp_ )] +1(F)sn_m) — f(V)]

n—m

<73 S P (0 ((oatr @) + (o' (w))

i=1

3 =

))

17 Proof of Theorem [8.4]

Finally, we are going to give a proof of the “if” part of Theorem [8:4] Recall
that by (8.3)), there exist ¢ > 0 and « € (0, 1) such that

EM,pom < ca™

for any m > 0. Then since &, < 1, the condition (16.4)) is satisfied and hence

(16.6), (16.7) and (16.8) turn out to be true.

Lemma 17.1. Setp = ar. There exists C > 0 such that foranyw €T, k,m >
1 with m > k and f € £(S™(w)), if u,v € S™(w) and 7™ F(u) = 7™~ k(v),
then

f(u) = F@)] < CpP(Rpm) P ENGHT (1) (17.1)
Proof. By (16.8),
Mpi € CpmEpm—i < Chpmp” ™. (17.2)

Using this and applying Lemma we have

D Sm

)= ()] < CEYSIT (17 32 (Rn)? < CEGT ()7 Cpm)? 3 0"
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Lemma 17.2. There exist n, > 1 and m, > n. such that if m > m., then
there exist w € T and f € £(S™(w)) such that

min u) — max u) >
uesmw(yl)f( ) uESm—n*(m)f( ) >

| =

for some y1,y2 € S™ (w) and

2

Op,m

|w|4+m
&y 5m(w)(f)
Proof. Choose (w1,w2) € T' x T' with |w;| = |ws| such that (w1, w2) € EJ,
Op,m (w1, w2) > 30, m and choose f € £(S™(w1)US™ (w2)) such that (f)gm () —
(f)sm(wz) =1 and

1

Op,m (wl ) w2) -

[wi|4+m —
p,ém(wl)USm(wg)(f) - (173)

Claim 1: There exists ¢; > 0, which is independent of m, w; and ws, such that

if up,up € S™(wy) U S™(we) and (ug,us) € Eltml—s-m’ then
|f(u1) = fuz)] < c1p™. (17.4)

Proof of Claim 1: By (16.6]), (17.2) and (17.3)), we have

|wy|+m _ 1
100 = F02) < €8s () = 5o
2 _ O o

< =<
Op,m /\p,m

O
Claim 2: There exists ¢ > 0, which is independent of m,w; and ws, such that
if up,us € S™(wy) US™(wy) and 7™ F(uy) = 7™ F(uy) for 1 < k < m, then

|fur) = fluz)| < e2p.

Proof of Claim 2: It follows that uj,uz € S™(w;) for ¢ = 1 or 2. Using
Lemma |17.1] we obtain

[F(ur) = f(uz)] < CpP(Np ) PEVT (£)7

~ 1 olw4m 1 +~ 1 1
< O o) P& yosm (un) (D)7 < CP* Rpim) ¥ (0p.m) 77
Now (16.6)) immediately shows the claim. O

Define

n, = inf{n|n € N;1 > 16¢2p™} and m, = max{n,, inf{m|m € N, 1 > 2¢1p™}}.
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Hereafter we assume that m > m..
Claim 3: For ¢ = 1 or 2, there exist uj,us € S™(w;) such that us € 95™ (w;)
and

1
F) = flua)| = 5.

Proof of Claim 3: Choose vi1,v12 € S™(w1) and vay,v92 € S™(ws) such that
fo11) = (f)sm (), f(v22) < (f)sm(w,) and (viz,v21) € E},, |, Since

fv11) = f(vi2) + f(vi2) = f(va1) 4 f(var) — flvaa) = f(vi1) — f(v2) > 1,
shows that, for either ¢ = 1 or 2,

Foa) ~ fw)] > 3 (1~ e1p™) >

Letting u; = v;1 and uo = v;2, we have the claim. O
Let w = w; where i is chosen in Claim 3. Exchanging f by —f if necessary,
we see that there exists uy € S™(w) and uz € 9S™(w) such that

1
flur) = f(uz) > T

Set y; = ™™ (u;) for i = 1,2. Note that y; € S™

] =

—~

w). By Claim 2,
1

— 2cop™* > 3 (17.5)

min u) — max u) >
ugSm—n*<y1>f( ) ueswn*(w)f( ) >

RNy

O

Proof of Theorem[8.4} Let m > m,. Then there exist w € T and f € S™(w)
satisfying the conclusions of Lemmall7.2l Set co = max,egm-—n.(y,) f(u). Define

1 if 8(f(v) — o) > 1,
h(v) = $8(f(v) —co) 0 <8(f(v) —co) <1,
0 if 8(f(v) —cp) <0
for any v € S™(w). Then h|gn. (y,) =1, h|gn.(y,) =0 and
3p+1
n. Jw|+m wl+m 2
By i (1, 57 () < EJLLTL () < ELITL < 2
By (8.4),
c(n,)2%p+1
EM.pm—n, < (Ms)Epm—n. (Y1,92, 5™ (w)) < ( (T) '
p,m

Making use of the sub-multiplicative property of £y, p.n, we have

5M*,p,m < CSM*7P7H*5M*,p,m—n*~
Finally, the last two inequalities show
gM* 7P7m0p7m S CEM*vpvn*C(n*)23p+l

for any m > m., where the right-hand side is independent of m. Thus K is
p-conductively homogeneous. O
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18 Uniformity of constants

In this section, we study the uniformity of conductance, Poincaré and neighbor
disparity constants with respect to the structure of graphs.

Definition 18.1. (1) A pair (V, E) is called a (non-directed) graph if and only
if V is a countable set and E C V x V such that (u,v) € V if and only if
(v,u) € V. For a graph (V, E), V is called the vertices and E is called the
edges.
(2) Let (V,E) and (V', E’) be graphs. A bijective map ¢ : V — V' is called an
isomorphism between (V, E) and (V’/, E') if and only if “(w,v) € E” is equivalent
to “(v(w),t(v)) € B for any u,v € V.
(3) Let (V,E) be a graph. For p > 0 and f € £(V), define £Y"7)(f) € [0, 0]
by

EVF (N =5 D 1w - f@)P.

(u,v)EE

(4) Let (V,E) be a graph and let A, B C V with AN B = . Define
EVEN(A, B) = inf{EVP)(f)|f € L(V), fla =1, f|p = 0}

In this section, we always identify isomorphic graphs.
First, we study the uniformity of conductance constants.

Definition 18.2. For L, N > 1, define
Gs(L,N) ={(V, E)|(V, E) is a connected graph,

V = {t,b} U V,, where the union is a disjoint union and t # b,
1 < #(V,) < LN, #{vlv € E,(w,v) € E}) < L for any w € V,}.

Since Gg (L, N) is a finite set up to graph isomorphisms, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 18.3. For any L,N > 1 and p > 0,

0< inf sWV:E) (1t b)) < su sWViE) (14 {b}) < o
(V,E)eGe(L,N) P ({t},{b}) < (V,E)EQE(L,N) » O ({t} {b})

Definition 18.4. Define

L,N,p) = inf (V.5)
QS( 9 7p) (V,E)Euglg(L,N)gp ({t}a{b})

and
ES(LaNap) = sSup S[()V’E)({t}a{b})
(V,E)€Ge(L,N)

Next we consider Poincaré constants.
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Definition 18.5. For L > 1 and N > 2, define

G(L,N) ={(V,E)|(V, E) is a connected graph,
2<#(V) <N, #{vlv e V,(w,v) € E,}) < L for any w € V'}.

For a connected graph (V, E), define
P(V.E) = {u‘u eV =101, uw) = 1}~
veV
For pn € P(V, E), define
(D= @)

veV
for f € ¢(V') and

~ Ywev | = (F)ulPu(v)
AP = sup <+ V.B) N
feuv) E (f)

for p > 0.
Lemma 18.6. Let (V, E) be a connected finite graph. Then for any p > 1,

0< inf VB < sup X(V’LE) < 0.
peP(v,E) P perv,ey

Proof. Write &, = E,SV’E). For any p > 1,

|(f)ul + Ep(£)7

is a norm on £(V). Therefore if
Fu={1f (V) &(f) =1,(f)u = 0},

then F,, is a compact subset of ¢(V). Fix p, € P(V,E) and set F = F,,,. For
any f € £(V) with £,(f) # 0, define f, = &(f)"»(f — (f),.). Then f, € F

and
Zq;GV |f(U) - (f),u‘ ,U,(’U) _ Z |f*(7}) _ (f*)#|17u(v)
Ep(f) et
Hence letting F'(i, fv) = > v [fo(v) = (fo)ulP1(v), we see that
JW.E) _

b sup F(u, fx)-
f«EF

Since P(V, E) x F is compact and F(u, fi) is continuous on P(V, E) x F, it
follows that

0< inf F(u, f.) < inf A(V-E)
;LGP(VI,%),f*e.F (1, f2) < ;irelp L
<  sup )\gx’LE) < sup F(u, fi) < oo.
peP(V,E) REP(V,E),f+€F
U

94



Since G(L, N) is a finite set, the above lemma implies the following theorem.

Theorem 18.7. Forp > 1,

i AV-E) < sup AVE) < oo
(VE)EG(L,N),ueP(V.E) P 7 v pyegn Ny uerviey O
Definition 18.8. Define
ex(p,L,N) = inf A

(V.E)EG(L,N),ueP(V,E) P
and ~
a(p, L,N) = sup /\;(XLE)-
(V,E)eG(L,N),ucP(V,E)
Finally, we study neighbor disparity constants.
Definition 18.9. Define
Go (L, N) ={(V, E,V1, V)|V, E) € G(L,N), V1, V2 SV, V1 #0, V2 =0,
V:V1UV2,‘/10‘/27£®}.
Let (V, E) be a graph and let u € P(V, E). For U CV and f € ¢(V), define
1
pU) = 3 p(e) and (o=~ 37 f@)A)
vel ‘u( ) vel
if u(U) > 0. For (V,E,V1,V2) € Go(L,N), p € P(V,E) and p > 1, define

_ p
O’;gf;zE) (‘/1’ ‘/'2) — Sup |(f)V1,€14V E)(f)VZ;ll' ,
reev),ef P (£)0 E (f)

and

PV, E, V1, Va, k) = {plp € P(V, E), u(V1) = rp(Va) and p(Va) = kp(Vi)}-
for k € (0, 1].
Theorem 18.10. For anyp >1, L,N > 1 and x € (0,1],

0< inf{O’gM(Vl,‘/QH(G, V17VY2) € go’(L7N)7M € P(Ga‘/h ‘/2,%)} <
sup{oy, (V1. Va)|(G, V1, V) € Go (L, N), pu € P(G, V1, Vo, )} < 0.

in the proof of Lemma
we see that f, € F and

|(f)V1’IL — (f)VQ,H
Ep(f)

Proof. First fix (G,V1,V2) € G5(L, N) and fix . € P(G, Vi, Va, k). Define F as
For any f € £(V), setting f. = E,(F) 7 (f = (F)u.),

p

= ‘(f*)Vl’lL - (f*)V27/J«|p'
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for any u € P(G,Vq,Va,k). Let F : F x P(G,V1,Va,k) — R by F(f) =
|(f)vi,u — (f)va,ul- Since F is continuous and F x P(G, Vi, Va, k) is compact,

inf F(f,p) < inf oY (Wi, V

WEP(G VA, Va k), fEF (F:1) T LEP(G,VA,Va) pu(V1,12)
< sup F(f,p) = sup o8, (V1,Va) < o0.

WEP(G VL, Va,k),fEF HEP (G VA, Va k)

Now the desired statement follows by the fact that G, (L, N) is a finite set up
to graph isomorphisms. O

Definition 18.11. Define
QO’(L7 N7 K) = inf{o_gju(vlv %)‘(G7 V17 ‘/2) € gU(La N)7 we P(G’ ‘/1’ ‘/27 K)}
and

EU(LaNa H) = Sup{O'gu(Vl,‘/Q)KG,Vl,Vé) € ga(L7N)7M € P(Ga V17V27H)}‘

19 Modification of the structure of a graph

In the original work of Kusuoka-Zhou[36], they used a subgraph of (T,,, E*) to
define their version of £3" in the case of the Sierpinski carpet. Namely, in our
terminology, their subgraph is

Ep = {(u,v)[(u,v) € B, dimp (K, N K,) =1}
and their energy is

g =5 X 1w s

(u,v)€EE}

for f € £(T,,). (They only consider the case p = 2.) Our theory in this paper
works well if we replace our energy &' with Kusuoka-Zhou’s energy 5;’" because
they are uniformly equivalent, i.e. there exist ¢1,c2 > 0 such that

& () < EM(S) < &) (f)

for any n > 1 and f € ¢(T,). More generally, if we replace our graph (T, E})
with a subgraph (7, F,,) satisfying the conditions (A) and (B) below, all the
results in this paper remain true except for changes in the constants.

The conditions (A) and (B) are;
(A) Gy, = (T, En) is a connected graph for each n having the following prop-
erties:
(i) If (w,v) € E,, then K, N K, # 0.
(ii) If (w,v) € E, for n > 1, then 7(w) = w(v) or (w(w),n(v)) € E,_1.
(iii) If (w,v) € E, for n > 1, then there exist w; € S(w) and v; € S(v) such
that (U)l, wg) S E7z+1~
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(iv) For any n > 0 and w,v € T,, with K,,NK, # (), there exist w(0),...,w(k) €

I (w) satisfying w(0) = w,w(k) = v and (w(i),w(i + 1)) € E, for any i =

0,... k—1.

(B) For any w € T, the graphs (S"(w),ESJr?Zj‘)) associated with the partition

T(w) of K, satisfies the counterparts of conditions (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) of (3).
Naturally, the graph (T, E;) satisfied the conditions (A) and (B).

20 Open problems

In the final section, we gather some of open problems and future directions of
research.

1. Regularity of WP for p € [1,dimag (K, d)]; As we have already mentioned, it
is not known whether or not C(K)NW? is dense in WP for p € [1,dimar(K, d)].
The first step should be to establish an elliptic Harnack principle for p-harmonic
functions on approximating graphs and/or the limiting object (WP, E,(-) + || -
[lp,n)- Even in the case of p = 2, this problem is open except for the case of
generalized Sierpinski carpets. The conjecture presented in the introduction is
closely related to this problem as well.

2. Construction of p-form and p-Laplacian: In this paper, we have constructed
a p-energy Ey(f) but not a p-form &£,(f,g). On a graph G = (V, E), if we define

Ep(f.9) == D (Apf)(2)g(x)

zeV
for f,g € £(V), where A, is the p-Laplacian defined by
[tP=2t  ift#0
d,(t) =
o) {0 ift =0,
Apf)@) = > ®(fly) - f(@)),

yeV,(z,y)EL
then it follows that
1
&) =5 Y |1f@)— QI =& 1)
(z,y)el

As a natural counterpart, we expect to have a p-form fp( f,g) which is linear in
g, satisfies E,(f) = &,(f, f) for any f € WP, and has an expression such as

Er(frg) = — /K (D) (2)g (@) u(d).

3. p-energy measure: In the case p = 2, there is the notion of energy measures
associated with a strongly local regular Dirichlet form (&, F), where & is the
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form and F is the domain. Roughly speaking, the energy measure s associated
with f € F is a positive Radon measure satisfying

[ uwydus o) = 280, 1) = €20

for any v € FNCy(X). See [19] for details. So, what is a counterpart of this in
the case of £P7 Is there any natural measure p¢ for f € WP such that

| dustan) = &2

For R”, the answer is yes and puy = |V f|Pdz. For the planar Sierpinski carpet,
this problem has already been studied in [4I]. However, we know almost nothing
beyond those examples.

4. Fractional Korevaar-Shoen type expression: As we have already mentioned,
a fractional Korevaar-Shoen type expression of WP has already shown in [41]] in
the case of the planar Sierpinski carpet. Namely, we have

Wp{ffELpKu hmsup/ / |f(@) — FW)I” dxdy<oo}
K TOH Bg, (z,r) 7P

rl0

and it is shown in [4I] that 8, > p for any p > 1. How about other cases?
Suppose that Assumption holds and p is avg-Ahlfors regular with respect
to the metric d. Then we expect that 8, = oy + 7, and we know oy + 7, > p
by [34], (4.6.14)]. Now our questions are:

- Do we have a fractional Korevaar-Shoen type expression as above?

- When does 3, > p hold? (Apparently, if K = [~1,1]%, then 8, = p.)

Related question is

If B, = p, then does WP coincide with any of the Sobolev type spaces given by
approaches using upper gradients?

5. Without local symmetry: In Sections and we have shown
the conductive homogeneity of self-similar sets having local symmetry, which
helped us to extend a path from one piece of K, to neighbors by the reflection
in its boundaries. However, the local symmetry does not seem indispensable for
having conductive homogeneity. Intuitively the essence should be the balance of
conductances in different directions, for example, the vertical and the horizontal
directions for square-based self-similar sets. Unfortunately, we have not had any
example without local symmetry yet except for finitely ramified cases.

Appendices
A Basic inequalities

The next two lemmas can be deduced from the Holder inequality.
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Lemma A.1. Forp € (0,00),

n

n
P
‘ Zai < max{1,n?"1} Z |a;|P

i=1 i=1

foranyn>1 and ay,...,a, € R.

Lemma A.2. Let p,q € [1,00] satisfying % + % = 1. Then for any n € N and
a1,...,0n €R,

(i |ai|q) 1/q < max{1, n(pf2)/p}(zn: |ai\p) 1/p.

i=1 i=1

The following fact implies the comparison (15.4]) of two types of Poincaré
constants, Ay, and Ap p,.

Theorem A.3 ([9, Lemma 4.17]). Let p be a finite measure on a set X. Then
for any f € LP(X,pu) and c € R,

1
1f = ellpu = SIF = (Fullps

where || - ||, is the LP-norm with respect to p and (f), = p(X)™* [ fdu.
The following lemma is a discrete version of the above theorem.

Corollary A.4. Let (p1;)i=1,...n € (0,1)" with > p; = 1. Then

n n

Z |:L' — az“p,ufi > (%)pz ’ Zujaj — a;
=1

i=1 j=1

P
i

for any x,a4,...,a, € R.

B Basic facts on p-energy

Let G = (V, E) be a finite graph. For A C V, set E4 = {(z,y)|z,y € A, (w,y) €
E} and GA = (A,EA).

Definition B.1. Let p: V — (0,00) and let A C V. Define supp(p) = {z|z €
V, u(z) > 0}. Let p > 0. For u € £(V), define

S =5 3 lul) —uly)?
(z,y)EE
lullye = (3 @)
zeV
1
(w)p = m ;e‘:/li(f)u(x)

99



and

NG = gy | incem ||u = exvilp)”

wel(V),u#0 gz?(“’) ’

where xy € ¢(V) is the characteristic function of the set V.

For A C U, set

A _ oGa A _ \Ga
& =&, and A, = A7

Lemma B.2. Define

~ _ P
o = ap Unm @l
s wel(V),u#0 gg(u)
Then
156 ~ye <30
5) P ="pu = o
Proof. By Corollary [A.4]
1

S fu@) = ()alPal@) = min 3 u@) () = (5)" D lu(@) - @),

zeV zeV zeV

Lemma B.3 ([36, (1.5) Prop.-(2)]). Let p € [1,00) and let p : V — (0,00).
Assume that A C B C V. Then for any u € ¢(B),

u)a — (u L (G By, .
(4= (W] < o (PP w)"

Proof. By the Holder inequality,

(4= sl < s [ xatu— @aldi < ([ ju ()ava)

C Useful facts on combinatorial modulus

In this appendix, we have useful facts on combinatorial modulus. In particular,
the last lemma, Lemma [C.4] is a result on the comparison of moduli in two
different graphs. This lemma plays a key role on several occasions in this paper.

Let V' be a countable set and let P(V') be the power set of V. For p: V —
[0,00) and A C V, define

LA =3 o).
For U C P(V), define
AU) =A{plp:V — [0,00),L,(A) > 1 for any A € U}.
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Moreover for p : V — [0, 00), define

My(p) =Y pla)

zeV

and

Mod = inf My(p).
ody(U) = int M,(p)

Note that if i/ = 0, then AU) = [0,00)" and Mod,(U) = 0.

Lemma C.1. Assume thatU consists of finite sets. Then there exists p. € A(U)
such that
Mod,(U) = M,(p.).

Proof. Choose {p;}i>1 C A(U) such that M,(p;) = Mod,(U) as i — co. Since
V' is countable, there exists a subsequence {pn; };>1 such that, for any v € V,
pn; (v) is convergent as j — 0o. Set p.(p) = limj o pp, (p). For any A € U,
since A is a finite set, it follows that L,, (A) > 1. Hence p. € A(U). For any
€ > 0, there exists a finite set X, such that ) _x p.(v)? > Mp(ps) — €. As

Mod,(U) = jlggo My (pn;) = Jlggo Z pn; ()",
veXe

we obtain Mod,(U) > M,(ps) — € for any € > 0. Hence Mod,(U) > M,(p.).
On the other hand, since p, € A(U), we see M,(ps) > Mod,(U). Therefore
My (ps) = Mody,(U). O

Lemma C.2. Assume that U consists of finite sets. For v € V, define U, =
{AlAeU,v e A}. Then

p«(v)P < Mody, (Uy)
for any p. € AU) with My(ps) = Mody(U). In particular, if U, = 0, then
p«(v) = 0.

Proof. Suppose that p, € A(U) and My,(p.) = Mod,(U). Assume that U, =0
and p.(v) > 0. Define p, by

dﬁuz{m@) if u # v,

0 if u=mw.

Then p/, € A(U) and M, (p,) < My(ps). This contradicts the fact that M, (p.) =
Mod,(U). Thus if U, = 0, then p,(v) = 0. Next assume that U, # 0. Let
pv € AlU,) with M,(p,) = Mod,(U,). Note that such a p, does exist by
Lemma [CT]l Define

() = Jmaxipe(u), po(u)}ifu o,
o) {m@) ifu = .
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Let AcU. Ifv ¢ A, then p > p. on A, so that p € A(A). If v € A, then > p,
on A and hence p € A(A). Thus we see that g € A(U). Therefore,

Mod,(U) < Mp(p) <Y pu(w)’ + > pu(u)? = Mody,(U) — p.(v)” + Mod, (U,).
uFv ueV

O
Define ¢4 (V) ={f|f: V — [0,00)}.

Lemma C.3. Let Vy and Va be finite sets. LetU; C P(V;) fori=1,2. If there
exist maps € : Uy — Uy, F : £ (V1) — L4 (Va) and constants C1,Cy > 0 such
that

CiLrp)(7) =2 Lo(§(7))  and  My(F(p)) < C2My(p)
for any p € £, (V1) and v € Us, then

MOdp(Z/{Q) S (Cl)pC’QModp(L{l)
for any p > 0.

Proof. Note that C1F(p) € A(Us) for any p € A(Uy). Hence if F'(p) = C1F(p),
then

Mod,(Us) = min M,(p) < min M,(F’
ody,(Uz) i P(”)—peﬁl&) »(F"(p))

<(C)7Cy pgﬁi(gl)Mp(P) = (C1)"CaMod,(Uy).

O

Lemma C.4. Let Vi and Vs be countable sets and let U; C P(V;) for i =1,2.
Assume that H, C Vi and #(H,) < oo for any v € Vo. Furthermore, assume
that, for any B € Uy, there exists A € Uy such that A C UycgH,. Then

Mod,(Us) < sup #(H,)? sup #({v|v € Va,u € H,})Mod,(U1)
veVs ueVy

for any p > 0.
Proof. For p:V; — R, define

F(p)(v) = max p(u)

for any v € V5. Then F : (1 (V1) — £4(V2) and

My(F(p)) =D max p(u)’ < 3 > p(u)”
vEVs ! veVyueH,

< su‘I/) #{vlv € Va,u € Hy}) My (p).
ucVy
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On the other hand, for B € Us, choose {(B) € Uy such that §(B) C UyepHy.
Then for any p € £, (V1) and B € Us,

sup #(H,)Lp(F(p)) > Z #(Hu)F(p)(u) = Z Z p(v)

u€Vz ueB ueEBvEH,
= Y #({ue Hp) = Y pv) = Le (p)-
vEUuen Hay ve{(B)
Hence by Lemma [C:3] we have the desired conclusion. O

D An Arzela-Ascoli theorem for discontinuous
functions

The following lemma is a version of Arzela-Ascoli theorem showing the existence
of a uniformly convergent subsequence of a sequence of functions. The difference
between the original version and the current one is that it can handle a sequence
of discontinuous functions.

Lemma D.1 (Extension of Arzela-Ascoli). Let (X,dx) be a totally bounded
metric space and let (Y,dy) be a metric space. Let u; : X =Y for any i > 1.
Assume that there exist a monotonically increasing function 1 : [0, 00) — [0, 00)
and a sequence {d;}i>1 € [0,00) such that n(t) - 0 ast 0, ; -0 asi — oo
and

dy (ui(z1), ui(z2)) < n(dx (21, 72)) + 6 (D.1)

forany i > 1 and z1,22 € X. If Ui>1u,(X) is compact, then there exists a
subsequence {un, };j>1 such that {uy,};>1 converges uniformly to a continuous
function u: X =Y as j — oo satisfying dy (u(x1),u(x2)) < n(dx(z1,22)) for
any ri,x2 € X.

Proof. Since X is totally bounded, there exists a countable subset A C X
which is dense in X and contains a finite 7-net A, of X for any 7 > 0. Let
K = U;>1u;(X). Since K is compact and {u;(z)};>1 € K is bounded for any
x € A, there exists a subsequence {um, (¢)}r>1 converging as k — co. By the
standard diagonal argument, we may find a subsequence {u,,};>1 such that
{tn,; (2)}j>1 converges as j — oo for any x € A. Set v; = up,; and a; = Op;.
Define v(z) = lim;j_, v(z) for any z € A. By (D.I)),

dy (vj(z1),v;(z2)) < nldx(z1,22)) + o5

for any 1,29 € A. Letting j — oo, we see that

dy (v(x1),v(x2)) < nldx (21, 22)) (D.2)

for any x1,zo € A. Since A is dense in X, v is extended to a continuous function
on X satisfying (D.2)) for any 1,29 € X. Fix ¢ > 0. Choose 7 > 0 such that
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n(T) < €/3. Since the 7-net A, is a finite set, there exists ko such that if & > ko,
then ay < €/3 and dy (v(2),v(2)) < € for any z € A,. Let x € X and choose
z € A, such that dx (z,2) < 7. If k > kg, then

dy (vp (), v(2)) < dy (vr (), vr(2)) + dy (vk(2),v(2)) + dy (v(2), v(z))
<2n(dx(z,2)) + ag + dy (vp(2),v(2)) < 2e.

Thus {v,},;>1 converges uniformly to v as j — oo. O

E Geometric properties of strongly symmetric
self-similar sets

In this appendix, we will give proofs of claims on topological and geometric
properties of self-similar sets treated in Section Namely we will give proofs
of Propositions and First we recall the setting of Section Let S
be a finite subset of RL and let p € (0,1). Let U, € O(L) for any g € S. Define
fq:RE 5 RL by
fo(@) = pUq(z —q) +4q

for z € RE. Let K be the self-similar set with respect to {f,}4es, i.e. K is the
unique non-empty compact set K satisfying

K = f(K).
q€s
The triple (K, S, {fq}qes) is know to be a self-similar structure defined in Defi-
nition and the map x : SN — K is given by
{X(qqu ce )} = m fq1...qm (K)
m>0
as we have seen in Section [Ol

Definition E.1. (1) Define 5 : SN — SN by 6(q1g2...) = ¢qaq3 ... for qiga ... €
SN,
(2) Define

Ck= |J KinkK;, C=x"Ck), P=|J&©),

i#jES k>1

and Vy = x(P). C and P are called the critical set and the post critical set of
(K, S,{fq}qes) respectively. A self-similar structure (K, S, {f;}4es) is said to
be post critically finite (p.c.f. for short) if P is a finite set.

By [29, Theorem 1.2.3], we have the following proposition.

Proposition E.2. The map x is continuous and surjective. Moreover,

X1z ---) = f, (x(0(q1g2 - . .))) (E.1)

for any q1q2 . .. € SN,
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In this appendix, we suppose that Assumption holds.
The next lemma gives a proof of Proposition [14.2

Lemma E.3. Under Assumption we have

(1) Foranyi=1,...,N, x '(q) = q,where g = qqq. .. € SV.

(2) P = {qlq € U}. In particular, a self-similar structure (K,S,{fq}qes) s
post critically finite and Vo = U.

Proof. (1) Suppose x(m172...) = ¢. Then by (E.1J),
q= X(7—17—2 .. ) = le(X(’TQ’Tg .. )) c K7'1~

By Assumption m(l), it follows that 71 = ¢. Since f, is invertible, we see
that x (7275 ...) = ¢. Using the same argument as above, we see that 7o = ¢ as
well. Thus we deduce that 7, = ¢ for any k£ € N inductively.

(2) Suppose that x(mi72...) € fr,(K) N f,(K) for some ¢ # 71. By (E.I)), it
follows that x(7172...) = fr, (x(7273...)). Hence by Assumption [14.1}(2),

X(7—27-3"') € (le)_l(le(K) qu(K)) cu

Thus 573 ... = ¢ for some ¢ € U. Therefore, P C U.

Conversely, again by Assumption [14.1}(2), for any ¢ € U, there exist p;,ps € S
with p1 # pa such that x(p1q) € fp, (K) N fp, (K). This shows that p1g € C and
hence g € P. O

In the next two lemmas, we are going to show a sufficient condition for

Assumption [T4.3]

Lemma E.4. Suppose that Assumption holds and that U, is the identity

map for any q € V. Let ¢ = fp,(q1) = fp,(q2) for some p1,p2 € S with p1 # pa
and q1,q2 € Vo. Then there exists v = v(p1, p2, q1,q2) > 0 such that

d(Kpl \Kpl ()™= sz) > ’Ypm

for any m > 1, where d(A, B) = infyca yen |z —y| and (@F=q...q €Ty.

k-times

In the following proof, we assume that

#(fpr () 0 fp, (K)) < 1.

to avoid a non-essential complication of arguments. Without this assumption,
the lemma is still true with a technical modification of the proof.

Proof. Set ¢, = inf{d(Ky, K;)|w,v € Tp,, Ky N K, = 0}. Define

Xm = Pl\Kpl((h)m*l and Ym = P1q1 \Kpl(m)m’l

for m > 1. Then X,,, = Y5, U(Ugzq, Kp,q) and K, = K9, U(Ugqg, Kpoq). This
implies that
d(X"H sz) > min{d(Ymv szfh)v 62}'
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On the other hand, letting f(x) = p(x — q) + ¢, we see that Y., U K,4 =
f(Xm—1UKp,). This yields d(Y,, Kp,q,) = pd(Xm—1, Kp,). Consequently, we
have

d(Xom, Kp,) > min{pd(Xp,—1, Kp, ), c2}.

Now inductive argument suffices. O

Lemma E.5. Suppose that Assumption holds and that Uy is the identity
map for any q € Vy. Then Assumption holds.

Remark. According to the notation in the proof of Lemma this lemma
claims ¢, > ¢p™ for any m > 1.

Proof. Suppose that w,v € Ty, and K,, N K, = 0. Let w = wy ...w,, and let
V=11...Uny. In case wi; = wsy, then

d(Kun K’U) = pd(ngu.wmysz...'um) > Cmflp"L'

Otherwise, assume that wy # vi. If K, N K, = 0, then d(K,,, K,) > ¢;. So,
the remaining possibility is that w; = v; and K,,, N K, # 0. In this case let
q= Ky, N Ky,. Then q = fy, (pj1) = fwz(pjz) for some j1,j2 € {1,...,L}. By
Lemma [E-4] it follows that

d(va Kv) >5p™,

where 7 = min{vy(p1, p2, q1,92)|p1,p2 € S,q1,92 € Vo, fp,(q1) = fp,(q2)}. Com-
bining all the cases, we see that

Cm > min{cp—_1,7,c1p~ "} > min{cy, v}

for any m > 1. O

Now we start showing Proposition that is, Assumption hold under
Assumptions and

Lemma E.6. Under Assumptions and [17.3, Assumption [2.15(2) holds
with r = p, M, = 1, and d = d., where d, is the restriction of the Fuclidean

metric.

Proof. The condition (2A) is obvious. Set

Flﬁn(l'): U Fl(w)
weTy,
€K,

for x € K and n > 1. Then for any v € T,,\I'1 (), there exists w € T,, such
that z € K, and K,, N K, = (). By Lemma we see that d(Ky,x) > cp"
and hence By, (z,cr™) N K, = 0. Thus we have

By, (x,cp") CU(z : n). (E.2)
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On the other hand, by (2A), there exists ¢’ > 0 such that diam (K., d,) < ¢/pl*!
for any w € T'. This implies

Ui(x :n) C By, (z,3¢p"). (E.3)

So we have (2B). Choose 2y € K\Vjy and choose my € N such that 2p™° <
d(zo, Vo). Let w € T), and let w € T'y g4 (fuw(z0)). Suppose that u € T(v) for
some v € T, with v # w. Since u € T'1 mg+n(fuw(Z0)), there exists ug € Thtm,
such that f,(z0) € Ky, and K,, N K, # 0. Let y € K,,. Since K is connected
(and hence arcwise connected by [29, Theorem 1.6.2]), there exists a continuous
curve ¢ : [0,1] — K,, U K, such that {(0) = = and {(1) = y. Note that
z € K, and y € K,. By (14.3), the curve ¢ intersects with f,,(Vp). Therefore,
(Ky U Ky) N fu(Vo) # 0. However, since diam(K,,d.) = diam(K,,,d.) =
poT it follows

d(fw(xO)v Ku U Kug) S 2pm0+n < d(fw(:CO)v fw(VO))v

so that (K, U K,) N fu,(Vo) = 0. This contradiction shows that u € T'(w) and
hence Uy (fuw(xo) : mo +n) C K. By (E.2), we see that

Ba. (fuw(x0),cp™t™) C Ui (fuw(zo) : mo +n) C Ky
This shows (2C). O

Next set ay = —log N/logp. Note that p®# = N~L. Let u be the self-
similar measure on K with weight (p®#,...,p*"). By [31, Theorem 1.2.7], we
see that u(K,) = pl*! for any w € T and consequently u({z}) = 0 for any
x € K,,. These facts show that u satisfies Assumption [2.12] Moreover, we have
the following proposition.

Proposition E.7. Under Assumptions and there exist c1,co > 0
such that
18" < p(Bg, (z,8)) < c18%H. (E.4)

for any s € [0,1]. In particular, p is ag-Ahlfors reqular with respect to d. and
the Hausdorff dimension of (K,d.) equals ap.

Proof. By (E.3), for any € K and n > 1, if w € I'y ,(x), then

(p")*" = u(Ky) < p(Ba, (x,3cp"). (E.5)
On the other hand, by [31l Proposition 1.6.11], there exists J,. € N such that
#(L1n(2)) < Js (E.6)

for any € T and n > 0. (Note that A}, , defined in [3T, Definition 1.3.3]
equals I'; ,,(x).) Therefore by (E.2)),

p(Ba, (z,cp™) < D p(Ky) < J(pm). (E.7)
vET pn(x)
Combining (E.5)) and (E.7), we obtain (E.4). O
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The following proposition is immediately deduced from the previous propo-
sitions and lemmas. Note that I'y(w) C I'y,(z) for any w € T and =z € K.
Hence by (E.6), we see that the partition {K,, },er is uniformly finite.

Proposition E.8. [Proposition [14.4] Under Assumptions and [14.5, As-
sumptionl@ holds with r = p, d =d, and M, = My = 1.

The fact that My =1 is due to the second remark after Assumption [2.6]
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Ep(-) — Theorem
Ep.m(A1, Ag, A) — Definition
EMpmmn — Deﬁnition
Entp,m(w, A) — Definition [3.1]

T - Definition

g(w) ~ (9.3)

G(L, N) — Definition [18.5]
Ge(L, N) — Definition [18.2)
G (L, N) — Definition [18.9

Q(K’T) — Definition m
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Rt w.m — Definition |3.4]

h*M*,w — Lemma
’Hé \j» — Definition

I’7"(K7 T)) — Definition [10.1]
j(w) — (9.3

JIn —

K() -

KTuKBvKR7KL - 131
() - (3.1)

lw.o — [13)

lr,lp, LR, 1, — Definition m

L* - ‘)

My — Assumption (3), Assumption [2.15}
M, — Assumption [2.6}(2), Assumption [2.15}
My m (A1, Az, A) — Definition (2)

MS\J,M) (w) — Definition (3)

nL(,p) — Definition [6.7]
Np(+) = Lemma
N* - "

O, — Definition 2.5

P,, — Definition [6.17]
P, — Lemma

P(V, E) — Definition m

P(V,E, Vi, Vs, k) — Definition

Qn - "
Rj, R} . — Definition

R; jk, R;jk — Definition
S(w), S™(w) — Definition
T, — Definition (2)

T, T+ — Lemma

ni - tn
T(w) — Definition
Upr(w) — Lemma
Un (2 : n) — Assumption [2.15]
|w| — Definition (2)
wv — Definition (3)
WP — Lemma [6.13]
X (e)— Definition
B+« — Theorem
~v — Assumption [2.12

4, (w), Tas(w) — Deﬁnition

0r(+,+) — Definition
0S5™(w) — Definition [2.9
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+ — Assumption 2.12]

Ap,m
Apam

(A), Ap,m(A) — Definition m
— Definition

Al - (04)
0 (-, -) — Definition

@% — Theorem [11.6
¢, — Lemma

&n(w) — Definition
7 — Definition
o — Theorem R.1]

Op,m (W, V), Op.m.n, Tpm — Definition
7 — Lemma

7, — Lemma

7. — Theorem [3.0]

&, — Definition [T1.3]

e — Definition [10.1

©h10.m — Definition
Y0, — Lemmal6.18
)y, — Definition [10.1

*

#(-)

nom — Definition {13.6 (1)
Y — Definition [2.2} (4
— Definition

[\

.5
| |lp,. — Lemma|6.13] Definition

References

[1]

M. T. Barlow and R. F. Bass, The construction of Brownian motion on the
Sierpinski carpet, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré 25 (1989), 225-257.

, Local time for Brownian motion on the Sierpinski carpet, Probab.
Theory Related Fields 85 (1990), 91-104.

, On the resistance of the Sierpinski carpet, Proc. R. Soc. London
A 431 (1990), 354-360.

, Transition densities for Brownian motion on the Sierpinski carpet,
Probab. Theory Related Fields 91 (1992), 307-330.

, Coupling and Harnack inequalities for Sierpinski carpets, Bull.
Amer. Math. Soc. (N. S.) 29 (1993), 208-212.

, Brownian motion and harmonic analysis on Sierpinski carpets,
Canad. J. Math. 51 (1999), 673-744.

M. T. Barlow, R. F. Bass, T. Kumagai, and A. Teplyaev, Uniqueness of
Brownian motion on Sierpinski carpets, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 12 (2010), 665—
701.

112



8]

[9]

[10]

[20]

[21]

[22]

M. T. Barlow and E. A. Perkins, Brownian motion on the Sierpinski gasket,
Probab. Theory Related Fields 79 (1988), 542-624.

A. Bjorn and J. Bjorn, Nonlinear potential theory on metric spaces, Tracts
in Math., vol. 17, European Math. Soc., 2011.

M. Bonk and E. Saksman, Sobolev spaces and hyperbolic fillings, J. Reine
Angew. Math. 737 (2018), 161-187.

M. Bourdon and B. Kleiner, Combinatorial modulus, the combinatorial
Loewner property, and Coxeter groups, Groups, Geometry, and Dynamics
7 (2013), 39-107.

A. Braides, A handbook of I'-convergence, Handbook of Differential Equa-
tions: Stationary Partial Differential Equations, vol. 3, Elsevier/North-
Holland, 2006, pp. 101-213.

S. Cao and H. Qui, Dirichlet forms on unconstrained Sierpinski carpets,
preprint.

M. Carrasco Piaggio, On the conformal gauge of a compact metric space,
Ann. Sci. Ecole. Norm. Sup. 46 (2013), 495-548.

J. Cheeger, Differentiability of Lipschitz functions on metric measure
spaces, Geom. Funct. Anal. 3 (1999), 428-517.

Z.-Q. Chen and M. Fukushima, Symmetric Markov processes, Time
Change, and Boundary Theory, London Math. Soc. Monographs, vol. 35,
Princeton Univ. Press, 2012.

E. B. Davies, Spectral Theory and Differential Operators, Cambridge Stud-
ies in Advanced Math. vol. 42, Cambridge University Press, 1995.

P. G. Doyle and J. L. Snell, Random Walks and Electrical Networks, Math.
Assoc. Amer., Washington, 1984.

M. Fukushima, Y. Oshima, and M. Takeda, Dirichlet Forms and Symmetric
Markov Processes, de Gruyter Studies in Math. vol. 19, de Gruyter, Berlin,
1994.

A. Grigor’yan, The heat equation on noncompact Riemannian manifolds.
(in Russian), Mat. Sb. 182 (1991), 55-87, English translation in Math.
USSR-Sb. 72(1992), 47-77.

A. Grigor’'yan and M. Yang, Local and non-local Dirichlet forms on the
Sierpinski carpet, Trans. A.M.S. 372 (2019), 3985-4030.

P. Hajlasz, Sobolev spaces on an arbitrary metric spaces, Pontential Anal-
ysis 5 (1996), 403-415.

113



[23]

[24]

[26]

[27]

[28]

J. Heinonen, P. Koskela, N. Shanmugalingam, and J. Tyson, Sobolev Spaces
on Metric Measure Spaces - An Approach Based on Upper Gradients, New
Mathematical Monographs, Cambridge University Press, 2015.

P. E. Herman, R. Peirone, and R. S. Strichartz, p-energy and p-harmonic
fufnction on Sierpinski gasket type fractals, Potential Anal. 20 (2004), 125—
148.

M. Hino, On short time asymptotic behavior of some symmetric diffusions
on general state spaces, Potential Anal. 16 (2002), 249-264.

N. Kajino and M. Murugan, On the conformal walk dimension II: Non-
attainment for some Sierpinski carpets, in preparation.

, On the conformal walk dimension: Quasisymmetric uniformization
for symmetric diffusions, preprint.

J. Kigami, Markov property of Kusuoka-Zhou’s Dirichlet forms on self-
similar sets, J. Math. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 7 (2000), 27-33.

, Analysis on Fractals, Cambridge Tracts in Math. vol. 143, Cam-
bridge University Press, 2001.

, Measurable Riemannian geometry on the Sierpinski gasket: the
Kusuoka measure and the Gaussian heat kernel estimate, Math. Ann. 340
(2008), 781-804.

, Volume doubling measures and heat kernel estimates on self-similar
sets, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society 199 (2009), no. 932.

, Resistance forms, quasisymmetric maps and heat kernel estimates,
Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society 216 (2012), no. 1015.

, Time changes of the Brownian motion: Poincaré inequality, heat
kernel estimate and protodistance, Memoirs of the American Mathematical
Society 259 (2019), no. 1250.

, Geometry and Analysis of Metric Spaces via Weighted Partitions,
Lecture Notes in Math. vol. 2265, Springer, 2020.

T. Kumagai, Estimates of the transition densities for Brownian motion on
nested fractals, Probab. Theory Related Fields 96 (1993), 205—224.

S. Kusuoka and X. Y. Zhou, Dirichlet forms on fractals: Poincaré constant
and resistance, Probab. Theory Related Fields 93 (1992), 169-196.

T. Lindstrem, Brownian motion on nested fractals, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.
420 (1990).

K. Pietruska-Paluba and A. Stés, Poincaré inequality and Hajlasz-Sobolev
spaces on nested fractals, Studia Math. 218 (2013), 1-26.

114



[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]
[45]

L. Saloff-Coste, A note on Poincaré, Sobolev, and Harnack inequalities,
Internat. Math. Res. Notices (1992), 27-38.

N. Shanmugalingam, Newtonian spaces: an extension of Sobolev spaces to
metric measure spaces, Rev. Mat. Iberoamer. 16 (2000), 243-279.

R. Shimizu, Construction of p-energy and associated energy measure on the
Sierpinski carpet, preprint.

K.T. Sturm, Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces III. the parabolic Harnack
inequality, J. Math. Pures Appl. 75 (1996), 275-297.

J. T. Tyson and J.-M. Wu, On quasiconformal dimensions of self-similar
fractals, Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana 22 (2006), 205-258.

W. Woess, Denumerable Markov Chains, European Math. Soc., 2009.

K. Yosida, Functional Analysis, sizth ed., Classics in Math., Springer,
1995, originally published in 1980 as Grundlehren der mathematischen Wis-
senschaften band 123.

115



	1 Introduction
	2 Framework
	3 Conductance constant
	4 Combinatorial modulus
	5 Neighbor disparity constant p, m(w, v)
	6 Construction of p-energy: p > dimAR(K, d)
	7 Construction of p-energy: p dimAR(K, d)
	8 Conductive homogeneity
	9 Self-similar sets and self-similarity of energy
	10 Conductive homogeneity of self-similar sets
	11 Subsystems of (hyper)cubic tiling
	12 Examples: subsystems of (hyper)cubic tiling
	13 Rationally ramified Sierpinski crosses
	14 Nested fractals
	15 Conductance and Poincaré constants
	16 Relations of constants
	17 Proof of Theorem 8.4
	18 Uniformity of constants
	19 Modification of the structure of a graph
	20 Open problems
	A Basic inequalities
	B Basic facts on p-energy
	C Useful facts on combinatorial modulus
	D An Arzelà-Ascoli theorem for discontinuous functions
	E Geometric properties of strongly symmetric self-similar sets
	F List of Definitions and notations

