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THE WEAK ELLIPTIC HARNACK INEQUALITY REVISITED

JIAXIN HU AND ZHENYU YU

AssTrACT. In this paper we firstly derive the weak elliptic Harnack inequality from the generalized
capacity condition, the tail estimate of jump measure and the Poincaré inequality, for any regular
Dirichlet form without killing part on a measure metric space, by using the lemma of growth and
the John-Nirenberg inequality. We secondly show several equivalent characterizations of the weak
elliptic Harnack inequality for any (not necessarily regular) Dirichlet form. We thirdly present some
consequences of the weak elliptic Harnack inequality.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In 1961, Moser showed in [36] that the following elliptic Harnack inequality, denoted by (H),
is true: for any compact D’ in a domain D c R” and for any function # which is non-negative,
harmonic (with respect to the symmetric, uniformly elliptic divergence-form operator) in D, we
have

supu < Cinf u,

D 12
where C = C(D’, D) > 1 is a constant depending only on D’, D. The importance of this inequality
is that the constant C is independent of function u (but may depend on two domains D’, D). If
further D’, D are two concentric balls, for example, if D = B(x, R) and D’ = B(x, R/2), then

sup u<C inf u, 1.1
B(X,RF;Z) B(x,R/2) ( )
where the constant C > 1 is independent not only of function u, but also of ball B. The inequality
(1.1) says that a function, which is both non-negative and harmonic in a ball, is nearly constant
around the center. The reader may consult a book [39, Theorem 2.1.1] for more details.
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A symmetric, uniformly elliptic operator gives arise to a strongly local, regular Dirichlet form
in the Hilbert space L>(R", dx) (see for example [19, Chapter 1] on the basic theory of Dirichlet
forms on a Hilbert space). The elliptic Harnack inequality plays an important role in analysis, for
example, in showing the uniformly local Holder continuity of harmonic functions, or in obtaining
the lower estimate of the heat kernel, for a given Dirichlet form on a metric space.

Since the Moser’s celebrated paper [36], there has been an increasing interest in the study on the
Harnack inequality for local Dirichlet forms. In 1972, Bombieri and Giusti [10] used the geometric
analysis to prove a Harnack inequality for elliptic differential equations on minimal surfaces. In
1980, Safonov [37] obtained the elliptic Harnack inequalities for partial differential operators in
non-divergence form. After that, the elliptic Harnack inequality was extended in various settings,
see for example, by Benedetto and Trudinger [15, Theorem 3] in 1984 for De Giorgi classes on
Euclidean spaces, by Biroli and Mosco [8] in 1995 for a certain class of local Dirichlet forms on
discontinuous media, by Strum [41, Proposition 3.2] in 1996 for time-dependent local Dirichlet
forms on compact metric spaces, and by Cabré [12] in 1997 for non-divergence elliptic operators
on Riemannian manifolds with non-negative curvature. In 2005, Barlow [2, Theorem 2] showed
that the elliptic Harnack inequality is equivalent to an annulus-type Harnack inequality for Green’s
functions in the context of random walks on graphs. In 2015, Grigor’yan, Hu and Lau [24] gave
an equivalent characterization for the elliptic Harnack inequality and the mean exit time estimate
combined, for any strongly local, regular Dirichlet form on a metric measure space, by using a
more general Poincaré inequality and the generalized capacity inequality (see also an earlier work
[22]). In 2018, Barlow and Murugan [4] showed that the elliptic Harnack inequality is stable
under bounded perturbations for strongly local, regular Dirichlet forms on a length metric space,
but assuming the existence of Green function. Recently, this result has been improved by Barlow,
Chen and Murugan in [3], without assuming the existence of Green functions and a length but
assuming the relative ball-connectedness.

The Harnack inequality above is investigated only for local Dirichlet forms. In recent years,
the people have begun to study the elliptic Harnack inequality for non-local operators or non-local
Dirichlet forms. It can be imagined that the classical Harnack inequality like the version (1.1) no
longer holds for non-local operators (see, for example [5, Section 3] and [18, Theorem 2.2] for
a-stable processes). Instead, a weak Harnack inequality different from (1.1) should take place. In
this direction, the reader may refer to [16, Theorem 1.2], [17] and [18, Theorem 1.6] for non-local
integro-differential operators, [34] for the fractional non-local linearized Monge-Ampere equation,
and [13] for pure jump type Dirichlet forms.

In this paper, we are concerned with the weak elliptic Harnack inequality under a more general
framework (We do not touch the parabolic Harnack inequality in this paper). Our underlying space
is a metric measure space, which may be bounded or unbounded, and our Dirichlet form is mixed,
which may be local or non-local, whose jump kernel may not exist. The main results of this paper
are as follows:

e to establish the weak elliptic Harnack inequality for local or non-local regular Dirichlet
forms (Theorem 1.8 below);

e to study the relationship among different versions of the weak elliptic Harnack inequality
appearing in the literature (Theorem 1.9 below).

Let us state our framework of this paper. Let (M, d) be a locally compact separable metric space
and p be a Radon measure on M with full support. The triple (M, d, p) is called a metric measure
space. Denote by B (x, r) an open metric ball of radius r > 0 centered at x, that is,

By(x):=B(x,r):={ye M :d(y,x) <rl},
and its volume function is denoted by

V(x,r):=u(B(x,r)).
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For aball B = B(x,r) and A > 0, the letter AB := B (x, Ar) denotes the concentric ball of B. In this
paper, we assume that every ball B(x, r) is precompact.

Note that a ball in a metric space may not have a unique centre and radius, and even if the centre
is fixed, the radius may not be unique. For this reason we always require a ball to have a fixed
centre and radius in this paper. When we pick up a ball B(y, s) contained in a bigger ball B(x, r),
we always assume that its radius s is less than 2r. Let R be any number in (0, diam(M)]. Since the
metric space considered in this paper may be bounded or unbounded, the number R may be finite
or infinite.

We say that the volume doubling condition (VD) holds if there exists a constant C,, > 1 such
that for all x € M and r > O,

V(x,2r) < C,V(x,r). (1.2)

It is known that if condition (VD) holds, then there exists a positive number d> such that for all
x,ye Mandall0 <r <R < oo,

d>
VR (d(x,y) +R) (1.3)

Viy,r) = r
with the same constant C,, in (1.2), see for example [23, Proposition 5.1].

We say that the reverse volume doubling condition (RVD) holds if there exist two positive
constants Cy < 1 and d; such that forall xe M and0 <r<R<R

% > Cd(ﬁ)dl .

B

Let w : M X [0,00) — [0,00) be a map such that w(x, -) is continuous, strictly increasing,
w(x,0) = 0, for any fixed x in M. Assume that there exist positive constants Cy,C, and 3, > 5]
such that forall 0 < r < R < oo and all x,y € M with d(x,y) <R,

8 e < (5

For convenience, we write for any metric ball B = B(x, R)

w(B) := w(x,R).

(1.4)

Note that the symbol w(B) is sensitive to the center and radius of ball B.
Denote the norm in L” := LP(M, ) (1 < p < o0) by

1/p
lleall, == (f Iu(x)l”u(dx)) ,
M

and ||u||z~ := esup ¢,y [u(x)|, where esup is the essential supremum.
Let (€, ) be a regular Dirichlet form in L? without killing part, that is,

Ew,v) = EPu,v) + EV(u,v), (1.6)

where W is the local part (or diffusion part) and EY) is the jump part. Let Fioc be a space of all
measurable functions u on M such that for every precompact open subset U of M, there exists
some function v € ¥ such that u = v for y-almost everywhere in U. Then, there exists a unique
Radon measure dT'O(u) := dT'P(u, u) such that

EV(u,u) = f dr D ()
M

for u € Foc N L™, see for example [19, Lemma 3.2.3, and the first two paragraphs on p.130],
wherein the symbols &© = &%) and d,ugi)u) = 2dT'™(u, u) are used instead. For the jump part,
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there exists a unique Radon measure J(dx, dy) defined on M x M\diag such that

&V (u,u) = f f (u(x) = u(y)*J(dx, dy) (1.7)
MxM\diag
for all continuous functions u € ¥ with compact supports on M. For simplicity, we let the measure

J = 0 on diag and will drop diag in expression M x M\diag in (1.7) when no confusion arises. In
the sequel, set

Ew) := E(u, u)
for convenience.

For any non-empty open subset Q of M, let Cy(€2) be a space of all continuous functions with
compact supports in Q. Denote by 7 (€2) the closure of 7 N Cy(£2) in the norm of

Recall that for any non-empty open subset Q of M, the form (&, 7 (€2)) is a regular Dirichlet form
in L2(Q) if (&, F) is regular. Let {P?}po be the heat semigroup associated with (&, ¥ (Q)). Let

F'i={v+a: veF, acR)
be a vector space that contains constant functions. We extend the domain of & to ¥ as follows:
forall u,v € ¥ and a,b € R, set
Ewu+a,v+>b):=8Eu,v).

We point that the extension is well defined by using (1.6).

Let U € V (that means U is precompact and the closure of U is contained in V) be two non-
empty open subsets of M. We say that a measurable function ¢ is a cutoff function for U € V,
denoted by ¢ € cutoft(U, V), if ¢ € F, and

¢=1 on U,
¢=0 on V,
0<¢p<1on M.
It is known that if (&, ) is regular, the set cutoff (U, V) is non-empty for any two non-empty open

subsets U € V of M.
We introduce conditions (Gcap) and (Cap.).

Definition 1.1 (condition (Gcap)). We say that condition (Gcap) holds if for any u € ¥’ N L™ and
any two concentric metric balls By := B(xy,R), B := B(xg, R+ r) withO < R < R+ r < R, there
exists some ¢ € cutoff (By, B) such that

Eulp, p) < < f uldu, (1.8)
B

w(xo, r)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of u, By, B, but ¢ may depend on u.
Definition 1.2 (condition (Cap_)). We say that condition (Cap.) holds if there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for all balls B of radius R less than R

B
cap((2/3)B, B) < C%, (1.9)

where the capacity cap(A, Q) for any two open subsets A € Q of M is defined by
cap(A, Q) = inf{E(p, ) : ¢ € cutoff(4, Q)}.

Clearly, condition (Gcap) implies condition (Cap.) by taking # = 1 in (1.8) and by using the
second inequality in (1.5).
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Definition 1.3 (condition (FK)). We say that condition (FK) holds if there exist thre_e positive
constants Cp, v and o € (0,1) such that for any ball B := B(x,r) with 0 < r < oR and any
non-empty open subset D C B,

C—l (B) v
(D) > —£- “—) : 1.10
D=5 (ﬂ(D) (110
where A1(D) is defined by
A,(D) = E(u, u)

m 5
ueF DONO) [l 2

Without loss of generality, we can assume that O < v < 1 by noting that /% > 1.

Definition 1.4 (condition (PI)). We say that condition (PI) holcﬁ if there exist two constants k > 1,
C > 0 such that for any metric ball B := B(xy,r) with0 < r < R/x and any u € F' N L*,

f (u — ug)>du < Cw(B) { f dr'Duy + f (u(x) — u(y))*J(dx, dy)} , (1.11)
B kB (kB)X(kB)

where up is the average of the function u over B, that is,

1
up=—— | ud ::fud
s u(B)fB SN s

For a transition kernel J(x, E) defined on M X B(M) where B(M) is the collection of all Borel
subsets of M, denote by

J(x, E) = f J(x,dy). (1.12)
E
We introduce condition (TJ).
Definition 1.5 (condition (TJ)). We say that condition (TJ) holds if there exists a transition kernel
J(x, E) on M x B(M) such that, for any point x in M and any R > 0,
J(dx,dy) = J(x,dy)u(dx) and

J(x, B(x, R)) < (1.13)

w(x, R)
for a non-negative constant C independent of x, R.

For an open subset Q of M and a function f € L*(Q), we say that a function u € F is f-
superharmonic (resp. f-subharmonic) in Q if for any non-negative ¢ € F(Q),

E(u, ) = (f, ) (resp. Eu, ) < (f, ¢)). (1.14)

We say that a function u € ¥ is f-harmonic in Q if u is both f-superharmonic and f-subharmonic
in Q. If f =0, an f-superharmonic is shortened superharmonic, and a similar notion applies to an
f-subharmonic or an f-harmonic.

For any two open subsets U € Q of M and any measurable function v, denote by

Tyo(v) =esup | I (x,dy). (1.15)
xeU JQ¢

We introduce condition (WEH), the weak elliptic Harnack inequality.

Definition 1.6 (condition (WEH)). We say that condition (WEH) holds if there exist four universal
constants p,o,0 in (0,1) and Cy > 1 such that, for any two concentric balls B, := B(xy,r) C
Bg := B(xo,R) with 0 < r < 6R, R < R, any function f € L®(Bg), and for any u € ¥’ N L™ that
is non-negative, f-superharmonic in Bg,

1/p
( Ji ul’du) <Cy (eg}fu +w(B,) (T% 3, )+ flle(BR))), (1.16)
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where u_ := 0V (—u) is the negative part of function u, and T% Br.By 'S defined by (1.15), that is,

Tsp, p,(u-) = esup f u_(y)J(x,dy).
o M\Bg

XE%BR
We remark that the constants p, o, o, Cy are all independent of xy, R, r, f and u.

Remark 1.7. If u is superharmonic, non-negative in By, then (1.16) reads

1/p
(Ji ul’du) <Cpy (e}ignf u+ W(BF)T%BR,BR(M—)) . (1.17)

r

If the form (&, F) is strongly local and u is harmonic, non-negative in By, then (1.16) becomes

l/p
(JC updu) < Cyeinf u, (1.18)
B, B

r

and in this situation, we in fact have that the weak Harnack inequality (1.18) is equivalent to the
strong Harnack inequality (1.1), since the inequality (1.18) is equivalent to the following

. C
einf u > aexp

B, (_m
by using the equivalence (WEH) & (WEH2) in Theorem 1.9 below where condition (WEH2) will
be stated in Definition 5.3 and by using the fact that (1.19) = (H) in [24, from Corollary 7.3 to
Theorem 7.8 on pages 1525-1535].

The weak elliptic Harnack inequality says that for any function u, which is non-negative and
superharmonic in a ball Bg, its mean value over a smaller concentric ball B, in the L”-quantity
(not a norm) for a small p € (0, 1), can be controlled by its essential infimum over the smaller ball
B, plus a tail estimate outside the ball Bg.

The main results of this paper are stated in Theorems 1.8 and 1.9 below.

Theorem 1.8. Let (8, F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L*>(M, p) without killing part. Then
(VD) + (RVD) + (Gceap) + (TJ) + (P) = (wEH). (1.20)

) foranya >0 (1.19)

We will prove Theorem 1.8 at the end of Section 4. For this, we need to show the following
implications:

(VD) + (RVD) + (PI) = (FK) (see Section 2), (L.21)
(VD) + (FK) + (Gcap) + (TJ) = (LG) (see Section 3), (1.22)
(VD) + (LG) + (Cap.) + (PI) = (wEH) (see Section 4), (1.23)

where condition (LG) is a refinement of the lemma of growth to be stated in Lemma 3.5 below.

We remark that if the metric space (M, d) is unbounded and the scaling function w(x,r) is
independent of point x, a similar implication to (1.21) was obtained for strongly local Dirichlet
forms (cf. [24, Theorem 5.1]), and for purely jump Dirichlet forms (cf. [14, Propositions 7.3 and
7.4]). Here we generalize this result to the case when the scaling function w(x, -) may depend on
point x and the metric space may be bounded or unbounded.

Our Theorem 1.8 is an extension of a similar result in [13, Theorem 3.1] in the sense that,
instead of assuming condition (TJ) in this paper, the following stronger hypothesis than condition
(TJ) was assumed in [13]: the jump kernel J(x, y) exists and satisfies the following pointwise upper

estimate
C

V(x, d(x, y))w(x, d(x,y))
for pu x p-almost all (x,y) in M x M \ diag. Also the metric space (M, d) considered in [13] is
assumed to be unbounded. We emphasize that we do not assume the jump kernel J(x,y) exists,
neither the boundedness of the metric space.

J(x,y) <
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Liu and Murugan [31, Theorem 1.2] show that the parabolic Harnack inequality implies the
existence of the jump kernel J(x,y) for a pure jump regular Dirichlet form. A natural question
arises whether the weak elliptic Harnack inequality also implies the existence of the jump kernel.
The answer is negative. In fact, the paper [6, Section 15] has given an example on the ultra-metric
space where the jump measure satisfies both conditions (PI) and (TJ) (noting that condition (Gcap)
automatically holds since it follows directly from condition (TJ) and the ultra-metric property), but
the jump kernel does not exist. By Theorem 1.8 above, the weak elliptic Harnack inequality is true,
however, the jump kernel does not exist in this case. We will give the details in Section 7.

Let us explain the idea of proving the weak elliptic Harnack inequality in Theorem 1.8. The
proof essentially consists of the following two steps (under the case when f = 0).

(1) To obtain the so-called measure-to-point lemma as follows: for some & € (0, 1) and for
any non-negative superharmonic function u in a ball B, there exists a constant > 0,
depending only on & but independent of the ball B and the function u, such that

M >e = infux=n. (1.24)
u(B) 1B
(2) To obtain the so-called crossover lemma as follows: there exist three universal numbers
p,o in (0,1) and C > 0 such that, for any non-negative superharmonic function u in a
ball Bg, any concentric ball B, of Bg with 0 < r < 6R and for any positive number
A= W(BR)T%BR,BR(M—)a

1/p l/p
( JC (u + /l)f’du) ( JC (u + /l)"’d,u) <C (1.25)
B, B,

The implication (1.24) says that, if the occupation measure of a superlevel set
{u>a} fora>0

in a ball B for a function u, which is non-negative, superharmonic in B, is bounded from below by
a constant ¢, then the function u should be also bounded from below by a positive number na at
almost all points near the center.

The measure-to-point lemma is essentially the same as the Lemma of growth introduced by
Landis in [29], [30] in studying solutions of elliptic second order PDEs (local Dirichlet form) in R”.
This Lemma of growth has been reformulated and extended to the case for pure jump type (non-
local) Dirichlet forms on the metric measure space in [20, Lemma 4.1], see also a forthcoming
paper [21] for mixed (either local or non-local) Dirichlet forms defined by (1.6) without killing
part (cf. Lemma 3.5 below). An alternative version of Lemma of growth for pure jump type
(non-local) Dirichlet forms on metric space was stated in [13, Proposition 3.6].

We remark that the measure-to-point lemma is originated from the work by Moser [35, Theorem
2], and developed by Krylov and Safonov [27], [28], [37]. The reader may consult the reference
[33, Section 3] for the classical case.

Once the measure-to-point lemma has been established, one needs further to show the crossover
lemma (1.25), where the Poincaré inequality comes into a stage. To achieve (1.25), one needs to
show that, for any u € ¥’ N L™ that is superharmonic and non-negative in a ball B and for any
positive number A bounded from below by a tail (in the case of local Dirichlet forms, any number
A > 0 will be fine), the logarithm function

In(u + )

belongs to the space BMO(dB), for some number ¢ € (0, 1) that is independent of u, A and ball
B. After that, the rest of the proof is standard: one makes use of Lemma 8.3 in Appendix for an
exponential function

c
exp (Zg) for any b > ||gllsBmo
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for g := In(u + A), which is valid from the John-Nirenberg inequality (see Lemma 8.2 in Appen-
dix), and we are eventually led to the desired crossover lemma (1.25) (see Lemma 4.4 below).

Besides the version of the weak elliptic Harnack inequality stated in Definition 1.6, there are
several other versions in the literature, see for example [13, Proposition 3.6], [24, Lemma 7.2], [20,
Lemma 4.5]. We list all of them in Section 5 and term as conditions (WEH1), (WEH2), (WEH3),
(WEH4). We shall show that the first three conditions (WEH1), (WEH2), (WEH3) are equivalent
one another, each of which implies condition (WEH4).

Theorem 1.9. Let (8, F) be a Dirichlet form in L>(M, ). If condition (VD) holds, then
(wEH) < (wEHI) & (WEH2) < (WEH3) (1.26)
= (wEH4%). (1.27)
We will prove Theorem 1.9 at the end of Section 5.

2. FaBER-KRAHN INEQUALITY AND DIRICHLET HEAT KERNEL

In this section, we show that for a regular Dirichlet form without killing part on a metric space,
if the measure satisfies conditions (VD) and (RVD), then the Poincaré inequality implies the Faber-
Krahn inequality. Although this conclusion is known to the expert, there is no a direct proof in
the literature, and we will give a self-contained proof for convenience. Here we do not assume the
existence of the jump kernel, neither the independence of point for the scaling function w. Our
result can be viewed as an extension of the previous work [24, Theorem 5.1] for a local Dirichlet
form for the doubling measure, and [6, Lemmas 5.2, 5.3] for a non-local Dirichlet form for the
Ahlfors-regular measure. See also [11, Proposition 3.4.1]. As a by-product, we derive that the
Dirichlet heat kernel p2(x, y) exists and satisfies an upper bound, for any ball B of radius less than
oR.

We introduce condition (Nashg), which is the Nash inequality on a ball B.

Definition 2.1 (condition (Nashg)). We say that condition (Nashg) holds if there exist_ three pos-
itive constants o € (0, 1) and v, C such that for any metric ball B of radius r € (0, cR) and any
u € ¥(B),
C
242 2 2
lull3*> < mnunlv(nunz + w(B)E(u, ). @.1)
We remark that constants C and v, o are all independent of ball B and function u.

We show that the Poincaré inequality implies the Nash inequality on a ball.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (&, F) is a regular Dirichlet form in L*(M, u) without killing part. If
conditions (VD) and (PI) are satisfied, then condition (Nashpg) holds, that is,

(VD) + (PI) = (Nashp).

Proof. Since the proof is quite long, we divided into two steps.
Step 1. We show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all s > O and all u € ¥ N L!
with [lu]|; > 0
Cllull}
inf V(z,5)
zesupp (u)
where u,(x) is the average of function u over a ball B(x, s), that is,

llusll5 < (2.2)

1
Ug(x) = —— u(z)u(dz) forxe M, s > 0.
V(x,5) JB(x.s)

The proof is motivated by [38, Theorem 2.4]. At this step, we do not need condition (PI). To this
end, let ||u||; > 0, and denote by

Ag:={xe M : d(x,supp (v)) < s},
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the s-neighborhood of the support of u. Clearly, we see that u;(x) = 0 when x lies outside the set
Ay, since u(z) = 0 for z € B(x, s) C M \ supp (u). It follows that

il i 2% Cllull 03
I inf V(x, ) inf V(x,s) '
X€Ay xesupp (u)

where we have used the fact that for any x € Aj,

1 2%C,
<
inf V(x, 5) inf  V(x,s)’
XEA, xesupp (u)

since there exists a point z € supp () such that d(z, x) < s, and thus by (1.3)

d
V(z, ) d(z, x) + s\ (s + s)dz d
<C <C =2%C,, 2.4
V(x, s) ( s ) s K 4
from which,
1 1 1 2%C,
————— =sup < 2d2Cﬂ sup .
inf V(x,s) rea, V(x, ) zesupp ) V(25 s) inf  V(x,s)
XEA, xesupp (u)
On the other hand,

1
[l < j;s Vo) (j;(x’s) |M(Z)|,u(dz)),u(dx)
1
) j;s V(x, s) ( j;upp w |“(Z)|13(x,s)(2)ﬂ(dz)) u(dx)
1B(x,5)(2) )
= d d
j;upp(u) |M(Z)|(fAb V(X, S) ﬂ( x) ﬂ( Z)

1
= d d
fs v Iu(z)l( fA pen VEx S)u( X))u( 2)
(z, s)
< —u(d
< fsupp(u)l u(z)l fVox, s)u( 2)

xeB(z,x)
_ V(z,5) dy
= |u(z)| sup w(dz) < 22Cyllully, (2.5)
supp (u) x€B(z,5) V( )

since for any z € supp («) and any x € B(z, ),
V(z, s) <
V(x, s)
by virtue of (2.4). Therefore, it follows from (2.3), (2.5) that
2% C,)2

inf V(z, )
ZESUPp ()

2%C,

2
lluslly < luslloolluslli <

thus showing (2.2) with C := 22C,,)%.

Step 2. We show that condition (Nashg) holds. We assume that condition (PI) holds.

Fix a ball B := B(xg, r) with r € (0, %), where constant « is the same as in condition (PI). Let
s € (0, 5 ) be a number to be determined later on, and fix a function u € F(B) N L'(M, u). Since

M is separable, there is a countable family of points {y;};°, such that M c U2, B(y;, $). By the
doubling property, we can find a subsequence {x;}:7, {yl} 2, such that M = U ., B; with B;

B(x;, s), and {%B,-};’il are pairwise disjoint (see [25, Theorem 1.16]). The over—lapping number
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2.0y lokp; is bounded by some integer Ny depending only on « and Cy, that is, >.°, 12z, < No.
From this, we have for any measurable function g > 0,

Y[ senan = [[ - gtwn Y sy
=1 (2kBj))xM MxM =1

< Ny ff g(x, y)J(dx, dy). (2.6)
MxM

We estimate the term ||u — Ms||% by

e = ugll3 < > fB () = ()P p(dx)
i=1 i

<2 Z (L (|M(X) - M23i|2 + |u23i - “s(x)|2)u(dx)) = 2(]l + ]2)_ (2.7)
i=1 i

For 1, we have by condition (PI),

I = ; fB,- Ju(x) = uzp,Pu(dx) < ; sz,» ju(x) = w2 p(dx)

<C Z w(xi,2s){ dr® () + f f (u(x) — u(y))?J(dx, dy)} . 2.8)
i=1 ZKB,' (ZKB,')X(ZKB,')

For I, note that for any x € B; = B(x;, s), the function 1p(, 5 (z) = 0 when z € (2B;)° C B(x, s)°.
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and condition (PI), we have for any x € B;

1 ) 1 X,
lug(x) — uap,|* = | f X )(Z)( (Z)—uzB),u(dz)| fM ‘t;(()’c—)g)lu(z)—uz&lzﬂ(dz)

<f L) — i P2 < o [ ) = g Pt
— J2s, V(X,S)MZ i Rt - Vixi, s) 2B,-MZ o I

S M{ f ATy + f f (u(x)—u(y))zj(dx,dy)}, 2.9)
V(xi, s) 2B, (2kBj)X(2«B;)

where we have used the fact that for any x € B;,

V(x;, 5) d(xj,x) + s = p
- < 2%
V(x,s) ~ <€ ( ) <27C

by virtue of (1.3). Therefore, it follows that

L= Z f (2, = uy(x))*pu(d)

Cw(x;,2s) O ff ) }
dr —u(y)*J(dx,dy) b u(d
) Zf Vs { 2KB; s (ZKBi)X(ZKB,’)(u(X) u(y))”J(dx, dy) p pu(dx)

- cZ wi(x;, 25) { f AUy + f f (u(x) — u(y))*J(dx, dy)} . (2.10)
i=1 ZKB,' (ZKB,')X(ZKB,')

Combining (2.8) and (2.10), we conclude from (2.7) that
e = w3 < 2011 + D)

< CZw(x,-,2s){ f dr Oy + f f (u(x) — u(y))?J(dx, dy)} 2.11)
P KB (2kB})X(2B;)

2¢B;

N
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for a positive constant C depending only on the constants from condition (VD) (independent of

u,s, Bi).

Since u € ¥ (B), if 2kB; C B¢, we see that u(x) = u(y) = 0 when x, y € 2«B;, thus lzkgidF(L)W) =
0, and so the integral in the above summation vanishes. In other words, the summation in (2.11)

is taken only over the indices i such that (2«B;) N B # (). Set

0 := sup  w(x;, $).
i:(2kB;)NB#0

Since w(x;, 2s) < C22%2w(x;, s) by using (1.5), we obtain that

Yoweies [[ - uoP .y

i=1 (2kB;)x(2kB;)

< - 2 J(dx, d
Q; f f@ KB{)XM(uu) u(y)* J(dx, dy)

< Q- No f L M(u(X) —u(y)*J(dx,dy) (using (2.6))

= NoQEY (u, u).
On the other hand,

> b P u) < wf dr'Duy = f 3 1yep T
;w(x s)j;Bi (u) Q; - ) =0 M; 2B (u)

K

smgfﬂww=%@Wmm
M

Therefore, combining (2.13) and (2.14), we conclude from (2.11) that for all s € (0 R
e = ugl3 < C {NoQEP (u, u) + NoQEY (u, )} = CNoQE(w).

It is left to estimate Q for any s € (0, EK). We distinguish two cases when s < r or not.

Indeed, let zg € (2kB;) N B. By (1.5), we have

2xs

wxi,s) _ wxi,s)  wlx, 2s) < C‘l( s )ﬁl .C2(2Ks)ﬁ2 W,

w(zo, ) w(xi,2ks)  w(zo, 5)

whilst for s < r

S
w(z0, S) - Cl_l (f) 1 .

w(xo, 1) r
Thus,

w(xi,s) _ wxi,$) w2, 9) _ c(f)ﬁl
w(xo,r)  w(zo,8) wlxo,r)  \r
if 2«B;) N B # 0 and s < r. From this, we obtain

s\B1 .
Q0= sup wx,s)<c (—) w(xg,r) if s <r.
i:(2kB;)NB£0 r

Plugging (2.16) into (2.15), we have

2 (S pi
= w3 < € (2] wixo, nEG)
if s < r. Note that if s < r, then for any x € supp (1) C B(xq, r)

d>

V(xo, 1) d(xp, x) + 71 d (r)dZ
<C,|—————| <<2%2C,(-) ,
Vix,s) — “( s ) B s

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)
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which gives by (2.2) that
Cllull} r\ i}
2o 1 < C(—) L 2.18
el < =~V =G Veon (2.15)

xesupp ()
Therefore, we conclude from (2.17), (2.18) that forall0 < s < r A %,
lell3 < 2 (lle = w13 + las13)
Bi d lull?
sc(ﬁ w@mm&m+(q | (2.19)
r s/ V(xg,1)

On the other hand, if r < 5 < %, it is clear that

s\B1
HM%S&)IM@ (2.20)
Summing up (2.19) and (2.20), we obtain for all 0 < s < %,
B & lull?
2 S 2 r 1
ul}; < C((;) (wes0. @ + i) + (£ et
2
u

r [leell] 2.21)

25\ '
scz‘”[(Ts) (w0, 8000 + ) + (55 ) e r))’

), for example, by choosing s such that

We minimize the right-hand side of (2.21) in s € (0, %

25\ n (e Il
(7) (w0, &) + ) = (52 ) s
that is,
2 Frids
s=f[ el } . (2.22)
2\ V(xo, ) (w(xo, NEW) + |ull?)

We postpone verifying that s € (0, EK). Therefore, it follows that

R e e
e e (Itl3 + w(xo. NE@))™™
thus showing that
B
21450 s lull} )%
lull, ™ sC(uunz+w<xo,r)8(u))(v(m,r) :

for all u € F(B) N L'. Hence, condition (Nashp) holds with o = % and v = %.
It remains to verify that the number s given by (2.22) satisfies condition s € (0, EK). Indeed, by

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have for any u € ¥ (B),
lull} < VCxo, Pllul3,

from which, we see that, using the fact that » € (0, E/K),

1 1 _

r o R ( o )Wz r R
= — < = D) < =< .
2\ V(xo, ) (wlxo, NE@) + |ull3) 2 \V(xo, Mllully 2 2«

The proof is complete.
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We derive the on-diagonal upper bound of the Dirichlet heat kernel on any ball by using condi-
tion (Nashp). In particular, we derive the Faber-Krahn inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Let (E, F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L. If conditions (VD), (RVD) and (Nashp)
hold, then the Dirichlet heat kernel pB(x,y) exists and satisfies

c (wB)\"”
isylég D; (x y) < (B) ( ; ) forallt>0 (2.23)

for any ball B of radius r < "7, where C, A are two universal constants independent of B, t and

constant o comes from condition (Nashg). Consequently, we have
(VD) + (RVD) + (Nashp) = (FK).

Proof. Assume that A > 1 is a number to be chosen, see (2.27) below. Let B := B(xg, r) with

R
0<r<ZZ (2.24)
A

Since Ar is less than o°R, we can apply condition (Nashg) on a ball B(xy, Ar) and obtain for any

u € F(B(xg,Ar))
llull?

V(xo,Ar)” (

372 < lull3 + wixo, ANEW)) . (2.25)

Note that for all u € F (B(x, 1)),
llull; = f luldu < V(xo, )" |ull. (2.26)
B(xo,r)

Since F (B(xg,r)) C F(B(xg,Ar)) for any A > 1, it follows (2.26), (2.25) that for any u €
F (B(xo, 1))

2v
C (V(xo, )" lull,) : Cllul?

242y
+ —_—
el V(x0, Ar)’ T Y 0 APy

w(xg, Ar)E(u)

: C(—V("O”)) B+ SEE0 LD e,
V(xg,Ar) V(xg,Ar)”
By condition (RVD), we have
Vo) _ 1 :(L)”V
V(xo,Ar) = CqA4 —\2C)
provided that
A=C" Q0T > 1, 2.27)
Therefore, for all u € ¥ (B(xy, r)),
37> < 2CM|| T &), (2.28)
V(xo, )"

which gives that

L V(xo,n)" osoyy oy CHB) ooy o
8 YA T v v > +2v V‘
(u) > — 2C Wi A )|| 57 el > w(B) [leal[5™ " Neell;

Applying [23, Lemma 5.5] with U = B(xp,r),a = C ”jv(gg), we conclude that the Dirichlet heat
kernel p; B(x,y) exists and satisfies (2.23).
We will show that condition (FK) follows from (2.28).

Indeed, let D C B be an open subset, and let # € (D). Noting that
lelf < (DIl
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by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see from (2.28) and (1.5) that

(D) (D)

™™ < ZCW(XO’Ar)( (B) (B)

) llull3 Eu) < C"'w (B)( ) llull3” Ew),

thus showing that

: Ew _ ¢ (HB) !
D)= inf T (“ .
weT (D)0 el = W(B) (D)
Therefore, the Faber-Krahn inequality holds for any ball B of radius r satisfying (2.24). O

We remark that if the metric space (M, d) is connected and unbounded, then condition (VD)
implies condition (RVD), see for example [23, Corollary 5.3]. In this case, we have that conditions
(VD), (PI) will imply condition (FK), since condition (RVD) is automatically true.

3. A REFINEMENT OF LEMMA OF GROWTH

In this section we shall derive the lemma of growth for any two concentric balls B, 6B with
0 < ¢ < 1, which is a refinement of the version stated in a forthcoming paper [21], see also
[20, Lemma 4.1]. The lemma of growth will follow from conditions (VD), (Gcap), (FK), (TJ).
The basic tool in the proof is to use the celebrated De-Giorgi iteration technique for occupation
measures (instead of for L?-norms). Although the idea is essentially the same as in [21], [20, Proof
of Lemma 4.1], we sketch the proof for the reader’s convenience.

Before we address the lemma of growth, we give the following preliminary. For each n > 1, let
F,, be a function on [0, o) given by

1 1 1
Fo(r) = §[r+ r2+;]—ﬂ for r € (=co, c0). G.1)
Clearly, F,(0) = 0, and for any r € (—o0, 00),

1

0<F(r)= ( ) <1
2 r2 +n-

0= k= 202(r2 + n2)32 n‘2)3/2 <3 2’

F,(r) =2 ry uniformly in (—oo, c0) as n — oo. (3.2)

Proposition 3.1. Let (§, F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L*(M, i) without killing part and let F,,
be given by (3.1). Then foranyu € F' NL* and any 0 < ¢ € F N L™,

Euy, ¢) < limsup Eu, F, (u)p) (3.3)

k—o0

for a subsequence {ni}i>1 of {n}y>1.

Proof. Note that the functions F,(«), F (#)p belong to 7 NL* for each n > 1 by using Proposition
8.4 in Appendix. Since ¢ > 0 in M, we have

E(Fn(u), @) < E(u, Fr(w)p) (n>1) (3.4)

by using (8.2) in Appendix.
Write u = v + a for some v € ¥ and a € R. Since F,,(v + a) — F,(a) is a normal contraction of
v € ¥, we have

fu:= Fo(u) — Fy(a) = Fy(v+a) — Fp(a) € F and &(f,, f,) < EO,v).
Since (v + a); — a, is also a normal contraction of v € ¥, we also have

fi=ur—a,=(v+a)y,—a, €F.
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On the other hand, by the dominated convergence theorem,
2
fr X, f asn — oo.
Since f, € ¥ and
sup E(fs f) < E(v,v) < o0,
n

there exists a subsequence {f;, },, converging to f weakly in terms of the energy norm & by using
Lemma 8.5 in Appendix. Therefore,

8(M+, 90) = 8(f + ay, 90) = S(f’ 90) = kh—>r£lo S(fnk’ 90)
= klirn EWFp,(u) = Fyy(a), ¢) = lim sup E(F,, (1), ¢) < lim sup E(u, F,',k(u)ap)

k—o00 k—o00

by virtue of (3.4), thus showing (3.3). The proof is complete. O

We recall condition (LG), termed the lemma of growth, which was introduced in [20, Lemma
4.1] for the case when w(x,r) = 7 and f = 0. Note that the following notion of lemma of growth
involves a given function f.

Definition 3.2. For any two fixed numbers €,6 in (0,1), we say that condition LG(g, d) holds
if there exist four constants o € (0,1),&g9 € (0, %) and 6,Cy > 0 such that, for any ball B :=
B(xo, R) with radius R € (0,0R), any function f € L¥(B), and for any u € F' N L® which is
f-superharmonic and non-negative in B, if for some a > 0

-0
W(B) (Tt ) + o)

Bn
B0 o o1 - (1 - 60| 1+ SNCE)
u(B) ed
then
einf u > &a, (3.6)
5B

where the tail T¥ B, g(u-) is defined by (1.15), that is

Ts.5p p(u_) = esup f u_(y)J(x,dy).
4 M\B

xe%B
For simplicity, we write condition LG(g, 0) by condition (LG) without mentioning &, 0.

We remark that the constants o, €9, 8, C, are all independent of &, 6. Recall that condition (EP),
termed the energy product of a function u with some cutoff function ¢, was introduced in [21].

Definition 3.3 (Condition (EP)). We say that the condition (EP) is satisfied if there exist two
universal constants C > 0,Cqy > 0 such that, for any three concentric balls By := B(xg,R),
B := B(x,R+r) and Q := B(xo,R") withO <R < R+r <R’ <R, and for any u € ¥’ N\ L™, there
exists some ¢ € cutoff (By, B) such that
C R’
&

Co
Ew) < 28 ud?) + ) f Wy +3 f uu(* ()J(dx, dy). (3.7
2 Q QxQF

w(xo, )
Condition (EP) plays an important role in deriving condition (LG). The following has been

proved in [21].

Lemma 3.4 ([21]). Assume that (8, F) is a regular Dirichlet form in L* without killing part. Then

(Geap) + (TJ) = (EP). (3.8)

We shall prove the lemma of growth, where condition (EP) is our starting point, instead of from
condition (Gcap). The idea is essentially adopted from [20, 21].
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Lemma 3.5. Let (§, F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L* without killing part. If conditions (VD),
(FK), (TJ) and (EP) are satisfied, then condition (LG) holds with 8 = 1/v and Cy = Cy + B2 + d>,
where the constants o, v are taken same as in condition (FK) and Cy same as in condition (EP).
Namely, we have
(VD) + (FK) + (TJ) + (EP) = (LG). (3.9
Consequently,
(VD) + (Gcap) + (FK) + (TJ) = (LG). (3.10)

Proof. Note that any function u € ¥ admits a qguasi-continuous version u [19, Theorem 2.1.3,
p-71]. We will use the same letter u to denote some quasi-continuous modification of u. For any
u € ¥ and any open subset Q of M, a function u belongs to the space ¥ (Q) if and only if u = 0
g.e. in Q°, where q.e. means quasi-everywhere (see [19, Corollary 2.3.1, p.98]).

We shall show the implication (3.9).
Fix a ball B := B(xy, R) with radius 0 < R < oR and a function f € L®B). Letue F’" NnL®
be a function that is f-superharmonic and non-negative in B. We will show that (3.6) is true if
condition (3.5) is satisfied for some a > 0.

To do this, denote

B, := B(xy, r) for any r > 0,

so that Bz = B = B(xp, R). Fix four numbers a, b and r;, r, such that

O<a<b<o and%3r1<r2<R, (3.11)

and set
_ By, N{u<al)

u(Br)

_ p(By, O {u < b))

m and mp =
,U(Brz)

Set also v := (b — u), and
my = pu(B,, N{u < a}), my :=u(B,, N{u < b}).
Let B be any intermediate concentric ball between B,, and B,,, so that
B, C B:= Brip CB,, (0<p<r—r.

Applying condition (EP) to the triple B,,, B, B,, and the function v, we see that there exists some
function ¢ € cutoff(B,,, B) such that

3 2 c (rZ)CO f 2
Evgp) < =EW,ve”) + = vedu
2 wxo.p)\p /) s,

+3 f v(x)v(y)¢2 (x)J(dx,dy). (3.12)
By, % ¢

B,

Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ is quasi-continuous. Then we have

i =f ¢2dﬂgf ¢2((b_—”)+)2dﬂ=;f (¢v)du. (3.13)
By, Nfu<a) B b-a b-a)?* Jp,

rl rl
>1 on {u<a}
Consider the set _
E:=Bn{u<b}
By the outer regularity of u, for any € > 0, there is an open set  such that £ C Q C B,, and
uQ) < wE)+e<m +e. (3.14)

On the other hand, since ¢ = 0 g.e. outside Band v = 0 outside {u < b}, we see that ¢v=20q.e.

in E€. Since ¢v € ¥ and ¢v = 0 g.e. in Q¢ C E¢, we conclude that

v € F(Q. (3.15)
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By the definition of A; (), we have

2 8(¢V)
f (¢pv)“du =7 Q)

Using again the fact that ¢v vanishes outside Q and combining this inequality with (3.13), we

obtain that
1 &
o [ @i o [ 8 (3.16)

= G- aPh @)

By condition (FK) and (3.14),

C—l Br v C—l Br %
Q) > —L (“( 2)) e (ﬁ( 2)) (3.17)
w(B,) \ () w(B,,) \ma + €
from which, it follows by (3.16) that
— E(gv) W(Brz) ll(Brz)
mp <
(b-ay C;l \mt+e
Letting € — 0, we obtain that, using the fact that m, = %,
n
— Cr my Cr (my)”
-w(B,,)&E = —— - w(B,,)E(Pv), 3.18
m (b b_ar (#(Brz)) w(B;,)E(¢v) b—a)? w(B;,)E(¢v) (3.18)

where the constants v and Cr are the same as in condition (FK).

We estimate the term E(¢v) on the right-hand side of (3.18) by applying the inequality (3.12).
For this, we need to estimate the term &(v, v¢?). This can be done by using the f-superharmonicity
of u and using condition (TJ).

Indeed, since v € F(Q) N L™ and ¢ € F N L™, the function v¢> = vo - ¢ € F(Q) € F(B),
which is non-negative. Let F, be given by (3.2) for n > 1. Since u is f-superharmonic in B and
IF!lo < 1 and since the function F/,(b — u)v$?* is non-negative and belongs to the space F () so

that it can be used as a test function, we have
E(b —u, Fl(b — uyvg*) = =E(u, F(b — u)vg?) < —(f, F1(b — u)vg*)
< [ e <y [ v

B

n

<Nl s,,)bu(By, N {u < b})  (using v < bly,<p))
= bllfllzB,,)m2- (3.19)
Applying (3.3) with u replaced by b — u and with ¢ = v$?, we obtain by (3.19)
EW,vp?) = E((b = w)+, v¢?) < limsup E(b — u, F,, (b = upvg?) < bl fll=s,,)m2- (3.20)

k—o0

Therefore, plugging (3.20) into (3.12) and then using the facts that
supp (¢) C B and J(dx, dy) = J(x,dy)u(dx),

we see that

3 _ C 7y \€°
E(9) < Sl o,z + (—2) f Yy
Y B

w (X0, 0) .\

+3j;v(x),u(dx)-esupf v(y)J(x, dy). 3.21)
B B

= c
x€B mn
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Since v = (b —u), <bin B,, C Bg = B, we have

f Vidu < b*u(B,, N {u < b)) = b*ns.
B

)

Since v=(b—u), <b+u_in M, we also have

j; v (x) i (dx) esup f v(iy)J(x,dy) < bm;esup f v(y)J(x, dy)
B B B

) C ) C
xX€B r x€B )

IA

bm; esup jz; ) (b + u_(y))J(x,dy)

xeB

bm, [b esup f
xeB VB,

Thus, using the fact that for any point xg in M and any 0 < p < rp — rq,

w(Br) _ w.r) _ ("2 )”2
= <G |=

w(xo,p)  w(xo,p) p
by virtue of (1.5), it follows from (3.21) that

J(x,dy) + TE,B,Z (u)|.

Cot+p2
3 _ cc r —
E(vg) < Eb”f”L""(B,z)mZ"' 2 (—2) - by

w(B,) \ p
+3bm, [besup f
xeB VB

We look at the third term on the right—himd side of (3.22).
Observing by (1.5) that for any x € B C B,,,

e dy) + Ty, (u_)). (3.22)

c
n”

B2
w(B,) _ _ W(xo,72) <C ) (3.23)
wx,rp=r1—p)  wx,ra—=ri—p) rR—r—p
we have by condition (TJ) that
C

esup f J(x,dy) < esup f J(x,dy) < esup ———MMMM —

veB JB, veB JBrri—p) veg W2 =11 = p)
€ n | (3.24)

w(B ) \rn—r—p) '

Plugging (3.24) into (3.22), we obtain

& < =b wp o + = . bm
(vg) < 5 ANl (,,)1m2 W(Brz)( ) mp

_ (. cc, ( r )'32
+3bm, | b + T, (u_-
2{ w(B) \r2—ri—p 5, ()

w(B1) (T, @) + s,y )
b b

(Vz )Co+ﬂ2
5 .

1+

C’b2n~12 (r.2 )Co+ﬁ2
w(B,) \p

provided that 0 < p < (r, — r1)/2, since in this case

(=l =
rnp—r-—p “\p

IA
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From this, we obtain by (3.18) that

w(B.) (T, () + [ fll=ca, )

b

Co+B2
s ) 1+

b 2
iy < C'Crm} i (b - a) (;2

Dividing this inequality by x (B,,) and then using the facts that

my my

= and mp =
H(Br,)) H(Br,)

mj

and that, for any 3 < rj < r,

&> & &
H(By,) (1’2) ( ) ) (”2) :
<C,|—=| <C <Cyl—= (by using (1.3))
“(By,) \r "\ - “\p Y s

we conclude that, for all 0 < p < (r, — r1)/2 with %2 <r <n,

w(Br) (T, @0) + oo,

1
* b

2 c
my < C'Crmh*” _b ﬂ_(Brz) n s
2 b-a ﬂ(Br1) Y

2 [y \CotPrtd2 w(B,)\T's,,.,.8,, =) + |l fllz=
<c(-L L |+ — (Tt e (B’Z)) -my", (3.25)
b—al \p b
where C := C'CrC, > 0 depends only on the constants from the hypotheses (but is independent
of the numbers p, a, b, r1, r, and the functions f, u). We will apply (3.25) to show (3.5).
In fact, let 6, € be any two fixed numbers in (0, 1). Consider the following sequences

Ry = ((5 + Z_k(l - 6))R and aqy = (8 + 2_1‘(1 - 8))a for k > 0.
Clearly, Ry = R, ap = a, R \y OR, and a; \, €a as k — oo, and
Ry

- < Ry < Ry—; foranyk > 1.

Set
_ HBr N {u < ar})

my :
:u(BRk)

Applying (3.25) with
a = ag, b= di-1, " = Rk, rp = Rk_1 and
p=pr:=Ri1 —R)/2=2""(1-06)R,

we obtain for all k > 1

2 C0+ﬁ2+d2
Qg1 )( Ri-1 ) L4y

my < CAk( o mi*, (3.26)

A—1 — dg
where Ay is given by
Am 1+ W(Bg,_,) (Tl_?Rkwk,}szk_1 (u-) + ”f”L“(BRk_l))
Af—1
Since Bg+p, C B@3+s)r/4 for any k > 1 by noting that

R
Ri +px = (5 +27k1 - 6))R +27 1 -8R < S +45)

and since u_ = 0 in B = Bg D Bg,_, by using the fact that u is non-negative, we have

TBRk+pk,BRk,1 (u-) = TBRk+pksBR(u_) < TB(3+6)R/4aBR(u_)‘
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Since ay—1 > ea and w(Bg, ;) < w(B), it follows that

W(B)\TB s, 5r/0,8(t=) + | fllL=B)
A <1+ ( Crok ( )::A for any k > 1.
ga

Since for any k > 1

a1 e+27 D —¢) 2k Ri_1 2k
= < and < )
Q-1 — Ay (2_(k_1) - 2_k) (1 - 8) 1-¢ Rk—l - Rk 1-6

we obtain from (3.26), (3.27) that
ok )2( ok )C0+,32+d2

<CA
= ( =

I+v _. ndk 4
= m, | =t DA -2 me_i,

where the constants D, A, g are respectively given by
D:=C(-g) 21 -8 Cothrd) 1224 Co+Br+dr and ¢:=1+v.

Iterating the inequality (3.28), we have for all k > 1

mi < (DA)-2% | < (DA)-2% - (DA - 220D )
_ 1 et dgk=1)
= (DA)' 11 . 2+ ml_, <

< (DA)1+q+~-~+qk_1 AU qk=D)+-+¢"") ,mgk.

Since
k+1
—(k+1 k
ktgk-1)+---+g" =1 (+2)q+ <14,
(g-1) (g—1)
k k
-1
ltgt-tgt=1 S
g-1 ¢g-1

it follows that

Aq k

mi < (DAYTT 207 - my)"

from which, we conclude that if

Aq 1 1
26 (DAY o < 3.
then
li =0
Jim mu

by using the fact that ¢ > 1. Note that (3.31) is equivalent to

Agq

mo <2 @7 (DAY,
that is,
u(B N {u < a})

Mo 1
mo <2 @’ DTETATYY
u(B)

W(B) (Tt ) + 1)

= go(1-e)%1 =671+
ea

where £y, 0, Cy, are universal constants given by

g = 274/ lem D < 12 9= 1y, and Cp = Co+ B +do,

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

, (3.33)

(3.34)
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since by (3.29)

Ag

2! (C(l - )21 - 5)—(C0+,82+d2))—ﬁ
1/v

Aq

- -1 1
2 @-1> D g

g0 ((1 - £)*(1 = §)0Frrd)

Note that the constants &, 6, Cy. are all universal, all of which are independent of the numbers &, 9,
the ball B and the functions f, u.

The inequality (3.33) is just the hypothesis (3.5). With a choice of €y,6,Cy in (3.34), the
assumption (3.31) is satisfied, and hence, we have (3.32). Therefore,

(OB N {u < ga})
H(6B)

=0,

thus showing that (3.6) is true.
Finally, the implication (3.10) follows directly from (3.8) and (3.9). The proof is complete. O

4. PROOF OF WEAK ELLIPTIC HARNACK INEQUALITY
In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8.
Proposition 4.1. Ifv € ¥’ and v > 0 in Bg with 0 < R < R, then
Typp(v-) < Tsp g, (v-) (4.1)
forany B C %BR, where Ty q(v) is defined by (1.15).

Proof. Since v > 0 in Bg, we see that v_ = 0 in Bg, and hence,

Tspp(vo) = esupf v_(W)J(x,dy) = esupf v_(y)J(x,dy)
a ¢ B

x€3B xe3B Y By
< esup f v_(y)J(x,dy) < esup f v_(MJ(x, dy)
xeB JB B,

;q XE%BR
= T%BR,BR(V—)’
thus showing (4.1). m|

We remark that an alternative version of the tail for a function v outside a ball B(xg, R) is defined
in [13] by
. V()|
Tail,, (v; xp, R) := f u(dz). 4.2)
v By V30, d(x0, 2))W(x0. d(x0. 2)
If condition (J<) holds, that is, if J(dx, dy) = J(x, y)u(dx)u(dy) for a non-negative function J(x, y)
with

C
J S < 4.3
””ﬂmmwwmm> 49

for any (x,y) in M x M \ diag, for some constant C > 0, then for any function v and any ball
Bgr := B(xp,R) with 0 < R < R,

T%BR,BR(V) < C’' Tail,,(v; xg, R) (4.4)

for a constant C” > 0 independent of Bg, v.
Indeed, for any two points x € %BR and y € B¢, since d(x,y) > % and d(xg, x) < %R, it follows
by using (1.3) and the triangle inequality that

V(xo, d(x0,y)) _ V(xo,d(x, ) +d(x,y)) _ (d(Xo,X)+d(XO,X)+d(X,y))d2
Vix,d(x,y)) — V(x,d(x,y)) - d(x,y)




22 HU AND YU

d 3 p\&
2d(xg, x)\*? 23R J
=Cyll+——=| <C,|1+—— =C,7, 4.5

"( d(x,y>) AR Z (%)

il
whilst by using (1.5),

wxo, d(x0.y)) _ wixo, d(x0. ) + d(x.y)) _ (d(XO,x)er(x,y))B ’
wx,d(x,y)) w(x, d(x,y)) B d(x,y)

53

d , ,82 éR

:c2(1+m) <G+ =0 (4.6)
d(x, y) iR

Therefore, by (4.3), (4.5), (4.6)

Clhv(y)|
Ts (v) = esu v)IJ(x,dy) < esu f (dy)
() = S g VOW V= P e Vi ey

(dy) = C'Tail,,(v; x, R),

- f C(CL 1) (CL45)v() y
~ I, V(xo, d(xo, y))w(xo, d(x0, y))
thus showing (4.4).
The inequality (4.4) says that the tail of a function v defined in this paper is slightly weaker

than that defined in [13], and therefore, so is the weak elliptic Harnack inequality introduced in
Definition 1.6.

Proposition 4.2. Ifu € ¥/ N L* and A > 0, then In(uy + 1) € F' N L.

Proof. For s € R, we define

F(s) =1In(sy + Q).
Since u € L™, we see that F'(u) € L™. For any s1, s, € R, we assume (s1)+ > (s2)+ without loss of
generality. Then

F(sp) - F(s2)| = ln(l N (s — (52)+) - (s1)+ — (52)+ - sy — 52l

(s2)+ + 4 (s2)++4 4
by using the elementary inequality
In(1 + x) < x for any x > 0.

Thus, F is Lipschitz on R. Therefore, by [21] (see also [20, Proposition A.2 in Appendix] for a
purely jump Dirichlet form), we conclude that

F(u) € ',

thus showing that
F(u) =In(uy + ) e F' NL”.
The proof is complete. O

The following will be used shortly.

Proposition 4.3. (see [20, Lemma 3.7]) Let a function u € ¥’ N L™ be non-negative in an open
set BC M and ¢ € F' N L™ be such that ¢ = 0in B°. Let 1 > 0 and set uy := u+ A. Then we have
qbzu;l € F(B) and

_ 1 u (y) 12
D[y, 42,1 ! 2 2 A
e d'u') < 3 f fB _@wng o)[1n W(x)| J(dx, dy)
2
+389(g, ) - 2 f f ) Z s, ay).
BxBe uy(x)

We show the following crossover lemma.
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Lemma 4.4 (the crossover lemma). Assume that conditions (VD), (Cap.) and (PI) are satisfied.
Letu € ¥/ N L™ be f-superharmonic and non-negative in a ball Bg := B(xg, R) with radius less
than R. If

A2 wBR(T3 gy =) + IfllL3)- (4.7)

1/p 1/p
( f u;’du) ( f u;”dﬂ) < C where uy = u+ 2 (4.8)
B, B,

forany B, := B(xg,r) with0 <r < ﬁ, where C > 0, p € (0, 1) are two constants independent
of B, 1, u, f, and the constant k > 1 comes from condition (PI).

then we have

Proof. The proof is motivated by [36, Section 4] and [7, Proposition 5.7] for diffusions. The key
is to show that the logarithm function Inu, is a BMO function (cf. Definition 8.1 in Appendix).
Our result covers both a diffusion and a jump process.

Let B := B(z, r) be an arbitrary ball contained in -~ Bg. Without loss of generality, we may

1(@x+1)
assume that
3 3

<2. R = R <R, 49
TR T D 2k D) 4.9)
see for example [9, Remark 3.16]. Then
3 3
2kB C ZBR = B(xp, ZR)’ (4.10)

since by the triangle inequality, for any point x € 2kB = B(z, 2«r),

d(x, xp) < d(x,z) +d(z, x9) < 2kr + mR

3 3 3

<2k- R+ R=-

S ) a1 4

Letu € ¥/ N L™ be f-superharmonic and non-negative in Bg. Applying Proposition 4.1 with B
replaced by 2«B, we have

R.

T3p2est-) < T3 g g, (100). (4.11)

Let A be a number satisfying (4.7). Without loss of generality, we assume that

WBR)(T3 gy =) + flli () > O (thus A > 0).

Otherwise, we consider A + & for some € > 0 and then let £ — 0. We shall show that
3
1 Cc BMO|——Bg|. 4.12
i (4(4K+ D R) (4.12)

Indeed, note that In(u, + 1) € ¥’ N L*™ by using Proposition 4.2. Applying condition (PI) to the
function In(uy + A), we have by (1.11) that

f (In(us + A) = (Inuy + D)) dpe
B

< Cw(B) { f dU'On(u, + ) + f f (In(uy (x) + ) — In(u, () + ) I (dx, dy)}
«B (kB)X(xB)

= Cw(B) { f dTP(Inu,) + f f (In ’“(x))zj(dx, dy)}, (4.13)
KB «B)xxB) ©  Ua(y)

where we have used the fact that # > O (thus u, = u) in Bg D «B.
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We estimate the right-hand side of (4.13). Indeed, using condition (Cap.) to the two concentric
balls (xB, %KB), we have by (1.3), (1.5)

3

u\5«B B

E¢.0) < C (345) < ' HB) (4.14)
w (%KB) w(B)

for some ¢ € cutoff (KB, %KB).
On the other hand, using the Leibniz and chain rules of dT'")(-), we see that
f #2dT P (Inuyy = — f ¢*dT D g, uyy
= - f AT uy, gy +2 f iy AT (uy, ¢
= &Py, ¢*uy') +2 f oy dT P uy, ). (4.15)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
1
2 [otar®un.o =2 [ oar®mune <5 [ G +2 [arte)

1
=5 f > dU P (Inuy) + 281 (¢, ¢), (4.16)
from which, it follows by (4.15) that
f AT D (Inuy) < 28 (uy, p*ui') + 4P (¢, ¢). (4.17)

We estimate the first term on the right-hand side.
Indeed, since ¢ = 0 in (3KB)C D (2¢B)¢, using Proposition 4.3 with B being replaced by 2«B,
we obtain that 0 < ¢2 -1 e ¥(2«kB), and

ey < -5 [[ @@ ado|m B
2 JJaxByxxB)

) ﬂ ¢*(x)
+3E(¢, ¢) -2 uy(y) J(dx,dy). (4.18)
(2kB)X(2kB)° uy(x)

Noting that E(u,, ¢2u;1) > (f, ¢2u;1) since u is f-superharmonic in Bg D 2«kB, we see by (1.6),
(4.18) that

~EB(uy, ¢*uy") = —Euy, ¢*uy") + EV (g, *uy")
~(f, p*uy") + EV(ug, ¢*u7")

1 2
~(f.6u) - 5 f f @) A 0| In 22 s, dy)
2 JJxByxxB) u ) (x)
+3&Y) f f ¢2( )
(¢, ¢) -2 uy(y J(dx, dy). 4.19)
(2kB)X(2kB)° “/1( )

Since ¢ = 1 in kB, we have

[ @] n S raay < - ([ WOV Jax.dy). (4.20)
(2kB)x(2«B) (KB)X(KB) M/l( )

whilst, since ¢ = 0 in (%KB)C and 0 <¢ <1in M,

2 2
-/ =y = [[ w2
(2kB)X(2kB)¢ 1 (x) (3kB)X(2KB) u(x)
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1
i
(3kB)X(2kB)* uy(x)

1
<= f esup f u_(y)J(x,dy) ¢ u(dx)
A JGkB) | xe3em) J xBY

1 (3
= Zﬂ (EKB) T%KB,ZKB(M_)

1 (3 \&
szcﬂ(zx) H(B)T 3, (1), 4.21)

where in the last inequality we have used condition (VD) and inequality (4.11). From this, condi-
tion (4.7), and using the fact that W(gg) > C; by (1.5), (4.9), we obtain

¢*(x) 1 (3\®
_fj(;KB)X(%B)C 1) ()J(d ) < ZC“(EK) ﬂ(B)T%BR’BR(”‘)

1 3\
Cu (EK) u(B)T%BR’BR(u_)

<
WBRT 3, 5 (1)
(3" uB) __u(B)
Therefore, plugging (4.20) and (4.22) into (4.19), we obtain
~EB(ug, p*ul") < ~(f, ¢2u;1)—— f ”*(y)| J(dx, dy)+3EY (g, ¢)+2CM (4.23)
(KB)X(KB) ua(x) w(B)

Plugging (4.23), (4.14) into (4.17), it follows that

f o?dTPnuyy < 28V (uy, p*ui’) + 48104, ¢)
< 2= [[ i sy + 6870,
(KB)X(KB) ua(x)
+4ch(( )) + 48D/, p)

__2’2—1_ff A(y)Jdd C,,U()
: (87 (kB)X(xB) MA(X)| (. dy) + w(B)’

from which, using the fact that ¢ = 1 in kB, we have

de(L)(lnu,l)+ff ””(y)| Jdxdy) < -2(f, ¢y + ' HE) (4.24)
KB <KB>x(KB> w(B)

uy(x)

Since

—2(f,¢2u;1)=—2ﬁ f¢2u;1du52ﬁ \fluy'd
3KB ’EKB

o 2u(3«B
< f Wl , o HGB) - ine @7))
s A w(Bg)

2

u(B)
=B

we have by plugging (4.24) into (4.13),

f(ln”ﬁ‘(lnuﬁ)B) du < Cw(B) - (= 2(f. ¢"uz") + C'#((B))

(by condition (VD) and (1.5)),

) < Cu®).
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which yields that, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2
(L IInu,; — (In M/I)B|d,u) < u(B) (L(ln uy — (In M/I)B)Zdﬂ) < C"w(B),
that is,
fﬂn uy — (nuy)pldu < Cs (4.25)
B

for all balls B in mBR and all A satisfying (4.7), where C3 is a universal constant independent
of Bg, B, A and the functions u, f, thus proving (4.12).

Applying Corollary 8.3 in Appendix with function Inu, and By = By, we have

4(4K+1)

{Jiexp (% lnu,l)dy} {Jiexp (—;—Z lnu,l)d,u} <1+ 01)2

for any ball B satisfies 12B C mBR and any
(4.26)

b2 |l W”BMO( @k +1>BR)

In particular, for any B, := B(xp,r) with 0 < r so that 12B,

number b satisfying (4.26),

{f exp(%lnuﬂ)du} {JCB exp(—%lnuﬂ)du}ﬁ(l+cl)2. 4.27)

Bpg and for any

= 16(4 D S 4(4K+1)

Finally, choosing b = 62 + C3 so that (4.26) is satisfied and letting p := 55 € (0, 1), we conclude
from (4.27) that
{ f exp (pln uﬂ)du} { f exp <—p1nuﬂ>du} <(+e),
B, B,
thus showing (4.8). The proof is complete. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We need to show the implication (1.20). Indeed, by Lemma 3.5, condition
(LG) is true. Let B := B(xg, R) be a metric ball in M with 0 < R < R, where constant o comes
from condition (LG). Let B, := B(xg, r) with

1
0 <OR where 6 ;= ——— 4.28
<r< where S EPEE)) ( )

and « is the same constant as in condition (PI). Let u € ¥’ N L™ be a function that is non-negative,
f-superharmonic in Bg. We need to show that

1/p
(ﬂ(;r) jb; ul’d,u) <C (eiBlzfu + w(B,) (T%BR’BR(M_) + ||f||Lm(BR))) (4.29)

for some universal numbers p € (0, 1) and C > 1, both of which are independent of Bg, r, u, f.
To do this, let A be a number determined by

A= (B (T3 g5 () + Uf i ). (430)

We claim that for any r € (0, 0R]

1/p
(]C u;’du) < Ceinfuy with uy = u + 2 (4.31)
B, B

r

for some constant C independent of Bg, 7, u, f.
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Indeed, by Lemma 4.4, there exist two positive constants p € (0, 1) and ¢’, independent of

Bg, r,u, f, such that
l/p l/p
(Ji uf;d,u) (Ji u/_lpd,u) <c (4.32)

forany 0 < r < 26R. Let s = p/6, where 6 = % with constant v coming from condition (FK).
Without loss of generality, assume 6 > 1. Thus s € (0, 1). Let

b= w(B (T35,25, (0 + 1l ).
Define the function g by
2b
gla)=a*(1 + ;) for any a € (0, +c0). (4.33)

Using the facts that (#;)- < u_ in M and 2B, C %BR, we have, by Proposition 4.1 with B being
replaced by 2B,, that

b = w(B) (T35,2, (0 + 1l ) < WCB (T30, (000 + Lo,

< W(BR) (T3 5,0 + ) = 2 (4.34)
Clearly, for any a > A,
b
u(B, N {uy < a}) _ u(B, N {u/l >ar}) < a”f u;pd,u.
u(B,) H(B) B,

Note that uy € ' N L™ is f-superharmonic, non-negative in 2B, C Bg. To look at whether the
hypotheses in condition (LG) are satisfied or not, we consider two cases.
Case 1. Assume that there exists a number a (> 1) such that

(4.35)

-6
-0 20(B,) (T35, (0)) + 1l )
802_(2+CL)9(1 + %) = 802—(2+CL)0 1+ " 2Brv23r( 2-) L=(By)
a a
= a” f " dy, (4.36)
B,
that is,
1/s _ 2b Vs _1/p -p i
(@) " =all+—| =g u,"du , 4.37)
a 5,

where the constant C; comes from condition (LG) and &1 := 92~ ?*¢1)  1In this case, by using
(4.35) and (4.36), we have

-0
20(B)) (T35, 20, (@) + s, )

a

KB, N {uy < a}) <a’ ]C WP dy = g2 20| 1 4
:u(Br) B,

-0
2w(B) (T35, (00)-) + 1l )

a

< gg2 Lo 4

-0
w(B) (T, (@) + I fllois,

a

=go(1 =1/2%(1 = 1/2)¢L9|1 +

NS] L
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since T% 3. Br((u D-) < T% B2 Br((u 2)-) by noting that u, is non-negative in 2B,. Therefore, we see
that the assumption (3.5), with B being replaced by B, and u replaced by u,, is true. Thus, all the
hypothesis in condition LG(g, ¢) are satisfied with € = § = 1/2. Therefore, it follows that

11 2w\, ~lp
einfuy > 39=75 (1 + ;) el/” (JC u;”dﬂ) (using (4.37))
B,

3Br 2
—1/s 1/p
1 2b _
> = (1 + —) 81/176, ! (JE uﬁ’du) (using (4.32))
2 a B,
1 1 1 1/p
> 53_1/581 Pel™ (JC uﬁd,u) (using (4.34) and a > A),
B,

which gives that

1/p
(JC ”gd,u) < 20'8]1/’]31“ elinf uy.
B,

3 Br
Thus, the inequality (4.31) is true in this case.
Case 2. Assume that (4.37) is not satisfied for any a € (4, +o0). In this case, noting that

lim g(a) = +o0

a—+oo

and g is continuous on (0, +c0), we have that

=1/p
(g@)"* > &)" ( Ji u;”du) : (4.38)

for any a € (A, +0).
If A =0, then b = 0 by (4.34). By definition (4.33), we have g(a) = a° for any a > 0. From this
and using (4.38), it follows that

=1/p
&)'" (JE u;”du) <g@'" = aforany a € (0, +e).
B,

- -1
Letting a — 0, we have (J% u Ap dy) v 0, which gives that

1/p
f o]
B,
by using (4.32), thus showing (4.31).
In the sequel, we assume that A > 0. Since g is continuous on (0, +c0), we have from (4.38) by

letting a ™\, A that
y " ~ =1/p
()" = &, ( f u;’du) ,
B,

from which, we see by using (4.34)

2h 1/s s " ~ -1/p
351> 1(1 + 7) = (g) " > " (]C u/’du) . (4.39)
B,

1/p
)
B,

Thus, we have

IA

-1/p
c (J[ u;pdu) (using (4.32))
B,

c’eIl/p?)l/‘Y/l (using (4.39)). (4.40)

I
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Therefore, combining Case 1 and Case 2, we always have

1/p
( JC u;’du) < C(A+einfu,) < 2Ceinfu, (4.41)
B, 1 1

2T ZBr

forany 0 < r < 26R.
On the other hand, by condition (VD),

1
Ji “a ”‘u(Br) Cut (3B)

from which, it follows by (4.41) that

1/p
f uhdu| < C’einfuy
3B 3B

2

f em (4.42)
B,) 1p,

1
2

for 0 < r < 20R, thus proving our claim (4.31) by renaming r/2 by r, as desired.
Therefore, we obtain by (4.31)

1/p l/p
< C’einfu
(u(B,) ) (u(Br) f “a “) 5
=C’ (eg,lf u + w(Bg) (T%BR,BR(M_) + ||f||L°°(BR))) 4.43)
for 0 < r < 6R.

Finally, we show that the term w(Bg) on the right-hand side of (4.43) can be replaced by a
smaller one w(B,) for any O < r < dR, by adjusting the value of constant C”.

Indeed, fix a number r in (0,R). Let i > 1 be an integer such that, setting r; = §*R for any
k>0,

ris1 =0 R<r <R =r. (4.44)
By Proposition 4.1, we see that
T%Br,»,lsBr,-,l (u-) < T%BR’BR(M_). (4.45)
By (1.5) and (4.44),
w(x0,6 ' R)

W(Bri_l) =

B2
wi(xg, 1) < cz( ) w(B,) < C26~P2w(B,). (4.46)

w(xo, r)

Since u is f-superharmonic in B,, |, applying (4.43) with R being replaced by r;_; and then
using (4.45), (4.46), we conclude that

1/p
(/’l(Br) ) (eg}f u+ W(Br 1) (T?B Br71 (M_) + ||f||Lm(B’il)))
- (eiB‘}f -+ o0 0B (T, ) + ||f||Lm<BR>))

<C (eg;f w4 w(B) (T3 gy ) + ||f||Lm(BR>)) ,

thus showing that condition (wWEH) holds. The proof is complete. O
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5. OTHER EQUIVALENT CHARACTERIZATIONS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.9. Denote by

wp(A) = ————, (5.1)

the occupation measure of the set A in B.
The following version of the weak elliptic Harnack inequality was introduced in [13, Proposi-
tion 3.6] when f = 0, and we label it by condition (WEH1).

Definition 5.1 (condition (WEH1)). We say that condition (WEH1) holds if there exist two univer-
sal constants o € (0, 1) and 6, € (0, 1/4) such that, for any two concentric balls Bg := B(xp,R) D
B(xo,7) =: B, withR € (0,0R), r € (0,5,R), any function f € L*(Bg), any number n; € (0, 1] and
for any function u € ¥' 0 L™ which is non-negative, f-superharmonic in By, if for some a > 0,

_ p(B, N {u > a))

wp,({u > a}) = (B)) 211,

then
einf u > 21 = w(B) (T3 5,0 + oo ) (5.2)

4r

where €1 = €1(n1) € (0, 1) depends only on 1y (independent of xo, r, R, f, u,a).
We show that condition (WEH) defined in Definition 1.6 is equivalent to condition (WEH1).

Proposition 5.2. Assume that (8, F) is a Dirichlet form in L*(M, y1). If condition (VD) holds, then
(WEH) & (wEH1).

Proof. The proof was essentially given in [13, Proof of Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.9] wherein the
jump kernel is assumed to exist and f = 0. For the reader’s convenience, we sketch the proof. We
mention that the jump kernel here may not exist.

We first show (WEH) = (WEH1).
Assume that condition (WEH) holds. Let u € ¥’ N L*™ be non-negative, f-superharmonic in a ball
Br(xp) with R € (0,0R). Let n1 be any number in (0, 1] and r any number in (0, 6R/4), where
constant § is the same as in condition (WEH). Assume that

wp,({uza}) zm (5.3)

for some a > 0. We will show that condition (WEH1) holds with ; = g and

=L m Vp
e1(m) = (C4Cy) (5] : (5.4)

u

where constants C», 3, are the same as in (1.5) and Cy, p the same as in condition (WEH), while
the number C,, comes from (1.2). It suffices to show (5.2).
Indeed, we have by (1.16), with r replaced by 4r, that

1/p
(Ji4r ul’dﬂ) <Cy (eglrf u + w(xg, 4r) (T%BR,BR(M_) + ||f||L°°(BR))) . (5.5

Since u(By4y) < Cﬁy(Br) by condition (VD), we have by (5.3)

1/p 1 1/p 1 1/p
u? d,u) > ( f u? du] > ( f a’ du]
(‘fBM C/zlﬂ(Br) Br Clzll’l(Br) Brﬁ{uza}

1/p 1/p
_ G(M] > (ﬂ] . (5.6)
C Ci

7
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By the second inequality in (1.5),

_ w(xo, 1) 1
w(B,) = —w(xo,4r) w(xg,4r) > —C24-32 w(xo, 4r). 5.7

Therefore, plugging (5.6) and (5.7) into (5.5), we obtain

1
(ﬂ] /Pa
G

1/p
(Ji4, u”d,u) <Cpy (e;?rfu + w(xg, 4r) (T%BR,BR(M—) + ||f||L°°(BR)))

IA

Cy (einf u+ C24'82w(x0, r) (T%BR,BR(M_) + Hf”L""(BR)))

By

IA

C24132CH (eli?nf u+ w(B,) (T%BR,BR(M—) + ||f||L°°(BR))) .
4r

which gives that

1/p
. -1
einfu > (C2#2Cy) (%) @ = w(B) (T35, + Wl
u

By

= 10 = B T3 3,0 + Wl )

thus showing (5.2) with ] given by (5.4). Hence, condition (WEH1) holds.

We show the opposite implication (WEH1) = (wEH).
We will use the Krylov-Safonov covering lemma on the doubling space as follows, see for example
[13, Lemma 3.8] or [26, Lemma 7.2]. Suppose that condition (VD) holds. Let r be a number in
(0, E/ 5) and E C B,(xp) a measurable set. For any number 7 € (0, 1), we define

M(E N Bsy(x)) }
_— >

(El, = | {Bsp(x) N B,(x0) : x € B,(xo) and )

0<p<r
Then either
[E], = Br(x0)
or

1
HED) 2 ()

Assume that condition (wWEH1) holds. We show (WEH).
To do this, let  be any fixed number in (0, 1). Let o € (0, 1) and 6; € (0, 1/4) be thE constants
coming from condition (WEH1). Let Bg := B(xy, R) be any metric ball with 0 < R < oR and r any

number in (0, %R]. Letu € ¥/ N L™ be any function that is non-negative, f-superharmonic in Bg.
We define
. , T
A; = {x € B,(xp) : u(x) >t — :}
for any # > 0 and i > 0, where constant £ € (0, 1) will be determined later and 7 is given by

T = Cow(0, 51 (T3, 5, 0) + I flloio) (5.8)

with constant C, as in (1.5).
Obviously, we have Ai‘l c Al for any i > 1. Let x be any point in B,(x) and p be any number
in (0,r). If
Bs(x) N B,(x0) < [A]' ], (5.9)

which is equivalent to the fact that ,u(A;"1 N Bs,(x)) > nu(By(x)) by the definition of [A;"l],], then

HAT N Bsp(x)) > mu(Bp(x)) > C; nu(Bsy(x)),
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since u(B,(x)) > le,u(Bsp(x)) by using condition (VD). Let ¢ := 81(C;377). Since B(x, %) -
B(xo, R), the function u is non-negative, f-superharmonic in B(x, £). Noting that 5p < 5r <
S%R = 61§ and
p(Bsp() nlu > 12! = L)) p(Bsp(x) N AT
M(Bsp(x)) - p(Bsp(x))

we apply condition (WEH1) on two concentric balls B(x, R, B(x, 5p) for ny = len and for those
t > 0 such that

> G,

a:=1"" - T

0.
1—8>

It follows that, using the fact that w(x, 50) < w(x, 5r) < Cow(xg, 5r) by (1.5),

. T
: i—1
B";})f(ﬁ) u>e (tg - m) — w(x, 5p) (T%B(x,§>,3(x,§>(”—) +If ”L°°(B(x,’—§)))

- T
> s(ts’ b 1—8) — Cow(xo, 5r) (T%BR,BR(M—) + ||f||L°°(BR))
T
l-¢

- g(zg"—l - ) L (5.10)

1-¢
where we have used the fact that
T3 g 8) B 8y (U-) < Tap, p (u-)

by Proposition 4.1 since B(x, By ¢ %BR = B(xo, %R) for any x in B,.(xg). Clearly, the inequality
(5.10) also holds for those ¢t when el — & < 0, and hence, it is true for any ¢ > 0, provided that
(5.9) is satisfied.

Therefore, for any ball Bs,(x) satisfying (5.9), we have Bs,(x) N B,(xo) C A;', which implies that

[Ai_l],7 C Al foranyr>0andanyi> 1.
By the Krylov-Safonov covering lemma with E = Ai~!, we must have that for any ¢ > 0 and any

i > 1, either Ai”! = B,(xo) (thus A! = B,(xo)) or

1 . - .
A Y < u(A']y) < pA). (5.11)
We choose an integer j > 1 such that
0
o MAD i
H(B(x0))

Suppose that A{_l # B,(xg). Using the fact that Aﬁ_l c Al, we have Af # B/ (xp) forall 0 < k <
j — 1. Hence, we obtain from (5.11) that

i 1 i 1
pAl ™ = AT DR Fu(A?) > 1u(B,(x0))-

Since n € (0, 1), this inequality holds trivially when A{_l = B,(xp). Therefore, using condition
(wEH1) again, we have

. . T
einf > 1) (167! = =) = w(B) (T, 5,00 + Il

B4r(x0) -
; T . 1
> e1(n) (tef_l - )— T > 81(77)t8j_1 - mT
1-¢ 1-¢
1
A% \7 1
S 81(n)t( H(AY) ) e+ T
H(B(x0)) l-¢
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. s
where y = log, 1. From this, it follows that, for any 7 > 0 and any r € (0, 15 R],
Al 4
L[) < 8 ( einf u + )
u(B(x0)) ~ 1 \Bu(xp)  1-¢
for some positive constant c3 depending only on 1 (for example, c3 = %),

Therefore, for any 0 < p < y and any a > 0,

00 00 0
f upd’u — pf tp—lﬂ(Br(XO) N {Lt > t})dl‘ < pf tp—l /'l(At) dt
By(x0) 0 (B (x0)) 0 u(Br(x0))
T YV
<p [f P dt + ¢3 ( einf u + ) f t”_l_ydt]
0 Bar(xo) 1-¢ a

T Y
a”—i—(einf u+ ) a”_y].
By (x0) 1-¢

< c4(p,m, &)

By choosing a such that

a= einf u+ ,
Buy(x0) 1-¢

. 5
we conclude by using (5.8), (1.5) that for any 0 < r < ﬁR

p
Buy(x0) I- s)

C25ﬁ2 B 1 u_)+ o !
. 2 W( r) %BRaBR( —) ”f”L (Bg)
< 2cq4(p,n, )| einf u+

By (x0) 1-¢

JC uPdu < 2cq4(p, 1, 8)( einf u +
By (x0)

p
< es(p..e) (Bei&f) u+w(B,) (T%BR,BR(u_) + ||f||Lm(BR>)) :

thus showing that condition (wWEH) holds with ¢ := ‘15—(1). The proof is complete. O
We introduce condition (WEH2) (cf. [24, Lemma 7.2] for the local Dirichlet form).

Definition 5.3 (condition (WEH2)). We say that condition (WEH2) holds if there exist three uni-
versal constants o, 65 in (0, 1) and C > 0 such that, for any two concentric balls Bg := B(xy,R) D
B(xo,r) =: B, with R € (0,0R), r € (0, 6,R), any number a > 0, any function f € L™ (Bg), and for
any u € ' N L® which is non-negative, f-superharmonic in Bg, we have

. C
eg}fu > aexp (—m) - w(By) (T%BR,BR(M—) + ||f||L°°(BR))- (5.12)

We remark that the constants o, d,, C are all independent of Bg, By, a, f and u.

Remark 5.4. Leta > 0. If
wp,({u > a}) =0,

then (5.12) is trivially satisfied since u > 0 in B,. On the other hand, if
wp,({u>a}) =1,

then (5.12) is also trivially satisfied since u > a in B,. Thus, in order to show (5.12), it suffices to
consider the case 0 < wp ({u > a}) < 1 only.

We have the following.

Proposition 5.5. Let (8, F) be a Dirichlet form in L?. Then
(WEH) = (WEH2).
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Proof. Assume that condition (WF:H) holds with four constants p,d,0 in (0,1) and Cy > 1. Fix a
ball Bg := B(xg, R) with R € (0, o'R) and fix another concentric ball B, := B(xy, r) with0 < r < 6R.
Let u € ¥/ N L*™ be non-negative, f-superharmonic in Bg. Then

l/p
1 .
(ﬂ(Br) ‘Lr uPd,u) < CH (e}gl’rlf u—+ W(Br) (T%BR,BR(M_) + Hf”L""(BR))) . (513)
In order to show condition (WEH2), we shall prove that (5.12) holds with
0 =0 and C:=InCqx + 1/p. (5.14)

To see this, let a be any positive number. By Remark 5.4, we may assume
0 <wp({u>aj) <l

Note that, using the elementary inequality Inx > 1 — % forany 0 < x < 1,

1 I/p 1/p .
"d 2 Pd = (q” >
(ﬂ(Br) ‘fBr ! ’u) = (:u(Br) B,N{u>a} ¢ ’u) (a U)Br({u = d}))

= aexp (% In a)B,({M > a})) = aexp (% (1 - m))

B wp,({u > a}) wp,({u > a})

= aexp (hl#) - exp (—L)
wp,({u = a}) wp,({u > a})
C
wp,({u > a})

Plugging (5.15) into (5.13) and then dividing by Cy on the both sides, we conclude that

> aCyexp (— ) (since wp,({u > a}) < 1). (5.15)

C .
m) < eg}fu +w(B:) (T%BR,BR(M—) + ”f”L“(BR)),

thus showing that (5.12) holds with constants ¢,, C chosen as in (5.14). The proof is complete. O

aexp (—

We introduce condition (WEH3).

Definition 5.6 (condition (WEH3)). We say that condition (WEH3) holds if there exist two univer-
sal constants o, 03 in (0, 1) such that, for any two concentric balls Bgr := B(xg,R) D B(xgy,r) =:
B, with R € (0,0R), r € (0,5;R], any number n3 € (0, 1], any function f € L™ (Bg), and for any
u € F' N L® which is non-negative, f-superharmonic in Bg, if for some a > 0,

_ HB, N {u=a}) S

wp,({u > a}) (B))

and
W(B) (T3 y,0) + I fllois) < Flns)a
foramap F : (0,1] — (0, 1], then we have
e}gnfu > F(m3)a. (5.16)

We show condition (WEH2) alone implies condition (WEH3) for any Dirichlet form in L?.
Proposition 5.7. Let (8, F) be a Dirichlet form in L?, then
(WEH2) = (WEH3).
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Proof. Assume that condition (WEH2) holds with constants o, 6,, C. We shall show that condition
(WEH3) holds with the same o and with 3, F being given by

1 C
03 =0, and F(3) = 3 exp (—%) 5.17)

To see this, fix a ball Bg := B(xo, R) with R € (0,R) and fix another concentric ball B, :=
B(xg,r) with 0 < r < 5R. Letns € (0, 1] and r € (0, 62R] be any two numbers. Let u € F' N L™
be any function that is non-negative, f-superharmonic in Bg. If for some a > 0,

wp,({u > a}) 2 n3
and if

1 C
W(B) (T3 gy, ) + Il ) < Fnda = 5 exp (—%)a,

then by condition (WEH2),

})) (B, (T3 3y.50) + o)

. C
einfu>aexp|———
B wp,({u>a

r

C 1 C 1 C
>aexp|-— |- zexp|—-—|a=zexp|—-—|a = F(n3)a.
m) 2 m 2 m

This proves that (5.16) is true, and so condition (WEH3) holds. The proof is complete. O
The following shows that condition (WEH3) implies condition (WEH1).

Proposition 5.8. Let (&, F) be a Dirichlet form in L. If condition (VD) holds, then
(WEH3) = (wEH1).

Proof. Assume that condition (WEH3) holds with constants o, 83 in (0, 1) and a map F : (0,1] —
(0, 1]. We show that condition (WEH1) holds with the same o~ and with constants

F(p/C3
01 = %3 and € :=&1(q) = %
so that ; € (0, %) and &1 = &1(n71) € (0, 1), where constants C,, is the same as in (1.2) and C», 3>
same as in (1.5).
To see this, fix two concentric balls Bg := B(xo,R) D B(xp,r) =: B, with R € (0,0R), r €
(0,61R]. Let n; € (0,1] be any fixed number. Let u € ¥’ N L™ be any function that is non-
negative, f-superharmonic in Bg. Suppose that for some a > 0,

wp,({u > a}) > n. (5.19)

(5.18)

We need to show that (5.2) is satisfied.
Indeed, since r < 6| R = 63R/8 so that

B & C Bg, (5.20)
3
the function u is non-negative and f-superharmonic in B & By (5.19) and condition (VD)
3

_ HBy, N{u>a))  pB,N{u>a})

ws;Bg, (U > a) = wpy, ({u > a})
()

ﬂ(BSr) B ﬂ(BSr)
> B B
_ ws,(lu > ahu(B,) S mu(By) S n_13 = s, 521)
u(Bs;) u(Bs;) Cﬂ
We distinguish two cases.
Case 1 when
Fp1/C3)

W(B) (T3 5,0 + Il ) < 21 = (5.22)

ngﬁz
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In this case, we have

W(53B§_3r) (T%BS,,BS, (u-) + Ifll=Bs,

8r
53 03 93

)) = w(Bs,) (TBQ,BS, (u-) + Hf”L"“(Bg,))
53

03 03

< (B9 (T3, 00 + 1 |

< Co8w(B) (T35, ) + Ml
< F(mi/Cp)a = F(n3)a,
where in the first inequality we have used the fact

TB(,, By, (u—) < TQBR BR(M—)
93 03 amm

since Bo, C 3 Bg and u is non-negative in Bg, whilst in the second inequality we have used the fact
o3
that

wB,)  wxo,r) ~ \r

by virtue of (1.5). Therefore, applying (WEH3) with By being replaced by B &, We obtain
3

B
w(Bs,) _ w(xo.8r) _ Cz(Sr) PR

eglrf u > F(n3)a. (5.23)
Noting that
3
&l = % < F(n/C;) = F(3), (5.24)
we see that
FOpa > FOa=wB)(T3p, 0,00 + 1l
> 210 = w(B) (T3,0) + I flloia ) (5.25)

Plugging (5.25) into (5.23), it follows that

einfu > Fn)a > £1a = w(B) (T3, 5,0) + | fllco )

4r

thus showing that (5.2) is true in this case.
Case 2 when

W(B (T3,.,00) + i) > 21

In this case, we immediately see that

einfu > 0> o1 = w(B,) (T3 5, 5, 0) + Ifllmaa ).
B4r 4 ’
thus showing that (5.2) is true again.

Therefore, we always have that (5.2) holds, no matter the Case 1 happens or not. This proves
condition (WEH1). The proof is complete. O

The following another version of the weak elliptic Harnack inequality was essentially intro-
duced in [20, Lemma 4.5] when f = 0, and the jump kernel J exists and satisfies the upper and
lower bounds.
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Definition 5.9 (condition (WEH4)). We say that condition (WEH4) holds if there exist three uni-
versal constants o, &4,04 in (0, 1) such that, for any ball Bg := B(xg,R) with R € (0, OR), any
function f € L*(BR), and for any u € ¥' N L* which is non-negative and f-superharmonic in Bg,
if for some a > 0,

04BN {u>al) 1
> = > —
ws, B ({u > a}) ) 25
and
WO4BR) (T ,.5,0) + Il < 210,
then
einf u > g4a. (5.26)
5(64Bg)

Proposition 5.10. Let (8, F) be a Dirichlet form in L?, then
(WEH3) = (wEH4).

Proof. In fact, condition (WEH4) is a special case of condition (WEH3) with 13 = % g4 = F(1/2)
and 64 = 3. The proof is complete. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. We have the following conclusions:

(WEH) & (wEHI1) (Proposition 5.2),
(WwEH) = (wEH2) (Proposition 5.5),
= (WEH3) (Proposition 5.7),
= (wEH1) (Proposition 5.8),

thus showing that the equivalences in (1.26) are all true.
Finally, the implication (WEH3) = (WEH4) in (1.27) follows immediately by Proposition 5.10.
The proof of Theorem 1.9 is complete. O

6. Con SEQUENCES OF WEAK HARNACK INEQUALITY

In this section, we look at two consequences of the weak Harnack inequality. One is that we
obtain the Holder continuity of any harmonic function if conditions (WEH) and (TJ) hold for
any regular Dirichlet form without killing part, see Lemma 6.2 below. The Holder continuity of
harmonic functions was investigated in various settings, see for example [40, Theorem 5.3] for
a certain class of integro-differential equations in R" (see also [18, Theorem 1.7] in R" under
a weaker assumption), and [13, Theorem 2.1] for a pure-jump Dirichlet form. Here we have
extended this conclusion to a more general situation where the jump kernel does not necessarily
exist. Although the proof is standard, we sketch the proof for completeness of this paper.

The other consequence of the weak Harnack inequality is that we can obtain a Lemma of growth
for any globally non-negative, superharmonic function (Lemma 6.4 below), which leads to a lower
bound of the mean exit time on a ball (Lemma 6.3 below). The lower bound of the mean exit time
plays an important role in obtaining the heat kernel estimate.

Recall that for an open subset Q of M, a function u € ¥ is harmonic in  if for any non-negative
¢ € F(Q),

Eu, ) = 0.

For any ball B € M and any function u € L™ (B, u), we define

eosc u := esup u — einf u.
B B B
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Lemma 6.1. Let (§,F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L>(M, ) without killing part. If conditions
(wEH) ami (T)) hold, then there exist two constants 8 € (0, 1) and C > 0 such that, for any xo € M,
0 < r < oR and any harmonic function u in B(xy,r),

A
eosc u < Cllullz~ (’3) L 0<p<r 6.1)
B ) r

(xo0.0
We remark that constants C, 8 are independent of R, u, X0, 7, P
Proof. Fix aball B (xg,r) for 0 < r < oR. Set
B, := B(xp,p) foranyp > 0.
Let u be a harmonic function in B,. Without loss of generality, we assume that [|u||z~) < oo. Let
My = ||ullp~, mgy:= e%[lfu, K := My—my
so that 0 < K < 2||ul|z~.
We will construct two sequences {m,},>0, {M,},>0 of positive numbers such that for each n,
Mp_1 < my <M, <M, and M, —m, =Ko,

m, < u(x) <M, foranyx € By, (6.2)

A

where 6, 8 are two constants to be determined so that
2-21
0>6", Be(0,1), and TOB <1, (6.3)

where A := Q*1/PCy)~! € (0,1) and p, 6 € (0,1) and Cy > 1 come from condition (WEH). Once
this is true, then we are done by noting that (6.1) follows, since for any 0 < p < r, there is some

integer j > 0 such that

o1 <P < 6/,
r

from which, we see by (6.2) that

eoscu <eoscu < Mj—m; = KO < 20°||ul| (E)ﬂ.
By Bo-i r

We will show (6.2) inductively. Indeed, assume that there exists an integer £ > 1 such that (6.2)
holds for any n < k — 1. We need to construct my, My such that (6.2) still holds for n = k and for
0, B satisfying (6.3).

To do this, set for any x € M

My + my_y\ 20%- DB
V) = () - ) 2 — 6.4)
Clearly, we have by (6.2) for n = k — 1 that
Mo —mp_; 20508 gg-(k=1B 2gk-1)8
()] < LT . =1 (6.5)

2 K 2 K
for almost all x € B,y-¢-1).
Note that for any point y € B(xg, r6~*~D)¢, there is some integer j > 1 such that

075 < d(y, xg) < r@HL

For simplicity, set M_,, = My and m_,, = mg for any n > 1. By (6.2), for any y € B(x, rg~*k=i=Dy\
B(xo, =% D) (j > 1),

K B My + my— My + my—
W——l)ﬁv(y) =u(y) - f < My—j-1 — f
M1 + my—

= Mp—j1 — My j1 + My jq —
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My —my_y

< My—j1 — my—jy — 2

< ko0 _ K gte1p
— 2 b

from which, it follows that

d (y, xo)
ro=k

B
v(y) <26 -1 < 2( ) —1 forany y € B(xg, rg~ & D)e. (6.6)

On the other hand, we similarly have that, for any y € B(xo, r6~*=7=D)\ B(xo, r0=*=D) (j > 1),

K My +my_y My +my_y
WV@) =uY) - 2 M T
M1 + my—
= Mg—jo1 — My—jy + My—j1 — —
M-y — my
2 - (Mk—j—l - mk—j—l) A S—
S _Kg-EiDB gg—(k—l)ﬂ’
which gives that
B
- d
V)= 1-20F>1- 2( (’é ’_),:0) ) for any y € B(xg, ro~* V)" (6.7)
r
We distinguish two cases: either
U(B,g-« N{v < 0}) = u(B,y+)/2, (6.8)
or
U(Bgx N{v > 0}) = u(B,g+)/2. (6.9)
If (6.8) holds, we will show that for almost every z € B, g«
vz <1-A. (6.10)

Temporally assume that (6.10) holds true. Then by (6.4), we see that for any point z € By,
My + my—y < K(1-24) Mgy +my_

K
W) = Z g

| S T 2
_ KA =Yg Micr — i
2 2
K(1-2 K
= %9—“‘—% + 59—“‘—1)5 +m_; (using (6.2))
2 - )
= %K@‘kﬂ + my_1 < KH"‘/’ + M1,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that 2%’16‘3 < 1in (6.3). Therefore, setting
my = my_; and M; = my + Ko™ < Mj_,,

we obtain that my < u(z) < My for a.e z € B,g-+, thus showing that (6.2) holds when n = k, which
finishes the induction step from n < k — 1 to n = k in the case when (6.8) holds.

We turn to show (6.10). Indeed, consider & := 1 — v. Clearly, the function / is harmonic in
B,s-¢-1 and also is non-negative in B,y-«-1y by using (6.5). Applying (WEH) to the function /% in
B,p-¢-» and f = 0, we find that

i

Br€_k

1/p
. —k
thu] < Cy (elnfh +w(x0.r87 ) T3y B,e-a-u(h—)) , (6.11)

o=k
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where we have used the fact that 6! < ¢ so that r§7% < 5 - r6~*D_ Note that by (6.8),

£

1/p 1 1/p
h?du > (1 =v)’du
1 (Brg+) B, wniv<0)

rok
1/p
(“ (B O v < 0D ) >0, (6.12)
H (Bre’k)
Also note that by (6.6),
d(y, x)\’
h-(y) =1 -v(y)- =0 - D+ <2 el B 1
for any y € B(xg, ro~ kD) = B, .- From this, we have by condition (TJ)
T3p B, g h-) = sup f h-(y)J(x, dy)
" " €3B,g-t-1) VB paen
B
d(y,
<2 sup f l( (y_),:())) - 1] J(x,dy)
N L A A
&) d ) ﬁ
o S [ e
X€IB g1y j=1 ¥ Brgtrjr1 \B gk ro
< 22 sup f (00“)'8 - 1) J(x,dy)
=1 x€3B oy ¥ Bk jr1 Bkt
< 22 (00“)'8 - 1) sup J(x,dy)
J=1 xe%Bm,(k,l) B:H_k*'j
< 22 (00“)'3 - 1) sup f J(x,dy)
j=1 X€3B gty ¥ B[4
oo ) 1
<2C ) (VP _1) sup —m4m8M8 ——, (6.13)
FZI ( ) x€3B 4 w(x, ro=%+i/4)
where C > 0 is the same constant as in (1.13). Since
w(x, 0754 14) R ro7k+iy . C,6P
w(xg, r87%) T CrdPrw(xg, r87%) — Crdh2
for any x € %Bre—(k—l) by using (1.5), it follows from (6.13) that
2CC4P2 X 9B —
—k 2
w(xo, ro )T%Brﬁ_(k—l)’BVQ—(k—l)(h_) = C 21 b1 6.14)
j:
Therefore, substituting (6.12), (6.14) into (6.11), we obtain
. 1/p\! _ —k
%igh = (CH2 ) v (xo, 6 )T%Brg—<k—1>’3re—(k—1>(h‘)
X pU+DB _
ypy-l 2CCHAR 6 1
> (Cy2''?) c > i (6.15)

J=1
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Since 6~! < 6, we see that for any 8 € (0,51/2)

o . o g-181/2 5172 8CC, 45 -1
B (gUrbB _ ~JB1 g+ DB1/2 2 1/p
§ 0 (9 1)s E U = 31/23( Cu2 ) ,

Jj=l+1 Jj=l+1
provided that the number [ is sufficiently large, which depends only on ¢ but is independent of 3, 6.
For such a number /, we now choose S € (0,;/2) to be so small that

2 o~ (9(j+1)ﬁ _ 1) < P 2 (9(j+1)ﬁ _ 1) <P (9(l+1),3 _ 1)

= =
-1
2
< & (9(l+1),8 _ 1) < (MCHT”’) .
Ci

It follows that

o 1B L > B

3 9“*9;1 I _ DO (0T 1)+ g (00 1) < 2(%2&0;,21/1)) :

= j=1 Jj=l+1 !

from which, we see by (6.15) that

-1
einf i > (cHzl/f')‘l cHzl/P) = (2CH21/1’)_1 = A

2CC,4P 5 (8CC24ﬁ2
Bré}’k Cl

Cy

Therefore, v < 1 — A in B, 4+, thus showing (6.10) when (6.8) is satisfied, as desired.
It remains to consider the case when (6.9) is satisfied. We need to show

v=-1+A11in By« (6.16)

Indeed, consider the function 42 = 1 + v. Similar to the argument above, setting M; = M;_; and
my = My — K67 one can obtain (6.16). The proof is complete. O

From the above, we immediately get the Holder continuity of harmonic functions.

Lemma 6.2. Let (E,F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L* without killing part. If conditions (WEH)
and (TJ) hold, then theiz exist three constants C > 0,60 € (0, 1] and &€ € (0, 1) such that, for any
ball B (xg, r) with r < oR and for any globally bounded function u, which is harmonic in B (xy, r),

d(x.y)\’
lu(x) —u(y)l < C — llual |~ . (6.17)
for almost every points x,y € B (xg, er).
Proof. Let the function u € L™ be harmonic in B (xg, r) with r < oR. By Lemma 6.1,
PV
eosc u < Cllul|z~ (—) , O0<p<r (6.18)
B(x0.0) r

We show that (6.17) holds for 6 = 8,& = 1/4.

Indeed, let x be any point x in B(xg, r/4), the function u is harmonic in B(x, %r) C B(xg,r). Let
y be a point in B(xg, r/4). Applying (6.18) with x( replaced by x, r by %r and with p = %d(x, y),
we obtain

3d(x,y)/2 ) dx, )\
() —u) < eosc < Clullz (—(x )/ ) =czﬂ(—(x y)) il
B(x, %d(x,y)) 31"/4 r

thus showing (6.17). The proof is complete. O
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Another consequence of the weak elliptic Harnack inequality is that it implies a lower bound of
the mean exit time on a ball, as we will see below.

Recall that the operator £ is the generator of the Dirichlet form (&, 7 (€2)) for any non-empty
open subset Q of M. For a ball B c M, let the function E? be a weak solution of the Poisson-type
equation —£Bu = 1 in B, that is

E(EB, ) = (1,¢) forany 0 < ¢ € F(B). (6.19)

We say that condition (Es) holds if there eziist three constants C > 0 and o, 6 in (0, 1) such that,
for all balls B ¢ M with radius less than oR,

einf E2(x) > Cw(B). (6.20)
X€OB

We say that condition (E<) holds if thele exist two constants C > 0 and o in (0, 1) such that, for
all balls B ¢ M with radius less than o R,

IE® |l < Cw(B). (6.21)
Lemma 6.3. Let (8, F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L*. Then
(VD) + (Cap.) + (FK) + (WEH) = (E>) + (E<). (6.22)
Proof. Note that by [24, Theorem 9.4 p.1542]
(FK) = (E), (6.23)

(observing that we only use condition (FK) at this stage).
It remains to show the implication

(VD) + (Cap.) + (FK) + (WEH) = (E>). (6.24)
Let ¢ be the same constant as in condition (WEH). Without loss of generality, assume that § < %
Let B := B(xo, R) be a ball in M with R < oR. Let u be the unique weak solution such that

E(u, ) = (15, ) forany 0 < ¢ € F(B). (6.25)

It is known that u € ¥(B), u > 0 in M, and u is superharmonic in B, see for example [22, Lemma
5.1]. Applying (1.16) in condition (WEH) on the function u and the ball B, and with f = 0, r = R,
and noting that u_ = 0 in M, we obtain

1/p
(f u”d,u) < Cyeinf u. (6.26)
SB 6B
On the other hand, we have by condition (Cap.)
H(B)
&, ¢9) < C— 6.27
(¢, 9) wB) (6.27)

for some ¢ € cutoff ((2/3)B, B).
Taking ¢ = ¢ in (6.25) and using condition (VD), we see that

Eu, ¢) = (15, ¢) = fé i = p0B) 2 ;10" u(B). (6.28)

Taking ¢ = u in (6.25) and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (6.27), it follows that

B
8, 9) < NEwWEG.B) = \lop 10 VEG.$) < C f udu |28 (6.29)
B w(B)

Therefore, combining (6.28) and (6.29), we obtain

f udp > Cu(B)w(B). (6.30)
oB
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Since by (6.23)
llullz= < NE|l= < Cw(B),
we conclude by (6.26) that

f udy = f u? - u'Pdu < (Cw(B))l_pf uPdu = (Cw(B))' P u(6B) u’du
6B 6B 6B 6B

< C’w(B)l—Pu(B)(egf uy < C”w(B)l"’u(B)(e(isgf EByP,
thus showing (6.20) by (6.30). The proof is complete. m|

Finally, we show that the weak elliptic Harnack inequality also implies a Lemma of growth,
termed condition (LGy), for any global non-negative superharmonic function.

We say that condition (LGg) holds if there exist four constants o, €, 7,6 € (0, 1) such that, for
any ball B := B(xg, R) with radius R € (0, oR) and for any u € ¥’ N L™ that is superharmonic in
B and non-negative globally in M, if

u(OB N {u < a})

(0B) <6 (6.31)

for some a > 0, then

. S .
e(lsgf u > na. (6.32)

We remark that the superharmonic function u in condition (LGy) is required to be non-negative
globally in M, instead of being non-negative locally in condition (LG) given in Definition 3.2.

Lemma 6.4. Let (§,F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L*. Then
(WEH) = (LGy). (6.33)

Proof. Let u € ¥’ N L* be superharmonic in B and non-negative globally in M. Assume that
(6.31) holds, namely,
u@BN{u>a}) HOBN{u < a})
K@B)  uGB)
Since u_ = 0in M, we see that

21—6().

Ts Br.B (Lt_) =0.
17 PR-PR
Applying (1.16) with r = 6R and f = 0, it follows that
1/p 1/p
oBN{u>
einfu > Cl}l (JC upd,u) > C;}a(w) > Cl}l(l - &)'7a,
0B B H(6B)

thus showing that (6.32) is true with = C;Il(l - €)'7. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 6.3 above gives a direct, simpler proof of obtaining a lower bound of the mean exit time

from the weak elliptic Harnack inequality. We remark that this conclusion can also be obtained in
a more indirect way, without recourse to condition (FK). Indeed, the implication

(VD) + (Cap.) + (LGo) = (E>)

has been proved in a forthcoming paper [21] for any regular Dirichlet form in 2. Combining this
with (6.33), we have
(VD) + (Cap.) + (WEH) = (VD) + (Cap.) + (LGp) = (E>),

from which, we also obtain condition (Es) from the weak elliptic Harnack inequality but without
using (FK). We do need condition (FK) in Lemma 6.3, not only in deriving condition (E<) but
also in deriving condition (E>).
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7. AN EXAMPLE

In this section we give an example to illustrate Theorem 1.8. We show that the assumptions
(VD), (RVD), (Gcap), (TJ), (PI) are all satisfied so that the weak Harnack inequality holds, but the
jump kernel does not exist. This example is essentially taken from [6, Section 15], see also [21].

Example 7.1 (Ultra-metric space). Let B, a1, @y be three positive numbers. Let (M;,d;, ;) for
i = 1,2 be two ultrametric spaces, where d; is an ultra-metric:

di(x,y) < max{d;(x,2),di(z,y)} forall x,y,z € M,
and the measure u; is Ahlfors-regular:
C'r% < w; (B (x;,1)) < Cr% for all x; € M; and all r > 0 (7.1)

for some constant C > 1. Let J; be a function on M; X M; for i = 1,2 such that for u;-almost all
Xis Vi € Mi’
Ji ey i) = di Cxiy y) ™) (7.2)

Consider the product space M := M| X M, equipped with product measure yu := uy X pup and
the metric

d(x,y) := max {dy (x1,y1),d> (x2,¥2)} for x = (x1,x2),y = (y1,¥2) in M.

Clearly, (M, d,u) is an ultrametric space and for any point x = (x1,xp) in M, the metric ball
B(x,r) in M can be written as

B(x,r) = B(x1,r) X B(xp,r) for any r > 0. (7.3)
From this, we see that for any point x = (x1, xp) in M and any r > 0,
V(x,r) = pu(B(x,r)) = py (B (x1,7) o (B (x2, 7)) < r¥1%2 = r, (7.4)

where « := a| + ay. For simplicity, let the scaling function w(x, r) be defined by
w(x, r) = a(x)’’ for any point x € M and any r > 0,

where a(x) is a measurable function on M with C™' < a(x) < C for all x € M (C > 1). Clearly,
such a function w satisfies (1.5) and

c ' <wix,r) < CA. (7.5)

Define the measure J on B(M x M) by J(dx, dy) = J(x, dy)u(dx), where J(x,dy) is a transition
function on M X B(M) given by

J(x,dy) = Ji(x1, yD)u1(dy1)0x,(dy2) + Jo(x2, y2)pa(dy2)0,, (dyy) (7.6)

for any points x = (x1,x2),y = (V1,y2) in M, where 6p(dx) is the Dirac measure concentrated at
point b. By (7.4) and (7.6), we have for any r > 0 and any point x = (x1, x3) € M,

f o J(x,dy) = f o (J1 e, yOu1(dy )05, (dy2) + Jo(x2, y2)pa(dy2)dx, (dy1))
B(x,r)¢ B(x,r)¢

= f Ji(xr, ypui(dyr) + f Jo(x2, y2)u2(dy?)
B(xy,r)° B(xp,r)¢

c C 2C C’
<S—+—=—<—
woB BT wx,r)

which is exactly condition (TJ).
Let (8, F) be a Dirichlet form in L* (M, 1) defined by

E(u,v) = ffM N @) —u@) ) -v)J(x dy) uldx), wuveF,

(using (7.1), (7.2) and (7.5)), (7.7)
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where the space T is the closure of the set

n
{Z cilp, : n €N, ¢; € R, B is a compact ball }
i=0

under the inner product

VEC) + 62

By [6, Theorem 2.2], the form (&, F) is regular and non-local. By (7.4), the measure u satisfies
conditions (VD) and (RVD), whilst condition (Gcap) automatically holds since it follows directly
from condition (TJ) and the ultrametric property. Hence, conditions (VD), (RVD), (Gcap), (TJ) in
Theorem 1.8 are satisfied.

It remains to verify condition (P1). Indeed, let B := B(x’, r) be a metric ball in M. Writing up
x" = (x0,y0) with xg € My, yo € M», we see B = B(xy, r) X B(yo, r) by using (7.3). By (7.6), (7.2)

_ 2
f f (u(x) — )P ICx, dyldx) = f { f . ) WO X2y
BJB B JBxo.n dy(x1,y1)™

(M(X1 , x2) - “(Xl,yz))2 }
d dx).
: j;(yo r) dr(x2, yp)®2*h H2(dy) ¢ pu(dx)

The first integral on the right-hand side is estimated as follows: for any (x1, x3) € B(xg, r)XB(yo, 1),

f (u(xy, x2) — u(y1, x2))?
B(x0.7) dy(x1,y)@*P

m1(dyr)

B 2
N L( )(M(XI’XZ),ij(yl’XZ)) L (dy)
B 2
> ! fB . fB ( )(”(xl’xjjlmi’f;“’x”) pi(dy pa(dy:) (using (7.1))
Yo,r X0,F
B 2
_ —1f(u(xl,xz)ra+z()’1,x2)) L(dy)

by using the fact that a| + @y = «, from which, we have
(u(x1, x2) — u(y1, x2))* - (u(x1, x2) — uy1, x2))*
ui(dyu(dx) = C u(dy)u(dx).
f jl;(xo no dilx,y)atP ne BJB rath
Similarly, the second integral is estimated by

(u(x1, x2) — u(x1, 32))*
f ‘fB(yo r) dz(_xz, y2)0’2+,8 F‘Z(d)’z)ﬂ(dx)

B 2
_1ff(u(xl’x2) M(x1,y2)) ’u(dy)’u(dx)
B JB

>
- ratp
B 2
- ot [ [ O duay) (swapping (. with G2

Therefore, we conclude from above that, using the elementary inequality a*> + b*> > (a + b)*/2,

- 2
jz;j;(u(x)—u(y))zj(x,dy)ﬂ(dx) > ! {f f (”(xl’xl)ra+z(y1,x2)) u(dy)u(dx)
f (u(yl’yZ)ra+Z(yl,X2)) ,u(dx)u(dy)}
. ff(u(xl,xz) “(YI,YZ)) w(dx)u(dy)

ra+B
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Cc'r B 2 )
> f (u(x) — u(y))” u(dx)u(dy) (using (7.4))
u(B) JpJs
= 2C’r_ﬁf(u—u3)2du
B
> ¢ f(u—ug)zdu (using (7.5)),
B

w(B)

thus showing that condition (PI) with k = 1 is satisfied.
Therefore, all the hypotheses in Theorem 1.8 are satisfied, and the weak elliptic Harnack in-
equality follows. We mention that the jump kernel does not exist by (7.6) in this case.

8. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we collect some known results that have been cited in this paper. Recall the
John-Nirenberg inequality for BMO functions on a doubling space.

Definition 8.1 (BMO function). For a locally integrable function u on an open set €, the seminorm
llullBmo(@) is defined by
llullBMO(Q) := sup JC lu — upldu,
BcQ JB
where the supremum is taken over all the balls contained in Q. The space BMO(Q) consists of all
locally integrable functions u on Q such that ||u|lgmo@) < .

The following was addressed in [1, Theorem 5.2].

Lemma 8.2 (John-Nirenberg inequality). Let (M, d, i) be a metric measure space satisfying con-
dition (VD). If u € BMO(Q) for a non-empty open subset Q of M, then

A
ux € B : lu—up|l > 4}) = c u(B) exP(—CZ—)
llullBMO(Q)

for any ball with 12B C Q and any A > 0, where constants cy, ¢y are independent of u, A,Q and
ball B.

The following is a folklore, see for example [7, Corollary 5.6].

Lemma 8.3. Let (M, d, i) be a metric measure space satisfying condition (VD). Let By := B(xg, R)
be a ball in M. Then for any u € BMO(By)

{JieXp(;_lzo”)d”} {]iexp(—g—zu)du} < +c) (8.1)

for any ball B with 12B C By and any b > ||ullgsmo(s,), Where the constants cy, ¢y are the same as
in Lemma 8.2.

The following has been proved in a forthcoming paper [21].

Proposition 8.4. Let (8, F) be a regular Dirichlet form in L* without killing part. Assume that a
function F € C*(R) satisfies

F” >0, sup|F’| < oo, sup F”" < oo.
R R
Then for any u, o € ¥' N L™, both functions F(u), F'(u)g belong to the space F' N L™. Moreover,

if further ¢ > 0 in M, then
E(F(u), ¢) < E(u, F'(u)p). (8.2)

The following is taken from in [32, Lemma 2.12].
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Lemma 8.5. Let (8, F) be a Dirichlet form in L*. If each f, € ¥ and

H5F supéf,) < oo,

then f € F, and there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {f,}, such that f, ki f weakly, that is,
E(fns ) = E(f, )

as n — o for any ¢ € . Moreover, we have

E(f) < lim inf ().
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