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Abstract

We introduce new contraction properties called the generalized p-contraction
property for p-energy forms as generalizations of many well-known inequalities, such
as Clarkson’s inequalities, the strong subadditivity and the “Markov property” in
the theory of nonlinear Dirichlet forms, and show that any p-energy form satisfy-
ing Clarkson’s inequalities is Fréchet differentiable. We also verify the generalized
p-contraction property for p-energy forms constructed by Kigami [Mem. Eur. Math.
Soc. 5 (2023)] and by Cao-Gu—Qiu [Adv. Math. 405 (2022), no. 108517]. As a
general framework of p-energy forms taking into consideration the generalized p-
contraction property, we introduce the notion of p-resistance form and investigate
fundamental properties for p-harmonic functions with respect to p-resistance forms.
In particular, some new estimates on scaling factors of p-energy forms are obtained
by establishing Holder regularity estimates for harmonic functions, and the p-walk
dimensions of the generalized Sierpiriski carpets and D-dimensional level-I Sierpinski
gasket are shown to be strictly greater than p.
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1 Introduction

In the field of ‘analysis on fractals’, on a large class of self-similar sets, it is an established
result that there exists a nice Dirichlet form, which is an analog of the pair of the Dirichlet
2-energy [ |Vu|® dz and the associated (1,2)-Sobolev space W2 on a differentiable space.
A natural LP-analog of this Dirichlet form, namely a p-energy form (&,, F,) playing the
role of [ |Vul” dx and the associated (1, p)-Sobolev space, have been constructed in several
works [HPS04, Kig23, Shi24, CGQ22, MS23-+|, most of which are very recent. (In [Kig23,
Shi24], we need to assume that p is strictly greater than the Ahlfors regular conformal
dimension of the underlying metric space. See [Kig20, p. 6] for the definition of this
dimension.) Compared with the case p = 2, where the theory of symmetric Dirichlet
forms is applicable, very little has been established to deal with the p-energy form (&,, F,)
in a general framework. In particular, there are two missing pieces in known results of
p-energy forms: first, useful contraction properties of (£,, F,), and secondly, the (Fréchet)
differentiability of £,. We shall explain in more detail in the next two paragraphs.

The first missing piece is contraction properties of p-energy forms. Any p-energy form
(&y, Fp) constructed in the previous studies satisfies the following unit contractivity:

ut A1 € F, for any u € F, and Ey(u™ A1) < Ey(u). (1.1)

In the case p = 2, by using some helpful expressions of &, e.g. [FOT, Lemma 1.3.4 and
(3.2.12)], (1.1) can be improved to the following normal contractivity (see |[MR, Chapter
I, Theorem 4.1.2] for example): if n € N, T: R" — R satisfy |T'(z)] < > 7_, |ax| and
T(x) —T(y)| <> o |ox — ygl for any @ = (z1,...,2,),y = (y1,--.,yn) € R™, then for
any u = (u1,...,u,) € Fy we have

T(u) € F, and &(T(w)Y?< i&(uk)l/?. (1.2)
k=1

It is natural to expect that (£,,F,) also has a similar property to (1.2) since &,(u) is an
analog of [|Vul” dx; nevertheless, it is not clear whether (1.1) can be improved in such
a way without going back to the constructions of (£,,F,) in the previous studies. Not
only (1.2) but also many useful inequalities, such as the following strong subadditivity and
p-Clarkson’s inequalities, were not mentioned in [HPS04, Kig23, Shi24, CGQ22, MS23+]:

(Strong subadditivity) For any u,v € F,, we have u Av,uV v € F, and
E(uNv)+E(uVv) < Eu)+ Ev). (1.3)

(p-Clarkson’s inequality) For any u,v € F,

{5p(u + )V 4 g (u— 0) VD < 2(E,(u) + &)V ifpe(1,2], 1.4

Ep(u+v) + Ey(u —v) < 2(&E(w)/ =1 4 Sp(v)l/(p_l))p_l if p € (2,00).

The other missing piece is the differentiability of &,, which should be useful to study p-
harmonic functions with respect to £,. (See [KM23, Problem 7.7] and [MS23-+, Conjecture



4 N. Kajino and R. Shimizu

10.9| for some motivations to investigate p-harmonic functions on fractals.) In [HPS04,
Shi24, CGQ22], p-harmonic functions are defined as functions minimizing &, under some
fixed boundary conditions. However, it is still unclear how to give an equivalent definition
of p-harmonic function in a weak sense due to the lack of ‘two-variable version’ &,(u; ¢)
[Kig23, Problem 2 in Section 6.3]. We shall recall the Euclidean case to explain the
importance of this object. Let D € N and U C R” a domain. A function u € WH?(RP)
is said to be p-harmonic on U in the weak sense if

/RD IVu(x) [P~ (Vu(z), Vo(x))go de = 0 for every ¢ € C2(U), (1.5)

where (-, - )gp is the inner product of RP. It is well known that (1.5) is equivalent to

/RD V(@) de = inf{/RD Vo) do

An issue to consider an analog of (1.5) in terms of &, is that we do not have a satisfac-
tory counterpart, &,(u; @), of [ |Vul|’~* (Vu, V) dz associated with &,. As mentioned in
[SW04, (2.1)], the ideal definition of &,(u; ¢)! is

veW(RP),u—wve Wol’p(U)}. (1.6)

d
—&p(u+ty)

e , (1.7)

t=0

Ep(usp) =

but the existence of this derivative is unclear” because the constructions of &, in [HPS04,
Kig23, Shi24, CGQ22, MS23+| include many steps such as the operation of taking a
subsequential scaling limit of discrete p-energies.

To overcome this situation, in this paper, we will introduce the following notion of gen-
eralized p-contraction property as a candidate of the strongest possible form of contraction
properties of (€,, F,).

Definition 1.1 (Generalized p-contraction property; see also Definition 2.1). Let ny,ny €
N, ¢ € (0,p] and ¢» € [p,00]. We say that (€,, F,) satisfies the generalized p-contraction
property if T = (Ty,...,T,,): R™ — R"™ satisfies T(0) = 0 and ||T(x) = T'(y) ;e <
|2 — yll 4, for any x,y € R™, then for any w = (uy, ..., u,,) € F)' we have

T(w) € 7 and (€))% < [[(E ) )7, (1)

||gq1 ’

Note that the case (p,n1,n2,q1,q2) = (2,n,1,1,p) is the same as (1.2) for symmetric
Dirichlet forms and that (1.8) includes (1.3) and (1.4) (see Proposition 2.2). Furthermore,
we will see that we can still modify or verify the existing constructions of p-energy forms
in the previous studies so as to get ones satisfying (1.8). (See also [I{S.a] for an approach,

Strichartz and Wong [SW04] have proposed an approach based on subderivative instead of (1.7), i.e
Ep(u; ) is defined as the interval [5‘( u; ), EF (us ¢)| where d—té’ (u—i—tgo)’ o 5i(u ®).

2The case p = 2 is spec1a1 because of the parallelogram law. Indeed, & is known to be a quadratic
form and hence £y (u,v) = 471 (Ea(u + v) — E2(u — v)) is a symmetric form satisfying (1.7).
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which is based on Korevaar—Schoen p-energy forms, to obtain p-energy forms satisfying
(1.8).) We also make a simple observation that (1.4) is enough for the differentiability in
(1.7) (see Theorem 3.6); accordingly, it suffices to take account of (1.8) for our purpose.

As a general theory of p-energy forms taking into consideration (1.8), we will introduce
p-resistance forms (Definition 6.1), which can be regarded as a natural LP-analog of the
theory of resistance forms developed by Kigami [Kig01, Kig12|. By using (1.8) and (1.7),
we investigate p-harmonic functions with respect to p-resistance forms, which should cor-
respond to a part of nonlinear potential theory where each point has a positive p-capacity.
As remarkable points, we prove fundamental results on the operation of traces (Subsection
6.2) and give sharp Holder regularity estimates of p-harmonic functions (Theorem 6.27).
We also show that Re, (-, - )1/ (P=1) which we call the p-resistance metric, defines a metric
on the underlying space (Corollary 6.28), where

|u(z) — u(y)l”

Re, (x,y) = sup{ A

u e F,,Eu) > O}.

This metric in the case p = 2 is well known and is called the resistance metric (see [Kig0O1,
Theorem 2.3.4| for example). The proof of the triangle inequality for the p-resistance
metric is done independently by [Herl0, ACFP19] for finite weighted graphs (see also
[Shi21] for infinite graphs). Our result is the first result including continuous settings.

Let us move to applications of such a general theory of p-resistance forms. In forthcom-
ing papers [KS.b, KS.c|, the authors will heavily use this theory to make some essential
progress in the setting of post-critically finite self-similar structures. See [KS23-+| for a
survey of these results in the case of the Sierpiniski gasket. Here we shall discuss another
application for strict estimates on p-walk dimensions of some special classes of fractals,
namely generalized Sierpiniski carpets and D-dimensional level-l Sierpinski gasket (see
Figure 1.1). For such a nice self-similar set K, as shown in the previous studies, we can
construct &, so as to satisfy the following self-similarity: there exists o, € (0,00) (which
we call the weight of (£,, F,)) such that

u) = o, ng(u oF;), ueF, (1.9)

1€S

where S is a finite set and {F;};cs is a family of similitudes associated with K such that
K = U;eq Fi(K) and |Fj(x) — Fi(y)| = 7« |z — y| for some 7, € (0,1). Then the p-walk
dimension dy,, of K is defined by

. log ((#S)Jp)

P log ;!
which coincides with the walk-dimension if p = 2. As shown in [MS23+, Theorem 7.1],
the value d,, , plays a role of the space-scaling exponent in the following sense:

p

Ep(u) < hmsup/ ][ d Ju(@) = u(y) m(dy)m(dx), ue Fp,
lz—y|<r e

rl0 P
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Figure 1.1: From the left, a non-planar generalized Sierpinski carpet (Menger Sponge)
and 2-dimensional level-I Sierpinski gaskets (I = 2,3,4)

where m is the log(#5)/ log r; *-dimensional Hausdorff measure on (K, d) with m(K) = 1.
In the case p = 2, the strict inequality dy 2 > 2 has been verified for many self-similar sets,
which implies a number of anomalous features of the diffusion associated with (&, Fa).
See [Kaj23] and the references therein for further details. Compared with the case p = 2,
a class of self-similar sets where dy, > p is shown is limited to the planar generalized
Sierpinski carpets due to the lack of counterparts of many useful tools in the case p = 2 (see
[Shi24, Theorem 2.27]). As an application of the differentiability in (1.7), we will extend
this result to any generalized Sierpinski carpet by following the argument in [Kaj23]. We
also prove dy,, > p for any D-dimensional level-l Sierpiriski gasket, where the argument
in [Kaj23] does not work.

We would also like to mention a geometric role of o, appearing in (1.9). As done
in [Kig20, Kig23|, the constant o, is determined by seeking the behavior of conductance
constants (see [Kig23, Definition 2.17|) on approximating graphs of K. (See Theorem
8.12 for details.) A remarkable fact is that the behavior of ¢, as a function in p is deeply
related to the notion of Ahlfors regular conformal dimension; indeed, o, > 1 if and only if
p > dimagrc(K) (see, e.g., [Kig20, Theorem 4.7.6]), where dimagc(/K) denotes the Ahlfors
regular conformal dimension of K (see Definition 8.5-(4) for the definition of dimagrc(K)).
Therefore, knowing properties of the function p — o), is very important to understand the
Ahlfors regular conformal dimension and related geometric information. Nevertheless, we
do not know anything other than the following:

(Continuity; [Kig20, Proposition 4.7.5]) o, is continuous in p.

(Simple monotonicity; [Kig20, Proposition 4.7.5]) o, is non-decreasing in p.
(Holder-type monotonicity; [Kig20, Lemma 4.7.4]) dy,/p is non-increasing in p.
(Relation with dimagc; [Kig20, Theorem 4.7.6]) o, > 1 if and only if p > dimagrc(K).
As another application of our theory of p-resistance forms, we present the following new

monotonicity behavior on o, (in a suitable general setting including all of the self-similar
sets in Figure 1.1):

(dimpgc(K),00) 5 p — U;/(p_l) € (0, 00) is non-decreasing in p, (1.10)
which is good evidence that properties of p — a;/ ®=1 are also important to deepen our

understanding of (&,, F,) and, possibly, of dimarc(K).
Let us conclude the introduction by clarifying a difference between our theory and some
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related literatures [BBR23 -+, Kuw23+|, where p-energy forms based on a (strongly local
regular) symmetric Dirichlet form are considered. In the settings of [BBR23 +, Kuw23 1],
D-ENETgY measures {,u’<’u>}ue 7,, which can be regarded as localized versions of p-energy
functionals playing the role of |Vu|’ dz in the Euclidean case, can be explicitly defined
by using the “density” corresponding to |Vu| without depending on p (see Example 4.2-
(3)) whereas it is almost impossible to find a priori such a density on fractals. (We can
naturally define p-energy measures by using (1.9). See Section 5 for details.) In [KS.c],
the authors will show that ;f(’um and u‘(luq> are mutually singular with respect to each other
for any p,q € (1,00) with p # ¢ and any (up,u,) € F, x F, for some post-critically
finite self-similar sets by establishing the strict version of (1.10). This phenomenon on
the singularity of energy measures never happens in the settings of [BBR23-+, Kuw23-+|.
This point also motivates us to develop a general theory of p-energy forms in an abstract
setting in order to deal with fractals.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the generalized p-
contraction property and prove basic results on these properties. Section 3 will deal with
the differentiability (1.7) and its consequences for p-energy forms satisfying p-Clarkson’s
inequalities. Similar results for p-energy measures are shown in Section 4 under the
existence of p-energy measures. In Section 5, we give standard notations on self-similar
structures and discuss the self-similarity of p-energy forms and p-energy measures. Section
6 is devoted to the study of fundamental nonlinear potential theory for p-resistance forms.
In particular, we prove fundamental results on the operation of taking traces of p-resistance
forms, weak comparison principles and sharp Hoélder regularity estimate for harmonic
functions, and the triangle inequality for the p-resistance metric. We further investigate
the theory of p-resistance forms in the self-similar case in Section 7. In Section 8, the
generalized p-contraction property is verified for p-energy /p-resistance forms constructed
in [Kig23, CGQ22|. In Section 9, we prove dy,, > p for generalized Sierpinski carpets
and D-dimensional level-[ Sierpinski gasket by using properties of harmonic functions
developed in Section 6.

Notation. Throughout this paper, we use the following notation and conventions.

(1) For [0, co]-valued quantities A and B, we write A < B to mean that there exists an
implicit constant C' € (0, 00) depending on some unimportant parameters such that
A< CB. We write A< Bif AS Band B S A.

(2) For a set A, we let #4 € NU {0, 00} denote the cardinality of A.

(3) We set sup () := 0 and inf () := co. We write a Vb := max{a,b}, a Ab:= min{a, b} and
at :=aVO0for a,b € [—00, 0], and we use the same notation also for [—oo, oo]-valued
functions and equivalence classes of them. All numerical functions in this paper are
assumed to be [—00, oo]-valued.

(4) Let n € N. For z = (z4)7_;, € R", we set ||z, = (i, |zx[P)¥/? for p € (0,00),
|| oo = maxi<<n x|t and ||z|| == ||z]|,.. For ®: R™ — R which is differentiable on
R™ and for k € {1,...,n}, its first-order partial derivative in the k-th coordinate is
denoted by 0.

(5) Let X be a non-empty set. We define idx: X — X by idx(z) ==z, 14 = 1% € R¥
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1 ifreA
e (X () — ’ — —
for A C X by 1u(z) = 13 (x) = 0 g and set [lull,,, = [lulypx =
sup,ex [u(w)| for u: X — [—00,00]. Also, set oscx[u] = sup, ,cx |u(z) — u(y)| for

u: X — R with |Ju|l,, < oo.

(6) Let X be a topologicl;l space. The Borel g-algebra of X is denoted by B(X), the
closure of A C X in X by XX, and we say that A C X is relatively compact in
X if and only if % s compact. We set C(X) = {u € RX | u is continuous},
suppy|[u] = X\u—l(O)X for u € C(X), Cp(X) = {u € C(X) | ||ull,,, < oo}, and
Ce(X) ={u € C(X) | suppx[u] is compact}.

(7) Let X be a topological space having a countable open base. For a Borel measure m
on X and a Borel measurable function f: X — [—00, 00] or an m-equivalence class f
of such functions, we let supp,,[f] denote the support of the measure |f| dm, that is,
the smallest closed subset F' of X such that [ X\F |f| dm = 0.

(8) Let (X,d) be a metric space. We set By(z,7) = {y € X | d(z,y) < r} for (z,r) €
X x(0,00), (A)ay = U,eq Ba(w,r) and distq(A, B) == inf{d(z,y) | x € A,y € B} for
subsets A, B of X.

(9) Let (X, B, m) be a measure space. For f € L'(X,m) and A € B with m(A) € (0, c0),
define f, fdm = ﬁfAfdm.

sup

2 The generalized p-contraction property

In this section, we will introduce the generalized p-contraction property and establish
basic results on these properties. Throughout this section, we fix p € (1,00), a measure
space (X, B,m), a linear subspace F of L%(X,m) := L°(X, B, m), where

L°(X, B,m) := {the m-equivalence class of f | f: X — R, f is B-measurable},
and a p-homogeneous map &: F — [0,00), i.e., E(au) = |al’ E(u) for any (a,u) € R x F.
(The pair (B, m) is arbitrary. In the case where B = 2% and m is the counting measure

on X, we have L°(X, B,m) = RX.)

Definition 2.1 (Generalized p-contraction property). The pair (€, F) is said to satisfy
the generalized p-contraction property, (GC), for short, if and only if the following hold:
if ny,ne €N, q1 € (0,p], 2 € [p,oc] and T = (T1,...,Tp,): R™ — R™ satisfy

T(0)=0 and [[T(z) =TWlw <z =yl forany z,y e R™,  (2.1)
then for any u = (uy, ..., u,, ) € F™ we have

T(w) e F> and  [[(E(T(w) ") ||, < | (Ew))}

=1 k:lHZln :

(GC),p

The next proposition is a collection of useful inequalities included in (GC),.
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Proposition 2.2. Let ¢ € C(R) satisfy ¢(0) = 0° and |p(t) — ¢(s)| < |t — s| for any
s,t € R. Suppose that (€, F) satisfies (GC),,.

(a)

T(x,y) =x+vy, z,y € R, satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (1,p,2,1). In partic-
ular, EY7 is a seminorm on F, and & is strictly convex on F/E71(0), i.e., for any
A€ (0,1) and any f,g € F with E(f) NE(g) > 0

ENf+(1=X)g) <AE(f) + (1 = ME(g). (2.2)
T = ¢ satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (1,p,1,1). In particular,
p(u) € F and E(p(u) < E(u) for anyu € F. (2.3)
Assume that o is non-decreasing. Define T = (T1,Ty): R* — R? by
Ti(zy,19) = 11 — (21 — 33)  and Ty(xy,29) = 20 + 0(z1 — 22), (71, 22) € R
Then T satisfies (2.1) with (g1, q2,n1,n2) = (p,p,2,2). In particular,

E(f—o(f—9)+E(g+o(f—9) <Ef)+E(g) forany f,ge F.  (24)

Moreover, by considering the case p(x) = x V0, we have the following strong subad-
ditivity: fVg, fANg € F and

E(fVg)+E(fng) <Ef)+E(9). (2.5)
For any ay,ay > 0, define T : R? — R by
o1 oy, 22) = ([(—an) V'] h ) - ([(ao) V] ), (o1, € B2

Then T satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (1,p,2,1). In particular, for any
f,g € FNL>®(X,m) we have

frgeF and E(f- 9" <Ngllpw o EOYP +UF b (xm €@ (26)
Assume that p € (1,2]. Define T = (T1,Ty): R? — R? by
T1<J]1, IL‘Q) = 2—(17—1)/]?(1,1 —|—ZE2) and TQ(Il,[EQ) = 2—(]9—1)/17(1,1_1.2)7 (3171, 1’2) c R2.

Then T satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (p/(p — 1),p,2,2). In particular, (€, F)
satisfies the following p-Clarkson’s inequalities:

(f+9)+5f g > ( 1/(101 _,_5( )1/p 1))p1
E(f+9)+E(f —g) <2(E(f) + ELg)).-

Y

3Note that po f € LP(X,m) for any f € LP(X,m) by this condition.
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(f)  Assume that p € [2,00). Define T = (Ty,Tz): R* — R? by
Ti(x1,29) = 2_1/p(x1 + o) and Ty(xy,x9) = 2_1/p(:L‘1 —19), (x1,15) € R%

Then T satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (p,p/(p — 1),2,2). In particular, (€, F)
satisfies the following p-Clarkson’s inequalities:

E(f+9) +E(f —g) S2(E(H)YPY 4 g(g) ) (2.9)
E(f+9)+Ef—g) =2(E(f) +E(9)). (2.10)

Remark 2.3. (1) The property (2.4) is inspired by the nonlinear Dirichlet form theory
due to Cipriani and Grillo [CGO03]. See [Cla23, Theorem 4.7] and the reference therein
for further background.

(2) By using an elementary inequality 2971 (a? + b7) < (a + b)? for ¢ € (0,1] and a,b €
[0,00), we easily see that the inequality (2.7) for (£, F) in the case p € (1, 2] implies
(2.8). Similarly, by Hélder’s inequality, the inequality (2.9) for (£, F) in the case
p € [2,00) implies (2.10).

<2
> 2

Proof. (a): It is obvious that T'(z,y) = x+y satisfies (2.1) with (¢1, g2, n1,n2) = (1,p, 2, 1)
and hence the triangle inequality for £'/7 holds. Since R 3 2 + |z|? is strictly convex, for
any A € (0,1) and any f,g € F with £(f) A E(g) > 0,

ENf+ (1= N)g) < MNP+ (1= NE()P)" < AE(f) + (1 = NE(g),

where we used the triangle inequality for £/7 in the first inequality.

(b): This is obvious.

(c): Let x = (z1,72),y = (y1,%2) € R% For simplicity, set z; == z; — y; and A =
p(x1 — 22) — o(y1 — y2). Then |T'(z) = T(Y)llp < llz =yl le equivalent to

|21 = A" + 22 + AP < |21 + |2/, (2.11)

so we will show (2.11). Note that |A| < |z; — 25| since ¢ is 1-Lipschitz. The desired
estimate (2.11) is evident when z; = 25, so we consider the case z; # 2. Suppose that
21 > z3 because the remaining case z; < z is similar. Then (z1—23) — (11 —y2) = 21— 22 >
0 and thus 0 < A < 21 — 2. Set ¢, (t) == [t|” (t € R) for brevity. If 0 < A < %22 then
29 < zg+ A<z — A <z and we see that

zo+A 21
51— AP st AP — P =l = [ w0t -

22 21—

w;,(t) dt
A
< Ay (22 + A) = ¢l (z1 — A)) <0.
If A> 252 then 2o < 2y — A < 25 + A < z; and thus
Z1

z1—A
M—AV+W+AW—MP—MP:/ wwd— [ wd

Z9 zo+A
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<(zm—2—A) (U (zn1—A) —U(22+A) <0
which proves (2.11). The case p(z) = 2t immediately implies (2.5).
(d): For any a1, as > 0 and (21, 22), (y1, y2) € R?, we see that
T2 (21, w2) — T (21, 22)
< |(—a1) Vaytr A al‘ ‘( —as) V al_lxg Aas) — ((—as2) Vay'ys A a2)|
+ ’ —as) V ay yg/\a2| |( —ay) \/a2 T1 /\al) - ((—al)\/aglyl /\al)’
< aplartzs — art | + as oy e — ' yn| = |z — | + |z — el

whence T2 satisfies (2.1). We get (2.6) by applying (GC), with ur = [|gl joc(xm) [

Uz = ||f||L°°(X,m)gv ar = ||f||Loo(X,m)7 a2 = ||g||L°°(X,m)'
(e),(f): These statements follow from p-Clarkson’s inequalities for the fP-norm (see,
e.g., |Cla36, Theorem 2]). O

The following corollary is easily implied by Proposition 2.2-(b),(d).
Corollary 2.4. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (GC),.
(a) Letu e FNL®(X,m) and let ® € CY(R) satisfy ®(0) = 0. Then
d(u) € F and E(P(u)) <sup{|P'()[" |t R, [t < ||u||Loo(X’m)}S(u). (2.12)

(b) Letd, M € (0,00) and let f,g € F satisfy f >0,9>0, f+g>0 and f < M. Then
there ezists C' € (0,00) depending only on p,d, M such that

% cF and 5(ff g) < C(E(f) +E(9)). (2.13)
(c) Letn €N, v e F andu = (uy,...,u,) € LY(X,m)". If there exist q € [1,p] and

m-versions of v,u such that |v(z)| < |lu )”eq and |v(z) —v(y)| < flu(r) = w(y)llm

(
for any z,y € X, then w € F" and E(v) < H (k) 1/p kle@.

Proof. The statement (a) is immediate from Proposition 2.2-(b), and (b) can be shown
by following [MS23+, Proposition 6.25 (ii)].

Let us show (c). The proof below is similar to [MR, Corollary 1.4.13|. Fix m-versions
of v, u satistying |v(z)| < ||lu(z)||, and |v(z) — v(y)| < ||lu(z) — u(y)|,, for any z,y € X.
Set w(X) == uy(X) x -+ X u,(X) CR". We define Ty: u(X) — R by setting 75(0) =0
and Ty(z) = v(z) for each z € w(X), where x € X satisfies z = w(x). This map
To is well-defined since v(z) = 0 for any z € X with uw(x) = 0 and |v(z) —v(y)| <
|lu(z) —u(y)||,, =0 for any z,y € X with u(z) = u(y) € u(X). In addition, we easily
see that |Ty(z1) — To(z2)| < [|z1 — 22|, for any 2z1,22 € w(X) U {0}, ie., To: (u(X) U
{0}, 11 l;e) = R is 1-Lipschitz. Noting that (R™,|-|,,) is a metric space since ¢ > 1,
we can get a 1-Lipschitz map T': (R",||-||,,) — R satisfying T'(z) = Ty(2) for any z €
u(X) U {0} by applying the McShane-Whitney extension lemma (see, e.g., [HKST, p.
99]). Since T satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (¢,p,n,1) and E(T(u)) = E(v), we
obtain the desired statement by (GC),. O
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We also notice that (GC), includes a new variant of p-Clarkson’s inequality in the case
p € [2,00), which we call improved p-Clarkson’s inequality. This result is not used in the
paper, but we record it for potential future applications.

Proposition 2.5 (Improved p-Clarkson’s inequality). Assume that p € [2,00). Define
bp: (0,00) = (0,00) and T* = (T}, Ts): R* - R?, s € (0,00), by

Pp(s) = (1+s)P " +sgn(l —s)[1—s", s>0. (2.14)
and, for (x1,z5) € R?,
Ty (1, 5) = ()" Py + p(s71) Py, T3 (w1, m9) = hy(s) ™ Py — p(s71) Py

(a) For any s > 0, the map T* satisfies (2.1) with (q1,q2,n1,n2) = (p,p,2,2). If (€, F)
satisfies (GC),, then

E(f +9)+ E(f —9) < int{y()E(N) + U(sE)} Jor any frg € F. (2.15)
(b) If € satisfies (2.15), then p-Clarkson’s inequality, (2.9), for € holds.
Proof. (a): By [BCLO4, Lemma 4],
o+l + o —yl” = inf {ey(s) |2l + (s [y*} for any z,y € R,

which immediately implies that 7%, s € (0, 00), satisfies (2.1).
(b): Let f,g € F with E(f)AE(g) > 0, set a := E(f)YPY and b := £(g)"/®=Y. Then,

iU (E() + Gl )E()} < bbfa)a?™ + (/)P = 2a-+ by,
which together with (2.15) yields (2.9). O

The property (GC), is stable under taking “limits” and some algebraic operations like
summations. To state precise results, we recall the following definition on convergences
of functionals.

Definition 2.6 (|Dal, Definition 4.1 and Proposition 8.1]). Let X’ be a topological space,
let F: X - RU{+o0} and let {F,,: X - RU {£00}}nen.

(1) The sequence {F}, }nen is said to converge pointwise to F'if and only if lim,, . Fy,(z) =
F(z) for any x € X.

(2) Suppose that X is a first-countable topological space. The sequence {F},},en is said
to [-converge to F' (with respect to the topology of X') if and only if the following
conditions hold for any x € X
(i) Ifz, — zin X, then F(x) <liminf, ,. F,(x,).

(i) There exists a sequence {x, ey in X such that

T, > xin X and limsup F,(z,) < F(z). (2.16)

n—o0
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A sequence {x, }nen satisfying (2.16) is called a recovery sequence of {F, }nen at x.

We also need the following reverse Minkowski inequality (see, e.g., [Al, Theorem
2.12)).

Proposition 2.7 (Reverse Minkowski inequality). Let (Y,.A, 1) be a measure space* and
let r € (0,1]. Then for any A-measurable functions f,g: Y — [0, o],

(/}/frd/t)l/rJr (/Ygrd/w)l/r < (/Y(erg)"duy/r. (2.17)

In the following definition, we introduce the set of p-homogeneous functional on F
which satisfies (GC),.

Definition 2.8. Recall that F is a linear subspace of L°(X,m). Define
UTO(F) =UFC = {&': F —[0,00) | £ is p-homogeneous, (&', F) satisfies (GC),}.

Now we can state the desired stability of (GC),,.

Proposition 2.9. (a) a;€W + a;€@ € UFC for any EW,E® € UFC and any a1, a; €
0, 00).

(b) Let {€M € quC}neN and let £): F — [0,00). If {E™},en converges pointwise to
E®) then £ ¢ USC.

(c¢) Suppose that F C LP(X,m) and let us regard F as a topological space equipped
with the topology of LP(X,m). Let {E™ € Z/lfc}neN and let £): F — [0,00). If
{EM},en T-converges to £, then £() € L{EC.

Proof. The statement (b) is trivial, so we will show (a) and (c¢). Throughout this proof,
we fix ny,ny € N, ¢ € (0,p], g2 € [p,oo] and T = (T1,...,Ty,): R™ — R"™ satisfying
(2.1).

(a): Let €W €@ ¢ USC. Then afW ¢ USC is evident for any a € [0,00). Set
E(f) = EV(f) +ED(f), f € F, and let w = (uy,...,u,,) € F™. It suffices to prove
H(E(Tl(u))l/p)n2 Hm < ||(E(uk)1/p)n1 ||£q1. For simplicity, we consider the case g2 < 00

=1 k=1
(the case gy = 0o is similar.) Then we have

Z E(T'I(U))(D/p

=3[ (Bw) + £ ()]

4In the book [AF], the reverse Minkowski inequality is stated and proved only for the L"-space over
non-empty open subsets of the Euclidean space equipped with the Lebesgue measure, but the same proof
works for any measure space.
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q2/p

no p/q2
< Z [Z W (Tl(u))q?/p] (by the triangle ineq. for || || ,5/»)
ie{1,2}
(GC),p L P/ L plar\ /7
< Do ED w)n > @ (uy)n/r
k=1 k=1
Lz /a1
(217) [ a/p\ T n ‘”
< (Z {5(1)(1%) + 5(2)(1%)] 1 ) — (Z E(uk)ql/p> : (2.18)
k=1 k=1
which implies E' € L{fc.
(c): Let w = (u1,...,uy, ) € F™ and choose a recovery sequence {u,, = (U pn, ..., Un, n) €
FM}nen of {EM}en at u. We first show tnat ||Tj(u) — Ti(wn) || po(x.my — 0 s n — o0,
Indeed, for any v = (v1,...,v,,) and any z = (21, ..., 2z,,) € LP(X,m)™, we see that

max |T(0) = T o /nv — 2(2) % m(dx)

le{1,...,n2}
p/a
/ (Z lop(2) — 2z (x |p> m(dzx)

< pipma)/a Z v = 26150 () - (2.19)
k=1

where we used Holder’s inequality in the last line. Since maxy |[ux — trnl| o,y — 0 a8
n — 00, (2.19) implies the desired convergence [|Ti(w) — Ti(wn)|| 1o (x m) = O-

Now we prove (GC), for the I-limit £°) of {£(M},,cy (with respect to the LP(X,m)-
topology). It is easy to see that £(°) is p-homogeneous (see, e.g., [Dal, Proposition 11.6]).
We suppose that ¢, < oo since the case go = oo is similar. Then,

ZE(OO q2/p < th inf £™ (T (u >)q2/p < 11m1nf25(" n))qQ/p

n—oo n—o0
p 92 p 92
a1 P n1 o p
< lim inf (ZE () ( (ke )ql/P) = (Z g(m)<uk)q1/p> :
n—oo o —
which proves £() ¢ Z/IPGC. n

3 Differentiability of p-energy forms and related results

In this section, we show the existence of the derivative (1.7) for any p-energy form sat-
isfying p-Clarkson’s inequality, (2.7) or (2.9). As an application of our differentiability
result, we will introduce a ‘two-variable’ version of a p-energy form.
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Throughout this section, we fix p € (1,00), a measure space (X, B, m), and a p-energy
form (€, F) on (X, m) in the following sense:

Definition 3.1 (p-Energy form). Let F be a linear subspace of L°(X,m) and let £: F —
[0,00). The pair (€, F) is said to be a p-energy form on (X, m) if £/7 is a seminorm on

F.

Note that the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 2.2-(a) implies that &£ is
strictly convex on F/E7(0) (see (2.2)).

3.1 p-Clarkson’s inequalities and differentiability

In this ection, we mainly deal with p-energy forms satisfying p-Clarkson’s inequality in
the following sense.

Definition 3.2 (p-Clarkson’s inequality). The pair (&€, F) is said to satisfy p-Clarkson’s
inequality, (Cla), for short, if and only if for any f, g € F,

{g(f +9) 0V E(f = g0 <2AE() +E0) T ifpe (1L

E(f +9)+E(f = g) S2E(HVPD + E(g)V/ D) if p € [2,00).

To state a consequence of (Cla), on the convexity of £Y/P let us recall the notion
of uniform convexity. See, e.g., [Cla36, Definition 1]. (The notion of uniform convexity
is usually defined for a Banach space in the literature. We present the definition for
seminormed space because we are mainly interested in (F,EP).)

Definition 3.3 (Uniformly convex seminormed spaces). Let (X, |-|) be a seminormed
space. We say that (X, |-]) is uniformly conver if and only if for any & > 0 there exists
9 > 0 with the property that |f + g| < 2(1 — §) whenever f,g € X satisfy |f| = |g| =1
and |f —g| > €.

It is well known that (Cla), implies the uniform convexity as follows.

Proposition 3.4. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla),. Then (F,EYP) is uniformly con-
ves.

Proof. The same argument as in [Cla36, Proof of Corollary of Theorem 2| works. O

Moreover, (Cla), provides us the following quantitative estimate for the central differ-
ence, which plays a central role in this section.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla),. Then, for any f,g € F,

26(g) if pe(1,2],
£ E(f—g)—2¢ L A ey
(f +g) + (f g) 2 (f) S 2(p . 1) g(f)p71 + 5(9)1771] g(g)pfl pr - (2, OO)

(3.1)
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In particular, R > t — E(f +tg) € [0,00) is differentiable and for any s € R,

. E(f+(s+d)g) —E(f +s9) d
im  sup S—
00 gerie(g)<1 0 dt

E(f+tg)| |=0. (3.2)

t=s

Proof. The desired inequality (3.1) in the case p € (1,2] is immediate from (2.8), so we
suppose that p € (2,00). Let f, g € F, set a := E(f)"/®PV and b := £(g)"/®~Y. Then we
have (3.1) since (Cla), implies that

E(f+9)+E(f—g)—2E(f) < 2((a+b)p’l—ap’1) =2(p—1) /a+ sP72ds < 2(p—1)(a+b)P"?b.

Next we show that for any ¢ € R,
E(f++08)g) +E(f+(t—0)g) —2&(f +tg)

lim  sup =0, (3.3)
510 geFiE(g)<1 0
Let t € R, § € (0,00) and set
Dis(fi9) =E(f+ (t+8)g) +E(f + (t—08)g) —2E(f + tg). (3.4)
By (3.1), we have
b 267E(g) if p € (1,2],
; < 1 1 —2 1
D= = o0 27 + 1975 + 2007 e e @ooo).
Hence we get
- Dis(f:9) - 2P~ 1 p - if p e (1,2],
geFElg<t 0 2(p — 1)6Y/ =D {(5(1‘")1” +t) 5ﬁ} if p € (2,00),
(3.5)
which implies
Dis(f;9)

limsup  sup < 0. (3.6)

010 geF;E(g)<l 0
Since £ is convex on F, we know that the limits

E(f+(t+0)g) —E(f +tg) . E(f+(t—=08)g) —E(f+tg)
m and lim
510 1) 510 —0

exist and

Dis(fig) _ E(f+(t+0)g) +E(f + (t = 0)g) — 26(/ +1g)
; = 5 > 0. (3.7)
By combining (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain (3.3) and the differentiability of t — E(f + tg).
From the convexity of ¢ — E(f + tg) again, we have
Ef+(s+0)g)—E(f+sg) d

sup — —&E(f+t
gE€F;E(9)<1 0 dt (f g)

t=s

which together with (3.6) implies (3.2). O
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Proposition 3.5, especially (3.2), implies the Fréchet differentiability of £ on F/E71(0).
We record this fact and basic properties of these Fréchet derivatives in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla),. Then £: F/E71(0) — [0,00) is
Fréchet differentiable on the quotient normed space F/E71(0). In particular, for any
f9eF,

| =

the derivative E(f;g) = E(f+tg)] €R exists, (3.8)

t t=0
the map E(f;-): F — R is linear, E(f; f) = E(f) and E(f;h) = 0 if h € £71(0).
Moreover, for any f, f1, f2,9 € F and any a € R, the following hold:

=
I

R >t E(f +tg;g) € R is strictly increasing if and only if g & £*(0). (3.9)
E(afsg) =sen(a)lal" " E(f59), E(f +hig)=E(frg) Jorhe€7(0).  (3.10)
E(f:9)| S E(f)PVIPE(g)tr. (3.11)

E(f1:9) = E(fai0)] < CoER) VER) T E(f — L)), (312)
where oy, = % A p%l and some constant C, € (0,00) determined solely and explicitly by p.

Remark 3.7. It seems that the Hélder continuity exponent o, appearing in (3.12) is
not optimal because this exponent can be improved to (p — 1) A 1 in the case E(f;g) =
Jern IV “2(Vf,Vg)dz. However, such an improved continuity is unclear even for con-
crete p-energy forms constructed in the previous works [CGQ)22, Kig23, MS23+, Shi24|.
We can see the desired continuity ((3.12) with (p — 1) A 1 in place of ) for p-energy
forms constructed in [I{S.a], where a direct construction of p-energy forms based on the
Korevaar—Schoen type p-energy forms is presented.

Proof. The existence of £(f;g) in (3.8) is already proved in Proposition 3.5. The proper-
ties £(f;ag) = a&(f;g), £(af;g) = sgn(a)|a”~ £(f;g) and E(f; f) = (f) are obvious
from the definition. The equalities E(f + h;g9) = E(f + ¢g) and E(f;h) = 0 for any
h € £7(0) follow from the triangle inequality for £/7) so (3.10) holds. The property
(3.9) is a consequence of the strict convexity of £ (see (2.2)) and the differentiability in
(3.8).

To show that E(f; -) is linear, it suffices to prove E(f; g1 + g2) = E(f591) + E(f; g2)
for any g1, g9, € F. For any t > 0, the convexity of £ implies that

E(f+tlo+g2) —E(f) _ € +2tgr) + 5(f +2tg2)) — E(f)
t

t
L EUF+29) —E() | E(f +29) — E()
- 2t 2t

Passing to the limit as ¢ | 0, we get E(f;91 + g2) < E(f;01) + E(f; 92). We obtain the
converse inequality by noting that

g(f_tg)_g(f)_)_ig(f+tg) =—pE(f;g9) astlO,
t dt t=0

(3.13)
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and by applying (3.13) with —g;, —go in place of g1, g respectively.
The Holder-type estimate (3.11) follows from the following elementary estimate:

aVb
la? — b7 = / qt?! dt' < qa®t Vb a—b| for g€ (0,00), a,be€[0,00). (3.14)

Ab

Indeed, by (3.14) and the triangle inequality for £/7, for any t > 0,

E(f+tg) - €& _
ELIIZED < pes v sy e (3.15)
We obtain (3.11) by letting ¢ | 0 in (3.15). We conclude that E(f; -) is the Fréchet
derivative of £ at f by (3.2), the linearity of £(f; -) and (3.11).

In the rest of this proof, we prove (3.12). Our proof is partially inspired by an argument
by Smulian in [Smu40|. In this proof, C,;, i € {1,...,5}, is a constant depending only on
p. We first show an analog of (3.1) for £/P. Using (3.14), we can show that there exists

€ (0,277°) depending only on p such that

E(f) = E(f +69)| | f,9,€ F,6 € (0,00) such that o1
o &(f) 0<d<cl(f)Pand E(g) =1 [ =10

(3.16)

Let ¢(t) == [¢|*? and fix g € F with £(g) = 1. Then there exist 0y, 65,6 € [0, 1] such that
0 <(E(f +09)) +¢(E(f —d9)) — 20(E(f))
='(A15) [E(f +09) = E(f)] - ¢(A25)[ (f) = &(f = d9)]
=" (A1(9))Ds(f;9) — (V' (Ars) — ¥'(Azs)) [E(f) — E(f — 69)]
= ' (A15)Ds(f; 9) — " (A1 + 0 A26 — A1) (Ao — A1) [E(f) = E(f = dg)], (3.17)
where Ds(f;g) == Dso(f;g) is the same as in (3.4) and

Ars = E(f) + 0 [E(f +09) = E(f)],  Ass = E(f —dg) +0:[E(f) — E(f - dg)].

By (3.16), we note that [ Ay 5| A[Ays + 0(Ass — A1) > 3E(f), which together with (3.17)
and (3.1) implies that for any (8, f) € (0,00) x F with 0 < 6 < c,&(f)"?,

0 <(E(f+dg9)) + %D( (f —d9)) = 20(€()))

(p

1_ 1_ 2(p 1
< G (BT P 4 (1)

1 (=2t

— AL 1_ 1_9,2(p=1)
< Cpad - SN (g0 e (),

In particular, if £(f) = 1, then
E(f +09)/P + E(f —6g) /P <24 Cpr6PVNEDT'5 forany 6 € (0,¢,).  (3.18)
Next let fi, f» € F. Then, by (3.11) and (3.14),
E(f2; f1) = EFI S |E(fas f) — E(L) +[E(f2) — E(f1)]
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< <g<f2)<p—1>/p +p(g(f2)(p—1)/p VE(f)PD /p)) (fr — f2)V/7
< Cpa (I E(L) I )E(f — f) 7 (3.19)
Now, for any fi, fo, g € F with £(f,) = E(g) = 1 and 6 € (0, ¢.) we see that
E(f1:09) — E(f2309)
=E(fi; f1 +6g9) + E(f2; f1 — dg) — E(fr) — E(f2; f1)

T (e ER)I) (£ + 69)7 + E(f - 59)7) - E(1)  E(s )

(3.14),(3.18)

< (14 Gt = 2)V7) (24 Cpad® DN DTS) — E(f1) = E(fas ).
Similarly, we can show

E(f1;:69) — E(f2;09)
= —=E(fi; /1 = dg) = E(f2; fL +09) + E(f1) +5(f2;f1)

— (14 Cpa(fr = L)7) (24 Cpad® D076) 1 E(f1) + E(fas 1),
From these estimates, we have

E(f159) — E(f29)| = [€(£1599) 55(f2;5g)|

< (14 CpaE (i = f)77) (267 + G207 ) = 571 (fy) = 67E (s )
= (14 Gt (h = )7) (207 + cp,léﬁ’—”“f’—””) = 2571E() + 67 (E(A) — € 1)

(3.19)

< (1 +CsE(fr — fg)l/P) (25 + (15 DAE ) — 257+ CodIE(fy — fo)VP
<Cpu (5(1071)/\(%1)71 + 0 E(fL - fz)l/p>-

IfE(fi — fo) < &P /@™DYD then by choosing § = E(f) — fg) (P=DVD/P* we obtain

E(f159) — E(f2:9)] < CpsE(f1 — fo)*

The same is clearly true if E(f; — fo) > P /DYDY gince E(fo) <271+ E(fr — f2)).
Finally, for any f1, f2,g € F with £(f1) A E(g) > 0, we have

‘5(5(]{1)1/1* 5(5)1/10) - 5(50331/@ 6<gg>1/p) '

(3.20) - f J e
p (p—1)/p 1/p ! — 2
< Gps&(f1) £(9) 5<5(f1)1/p 5(f1)1/p)

2 Coa(E(R) v E() T e gy ey — fr).

The same is clearly true if £(f2) A E(g) > 0. Since (3.12) is obvious when g € £71(0) or
E(f1) VE(f2) =0, so we obtain (3.12). O

p2

(3.20)

[E(f139) — E(f2:9)| = E(F)PVPE(g) P
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We conclude this subsection by viewing typical examples of p-energy forms.

Example 3.8. (1) Let D € N, let X := Q C RP be a domain, let B := B(X), let m
be the D-dimensional Lebesgue measure on X and let F = W'?(Q) be the usual
(1, p)-Sobolev space on €2 (see [AF, p. 60| for example). Define E(f) = ||V |70 xm):
f € F, where the gradient operator V is regarded in the distribution sense. Then it
is clear that (£, F) is a p-energy form on (X, m) satisfying (GC),. In this case, we
have

&ﬁgwaéﬁquPNVﬂmxmu»Wda fgeF.

where (-, - )gp denotes the inner product on RP.

(2) In the recent work [Kig23, MS23+|, a p-energy form (€, F) on a compact metrizable
space with some geometric assumptions is constructed via discrete approximations.
See [HPS04, CGQ22] for constructions of p-energy forms on post-critically finite self-
similar sets. As will be seen in more detail later in Section 8, we can prove that
p-energy forms constructed in [CGQ22, Kig23, M523+ satisfy (GC), although even
(Cla), is not mentioned in [CGQ)22, Kig23].

(3) There are various ways to define (1,p)-Sobolev spaces in the field of ‘Analysis on
metric spaces’ (see, e.g., [HKST, Chapter 10]). In these definitions, roughly speaking,
we find a counterpart of |Vul, e.g., the minimal p-weak upper gradient g, > 0 (see,
e.g., [HKST, Chapter 6] for details), and consider a p-energy form (£, F) on (X, m)
given by &(u = [y ¢t dm and F := {u € LP(X,m) | g, € LP(X, m)}. Unfortunately,
this p-energy form may not satisfy (Cla), because of a lack of the linearity of u — g,
(see, e.g., [HKST, (6.3.18)]). However, in a suitable setting, we can construct a
functional which is equivalent to £ and satisfies (Cla),; see the p-energy form denoted
by (F,, W'P) in [ACD15, Theorem 40]. Moreover, we can verify (GC), for (F,, Wh?)
since (Fs, p, W'P) defined in [ACD15, (7.3)] satisfies (GC), and F, is defined as a
['-limit point of Fj, , as k — 0o. (See also the proof of Theorem 8.19 later.)

3.2 p-Clarkson’s inequalities and approximations in p-energy forms

In this subsection, in addition to the setting specified at the beginning of this section, we

also assume that
F is a linear subspace of LP(X,m). (3.21)

We introduce a norm on F in the following definition.

Definition 3.9 ((£,a)-norm). Let a € (0,00). We define the norm || - || , on F by

1/p
1lea = (E) +allf i) - FEF (3.22)
We call || - [|¢ , the (€, a)-norm on F.

The next proposition states on the convexity of || - || .



Contraction properties and differentiability of p-energy forms 21

Proposition 3.10. Let o € (0,00) and suppose that (£,F) satisfies (Cla),. Then
(I - I%,, ,F) is a p-energy form on (X, m) satisfying (Cla),, and (F,| - |l¢,) is uniformly
conve.. In particular, if (F, |- |l¢,) is a Banach space, then it is reflexive.

Proof. We have (Cla), for the p-energy form (| - (%, , F) on (X, m) by applying (2.18) for
T:R* — R given in Proposition 2.2-(e),(f). The uniform convexity |- ||, follows from
[Cla36, Proof of Corollary of Theorem 2].

Assume that (F,||-[|¢,) is a Banach space. Then (F,|-|[,) is reflexive by the
Milman-Pettis theorem (see, e.g., [L'T, Proposition 1.e.3]) since (F, || ||¢ ) is uniformly
convex. O

We will frequently use the following Mazur’s lemma, which is an elementary fact in
the theory of Banach spaces.

Lemma 3.11 (Mazur’s lemma; see, e.g., [HKST, p. 19]). Let (v,)nen be a sequence
in a normed space V converging weakly to some element v € V. Then there exist a
subsequence (v, Jken, {Ni}ien € N with N, > | and {)\k,l € [0,1] | E=1011+1,... ,Nl}

with ch\lz Ay =1 such that Efil Ak jUn, converges strongly to v as | — oo.

We collect some useful results on converges in £ in the next proposition. Let us regard
€ as a [0, oo]-valued functional on LP(X,m) by setting £(f) := oo for f € LP(X,m)\ F
if (F,|-]|¢) is a Banach space.

Proposition 3.12. Assume that (£, F) satisfies (Cla), and that (F, | -|¢,) is a Banach

space.

(a) If {untnen C LP(X,m) converges to u € LP(X,m) in LP(X,m) as n — oo, then
E(u) < liminf, o E(uy).

(b) If {un}tnen C F converges to u € F in LP(X,m) as n — oo and lim,,_, E(u,) =
E(u), then uw € F and lim,, o0 [|[u — unll¢; = 0.

Proof. (a): If liminf, ,,, E(u,) = oo, then the desired statement clearly holds. So,
we suppose that liminf, ,. E(u,) < oo. Pick a subsequence {uy,, }ren such that
limy o0 E(up,) = liminf, o (uy,). Then {u,, }x is a bounded sequence in (F, || - [|¢ ).
Since (F, || - ||¢,) is reflexive by Proposition 3.10 and (F, [| - [|¢ ;) is continuously embedded
into LP(X,m), there exists a further subsequence, which is denoted by {u,, }ren again,
such that u,, converges weakly in (F, | -|¢;) to u € F. By Mazur’s lemma (see Lemma
3.11), there exist {Ni}ien € N with N; > Land {A; € [0,1] | k = L1+1,..., N},
with ST0 A,y = 1 such that v, == Y%, Agtty, converges strongly in (F, || - ¢1) to u as
| — oc0. By the triangle inequality for £/,

N,

E()'? <Y A€ (un,) 7.
k=l

Letting [ — oo, we get &(u)Y? < liminf, . &(u,)"?.
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(b): If w € £71(0), then E(u — u,) = E(u,) — E(u) = 0. It suffices to consider the

case £(u) = 1. Since u + u,, converges in LP(X, m) to 2u as n — oo, by (a),

2 =E(2u)P < liminf & (u + un)l/p < limsup & (u + un)l/p

n—00 n—00

< lim E(u,)Y? + E(u)/? =2,

n—oo

ie., lim, o E(u+u,) = 2P. By (Cla),, if p <2, then

1/(p=1)
lim (= u,) /0 < 2(E(w) + Tim E(uy)) T lim E(u )0
n—o0

n—oo n—oo

— 9.9V/(=1) _9p/(b-1) _ .
If p > 2, then

lim E(u —u,) < 2°7! <E(u) + lim 5(un)> — lim E(u+u,) =2""1-2-27 =0.

n—oo n—oo n—o0

Since w,, converges in LP(X,m) to u as n — oo, we obtain the desired convergence. [

The following convergences in £ are also useful. These are analogs of [FOT, Theorem
1.4.2-(iii), Theorem 1.4.2-(v)].

Corollary 3.13. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla), and that (F,||-||¢,) is a Banach
space. In addition, we assume the following property: if ¢ € C(R) satisfies 0(0) =0
and |@(t) — o(s)| < |t — s| for any s,t € R, then o(u) € F and E(p(u)) < E(u) for any
ue€F.

(a) Let {(Pn}neN - C<R) satisfy limg, Qon(t =1, ¥n (
|t —s| for anyn € N, s,t € R. Then {@,(u) }ne Q F
for any u € F.

(b) Letu € F, {up}neny C F and ¢ € C(R) satisfy lim, o ||u — unHa1 =0, ¢(0) =0,
lo(t) — @(s)| < |t —s| for any s,t € R and p(u) = u. Then {o(uy)}nen € F and
lim, 00 E(u — @(uy)) = 0.

) = 0 and |@n(t) — pn(s)]
and limy, o0 £(u— @, (u)) =

Remark 3.14. Let us make the same remark as [[{523+, Remark 2.21] for convenience.
Typical choices of {gpn}neN C C(R) in Corollary 3.13-(a) are ¢,(t) = (—n) V (t An) and
n(t) =t —(=2) V(A L). A typical use of Corollary 3.13-(b) is to obtain a sequence
of I-valued functions Converging to w in (F, |- [|¢;) when I C R is a closed interval and
u € F is I-valued, by considering ¢ € C(R) given by ¢(t) .= (inf I) V (t Asup I).

Proof. (a): We have ¢,(u) € F by the assumption on (£, F). It is immediate from the
dominated convergence theorem that ¢, (u) converges in LP(X, m) to u as n — oco. By
E(pn(u)) < &(u) and Proposition 3.12-(a),

E(u) < liminf E(u,) < limsup E(u,) < E(u),

n—oo n—oo
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which implies lim,, o E(u,) = E(u). We have lim,,_,o. £(u — @,(u)) = 0 by Proposition
3.12-(b).

(b): By the dominated convergence theorem, ¢(u, ) converges in LP(X,m) to ¢(u) = u
as n — oo. We have ¢(u,) € F by the assumption on (€, F). By E(p(u,)) < E(u,) and
Proposition 3.12-(a),

E(u) = E(p(u)) < liminf E(p(uy)) < limsup E(o(uy,)) < lim E(u,) = E(u),

n—oo n—oo n—oo

which implies lim,, o, £(p(u,)) = E(u). We have lim,,_,o, E(u—¢(u,)) = 0 by Proposition
3.12-(b). O

3.3 Fréchet derivative and the dual space

In many practical situations, the quotient normed space F/£71(0) (equipped with the
norm £'/P) becomes a Banach space (see Subsection 6.2). To state some basic properties
of this Banach space, we recall the notion of uniformly smoothness.

Definition 3.15 (Uniformly smooth normed space). Let (X, ]| -||) be a normed space.
The normed space X is said to be uniformly smooth if and only if it satisfies

lu+ o] + [[u — |
2

“ 1|l = 1, ol :r} 0.

lim 7~ sup
7—0

The following duality between uniform convexity and uniform smoothness is well
known. (See also [BCL94, Lemma 5| for a quantitative version of this theorem.)

Theorem 3.16 (Day’s duality theorem; LT, Proposition 1.e.2]). Let X be a Banach
space. Then X is uniformly convex if and only if its dual space X* is uniformly smooth.

We also recall the notion of duality mapping and its fundamental results in the next
proposition (see, e.g., [Miya, Definition 2.1, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2|).

Proposition 3.17 (Duality mapping). Let X be a Banach space and let X* be the dual
space of X. Let |||, be the norm of W for each W € {X,X*}. For (z,f) € X x X*,
we set (z, ) = f(x). Forz € X, define F: X — 2% by

Fle) = {f € X" | {z. ) = all% = If 2},

which s called the duality mapping of X'. Then the following properties hold:

(a) F(x)#0 for any x € X.

(b) If X is reflexive, then |J, . F(x) = X*.

(c) If X is strictly convex, i.e., |[Ax+ (1 =Nyl < Mz|ly + (1 = N [|ylly for any
A€ (0,1) and any x,y € X \ {0}, then #F(x) =1 for any x € X.

Now we can state a result on the dual space of F/E71(0).
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Theorem 3.18. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla), and that F/E~(0) is a Banach space.

(a) The Banach space F/E71(0) is uniformly convex and uniformly smooth. In particu-
lar, it is reflexive and its dual Banach spaces (]—"/5‘1(0))* 15 also uniformly convex
and uniformly smooth.

(b) The map f*r—> E(f;+) is a bijection from F/E7(0) to (]-"/8*1(0))*. In particular,
(F/EH0) = {E(f5 ) | fe P

Proof. For simplicity, set X == F/£71(0) and ||ul| , == E(u)/? for any u € X.
(a): The uniform convexity of X is immediate from Proposition 3.4, whence X is re-

flexive by the Milman—Pettis theorem. Also, we easily see from (3.18) that X" is uniformly
smooth. The same properties for X* follow from Theorem 3.16.

(b): Let u € X and define A(u) == E(u)*P'&(u; -) € &*. (We define A(u) = 0 if
E(u) =0.) We will show that A: X — X* is a bijection. By (3.11), we have
I e = E@PPHE(us; ) = E(PPTHEDP = u] .
Then (u, A(u)) = E()? = lully = | A(w)%. and hence
A(u) € {f € X" | (u, f) = llully = [IfI-} = F(w),
where F': X — X* is the duality mapping. We see from Proposition 3.17 and (a) that
A: X — X* is a surjection. Note that the mapping F~1: X* — X** = X defined by

FHf)={uec X | (u,f)=|[ul> = |fl|%} for f € X* is the duality mapping from X*
to X'. By Proposition 3.17 and (a) again, we conclude that 4 is injective. O]

We also present a similar statement for (F, || -||¢)-

Corollary 3.19. Let a € (0,00). Assume that F C LP(X,m), that (£, F) satisfies (Cla),
and that X, = (F, | -|l¢,) is a Banach space.

(a) The Banach space X, is uniformly convex and uniformly smooth. In particular, it is
reflexive and its dual space X} is also uniformly convexr and uniformly smooth.

(b) For each f € F, define a linear map ‘If;f,ar F =R by

¥ (0) = E(fig) +a [ se()P gdm, geF (32)
X
Then the map f — VI  is a bijection from X, to XZ. In particular, X; = {¥]
feF}.

al

Proof. We define &,: F x F — R by

Ealuyv) = E(u;v) + a/ sgn(u) [uf’ " vdm, u,veF.
X
and set E,(u) = Ea(u;u) = |lullz,. Then (E,, F) is a p-energy form on (X,m) and it
satisfies (Cla), by Proposition 3.10. We have the desired result by applying Theorem 3.18
for (E,, F). O
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3.4 Regularity and strong locality

In this subsection, in addition to the setting specified at the beginning of this section,
similar to [FOT], we make the following topological assumptions:

X is a locally compact separable metrizable space. (3.24)

m is a positive Radon measure on X with full topological support. (3.25)

Note that (3.25) is equivalent to saying that m(O) > 0 for any non-empty open subset
O of X. Under this setting, the map C(X) to L°(X, B, m), where B = B(X), defined
by taking u € C(X) to its m-equivalence class is injective and hence gives a canonical
embedding of C'(X) into L°(X, m) as a subalgebra, and we will consider C'(X) as a subset
of L%(X,m) through this embedding without further notice.

The following definitions are analogs of the notions in the theory of regular symmetric
Dirichlet forms (see, e.g., [FOT, p. 6]).

Definition 3.20 (Core). Let € be a subset of F N C.(X).

(1) A core % is said to be a core of (£, F) if and only if ¢ is dense both in (F,|-[|¢ ;)
and in (OC(X)7 H ’ ||sup)'

(2) A core € is said to be special if and only if € is a linear subspace of F NC.(X), € is
a dense subalgebra of (C.(X), || - [|,,,), and for any compact subset K of X and any

relatively compact open subset G of X with K C G, there exists ¢ € ¥ such that
>0, p=1on Kand p=00on X \G.

Definition 3.21 (Regularity). We say that (€, F) is regular if and only if there exists a
core € of (€, F).

We can show the following result on regular p-energy forms, which is an analog of
[FOT, Exercise 1.4.1].

Proposition 3.22. Suppose that (€, F) is reqular and that F satisfies the following prop-
erties:
ut A1 EF foranyu€ F, (3.26)

ww € F  for any uv € F N Cy(X). (3.27)
Then F N C.(X) is a special core of (€,F).

Proof. 1t is clear that F NC.(X) is a core of (£, F). By (3.27), FNC.(X) is a subalgebra
of C.(X). Let K be a compact subset of X and G be a relatively compact open subset
G of X with K C G. By Urysohn’s lemma, there exists ¢y € C.(X) such that g = 2 on
K and 9o =0on X \ G. Let € € (0,1/2). Fix ¢p € F N C.(X) satisfying ¢ = 1 on EX,
which exists by the regularity of (£, F), the locally compactness of X and (3.26). Since
FNCe(X) is a core of (€, F), there exists ¢ € FNC,(X) such that ||y — ¢|l,,, <. Now

we define p € C.(X) by ¢ := (¢ —eb)* A 1. (Note that suppy[¢] is compact since G is
compact.) Then ¢ € F N C.(X) by (3.26). Clearly, p =1 on K and ¢ =0 on X \ G, so
the proof is completed. O
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The proposition above ensures when there exist cutoff functions in F. We also intro-
duce the following condition stating the existence of cutoff functions in a weaker sense.

Definition 3.23. We say that a p-energy form (€, F) on (X, m) satisfies the property
(CF),,” if and only if, for any compact subset K of X and any open subset U of X with
K C U, there exists ¢ € FNL>®(X,m) such that p(z) = 1 for m-a.e. z € K and p(z) =0
for m-a.e. x € X \ U.

Next we introduce the notion of locality of the p-energy form (&€, F) on (X, m).

Definition 3.24 (Strong locality). (1) We say that (£, F) has the strongly local property
(SL1) if and only if, for any fi, f2, g € F with either supp,,[f1 — 1] or supp,,[f2 — a2]
compact and supp,,[f1 — a1] N supp,,[f2 — @] = 0 for some ay, ay € E71(0),

E(fit+ fatg)+E(9) =E(fr +9) +E(fa+9) (3.28)

(2) Suppose that (€, F) satisfies (Cla),. We say that (€, F) has the strongly local property
(SL2) if and only if, for any fi, fo, g € F with either supp,,[f1 — fo—a] or supp,,[g—f]
compact and supp,,[f1 — f2 — a] Nsupp,,[g — ] = 0 for some a, € £E71(0),

E(f1:9) = E(f29). (3.29)
In the following propositions, we collect basic results about (SL1) and (SL2).

Proposition 3.25. Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla),.

(a) If (€, F) satisfies (SL1), then for any fi, fo,g € F with either supp,,[fi — ai1] or
SUpp,,[fo — o] compact and supp,,[f1 — 1] N supp,,[f2 — ] = 0 for some ay, s €
£710),

E(fi+ faig) = E(f1:9) + E(f2: 9)- (3.30)

(b) If (€, F) satisfies (SL2), then for any fi, fo, 9 € F with either supp,,[f1 — f2 — ]
or supp,,lg — ] compact and supp,,[f1 — fo — a] N supp,,lg — B] = O for some

a, B € E7Y0),
E(g; 1) = €(g; f2). (3.31)

Proof. (a): Note that (3.28) with g = 0 implies that E(f1 + f2) = E(f1) + E(f2). For any
t € (0,00), we have from (3.28) that

E(fi+ fottg) —E(fL + f2)
t

LI (g) = E(fr —i—tg;) —&(f1) n E(fa —i—tgt) — (C/‘<f2)‘

We obtain (3.30) by letting ¢ | 0 in this equality.
(b): Since £(g; - ) is linear by Theorem 3.6, it suffices to prove £(g; fi — f2) = 0, which
follows from (3.29) with ¢, 0, f; — f2 in place of fi, fa, g. O

®We can consider several versions of this condition such as a version requiring ¢ € F N C(K) in
addition. Note that (CF),, holds if (£, F) admits a special core.



Contraction properties and differentiability of p-energy forms 27

Proposition 3.26. Assume that (£, F) satisfies (Cla),.
(a) If (€, F) satisfies (SL1), then (€, F) also satisfies (SL2).
(b) Assume that (£, F) satisfies (SL2) and the following three conditions:

wv € FNL>®(X,m) for any u,v € FNL¥(X,m). (3.32)

For anyu € F, u, = (—n)VuAneF and lim E(u— u,) = 0. (3.33)
n—oo

(&, F) satisfies (CF),,. (3.34)

Then (€, F) satisfies (SL1).

Proof. (a): Let fi,f2,9 € F and aj,as € £71(0) with either supp,,[fi — f2 — ] or

supp,,,[g — 8] compact and supp,,[fi — f2 — o] Nsupp,,[g — 8] = 0. Let t € (0,1). By
(3.28) with t(f; — f2), 9,0 in place of fi, f2, g, we have

E(t(f1— fo) +9) =E(t(fr — f2)) +E(9),

whence c e
lim (g +tfi— f2) —E(g)
t10 t

Since &£(g; -) is linear by Theorem 3.6, we get £(g; f1) = E(g; f2). Similarly, by (3.28)

with f2 - flatgv .fl in place of fl)f?vgv

E((fa— f)+tg+ fi) +E(f) =E((fa— h) + h) +E(tg + fr),

which implies E(f1;9) = E(f2; 9)-

(b): We first consider the case g € F N L>®(X,m). Let fi, fo € F and ay,ay € E71(0)
with either supp,,[f1 — 1] or supp,,[f2 — @z] compact and supp,,[f1 —a1]Nsupp,,[fo—as] =
(). We assume that supp,,[f1 — a1] is compact since both cases are similar. Let U be an
open neighborhood of supp,,[fi — a1] such that U C X \ supp,,[f> — as]. By (3.34) and
the locally compactness of K, there exist ¢ € F € L*(X,m) such that ¢(z) = 1 for
m-a.e. © € U, p(x) = 1 for m-a.e. x € X \ supp,,[f2 — as] and supp,,[¢] is compact. Note
that pg € F by (3.32). Then we see from (SL2) that

_1; p—1 _ —
=l " E(fi = f2) = 0.

Efitfatg)+E(g)=Efr+fatg i) +E L+ fatg fo) +HESL+ fatgi9) +E(9)
(SL2

D E(fi+ g 1)+ Efa+g: o)+ EL + fo+ g:.9) + E(9)
=E(fi+g; fi) +E(fa+ g: fo)
+ &L+ fota(l—9g)+EL+ fatgeg) +E(9). (3.35)

Since supp,y,[vg] and supp,,[fi — o] are compact, supp,,[fi — a1] N supp, [(1 — w)g] = 0
and supp,,[f2 — as] Nsupp,,[¢g] = 0, by (SL2), we have the following equalities:

E(fit faot g (1—p)g)=E(fa+g;(1—p)g).
E(fi+ fa+g509) = E(f1 + g5 9)-
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E(g) =E(g; (1 —p)g) + E(g;p9) = E(f1 + 9; (1 — )g) + E(f2 + g; 9).

By combining these equalities and (3.35), we obtain

Efitfotg)+EQ9)=Eh+ah)+E(fo+g fo) +Efi+9:9)+E(f2+9:9)
=E&(fi+g)+E(fat9),

which proves (SL1) in the case g € F N L>®(X, m).

Lastly, we prove (SL1) without assuming the boundedness of g. Let g € F and set
gn = (—n)V (¢ An), n € N. Then g, € F by (3.33), and the statement proved in the
previous paragraph yields that

for any n € N. Thanks to (3.33) and the triangle inequality for £!/?, we obtain the desired
equality (3.29) by letting n — oo in the equality above. O]

4 p-Energy measures and their basic properties

In this section, we discuss p-energy measures dominated by a p-energy form. Similar to
the case of p-energy forms, we will introduce two-variable versions of p-energy measures
and prove their basic properties.

As in the previous section, in this section, we fix p € (1, 00), a measure space (X, B, m)
and a p-energy form (&, F) on (X, m) with F C L°(X, m). We also assume the existence
of a family of finite measures {I'(f)}ser on (X, B), which we call p-energy measures
dominated by (&, F), satisfying the following conditions:

(EM1), I'(f)(X) < &(f) for any f € F.
(EM2), T'(-)(A)'/? is a seminorm on F for any A € B.

We then see that (I'(-)(A), F) is a p-energy form on (X, m) for each A € B by (EM2),,.

Definition 4.1. We say that {I'(f)} ser satisfies p-Clarkson’s inequality, (Cla), for short,
if and only if (I'(-)(A), F) satisfies (Cla), for any A € B, i.e., for any f,g € F,

{r<f+g><A>p¥+r<f—g><A>pilsz(r<f><A>+r<g><4>)pil pe (2
D(f + g)(A) + T(f — g)(A) < 2(D{f)(A)7T + D{g)(A)7=)" " if p € (2,00). !

We also say that {I'(f)}er satisfies the generalized p-contraction property, (GC), for
short, if and only if (I'(-)(A), F) satisfies (GC), for any A € B.

Example 4.2. (1) Consider the same setting as in Example 3.8-(1). Then the measures

L(f)(A) = /A IVf(2)P dz for f € W'P(Q) and A € B(RP) with A C Q,
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are easily seen to be p-energy measures dominated by £(f) = [, [V f(z)|" dx satisfying
(EM1),, (EM2), and (GC),. Recall that £(f;g) = [, |Vf (@) (Vf(z), Vg(x))go dr.
Then we can see that, by the Leibniz and chain rules for V, for any u,¢ €
Whr(Q) N CH(Q),

p—1
[t = et - (1) e(uii) (1.1)
Q p

(2) Although p-energies are constructed on compact metric spaces [Kig23, MS234 |, we do
not know how to construct the associated p-energy measures because of the lack of the
density “|Vu(z)["”. (As described in (3) below, the theory of Dirichlet forms presents
2-energy measures {/i(,) uer, associated with a given nice Dirichlet form (&, F3).
On a large class of self-similar sets, it is known that p, is mutually singular with
respect to the natural Hausdorff measure of the underlying fractal [Hin05, KM20].)
In the case of self-similar sets with suitable assumptions, self-similar p-energy forms
are constructed in [CGQ22, Kig23, MS23+, Shi24], and we can introduce p-energy
measures satisfying (EM1),, (EM2), and (GC), by using the self-similarity of p-energy
forms. See Section 5 for details.
In [KS.a], under suitable assumptions, the authors construct a good p-energy form
525(8, which is called the Korevaar—Shoen p-energy form, on a locally compact separa-
ble metric space (X, d) equipped with a o-finite Borel measure m with full topological
support. As an advantage of EIE{S, the right-hand side of (4.1) with EZIfs in place of
& can be extended to a bounded positive linear functional in ¢ € C.(X) and the
p-energy measure [’ ]ID(S(u} associated with Szf(S is constructed as the unique Radon
measure corresponding to this functional through the Riesz—Markov—Kakutani theo-
rem. A remarkable fact is that this approach does not rely on the self-similarity of the
underlying space or of the p-energy form. In [KS.a|, basic properties for F;(S( -} like
(EM1),, (EM2), and (GC), are also shown. See [KS.a, Sections 3 and 4] for details.

(3) The case p = 2 is very special. (See [FOT, Section 3.2| for details on 2-energy measures
associated with regular symmetric Dirichlet forms.) If (&, D(&)) is a regular strongly
local Dirichlet form on L?(X,m), where X is a locally compact separable metrizable
space and m is a positive Radon measure on X with full topological support, then
&(u) = &(u,u) is a 2-energy form on (X, m) satisfying (GC), (see Proposition A.2).
The Dirichlet form theory provides us the associated 2-energy measures {ft(u) }uen(#)
through the following formula®:

/ © dpy = E(u, up) — %éa(uQ, @) for any ¢ € D(&) N C.(X). (4.2)
X

(Recall (4.1).) We easily see that {/) fuep(#) satisfies (EM1), and the parallelogram
law, which implies (EM2), and (Cla)s.

(4) Let g, be the minimal p-weak upper gradient of u € N*?(X, m), where N'P(X,m) =
{u € LP(X,m) | g, € LP(X,m)} is the Newton-Sobolev space (see [HKST, Section

6Precisely, the formula (4.2) is valid for u € D(&) N L (X, m). We can extend it to any u € D(&) by
considering the limit of (u An) V (—n) as n — o0
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7.1]). Then T'(u)(A) == [, g% dm defines p-energy measures satisfying (EM1), and
(EM2),. Indeed, we have (EM2), by [HKST, (6.3.18)]. However, (Cla), for these
measures is unclear because of the lack of the linearity of u — g,.

The same argument as in Proposition 3.5 yields the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that {I'(f)}ser satisfies (Cla),. Then, for any f,g € F and
any A € B,
L(f +9)(A) + T{f — g)(A) — 2I(f)(A)
3 {2r<g><A> ifpe (1.2,

1 1 p—2 1 ) (43)
2(p = 1)[TUNA)FT + D) (A7 | T ()7 ifp e (2,00).

In particular, R >t — T(f 4+ tg)(A) € [0,00) is differentiable and for any s € R,

i sy |TUHEEHEINA TG s0)A)
640 A€eB,geF; 0 dt t—s
E(g)<1

Definition 4.4. Assume that {I'(f)}scr satisfies (Cla),. Let f,g € F. Define
I'{(f;g): B— R by

D{fig)(A) =~ <D(f +tg)(A)|  for A€ B(X), (4.5)

t=0

S
Sl

which exists by Proposition 4.3.

The following properties of I'(f; g) can be shown in a similar way as Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that {I'(f)}ser satisfies (Cla),. Let A € B. Then I'(f; -)(A) is
the Fréchet derivative of T(-)(A): F/E71(0) — [0,00) at f € F. In particular, the map
L(f; - )(A): F — Ris linear, T(f; fY(A) =T(f)(A) and T'(f;h)(A) =0 if h € F satisfies
['(h)(A) = 0. Moreover, for any f, f1, f2,9 € F and a € R, the following hold:

Rot—T(f+tg;9)(A) € R is strictly increasing if and only if T'(g)(A) > 0.  (4.6)
D{af;g) = sgn(a) [a " T(f;9), T{f +h;g)(A) = T(f;9)(A) if T(h)(A) =0.  (4.7)
ID(f:9)(A)] < T(f)(A)P"VPD(g) (A) V7. (4.8)

IP{£15.9)(A4) = T fas 9) (A)] < Cp(T(A)(A) VIRNA)) 7 T(fi = f2>(f4)?1“<9>(14()4;'é>

where o, C), are the same as in Theorem 5.0.

The set function I'(f; g) is a signed measure as shown in the next proposition.
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Proposition 4.6. Assume that {I'(f)}ser satisfies (Cla),. For any f,g € F, the set
function T{(f; g) is a signed measure on (X, B). Moreover, for any B-measurable function
u: X — [0,00) with ||ully, < oo, [yudl(-): F/E7(0) — R is Fréchet differentiable
and has the same properties as those of I'(-) in Theorem 4.5 with ‘T'(g)(A) > 0" in (4.6)
replaced by “[, udl'(g) > 07, and for any f,g € F,

1 d

Jwariig) =5 & [ wart 1)

4.1
s (4.10)

t=0

Proof. The equalities I'(f;g)(0) = 0 and |T(f;¢)(X)| = |E(f;9)| < oo are clear from
the definition. We will show the countable additivity of I'(f;¢) . The finite additivity
of I'(f;g) is obvious. Let {A,}nen € B be a family of disjoint measurable sets. Set
By =, _yi1 An for each N € N. Then we see that

I'(f;9) (U An> — ) T(f;9)(An)

neN n=1

= [I'{f; 9)(Bw)|

L) (By) PP g) (By) P —— 0,

N—o0

which shows that I'(f; g) is a signed measure on (X, B).

The other properties except for (4.10) can be proved by following the arguments of
Theorem 3.6, so we shall prove (4.10). By the finite additivity of [, wdI'(f;g) and

i % fX udl(f +tg) ’t:o in u, we can assume that u > 0. Let s, = Z;"Zl arla, with a;, >0

and A, € B be a sequence of simple functions so that s,, T u m-a.e. as n — oo. Then we
immediately have (4.10) with u = s,,. Since lim,_,o [ $n dL(f;9) = [ udl(f; g) by the

dominated convergence theorem, it suffices to prove

lim %/Xsndmf—i—tg) (4.11)

n—o0

d
= E/)(udl“(f—i—tg)

t=0 t=0

Since (3.15) with [, wdI'(-) in place of £ holds by the fact that ([, udl'(-),F) is a p-

energy form, we know that for any B-measurable function v: X — [0, 0o) with [[v[[ , < oo

%/der<f+tg> < (/der<f>)(p1)/p (/der@)l/p. (4.12)

By combining (4.12) with v = u — s,, and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
(4.11). m

t=0

Remark 4.7. A signed measure corresponding to I'(f; ¢) is discussed in [BV05, Section
5], but the existence of I'(f; g) as a derivative (in some uniform manner) is assumed in
[BV05]. See the condition (H4) and the beginning of Section 5 of [BV05] for details. Our
differentiability result, (4.4) in Proposition 4.3, combined with the constructions of (self-
similar) p-energy measures in [Shi24, MS23-+|, presents p-energy measures {I'(f;g)}4er
on a wide class of self-similar sets including the generalized Sierpinski carpets. (See also
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Proposition 5.8.) To the best of author’s knowledge”, this is the first result on constructing
such measures on fractals.

The total variation measure |I'(f; g)| also satisfies a Holder-type estimate as shown in
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.8. Assume that {I'(f)}ser satisfies (Cla),. For any f,g € F and any
B-measurable functions u,v: X — [0, 0],

[tz < ( I dP<f>)(p_l)/p ( / vpdr<g>)1/p. (4.13)

Proof. Let X = P UN be the Hahn decomposition with respect to I'(f;g) such that
I'(f;g)(A) > 0 for any Borel set A C P and I'(f;¢)(A) < 0 for any Borel set A C N.
Then the total variation measure |I'(f; g)| is given by

(5 9)] (A) = T4 g)(P 1 A) — T(f; )M M A) for amy A € B
Therefore, by (4.8),
IT(f;9)| (A) S T(FHP N A)PVPL{g) (P 1 AP + T(FHN N A)PIPT{g) (N 0 AP
)

(TP N A) + TN N )PP (g) (PN A) + T{g) (N N A
= D{f)(A)PD/PD (g) ()7, (4.14)

IN

where we used Hoélder’s inequality in the third line.

Now we prove (4.13). First, we consider the case that u and v are non-negative simple
functions, that is,

N1 N2
U= Zfik]l/;k, v = Zbk]lgk, where @y, by € [0,00) and Ay, By, € B.
k=1 —1

Then we can assume that there exist N € N, {az}_,, {bx}, C [0,00) and a disjoint
family of measurable sets {Ej}5_, C B such that u = Z]kvz1 aplp, and v = Zszl bilp,.
Since uv = Y2~ | arblp,, a combination of (4.14) and Hélder’s inequality yields

N

/X wd|C(f; ) =3 awbe [T(f ) (By)]

k=1

"In [Cap07], Harnack inequality for p-harmonic functions on metric fractals is proved by using p-
energy measures I'(u; v) (called the measure-valued p-Lagrangian and denoted by £ (u,v) in [Cap07]).
As a concrete example, the p-energy form on the Sierpiriski gasket constructed in [HPS04] is discussed
in [Cap07, Section 5|, and it is stated that “we can define the corresponding Lagrangian £ (u,v)” in
p. 1315 of that paper. However we have been unable to find in the literature a rigorous proof of the
existence of the derivatives in [Cap07, p. 1315] defining &, (u,v) and in [Cap07, p. 1303, (L5)] defining

LP)(u,v) for the p-energy form on the Sierpinski gasket obtained in [HPS04].
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N (r—-1/p s N 1/p
< <Zai/(”‘”F<f>(Ek>> (szmgm)) .

Hence, for any non-negative simple functions u and v, we have

/Xuvdmf;g)y < (/Xup/(pl)dl“(ﬁ)(p_l)/p (/vadr<g>)l/p. (4.15)

Next, suppose that u and v are non-negative B-measurable functions and let {s,, , }n>1 be
sequences of non-negative simple functions such that s, ,, T w m-a.e. as n — oo for each
w € {u,v}. Then, by (4.15), for any n € N,

(»—1)/p 1/p
/ SnuSnw d |F<f;9>’ < (/ Sﬁ/ﬁp_l) dP<f>) (/ sh dF(g)) .
X x X

It is clear that {s, 4Sn.s}n>1 1S & sequence of non-negative simple functions and s, ,Sn, T
wv. Hence letting n — oo in the inequality above yields (4.13). O

5 p-Energy measures associated with self-similar p-energy
forms

In this section, we focus on the self-similar case. We will introduce the self-similarity
for p-energy forms and construct p-energy measures with respect to self-similar p-energy
forms. Some fundamental properties of p-energy measures will be shown.

5.1 Self-similar structure and related notions

We first recall standard notation and terminology on self-similar structures (see [Kig01,
Chapter 1] for example). Throughout this section, we fix a compact metrizable space K,
a finite set S with #5 > 2 and a continuous injective map F;: K — K for each 7 € S.
We set L = (K, S, {F;}ics)-

Definition 5.1. (1) Let Wy = {0}, where §) is an element called the empty word, let
W, =58" ={w...w, | w; € Sfori € {1,...,n}} for n € N and let W, =
Unenugoy Wa- For w € W,, the unique n € NU {0} with w € W, is denoted by |wl|
and called the length of w. For w,v € Wy, w = wy ... wy,, v = V1 ...V, we define
wv € W, by wv = wy ... w01 . .. Uy, (W = w, fv == 0).

(2) We set == SN = {wjwows ... | w; € S for i € N}, which is always equipped with the
product topology of the discrete topology on S, and define the shift map o: ¥ — X
by o(wiwews ... ) = wowswy . ... For i € S we define 0;: ¥ — ¥ by 0;(wiwows ... ) =
iwiwows . . .. For w = wiwaws ... € X and n € NU{0}, we write [w],, == wy ...w, € W,.

(3) For w = wy ... w, € W, we set F,, = F,, o---0F, (Fy=Iidg), K, = F,(K),
Ow = O, O+ 00y, (0p:=idy) and 3, = 0,(%).
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(4) A finite subset A of W, is called a partition of 3 if and only if ¥,, N3, = @ for any
w,v € A with w# v and ¥ = [J,cp Zw-

Definition 5.2. £ = (K, S,{F;}ics) is called a self-similar structure if and only if there
exists a continuous surjective map y: X — K such that F; oy = y oo; for any ¢ € S.
Note that such x;, if it exists, is unique and satisfies {x(w)} = (), cny Ky, for any w € 3.

In the next definition, we recall the definition of post-critically finite self-similar struc-
tures introduced by Kigami in [Kig93], which is mainly dealt with in Subsection 8.3.

Definition 5.3. Let £ = (K, S, {F}}ics) be a self-similar structure.
(1) We define the critical set Cr and the post-critical set P of L by

Co=X""Uijesiny KiN ;) and  Pri=Upeno"(Ce)- (5.1)

L is called post-critically finite, or p.-c.f. for short, if and only if P, is a finite set.
(2) We set Vo = x(Pr), Voo = Upew, Fu(Vo) for n € Noand Vi = U, cugoy Vo

The set Vj should be considered as the “boundary” of the self-similar set K; indeed,
by [Kig01, Proposition 1.3.5-(2)], we have

K,NK,=F,(Vo) N E,(Vp) for any w,v € W, with ¥, N %2, = 0. (5.2)

According to [KigO1, Lemma 1.3.11], V,,_; C V,, for any n € N, and V, is dense in K if
Vo # 0.

The family of cells { K, }wew, describes the local topology of a self-similar structure.
Indeed, {K, 4 }n>0, where K, , = UweWn;xe %, Kuw, forms a fundamental system of neigh-
borhoods of x € K [Kig0O1, Proposition 1.3.6]. Moreover, the proof of [Kig0O1, Proposition
1.3.6] implies that any metric d on K giving the original topology of K satisfies

lim max diam(K,,d) = 0. (5.3)

n—oo weWy,

Let us recall the notion of self-similar measures.

Definition 5.4 (Self-similar measures). Let £ = (K, S, {F;}ics) be a self-similar structure
and let (6;);es € (0,1)% satisfy >, s 6; = 1. A Borel probability measure m on K is said
to be a self-similar measure on L with weight (6;);cs if and only if the following equality
(of Borel measures on K') holds:

m=>0;(F).m. (5.4)

ies
Proposition 5.5 ([Kig01, Section 1.4] and [Kig09, Theorem 1.2.7]). Let L = (K, S,{F;}ics)
be a self-similar structure and let (6;)ics € (0,1)° satisfy >.,.50; = 1. Then there ex-
ists a self-similar measure m on L with weight (6;)es. If K # VOK, then m(K,) = 0,

and m(Fw(VOK)) = 0 for any w € W,, where 0, .= 0y, -0y, forw = wy---w, € W,
(9@ = 1).
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5.2 Self-similar p-energy forms and p-energy measures

In this subsection, we introduce the self-similarity for p-energy forms on self-similar struc-
tures and define the p-energy measures associated with a given self-similar p-energy form.
In the rest of this subsection, we fix a self-similar structure £ = (K, S,{F;}ics), a o-
algebra B which contains B(K), a measure m on B with m(O) > 0 for any non-empty
open subset O of K, p € (1,00) and a p-energy form (€, F) on (K, m) with F C L°(K,m).

Definition 5.6 (Self-similar p-energy form). Let p = (p;)ies € (0,00)°. A p-energy form
(€, F) on (K,m) is said to be self-similar on (L, m) with weight p if and only if the
following hold:

FNC(K)={feC(K)| foF;eF,foranyiecS} (5.5)
S(f):ZpiS(foFi) for any v € F N C(K). (5.6)
i€s

Note that for any partition A of 3, (5.6) implies

E(f) = puE(foF,), ueFnC(K) (5.7)

weEA

where py, = pu, -+ Pu, for w =w;...w, € W,. Indeed, (5.7) follows from an induction
with respect to maxyep |w|.

In the rest of this subsection, we assume that (£, F) is a self-similar p-energy form on
L with weight p = (p;)ies. We can see that the two-variable version £(f;g) also has the
following self-similarity.

Proposition 5.7. Assume that (£,F N C(K)) satisfies (Cla),. Then

E(f;9)=> pl(foFi;goF,) foranyf.ge FNC(K). (5.8)
€S

Proof. For any f,g € FNC(K) and t > 0, we have

E(f+1tg) —E(f) _ E(foFi+t(goF)) —E(foF)
t - ; Pi t '
Letting ¢ | 0 yields (5.8). O

Next we will see that p-energy measures are naturally introduced by virtue of the
self-similarity of (£, F) (see also [Hin05, MS23--]). For f € FNC(K), we define a finite
measure mgn)<f) on W, = S™ by putting mén)<f>({w}) = pu&(f o F,) for each w € W,,.
Then, by (5.7), {m(gn) (f)}n>0 satisfies the consistency condition and hence Kolmogorov’s
extension theorem yields a measure mg (f) on ¥ = S¥ such that mg(f)(Z,) = pu&(foFy)
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for any w € W,. In particular, mg(f)(X) = £(f). We now define a finite Borel measure
Ie(f) on K by

Te(f)(A) = me(f) oxH(A) = me(f)(x'(4)), A€ B(K) (5.9)

where x: ¥ — K is the map in Definition 5.2.
The next proposition states basic properties and the self-similarity of {I'c(f)} fernc(k)-

Proposition 5.8. Let {I's(f)}erncx) be the measures defined by (5.9).

(a) {Te(f)}rernck) satisfies Te(f)(K) = E(f), especially (EM1),, and (EM2),.

(b) Assume that (£, FNC(K)) satisfies (GC), and let ny,ns € N, g1 € (0,p], g2 € [p, 0.
Then for any T = (T4, ...,T,,): R™ — R™ satisfying (2.1), any w = (uy, ..., Uy, ) €
(FNC(K))™ and any Borel measurable function ¢: K — [0, 00], we have

H( o dTe (T >>)1/p> (( / sodrg<uk>)l/p>

In particular Proposition 2.2 with ([, @ dUe(-), F N C(K)) in place of (€, F) holds
provided ||p]|,,, < 00.

sup

(¢) The following equality holds:

n2 ni

< (5.10)

I=111¢22 k=11l¢n1

:Zpifg<foﬂ>oFi_1 for any f € FNC(K). (5.11)
i€S
(d) Assume that (£,F N C(K)) satisfies (Cla),. Then {T'e(f)}rerncw) also satisfies
(Cla), and

Te(fi9) =Y pTelfoF;goF)oFy ' forany f,ge FNC(K).  (5.12)
ies
Proof. (a): We easily have T'g(K) = me(f)(x H(K)) = me(f)(2) = E(f). The proof of
(EM2),, will be included in the proof of (b) below.

(b): Assume that (€, F) satisfies (GC) Let us fix T' = (Ty,...,T,,): R™ — R™
satisfying (2.1) and w = (uq,...,Up,) (]—" N C(K )nl. We first show that, for any
A€ B(Y),

| (meT ) () )2y < [ e ()72 o (5.1
in particular, (mg(-)(A), FNC(K)) is a p-energy form on (K, m) satistying (GC),. Note
that the case A = X, for some w € W, is clearly true by (GC), for (£, F). By a similar
argument using the reverse Minkowski inequality on ¢9/? and the Minkowski inequality

on (®/P as in (2.18), (5.13) holds on the finitely additive class generated by {2, }wew. .
Hence the monotone class theorem implies that (5.13) holds for any A € B(X).

In particular, by choosing A = x~'(B) where B € B(K), we obtain

[ (Ce(Ti(w)) (B)/?))2 ||y < [|(Deur)(BYP) 1 ||, B € B(K). (5.14)
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Again by a similar argument as in (2.18), we see that (5.10) holds for any non-negative
Borel measurable simple function ¢ on K. We get the desired extension, (5.10) for any
Borel measurable function ¢: K — [0, o0], by the monotone convergence theorem.

(¢): The proof is very similar to [Shi24, Proof of Theorem 7.5|. Let k € N, w =
wy...w, € W, and n € N. We see that

Z pime(f o Fi>(0i_1(2w)) = pu,me(f o Fw1>(az;11<2w)) = punMe(f 0 Fuy ) (Buwn..wy.)
€S
= pwlpwzmwkg((f © le) © Fw2~~-wk) = m5<f><2w)

Since w € W, is arbitrary, by Dynkin’s 7-A theorem, we deduce that

me(f)(A) = pme(fo F)oo;'(A), AeB(X).

€S

We obtain (5.11) by x o g; = F; 0 x.
(d): Assume that (€, F) satisfies (Cla),. Then {T'¢(f)}sernc(k) satisfies (Cla), by
(5.14) (see also Proposition 2.2-(e),(f)). Now we obtain (5.12) by letting ¢ | 0 in

Pe(f +tg)(A) = 3 pTe(f o Fy+t(g o F)) (F7(4)). =

1€S

The next theorem states a chain rule for the signed measure I'g (®(u); ¥(v)). Such a
chain rule is also obtained in [BV05], but we provide here a self-contained proof because
the framework of [BV05] is different from ours.

Theorem 5.9 (Chain rule). Assume that Rl C £71(0) and that (€, FNC(K)) satisfies
(2.3), (2.6) and (Cla),. Letn € N, u € FNCO(K), v = (v1,...,v,) € (FNC(K))",
® € CYR) and ¥ € CY(R"). Then ®(u),¥(v) € F and

dTe(D(u); U(v)) =Y sgn(P'(u)) [ (u)" " 05T (v) dle (u; vy). (5.15)

In particular, the following Leibniz rule holds: for any uw € F and any v,w € F N C(K),
dlg(u; vw) = vdle(u; w) + wdlg(u; v). (5.16)

Proof. We easily obtain ®(u), ¥(v) € F by Corollary 2.4-(a) and Rl C £7'(0). To
show (5.15), we will prove

llim [Pl (®(uo F,); ¥(vo F,)) —S(w)| =0 for any w € W, (5.17)

where zy € K is fixed and

Si(w) =Y pur (@’(quwT(;po))«qum); ZOk\I!(UOFwT(l‘O))-(kaFm)), I € NU{0}.

TeW],



38 N. Kajino and R. Shimizu

We need some preparations to prove (5.17). Note that, for any z € W, and x € K,
®(u(F.())) = ©(u(Fi(0)))
= [u(F.(2)) = u(F.(z0))] (QI)’(U(FZ(%)))

[ [0 P + (0P (0)) = 0l (a0))) = ¥ (P an)) dt>.

In particular,
P(uoF.) — U, = ®(u(F.(z0)) — @' (u(Fa(x0)))u(F.(20)) + DL,

where u,, D,, I, € C(K) are given by

U (2) = @' (u(F(x9))) - (uo F2)(x),
D.(x) = u(F.(x )) u(F (o)),
(x) :/ ) +tD.(z)) — CID’(u(FZ(xO)))} dt, zeK.

Hence we have |pw5(<I>(u oF,);¥(vo Fw)) — Sl(w)‘ < Ay + Ay, where

) = Zak‘l’(’v(Fz(xo))) (vpo F,)(z) for z € W,,z € K,

All _pr’r‘g uOF”LUT (voF'LUT))_g(q)(quwT);@\wT)L

TeW]
AQZ - Z Pwr }g U,O FwT Uw’r) - g(aum';aw’r” .
TeW]

(Note that u,,v, € F by (5.5).) Next we show lim; ., A;; = 0 to obtain (5.17). By
Corollary 2.4-(a), I, € F and there exists a constant C, ¢ € (0,00) depending only on
o |l gup s 12 sup. -2 o] such that £(I.) < Cue€(uo F.) and E(P(uo F.)) <

sup’

Cyuo€(uo F,). Therefore, for any [ € NU {0},

Z prS(CD(u © FwT) - aw)

<2 Y (I, E(DL) + 14, £(0,))

TeW);

<o 1(max [ o [y + 2 || Doy ||sup> > pur(E(Dur) + Cuplluo Fur))

'ew,
TeW;
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<277 (1 + Cy )€ (u) (max M llgup + max || Dure Hsup)

'eWw,

Since u and ® are uniformly continuous on K, we have from (5.3) that both max, ey, || L ||
and max.ew, || Dy ||, converge to 0 as [ — oo, and hence

sup

sup

lim > " pur€ ((wo Fupr) — Tuyr) = 0. (5.18)

lllglo Z prE(\I/('v o Fyr) — ﬁw) =0. (5.19)

Then, by (3.11), (3.12) and Hoélder’s inequality, we have

1/p
Al,lﬁg(qu (P b/ (Z pr ’UOF’UJT)_@\’LUT)> )

TeW]
and
A20 S Y pur€(uo Fup) P12 (B(wo Fup) — Gur) ™78 (Tr)
TeW,;
ap/p 1/p
S S(u o} Fw)(p_l_ap)/p (Z prg(CI)(u o FwT) - awT)) (Z prg (i}\wT))
TeW; TeW;
ap/p
< F (p=1-ap)/ wT F’UJT _AwT F’w l/p'
< E(uo (}jp (o ) u>) . E(o )
TeW;
Combining these estimates with (5.18) and (5.19), we obtain lim; ,,, A;; = 0 and thus

(5.17) holds.
To complete the proof, recall that for f,g € F and A € B(X),

, (5.20)

t=0

me(fig)(4) = 7 Zomelf -+ t9)(4)

which exists by Proposition 3.5 and (5.13). Then mg(f; g) is a signed measure on (X, B(X))
by Proposition 4.6. By (5.9), (4.5) and (5.20), we immediately have mg(f;g) o x™' =
Ce(f;9) and me(f; 9)(Xw) = pu€(f o Fy; g o F,) for any w € W,. In particular, to show
(5.15), it suffices to prove

dmg(P(u); ¥(v)) = Z sgn (@' (uo x)) | (uo P 0T (vo x) dme(u; ). (5.21)

k=1

Note that

lim
l—o0

Z/ sgn (@' (uox)) [P (uo )P 00 (v o ) dmg (u; v,) — Si(w)| =0,
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whence (5.17) together with the Dynkin class theorem yields (5.21).

The Leibniz rule (5.16) is immediate from vw = 1[(v + w)? — (v — w)?] and (5.15).

The proof is completed. O

In the case n =1, ¥ = ® and v; = v in the theorem above, by noting that the proof
of (5.15) does not need (Cla), for (£, F), we get the following corollary.

Corollary 5.10. Assume that Rl C £71(0) and that (€, F N C(K)) satisfies (2.3) and
(2.6). Letu e FNC(K) and ® € CY(R). Then ®(u) € F and

e (®(u)) = |®' (u)|P dTe(u). (5.22)

We also have the following representation formula (see also [Cap03, Theorem 4.1]).

Proposition 5.11 (Representation formula). Assume that Rl C £71(0) and that (€, F)
satisfies (2.3), (2.6) and (Cla),. For any u,p € FNC(K),

— 1\ »

[ pdret) = et - (Po2) e (ul i), (5.23)
X p

Proof. Define ® € C'(R) by ®(z) = |z[”/"™V. Note that ®'(z) = 25 sgn(z) ElRA

By Theorem 5.9, we see that

(s ug) (7%) £(0(u):¢)

= [wiretu)+ [ pdret - (1%1) [ sen(@(w) |9l dreuse)

The following image density property is an important consequence of the chain rule
(5.22).

Theorem 5.12 (Image density property). Assume that R1x C £71(0), that (€, FNC(K))
satisfies (2.3) and (2.6), and that (F,|-||¢,) is a Banach space. Then, for any u €
FNC(K), the Borel measure Te{uyou™" on R defined by Te(u)ou ' (A) = Telu)(u(A)),
A € B(R), is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R.

Proof. Note that (F,|[-[[¢,) is reflexive by Proposition 3.10. Then this is proved in
exactly the same way as [Shi24, Proposition 7.6], which is a simple adaptation of [CF,
Theorem 4.3.8]. O

The next theorem gives arguably the strongest possible forms of the strong locality.
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Theorem 5.13 (Strong locality of energy measures). Assume that Rl C E71(0), that
(&, FNC(K)) satisfies (2.3), (2.6) and (Cla),, and that (F,|-||¢,) is a Banach space.
Let u,uy,us,v € FNC(K), a,a1,a9,b € R and A € B(K).

(a) If ACu(a), then Te{u)(A) = 0.

(b) If AC (u—v)"'(a), then Te(u)(A) = Te(v)(A).

(¢) If ACuy'(ay) Uuy'(as), then

Fg <U1 + ug + U><A> + Fg<’l)> (A) = Fg <U1 + U> (A) + P5<U2 + U> (A), (524)
Ceuy 4+ ug; v)(A) = Leug; v)(A) + Te(ug; v) (A). (5.25)

(d) If A C (uy —uz) Y(a) Uv=1(b), then

Peup;v)(A) =Telug;v)(A) and Te(vyui)(A) = Te(v;ug)(A). (5.26)

Proof. (a): This is immediate from Theorem 5.12.
(b): This follows from (a) and the triangle inequality for T'¢(-)(A)/?.
(c): Set A; == ANwu; (a;), i € {1,2}. We see from (b) that

Le(ui + ug + v)(A) + Le(v) (A)

= Lefuz +v) (A1) + Te(ur +0)(A42) + Te(v)(A)

= Te(us +v) (A1) + Le{ug + v)(A2) + Teug + v)(Aq) + Fe{ug + v) (A2)
=Te(us +v)(A) + Leug + v)(A),

which proves (5.24). Note that I'e(u; + u2)(A) = eur)(A) + Fe(ua)(A) by (5.24) in
the case v = 0. By using this equality and applying (5.24) with v replaced by tv for
t € (0,00), we have

Ce(us +uz + () = Telun + @A) | ) (4)

e (us + t0)(A) — Tefur)(4) | Te(ug + to)(A) — Tefuz)(4)
t t ’

which implies (5.25) by letting ¢ | 0.
(d): The proof will be very similar to that of Proposition 3.26-(a). By applying (5.24)
with us — uq, tv,u; for t € (0,00) in place of uy, us, v, we have

T (ug + t0)(A) — Te(ur)(A)  Teluy + to)(A) — Te (ug) (A)

t t ’

which implies the former equality in (5.26) by letting ¢ | 0. This equality in turn with
v,0,u; — uy in place of uy,uy, v yields the latter equality in (5.26) by the linearity of
Le(v; ) (A). u
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6 p-Resistance forms and nonlinear potential theory

In this section, we will introduce the notion of p-resistance form as a special class of
p-energy forms, and investigate harmonic functions with respect to a p-resistance form.
In particular, a theory on taking the operation of traces of p-resistance forms and weak
comparison principle for harmonic function are developed. We also introduce the notion
of p-resistance metric with respect to a given p-resistance form.

Throughout this section, we fix p € (1,00), a non-empty set X, a linear subspace F
of R* and £: F — [0, 00).

6.1 Basics of p-resistance forms

The next definition is a LP-analog of the notion of a resistance form, which is established
by Kigami [Kig01, Kigl2].

Definition 6.1 (p-Resistance form). The pair (£, F) of F C RX and £: F — [0, 00)

is said to be a p-resistance form on X if and only if it satisfies the following conditions

(RF1),-(RF5),:

(RF1), F is a linear subspace of R¥ containing R1x and £(-)¥? is a seminorm on F
satisfying {u € F | £(u) =0} = Rlx.

(RF2), The quotient normed space (F/R1y,EP) is a Banach space.

(RF3), If z # y € X, then there exists u € F such that u(z) # u(y).

(RF4), For any z,y € X,

u(z) —uly)l”

Re(w,y) = R r)(2,y) = S“p{ E(u)

uE.F\R]lX}<oo. (6.1)

(RF5), (&,F) satisfies (GC),.

Remark 6.2. (1) The notion of 2-resistance form coincides with the original notion of
resistance form (see, e.g., [Kig01, Definition 2.3.1]) although the condition (RF5), is
stronger than (RF5) in [KigO1, Definition 2.3.1]. Indeed, we can obtain (RF5), by
[Kig12, Theorem 3.14] and the explicit definition of £, in [Kigl2, Proposition 3.8].

(2) Let (€,F) be a p-resistance form on a finite set V. Then F = R by (RF1),, (RF3),
and (RF5), (see also [Kigl12, Proposition 3.2|), so we say simply that £ is a p-resistance
form on V if V is a finite set.

Example 6.3. (1) Consider the same setting as in Example 3.8-(1) and suppose that € is
a bounded domain satisfying the strong local Lipschitz condition (see [AF, Paragraph
4.9]). Then the p-energy form ([, |V f[" duz, W'?(Q)) is a p-resistance form on Q if
and only if p > D. Indeed, (RF1), and (RF5), are clear from the definition (we
used the boundedness of € to ensure Rl € LP(12)), (RF2), and (RF3), follow from
[AF, Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4| for any p € (1,00). If p > D, then we can
use the Morrey-type inequality [AF, Lemma 4.28] to verify (RF4),. Conversely, the



Contraction properties and differentiability of p-energy forms 43

supremum in (6.1) is not finite when p < D. To see it, we can assume that z = 0 € Q.

Let § € (0,00) be small enough so that B(0,0) C 2 and y ¢ B(0,). For all large
n € N so that n=! < §, define u,, € C'(Q) by

log |z| ' —log ! i
= 1 Q.
n(2) ( logn — log 6! ) ALo2€

Then we easily see that u,(0) =1, u,(y) = 1 and u,, € W'?(Q) with
1 1

p P 6
Vu,|" dz < / 2| dz = |Sp_ / P01 g,
/Q | | log (n9) | JBo.s)\BOA) o | 1 log (nd) 1

[Sp-1| [log (nd)|~#~Y if p= D,
B % llog (nd)| " (5D_p - n_(D_p)> if p< D,

where |Sp_i| is the volume of the (D — 1)-dimensional unit sphere. In particular,

W — 00 as n — 00, so (RF4), does not hold.
nlllLp ()

The construction of a regular p-energy form on a compact metric space (K,d) in
[Kig23, Theorem 3.21] needs the assumption p > dimarc(K, d), where dimarc (K, d)
is the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of (K,d). (See Definition 8.5-(4) for the
definition of dimarc(K,d). The same condition p > dimarc(K, d) is also assumed
in [Shi24].) This condition p > dimagrc (K, d) plays the same role as p > D in (1)
above (see also [CCK23+, Theorem 1.1]|). In Theorem 8.19, we will see that p-energy
forms constructed in [Kig23, Theorem 3.21| are indeed p-resistance forms. We also
show that p-energy forms on p.-c.f. self-similar sets in [CG(Q)22, Theorem 5.1] under
the condition (R) in [CGQ22, p. 18| are p-resistance forms in Theorem 8.34.

Here we recall typical p-resistance forms on finite sets given in [KS23+, Example 2.2-
(1)] because these examples are important to construct self-similar p-resistance forms
on p.-c.f. self-similar structures in Subsection 8.3. Let V' be a non-empty finite set.
Note that in this case £ is a p-resistance form on V' if and only if £: RV — [0, 00)
satisfies (RF1), and (RF5),; indeed, (RF3), is obvious for F = RY, (RF2), and
(RF4), are easily implied by (RF1), and dim F/R1y < oo. Now, consider any
functional £: RV — [0, 00) of the form

Ew)= 3 Y Luylula) —u(y)” (62)

z,yeV

for some L = (Lyy)zyev € [0,00)"*V such that L,, = Ly, for any z,y € V. It is
obvious that & satisfies (RF1), if and only if the graph (V, Ey) is connected, where
E, ={{z,y} |z,y €V, z #y, L, > 0}. Itis also easy to see that & satisfies (RF5),.
It thus follows that £ is a p-resistance form on V' if and only if (V| E) is connected.
Note that, while any 2-resistance form on V is of the form (6.2) with p = 2, the
counterpart of this fact for p # 2 is NOT true unless #V < 2.
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In the rest of this section, we assume that (£, F) is a p-resistance form on X. Then
the following proposition is immediate from the definition of Re and Theorem 3.18.

Proposition 6.4. (1) For any u € F and any x,y € X,
u(z) = u(y)]” < Re(z, y)&(u). (6.3)

(2) RY" is a metric on X.

(3) (F/Rly,EYP) is a uniformly convex Banach space, and thus it is reflexive.

In particular, X can be regarded as a metric space equipped with R}g/ P and F C
C(X, Ré/ ), where C'(X, R(lg/ P) is the set of continuous functions on (X, R(lg/ ).

We introduce the regularity and the strong locality of p-resistance forms as follows.

Definition 6.5 (Regularity and strong locality). (1) Assume that (X, Ré/ ") is locally
compact. (&, F) is said to be regular if and only if F N C.(X, R(lg/p) is dense in
C.(X, RY?) with respect to the uniform norm.

(2) (&, F) is said to strongly local if and only if €(u1;v) = E(ug;v) for any uy, ug,v € F
that satisfy (uy(z) — us(x) —a)(v(xz) —b) = 0 for any = € X for some a,b € R.

The regularity ensures the existence of cut-off functions.

Proposition 6.6. Assume that (X, Ric/p) is locally compact and that (£, F) is regular.

For any open subsets U,V of X with I compact and & C U, there exists ¥ € F N
C.(X, R(lg/p) such that 0 <1 < 1,9 =1 on an open neighborhood of V' and supp[)] C U.

Proof. Since (X, Ré/ P) is locally compact, we can pick open subsets Qi,Qy of X such
that VX C Q; C O, Q_QX C U and Q_QX is compact. By Urysohn’s lemma, there exists
Yo € Co(X, Ré/p) satisfying 0 < 1y < 1, 9o = 1 on £y, and supp[tg] C U. Since (£, F) is
regular, for any € > 0 there exists . € FNC.(X, R(lg/p) such that ||t — ell,, < & Now
define ¢ == [(1 — 2¢)7'(¢p. —€)*] A1, then ¢ € F by (RF1), and Proposition 2.2-(b).
The other desired properties of ¢ are obvious. O

We need the following notation to define traces of a p-resistance form later.

Definition 6.7. Let B be a non-empty subset of X. Define a linear subspace F|g of F
by.7:|B:{u|B|u€.7:}.

The following proposition is useful to discuss boundary conditions on finite sets.
Proposition 6.8. For any subset B of X with 2 < #B < oo, we have F|p = RP.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that 12 € F|p for any z € B by virtue of (RF1),. Let = € B.
For each y € B\ {z}, by (RF1), and (RF2),, there exists u, € F satisfying u,(z) = 1

and u,(y) = 0. Let f =3 py(uf A1) and g = ZyeB\{x}((l — u,)" A'1). Then
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f.g € F by (RF1), and (RF5),. Since f(x) = #B — 1, flp\(a} < #B —2, g(xr) = 0 and
glB\{z} = 1, the function h € F given by

hi=(f— (#B-2)(g" A1) Al
satisfies h|p = 12 and hence 17 € F|3. O

The next definition is introduced to deal with Dirichlet-type boundary conditions.

Definition 6.9. For a non-empty subset B C X, define

FB)={uec Flu(x)=0forany z € X\ B}, B = ﬂ u~*(0).

u€FO(X\B)

For basic properties of B”, see [Kigl12, Chapters 2, 5 and 6]. Here we only recall the
following results, which will be used later.

Proposition 6.10 (|Kigl2, Theorems 2.5 and 6.3]). Let B be a non-empty subset of X.

(a) Cr:={B | B C X,B = B”} satisfies the aziom of closed sets and it defined a
topology on X. Moreover, {x} € Cx for any x € X.

(b) For any B C X and x & B”, there exists u € F such that u € F°(X \ B), u(z) =1
and 0 <u <1.

(c) Assume that (X, Ré/p) is locally compact and that (€, F) is reqular. Then B = B”
for any closed set B of (X, Ré/p).

Proof. The statements (a) and (b) follow from [Kigl2, Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.5]. The
argument showing (R1) = (R2) in the proof of [Kig12, Theorem 6.3] proves (c). O

For B C X and z € B, we define

Ju(z)]”
E(u)

Note that Re(z,{y}) = Re(x,y) for y € X \ {«} by Proposition 6.10-(a).

Re(x,B) = R (x, B) = sup{

u€ FUX\ B),u(r) # O} < 00. (6.4)

6.2 Harmonic functions and traces of p-resistance forms

In this subsection, we consider harmonic functions with respect to p-resistance forms and
traces of p-resistance forms to subsets of the original domains.

The following proposition states that the variational and distributional formulations
of harmonic functions coincide for p-resistance forms.

Proposition 6.11. Let h € F and B C X. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) E(h) =inf{€(u) | u € F,ulp = h|p}.
(2) E(h;p) =0 for any p € FO(X \ B).
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Proof. Let ¢ € F°(X \ B) and set E(t) .= E(h + ty) for t € R. Then E is differentiable
by Proposition 3.5. If £(h) = inf{€(u) | u € F,u|g = h|p}, then E takes its minimum at
t = 0. Hence pE(h;¢) = %E(t)!tzo = 0, which implies £(h; p) = 0 and proves (1) = (2).
Conversely, suppose that E(h;p) = 0 for any ¢ € F(X \ B). Let v € F with
vl = h|p. Then E(h) — E(h;v) = E(h;h —v) = 0. By (3.11) and Young’s inequality,

() = E(hio) < £ IEW!r < Eote(h) + ()
which implies £(h) < £(v). Therefore, £(h) = inf{E(u) | v € F,ulp = h|p} and the
implication (2) = (1) is proved. O

Definition 6.12 (£-harmonic functions). Let B € X. A function h € F is said to be
E-harmonic on X \ B if h satisfies either (and hence both) of (1) and (2) in Proposition
6.11. We set He p == {h € F | h is E-harmonic on X \ B}.

E-harmonic functions with given boundary values uniquely exist, and their energies
under £ define a new p-resistance form on the boundary set, as follows. This new p-
resistance form is called the trace of (£, F) on the boundary set.

Theorem 6.13. Let B C X be non-empty, and define €|g: F|p — [0,00) by
Elp(u) =inf{E(v) |v e F,v|p=u}, ue€ Fl|p. (6.5)

Then (€|p, F|p) is a p-resistance form on B and Re|, = Re|pxp. Moreover, for any
u € F|p there exists a unique h;[u] € F such that h%[u”B = u and E(h5[u]) = E|p(u),
so that h%(F|g) = He.p, and

hGlau + bl ] = ahyu] + blx  for any u € Flp and any a,b € R, (6.6)
Elp(u;v) = E(h[u]; K5 [v])  for any u,v € Flp, :
El(flBiglp) = E(f;9) for any f € Hep and any g € F, (6.8)

where E|p(u;v) =1 L&|p(u+ tv)‘tzo foru,v € Fl|p (recall (3.8)).

1
P
Remark 6.14. The map h§|[ -] does not satisfy either h[u + v] < h§[u] + h§[u] for any
u,v € Flg or h[u+ v] > h§[u] + h§[u] for any u,v € F|p in general, unless p = 2 or
#B < 2.

Proof. We first show the desired existence of h§[u] for any u € F|p. Let us fix y, € B
and let a == inf{é'(v) } v € F with v|g = u} € [0,00). Then there exists {v, }nen such
that v, € F, v,|p = v and E(v,) < a+n~! for any n € N. Note that ”’“T“” € F also
satisfies (”’“TJ””) 5 = u for any k,l € N. In the case p € (1,2], we see that

(2.7) .
E(vp — )P < 2(E(vy) + 5(1}1))1/(p b_ & (vy, + 1)/ @D
<224kt 17T gm0 1/ -
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SN 2<2a)1/(P—1) — op/(p=1) 1/ (p=1) — . (6.9)

kNl—00

Similarly, in the case p € [2,00), we have

(2.9) i
Eor —v) < 2(E@W)YP™V + E()Y P DY — £ (v + v)
< 2((e + FO 4 (ot D) o
sy e o
kAl—o00

Consequently, {v, }ney is a Cauchy sequence in (F/R1yx,EYP). By (RF2),, there exists
h € F such that h(y.) = u(y,) and lim,,_, E(h — v,) = 0. For any y € B, by (RF4),,

|h(y) — uw@)]” = 1h(y) — v )" = [(h = va)(y) — (h — ) (y)]" < Re(y, y.)E(h—vn) — 0,

and hence h|p = w. In particular, h is a minimizer of o. Suppose that g € F also
satisfies g|p = v and £(g) = a. Then a similar estimate to (6.9) or to (6.10) imply that
E(h—g)=0. Since h — g € F°(X \ B) and B # 0, we have h = g = h&[u] by (RF1),.
The property (6.6) immediately follows from (RF1), for (£, F).

Next we prove that (€|, F|p) is a p-resistance form on B. It is clear that £|g(au) =
lal’ €|p(u) for any u € F|p. Let us show the triangle inequality for &|z(-)Y/?, Since
(h5[u] + h5[v])| , = u + v for any u,v € F|p, we see that

El(u+ ) = E(hg[u+ )" < E(WG )" + EREW]) " = Els(w)? + €| 5(v)"7.

By (6.6), we easily see that F|p contains Rlpg. If u € F|p satisfies £|g(u) = 0, then
h%[u] € R1x and hence h%[uHB =u € R1p. Thus (RF1), for (€|g, F|p) holds. To prove
(RF2), for (&|p, FlB), let {u,} C F|p satisty lim,nm—oo €| 5(Un — up) = 0. Then, by the
triangle inequality for £|p(- )P, we easily see that {&£|p(u,)}nen is a Cauchy sequence
in [0,00). By (Cla), for (£,F) and a similar argument to (6.9) (or to (6.10)), we have
limn/\m_mog(h% [u,] — h%[um]) = 0. Hence there exists h € F such that lim, ,., E(h —
h%[un)) = 0 by (RF2), for (€, F). Then €|p(h|p —u,) < E(h—h%[u,]) — 0, which proves
the completeness of (F|z/R1g,&|5(+)"?). The condition (RF3), for F|p is clear from
that of F. The inequality Rg|, < Re¢|pxp (and hence (RF4), for (£]5, F|p)) follows from
the following estimate:

[u(z) —uly)]” _ [hlul(=) — h[ul(y)]”
Elp(u) € (hg[ul)

< Reg(x,y) for any x,y € B, u € F|g.

To show the converse inequality Rg|, > Re|pxp, let 2,y € B and let u € F \ Rly.
Suppose that u(z) # u(y). Then u|p € F|g \ Rlg and E(u) > &|p(u|p) > 0. Therefore,

u(z) —u()” _ |uls(e) — uls(y)

Ew) = Elplulp)

The same estimates is clear if u(x) = u(y), so taking the supremum over v € F\R1 x yields
Re(x,y) < Re,(x,y). Lastly, we prove (RF5), for (€|, F|p). Let ni,ns € N, ¢1 € (0, p],

< RS\B('xay)'
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@ € [p,oo], u = (u1,...,uy) € (Flp)", and suppose that T' = (T4,...,T,,): R™ — R™
satisfies (2.1). Note that Ti(uw) = T, (hG[w], .. ., h[un, ] |B € F|p. Therefore, if g2 < o0,
then

1/Q2

"2 Haz 112 q2/p
(Xk@mmww> s(Xp@w@www@mm)/>
- l: 1/q ni 1a

< (Z 5(h%[uk])ql/p> _ (Z 5|B(uk)q1/p> ]

The case go = oo is similar, so (£|g, F|p) satisfies (GC),,.
We conclude the proof by showing (6.7) and (6.8). By Proposition 3.5, we know that

. Elpluxtv) = &€|pu) d
1{11(1)1 ” = Eﬂg(u—i—tv)

)

t=0

and
i E(hplul & th[]) — £ (hp[u])

t10 +t
For any t > 0, we have
(I fu) — th[0]) — E(H51u]) _ Elut —t0) — Elo(u)
—t - —t
< Elp(u+tv) — E|p(u) < E(h5[u] + thg[v]) — E(h%u])
B t - t ’
and hence we obtain (6.7) by letting ¢ | 0. If f € He p, i.e., h§[f|5] = f, then E(f;g) =

E(f;h%lg)) = Els(flp; glp) since g — h§g|s] € FO(X \ B) for any g € F. This proves
(6.8). 0

= p€ (hiz[ul; hiz[v]).

The next property states a compatibility of the operation taking traces.

Proposition 6.15. Let A, B be subsets of X such that) # A C B. Then (€|p|a, Flpla) =
(€], Fla) and h o hiIB = h§ for any u € Fl|a. In particular, hilB[u} = hi[uHB.
Proof. Clearly, we have F|g|a = F|a. For any u € F|4, we see that
Ela(u) = E(h4[u]) > min{&(v) | v € F such that v|p = hi[uHB}

= 5|B(hfu[u](3)

> min{&|p(w) | w € F|p such that w|, = hi[uHA =u}

— Elslalu) = Els (K57 [u]) = € (15 (11" [u]])

> min{g(v) v € F such that v|4 = (h§ o hi'B)[uHA = u} = &|a(u),

which implies &|4(u) = &|p|a(uw) and € (h4[u]) = E((hG o hi'B)[u]). Since restrictions of
both functions h§[u] and (h% o hiB )[u] to A are u, the uniqueness in Theorem 6.13 implies

ul
halu] = (kG 0 hi'B )[u]. Considering the restriction to B yields hilB [u] = h4[u]] 5 O



Contraction properties and differentiability of p-energy forms 49

The following theorem presents an expression of (£, F) as the “inductive limit” of its
traces {€]v}vcxi<#v<oo to finite subsets, which is a straightforward extension of the
counterpart for resistance forms given in [Kaj, Corollary 2.37]. This expression can be
applied to get a few useful results on convergences of the seminorm £/7.

Theorem 6.16. It holds that

F = {u c R sup Elv(uly) < oo}, (6.11)
VCX;1<#V <o
E(u) = sup Elv(uly) for anyu e F. (6.12)

VEX1<#V <00
Proof. Let us define (&, F,) by

g*(U) = sSup 5|V(U|V)’ u € RX?
VCX;1<#V <o

and F, = {u € RX | & (u) < oo}. Then &'” is clearly a seminorm on F, and {u € F, |
E(u) = 0} = R1y. We first show that, for any V' C X with 1 < #V < oo and any
u€RY,

holu) € Fo and  Ely(u) = min{&.(v) | v € F,vly = u} = E(h{[u]), (6.13)
both of which are obtained by seeing that, for any U C X with 1 < #U < oo,
Elu (M [ul],) < E(AT[u]) = Elv(u).

Indeed, taking the supremum over U, we get &, (h§,[u]) < €]y (u) and hence (6.13) holds.
(The converse Ely(u) < & (hf[u]) is clear from the definition.) We also note that &,
satisfies (Cla), since (€|y, Fly) is a p-resistance form for each Y C X and &y (uly) <
Elv(uly) for any U,V C X with ) 2V C U and u € RY,

The inclusion F C F, and &, < & (on F) easily follow from the following estimate:
Elv(uly) = E(h[ulv]) < E(u) for any u € F and V C X with 1 < #V < cc.

To show F, C F and &€ < &,, let u € Fi, let us choose a subset V,, C X for each n € N
such that 1 < #V,, < oo and €|y, (uly,) > E(u) —n!, and set u, = hf, [u]y,]. Then

6.13 (6.13

)
Eu) —nt < Ely, (uy,) L L) < Euu),

which implies that lim, . E(u,) = lim, oo E(uy) = Ei(u). Using (Cla), for &, and
E (M) > E,(uy), we easily obtain lim, . & (u — u,) = 0 similarly as (6.9) or (6.10).
We next show that {u, }ney is a Cauchy sequence in (F/R1y,EY?). From (Cla), for &£,
limy, 00 E(uy) = limy, o0 Ex(uy,) = E.(u) and

6.13
E(up + ) > E(ME, oy [k + ) lviow]) > 2% oo (ulveony) = 27E. (),
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we can obtain limya;—eo €(ur — ;) = 0 similarly as (6.9) or (6.10). Hence, by (RF1), for
(€, F), there exists v € F such that lim, o, E(v—wu,) =0. By & < & on F, we conclude
that lim, . E(v — u,) = 0, which together with the triangle inequality for ENP and
lim,, o E(u — u,) = 0 implies that £,(u —v) = 0 and thus u — v € Rlx. In particular,
u=(u—v)+veF and £(u) = lim, o E(u,) = E(u), completing the proof. O

Corollary 6.17. Let u € F and let {u,}nen C F.

(a) Assume that lim, . (un(z) — u,(y)) = u(z) — u(y) for any x,y € X. Then E(u) <
liminf,, . E(uy,).

(b) limy, 0o E(u — uy,) = 0 if and only if limsup,,_,. E(u,) < E(u) and limy, o0 (u,(x) —
un(y)) = u(x) —u(y) for any x,y € X.

Proof. Suppose that u,u, € F, n € N, satisfy lim,, . (u,(z) — u,(y)) = u(z) — u(y) for
any r,y € X. For any € > 0, by Theorem 6.16, there exists V' C X with 1 < #V < oo
such that &|y (u|y) > E(u) — . Then we have

Tim Ely (unlv) = Elv(ulv) > E(u) =,

since RV is a finite-dimensional vector space, &£|y(-)Y? is a seminorm on RY and
lim,, oo max, yev |(un(x) — un(y)) — (u(x) —u(y))| = 0. In particular, there exists Ny €
N (depending on ¢) such that E(u,) > Elv(unly) > E(u) — ¢ for any n > N;
and hence liminf, ,. £(u,) > E(u), proving (a). Next, in addition, we assume that
limsup,, . €(un) < E(u). Then lim, o E(uy) = E(u). Since {*Fin},cy satisfies the

same conditions as {u, }nen, we obtain lim, . €(*E22) = &£(u). Similar to (6.9) or
(6.10), we have from (Cla), for £ that lim,_,. (v —u,) = 0. The converse part of (b) is
clear from (6.3). O

Corollary 6.18. (a) Let {p,}nen € C(R) satisfy lim,, o0 ©n(t) =t and |on(t) — pu(s)| <
|t — s| for anyn € N, s,t € R. Then {¢,(u) }nexy C F and lim, o0 E(u — @n(u)) =0
for any u € F.

(b) Letu € F, {up}neny € F and p € C(R) satisfylim, o, E(u—u,) =0, lim,,_, u,(z) =
u(z) for some x € X, |p(t) —p(s)| < |t —s| for any s,t € R and p(u) = u. Then
{p(un) tnen © F and lim,, o0 E(u — p(u,)) = 0.

Proof. The statement (a) is immediate from Corollary 6.17 and (RF5),, so we show (b).
Since, under the assumptions of (b), for any y € X,
[u(y) — un(y)] < Re(w,9)"7€ (u = un) 7 + |u(z) — un(2)] — 0,

we get lim,, oo ¢(un,(y)) = u(y). By (RF5),, we have p(u,,) € F and limsup,,_, ., E(p(u,)) <
limy,, 00 E(uy,) = E(u), so Corollary 6.17 yields lim,, o E(u — ¢(uy,)) = 0. O

A standard machinery for constructing the “inductive limit” of p-energy forms on p.-
c.f. self-similar structures can be stated as follows. (For details, see [CG()22; Proposition
5.3] and [Kig01, Sections 2.2, 2.3 and 3.3|.)
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Definition 6.19. Let & = {V,},enugoy be a increasing sequence of finite subsets of X
with U, = X, where V. :== [, cnugoy Voo Define (Es, Fs) by

Fes = {u e C(X, RY") | lim €|, (uly,) < oo}, (6.14)
Sg(u) = nh_)IIolo 5|vn (ulyn) c [0, OO), u € Fs. (615)

(Note that {&]y, (u]v,) }nenufoy is non-decreasing since V,, C Vy,11.)
Proposition 6.20. Let S = {V,}nenugoy be a increasing sequence of finite subsets of X
with V. = X. Then (&s,Fs) = (€, F). Moreover,

lim &(u—hf, [uly,]) =0 foranyu e F, and (6.16)

n—00

E(uyv) = lim &y, (u

vaiVlv,)  for anyu,v € F. (6.17)

Proof. By Theorem 6.16, £ < £ and F C Fg are clear. To show the converse, let
u € Fs, set u, = h, (uly,) € F and fix o € Vy. We can assume that u(zg) = 0
by considering u — u(zg) instead of u. A similar estimate to (6.9) or (6.10) for £ and
(RF2), together imply that lim,,_,o £(v — u,,) = 0 for some v € F with v(zy) = 0. Since
lv(z) — u(z)|” < Re(x,20)E(u — uy,) for any x € V, and any n € N with z € V, by
(6.3), we have v|y, = uly,. By V.X = X and u,v € C(X, Ré/p) (see (6.3)), we conclude
that v = v € F and thus F = Fg, E(u) = Es(u) and lim, oo E(u — u,) = 0, ie.,
(€s,Fs) = (€, F) and (6.16) hold. The convergence in (6.17) is immediate from (6.16),
(3.11) and (3.12). 0

6.3 Weak comparison principles

In this subsection, we show some weak comparison principles in this context. The first
one is an application of the strong subadditivity.

Proposition 6.21 (Weak comparison principle I). Let B be a non-empty subset of X.
Then, for any u,v € F|p satisfying u(y) < v(y) for any y € B, it holds that

hGu)(x) < hs[](z)  for any x € X. (6.18)
In particular,

iréfu < h§[u)(x) < supu  for any x € X. (6.19)
B

Proof. Let f = h%[u] and g :== h%[v]. We will prove f Ag = f, which immediately implies
(6.18). Since (f Ag)|p =w and (f V g)|p = v, we have

E(f)<&(fng) and E(g) <E(fVg)

By the strong subadditivity in (2.5), we obtain E(f A g) = £(f) (and E(f V g) = £(g)),
which together with the uniqueness in Theorem 6.13, we have f A g = f. O
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We can extend the weak comparison principle above to arbitrary open subsets (see
Proposition 6.25 below) if (£, F) is regular and strongly local. This version of weak
comparison principle will be used to prove the strong comparison principle on p.-c.f. self-
similar structures in a forthcoming paper [KS.b]. We begin with some preparations.

Definition 6.22. Let U be a non-empty open subset of (X, Ré/ ).
(1) Define

Froce(U) = {f eRY (6.20)

fly = f#1y for some f# € F for each
relatively compact open subset V of U |
(2) Assume that (€, F) is strongly local. Let V' C U be an open subset. A function

h € Foe(U) is said to be E-harmonic on V if E(h#; ) = 0 for any ¢ € FO(V) with

supp|p] compact (with respect to the metric topology of Ré/p), where h# € F satisfies
h]lsupp[ap] = h#]lsupp[cp}-

Remark 6.23. By the strong locality of (£, F), the value £(h¥;¢) is independent of a
particular choice of h#.

We need the following proposition to achieve the desired weak comparison principle.

Proposition 6.24. Assume that (X, R}g/p) is locally compact and that (€, F) is reqular

and strongly local. Let U be a non-empty open subset of (X, Ré/p) and let uw € F satisfy
u(z) =0 for any x € OU = U\ U. Then uly € F.

Proof. Define ¢, € C(R) by ¢, (t) ==t — (£) vV (t A1) and set A, := U Nsupp[pn(u)] for
each n € N. Since u|gy = 0, A, = 7 n supp[en(u)] and thus A, is a compact subset
of U. By Proposition 6.6, there exists v, € F such that 1,4, < v, < 1y. Then we easily
obtain ¢, (u)1y = ¢, (u)v,, hence by Corollary 6.18-(a) and Proposition 2.2-(d) we have
on(u)ly € F. By the strong locality and Corollary 6.18-(a), {¢,(u)1y }nen is a Cauchy
sequence in (F/Rly,EYP). Thus, by (RF2), and (6.3), {¢,(u)1y }uen converges in norm
in (F/Rlyx,EYP) to its pointwise limit w1y, whence uly € F. O

Now we can state the desired version of the weak comparison principle.

Proposition 6.25 (Weak comparison principle II). Assume that (X, Ré/ P) is locally com-
pact and that (£, F) is reqular and strongly local. Let U be non-empty open subset of

(X, Ré/p) such that U s compact. If u,v € C’(UX, Ré/p) N Floc(U) are E-harmonic on U
and u(x) < v(x) for any v € OU, then u(x) < v(x) for any x € T~

Proof. Let V' C U be subsets of X such that I C U, U is non-empty open and T~
is compact. Let u”,v” € F satisfy uly = u”1y and vly = v#1y. Define f =
u? — (u* —v#) Ly, g = v¥ + (u¥ —v#)T1x\y. Then f,g € F by u*(z) < v#(z)*
for any € OV, Propositions 2.2-(b) and 6.24. We also have f,g € He x\v by the
strong locality. Since f(z) = (u# A v#)(z) < (u# Vo#)(z) = g(z) for any z € X \ V,
Proposition 6.21 implies that u(z) = v#(z) = f(z) < g(x) = v¥(z) = v(z) for any

x € V. We can extend this estimate to any x € U since V is arbitrary, U is compact

—X
and u,v € C(U",RY"). O
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6.4 Holder regularity of harmonic functions

In this subsection, we present a sharp Holder estimate on £-harmonic functions and prove
that Ry P~ is a metric on X.

The following lemma is a kind of ‘monotonicity on values of p-Laplacian’. This lemma
will also play important roles in the subsequent works [KS.b, KS.c|.

Lemma 6.26. Let uy,us,v € F satisfy ((ug — uy) Av)(x) = 0 for any v € X. Then
E(ur;v) > E(ug;v).

Proof. Let t > 0. Define f,g € F by f = u; + tv and g = us. Then we easily see that
fVg=us+tvand fAg=uy. By (2.5), we have E(us +1tv) 4+ E(u1) < E(ur +tv) + E(uq),
which implies that

E(ug + tv) — E(ug) < E(uy +tv) — E(uy)
t - t '
Letting t | 0, we get £(ug;v) < E(uqg;v). O

The next theorem gives a sharp Holder continuity of £-harmonic functions.

Theorem 6.27. Let B be a non-empty subset of X. Then for any x € X \ BZ and any
y € X\ {z},
Re(z,y)"/@~Y

& BU{z
Wy 1 W (y) < Re(z, B)V@-D" (6.21)

Moreover, for any h € He g with supg |h| < oo, any x € X \ B” and any y € X,

Re(w,y)"/®~V

S NEW I

ogc[h]. (6.22)

Proof. To show (6.21), on one hand, we see that

—&|pugay(Ip: 1) = E|pufay(1; Lpugay) — €l Bugey(1s; 1s)
= &|puy(1p; 1) = Re(x, B)™. (6.23)

On the other hand,

= _€|Bu{x,y} (h%U{x} []lB] ’BU{w,y}; ]lx)
> _€|BU{m,y} <(h%U{x} []lB] (y) ’ hfx,y} []ly]) ‘Bu{x,y}’ ]lx> (by Lemma 626)

= 50 [Le] (1) €l utany (h‘fx,y} L] gy ]1x)
= h%u{x}[]lB](y)p_ch‘f(x? ). (6.24)

Here, we used 1y, — h‘ijy} 1,] = hfx,y} [1.] (see Remark 6.14) in the last equality. We
obtain (6.21) by combining (6.23) and (6.24).
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Next we prove (6.22). Let x € X \ BY, y € X and h € Hg g with supg|h| < co. We
can assume that x # y. Then we see that

h—h(w) < Mgy | (0 = 0(2))*| 50| (b Propositions 6.21 and 6.15)
< hBU{m} [osc[h] . ]lgu{x}] (by Proposition 6.21 and (h — h(z))"(z) = 0)
- ogc[h] hBU{z} [ Bu{m}] .

Similarly, we have
h=h(w) = g | (0= b)) || = = oselh] - By [157]
Hence, by combining with (6.21), we get (6.22). O

Using Theorem 6.27, we can show the triangle inequality for Ré/ -1),

Corollary 6.28. RY"™V: X x X — [0,00) is a metric on X.

Definition 6.29 (p-Resistance metric). We define ./ép’g = R(lg/(p_l). We call Epf the
p-resistance metric of (€, F).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove Rg(x, 2)Y/®~Y < Re(x, )Y P~V 4 Re(y, 2)V/®V for any x, 1, z €
X with #{x,y, 2} = 3. By (6.21) with B = {z}, we have h{x 3 []19{633’2}} (y) < Re(z,y)!/ @71

— Rg(x7z)1/(73*1>
By exchanging the roles of x and z, we get h{m 3 []lix’z}} (y) < Re(yz)!/*71)

= Re(z,2)/- 1)
hi: 2} []l{x z}} + h{x 2} [1ix’z}] , we have

Since 1x =

Re(z,y)V®D  Re(y, )Y/
T Rg(l‘, Z)U(P‘U’

1< Rg(x7z)1/(p—1)

which proves the desired triangle inequality for Ré/ P=1), O]

Example 6.30. Let p € (1,00) and (£, F) be a p-resistance form on the unit open interval
(0,1) given by

F=W"(0,1) and &(u / (Vul? da.

(Recall Example 6.3-(1).) For any z,y € (0,1) with 0 < x < y < 1, we easily see that
u € Wh(0,1) defined by u(t) = (y — x) *(t — )L}y (t), t € (0,1), is E-harmonic on
(0,1) \ {z,y}. Therefore we have Re¢(x,y) = (y — x)P~! and the p-resistance metric ]?lng
coincides with the Euclidean metric on (0,1). This example also show that exponent
1/(p — 1) is sharp, that is, RZ is not a metric for &« > 1/(p — 1) in general.
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7 Self-similar p-resistance forms on self-similar sets

In this section, we investigate p-resistance forms by focusing on the self-similar case as
in Section 5. Throughout this section, we fix p € (1,00) and a self-similar structure
L= (K,S {F}ics) with § > 2.

We first introduce the notion of self-similar p-resistance form.

Definition 7.1 (Self-similar p-resistance form). Let p = (p;)ics € (0,00) and let (£, F)
be a p-resistance form on K. We say that (€, F) is a self-similar p-resistance form on L

with weight p if and only if F C C(K) and (&, F) satisfies (5.5) and (5.6).

In the rest of this section, we also fix a self-similar p-resistance form (£, F) on £ with
weight p = (p)ies € (0,00).
The following properties of the p-resistance metric are elemental.

Proposition 7.2. (1) For any =,y € K,

Re(Fy(x), Fu(y)) < py,' Re(@,y) (7.1)

(2) Ifmingeg p; > 1, then ﬁp,g s compatible with the original topology of K. In particular,
V, is dense in (K, R,¢).

Proof. (1): Tt is immediate from (5.6). (See [Kig0O1, Lemma 3.3.5] for the case p = 2.)
(2): We can follow the argument in the proof of [Kig01, Theorem 3.3.4] by using (7.1)
and min;eg p; > 1, and conclude that R, ¢ is compatible with the topology of K (see also
[Kig09, Proposition B.2] for a similar statement). Since V*K = K by [Kig0l, Lemma
1.3.11], we complete the proof. O

The next proposition presents a nice sequence of p-resistance forms on {Vn}nENU{O}
called a compatible sequence on L.

Proposition 7.3. Assume that Ep7g is compatible with the original topology of K. Let
n € NU {0} and let A be a partition of ¥. Define Vi a = U,ep Fu(Va). Then for any
u e f‘vn,/\7

Elv,n(w) = pullv,(uo F,). (7.2)
weA
Moreover, for any w € A,
B, (u) o Fy = hE, (w0 F). (73

In particular, for any m € NU{0} and any u € Fly,,,.,

Elvim (1) = Z v, (uo Fy). (7.4)

weEWnm,
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Proof. Note that (7.4) follows from (7.2) by choosing A = W,,. For any u € Fly, ,,
Elv, »(u) =min{&(v) | v € F with vly, , = u}

) min{z puwé(vo Fy)

wEA

v e F with vy, , = u}

> pr min{&(v) | v € F with v|y, =uo F,} = pr5|vn(quw).

weEA weEA

To prove the converse, let v := > ) (F,).(h{, [uo F,]), which satisfies v € F by (5.2),
C(K) =C(K, ﬁp,g), (5.5) and vly, , = u. Then we have (7.2) by seeing that

() <€) DY putwo F) = S pu(h, [uo Fu)) = 3 pullv, (wo By).

weA wEA weEA

Next we prove (7.3). We have S(hf/n,[\ [u] o F,) > E(hS, [uo F,]) for any w € A. Since

€|Vn,A (u) = g(ht‘g/n,/\ [UD = Z Puw€ (h(‘g/n,A [u] o Fw)

weA
> Z pwé'(h‘g/n [uo F,]) = Z pullv,(uo Fy) = Ely, ,(u),
weEA weA

we obtain £(hf{, [u] o F,) = &(hf, [uo F,]) for any w € A. The uniqueness in Theorem
6.13 implies h§, [u] o F,, = A, [uo F,). O

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Proposition 6.20.

Corollary 7.4. Assume that L = (K,S,{F;}ics) is a p.-c.f. self-similar structure and
that R, ¢ is compatible with the original topology of K. Then

F= {u e O(K) ‘ lim ]y, (ulv,) < oo}. (7.5)
E(u;v) = lim &

v, (uly,;vly,)  for any u,v € F. (7.6)

We easily obtain the following characterization of £-harmonic functions on K \ V.

Proposition 7.5. Assume that ﬁp@ is compatible with the original topology of K. Let

n € NU{0}. Then for each h € C(K, ép,(g), the following two conditions are equivalent
to each other:

(1) h € 7{&y%.
(2) hoF, € Hey, for any w € W,.

If in addition L = (K, S,{F;}ics) is a p.-c.f. self-similar structure, then (1) (or (2)) is
also equivalent to the following condition:
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(3) For any m € N with m > n and any x € V,, \ V,,,

S el (h o Fylve; ]1?;1(@) —0. (7.7)

WEW; £EFy (Vo)

Proof. To see (1) = (2), let us fix w € W, and let ¢ € F°(K \ V). Then (F,).p € F by
(5.5) and (Fy,).p € FU(K \ V,,) by (5.2). By (5.6), we have

which implies h o F}, € Hey,. The converse implication (2) = (1) is obvious from (5.6).

Next we prove the equivalence of (1) and (3) for a p.-c.f. self-similar structure L.
We first show (1) = (3). For any m > n and any ¢ € F°(K \ V,), we note that
s [g0|vm”vn = 0. Then, for any h € H¢y,, we have from (7.4) that

0 = &lv,, (hlv,.; lv,,) = Z Pullve (ho Fulvy; w0 Fuly,)  for any ¢ € FO(K \ V).

weEWnm,

By choosing ¢ € FO(K \ V,,) so that ¢|y,, = 1Y for z € V,, \ V,, we obtain (3). We
next suppoes that h € C(K) satisfies (7.7) and fix ¢ € F°(K \ ;) in order to show the
converse implication (3) = (1). For m > n, we see from (7.4), ¢|y, = 0 and (7.7) that

gle(h‘Vm;Qp|Vm>: Z pw8|Vo<hon’Vo;90on|Vo)

wEWm
= > ) e(Fu®)pullvy (ho Fulv; 1,°)
weWnm yeVo
= 3 el Y et (hon|VO;IL¥i’;1(m)) —0.
€V \Vn WEWm;2€Fyy (Vo)
By letting m — oo, we obtain £(h; ) = 0 and hence h € He y, . O

Thanks to the self-similarity, we can get the following localized version of the weak
comparison principle (Proposition 6.21).

Proposition 7.6 (A localized weak comparison principle). Assume that ﬁp’g 18 compatible
with the original topology of K. Let n € NU{0}, w € W, and let u,v € Hey, satisfy
u(z) <wv(x) for any x € F,(Vo). Then u(z) < v(zx) for any x € K,,.

Proof. This is immediate from a combination of Proposition 6.21 and the implication from
(1) to (2) in Proposition 7.5. O

Next we will show a new monotonicity on the equal weight of the p-resistance form on
a p.-c.f. self-similar structure in p. We need the following basic result, which is immediate
from (5.2) and Proposition 2.9-(a).
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Proposition 7.7. Let k € N U {0} and let E be a p-resistance form on Vj. Define
S,(E): RVs+1 — [0, 00) by

SyE)u) =" piE(uoF), ueR™, (7.8)
€S8
Then S,(E) is a p-resistance form on Viyq.

The following theorem states the desired monotonicity. (See also Theorem 8.29 for a
similar result in another framework including Sierpinski carpets.)

Theorem 7.8. Let p,q € (1,00) with p < q and let ps € (1,00) for each s € {p,q}.
Assume that K is connected, that L is a p.-c.f. self-similar structure and that (Es, Fs) is
a self-similar s-resistance form on L with weight (ps)ics for each s € {p,q}. Then

p}lo/(pfl) < pé/(qfl)' (7.9)

Proof. We start by some preparations on discrete energies. Let s € {p,q}. For any
s-resistance form E; on Vp and n € N, we define S, ,(Es): R — [0, 00) by

Spon(Es)(u) = py Z E,(uoF,), ucR"™.
veEW,

Note that S} | = S, » and that S, ,(E) is also a s-resistance form on V,, by Proposition
7.7. We also define a s-resistance form E;,, on V,, by

Bolw) =02 3 S Ju(Bu(2) —u(E), ue R

veWn, {z,y}ely

Then we easily see that S, ,(Eso) = Es,. Since both Eg (- )1/ and |y, (-)/* are norms
on the finite-dimensional vector space RY? /R1y;, there exists a constant Cy > 1 depending
only on s and #V} such that

C7 B o(u) < Elw(u) < CyEyo(u)  for any u € R, (7.10)
Since S, 1 (Eslvy) = Eslv, by (7.4), we have from (7.10) that
C B (u) < &y, (u) < CyE,,(u) for any n € NU{0} and any v € R, (7.11)

Now we move to the proof of (7.9). Let us fix zg,yo € Vo with zg # yo and set B =
{x0,y0}. Then it is easy to find w € W, so that BN K,, =0 and h,,, = h, o F,, € Rl,
where h, = h“{;ﬁ [1,,]. (If hyoF, € Rlg for any w € W, with BN K,, = 0, then we
can easily obtain a contradiction by using (6.3) and [Kig0O1, Theorem 1.6.2], where the
connectedness of K is used.) Since ¢ = inf,ex, Re, (7, B) > 0 and 0 < h, < 1 by (6.19),
for any n € N,

gqun (h’pﬂﬂ‘vn)
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(7.11)
< CqEq,n (hp,wlvn)

Copy D D I(Fun(@) = hy(Fun @) - 1 (Fo(@)) = hpu(Fo() I
veEWn {z,y}€Ey

9—p

(6<22 Capy Z Z < =y (y))>p_ NPy (Fu(@)) = iy (Fu(y))[°

weWp {z,y}€Ey (%), )

(7.1)
< (C’ o~ (a=p)/(=1) SU[;(Rg (z, y)(q p)/(p— 1)) (,0 p—(q /(= 1)) E,n(hpwlv,)
x,yc

(7.11)
< (Opcqc—<q—P>/<P—1> sup Rgp@?y)(q—p)/(p—l))(p pr @O0 e (). (7.12)
z,ye K

Since both &,(hy.) and &;(h,.) are not equal to 0, we conclude that p,p, Sla=D/e=1) 5
by letting n — oo in (7.12). This proves the desired monotonicity (7.9). O

8 Constructions of p-energy forms satisfying general-
ized p-contraction property

We have established fundamental results on p-energy forms satisfying the generalized p-
contraction property (GC),, especially p-Clarkson’s inequality (Cla),. In this section, we
would like to describe how to get a good p-energy form satisfying these properties in a few
settings inspired by [Kig23| and [CGQ)22]. (See also [{S.a] for another approach toward
such a construction.)

8.1 Construction of p-energy forms on p-conductively homoge-
neous compact metric spaces

In this subsection, we verify that p-energy forms on p-conductively homogeneous compact
metric spaces constructed in [Kig23| satisfy (GC),. We mainly follow the notation and
terminology of [Kig23] in this and the next subsections. We refer to [Kig23, Chapter 2|
and [Kig20, Chapters 2 and 3] for further details.

Throughout this subsection, we fix a locally finite, non-directed infinite tree (7', Et)
in the usual sense (see [Kig23, Definition 2.1] for example), and fix a root ¢ € T of T.
(Here T is the set of vertices and Er is the set of edges.) For any w € T'\ {¢}, we use
¢w to denote the unique simple path in 7' from ¢ to w.

Definition 8.1 ([Kig23, Definition 2.2|). (1) For w € T, define 7: T'— T by

{wn_l if w # ¢ and ¢w = (wy, ..., w,),
m(w) = .
[0) if w=¢.
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Set S(w) = {v € T | n(v) = w} \ {w}. Moreover, for k& € N, we define S*(w)
inductively as
Sk—H U Sk
veS(w)

For A C T, define S*(A) := U, cs S*(A).

(2) For w € T and n € NU {0}, define |w| := min{n > 0 | 7"(w) = ¢} and T,, = {w €
T ||w|=n}.

(3) Define ¥ = {(wn)n>0 | wn € T, and w,, = m(wpy1) for all n e NU{0}}. For w =
(Wn)n>0 € X, we write [w], for w, € T,,. For w € T, define £, == {(wp)n>0 € X |
Wiy = w}. For A CT, define ¥4 = {J,c s Lo

wEA

Let us recall the definition of a partition parametrized by a rooted tree (see [Kig20,
Definition 2.2.1] and [Sas23, Lemma 3.6]).

Definition 8.2 (Partition parametrized by a tree). Let K be a compact metrizable topo-
logical space without isolated points. A family of non-empty compact subsets { K, bwer
of K is called a partition of K parametrized by the rooted tree (T, Er, ¢) if and only if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(P1) Ky = K and for any w € T, #K,, > 2 and K,, = Uves(w) K,.
(P2) For any w € X, 1,50 K, 1s a single point.

In the rest of this subsection, we fix a compact metrizable topological space without
isolated points K, a locally finite rooted tree (T, Er, ¢) satisfying #{v € T | {v,w} €
Er} > 2 for any w € T, a partition {K, },er parametrized by (T, Er, ¢), a metric d on
K with diam(K,d) = 1, and a Borel probability measure m on K. Now we introduce a
graph approximation {(75,, E}) }nenugoy of K (see [Kig23, Proposition 2.8 and Definition
2.5-(3)]).

Definition 8.3. For n € NU {0} and A C T,,, define
E: = {{v,w} ‘ v,w e T,,v #w, K, N K, 7&@},

and E%(A) = {{v,w} € E; | v,w € A}. Let d, be the graph distance of (T}, E};). For
M e NU{0} and w € T,,, define

Fy(w) ={veT,|d,(v,w) <M} and Upy(z;n) = U U K

wETn;x€ Ky 'UEFM

To state geometric assumptions in [Kig23|, we need the following definition (see [Kig20,
Definitions 2.2.1 and 3.1.15].)

Definition 8.4. (1) The partition {K, }wer is said to be minimal if and only if K, \
Uveﬂwl\{w} # () for any w € T,

(2) The partition {K, wer is said to be uniformly finite if and only if sup,,.p #I'1(w) <
00.
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We also recall the following standard notion on metric measure spaces (see, e.g., [Hei,
Kig20, MT] for further background).

Definition 8.5. (1) The measure m is said to be volume doubling with respect to the
metric d if and only if there exists Cp € (0, 00) such that

m(Ba(x,2r)) < Cpm(Bqa(x,r)) for any (x,r) € K x (0, 00). (8.1)

The constant Cp is called the doubling constant of m.

(2) Let @ € (0,00). The measure m is said to be Q-Ahlfors regular with respect to the
metric d if and only if there exists Cag € [1,00) such that

Conr® <m(By(z,7)) < Carr®  for any (z,7) € K x (0,diam(K, d)). (8.2)

The measure m is simply said to be Ahlfors reqular (with respect to d) if there exists
@ € (0,00) such that m is @Q-Ahlfors regular. Also, the metric d is said to be Q-
Ahlfors regular if there exists a Borel measure p on K which is Q-Ahlfors regular
with respect to d.

(3) A metric p on K is said to be quasisymmetric to d, p o d for short, if and only if

there exists a homeomorphism 7: [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that

p(x,b) d(x,b)
pwa) " (d(w)

) for any x,a,b € K with x # a.

(4) The Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of (K, d) is the value dimarc (K, d) defined
as

dimARc(K, d) = inf {Q >0

there exists a metric p on K such that
p 5 d and p is @-Ahlfors regular

If m is Ahlfors regular, then it is clearly volume doubling. It is well known that the
existence of a )-Ahlfors regular m on (K,d) implies that the Hausdorff dimension of
(K,d) is Q.

Now we recall basic geometric conditions in [Kig23|. The conditions (1), (2) and (3)
below are important to follow the rest of this paper.

Assumption 8.6 (|[Kig23, Assumption 2.15]). There exist M, € N and r,. € (0, 1) such
that the following conditions (1)-(5) hold.

(1) K, is connected for any w € T, {K,}yer is minimal and uniformly finite, and
inf,,>0 minger,, #S(w) > 2.
(2) There exist ¢; € (0,00), @ € {1,...,5}, such that the following conditions (2A)-(2C)
are true.
(2A) For any w € T,
ol < diam(K,, d) < corl®l. (8.3)
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(2B) For any n € N and z € K,
By(z,csr) C Upy, (1) C By(x, cqr?). (8.4)

(In [Kig20], the metric d is called M,-adapted if the condition (8.4) holds.)
(2C) For any n € N and w € T, there exists x,, € K,, satisfying

Ky 2 By(wy, csrl). (8.5)
(3) There exist m; € N, 71 € (0,1) and v € (0,1) such that
m(Ky) > ym(Krw) forany w e T, (8.6)

and
m(K,) < ymm(K,) forany w €T and v € S™ (w). (8.7)

Furthermore, m is volume doubling with respect to d and

m(K,) = Z m(K,) forany weT. (8.8)
veS(w)

(4) There exists My > M, such that for any w € T, k > 1 and v € S*(w),

there exist | < My and (v, ...,v;) € S*(w)*!
such that (vj_1,v;) € Ef forany j € {1,...,l}["

lv]

Ty, (v) N S*(w) C {v’ € Tjy|

(5) For any w € T, 7(Tyr, 41 (w)) C Ty, (m(w)).
We record a simple consequence of (8.8) in the next proposition.

Proposition 8.7. Assume that the Borel probability measure m satisfies (8.8). Then
m(K, N Ky) =0 for any v,w € T with v # w and |v| = |w|.

Proof. Let n € NU{0} and v, w € T, such that v # w. Enumerate T,, as {z(1), 2(2), ..., 2(l,)}

such that z(1) = v and 2(2) = w, where I, = #T},. Inductively, we define K., by
Ky = Kaq
and

k
K.(j+1) = K.js1) \ <U Kz(i)) :
=1

Then {kz(j)};":l is a disjoint family of Borel sets and Ué.”zl _ffz(j) = K. Therefore,

1= m(K) = im(&@).
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On the other hand,(8.8) implies that

ln

L=m(Ky) => m(K.).

j=1

Therefore, we conclude that m(KZ(j) \ I?Z(j)) =0 for any j € {1,...,1,}. In particular,

0= m(KZ(Q) \ I?Z@)) - m(Kw \ (Ko \ (5, N Kw))) = m(K, N Ky),
which completes the proof. 0

Next we introduce conductance, neighbor disparity constants and the notion of p-
conductive homogeneity in Definitions 8.10, 8.8 and 8.11, following [Kig23, Sections 2.2,
2.3 and 3.3|]. We will state some definitions and statements below for any p € (0, 00) or
p € [1,00), but on each such occasion we will explicitly declare that we let p € (0,00) or
p € [1,00). Our main interest lies in the case p € (1, 00).

Definition 8.8 (|Kig23, Definitions 2.17 and 3.4]). Let p € (0,00), n € NU {0} and
ACT,.

(1) Define £7,: R* — [0,00) by
pall) =" > - f@P, fer.
{uvteE;(A)

We write £)(f) for £} (f).

(2) For Ay, A; C A, define capy (Ao, Ar; A) by
cap (Ao, A1; A) = inf{E,(f) | f € R, fla, =i for i € {0,1}}.
(3) (Conductance constant) For A;, Ay C A and k € NU {0}, define
Epi(Ar, Ag, A) = Cap;‘+k (Sk(A1)7 S*(Ay); Sk(A>)-

For M € N, define Eprp i = sup,,er Epe({w}, Tiw) \ Tar(w), Tiw|)-

Let us recall the notion of covering system, which will be used to define neighbor
disparity constants and the notion of conductive homogeneity.

Definition 8.9 ([Kig23, Definitions 2.26-(3) and 2.29|). Let Ny, Ng € N.

(1) Let n € NU{0} and A C T,,. A collection {G;}¥_, with G; C T,, is called a covering of
(A, EX(A)) with covering numbers (Np, Ng) if and only if A = Ule G, maxgea #{7 |
x € G;} < Nr and for any (u,v) € E’(A), there exists [ < Ng and {w(1),...,w(l +
1)} € A such that w(1) = u, w(l+1) = v and (w(i),w(i+1)) € U?Zl E*(G,) for any
ie{l,...,1}.
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(2) Let 7 C U,enugoy{A | A € T} The collection # is called a covering system with

covering number (Np, Ng) if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) supue s #A < oo.

(ii) Foranyw € T and k € N, there exists a finite subset A4 C _# NTj,)4x such that
A is a covering of (S*(w), Eﬁka(Sk(w))) with covering numbers (Nr, Ng).

(ili) For any G € ¢ and k € NU {0}, if G C T, then there exists a finite subset
N C 7 N T,y such that A is a covering of (S*(G), Ex, . (S*(G))) with
covering numbers (N, Ng).

The collection ¢ is simply said to be a covering system if and only if there exist

(N7, Ng) € N? such that _# is a covering system with covering number (N, Ng).

Definition 8.10 (|Kig23, Definitions 2.26-(1),(2) and 2.29]). Let p € (0,00), n € N and
ACT,.

(1) For k e NU{0} and f: T),1x — R, define P, f: T,, — R by

1m(K) S fwm(K,), weT,.

ZvESk(w) v ’UESk(w)

(Pn,kf) (U)) =

(Note that P, xf depends on the measure m.)
(2) (Neighbor disparity constant) For k& € NU {0}, define

gnA(Pn kf)
opi(A) = sup T
P f: Sk(A)—=R Sp’JSrI’f(A)(f)

(3) Let # CU,50{A| A CT,} be a covering system. Define

UZ{}W =max{o,,(A) |Ae Z,ACT,} and Jp’; = ?I?{ }a;?n.
neNU{0

Definition 8.11 ([Kig23, Definition 3.4|). Let p € [1,00). The compact metric space K
(with a partition { K, },er and a measure m) is said to be p-conductively homogeneous if
and only if there exists a covering system _# such that

sup a;zEM*,p,k < 00. (8.9)
keNU{0}

The next consequence of (8.9) is more important than the original definition of the
p-conductive homogeneity for our purpose.

Theorem 8.12 (A part of [Kig23, Theorem 3.30]). Let p € [1,00) and assume that
Assumption 8.6 holds. If K is p-conductively homogeneous, then there exist ag,a; €
(0,00), 0, € (0,00) and a covering system _# such that for any k € NU {0},

000, " < Entpi < 010y,F and  agoy < o < avoy. (8.10)

In particular, the constant o, is determined by the following limit:

o, = lim (Earpi) " (8.11)

k—o00
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Remark 8.13. The existence of the limit in (8.11) is true without the p-conductive homo-
geneity. Indeed, if (K, d, { K\, }wer) satisfies the conditions Assumption 8.6-(1),(2),(4),(5),
then [Kig23, Theorem 2.23] together with Fekete’s lemma implies the existence of the
limit in (8.11) for any p € (0,00). For convenience, we call o, the p-scaling factor of
<K> d7 {Kw}weT)'

We also recall the “Sobolev space” WP introduced in [Kig23, Lemma 3.13].

Definition 8.14. Let p € [1,00). Assume that Assumption 8.6-(1),(2),(4),(5) hold and
let o, be the constant in (8.11).

(1) For n € NU{0}, define P,: L'(K,m) — R by P,f(w) = f,. fdm, weT,.
(2) Define N,: LP(K, m) — [0, 00] and a linear subspace Wp of LP(K,m) by

neNU{0}

1/p
No(f) = ( sup 0, & (P, f)) , [ € LP(K,m),
Wr i {f € D(K.m) | Ny(f) < oo},

and we equip WP the norm || - [|,,, defined by

1/p
1 lhs = (I Bniaemy + NoLFF) 0 F €WV,

(3) For a linear subspace D of WP, we define

U,(D) = {é": D — [0,00)

&Y7P is a seminorm on D, there exist ag, a; € (0,00)
such that apN,(f) < E(f)VP < N, (f) forany f € D

For simplicity, set U, == U, WNVP).
(4) Forn €e NU {0} and A C T,,, we define g;f,Ai LP(K,m) — [0,00) by
AZZA(f) P pA(P f) f € LP(K’m)
We also set g’;}(f) = é;?Tn(f)

We have the following property on N, tanks to the connectedness of K and Assumption
8.6-(3).

Proposition 8.15. Let p € [1,00). Assume that Assumption 8.6 holds. Then N,(f) =
if and only if there exists ¢ € R such that f(x) = ¢ for m-a.e. x € K.

Proof. 1t is clear that AN,(f) = 0 if f is constant. Suppose that f € LP(K,m) satisfies
N,(f) = 0. Note that (7, E¥) is a connected graph for each n € NU {0} (see [Kig23,
Proposition 2.8]). Therefore, N,(f) = 0 implies that there exists ¢, € R such that
P,f(w) = ¢, for any n € NU{0} and any w € T,,. By (8.8), we have ¢,, = ¢, and hence
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there exists ¢ € R such that ¢, = ¢ for any n € NU {0}. Now we let £y C K denote the
set of Lebesgue points of f, i.e.,

gfi—{l’EK

imf (@) - ()] mide) = o}. (8.12)

40 Bd(l’,’f')

Then, by the volume doubling property of m and the Lebesgue differentiation theorem
(see, e.g., [Hei, Theorem 1.8|), we have £y € B(K) and m(K \ .Zf) = 0. For any x € .Z
and any n € NU {0}, by Proposition 8.7 and Assumption 8.6-(2),(3),

1
S T Lo V@) = F)] i)

<C |f(x) — f(y)| m(dy),

Ba(z,car?)

@)~ = ‘f(fv) - f fdm

L« (T;m)

where we used (8.4) and the volume doubling property of m in the last inequality, and
C € (0,00) is independent of z, f and n. By letting n — oo in the estimate above, we
obtain f(z) = ¢ for any x € %, which completes the proof. ]

As shown in [Shi24, Kig23|, WP is a nice Banach space embedded in C(K) if K is
p-conductively homogeneous and p > dimagrc. In general, we can show the following
theorem.

Theorem 8.16. Let p € [1,00). Assume that (K, d,{Ky}wer,m) satisfies Assumption
8.6 and that K is p-conductively homogeneous. Then WP is a Banach space and WP is
dense in LP(K,m). If p € (1,00), then WP is reflexive and separable. Moreover, if in
addition p > dimarc (K, d), then WP can be identified with a subspace of C(K) and WP
is dense in C(K) with respect to the uniform norm.

Remark 8.17. By [Kig20, Theorem 4.6.9], the condition p > dimarc (K, d) is equivalent
to o, > 1.

Proof. Note that WP is a Banach space by [Kig23, Lemma 3.24| and that W? is dense in
LP(K,m) by [Kig23, Lemma 3.28|.
In the rest of this proof, we assume that p € (1,00). Let us show that WP? is reflexive.

Theorem 8.12 and [Kig23, Lemma 2.27| together imply that there exists a constant C' €
(0,00) such that for any k,l € N, A C T, and f € RS'™),

EXA(Prrf) < CEFL i (f). (8.13)

p,S!

The rest of the proof is very similar to the proof of [MS23+, Theorem 6.17|, so we give
a sketch (see also [Shi24, Theorem 5.9] and the proof of Theorem 8.19-(a) below). Let

~ 1/p
[ — (H Nopam T € ( )) , which can be regarded as the LP-norm on K Ll E*.

Also, we consider £ as a [0, oo]-valued functional on LP(K,m). By [Dal, Theorem 8.5
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and Proposition 11.6], we can assume that the sequence {gg}neN [-converges to some
p-homogeneous functional E,: LP(K,m) — [0,00] as n — oo. Then |- |, I'-converges

to [l = (|- Hip(K’m) + E,) VP asn — oo, and hence (|| - |[|", WP) is a p-energy form on
(K, m) satisfying (Cla),. By using (8.13) and noting that limy_,., P, fi(w) = P, f(w) for
any n € NU{0}, any w € T,, and any f, fr € LP(K,m) with limy_, || f — kaLp(K,m) =0,
we can show that || - || is a norm on WP that is equivalent to || - [|,,,,. Thus, WP is reflexive
by Proposition 3.4 and the Milman—Pettis theorem. The separability of WP immediately
follows from [AHIM23, Proposition 4.1] since LP(K,m) is separable and the inclusion map
of WP into LP(K,m) is a continuous linear injection.

In the case p > dimagrc(K,d), WP can be identified with a subspace of C'(K) and is
dense in (C(K), || - [l4,,) by [Kig23, Lemmas 3.15, 3.16 and 3.19]. O

Let us introduce an important value, p-walk dimension, which will be a main topic in
Section 9.

Definition 8.18 (p-Walk dimension). Let p € (0,00). Assume that (K, d, {Ky }wer)
satisfies Assumption 8.6-(1),(2),(4),(5). Let r. € (0,1) be the constant in (8.4), let o, be
the p-scaling factor of (K, d,{Ky}wer) (see (8.11) and Remark 8.13). We define 7, € R
by

log oy,
= . 8.14
> logr;* ( )
If in addition m is Ahlfors regular with respect to d, then we define dy , € R by
dywp = di + Tp. (8.15)

We call dy, ,, the p-walk dimension of (K, d,{Ky}wer)-

Now we prove the main result in this subsection, which is an improvement of [Kig23,
Theorem 3.21].

Theorem 8.19. Let p € (1,00). Assume that (K,d,{Ky}wer,m) satisfies Assumption

-~

8.6 and that K is p-conductively homogeneous. Then there exist £,: WP — [0,00) and
c € (0,00) such that the following hold:

(a) (é\'p)l/p is a seminorm on WP and
No(F) S E)T S N(f) for amy | € WP, (8.16)

(b) (g'p,Wp) is a p-energy form on (K, m) satisfying (GC),.

(¢) (Invariance) Let T: (K, B(K),m) — (K, B(K),m) be Borel measurable and preserve
m, i.e., T-YA) € B(K) and m(T~1(A)) = m(A) for any A € B(K). Then foT €
WP and gp(foT) = gp(f) for any f € WP.

(d) If in addition p > dimagrc (K, d), then (é\p, WP) is a regular p-resistance form on K
and there exist C' € [1,00) such that

Cld(x,y)» < Rg (x,y) < Cd(z,y)™  for any x,y € K. (8.17)
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Proof. The most part of the proof will be very similar to that in [Kig23, Theorem 3.21|,
but we present the details because we do not assume p > dimagrc(K, d) unlike [Kig23,
Theorem 3.21]. Let 5 be a subsequential I'-limit of {Sn}n with respect to the topology of
LP(K,m) as in the proof of [Kig23, Theorem 3.21|, i.e., there exists a subsequence {5; b
[-converging to cSA'p with respect to LP(K,m) as n’ — oo. (Note that such a subsequential
[-limit exists by [Dal, Theorem 8.5].)

(a): éA'p is p-homogeneous by [Dal, Proposition 11.6]. The triangle inequality for
g'p( )Y/ will be included in the proof of (b), so we shall prove (8.16). From the defi-
nition of the I-convergence, it is immediate that &,(f) < liminf, . ;L( ) < N, (f)P.
Let us show the former inequality in (8.16). Let f € WP and let {f/}, be a recovery

sequence of {En}n/ at f, ie., limy oo || f = furll o my) = 0 and & H(f) = Lm0 5" (for)-
Since lim,; oo Pkfn (w) = Pkf( ) for any k € N and any w € Ty, by (8.13),

EX(f) = lim EX(f) < C lim EV(fu) = CE,(f),

n/—o0 n'/—o00

where C' € (0, 00) is the constant in (8.13). We obtain the desired estimate by taking the
supremum over k£ € NU {0}.

(b): Let us fix ny,ne € N, ¢1 € (0,p], g2 € [p,o0] and T' = (T1,...,T,,): R™ — R™
satisfying (2.1). Define Q,,: L'(K,m) — L*(K,m) by

fi= Z P.f(w)lg, for f € L'(K,m). (8.18)

weTy

Note that [|Q,]] Lo(Km)—Lo(Km) < 1 by (8.8) and Hélder’s inequality. Let us show
1f = Qnflliozmy = 0 asn — oo for any f € LP(K,m). Define the Hardy-Littlewood

maximal operator .# : LP(K, m) — L°(K,m) by

A f(z) = sup ]i ), e K

r>0

Since m is volume doubling with respect to d by Assumption 8.6-(3), [HKST, Theo-
rem 3.5.6] implies that there exists a constant C' € (0,00) such that [.Z f| .k, <

C Wl o my for any f € LP(K,m). We also easily see that for any f € LP(K,m) and
any r € K,

B 2¢or™
Qi< Y Pfws Y ™ WE(K)”]@ L

wWETn;xEKy wWETn;xEKy,

By(x,2cor?
< Z m( d(xu CQTZ))%JC<$> < Cp%f(ﬂf),

WETy ;€K m(Bd (ZEw, CoTs ))
where z,, € K, and ¢y, ¢5 are the same as in Assumption 8.6-(2) and we used the volume
doubling property in the last inequality, and C; € (0,00) is a constant depending only
on sup,,cr #I'1(w), ¢, c5 and the doubling constant of m. Let f € LP(K,m) and let
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Zr C K denote the set of Lebesgue points of f (recall (8.12)). Then £y € B(K) and
m(K \ Z5) = 0 by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem for a volume doubling metric
measure space (see, e.g., [Hei, Theorem 1.8]). Since

@) - Quf@l < 3 f )| m(dy)

wWETn;xEKy
<c ][ (@) — F(y)| m(dy),
Bg(z,2cor?)

we have |f(z) — Q,f(z)| = 0 as n — oo for any x € Z;. Now the dominated convergence
theorem implies || f — anHLp(K,m) — 0.

Let u = (uq, ..., U, ) € (WP)™ and choose a recovery sequence {ug , }ns of {g'l’}/}n/ at
uy, for each k € {1,...,n;}. For brevity, we write @,y = (1, ..., Un, ») and

Py, (v) = (Pn/um/ (V) ..., Pyt (v)) eR™, wveT,,
Qn’un’<v) = (Qn’ul,n’(v)a st 7Qn’un1,n’ (U)) S Rnlv v e Ty

Note that ||t — Quttkm | 1o,y — 0 as n’ — oo by the fact proved in the previous
paragraph. Similar to an argument in [Kig23, p. 46|, by using HQHHLP(K,mHU,(K’m) <1
and the estimate (2.19), we have

[Ti(w) = T Quwn )| 1oy —— 0 forany l€{l,... ,no}. (8.19)

n'—
Also, we note that
Py (T(Quun)) = Ti(Pyuy) € R™  for any 1 € {1,...,ns}. (8.20)

With these preparations, we prove (GC), for (EA'p,Wp). We suppose that ¢, < oo since
the case ¢a = 0o is similar. By (8.19) and (8.20), we see that

Zc‘?p(ﬂ(u wfp < thmf&’ (Tl(Qn/un))qQ/p
=1

TL‘)OO
q2/p
(3.20) o o
L lipint 3|53 TPt ()~ TPy )
meee 4 (vw)EE?,
/ q2/p
(2.17) o oh
< Eﬁlﬁf TP Z | T (Poy (v)) —T(P, ’Un())Hm
(va)EE:L/
/ q2/p
21 g;}
< lgn—g})f > Z | Prw(v) — Pow(v) ||,
(’u,w)EE:L,
/ p/ai\ /P
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n'—o00

(*) " Un, A
< lim inf Z[TP Z |Pn/uk,n,(v)—Pn/Uk,n/(w)|p]

k=1 (v,w)EE?,
P 92 P 92
ni ~, q1 P ni R q1 P
< lim sup £ (g, )2/? < Ey(uy,) /P . (8.21)

where we used the triangle inequality for the ¢”/%-norm on E’ in (). Hence (E'p, WP)

satisfies (GC),.
(c): This is clear from P,f = P,(foT) € R for any n € NU {0}, f € LP(K,m).
(d): In the case p > dimarc(K, d), a combination of (b), [Kig23, Lemmas 3.13, 3.16,

-~

3.19 and Theorem 3.21] and Theorem 8.16 implies that (&,,WP) is a regular p-resistance
form on K. Then the estimate (8.17) is exactly the same as [Kig23, (3.21) in Lemma
3.34], so we complete the proof. ]
Remark 8.20. The construction of 5pF in [MS23+, Theorem 6.22| is very similar to that

of g'p in the proof above although the setting and assumption on a ‘partition’ in [MS23 |
is slightly different from ours. Thanks to Proposition 8.7, the operators M,, and J,, defined
in [MS23+, (6.8) and (6.9)] correspond to P, and @Q,, respectively. In particular, (8.19)
and (8.20) for M, and J, are also true. Hence we can easily see that the p-energy form
(&), Fp) in [MS23+, Theorem 6.22] also satisfies (GC),,.

8.2 Construction of self-similar p-energy forms on p-conductively
homogeneous self-similar structures

In this subsection, we construct a self-similar p-resistance form on self-similar structures
under suitable assumptions. Our main result in this subsection. Theorem 8.27, implies
that self-similar p-energy forms constructed in [Kig23, Theorem 4.6] satisty (GC),.

We start with some preparations before constructing self-similar p-resistance forms.
In the next definition, we introduce a good partition parametrized by a rooted tree.

Definition 8.21 (|Kig23, Definition 4.2]). Let £ = (K, S, {F} }ics) be a self-similar struc-
ture, let 7 € (0,1) and let (j5)ses € N°. Define

j(w) = iji and g(w) = @ for w=w,...w, € W,.
i=1
Define 7(wy « - - wy,) = wq -+ - w,_1 for w =wy ... w, € W, and
A= A{w =wy - w, € W, | g(T(w)) > r* > g(w)}.

Set T,ST) ={(k,w) |we A%}, T") = Urenugoy T,gr) and define ¢: T — W, as o(k,w) =
w. Moreover, define E,qy C T % T by

Erw = {((k,v), (k+1,w)) € T,gr) X Tk(:)l ke NU{0},v =worv= %(w)}.
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In the rest of this subsection, we presume the following assumption on the geometry
of our self-similar structure.

Assumption 8.22. Let £ = (K, S,{F,};cs) be a self-similar structure such that #S > 2.
There exist r, € (0,1) and a metric d giving the original topology of K with diam (K, d) =
1 such that (K, d,{Ky}yereo,m) satisfies Assumption 8.6, where m is the self-similar
measure on K with weight (r/*%),cs and dy is the unique number satisfying > ¢ rf% = 1.

Under Assumption 8.22, we have the dg-Ahlfors regularity of m as follows.

Proposition 8.23 (|Kig23, Proposition 4.5]). The value d; coincides with the Hausdorff
dimension of (K,d) and m is d¢-Ahlfors reqular with respect to d.

To obtain a self-similar p-energy form on L, we first discuss the self-similarity for
WE (recall (5.5)). The following lemma can be shown in exactly the same way as [Kig23,
Theorem 4.6-(1)] although the condition p > dimagrc (K, d) is assumed in [Kig23, Theorem
4.6].

Lemma 8.24. For any u € LP(K,m), any k € NU {0} and any n € N U {0} with
n > maxXyew, j(w),

S NPy (uo ) < EX(Pou). (8.22)

weWy,

In particular, if in addition K is p-conductively homogeneous, then u o F,, € WP for any
uw e WP and any w € W,, and hence

WPNC(K) C{ueC(K)|uoF;, € WP for any i € S}. (8.23)

We will obtain a self-similar p-energy form as a fixed point of the following map S,
as in the case p = 2 (see, e.g., [Kig00, KZ92]).

Definition 8.25. Let p € (1,00) and assume that K is p-conductively homogeneous.
Recall that o, denotes the p-scaling factor (see (8.11)). Let D be a linear subspace of WP
and assume that

uo F; € D for any u € D and any i € S. (8.24)

For any n € NU {0} and any E, € U,(D), we define a p-energy form (S,, »(E,),D) on
(K, m) by
Sopn(Ep)(u) = Y ol E,(uoF,) forueD. (8.25)

u}EWn

(Note that the triangle inequality for S, ,.(E,)"/? is easy.) Set S,, =S, 1 for simplicity.
Clearly, Sp,n = S .

We need the converse inclusion of (8.23) and uniform estimates on S, ,(E) for
any/some E € U,(WP N C(K)) to construct a self-similar p-energy form on £. These
conditions are true if K is p-conductively homogeneous and p > dimagc(K,d). (This
result is essentially proved in [Kig23, Proof of Theorem 4.6].)
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Proposition 8.26. Let p € (1,00) and assume that K is p-conductively homogeneous. If
p > dimagrc (K, d), then

WP ={ue C(K)|uoF, e WP for any i € S}, (8.26)
and there exists C' € [1,00) such that for any E € U,, any uw € WP and any n € N,
CTN (W) < S5 n(E)(u) < CN(u)”. (8.27)

Proof. The uniform estimate (8.27) follows from [Kig23, (4.6) and (4.8)]. (In the proof of
[Kig23], the assumption p > dimarc (K, d) is used to obtain [Kig23, (4.8)].) In the rest of
the proof, we prove

WP D {ueC(K)|uoF, e WP for any i € S} = WE.

(The converse inclusion is proved in Lemma 8.24.) We note that the following estimate
in [Kig23, lines 8-9 in p. 61] is true for every u € W¥: there exists a constant C’ € (0, 0o)
such that

é;?(u) < Z ag(w)/\/;(u o Fy)f =C'S,, n(NP)(u) forany n € N, ue Wg.  (8.28)

p
’LUEWn

(We need p > dimagrc (K, d) to obtain (8.28) by following the argument in [Kig23, p. 61].)
Taking the supremum over n € N in the left-hand side of (8.28), we have Wi C WP. [

Now we can prove the desired improvement of [Kig23, Theorem 4.6].

Theorem 8.27. Let p € (1,00). Assume that Assumption 8.22 holds, that K is p-
conductively homogeneous and that the following pre-self-similarity conditions hold:

WPNCO(K)={ue C(K)|uoF, e WP for any i € S}. (8.29)
There exists C' € [1,00) such that (8.27) holds for any w € WP N C(K), n € N. (8.30)

Let 0, be the constant in (8.11) and let (g'p,Wp) be any p-energy form on (K, m) given
in Theorem 8.19. Then there exists {ngtren C N with ng, < ngyq for any k € N such that
the following limit exists in [0, 00) for any u € WP N C(K):

£ (u) = lim — > 85, E) ). (8:31)

Moreover, the following properties hold:

(a) (£, WPNC(K)) is a self-similar p-energy form on (£, m) with weight (0 )ses, and
there exists ag, a1 € (0,00) such that apNy(u)? < E(u) < anN,(u)? for any u €
WPNC(K).

(b) (Generalized p-contraction property) (€,, WP N C(K)) satisfies (GC),.
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(c) (Strong locality; see also Definition 6.22-(1)) Let uy, ug,v € WPNC(K) and ay, a2 €
R. If suppglur — a1lg] Nsuppglus — aslg] = 0, then E,(ur + us + v) + E(v) =
Ep(ur +v) + Ep(us + ).

(d) If in addition p > dimagrc(K,d), then (£, WP) is a regular self-similar p-resistance
form on L with weight (0]°)scs and there exists ag, ay € (0,00) such that

apd(z,y)™ < Re,(x,y) < ard(z,y)™  for any z,y € K. (8.32)

Remark 8.28. In [CG()22], self-similar p-energy forms on p.-c.f. self-similar structures
are constructed, which are p-resistance forms under a certain condition as shown in Sub-
section 8.3. Note that any p € (1,00) is allowed in the framework of [CG(Q22| unlike that
of |Kig23| (see (d) above). It is extremely hard to determine the value dimagrc (K, d) in
general; however, dimarc(K, d) for a p.-c.f. self-similar set K is typically 1. (See [CP14,
Theorem 1.2] for a sufficient condition for dimsgrc(K,d) = 1.) In Appendix C, by using
results in [CGQ)22], we prove that the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of any affine
nested fractal equipped with the p-resistance metric is 1.

Proof. Let (E'p,Wp) be a p-energy form on (K,m) given in Theorem 8.19. Set D =
WPNC(K) and E, = %Z;:ol S} (&) for n € N for simplicity. By (8.30) and (8.16),
there exists C' € [1,00) such that

CTIN,(u)? < BE,(u) < CN,(u)” for any u € D, n € N. (8.33)

Let & be a countable dense subset of D, which exists by Theorem 3.18. By a standard
diagonal procedure, there exists {ng}treny € N with ny < ngyq for any & € N such that
{E,, (1) }ren is convergent in [0, 00) for any u € €. Let u € D, € > 0 and pick u. € € so

that V,(u—u.) < e. Then for any k,l € N, by the triangle inequality for EY? and (8.33),

’Enk (U)l/p - Enz (u>1/p‘
< By ()P = By (w)VP| 4 | Epy (w) P = Ey (w)VP] 4 [ En ()P = Ey (w,) 7]
< 2C"Pe + | By, (u)'/? — By, (u)'/?],

whence im supy o0 | En,, ()P — By, (u)V/?| < 2C/Pe. In particular, {E,, (u)}ren is con-
vergent in [0, 00) for any u € D, so the limit in (8.31) exists. Define £,: D — [0, 00) by
(8.31).

(a): By (8.33), C™'N,(u)? < &,(u) < CN,(u)? for any u € D with C the same as in
(8.33). For any n € N and any u € D, we easily see that

L8 ) 8, (B)w) = L)+ L3 SEEN ) = B + LS5 ENw). (330

n n n
=0

Since limy o0 Sy, (Eny ) (1) = Sp, (Ep)(u) by Lemma 8.24 and limy_,o %Sﬁ}f (é\p)(u) =0 by

(8.33), we obtain S, (£,) = &, by letting n — oo along {n }ren in (8.34). Hence (&,,D)
is a self-similar p-energy form on (£, m) with weight (07°).cs.
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(b): Let ny,ny € N, ¢1 € (0,p], g2 € [p,oo] and T = (T3,...,Tp,): R"™ — R™
satisfy (2.1). Let w = (u1,...,un,) € D. Then Tj(uy o Fs) = Tj(uy) o Fs € D for any
ke{l,....,n1} and any s € S by (GC), for (gp,D) and Lemma 8.24. If g2 < oo, then by
a similar estimate as (2.18),

no q2/p

Z‘Sop é’\ )qa/p Z

=1

S 08 E,(Ti(u) o F)

seS

ZS Tl qz/p

E O'JS

sES

20]5 [ZS (uy, o Fy)1/P

seS

plaz\ ©/P
) (by the triangle ineq. for |- || e/»)

p/m) q2/p
a2
p

b

ai/p\ a1’ na 2/a
=< Sap(gp)(uk)ql/p> :

k=1

(2%7) i [Z Uigé\ (ug o Fy)

~—

. The case ¢o = 00 is simi-

whence | (S, (&))" | < (S, (&)

~ ’201
lar, so (S,,(&,), D) satisfies (GC) Similarly, (S,

l/p);”:1

” 5) D) satisfies (GC), for any n € N.
Hence (GC), for (&,, D) holds by Proposition 2.9- (b)
(¢): From the self-similarity of (£,, D), (b) and Proposition 2.2, we can apply Theorem
5.13. In particular, (5.25) with K in place of A implies the desired strong locality.
(d): Recall that WP C C(K) by p > dimarc(K,d) (see Theorem 8.16). A similar
argument as in the proof of Theorem 8.19-(d) shows that (&£,, WP) is a regular p-resistance
form on K satisfying (8.32). This completes the proof. O

/\

Similar to Theorem 7.8, we can obtain the monotonicity of Up/ P=1 iy p € (dimagc, 00).
Note that the following result is not restricted to p.-c.f. self-similar structures.

Theorem 8.29. Assume that Assumption 8.22 holds Let p,q € (dimarc(K, d),00) with
p < q. In addition, assume that K is s-conductively homogeneous for each s € {p,q}.
Then

U;/(pfl) < U;/(qfl). (8.35)
Proof. The proof is very similar to Theorem 7.8. By Proposition 8.26, (8.29) and (8.27)
with s € {p,q} in place of p hold. Let (&, W?*) be a self-similar s-resistance form on
L given in Theorem 8.27 for each s € {p,q}. Fix two distinct points xg,yo € K, set
B = {z0,y0} and define h, = h‘;” []lfo] € WP. Then 0 < h, <1 by the weak comparison
principle (Proposition 6.21) and we can find w € W, satisfying K, N B = () and h,,,, =
h,o F, ¢ Rlf. Similar to (7.12), by using (6.22) and (7.1), we can show that

|Pnhq,w(u) —Pnh%w( )‘q D <cr n(dw,p— df) |
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where C' > 0 is independent of n. Hence we have

n n(dw,p—d )Z%p n
gq (hp,w> = Z |Pnhq,w(u> - Pnhq,w(vﬂq <Cr. f 15’p (hp,w)a
{u,v}EE}
which implies that
(0(1_10;(3q_1)/(p_1)>ng‘;(hp,w) < Cg‘g(hnw) < ONp(hp,w)’- (8.36)

By (8.13), there exists C, € (0,00 such that NV,(f)? < C,liminf, g:(f) for any f €
L9(K,m). This together with (8.36) implies that

N (hy ) lim sup <0;10;q_1)/(p_1)>n < C'Ny(hp )P < 0.

n—oo

Since Ny(hy.) > 0, we obtain a;laéq_l)/(p_l) < 1, which yields (8.35). O

8.3 Construction of self-similar p-resistance forms on post-critically
finite self-similar structures

In this subsection, under the condition (R) of [CGQ)22, p. 18], we see that the construction
of p-energy forms on p.-c.f. self-similar structures constructed due to [CGQ)22] yields
p-resistance forms. The framework in [CG(O)22] is focused only on p.-c.f. self-similar
structure, but restrictions on weights of self-similar p-resistance forms are flexible so that
non-arithmetic weights are allowed unlike the framework in Subsection 8.2. See Section
B for details.

Throughout this subsection, we always suppose that K is connected and that £ =
(K, S,{F;}ics) is a p.-c.f. self-similar structure with #S5 > 2.

We start with the definition of renormalization operators.

Definition 8.30 (Renormalization operator; [CGQ)22, Definition 3.1]). Let p, = (pp.i)ics €
(0,00)% and k € NU {0}. For a p-resistance form E on V}, define p-resistance forms
S, (E): RV — [0,00) and R, (E): RY* — [0, 00)% by

Sy, (E)(w) =) ppiE(uc Fy), uweR%1  and R, (E):= So(B)|y. - (837)

icS

(Recall Proposition 7.7 and Theorem 6.13.) Precisely, S, , R,, depend on k, but we omit
it for convenience. By [CG()22, Lemma 3.2-(b)|, we have Sgp(E)}Vk = R (E) for any
n € NU{0}, i.e,

Ry (E)(u) = inf{ > ppwEwoF,)
weWny
8We use different symbols from [CGQ22].

v € R with vy, = u}, u € RV,




76 N. Kajino and R. Shimizu

The following key result is essentially due to [CGQ22, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem 8.31 (Existence of an eigenform). Let p, = (ppi)ics € (0,00)°. Assume that
there exist ¢ € (0,00) and a p-resistance form Ey on Vi such that

o in Ry e(®,y) 2 ¢ max  Rey g(@,y) foranyn €NU{0}.  (8.38)

Then there exist a p-resistance form Y on Vo and a unique number A = A(pp) € (0,00)

such that Rpp(é’,go)) = A& Furthermore, suppose that U,. C{E | E:R"™ — [0,00)}

satisfies the following properties:

i) 0#U,. C{E|FE is ap-resistance form on Vp}.

(il) @By + asky € Uy, for any ay,as € (0,00) and any Ey, By € Uy, .

(i) Let {En}nen C Up .. If there exist C' € [1,00) and a p-resistance form E' on Vj
such that C'E,(u) < E'(u) < CE,(u) and {E,(u)}nen is convergent in [0,00) for
any u € RV, then E € U, ., where E(u) = lim,,_,o E,(u), u € R".

(iv) R, (E) €Uy for any E € U,,.

Then 5150) can be chosen so that 51(,0) € Up .

Remark 8.32. If p, satisfies (8.38) for some p-resistance form E, on V4, then for any

p-resistance form Ey on Vj there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that (8.38) with Ey, ¢ in place of
Ey, ¢ holds by [CGQ)22, Lemma 4.4-(a)|. Hence (8.38) is a condition on p,.

Proof. The proof is done by a simple adaptation of [CG()22, Theorem 4.2|. (Note that
(8.38) is exactly the same as (A) in [CGQ22, p. 14]|.) We remark that the self-similar
structure £ is assumed to be K C RP for some D € N in [CGQ22], but this hypothesis is
not essential.

Throughout this proof, we fix U, .(Vp) satisfying the conditions (i)-(iv). For any p-
resistance forms E, E’ on Vj, define

Bl = sup{E(u)‘ueRVO max |u(z) — (y)|:1},

z,yeVp

E—E|,, = sup{|E(u) — E' ()| ‘ u € R, max |u(z) — u(y)] = 1}.

z,yeVp

(See the definition of || {57 ;) in [CGQ22, Definition 2.8].) By [CGQ22, Lemma 4.4
and Theorem 4.2], there exists a unique A € (0,00) satisfying the following: for any
p-resistance form E on V{ there exists C' > 1 such that

C'I\"E(u) < R, (E)(u) < CX"E(u) for any n € NU{0} and u € RY. (8.39)

Let Ey € U,.”, and define

Z)\ “RE (Ey), meN.

n —

n—l—l

?In many situations, the choice Eo(u) =3, v, lu(z) —u(y)[", u € R'?, is enough.
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Then E, is a p-resistance form on Vy with E,, € U, .. By (8.39), we have C'Fy < E,, <
C'Ey for any n € NU{0} and hence sup,,enyqoy | £l M, < 00, so there exists a subsequence
{En, >0 and B’ € Uy, (Vo) such that |E,, — E'|,, — 0as k — oo by [CGQ22, Lemma
4.3]. Next we show that {)\_ZRLP (E")(u) }ienugoy is non-decreasing for any v € RY. Indeed,

A~ —1— lRH-l

mf{ Pp,wi Z AikilRl;p (EO)(U © sz)
Z w GSXWZ k=0

Vi —
v e R vy, —u}

~inf

Z ppwz)‘ t IRkH Eo)(v]v; o Fu)

{n+1wEWl

Vi
v e R oy, = u}

il 3 pulvo )<y 3 pputile )| o€ Rl o
weW, wer
Il A l i
> - .
ARy (B nﬂspp(Eo)]Mp (1ma uto) )]

Since n is arbitrary and |R,, (E,,) — Rpp(E')|Mp — 0 as k — oo by [CGQ22, Lemma 4.3-
(b)], we have A" 'RUFH(E ) (u) > AT'R), (E')(u). Now define E(w) = limy_ya AR (E')(w),
which satisﬁes 5 ) e U, by (8.39). By [CGQ)22, Lemma 4.3-(b)| again, we clearly have
Ry, CREPY X O

In the rest of this subsection, we assume that there exist p, = (pp.:)ies € (0,00) and
a p-resistance form EIEO) on V; satisfying R,, (5,&0)) = 51(70)7 which exist if (8.38) holds by
Theorem 8.31. The next proposition is important to construct a self-similar p-resistance
form as an “inductive limit” of discrete p-resistance forms as presented in [CGQ)22, Propo-
sition 5.3|, which is an adaptation of the relevant pieces of the theory of resistance forms
due to [Kig01, Sections 2.2, 2.3 and 3.3|.

Proposition 8.33. Define £ = =S (5(0 ), i.e.,

p

EM () = Z pp,wé’lgo)(u oF,), u€&R"™. (8.40)
wGWn
Then 8;") is a p-resistance form on V,, and €7§n+m)|v = 5;”) for any n,m € NU{0}. In

particular, {EZS") (u\vn)}n>0 is non-decreasing for any v € R"=.

Proof. We will show &"™™ |, = &M (See [Kig01, Proposition 3.1.3] for the case p = 2.)

nﬂ)‘v = &M for any n € NU {0} by virtue of Proposition 6.15.

Note that the case n = 0 is true by Rpp(c‘,’(o)) &Y and that

It suffices to prove & (

”+1 prz (wo Fy), for any n € NU{0} and u € RV+. (8.41)

€S
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Assume that &™ = &Y for some m € N. Then for any u € RV,

d
Vm—l

m (8.41) —
EM(u) =Y pp i (o F)

1€S
— prJ mln{é’lgm)(v o Fl) ) v E RK’ime-‘rl’ v

i€S

KNV, — U

)

2 min{z pmfzgm)(v o F})

€S

V;
v e R™ vy, :u}

.4 min{é’émﬂ)(v) ‘ veR™ vy, = U} = ‘9(m+1)|vm (w),

p

which completes the proof. 0

Now we can show a special case of [CG()22, Proposition 5.3].

Theorem 8.34. In addition to the existence of p, = (ppi)ies € (0,00)% and a p-resistance
form é}go) on Vo with R, (SIEO)) = 5;0), we assume that

ppi € (1,00) for any i€ S. (8.42)

Define (€,, F,) by

Fp = {u € C(K) nll_)rIolo 5,(,”)(“|Vn) < oo}7 and (8.43)
Ep(u) = le 515”)(15), u € Fp. (8.44)

Then (&,, F,) is a reqular self-similar p-resistance form on L with weight p,. Moreover,
Elv, = E;(,n) for any n € NU{0}.

Remark 8.35. (1) In this article, we always assume the condition (8.42), which is the
same as (R) in [CGQ22, p. 18]. In the case where (8.42) fails, we have to make an

extra effort to identify a function v € RY* satisfying lim, 515”) (uly,) < oo with a
function on K. See [CGQ)22, Theorem 5.2 for details.

(2) By choosing a suitable U,, in Theorem 8.31, we can verify nice properties, the
symmetry-invariance for example (see (9.7)), of &,.

Proof. Note that the self-similarity conditions, (5.5) and (5.6), for (&,,F,) are obvious
from Proposition 8.33. We first show that (£,,F,) is a p-resistance form on K.

(RF1),: Clearly, F, is a linear subspace of R¥ containing Rl x and &,( )/ is a semi-
norm on F,. By (RF1), for &M we easily have Ey(alk) =0 for any a € R. Conversely,
v.)}nzo that

suppose that u € £,'(0). Then we have from the monotonicity of {515”)(16
uly, is constant. Since V. =Kandue C(K), we conclude that u € Rl .
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(RF5),: We fix n;,ny € N, ¢4 € (0,p], @2 € [p,oo] and T' = (T1,...,Tp,): R"™ — R™
satisfying (2.1). Let w = (u1,...,un,) € FJ*. Then, for any I € {1,...,n,}, (GC), for

&™) implies that

&V (M) < (€7 (T (w)") 2, ]| g

< [1E" @) )il < N1(Epu) )L,

P Q.

HZLH

By letting n — oo, we obtain (GC), for (&,, F,).
(RF3), and (RF4),: By the proof of [CG()22, Proposition 5.3|, there exists C' € (0, 00)
such that for any u € F,, any w € W, and any z,y € K,, NV, we have |u(z) — (y)| <

CpyaEp(u). Since u € C(K) and Fw(V*)K = K,,, we obtain
lu(z) —u(y)|” < Cp,&p(u) for any u € F,, w e W, and z,y € K, (8.45)

A chaining argument using (8.45) implies (RF4), for (&,, F,) and sup, ,c g Re, (2, y) < oo.
Furthermore, (8.45), min;egp,; > 1 and (5.3) imply that any function f € RY* with
lim,, 00 512”)( flv.) < oo can be uniquely extended to a continuous function f, € C(K).
Applying this fact to piecewise p-harmonic functions considered in [CGQ)22, p. 22|, we
easily get (RF3), for (&, Fp).

(RF2),: Fix z, € K and let {ug}ren be such that u, € F,, ug(z.) = 0 and
limpni oo Ep(ur — w) — 00. By (RF4), for (&, F,) and sup, ,cx Re,(7,y) < 00, {us}ren
is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space C(K), sx there exists u € C(K) such
that |lu —upll,, — 0 as k — oco. For any € > 0 there exists Ny € N such that

supy, ;> n, Ep(ur — ) < €. Since 6}&")( -)Y/? is a norm on the finite-dimensional vector
space RY" /R1y; , we obtain

5,§n)(u|vn —ly,) < 1i]£g‘£f5p(uk —u) <e forany !> Ny and any n € NU{0}.

Since n € NU {0} is arbitrary, we conclude that v € F, and lim;_, &,(u — ;) = 0, which
proves (RF2), for (&,, F,).

Next we show that (£,, F,) is regular (recall Definition 6.5). By Proposition 7.2-(2),
the p-resistance metric ﬁngp is compatible with K. In particular, C(K) = C(K, ﬁp,gp).
Since F,, is an algebra by Proposition 2.2-(d), the Stone-Weierstrass theorem shows that
(&p, Fp) is regular.

Lastly, we prove &y, = & for any n € NU{0}. Let u € R, and define

(rrtm)
h € R%™ so that hl|y,, ., = hg [u] for any m € N U {0}, which is well-defined by
virtue of Propositions 8.33 and 6.15. Then we have £ (u) = "™ (hly,,..) and hence
1im,, o0 5£"+m)(h\vn+m) < oo. If h, € C(K) is the unique function such that h.|y, = h,

then we have h € Fy, huly, = wand &"(u) = £,(h.) > &v, (u). Since & v, (u) < & (u)
is clear from the definition, we complete the proof. n
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9 p-Walk dimension of Sierpinski carpets/gaskets

In this section, we prove the strict inequality dy , > p for generalized Sierpinski carpets
and D-dimensional level-l Sierpinski gasket as an application of the nonlinear potential
theory developed in Sections 6 and 7. In particular, we remove the planarity in the
hypothesis of the previous result [Shi24, Theorem 2.27].

9.1 Generalized Sierpinski carpets

By following [Kaj23, Section 2|, we recall the definition of generalized Sierpinski carpets.

Framework 9.1. Let D, € N, D > 2,1 > 3 and set Qg == [0,1]”. Let S € {0,1,...,1—
1}P be non-empty, define f;: RP? — RP by fi(x) = 7Y + 7'z for each i € S and set
Q1 = Uegq fi(Qo), so that Q1 € Q. Let K be the self-similar set associated with { f;}ics.
Note that K € Qo. Set F; = f;|x for each i € S and GSC(D,,S) = (K, S, {F};}ics).
Let d: K x K — [0,00) be the Euclidean metric on K given by d(z,y) = |z — y|, set
de == log,(#5), and let m be the self-similar measure on GSC(D, [, S) with uniform weight

(1/#5)ies-

Recall that dy is the Hausdorff dimension of (K, d) and that m is a constant multiple
of the d¢-dimensional Hausdorff measure on (K, d); see, e.g., [Kig0O1, Proposition 1.5.8 and
Theorem 1.5.7]. Note that df < D by S C {0,1,...,1 —1}7.

The following definition is due to Barlow and Bass [BB99, Section 2|, except that
the non-diagonality condition in [BB99, Hypotheses 2.1] has been strengthened later in
[BBKT] to fill a gap in [BB99, Proof of Theorem 3.19]; see [BBKT, Remark 2.10-1.] for
some more details of this correction.

Definition 9.2 (Generalized Sierpinski carpet). GSC(D, 1, S) is called a generalized Sier-

puniski carpet if and only if the following four conditions are satisfied:

(GSC1) (Symmetry) f(Q1) = Q; for any isometry f of R with f(Qo) = Q.

(GSC2) (Connectedness) Q)q is connected.

(GSC3) (Non-diagonality) intgs (Q1 N [11,[(ix — ex)l™", (4 + 1)I71]) is either empty or
connected for any (i)2_, € ZP and any ()2, € {0,1}7.

(GSC4) (Borders included) [0,1] x {0}P~! C Q;.

See [BB99, Remark 2.2] for a description of the meaning of each of the four conditions
(GSC1), (GSC2), (GSC3) and (GSC4) in Definition 9.2. To be precise, (GSC3) is slightly
different from the formulation of the non-diagonality condition in [BBKT, Subsection 2.2],
but they have been proved to be equivalent to each other in [Kajl0, Theorem 2.4|; see
[Kaj10, Section 2| for some other equivalent formulations of the non-diagonality condition.

In this subsection, we assume that GSC(D,[,S) = (K, S, {F;}ics) as introduced in
Framework 9.1 is a generalized Sierpiriski carpet as defined in Definition 9.2.

We next ensure the existence of a symmetry-invariant p-resistance form on GSC(D, [, S)
for p > dimagrc (K, d) by applying Theorem 8.27.
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Definition 9.3. We define

Go = {flxc | f is an isometry of R”, f(Qo) = Qo}, (9.1)

which forms a finite subgroup of the group of homeomorphisms of K by virtue of (GSC1).

Corollary 9.4. Let p € (dimarc(K,d),o0). Then Assumption 8.22 holds with r, = 17!,
K is p-conductively homogeneous, and there exists a reqular self-similar p-resistance form
(&€, WP) on GSC(D, 1, S) with weight (0,)ics such that it satisfies the conditions (a)-(d)
of Theorem 8.27. In particular, (€,, WP) has the following property:

Ifu e WP and g € Gy then wo g € WP and E,(uo g) = E,(u). (9.2)

Proof. Assumption 8.22 and the p-conductive homogeneity for the generalized Sierpiriski
carpets in the case p € (darc, 00) follow from [Kig23, Theorem 4.13] or [Shi24, Proposition
4.5 and Theorem 4.14|. Let (&£,,WP) be a self-similar p-resistance form given in Theorem
8.27. Then the desired properties except for (9.2) are already proved. The symmetric-
invariance (9.2) follows Theorem 8.19-(c), (8.31) and the fact that F, ' o go F; € G, for
any ¢ € S. m

Recall that o, and d,, are defined for any p € (0,00) (under Assumption 8.22). We
know the following monotonicity on dy,/p in p € (0, 00).

Proposition 9.5. dy, ,/p > dy,/q for any p,q € (0,00) with p < q.

Proof. This follows from [Kig20, Lemma 4.7.4] and the fact that d; = log;(#5). O

The following definition is exactly the same as a part of [[Kaj23, Definition 3.6].

Definition 9.6. (1) We set Vi = K N ({e} x RP™!) for each ¢ € {0,1} and U, =
K\ (Vy UVy).

(2) We define g. € Gy by g. == .|k for each ¢ = (g;)2_, € {0,1}7, where 7.: RP — RP
is given by 7.((x)2_,) == (e + (1 — 2ex)zx)P_,, and define a subgroup G, of Gy by

G :={g. | e € {0} x {0,1}°'}. (9.3)

In the rest of this subsection, we fix p € (darc,o0) and a self-similar p-resistance
form (&,,WP) in Corollary 9.4. Recall Theorem 6.13 and let hy = hf}’ouvl []].Vol] € Wr.
0 0

The strategy to prove dy,, > p is very similar to [Kaj23], that is, we will prove the non-
Ep-harmonicity on Uy of hy = Y7 . (Fu)«(I7ho + ¢i’'1x) € WP, which also satisfies
holyg =i (i = 0,1). (See [Kaj23, Figures 2 and 3| for an illustration of hg and h.) Then
the strict estimate dy,, > p will follow from &,(hg) < &,(h2) and the self-similarity for &,.
Our arguments will be easier than that of [Kaj23| by virtue of WP C C(K).

The next proposition is a key ingredient. Note that it requires our standing assumption
that S # {0,1,...,1 — 1}P, which excludes the case of K = [0,1]P from the present
framework.
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Proposition 9.7. Let hy = Y, . (Fu)«(I7%ho + ¢{'1x) € WP. Then hy is not &,-
harmonic on Uy and helys =t for each i € {0,1}.

Proof. The proof is a straightforward modification of [{aj23, Proposition 3.11] thanks to
Theorem 6.13. We present here a self-contained proof for the reader’s convenience.
We claim that, if hy were £,-harmonic on Uy, then hy € WP would turn out to be

&y-harmonic on K \ V), which would imply by combining with Proposition 6.11 that
Ep(ho) = E,(ho; ho) = 0, which would be a contradiction by (RF1), and WP C C(K).

For each ¢ = (g)2, € {1} x {0,1}P7, set U* == K N[[_ (ex — 1,6 + 1) and
K = KN lex — 1/2,ex + 1/2]. Fix ¢. € WP N Co(U?) so that p.|ge = Tg-,
which exists by (8.17), (RF1), and (RF5),. Let v € WP N C.(K \ V) and, taking an
enumeration {e™}27" of {1} x {0,1}”~! and recalling Proposition 2.2(c), define v, €
WPNC,(U?) for e € {1} x {0, 1}P~L by v.) == vp.q) and v = vk H?;ll(]lK — V.())
for k€ {2,...,2°7"} Then v — 3" v o1yp-1 0 = V[ Lepyaqonyp1 (I — @) € WPN
Ce(Up), hence Ey(ho; v) = > _c(1yx 40,1301 Ep(ho; v2) by Proposition 6.11 (with Y = K\Uj).
Therefore the desired &,-harmonicity of hg on K \ V) would be obtained by deducing that
E(ho;v.) =0 for any € € {1} x {0,1}P~L.

To this end, set €@ = (1yy(k))E_,, take i = (ix)P, € S with 4y < I — 1 and
i+e® &S which exists by 0 # S € {0,1,...,1— 1} and (GSC1), and let ¢ = (g;,)2_, €
{1} x {0,1}P~1. We will choose ¢ € S with Fyu:(e) € F;(K N ({1} x (0,1)P71)) and
assemble v.0g,0F. ! with a suitable g, € G; for w € W, with Fj;:(¢) € K, into a function
V.o € WP N Ce(Uy). Specifically, set i .= ((I — 1)(Lgy(k) + 1 — ;) + (265, — 1)77k)kD:1
for each n = (ny)2_, € {0} x {0,1}P~L and I == {n € {0} x {0,1}971 | i¥" € S}, so that
i€ = &0 G S by (GSC4) and (GSC1) and hence Op € I°. Thanks to v. € WP N C.(U*)
and i+¢e© ¢ S we can define v, € C(K) by setting

for each w € W. (9.4)

| veogyo Bt if g€ If and w ="
Ve2| Koy = . .
2 0 if w¢ {uis" | nel}

Then suppy[veo] C K; \ VY C Uy by (9.4) and iy < [ — 1. In addition, v.5 0 F,, € WP
for any w € W by (9.4), v. € WP and (9.2). Thus v, € F, by (5.5) and therefore
veo € WP N Ce(Up). Recall that hy o F,, = [72hy + ¢l x for any w € Wy and note that,
by the uniqueness in Theorem 6.13, hg o g,, = hg for any n € I°. Then we have

h271}62 ZUQZ 2= 1 hOaveogn)

nels

— 2021 20D (ho 0 gy v2) = (#15)025_2(1’_1)517(%;va), (9.5)

nele

Now, supposing that hy were £,-harmonic on Uy, from (9.5), #1° > 0, v.o € F, N C.(
and Proposition 6.11, we would obtain &,(ho;v.) = o, 212~ 1)(#15) e (hg,ve,g) =
which would imply a contradiction as explained in the last two paragraphs.

Uo)
0,
[

Theorem 9.8. dy,, > p for any p € (0,00).
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Proof. Tt suffices to prove the case p € (darc, o0) by Proposition 9.5. Let hg, hy € WP be
as in Proposition 9.7. By Proposition 9.7, we have &£,(ho) < £,(hy). This strict inequality
combined with (5.6) shows that

Epho) < Ey(ha) = (o,(#S)77)*E, (o),

whence 1P < o,(#S). Since o, = [%»~% and d; = log#S/logl, we get dy,, =
log (0,(#8))/logl > p. O

9.2 D-dimensional level-/ Sierpinski gaskets
Following [Kaj13, Example 5.1], we introduce D-dimensional level-I Sierpinski gaskets.

Framework 9.9 (D-dimensional level-l Sierpinski gaskets). Let Dl € N, D > 2, [ > 2
and let {qz}2_, C R be the set of the vertices of a regular D-dimensional simplex so
that qo,...,qp_1 € {(x1,...,2p) € RP | 2y =0} and ¢p € {(z1,...,2p) € RP | z; > 0}.
Further let S = {(i)f_; | ix € NU {0,320 i <1 — 1}, and for each i = (ix)f_, € S
we set ¢ = qo+ Yor_y I Vir(qr — qo) and define f;: RP? — RP by fi(x) = g + 1" (z — qo).
Let K be the self-similar set associated with {f; };cs and set F; :== f;|x. Let SG(D,[,S) =
(K, S,{F;}ics), which is a self-similar structure. Let d: K x K — [0, 00) be the Euclidean
metric on K, set d; == log, #5, and let m be the self-similar measure on SG(D, [, S) with
uniform weight (1/#595)es.

Each SG(D,1,S) is called the D-dimensional level-l Sierpinski gasket and belongs to
a class called the nested fractals (see [KigO1, Section 3.8| for details on nested fractals).
In the rest of this subsection, we fix such a Sierpinski gasket SG(D,[,S) and the self-
similar measure m as in Framework 9.9. We can easily verify [Kig23, Assumption 2.15|
for SG(D,[,S). In addition, it is well known that m is dp-Ahlfors regular (see [Kig23,
Proposition E.7| for example). Similar to Corollary 9.4, we have a symmetry-invariant
p-resistance form on SG(D,!,S) for any p € (1,00). (The Ahlfors regular conformal
dimension of (K, d) is 1. See Theorem C.6.)

Definition 9.10. We define
Go = {f|x | f is an isometry of R” f(Vp) = Vp}, (9.6)

which forms a finite subgroup of the group of homeomorphisms of K.

Corollary 9.11. Let p € (1,00). Then Assumption 8.22 holds with r, = 17!, K
18 p-conductively homogeneous, and there exists a reqular self-similar p-resistance form
(&€, WP) on SG(D, 1, S) with weight (0,);es such that it satisfies the conditions (a)-(d) in
Theorem 8.27. In particular, (€,,WP) has the following property:

Ifue WP and g € Gy thenwo g € WP and Ey(uo g) = E,(u). (9.7)

Similar to Proposition 9.5, we have the following monotonicity of dy ,/p in p.
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Proposition 9.12. d, ,/p > dy.,/q for any p,q € (0,00) with p < q.

We can prove the following main result by using compatible sequences.

Theorem 9.13. d,, > p for any p € (0, 0).

Proof. Let p € (1,00) and let (&,,WP) be a self-similar p-resistance form as given in
Corollary 9.11. Define v € C(K) by u(zy,...,zp) = x; for any (z1,...,2p) € K C RP.
Then uly, € WP|y, for any n € NU {0} by Proposition 6.8. We claim that if u|y, were
Eplvi-harmonic on Vi \ Vg, then &|y, (uly,) = 0, which would contradict (RF1),,.

Suppose that &,|v; (uly;; ) = 0 for every ¢ € RV with ¢|y, = 0. Noting that (uly, o
F)lv, = " uly, + ¢y, for some constant ¢; € R and using (7.4), we have

gp|V1 (U‘Vl;gp) = UPZSP|VO(U|V1 o Fijpo Fl) = li(pil)ap nglvo(u|Vo; wo Fl) (98>
ieS €S

It is easy to see that (Vi \ Vo) N {(z1,...,2p) € RP | 2y = 0} # 0. Let z € V1 \ Vj
with z € {z; = 0} and let ¢ = ]l}/;} € R". Since uog = u for any ¢ € G, with
g({x1 = 0} N K) = {z; = 0} N K, the Gy-invariance (9.7) implies &,y (u|VO;]lf{/3i}) =
Eplvi (] vy ]lK‘JJj}) for any 4,5 € {0,...,D —1}. Since ¢ o F; = 0 € R for any j € S with
z ¢ K;, we have from (9.8) that

0= SP‘VI (u"/l; 90) = l_(p_l)gp Z SP‘V()(u’Vo; @ o Fz)

1€S;z€K;

= 17" Ve, - (#{i € S | 2 € Ki})Eplve (ulvo; 170 ).

Hence we get Ep|v, (ulvy; ]lf{/gj}) = 0 for every j € {0,..., D — 1}. Therefore,

¢ |V0 (u|VoaﬂgD}) ¢ |V0 U|Vo7]lV0 ZE |V0 u|Voa {q; })

which yields &,|v; (ulyy; v) = 0 for every v € RY. In particular, &,|v, (u];) = 0, which is a
contradiction and hence we conclude that ul|y, is not &,|y,-harmonic on V;\V,. Combining
with Proposition 6.15, we see that

Eplv,
Eplvo(ulvy) = Eplvi v (ulvy) = Eplny (hvo‘ [U\Vo]) < &Eplvy (ulwy)- (9.9)

Similar to (9.8), we have &y|v, (ulv,) = 7P0,(#S)Ep|v, (ulv, ). Hence the strict inequality
(9.9) yields 1 < [7P{%w»=dt(#S) = [9r=P which proves d,, > p for any p € (1,00). By
Proposition 9.12, we complete the proof. O
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A Symmetric Dirichlet forms satisfy the generalized 2-
contraction property

In this section, we verify that any symmetric Dirichlet form satisfies (GC),. In this section,
we fix a measure space (X, B, m).

Let us recall the definition of symmetric Dirichlet form. See, e.g., [CF, FOT, MR] for
details on the theory of (symmetric) Dirichlet forms.

Definition A.1 (Symmetric Dirichlet form). Let F be a dense linear subspace of
L*(X,m) and let £: F x F — R be a non-negative definite symmetric bilinear form
on F. The pair (€, F) is said to be a symmetric Dirichlet form on L*(X,m) if and only
if 7 equipped with the inner product £ + (-, -)r2(x,m) is a Hilbert space and u* A1 € F,
E(wt Al ,ut A1) < E(u,u) for any u € F.

We can show that a symmetric Dirichlet form (&£, F) satisfies (GC), by modifying the
proof of [MR, Theorem 1.4.12].

Proposition A.2. Let (€, F) be a symmetric Dirichlet form on L*(X,m). Then (€,F)
is a 2-energy form on L*(X,m) satisfying (GC)s,.

Proof. The triangle inequality for £/2 is clear, so we shall prove (GC), for (£, F). Let
us fix ny,ny € N, ¢4 € (0,2], g2 € [2,00] and T' = (T3,...,T,,): R™ — R™ satisfying
(2.1) with 2 in place of p. We consider the case go < 0o (the case ¢o = oo is similar). Let
{G4}as0 be the strongly continuous resolvent on L?(X,m) associated with (£, F); see,
e.g., [IMR, Theorem 1.2.8|. By [MR, Theorem 1.2.13-(ii)], it suffices to prove that for any
u = (U,...,Up,) € L*(X,m)™ and any « € (0, c0),

na 1/q2 n1 1/q1
<Z<<1—aGam<u>,Tz<u>>ié/&,m>) < (Z<<1—aGa>uk,uk>%2&m)> (A

=1 k=1

By the linearity of G, and (2.1), it is enough to prove (A.1l) in the case where uy is a
simple function for each k € {1,...,n;}, so we assume that

N
U = Zaki]lAi7 ke {1,...,711}, (A2)
=1
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where N € N, (ay)¥, CR, {A4;}Y, C B(X) with m(A;) < oo and A;NA; =0 for i # j.
Fix a € (0,00) and, for i, € {1,..., N}, we define

bij = (1 —aGa)la, La)rexmy, X =m(4;) and ay = (aGala, La;)r2(xm)-

Then b;; = \id;; — a;; by a simple calculation, and a;; = a;; since G, is a symmetric
operator on L?(X,m) (see, e.g., [MR, Theorem 1.2.8]). Hence for any (z1,...,zy) € RY,

N
Z Zizjbij = Z aw 2+ Z mjz ]7 (A3>
i,j=1 1<j

where m; == \; — Z]\i a;j. Note that a;; > 0 for any 4, j € {1,..., N} since aGy14, >0

=1
by [MR, Theorem 1.4.4]. We set A == ', A;, and then we have aGy(14) < 1 by [MR,
Theorem 1.4.4] and

N
u=1 X X X

whence m; > 0. With these preparations, we show (A.1l) for w defined in (A.2). Set
T = Ti(aiy ..., Q) foreach [ € {1,...,n9}.

na q2/2
S ((1 = aGa) ). TP = 3 (z 12 )

=1 =1 1,j=1
q2/2

A3) CI2*

3 (S eutria—rigr i omal ¥

=1 <7
(2.17) na 2/ N 2/a\ ©/?
: z(az;ﬂzm,i—w) o3 (3o

1<J =1 j=1

q2/2

2/q2 2/q2

2.1) n1 2/q N 2/q
= Dol F o I B of (7 D o2t
7j=1

i<j k=1
a1 q
n 2/q1 N n 2/q1\ 2 a1
2 2
(2 (Stoto-ony?) 3 (St
1<J k=1 j=1 k=1
(*) ni N 9 q1/2 2/qg1\ 2 @1
< Z CLz‘j(Oéki — Oékj) + Zm]akj
k=1 \i<j Jj=1
@/
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2/n 2 a2
2

ni [ N 7/2 n1 av
(A.3)
S (Sents) ) = (S0 acommnin)

k=1 \i=1 k=1

where we used the triangle inequality for /%% -norm in (*). The proof is completed. [

B Existence of p-resistance forms with non-arithmetic
weights

In this section, we discuss a gap between the frameworks in Subsection 8.2 and in Sub-
section 8.3 for p.-c.f. self-similar structures. As in Subsection 8.3, we fix p € (1, 00) and
a p.-c.f. self-similar structure £ = (K, S, {F;}ics) with #S > 2 and K connected.

The following proposition about the “eigenvalue” \(p,) in Theorem 8.31 is a key result.

Proposition B.1. Let p, = (ppi)ics € (0,00)°. Assume that p, satisfies (8.38) (recall

Remark 8.32).

(a) For any a € (0,00), (ap,;)ics satisfies (8.38) and A(ap,) = aX(pp).

(b) Let pp = (ppi)ies € (0,00). If p, satisfies (8.38) and py; < ppi for any i € S, then
App) < A(pp)-

Proof. Throughout this proof, we fix a p-resistance form E; on V.

(a): Set ap, = (app,i)ies for a € (0,00). Since Ry, (Eo) = aRj (Eo) for any n €
NU {0}, we easily see that ap, satisfies (8.38). Recall that A(ap,) € (0, 00) is the unique
number satisfying the following: there exists C' € [1, 00) such that

C~'Nap,)"Eo(u) < Ry, (Eo)(u) < CA(apy)"Eo(u) for any n € NU{0}, u € RY,

(Recall (8.39).) Therefore, A(ap,) = aA(p,).
: Since R” (Ey)(u) < RE (Ey)(u) for any u € RY° by (8.39), there exists C' € |1, 00
b): Since R} (E RS (E f R b h C
such that for any n € NU {0} and any u € R"?,

C™ Mpp)" Eo(u) < Ry (Eo)(u) < R} (Eo)(u) < CA(pp)" Eo(u).
Since n € NU {0} is arbitrary, we conclude that A(p,) < A(pp). O

Before showing the existence of p-resistance forms with non-arithmetic weights on some
self-similar sets, we recall the definition of a special class of self-similar sets called affine
nested fractals, which was introduced in [FHK94] as a generalization of nested fractals
introduced by Liondstrgm [Lin90]. See, e.g., [KigO1, Section 3.8] for details.

Framework B.2. Let D € N and let S be a non-empty finite set with #S > 2. Let
{cities € (0,1), {aities € RP and {U;}ies € O(D), where O(D) is the collection of
orthogonal transformations of RP. Define f;: R? — RP by fi(z) = ¢;Uix + a; for



88 N. Kajino and R. Shimizu

each i € S. Let K be the self-similar set associated with {f;}ics and set F; = fi|x
for each i € S. Set L = (K,S,{Fi}ics), which is a self-similar structure. We assume
that K is connected, M = #(Vj) < oo and Zf\il ¢ = 0, where ¢; € R? is defined so
that Vo = {¢}M,. Let d: K x K — [0,00) be the Euclidean metric on K given by

d(z,y) = |z —yl.

Definition B.3 (Symmetry and affine nested fractals). (1) A homeomorphism g: K —
K is called a symmetry of L if and only if, for any n € N U {0} there exists an
injective map g : W, — W, such that g(F,(V)) = Fym (Vo) for any w € W,,.
Let G(£) =G = {g € O(D) | 9|k is a symmetry of L}.

(2) For z,y € RP with = # y, let H,, = {z € RP ‘ v —z| = \y—z|}. Also let
Gey: RP — RP be the reflection in the hyperplane H.,,.

(3) L = (K,S,{F;}ies) is called an affine nested fractal if g,,|x is a symmetry of £ for
any x,y € Vo with x # y.

The next theorem proves the existence of self-similar p-resistance forms on affine nested
fractals, which can be shown by combining [CG()22, Theorems 4.2, 5.1, 6.3 and Lemma
5.4] and Theorem 8.34.

Theorem B.4. Assume that L is an affine nested fractal. Let p € (1,00) and p, =
(Ppa)ics € (0,00)%. If

Ppi = Ppgpy Joranyi €S and g € G, (B.1)

then there exist A = A(p,) € (0,00) and a self-similar p-resistance form (&,,F,) on L
with weight Ap, = (App.i)ics such that wuo g € F, and E(uo g) = E(u) for any u € F,
and any g € G. Moreover, max;cs A\p,; € (1,00).

Now we can show the existence of p-resistance forms with non-arithmetic weights on
some affine nested fractals as follows.

Proposition B.5. Let £ be an affine nested fractal. Assume that there exists i € S such

that
g G) # s (B.2)

geg

Then there exists p, = (ppi)ies € (0,00)% such that X(p,) = 1, pp; > 1 for any i € S, p,
satisfies (B.1) and

1 i .
0g Pp, ZQ for somei,jES. (B.3)
log pp,;

In particular, there exists a self-similar p-resistance form (E,, F,) on L with weight p,.

Remark B.6. (1) Any weight p, = (p,.)ics of a p-energy form constructed in Theorem
8.27 must satisfy p,; = o} for some n; € N, where o, € (0, 00) is the p-scaling factor.
Hence constructions of self-similar p-energy forms with weight p, which satisfies (B.3)
are not covered by Theorem 8.27 (and by [Kig23, Theorem 4.6]).
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Figure B.1: The 2-dimensional level-2 Sierpiniski gasket (left) does not satisfy (B.1). The
other three self-similar sets are affine nested fractals satisfying (B.1)

(2) The condition (B.2) is not restrictive. See Figure B.1 for self-similar sets satisfying
this condition.

Proof. Fixi € S and set 51 == J,g gM (i) and S, := S\ Sy, which is non-empty by (B.2).
For t € R, we define p,(t) := (pp, (1))ses by
) =

pps(t) =14+1tlg,(s) forsesS.

It is easy to see that p,(t) satisfies (B.1). Set A\, (¢) := A(p,(t)) for simplicity. By Propo-
sition B.1, for any ¢t € R, any ¢ € (0,00) and any s € S,
<

(1=t — ON(0) < \(t —8) < A() < At +68) < (1+t+8)N(0),

whence \,(t) is continuous in ¢.
Fix j € S5 and define

rii(t) = log (pp,i(t)/Ap(t) _ —log (A, (%))
T og (pp (1) /(1) log (1+1) —log (A, (1))’

Since r; ;(0) = 1 and r; ;(¢) is continuous in ¢, there exists t, € R\{0} such that r; ;(t.) & Q.
This completes the proof. n

teR.

C Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of affine nested
fractals

In this section, we prove that the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of any affine nested
fractal equipped with the p-resistance metric for any p € (1,00) is 1. We also show that
the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension with respect to the Fuclidean metric is also 1
under some geometric condition,

Throughout this section, we assume that £ = (K, S, {F;};cs) is an affine nested fractal
(see Framework B.2 and Definition B.3). Let ¢; € (0,1) be the contraction ratio of F; for
each i € S. Note that (c;)ies € (0,1)° must satisfy

Ci = Cym() for any ¢ € S and any g € G, (C.1)
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because of the symmetry of £. For each p € (1,00), we also fix a self-similar p-resistance
form (£, F#) on L with equal weight (p4,)ies € (1,00)° for some py, € (1,00), ie.,
.7:# C C(K) and

# _ , # ;
Fir={ue C(K) |uo F; € F for any i € S},
EF(u) = p#,ngf(u o F;) for any u € F.
i€s
By Theorem B.4, such a self-similar p-resistance form on £ exists and the number py ,, is
uniquely determined. Let Rﬁ denote the p-resistance metric associated with (Sf, Ff ).

The next lemma describes good geometric properties of metric balls with respect to

the p-resistance metrics. (The lemma below is true for p.-c.f. self-similar structures. See
[K(S.a, Section 6] for details.)

Lemma C.1. Let p € (1,00) and let (§,,F,) be a self-similar p-resistance form on L
with weight p, = (ppi)ies € (1,00)°.

(a) We define Ay == {0},
A, = {w ‘ w=w; ... w, €W, \ {0}, (pp,wl,,,wn_l)_l/(p_l) > 5> p;}U/(p—l)}

for each s € (0,1). (Note that {As}sco) is the scale associated with the weight
function g(w) = ppl PV ; see [Kig20, Definition 2.3.1].) For each (s,z) € (0,1]x K,
we define Aso(z) = {w € Ay [ v € Ky}, U(z,5) = Uyen, o) Kw, Asa(@) =
{w e Ay | Ky Us(z,s) # 0}t and Ur(z,8) = Uyen, @) Kw- Then there exist
ag, ag € (0,00) such that for any (s,z) € (0,1] x K,

By . (x,008) C Ui(z,s) C By, (@, 028). (C.2)

~

quivatently, e s 1-adapted to the weight function g(w) == ppw = /' ; see [Kig20),
Equivalently, R, ¢, is 1-adapted to the weigh ' ppl @1 Kig20
Definition 2.4.1].)

(b) Let di(py) € (0,00) be such that ), ¢ ,o;ff(pp)/(pfl) =1, and let m be the self-similar

measure on L with weight (p;f-lf(p”)/(p_l))ieg. Then there exist ¢1,c2 € (0,00) such

that for any (x,s) € K x (0,diam(K, Ep,sp)];
ClSdf(pp) S m(BRp,gp (x7 S)) S CQSdf(pp)‘ (03)

In particular, }A%ngp s metric doubling.

(c) There exists C € (0,00) such that for any (x,s) € K x (0, diam(K, §p7£’p)],
inf{&,(u) | u e fp’u‘Bﬁp,gp (wars) = 1,supplu] € Bﬁp’gp (z,2098)} < Cs~ =Y (C.4)

where aq, ag are the constants in (C.2).
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Proof. In this proof, we set ﬁp = Ap’gp for simplicity.

(a): By (7.1), we have diam(K,, R,) < ppal ®™" diam(K, R,) for any w € W,, which
implies the latter inclusion in (C.2) with oy € (2 diam (K, Ep), oo) arbitrary. (In particular,
diam(K,, }A%p) < ags for any w € A;.) We will show the former inclusion in (C.2). It
suffices to prove that there exists a; € (0,00) such that R,(z,y) > ays for any s € (0,1],
any w,v € Ay with K, N K, = 0 and any (z,y) € K, x K,. Let ¢, = h‘g}; [1Y°] for any
q € Vp. Fix w € A, and let w,, € C(K) be such that, for 7 € Aj,

1 if 7 =w,
U © Fr = 43 v m@rer vy Ya if 7 4w and K, N K, # 0, (C.5)
0 if K. NK, =10.

By the self-similarity for (£,, F,), we have u,, € F, and

Ep(uw) = Z PprEp(tiy 0 Fr) = Z Po.rEp Z vg |- (C.6)

TEA, reA\{w}; KrNKyp#0 q€Vo; Fr(q)€Fw (Vo)

(Note that Ay is a part1t1on of ¥.) Set p, = maxies pp; € (1,00) and ¢; = maxyey, &,(1y) €

(0,00). Then p, . > (p,) 'sP~! for any 7 € A,. Since #{r € A, | K, N K, # 0} <

(#Cg)(#‘/g) by [P\w()l Lemma 4.2.3], (C.6) together with Holder’s inequality implies
that

Epluw) < (FCo)(H#Vo)pps PH (H# Vo) ler = (ans) P70, (C.7)

=1

For any v € A, with K, N K, = () and any (z,y) € K,, x K,, we clearly have u,,(x)
and u,(y) = 0. Hence

~

Ry(z,y) > & (u) /@) > ays,

which proves the desired result.

(b): This is immediate from (C.2), #{7 € A, | K; N K,, # 0} < (#Cpr)(#Vo) (see
[Kig01, Lemma 4.2.3]) and m(K,) = ppal P~ (see [Kig01, Corollary 1.4.8]).

(c): Let u, € F, be the same function as in the proof of (a) for each w € A;. Then

@ = MaXyeA, , (z) Uw Satisfies Y|y, ) = 1. Since diam (K, ﬁp) < s, we see from (C.2)
that supplp] € Bg (z,2a2s). By (2.5) for (£, Fp), (C.7) and [Kig0l, Lemma 4.2.3], we
have ¢ € F, and

D Eplu) < (ars) PI(HCL) (#V,) = Cs Y, 0

wEAs,1(x)

The next proposition ensures that Eﬁ is quasisymmetric to the g-resistance metric
with respect to any self-similar g-resistance form arising from Theorem B.4. (Recall
Definition 8.5-(3).)

Proposition C.2. Let p,q € (1,00) and assume that p, = (pgi)ics € (0,00)° satisfies
(B.1), pgi > 1 for any i € S and X(p,) = 1, where A(p,) € (0,00) is the unique number
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gwen in Theorem B.j. Let (&,,F,) be a self-similar g-resistance form on L with weight
Pq, which exists by Theorems B.4, and let R, be the g-resistance metric associated with
(g, Fq)- Then Rye, is quasisymmetric to Rj

Proof. We will use [Kig20, Corollary 3.6.7] to show the desired statement. We first show
that there exist ay, as € (0,00) such that
alp;llu/(p’l) < diam(K,,, Eq) < a2p;1/(p’1) for any w € W.. (C.8)

w

The upper estimate in (C.8) is immediate from (7.1). To prove the lower estimate in
(C.8), note that we can easily find my € N such that for any w € W, there exist
v, 02 € Wigjgm, with v < w, i = 1,2, and K,» N K,2 = 0. (It is enough to choose
my satisfying 2(max;eg ¢;)™ < 1.) Then, by combining the proof of Lemma C.1-(a) and
Ppwi < Pgw(Max;cs pqi)™, there exists oy € (0,00) that is independent of w € W, such
that

~

inf R > —1/(p=1)
(a:,y)Gg'; K 2 Q(xv y) - alpq,w )

which implies the desired lower estimate in (C.8).

Next we note that £ is a rationally ramified self-similar structure by [Kig09, Propo-
sition 1.6.12]; moreover, by combining [Kig09, Proposition 1.6.12], K, N K,, = F,(V5) N
F,(Vp) for any v,w € W, with ¥, N X, = 0 (see [Kig01, Proposition 1.3.5-(2)]) and the
fact that each element of V; is a fixed point of F; for some i € Sg, .= {i € S | K;NVy # 0},
L is rationally ramified with a relation set

R = {{w)}, L)} 05 2() 5()) [ w(), v(G), 2(), y(G) € WA}, (C.9)

satisfying w(j),v(j) € Sax. (See [Kig09, Sections 1.5 and 1.6 and Chapter 8| for details
about rationally ramified self-similar structures.)

With these preparations, we will apply [Kig20, Corollary 3.6.7] for ﬁq’gq and }A%f By

~

Lemma C.1-(a) and (C.8), Rye, is 1-adapted and exponential (see [Kig20, Definition 2.4.7
and 3.1.15-(2)] for these definitions; see also Remark in [Kig20, p. 108]). Similarly, ﬁf
is also 1-adapted and exponential. Hence, by [Kig20, Corollary 3.6.7], E%gq is quasisym-
metric to ﬁf if and only if ./é%gq is gentle with respect to ﬁf (see |[Kig20, Definition 3.3.1]

for the definition of the gentleness). Define g,(w) = pgal* " and gy, (w) = pi}”' for

w € W,. Since g, and g, satisfy the condition (R1) in [Kig09, Theorem 1.6.6] by (B.1)
and (C.9), we obtain the desired gentleness by [Kig09, Theorem 1.6.6] and (C.8). This
completes the proof. O

Now we can determine the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of (K, ﬁff ).
Theorem C.3. dimagrc(K, Eﬁ) = 1.

Proof. We will use the characterization of the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension in
[Kig20, Theorem 4.6.9]. Note that (K, R¥) satisfies (BF1) and (BF2) in [Kig20, Section
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4.3] by Lemma C.1-(a), (C.8), [Kig09, Proposition 1.6.12, Lemmas 1.3.6 and 1.3.12]. We
define a graph G,, = (V,,, E,) and g-energy EPG", q € (1,00), on G,, by

E, ={(z,y) | z,y € F,(Vp) for some w € W,},

and
1

& =5 D, @) —fWl", feR™
(z,y)EER
Note that {G,},>0 is a proper system of horizontal networks with indices (1,2(#V, —
1)#Vo, 1, 1) (see [Kig20, Definition 4.6.5]). Hence, by [Kig20, Theorem 4.6.9], dimagrc (K, Rﬁ) =
1 if and only if the following holds: for any ¢ € (1, c0),

lim inf sup inf{SqG‘”Hk(f) ‘ fERME flo vy =1, flz,, = O} =0, (C.10)

k—oo e,

where Z,,;, = {x € Vjy|tn | © € F,(V}) for some v € W), with K, N K, = 0}. Since both
€#|V 1/  and £Y0(-)"4 are norms on the finite-dimensional vector space R /Ry,

there ex1sts C > 1 such that C’_lé’#lv < EFo(u) < C’é’#!V ) for any u € RVO
Hence, by Propositions 7.2 and 7.3, we obtain C~ 15#“/ ) < P M (u) < CEF, (u

for any n € NU {0} and any u € R"". Recall that Ty (w) = {v € Wiy | Ky N K, # 0} for
w € W, (see Definition 8.3). Let hq,, € F}* be the unique function satisfying .|, = 1
hqwlk, = 0 for any v € Wy \ I'1(w) and

q

EF (hgw) = inf{gf(u) ‘ ulg, = 1,u|g, =0 for any v € Wy, \Fl(w)}.
Then we see from (C.4), (C.2) and (C.8) that

. Gl
sup mf{gq RO ‘ fe RV"“‘”,ﬂFw(Vk) = 17f|Zw,k = O}

weW,

n (Jw|+k -
< Cp Y Sup Ef Ly (Balviu) < Cryly™™ s E (haw) S iy

|w|+k
Since py, € (1,00) for any ¢ € (0, 1), we obtain (C.10). The proof is completed. O

To discuss the Ahlfors regular conformal dimension of K with respect to the Euclidean
metric, we need the following assumption.

Assumption C.4. We define A := {0},
A ={w |w=w...w, €W, \ {0}, diam(K,. v, ,,d) > s > diam(K,,d)}

for each s € (0,1). For s € (0,1], M € NU {0} and z € K, define

AiM(x) = {v

{z()}Yo, C AL with B < M 41, 2(1) = w, z(k:):v

v € A? there exists w € A? with z € K, and}
such that K,;y N K,j11) # 0 forany j € {1,...,k—1}
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and U{,(z, s) = UweAg{M(x) K. Then there exist M, € N, ag, a1 € (0,00) such that

Uy (2, a08) C By(z,s) C U (z,018) for any (x,s) € K x (0,1].
(Equivalently, d is M,-adapted; see [Kig20, Definition 2.4.1].)

Remark C.5. We do not know whether Assumption C.4 is true for any affine nested
fractal. Even for a nested fractal, being 1-adapted with respect to the Euclidean metric
is assumed in [Kig23, Assumption 4.41].

Now we can show the main result in this section under Assumption C.4.

Theorem C.6. Assume that Assumption C.4 holds. Then dimagrc(K,d) = 1.

Proof. Thanks to Theorem C.3, it suffices to prove that ﬁf is quasisymmetric to d. Obvi-
ously, d is exponential since diam(K,,,d) = ¢, diam(K,d). By (C.1), a similar argument
as in the proof of Proposition C.2 implies that R;’f is gentle with respect to d. Hence

[Kig20, Corollary 3.6.7| together with Assumption C.4 implies that ﬁf is quasisymmetric
to d. O
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