arXiv:1312.0277v2 [math.AP] 8 Jun 2014

PROCEEDINGS OF THE AMERICAN MATHEMATICAL SOCIETY Volume 00, Number 0, Pages 000–000 S 0002-9939(XX)0000-0

FROM SOBOLEV INEQUALITY TO DOUBLING

LYUDMILA KOROBENKO, DIEGO MALDONADO, AND CRISTIAN RIOS

(Communicated by Jeremy Tyson)

Abstract. In various analytical contexts, it is proved that a weak Sobolev inequality implies a doubling property for the underlying measure.

1. Introduction and main result

Let d_E denote the usual Euclidean distance in R^n , that is, d_E (x, y) := |x − y| for every x, y ∈ R^n . Given y ∈ R^n and R > 0 let B(y, R) := {x ∈ R^n : d_E (y, x) < R} denote the Euclidean ball centered at y with radius R.

Definition 1.1. Let μ be a Borel measure on (R^n , d_E ) such that 0 < μ(B) < ∞ for every Euclidean ball B ⊂ R^n . Given 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞, we say that the triple (R^n , d_E , μ) admits a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a (finite) constant C_S > 0 if for every Euclidean ball B := B(y, R) ⊂ R^n and every function φ ∈ C^{0,1}_c (B) (Lipschitz and compactly supported on B) it holds true that ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^{pσ} dμ ) 1_{pσ} ≤ C_S R ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |∇φ|^pdμ ) 1_p (1.1) + C_S ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^pdμ ) 1_p . Our main result is

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that, for some 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞, the triple (R^n , d_E , μ) admits a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a constant C_S > 0. Then, the measure μ is doubling on (R^n , d_E ). More precisely, there exists a constant C_D ≥ 1, depending only on p, σ, and C_S , such that (1.2) μ(B(y, 2R)) ≤ C_D μ(B(y, R)) ∀y ∈ R^n , R > 0. Remark 1.3. In [8], Fabes, Kenig and Serapioni identified four conditions on an absolutely continuous measure dμ = w dx on (R^n , d_E ) as essential in proving Harnack’s inequality for solutions to certain degenerate elliptic PDEs (whose degeneracy is ruled by w) by means of the implementation of Moser’s iterative scheme and John-Nirenberg-type inequalities. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, these conditions, which we next

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35J70, 35J60, 35B65, 46E35, 31E05, 30L99. Key words and phrases. Sobolev inequality, Moser iteration, subunit metric spaces, doubling condition.

Second author supported by the US National Science Foundation under grant DMS 1361754. Third author supported by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada.

© XXXX American Mathematical Society 1

2 KOROBENKO, MALDONADO, AND RIOS

list for the reader’s convenience, define w as a p-admissible weight (see [14, Section 13] and [15, p.7]):

(I) the doubling property: there exists C > 0 such that μ(2B) ≤ Cμ(B) for every Euclidean ball B ⊂ R^n ;

(II) the uniqueness condition for the gradient: if D ⊂ R^n is an open set and {φ_j }_j ⊂ C^∞(D) satisfy ∫ D |φ_j |^pdμ → 0 and ∫ D |∇φ_j − v|^pdμ → 0 as j → ∞ for some v ∈ L^p(D, μ), then v ≡ 0;

(III) the p-Sobolev inequality: there exist σ > 1 and C > 0 such that for every ball B := B(y, R) and φ ∈ C^∞_c (B) it holds

(1.3) ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^{σp} dμ ) 1_{σp} ≤ CR ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |∇φ|^p dμ ) 1_p ; (IV) the p-Poincaré inequality: there exists C > 0 such that for every ball B := B(y, R) and φ ∈ C^∞(B) it holds ∫ B |φ − φ_B |^p dμ ≤ CR^p ∫ B |∇φ|^p dμ, where φ_B stands for the average of φ over B with respect to dμ.

The interplay between the conditions above has received considerable attention. Independently, Saloff-Coste [27] and Grygor’yan [12] proved that (I) and (IV) imply (III) (and this implication was later systematized by several authors, see [14, p.79]). Then, Heinonen and Koskela [16, Theorem 5.2] proved that, as it had been announced by S. Semmes, conditions (I) and (IV) imply (II).

Our Theorem 1.2 then contributes to the further understanding of such interplay by establishing that a weaker version of (III) (as given by (1.1)) implies (I), thus placing the Sobolev inequality (1.3) back into the core of the regularity theory aspects of partial differential equations.

1.1. Metric spaces. The theory of Sobolev-type inequalities in metric spaces, including imbedding theorems and several definitions of Sobolev spaces, has seen great developments in the past two decades, see for instance [5, 9, 10, 13, 14, 31] and references therein. A driving motivation for the study of such Sobolev-type inequalities arises in the study of regularity of solutions to certain classes of degenerate elliptic and parabolic PDEs, see for instance [5, Chapters 7-14], [6, 7, 19, 25] and references therein. In what follows, we briefly review the theory of Sobolev spaces in metric spaces as to formulate a corresponding version of Theorem 1.2. The reader is referred to [5, Chapters 1-5], [6, Sections 1-5], [19, Sections 1-3] for further details.

Let (X, d) be a metric space. For y ∈ X and R > 0 the d-ball centered at y with radius R is defined as B_d(y, R) := {x ∈ X : d(x, y) < R}.

Given a function u : X → [−∞, ∞], a non-negative Borel function g : X → [0, ∞] is called an upper gradient of u if for all curves (i.e. non-constant rectifiable continuous mappings) γ : [0, l_γ ] → X it holds |u(γ(0)) − u(γ(l_γ ))| ≤ ∫ γ g ds. In particular, if for some L ≥ 1, u : X → R is an L-Lipschitz function, i.e., |u(x) − u(y)| ≤ L d(x, y) for every x, y ∈ X, then the function lip(u) defined for

FROM SOBOLEV INEQUALITY TO DOUBLING 3 x ∈ X as (1.4) lip(u)(x) := lim inf_{r→0+} sup_{y∈Bd(x,r)} |u(x) − u(y)| r is an upper-gradient for u (see [5, Proposition 1.14]). Notice also that lip(u)(x) ≤ L for every x ∈ X.

Let μ be a Borel measure on (X, d) such that 0 < μ(B) < ∞ for every d-ball B ⊂ X. For 1 ≤ p < ∞ and u ∈ L^p(X, μ) set ‖u‖^p_{N 1,p} := ∫ X |u|^pdμ + inf_g ∫ X g^pdμ, where the infimum is taken over all the upper-gradients g of u. Given a d-ball B ⊂ X, its Newtonian space with zero boundary values is defined as N^{1,p}_0 (B) := {f|_B : ‖f‖_N 1,p < ∞ and f ≡ 0 on X \ B}. Definition 1.4. Let (X, d, μ) be as above. Given 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞, we say that the triple (X, d, μ) admits a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a (finite) constant C_S > 0 if for every d-ball B := B_d(y, R) ⊂ X and every function φ ∈ N^{1,p}_0 (B) it holds true that ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^{pσ} dμ ) 1_{pσ} ≤ C_S R ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B g^pdμ ) 1_p (1.5) + C_S ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^pdμ ) 1_p , for all upper-gradients g of φ.

Then we have the following metric-space formulation of Theorem 1.2

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that, for some 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞, the triple (X, d, μ) admits a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a constant C_S > 0. Then, the measure μ is doubling on (X, d). More precisely, there exists a constant C_D ≥ 1, depending only on p, σ, and C_S , such that μ(B_d(y, 2R)) ≤ C_D μ(B_d(y, R)) ∀y ∈ X, R > 0. Clearly, Theorem 1.2 then follows as a corollary of Theorem 1.5.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.5 Given a d-ball B := B_d(y, R) set B^∗ := B_d(y, 2R) and define a family of d- Lipschitz functions {ψ_j }_{j∈N} ⊂ N^{1,p}_0 (B) ⊂ N^{1,p}_0 (B^∗) as follows: for j ∈ N set r_j := (2^{−j−1} + 2^{−1})R and

(2.1) ψ_j (x) := ( r_j − d(x, y) r_j − r_{j+1} )_+ ∧ 1. Also for j ∈ N, define the d-balls B_j as 1 2 B ⊂ B_j := {x ∈ X : d(x, y) ≤ r_j } ⊂ B ⊂ B^∗ = 2B.

4 KOROBENKO, MALDONADO, AND RIOS

Our first step will be to apply the weak-Sobolev inequality (1.5) to ψ_j on B^∗ by choosing the upper-gradient g_j := lip(ψ_j ) as defined in (1.4). In particular, it follows that

(2.2) g_j (x) ≤

2^{j+2} R χ_{Bj} (x) and 0 ≤ ψ_j (x) ≤ 1 ∀x ∈ X. Then, by the weak-Sobolev inequality (1.5) applied to each ψ_j on B^∗ = 2B (and using the fact that each ψ_j is supported in B_j , so that B^∗ can be replaced by B_j in the integrals), we obtain ( 1 μ(B^∗) ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^{pσ} dμ ) 1_{pσ} ≤ 2C_S R ( 1 μ(B^∗) ∫ B_j g^p_j dμ ) 1_p (2.3)

+ C_S ( 1 μ(B^∗) ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^pdμ ) 1_p . By the estimates for g_j and ψ_j in (2.2), we obtain

(2.4) ( 1 μ(B^∗) ∫ B_j g^p_j dμ ) 1_p ≤ 2^{j+2} R ( μ(B_j ) μ(B^∗) ) 1_p

and (2.5) ( 1 μ(B^∗) ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^pdμ ) 1_p ≤ ( μ(B_j ) μ(B^∗) ) 1_p . On the other hand, since ψ_j ≡ 1 on B_{j+1} ⊂ B_j , it follows that

(2.6) ( μ(B_{j+1}) μ(B^∗) ) 1_{pσ} ≤ ( 1 μ(B^∗) ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^{pσ} dμ ) 1_{pσ} . Therefore, by combining (2.6), (2.5), and (2.4) with (2.3), we obtain ( μ(B_{j+1}) μ(B^∗) ) 1_{pσ} ≤ 2C_S 2^{j+2} ( μ(B_j ) μ(B^∗) ) 1_p + C_S ( μ(B_j ) μ(B^∗) ) 1_p ≤ C_S 2^{j+4} ( μ(B_j ) μ(B^∗) ) 1_p . Raising to the power p/σ^{j−1} then yields

(2.7) ( μ(B_{j+1}) μ(B^∗) ) 1_{σj} ≤ C p σj−1 S 2^{p(j+4)}σ^{j−1} ( μ(B_j ) μ(B^∗) ) 1_{σj−1} . At this point, for j ∈ N, define P_j := μ(B_j )^1σ^{j−1} , so that (2.7) can be recast as

(2.8) P_{j+1} ≤ C σp σj S 2^{σp(j+4)}σ^j μ(B^∗)^{1−σ}σ^j P_j .

Notice that, from the construction of B_j , we have B_d(y, R/2) ⊂ B_j ⊂ B for every j ∈ N, so that 0 < μ(B_d(y, R/2)) ≤ μ(B_j ) ≤ μ(B) < ∞ for every j ∈ N. Then μ(B_d(y, R/2))^1σ^{j−1} ≤ P_j ≤ μ(B)^1σ^{j−1} ∀j ∈ N, which implies lim_{j→∞} P_j = 1. Now, by iterations of (2.8), we get

(2.9) 1 = lim_{j→∞} P_j ≤ P_1 ∞∏ j=1 [C^{σp}_S 2^{σp(j+4)}μ(B^∗)^{1−σ} ]^1σ^j ,

FROM SOBOLEV INEQUALITY TO DOUBLING 5

with_∞ ∏ j=1 [C^{σp}_S ]^1σ^j = exp σp ∞∑ j=1 1 σ^j log C_S = C^{pσσ−1}_S ,

∞∏ j=1 [2^{pσ(j+4)}]^1σ^j = exp σp ∞∑ j=1 j + 4 σ^j log 2 =: K_1(σ, p) < ∞, and ∞∏ j=1 [μ(B^∗)^{1−σ} ]^1σ^j = exp ∞∑ j=1 (1 − σ) σ^j log μ(B^∗)

= exp ∞∑ j=1 ( 1 σ^j − 1 σ^{j−1} ) log μ(B^∗) = 1 μ(B^∗) . Consequently, (2.9) yields 1 ≤ C^{pσσ−1}_S K_1(σ, p) P_1 μ(B^∗) , which, together with the fact that P_1 = μ(B_1) ≤ μ(B), implies μ(B^∗) ≤ C^{pσσ−1}_S K_1(σ, p)μ(B) and (1.2) follows with C_D := C^{pσσ−1}_S K_1(σ, p). □

3. Further extensions of Theorem 1.2

From the proof of Theorem 1.5 the central role of the functions {ψ_j } becomes quite apparent. In this section we reformulate Theorem 1.2 in other contexts where corresponding functions {ψ_j } can be constructed.

3.1. Dirichlet forms. Since the 1990’s, deep connections between Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities, doubling properties for measures, and elliptic and parabolic Harnack inequalities have been discovered and further developed in the ample context of strongly local, regular Dirichlet forms (including analysis on complete Riemannian manifolds, Alexandrov spaces, self-similar sets, graphs, etc.) see, for instance, [1, 2, 3, 4, 12, 17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 24, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 35] and references therein. In this subsection we will recast Theorem 1.2 in the language of Dirichlet forms. A brief review of some basic notions is in order.

Let (X, τ) be a Hausdorff, locally compact, separable topological space and let μ be a Radon measure on (X, τ) such that μ(U) > 0 for every nonempty open subset U ⊂ X. Let F be a dense subspace of L^2(X, μ) := {u : X → R : ∫ X u^2dμ < ∞} and let E : F ×F → [0, ∞) be a bilinear, non-negative definite (that is, E(u, u) ≥ 0∀u ∈ F), and symmetric functional. For every u ∈ F set E(u) := E(u, u). Assume that (E, F) is closed, that is, F equipped with the norm ‖u‖_F := (‖u‖_L2_{(X,μ)}+E(u))^{1/2} becomes a Hilbert space and that (E, F) is Markovian; that is, for every u ∈ F, it follows that u_1 := (0 ∨ u) ∧ 1 ∈ F and E(u_1) ≤ E(u). When all the above conditions are met, (F, E) is called a Dirichlet form on L^2(X, μ). We refer the reader to [11, Chapters 1-3] for further details and properties of Dirichlet forms.

6 KOROBENKO, MALDONADO, AND RIOS

We intend to state a Sobolev-type inequality along the lines of (1.1) involving a Dirichlet form (F, E); hence, the next step will be about imposing conditions on (F, E) as to equip X (which thus far is just a topological, and not necessarily metric, space) with a convenient distance.

Let C_c(X) denote the class of real-valued, continuous functions on X with compact support equipped with the uniform topology. Following the notation in [11, Section 1.1], a Dirichlet form is regular if F ∩ C_c(X) is dense in both (F, ‖ · ‖_F ) and (C_c(X), ‖ · ‖_L∞_{(X)}) and it is strongly local if E(u, v) = 0 for all u, v ∈ F with u ≡ 1 on a neighborhood of supp(v). A strongly local regular Dirichlet form (F, E) admits the integral representation

(3.1) E(u, v) = ∫ X dΓ(u, v) ∀u, v ∈ F, where Γ (called the energy measure of (F, E)) is a bilinear, non-negative definite, symmetric form with values in the signed Radon measures of X (see [11, Section 3.2]). Moreover, the energy measure has a local character, meaning that given u, v ∈ F and an open set Ω ⊂ X, the restriction of Γ(u, v) to Ω depends only on the restrictions of u and v to Ω. We write u ∈ F_{loc}(Ω) if u ∈ L^2_{loc}(U, μ) and for every compact subset K ⊂ Ω there exists w ∈ F such that u = w μ-a.e. on K (see [11, p.130]). Then, the local character of Γ allows to unambiguously define it on F_{loc}(Ω) × F_{loc}(Ω). The energy measure Γ induces a pseudo-metric ρ (called the intrinsic metric on X) defined for x, y ∈ X as (3.2) ρ(x, y) := sup{u(x) − u(y) : u ∈ F_{loc}(X) ∩ C(X) and dΓ(u, u) ≤ dμ on X}, where the condition dΓ(u, u) ≤ dμ on X means that the measure Γ(u, u) is absolutely continuous with respect to μ and the Radon-Nikodym derivative dΓ(u, u)/dμ ≤ 1 on X. In general ρ could be degenerate in the sense that ρ(x, y) = ∞ or ρ(x, y) = 0 can happen for some x ≠ y. One way to avoid this degeneracy is to introduce the following:

Assumption (A): All ρ-balls B_ρ(y, R) := {x ∈ X : ρ(x, y) < R} are relatively compact in (X, τ).

Assumption (A’): The topology induced by ρ is equivalent to τ (the original topology in X).

Then, under Assumption (A’), it follows that if X is connected and given x, y ∈ X, with x ≠ y, then 0 < ρ(x, y) < ∞, thus turning ρ into a metric on X (see [32, Section 4.2]). Assumptions (A) and (A’) will also be used to guarantee (3.4) below.

Definition 3.1. Let (X, τ) and μ be as above and assume that X is connected and Assumptions (A) and (A’) hold true. Let (F, E) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet form on L^2(X, μ). Following [4, p.38], let Ω ⊂ X be open, and for u ∈ F_{loc}(Ω) write α(u, u) = dΓ(u, u)/dμ, the Radon-Nikodym derivative. Given 1 ≤ p < ∞, the Dirichlet-Sobolev space D_p[E, Ω] is defined as D_p[E, Ω] := {u ∈ F_{loc}(Ω) : α(u, u) ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω, μ), ∫ Ω α(u, u)^{p2} dμ + ∫ Ω |u|^pdμ < ∞}. Given 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞, we say that the Dirichlet form (F, E) admits a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a (finite) constant C_S > 0 if for every ρ-ball B := B_ρ(y, R) ⊂ X and every function φ ∈ D_p[E, B] with supp(φ) ⊂ B it holds

FROM SOBOLEV INEQUALITY TO DOUBLING 7

true that ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^{pσ} dμ ) 1_{pσ} ≤ C_S R ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B α(u, u)^{p2} dμ ) 1_p (3.3) + C_S ( 1 μ(B) ∫ B |φ|^pdμ ) 1_p . Then we have the following Dirichlet-form version of Theorem 1.2

Theorem 3.2. Let (X, τ) and μ be as above and assume that X is connected and that Assumptions (A) and (A’) hold true. Let (F, E) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet form on L^2(X, μ). Suppose that, for some 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞, the Dirichlet form (F, E) admits a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a constant C_S > 0. Then, the measure μ is doubling on (X, ρ). More precisely, there exists a constant C_D ≥ 1, depending only on p, σ, and C_S , such that μ(B_ρ(y, 2R)) ≤ C_D μ(B_ρ(y, R)) ∀y ∈ X, R > 0. Proof. Given a ρ-ball B := B_ρ(y, R), set B^∗ := B_ρ(y, 2R). By [32, Lemma 1’ on p.191], assumptions (A) and (A’) imply that for every y ∈ X and every r > 0, the function ρ_{y,r} : x → (r − ρ(x, y))^+ satisfies ρ_{y,r} ∈ F ∩ C_c(X) and (3.4) dΓ(ρ_{y,r}, ρ_{y,r}) ≤ dμ. Then, for each j ∈ N set r_j := (2^{−j−1} + 2^{−1})R and, just as in the case for metric spaces in (2.1), define

ψ_j (x) := ( r_j − ρ(x, y) r_j − r_{j+1} )_+ ∧ 1. For each j ∈ N define s_j := 1/(r_j − r_{j−1}) = 2^{j+2}/R and the set D_j := {x ∈ X : s_j (r_j − ρ(x, y)) > 1} so that, by the definition of ψ_j , the so-called truncation property (see [32, p.190]), the fact that dΓ(1, 1) = 0 (due to the locality of Γ, see [32, p.189]), and the estimate (3.4) we have dΓ(ψ_j , ψ_j ) = dΓ(s_j ρ_{y,rj} ∧ 1, s_j ρ_{y,rj} ∧ 1) = 1_{Dj} dΓ(1, 1) + 1_{X\Dj} dΓ(s_j ρ_{y,rj} , s_j ρ_{y,rj} ) = 1_{X\Dj} dΓ(s_j ρ_{y,rj} , s_j ρ_{y,rj} ) = 1_{X\Dj} s^2_j dΓ(ρ_{y,rj} , ρ_{y,rj} ) ≤ s^2_j dμ. Hence,

(3.5) dΓ(ψ_j , ψ_j ) ≤ ( 2^{j+2} R )_2 dμ ∀j ∈ N. As usual, define B_j by 1 2 B ⊂ B_j := {x ∈ X : ρ(x, y) ≤ r_j } ⊂ B ⊂ B^∗ = 2B, and the proof of Theorem 3.2 follows along the same lines as the one for Theorem 1.5. Notice that, alternatively, one could use the construction from [3, Section 3] to produce {ψ_j }_{j∈N} ⊂ F_{loc}(X) ∩ C(X) with ψ_j ≡ 1 on B_{j+1}, ψ_j ≡ 0 on X \ B_j , 0 ≤ ψ_j ≤ 1, and

dΓ(ψ_j , ψ_j ) ≤ 10 ( 2^{j+2} R )_2 dμ ∀j ∈ N. □

8 KOROBENKO, MALDONADO, AND RIOS

3.2. A subelliptic version. In (R^n , d_E ) as well as in the metric-space and Dirichletform contexts above, the various sequences {ψ_j }_{j∈N} had “bounded gradients” in the sense of (2.2) and (3.5). These uniform bounds were used to obtain the corresponding inequalities of the type (2.4). Next we will show how in certain subelliptic contexts the uniform bounds on the gradients can be weakened to suitable integral bounds. This will allow us to relate our Theorem 1.2 to the notion of accumulating sequence of Lipschitz cut-off functions (see Remark 3.5).

We largely follow the terminology from [29, Section 1]. Consider an open subset Ω ⊂ R^n (in the Euclidean topology) and let

Q : Ω → {non-negative semi-definite n × n matrices}

be a locally bounded function on Ω. For a Lipschitz function u : Ω → R (throughout this subsection, Lipschitz means Lipschitz with respect to the Euclidean distance), define its Q-gradient Lebesgue-a.e. in Ω as

[∇u]_Q := (∇u^T Q∇u)^{12} .

Definition 3.3. Let d : Ω×Ω → [0, ∞) be a metric on Ω that generates a topology equivalent to the Euclidean topology in Ω. Given s > 1 we say that the structure (Ω, d, Q) admits accumulating sequences of Lipschitz cut-off functions with exponent s (see [29, p.9]) if there exist constants 0 < ν < 1, K > 0, and N > 1 such that for every d-ball B := B_d(y, R), with R < dist(y, ∂Ω)/6, there exists a sequence {ψ_j }_{j∈N} of functions defined on Ω such that

supp(ψ_1) ⊂ B,

(3.6) B_d(y, νR) ⊂ {x : ψ_j (x) = 1} ∀j ∈ N, (3.7) supp(ψ_{j+1}) ⊂ {x : ψ_j (x) = 1} ∀j ∈ N,

(3.8) ψ_j is Lipschitz and 0 ≤ ψ_j ≤ 1 ∀j ∈ N,

(3.9) ( 1 |B| ∫ B [∇ψ_j ]^s_Q dx ) 1_s ≤ KN^j R ∀j ∈ N, (3.10)

where |B| stands for the Lebesgue measure of B.

For 1 ≤ p < ∞, let W^{1,p}_Q (Ω, dx) denote the closure of the Lipschitz functions on Ω under the norm ‖u‖_W 1,p_{Q (Ω,dx)} := ‖u‖_Lp_{(Ω,dx)} + ‖[∇u]_Q‖_Lp_{(Ω,dx)}. Now for 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 < σ < ∞ we say that (Ω, d, Q) admits a weak (pσ, p)- Sobolev inequality with a (finite) constant C_S > 0 if for every d-ball B := B_d(y, R) ⊂ X, with 0 < R < dist(y, ∂Ω)/6, and every function φ ∈ W^{1,p}_Q (Ω, dx) with supp(φ) ⊂ B it holds true that ( 1 |B| ∫ B |φ|^{pσ} dx ) 1_{pσ} ≤ C_S R ( 1 |B| ∫ B [∇φ]^p_Q dx ) 1_p (3.11) + C_S ( 1 |B| ∫ B |φ|^p dx ) 1_p . As usual, given r > 1 denote its dual Hölder exponent as r^′, defined by r^′ + r = rr^′. Then we have the following formulation of Theorem 1.2

FROM SOBOLEV INEQUALITY TO DOUBLING 9

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that, for some 1 ≤ p < ∞, 1 < σ < ∞, and s > pσ^′, the structure (Ω, d, Q) admits accumulating sequences of Lipschitz cut-off functions with exponent s as well as a weak (pσ, p)-Sobolev inequality with a constant C_S > 0. Then, Lebesgue measure dx is doubling on (Ω, d). More precisely, there exists a constant C_D ≥ 1, depending only on p, σ, s, K, N, and C_S , such that |B_d(y, 2R)| ≤ C_D |B_d(y, R)| ∀y ∈ X, ∀ 0 < R < dist(y, ∂Ω)/6. Proof. Given a d-ball B := B_d(y, R), with 0 < R < dist(y, ∂Ω)/6, just as in the proof of Theorem 1.5, apply the weak-Sobolev inequality (3.11) to the accumulating sequence of Lipschitz cut-off functions {ψ_j } on the d-ball B^∗ := B_d(y, 2R) and, for j ∈ N, set B_j := supp(ψ_j ), to obtain ( 1 |B^∗| ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^{pσ} dx ) 1_{pσ} ≤ 2C_S R ( 1 |B^∗| ∫ B_j [∇ψ_j ]^p_Q dx ) 1_p

+ C_S ( 1 |B^∗| ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^p dx ) 1_p . The main step in the proof is to find a substitute for (2.4). Set q := s/p > 1 so that q^′ := s/(s − p) > 1. By applying Hölder’s inequality with q and q^′ and using (3.10), we get ( 1 |B^∗| ∫ B_j [∇ψ_j ]^p_Qdx ) 1_p ≤ ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) 1_{p −} 1_s ( 1 |B^∗| ∫ B_j [∇ψ_j ]^s_Qdx ) 1_s

≤ KN^j 2R ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) 1_{p −} 1_s . By properties (3.8) and (3.9), and from the inequalities above, it follows that ( |B_{j+1}| |B^∗| ) 1_{pσ} ≤ ( 1 |B^∗| ∫ B_j |ψ_j |^{pσ} dx ) 1_{pσ} ≤ KN^j ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) 1_{p −} 1_s + ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) 1_p

≤ (KN^j + 1) ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) 1_{p −} 1_s ≤ (K + 1)N^j ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) 1_{p −} 1_s . Now, set β := σ/q^′ = σ(1 − p/s) and notice that the hypothesis s > pσ^′ means β > 1. Raising the inequality above to the power ps/(s − p) > 0 yields

(3.12) ( |B_{j+1}| |B^∗| ) 1_β ≤ (K + 1)^{pσβ} N^{jpσβ} ( |B_j | |B^∗| ) . Set P_j := |B_j |^{1βj−1} so that raising (3.12) to the power 1/β^{j−1} implies P_{j+1} ≤ (K + 1)^{pσβj} N^{jpσβj} |B^∗|^{1−ββj} P_j From conditions (3.6) and (3.7) we get lim_{j→∞} P_j = 1 and P_1 ≤ |B| and the proof can now be completed just as in Section 2. □

Remark 3.5. Notice that the family {ψ_j }_{j∈N} in (2.1) (with respect to Euclidean distance) will satisfy (3.6) through (3.9) (with ν = 1/2) as well as (3.10) with ‖Q‖_L∞_{(B)} instead of K. The fact that the bound K must be uniform in B leads

10 KOROBENKO, MALDONADO, AND RIOS

to the study of the interaction between the Euclidean distance and the distance d whose balls define the inequality (3.10) and the Sobolev inequality (3.11). Sufficient conditions on the interaction between Euclidean balls and d-balls for the structure (Ω, d, Q) to admit accumulating sequences of Lipschitz cut-off functions have been found in [29, Proposition 68] and [20, Lemma 8]. The hypotheses on the validity of Sobolev inequalities, the existence of accumulating sequences of Lipschitz cut-off functions, and doubling property for Lebesgue measure on the d-balls, are typical in the related literature (see, for instance, [26, 29, 30]). Theorem 3.4 now renders the doubling condition redundant.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank the anonymous referees whose suggestions helped improve the presentation of the article.

References

[1] M. Barlow, A. Grigor’yan and T. Kumagai,On the equivalence of parabolic Harnack inequalities and heat kernel estimates, J. Math. Soc. Japan, 64(4) (2012) 1091–1146.

[2] M. Biroli and U. Mosco, Formes de Dirichlet et estimations structurelles dans les milieux discontinus, C.R.A.S. Paris 313, Sér. I (1991), 593–598.

[3] , A Saint-Venant type principle for Dirichlet forms on discontinuous media, Ann.

Mat. Pura Appl. 169(4), (1995), 125–181.

[4] , Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for Dirichlet forms on homogeneous spaces, Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Natur. Rend. Lincei (9) Mat. Appl. 6 (1995), 37–44.

[5] A. Björn and J. Björn, Nonlinear Potential Theory on Metric Spaces, EMS Tracts in Mathematics 17, European Mathematical Society, Zurich, 2011.

[6] A. Björn and N. Marola, Moser iteration for (quasi)minimizers on metric spaces, Manuscripta Math., 121, (2006), 339–366.

[7] E. Durand, J. Jaramillo, and N. Shanmugalingam, First order Poincaré inequalities in metric measure spaces, Ann. Acad. Scie. Fenn. Math. 38 (2013), no. 2013, 287–308.

[8] E. B. Fabes, C. E. Kenig, and R. P. Serapioni, The local regularity of solutions of degenerate elliptic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 7 (1982), no. 1, 77–116.

[9] B. Franchi, G. Lu, and R. L. Wheeden, A relationship between Poincaré-type inequalities and representation formulas in spaces of homogeneous type, Internat. Math. Res. Notices (1996), no. 1, 1–14.

[10] B. Franchi, C. Pérez, and R. L. Wheeden, Self-improving properties of John-Nirenberg and Poincaré inequalities on spaces of homogeneous type, J. Funct. Anal. 153 (1998), 108–146.

[11] M. Fukushima, Y. Oshima, and M. Takeda, Dirichlet Forms and Symmetric Markov Processes. Second revised and extended edition. De Gruyter Studies in Math. 19, Berlin/New York, 2011.

[12] A. A. Grigor’yan, The heat equation on noncompact Riemannian manifolds, Mat. Sb. 182 (1991), no. 1, 55–87.

[13] P. Hajłasz, Sobolev spaces on arbitrary metric space, Potential Anal. 5 (1996), 403–415. [14] P. Hajłasz and P. Koskela, Sobolev met Poincaré, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 145 (2000), no. 688, x+101.

[15] J. Heinonen, T. Kilpeläinen, and O. Martio, Nonlinear potential theory of degenerate elliptic equations, Dover Publications Inc., Mineola, NY, 2006, Unabridged republication of the 1993 original.

[16] J. Heinonen and P. Koskela, Weighted Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities and quasiregular mappings of polynomial type, Math. Scand. 77 (1995), no. 2, 251–271.

[17] J. Kigami, Volume doubling measures and heat kernel estimates on self-similar sets, Memoirs Amer. Math. Soc., vol. 199, Number 932, 2009.

[18] J. Kigami, R. Strichartz, K. Walker, Constructing a Laplacian on the diamond fractal, Experiment. Math. 10(3), (2001), 321–480.

[19] J. Kinnunen and N. Shanmugalingam, Regularity of quasi-minimizers on metric spaces, Manuscripta Math. 105 (2001), 401–432.

FROM SOBOLEV INEQUALITY TO DOUBLING 11

[20] L. Korobenko and C Rios, Regularity of solutions to degenerate non-doubling second order equations, preprint available at arXiv:1401.8047v1 [math.AP].

[21] P. Koskela, N. Shanmugalingam, and J. Tyson, Dirichlet forms, Poincaré inequalities, and the Sobolev spaces of Korevaar and Schoen, Potential Anal. 21, (2004), 241–262.

[22] T. Kumagai, Heat kernel estimates and parabolic Harnack inequalities on graphs and resistance sorms, Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Univ. 40, (2004), 793–818.

[23] K. Kuwae, Functional calculus for Dirichlet forms, Osaka J. Math. 35, (1998), 683–715. [24] K. Kuwae, Y. Machigashira, and T. Shioya, Sobolev spaces, Laplacian, and heat kernel on Alexandrov spaces, Math. Z. 238, (2001), 269–316.

[25] N. Marola and M. Masson, On the Harnack inequality for parabolic minimizers in metric measure spaces, Tohoku Math. J. (2), 65 (4), (2013), 467–608.

[26] D. Monticelli, S. Rodney, and R. Wheeden, Boundedness of weak solutions of degenerate quasilinear equations with rough coefficients, Differential Integral Equations 25 (2012), no. 1- 2, 143–200.

[27] L. Saloff-Coste, A note on Poincaré, Sobolev, and Harnack inequalities, Internat. Math. Res.

Notices (1992), no. 2, 27–38.

[28] , Aspects of Sobolev Type Inequalities. London Mathematical Society, Lecture Notes 289, Cambridge University Press, 2002.

[29] E. T. Sawyer and R. L. Wheeden, Hölder continuity of weak solutions to subelliptic equations with rough coefficients, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 180 (2006), no. 847, x+157.

[30] , Degenerate Sobolev spaces and regularity of subelliptic equations, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 362 (2010), no. 04, 1869–1906.

[31] N. Shanmugalingam, Newtonian spaces: An extension of Sobolev spaces to metric measure spaces, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 16 (2000), no. 2, 243–279.

[32] K. T. Sturm, Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces I. Recurrence, conservativeness and L^p- Liouville properties, J. Reine Angew. Math. 456 (1994), 173–196.

[33] , Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. II. Upper Gaussian estimates for the fundamental solutions of parabolic equations, Osaka J. Math., 32 (1995), 275–312.

[34] , Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. III. The parabolic Harnack inequality, J. Math.

Pures Appl. 75(9), (1996), 273–297.

[35] , On the geometry defined by Dirichlet forms, Seminar on Stochastic Analysis, Random Fields and Applications (Ascona, 1993), Progr. Probab., Birkhäuser, Basel, 36 (1995), 231–242.

University of Calgary, Calgary, Alberta, lkoroben@ucalgary.ca

Kansas State University, Manhattan, Kansas, dmaldona@math.ksu.edu

University of Calgary, Calgary, Alberta, crios@ucalgary.ca