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SWEEPING AND THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM AT THE
MARTIN BOUNDARY OF A FINE DOMAIN

MOHAMED EL KADIRI AND BENT FUGLEDE

ABSTRACT. We study sweeping in the Martin compactification U of a fine
domain U in R™, n > 2, and solve the Dirichlet problem at the Martin
boundary of U.

1. INTRODUCTION

The fine topology on an open set 2 C R™ was introduced by H. Cartan in
classical potential theory. It is defined as the smallest topology on €2 in which
every superharmonic function on €2 is continuous. Potential theory on a finely
open set, for example in R”, was introduced and studied in the 1970’s by the
second named author [I1]. The harmonic and superharmonic functions and the
potentials in this theory are termed finely [super|harmonic functions and fine
potentials. Generally one distinguishes by the prefix ‘fine(ly)’ notions in fine
potential theory from those in classical potential theory on a usual (Euclidean)
open set. Large parts of classical potential theory have been extended to fine
potential theory.

The integral representation of nonnegative finely superharmonic functions
by using Choquet’s method of extreme points was studied by the first named
author in [§], where it was shown that the cone of nonnegative superharmonic
functions equipped with the natural topology has a compact base. This al-
lowed the present authors in [I0] to define the Martin compactification and
the Martin boundary of a fine domain U in R". The Martin compactification
U of U was defined by injection of U in a compact base of the cone S(U) of
nonnegative finely superharmonic functions on U. While the Martin bound-
ary of a usual domain is closed and hence compact, all we can say in the
present setup is that the Martin boundary A(U) of U is a G subset of the
compact Riesz-Martin space U = U U A(U) endowed with the natural topol-
ogy. Nevertheless we can define a suitably measurable Riesz-Martin kernel
K :UxU — [0,+0c0]. Every function u € S(U) has an integral represen-
tation u(z) = [ K(z,Y)dp(Y) in terms of a Radon measure p on U. This
representation is unique if it is required that p be carried by UUA(U), where
A;(U) denotes the minimal Martin boundary of U, which likewise is a G5 in U.

In this case of uniqueness we write p = p,,. We show that u is a fine potential,
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resp. an invariant function, if and only if p, is carried by U, resp. by A(U).
The invariant functions, likewise studied in [I0], generalize the non-negative
harmonic functions in the classical Riesz decomposition theorem.

There is a notion of minimal thinness of a set E C U at a point Y € A(U),
and an associated minimal-fine filter F(Y'), which allowed the authors in [10]
to obtain a generalization of the classical Fatou-Naim-Doob theorem. We
showed that, for any finely superharmonic function v > 0 on U and for p;-
almost every point Y € A;(U), u(x) has the limit (du,/dp,)(Y) as x — Y
along the minimal-fine filter F(Y'). Here dp,,/dju, denotes the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of the absolutely continuous component of i, with respect to the
absolutely continuous component of the measure p; representing the constant
function 1, which is finely harmonic and hence invariant.

In the present continuation of [I0] we study sweeping on a subset of the
Riesz-Martin space, and the Dirichlet problem at the Martin boundary. An
important integral representation of suitable swept functions (Theorem [B9)
seems to be new even in the case where U is a Euclidean domain. Furthermore
we define the notion of minimal thiness of a subset of U at a point of A;(U),
and the associated minimal-fine topology on U. This mf-topology is finer than
the natural topology on U, and induces on U the fine topology there. For
the study of the Dirichlet problem at the Martin boundary in the last section
we use the natural topology because it gives the stronger results. Concerning
resolutivity we also consider a more general concept of quasiresolutivity which
does not seem to have been considered before in the literature in the classical
case where U is Euclidean open.

Notations: For a Green domain §2 in R”, n > 2, we denote by Gq the
Green kernel for Q. If U is a fine domain in §2 we denote by S(U) the convex
cone of non-negative finely superharmonic functions on U in the sense of [11].
The convex cone of fine potentials on U (that is, the functions in S(U) for
which every finely subharmonic minorant is < 0) is denoted by P(U). The
cone of invariant functions on U is denoted by H;(U); it is the orthogonal band
to P(U) relative to S(U). By Gy we denote the (fine) Green kernel for U, cf.
2], [15]. If AcC U and f: A — [0, +00] one denotes by R?, resp. E?, the
reduced function, resp. the swept function, of f on A relative to U, cf. [11]
Section 11]. If u € S(U) and A C U we may write R4 for ﬁf with f = 14u.
For any set A C €2 we denote by A the fine closure of A in 2, and by b(A) the
base of A in €, that is, the set of points of 2 at which A is not thin, in other
words the set of all fine limit points of A in 2.

2. SWEEPING ON SUBSETS OF U

We shall need an ad hoc concept of a (fine) Perron family. Recall from [10]
Section 3] the continuous affine form ® > 0 on S(U) such that the chosen
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compact base B of the cone S(U) consists of all u € S(U) with ®(u) = 1.
Cover €2 by a sequence of Euclidean open balls By with closures Bj, contained
in Q. We refer to [10, Lemma 3.14] for the proof of the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. (a) The mapping U 5 y — Gy(.,y) € S(U) is continuous from
U with the fine topology into S(U) with the natural topology.

(b) The function U 3 y — ®(Gu(.,y)) €10, +o0[ is finely continuous on
U.

(¢) The sets

Vi = {y eU: (I)(GU(.,y)) > 1/]{3} N By

form a countable cover of U by finely open sets which are relatively naturally
compact i U.

Definition 2.2. A nonvoid lower directed family F C S(U) is called a (fine)

U\V

Perron family if R\ € F for every k and every u € F.

Theorem 2.3. If F C S(U) is a Perron family then inf F is an invariant
function.

Proof. Fix k. Clearly

inf F = m/\f{}AZU\Vk cu e F}
and the family {R5""* : u € F} is lower directed in 1 U. By [10, Lemma 2.4]
each RY'\“* is invariant in Vi, and so is therefore 1nf.7-"|v,c according to [10]
Theorem 2.6 (c)]. Consequently, inf F is likewise invariant, by [10, Theorem
2.6 (b)]. O

We are now prepared to study sweeping on U, following in part the classical
procedure, cf. [6], [3, Section 8.2], the main deviations being caused by the
non-compactness of A(U). See also Definition and Theorem B.17 below
for the analogous and actually identical notion of sweeping relative to the
minimal-fine topology on U.

Definition 2.4. Let A C U. For any function v € S(U) the reduction of u on
A is defined by

RY=inflo e S(U):v>u on ANU and on W NU for some W € W(A)},

where W(A) denotes the family of all open sets W C U with the natural

topology such that W > AN A(U). The sweeping ﬁﬁ of uw on A is defined as
the greatest finely lL.s.c. minorant of R4.

Thus Ef is of class S(U). It is convenient to express R4 and ﬁf in terms
of reduction and sweeping on subsets of U, cf. [0, 1.II1.5]:

RA = inf{RAYWINV 117 ¢ W(A)Y,
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R4 = inf {RAYWINT . 117 ¢ W(A)}.

In particular, for any subset A of U, the present reduction R% and sweeping
ﬁf relative to U reduce to the similarly denoted usual reduction and sweeping
on A relative to U. Note that if A C A(U) we may replace AU W by W in
the above expressions for R/ and ﬁﬁ

By the fundamental convergence theorem [I1, Theorem 11.8] and the quasi-
Lindel6f property for finely u.s.c. functions (cf. [IT) §3.9] for finely l.s.c. func-
tions), there is a decreasing sequence (W;) of sets W; € W(A) (depending on
u) such that it suffices to take for W the sets W;, in the above definitions and
alternative expressions.

Remark 2.5. If A € A(U) then W(A) is the family of all open sets W C U
containing A, and it then suffices to take for W a decreasing sequence of open
sets W; D A (depending on u) such that [, W; c A. In fact, A is the
intersection of a decreasing sequence of open sets V; C U, and we merely have
to replace the above (W;) by the decreasing sequence of open sets W; NV €
W(A) whose intersection clearly is contained in A. If A is a compact subset
of A(U) we may therefore take W; = V; (independently of ).

Proposition 2.6. Let A and B be two subsets of U and let u,v € S(U) and
0 <a<+oo. Then _
1. RAYB < R4+ RB.

2. If AC B then R < RB.

3. ]fO times +00 is defined to be O then RA = aRA

4. RA,, = R+ RA.

5. For any decreasing sequence of functions u; € S(U) we have in/\fj ﬁfj =
ﬁﬁlf u]

~

6. If AC B then fzgé = I, = RA,

Proof. Property 1. is established just as in [0, (4.1), p. 39] (with v = 0): For
us € S(U) with uy > u on some W4 € W(A) and an analogous up we have
us+up € S(U) and uy +up > uon AU B. This implies R/YZ < R4 + RE.
The asserted inequality therefore holds quasieverywhere and hence everywhere
on U, by fine continuity. Property 2. follows from W(A) C W(B). Property
3. follows from RG%’") = aR{™) by taking inf over W € W(A). As to 4.
we have for any W € W(A) Ruﬁ%W)mU = RN L RPN whence the
asserted equation by taking the natural limits of the decreasing nets on S(U)

in question as the index W ranges over the lower directed family W(A), cf.
[10, Theorem 2.9].
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Concerning 5., according to [I0, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3], u; is Euclidean Borel
measurable and

R(AUW)OU (z) = /UUJ dEC(U\(AUW)) < u;(z) < ui(z)

(complements relative to €2). For given z € U with ui(x) < +oo and W €
W(A) consider the equalities

inf RN (1) = inf / uj deBUNAWD) — / inf v; deBU\AW)
U U

J J J

:/mfu dEC(U\ AUW)) — R%UW)DU(x).
U

j inf ju;
The first and the last equalities hold by [I0, Lemma 2.1]. The second equality
is obvious (Lebesgue), the integrals being finite by hypothesis. The third
equality holds if m/\fjuj(x) = inf; u;(x), for either v € UNb((AUW)NU), and
then ecNAYW) — o or else 7 € U \b((AUW)NU), and then ; CO\@Auw))

does not charge the polar set {inf; u; # inf; u;}. The resulting equality in the
above display thus holds q.e. for x € U, and hence also everywhere on U after
finely Ls.c. regularization of both members. -

Property 6. is known for A, B C U. For general A, B C U the first and the
second member of the equalities in 6. lie between R , and R% in view of 2., and
it therefore suffices to consider the case where A = B For given W e W(A)
consider a decreasing sequence (W;) C W(A) such that RA 1nf RAIINY.
Replacing W; by W; N W we achieve that W; C W, and hence

BAUW)NU 3 ,
AR, _ Ry

According to 5. this implies 6. by taking i/n\fj and next taking irl/\fWEW( 4. O

Proposition 2.7. Let u € S(U). For any subset A of A(U) the function R
is invariant, and we have R2 < u.

Proof. Consider the family
F={RV W e W(A)}.

Clearly, F is lower directed. Consider the compact sets Ay C U in the proof
of [I0, Proposition 3.10]. Fix k and Vj from Lemma 211 In view of that
lemma and the text preceding it, U \ A is open in U and contains A(U).
In Definition 2.4] of }Azf it therefore suffices to consider open sets W O A
such that W C U\Akk, whereby WNU C U\ Ay € U\ V. By 6. in
Proposition we then have RZ\* = RWOU_  The lower directed family

RWﬁU

F = {RW . W € W(A)} is therefore a Perron family in the sense of
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Definition .21 By Definition 2.4] we have EA inf F, and it therefore follows

by Theorem 2.3] that RA indeed is invariant. Consequently, RA < u in view of
[10, Lemma 2.2]. O

Proposition 2.8. Let u € S(U). (a) For any increasing sequence (A;) of
subsets of U we have EH] 4 _ sup; R
(b) For any sequence (A;) of subsets of U we have R <> Ry

Proof. For (a) we proceed much as in [0 p. 74, Proof of (e)] (where U is a

Euclidean Green domain). Writing A = U Ajand v = sup; RV the inequality

v < RA is obvious. For the opposite inequality we shall also consider Rj, AN

Consider a point 2 € U for which u(z) < +oo and R’ mA(U)( ) = Ry sNaw )(x)
For any integer j > 0 there exists W, € W(A;NA(U)) = W(4;) and v; € S(U)
such that v; > v on W,; NU and

vj(x) < RADAD) () 4 277 = RATAW) (1) 4 977,

The swept function Ry?" " is invariant by Proposition 7, and Ry <
RS < RS < v;. Hence RO 4 vj. We show that for any integer
k > 0 the function
(2.1) up = v+ Z RA NAL))

>k

is of class S(U). In the first place, each term in the sum is of class S(U).
Because v; is finely continuous and RO g finely u.s.c. there is a fine
neighborhood V' of x with Euclidean compact closure V in ) contained in U

and such that v; < R 1917 o0 V and hence on V, by fine contimuity
SANAU) | SWNU

We may further arrange that u is bounded on V and that R,’ =R,’
on V. Then

/(?fj — RAD)aY < vj(w) — RYOAM (@) < 21,
since e\ is carried by V and does not charge any polar set. See also[I1]
Section 8.4]. It follows that the finely hyperharmonic sum in (2.1) is of class
S(U), having a finite integral with respect to eV For any W € W(A;) w
have RSV = o q.e. on (A; UW)NU, in particular q.e. on A; N U. By
Definition 22 we have Ry’ = u q.e. on A; N U (because it suffices to consider
a suitable sequence of sets W). Tt follows that v = u q.e. on each A; N U and

hence also q.e. on AN U. Choose a superharmonic function s > 0 on {2 such
that s(y) = 400 for every y in the polar set {y € ANU :v(y) # u(y)}U{y €
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ANU : RA iNAWU 7£ RA NAW) por any 6 > 0 we then have uj, +ds > v+ds > u
on ANU. Becausev>R J >RAﬁA 9
> RO 4 (v; — RO = o,
and hence uj, > v; > uwon W;NU for j > k. Altogether, uj, +ds > uwon ANU

and on W; N U. It follows by Definition 4] that uj, + ds > ﬁﬁ, and hence
for 6 — 0 that u), > R% q.e. and actually everywhere on U. But u), \, v q.e.

we obtain for j > k

(namely at each point where u] is finite). Consequently v > ﬁf g.e. on U and
so indeed everywhere on U.

(b) is easily deduced from (a) applied with A; replaced by 4; U...UA;, in
view of 1. in Proposition 2.6 (extended to finite unions). There is also a simple
direct proof, cf. [3] Lemma 8.2.2 (i)] for the case of a Euclidean Green domain

U. O

Proposition 2.9. For any A C U we have ﬁf = RiNAW) 4 ﬁf}”U, where
_ BANA(U)

'U — U - U .

Proof. Let s € S(U), s > uwon ANU and on a neighborhood of A N A(U).
Then s > RiNAO) , which is invariant by Proposition 2.7] and so RANAD) < s.
Furthermore, s — RAOA(U) > u — RAOA(U) = v on ANU, It follows that

— R{MAW) > RAW and so s > Ry"™Y) 4+ RAO. This shows that R4 >
ﬁfﬂA(U)jLRf”U. For the opposite inequality let w E S(U),w >wuon ANU and
on a neighborhood of ANA(U). Then w > R on AU, and since Ry
is invariant as noted above, we have w — RIMAU ¢ 5 (U). By hypothes1s this
function majorizes v on ANU, and we therefore get w > RN +§A”U By

varying w this leads to the remaining inequality RA > RiNAO) RAHU O

For any (positive Radon) measure p on U we write for brevity Ku =
JzK (., Y)du(Y). We say that a measure y represents a function v € S(U) if
u= Kpu.

Corollary 2.10. Let H be a compact subset of U and p a Radon measure on
U carried by H. Then Ky is invariant on U \ H.

Proof. By Proposition 29 there is a function v € S(U) such that ﬁ
RHOA(U + RH NY By Proposition 2.7 the former term on the right is 1nvar1ant
and the latter term is invariant on U \ H according to [I0, Lemma 2.4]. [
Corollary 2.11. Let A C U and u € S(U). Then R from Definition [27) is

invariant on U \ A.

Proof. For A C U this follows from [I0, Lemma 2.4], and for A C A(U)
it follows from Proposition EX71 For general A C U it therefore follows by
application of Proposition O
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For a (positive) Borel measure p on U we denote by u- the outer y-measure.

Proposition 2.12. Let p = Gy be a fine potential on U and let V' be a finely
open subset of U. Then pyy is invariant if and only if (V') = 0.

Proof. Suppose that pjy is invariant. According to [I5, Lemma 2.6] we have
p= Gv,u—i-ﬁg\v on U.

By [10, Lemma 2.4] fsz V' is invariant on V', and by hypothesis p is invariant on
V. So is therefore the difference Gy i, the invariant functions on V' forming a
band in (V). But Gy u is a fine potential on V', so we must have Gy p = 0 on
V', hence on the regularization r(V'), that is, p (V) < u(r(V)) = 0. Conversely,
suppose that g (V) = 0. Then pu(r(V)) = 0, hence Gy = 0 and p = RU\V,

which is invariant on V', as just noted. 0

Proposition 2.13. Let A C U and u € S(U). Then there exists a measure
on U representing R2 and carried by A.

Proof. We may suppose that Ef} # 0, in particular u > 0, the case Ef} =0
being trivial. For any probability measure v on B we denote in this proof by
b(v) the barycenter of v.

Suppose first that A C U. Let p be a fine potential > 0 on U. For any
natural number k there exists a non-zero Radon measure oj, on U representing
the fine potential ﬁf/\kp > 0 on U, and oy, is carried by U according to [10,
Corollary 3.25]. In view of the first paragraph of [I0, Section 3] we have

Rl = KUkZ/UK(.>y)d<fk(y)Z/UGU(~,y)di(y)

with dri.(y) = ®(Gy(.,y)) *doi(y). Here we use that the finite non-zero func-
tion y — ®(Gy(.,y)) on U is finely continuous by Lemma 2.1] (b) and hence
Borel measurable by [10, Lemma 2.1]. Thus there is indeed a non-zero Borel
measure 7, on U as stated. By Corollary 2.11] ﬁfAkp is invariant on U \ A,
and hence 7y, is carried by A according to Proposition It follows that oy
likewise is carried by A.

Consider for each k the probability measure v, on B defined by v (E) =
or(ENU)/o,(U) for any Borel subset E of U. Clearly, v, is carried by A
along with 0. The sequence (1) has a subsequence (vy,) which converges
vaguely to a probability measure v on U, necessarily carried by A. On the
other hand, Ru/\kp — RA pointwise and increasingly for & — +o00. It follows
by [10, Theorem 2.10] that RfAkp — R4 in the natural topology on S(U) a

k — +o0, and hence (ID(}A%fAkp) — ®(RA) €]0,+oo[ because d is naturally
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continuous on S(U). Identifying as usual v, and v with probability measures
on B we infer that

1 = 1 -
—— R} = lim ————R,, = lim b(wy,,) = b(v) = K.
(1) = QR T

Hence }Azf = K, where p = @(}A%f)u (now again considered as a measure on
U) is carried by A along with v.

Next, let A C A(U). According to Remark 25l there is a decreasing sequence
of open sets W; (depending on ) such that A C ();W; C [|;W; C A and
RA = in/\fj Ry = lim; R)™ (natural limit, again by [10, Theorem 2.10]).
There is a sequence of reals a; > 0 and a real a@ > 0 such that a,ﬁﬁv N e
B and aﬁf € B. The sequence (a;) converges to a because the sequence
(EZV J r]U) converges naturally to }A%f For any index j there exists, as shown in
the preceding paragraph, a probability measure p; on B with the barycenter
aj}AZZV "% guch that p; (when viewed as a measure on U) is carried by W;. After
passing to a subsequence we may suppose that p; converges to a probability
measure 4 on B which (again when viewed as a measure on U) necessarily is
carried by (), W; C A. The sequence (b(y;)) = (ozjﬁyj) of barycenters of the
pt; therefore converges to the barycenter b(u) of y, whence Ky = b(p) = aﬁﬁ,
and }A%f is represented by the measure é  carried by A.

In the general case where just A C U we have by Proposition }A%f =
RANAW) 4 ﬁ;ij, where v € S(U). As shown in the third paragraph of the
present proof there exists a measure p; on U representing ﬁf}”U and carried
by A. And as shown in the preceding paragraph there exists a measure 5 on
U representing R and likewise carried by A. The measure p = i1 + 1o

therefore represents ﬁf and is carried by A. O

Proposition 2.14. Let A C A(U). Then

(i) R} =0 for any p € P(U).

(ii) For any Y € UUA(U) we have either }A%fq.’y) =0 or ﬁ?}(.’y) = K(.,Y).
If moreover Y ¢ A then R?}(.,Y) =0.

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition 2.7] that }Asz and fz;;(_’y) are invariant. This
establishes (i) because ﬁ;‘ is also a fine potential (along with p).

For the former assertion (ii) we have }Az;‘((”y) < K(.,Y), again by Proposition
2.7 and since K(.,Y) is extreme there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that R’?{( y) =

3]

c¢K(.,Y). Hence it follows from 6. in Proposition 2.6l with A = B that ¢ = 0
or c = 1.
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For the latter assertion (ii) suppose first that Y ¢ A (the natural closure
of A in U). Suppose by contradiction that R_‘[‘}(qy) =K (.,_Y). According to
Proposition 2.13] there exists a measure A on U carried by A such that

Rit(y) = /U K(.,2)d\(Z).

It follows that K(.,Y) = [ K(., Z)d\(Z), and so A is a probability measure.
Denote p the probability measure on B corresponding to A under the iden-
tification of B with {K(.,Z) : Z € U}. Then pu has the barycenter K(.,Y).
Since K (.,Y) is an extreme point of B we infer by |2, Corollary 1.2.4, p.15] that
i = ey, and hence Y € A, which is contradictory. Thus ﬁff(.7Y) # K(.,Y), and
consequently ﬁ?}(.’y) = 0 according to the former assertion (ii) in Proposition
214

It remains to consider the case where we just have Y ¢ A. In this case A
may be written as the union of an increasing sequence of subsets A; of A with

Y ¢ A, for any j. By Proposition 2.8 (b) we then have ﬁ?}(qy) <> J?‘;j(_vy) =

0, and hence ﬁff(.7Y) = 0, as claimed. O

Actually, in Proposition 214 (ii), if Y € A and hence Y ¢ U then Y €
A1 (U), and it follows that qu.’y) = K(.,Y), see Proposition 3.8 below.

Remark 2.15. Even in the classical case U = , sweeping (and reduction)
of a function v € S(U) on an arbitrary set A C A(U) lacks the following
two properties valid when A C U. Fix a point Y € AN A;(U) and note
that E‘[‘}(qy) = K(.,Y) as noted above. In the classical case, K(.,Y) A c is
a potential (hence a fine potential) for any constant ¢ > 0, as noted in [6
Observation, p. 74| for the purpose of showing that the following Property 1.
fails when A = A(U):

1. For any increasing sequence of functions u; € S(U) with pointwise supre-
mum u € S(U),

DA _ pA
R, =sup R}, .
j

This holds when A C U, by [IIl Theorem 11.12], but fails (classically) for
A=A(U) and u; = K(.,Y) A j in view of the above.

2. For any z € U, the affine function u — }A%f(x) on S(U) is (naturally)
l.s.c. For the proof that this holds for A C U we may assume that A is
a base relative to U, and hence ﬁﬁ = R2 and &2 is carried by A for any
u € S(U). Consider a sequence of functions u; € S(U) converging (naturally)
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tou € S(U). Then

RA(x) :/udsAU(Q\U) :/lim.in/\fuj de VD)
U U

T T
J

< / lim inf u; eV < lim inf / uy deV M) = lim inf R ()
U J J U J

by [10, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3, and Theorem 2.10] and Fatou’s lemma. But
Property 2. fails (classically) for A = A(U) and u; = K(.,Y) A j, hence
u= K(.,Y), in view of the above.

3. MINIMAL THINNESS AND THE MINIMAL-FINE TOPOLOGY
The following lemma extends [10l Lemma 4.2], in which £ C U.

Lemma 3.1. For any set E C U and any point Y € A1(U) we have J%;E((”n #
K(.,Y) if and only if ﬁf((.’y) € P(U) (the fine potentials on U ).

Proof. 1f ﬁg(qy) is a fine potential then }A%}E{(_vy) # K(.,Y) because K(.,Y) is
invariant. Conversely, suppose that EE(J) + K (.,Y),Aand write EE(J) =
p+ h with p a fine potential and h invariant. Then h < Rf}(.y) < K(.,Y) and
hence by [10, Lemma 2.2] h < K(.,Y), which shows that h = aK(.,Y) for
some « € [0,1]. Here o # 1, for otherwise (h =) }A%;Eq.’y) = K(.,Y) contrary
to hypothesis. On the other hand it follows by 6. (with A = B) and 4. in
Proposition [2.6] that

R =BEp  =Rhn=R)+ Ry =p+h,

K(.Y)

whence }A%f —pand RE = h. If h # 0 then o # 0 because h = aK(.,Y).
Since h = ﬁ,}f = aﬁﬁ(qy) = ap + ah we would obtain (1 — a)h = ap with
0 < a < 1, which is impossible. Thus actually A = 0, and so indeed J%;E((”w
p e PWU).

Definition 3.2. A set £/ C U is said to be minimal-thin at a point Y € A;(U)
if Rg(.y) # K(.,Y), or equivalently if Rf((.y) # K(.,Y), that is (by the
preceding lemma) if ﬁf{(qy) e PU).

Ol

Corollary 3.3. For any Y € Ay(U) the sets E C U which are minimal-thin
at’Y form a filter F(Y) on U.

This follows from Lemma [B.] which easily implies that for any E;, Fy C U

such that J?IU(\(Ey) # K(.,Y) for i = 1,2, we have J?IUQ(_(?)UEQ) # K(.,Y).
Like in classical potential theory we define the minimal-fine (mf) topology

on U as follows:
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Definition 3.4. A set W C U is said to be a minimal-fine neighborhood of a
point Y € U if

(a) WNU is a fine neighborhood of Y in the usual sense, in case Y € U,

(b) W contains the point Y and U \ W is minimal-thin at Y, in case Y €
A (U),

(c) W contains the point Y, in case Y € A(U) \ A(U).

In the sequel we will denote by mf-lim and mf-liminf the limit and the
liminf in the sense of the mf-topology.

According to (a) above, the minimal-fine topology on U induces on U the
fine topology there, and U is mf-open in U, that is, A(U) is mf-closed in U
(since @ is minimal-thin at any point Y € A (U)).

Definition 3.5. Let h be a non-zero minimal invariant function. A point
Y € U is termed a pole of h if R}{IY} = h.

Remark 3.6. Any pole Y of h belongs to A(U), for if Y € U then ﬁff} =0
because {Y} is polar.

Theorem 3.7. Every non-zero minimal invariant function on U has precisely
one pole. For any Y € Ay(U) the pole of K(.,Y) is Y.

Proof. Recall from [10, Proposition 3.6] (and the beginning of [I0, Section 3])
that the non-zero minimal invariant functions on U are precisely the functions
of the form K(.,Y) for a (unique) Y € A;(U). Consider the family C of all

(necessarily nonvoid) compact subsets C' of A such that }A%f{(_vy) = K(.,Y),

and note that C is nonvoid, for U € C because E%(-vY) = K(.,Y). Equip C
with the order defined by the inverse inclusion ‘>’. For any totally ordered
subfamily C" of C the intersection C” of C’ satisfies R%(-vY) = K(.,Y) in view
of the fundamental convergence theorem, and hence C has a minimal element
Cy according to Zorn’s lemma. The natural topology is Hausdorff, so if Cj
contains two distinct points Z; and Z; then there are compact subsets C}
and Cy of Cy such that Cy, = C; U Cg, Z1 € Cy \ Cy and Z, € C \ .
Since K(.,Y) is extreme it then follows by Riesz decomposition that either

ﬁf(l(.’y) = K(.,Y) or EIC(Q(.’Y) = K(.,Y). In other words, either Cy or Cs
belongs to C, say C; € C. By minimality of Cy we would then have C; = Cj

which contradicts Z, € Cy \ C;. This shows that indeed Cy = {Z} € C for a
certain Z € U, that is R%Z(.}y) = K(.,Y). Thus Z is a pole of K(.,Y’). Since
{Z} is a closed set it follows by Proposition and Choquet’s theorem that
RE{Z&H = Kpu for some probability measure p on B carried by {Z}, that is,
for pu=ez. Thus K(.,Y) = Ku= K(.,Z), and so indeed Y = Z. O
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Proposition 3.8. Let h be a non-zero minimal invariant function on U with
pole Y € Ay(U) and let A C A(U). Then R =h or0if Y € AorY ¢ A,
respectively.

Proof. By Proposition 2.7 the function Ef is invariant and < K(.,Y"), hence
of the form ¢K(.,Y') for some constant c. It follows by 6. in Proposition 2.6
with A = B that c=0or ¢ =1. If A C A(U) contains the pole Y of h then
h > Ef > ﬁ}{LY} = h, and so RA = h. The rest follows easily from Proposition
214 O

The following integral representation of the sweeping of an arbitrary function
of class S(U) on suitable sets A C U is based on Proposition B.8 which in
turn depended on Proposition 271

Theorem 3.9. For any set A C U and any Radon measure ji on ? car-
ried by U U Al(U) and such that Ku # 400, we have the inequality R}‘}H >
[ RK( vy (Y). If ANA(U) is a K, set then equality prevails and the upper
mtegml becomes a true integral.

Proof. For any subset A of U this integral representation was established in [10],
Lemma 3.21] with the upper integral replaced by the integral. For A C A(U)
it suffices to consider the case where p is carried by A, (U), for if v denotes the
restriction of p to U then Kv is a fine potential according to [10, Corollary
3.25], and so R, = 0 by Proposition 214 (i). By Remark there is a
decreasing sequence (W) of sets of class WW(A) such that it suffices in Definition
24 to take for W € W(A) the sets W;. We show that the following equations
and inequality hold q.e. on U:

Rt 5t B < inf R < int [ R auy)

. SW.NU T SW.NU PN
. / it BV dn(v) < [ SR du(v) > [ R ydn().

When these relations have been established quasieveryxvhere on U, the desired
resulting inequality holds everywhere on U. In fact, R%: . € S(U) along with
K i; and by Proposition B.8 we have since p is carried by A(U)

/RK(Ydu /K (Y)du(Y')

/ K. V)du(Y) = K(1Lyep) € S(U),

where A* denotes a Gj set containing A such that p*(A* \ A) = 0, cf. [10
Theorem 3.20]. Equation 1 and inequality 6 hold everywhere on U by Def-
inition 24l Eq. 2 holds quasieverywhere by the fundamental convergence
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theorem [11, Theorem 11.8]. Eq. 3 holds at any point x € U at which
Ku(x) < +oo and hence R% (a:) < 400, for there we have by [10, Lemma

321 R W nU = R;{V(m}l/] du(Y'), which is finite for large j (depending on
x). Eq. 4 is 0bV10us (Lebesgue) at points x as stated for eq. 3. In the first
place, }Aigzmg) is of class S(U) for each Y € A;(U), hence finely continuous and
in particular Borel measurable on U according to [I0, Lemma 2.1]. Secondly,
the integrals are finite, being majorized by [ K(.,Y)du(Y) = Ku < +oo at
points = as stated. Concermng the remaining eq. 5 note that for each k the

function RWW}% is invariant on U \ W}, according to [10, Lemma 2.4]. For any
J and any k > j we have W, C W;, and ﬁz’gﬁYU) is therefore invariant on each
U\ W, and hence on their union according to [I0, Theorem 2.6 (a), (b)]. It
follows by |10, Theorem 2.6 (c)| that ﬁgzmg) is invariant on the finely open set

U. For any point x € U such that Kpu(x) < +oo the set
E, {YeU: RK(Y( x) = +oo}

is p-null. According to[L0, Theorem 2.6 (c)] we obtain

T3 SW;NU

mfRK( (@)= mfRWOU(

r) prae for Y €U,

which implies eq. 5 at points z € U with Kpu(z) < oco.

In the particular case where A C A(U) is compact the decreasing sequence
(W;) € W(A) in Remark can be chosen independently of the function
u € S(U), and the inequality 6 therefore becomes an equality, and the upper
integral at the end of the display becomes a true integral. If A is just the union
of an increasing sequence of compact sets A; C A(U), then

e a
R = [ B sydu) < [ B auty),

For j — oo it follows by (a) in Proposition 2.8 that }Ai‘f}u < [ ﬁ?}(.’y)du(Y).
Together with the opposite inequality obtained above (with an upper integral)
this leads to the asserted integral representation of ﬁ?}u for any K, set A C
A(U).

It remains to settle the case of a subset A of U such that ANA(U) is a K.
By Propositions and B.8 we have

Rt = RS+ R = [ R du(r) + R,
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where
— Ky RIDAU / K. / R dp(y)
- / K )1 = Lunsyn (V)d(Y) = EA
with A := (1 = L1ana,@))p- Since A < g, A is carried by A;(U). It follows that

RAﬂU /R?}?[’]de)\(Y) = /ﬁ?{?lfy)(l - 1AOA1(U)(Y)>d,u(Y)7

(3.1) BE, = / (K Y ) Lanas @y (V) + R (1= Lanas (V) du(Y).

Similarly, for any Y € A,(U),

Rit vy = Ry 55 + BV = Lapa,an (VK (L Y) + RAY,

vy = K(,Y) = B3 = (1= Lina,aon (V) K(Y) = Ky
with Ay := (1 = Lana, @) (Y))p carried by Ay (U). It follows that

Raov / RN dAy () = (1 Lapay o (V) RV,

Riyy = Lanaoy(VEY) + (1= Lana, oy (V)RR
The integral of this expression for }Aiff(_vy) with respect to du(Y) is just the
right hand member of (3.1). O

Remark 3.10. Equality will prevail in the former assertion in Theorem for
arbitrary sets A C U provided that equality prevails there for any Gs subset
of U (because any set A C U can be extended by a p-nullset to a larger
Gs subset of U). And for that it remains to prove that there is equality in
inequality 6 (in the first display in the proof of Theorem B.9]) for an arbitrary
Gsset A C A1(U). An attempt to establish that would be to show that every
open set W O A contains W; for some j. More generally one may ask, for
any compact metric space X and any Gs set A C X (say A = [); A; with
A; open in X), whether every open subset G of X containing A would even
contain A; for some j. But that is false, as we show for X = [0, 1], arguing
instead with the complements C' := CA, C; := CA;, and F := CG. Denote by
Co C [0, 1] the usual Cantor set obtained by removing successively the middle
thirds. Denote C; the image of Cy under the affine map of [0,1] onto [3, Z].
Next let Cy be the union of the images of Cjy under the affine maps of [0, 1] onto
3, =] and [55, %], and so on. Then C := J;5, Ck is an F,. However, there
exists a closed set F' contained in C, but not in any Cj (k > 0), for example
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F = {xg,21,29,...} with g = 0, z; = 23] s=— for j > 0. In fact, for any
j > 0 we have z; € C; \ Cy C C for k > j. This example is an 1ndlcat10n that
the latter assertion in Theorem does not extend to arbitrary G4 subsets of
A(U), but we have no counterexample to prove that.

Corollary 3.11. Let u € S(U), let A be a K, subset of A(U), and let p
denote the (unique) representing measure for the invariant function RA carried
by Ay (U). Then p is carried by A (in the sense that u*(CA) = 0) if and only
if Rﬁ‘ = u.

Proof. By the latter assertion in the above theorem together with Proposition
we have

R = / R ydp(Y) = / LA(YV)E(LY)du(Y) = K (L),

and by uniqueness this equals v = Ky if and only if 144 = p, which means
that p shall be carried by A. O

The above corollary, sharpening Proposition (in the present setting) is
an analogue of [10, Proposition 3.13], where p is carried only by the closure A
of A, A supposed to be contained in U. As in the Euclidean case [3, Theorem
8.3.1] we also have the following

Corollary 3.12. Suppose that A(U) is compact. For any invariant function
h on U we have Rﬁ(U)\AI(U) =0.

Proof. Write h = K with p carried by A;(U) (cf. [10, Corollary 3.25]). Since
A(U)\AL(U) is a K, in A(U) we have by the latter assertion in Theorem

AUNAL(U DAUNAL(U
RAO\) _ / RSO gy(v) =
A1 (U)

according to (ii) in Proposition 214l O

Proposition 3.13. The mf-topology on U is finer than the natural topology
(and is therefore Hausdorff).

Proof. Let W be a naturally open set containing a point Y € U. If Y € U
then W N U is a usual fine neighborhood of Y in U according to Lemma
21 (c), and hence an mf-neighborhood of Y in U by (a) in Definition B3.4]
above. If Y € A(U) \ A1(U) there is nothing to prove in view of (c¢) in that
definition. In the remaining case where Y € A;(U) we show that U \ W is
minimal-thin at Y, cf. (b) in Definition B4l which by Lemma B.1] means that

IU<\(V[;, # K(.,Y). Suppose that, on the contrary, RK\(V[;,) = K(.,Y), and note
that K(.,Y) = Key in terms of ey. According to Corollary B0 ey is carried

by U\ W, that is, Y € U \ W, in contradiction with Y € W. d
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Here is a minimal-fine boundary minimum property:

Proposition 3.14. Let u be finely superharmonic on U, and suppose that
mf-liminfu(x) >0  for every Y € A(U).

=Y, xcU

If moreover w > —s on U for some s € S(U) then u >0 on U.

Proof. For given ¢ > 0 and Y € A(U) there exists by the above boundary
inequality an mf-fine open mf-neighborhood Wy C U of Y such that u > —&
on Wy NU. In terms of the mf-open set W := | J{Wy : Y € A(U)} containing
A(U) we infer that u > —e on WNU = |U{WyNU :Y € A(U)}. The
set B := U \ W is mf-closed and contained in U, and so E is finely closed,
as noted before Proposition .13l Furthermore, £ is minimal-thin at Y in
view of Definition B4l (b), and hence ﬁﬁ(qy) is a fine potential on U for each

Y € A(U). It follows that ﬁf likewise is a fine potential. To see this, write
s = Ko and ﬁ%_vy) = KAy with unique representing measures o on UUA(U)
and Ay on U, respectively, cf. [I0, Corollary 3.25]. By Lemma [10, Lemma
3.21] we have

ﬁf:ﬂ/ Ri(yydo(Y) = /) Kydo(Y)
UUA (U UUA1(U)

)
:/ /K iy (2) ) do (Y /K 2)dv(z
UUAl(U

fUUAl(U) Aydo(Y') on U is the integral with respect to
o of the family (Ay)yevua, @) of measures on U, cf. [5 3, proposition 1]. In

where the measure v =

particular, v is carried by U along with each A\y. Hence ﬁsE is indeed a fine
potential according to [I0, Corollary 3.26]. The (possibly empty) fine interior

V' of E has relative fine boundary UN o,V Cc U\ V C UNW. We have
u—+e > 0on UNW and hence by fine continuity on U N WoUn orV.
Furthermore, u + }A%sE =u+sonUNbE) DV (b(FE) denoting the base of F
in Q), and so u + ¢ > —}Aif on V. Altogether, it follows by the relative fine
boundary minimum property [11, Theorem 10.8] applied to the fine potential
p= ﬁf that w4+ > 0 on V. As noted above, the same inequality holds on
Unwo>U \ V' and thus on all of U. By varying ¢ we conclude that indeed
u >0 on all of U. O

We proceed to define sweeping on subsets of U relative to the minimal-fine
topology, and to show that, at least for sets A as in the latter part of Theorem
B9, sweeping on A relative to the mf-topology coincides with sweeping on A
relative to the natural topology as defined in Definition 2.4
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Definition 3.15. Let A C U. For any function u € S(U) the reduction of u
on A relative to the mf-topology is defined by

'R =inf{v e S(U) :v>uon ANU and on W N U for some W € '"W(A)},

where 'W(A) denotes the family of all mf-open sets W C U such that W D
AN A(U). The sweeping of u on A is defined as the greatest finely Ls.c.

minorant of LR and is denoted by 'R,

The function 1]§3 is of class S(U). Similarly to reduction and sweeping
relative to the natural topology we have

LRA — inf{RAYWIU . 17 € YWW(A)},

LRA = inf{RAYINY W e W(A)}.
Furthermore, there is a decreasing sequence (W;) of sets W; € 'W(A) (de-
pending on wu) such that it suffices to take for W the sets W;, in the above
definitions and alternative expressions (this is shown in the same way as in the
case of sweeping relative to the natural topology by application of the funda-
mental convergence theorem and the quasi-Lindelof property for finely u.s.c.
functions). For any subset A of U, the present reduction 'R‘ and sweeping
1}A%f on A relative to U clearly reduce to the usual reduction and sweeping
on A relative to U. Since the mf-topology is finer than the natural topology
(Proposition BI3), we clearly have 'R4 < R4 and 'R4 < R4,
We shall need the following analogue of Proposition B.8

Lemma 3.16. For any A C A(U) and Y € U U Ay(U) we have 1]%‘;}(.73/) =
K(.Y)if Y €A and 'Ryt =0if Y ¢ A,

Proof. If Y ¢ A then 1}%‘}(.73/) < ﬁ?}(.’y) = 0 by Proposition 2141 (ii). If Y € A

and hence Y ¢ U, then Y € Ay(U), and 1§1A}(.,Y) = K(.,Y) because we even
Sy

have 1R§<(.},y) = K(.,Y). In fact, for any W € '"W({Y'}),

= = U\W
K(.,Y) = Rg(y) < RR"y) + RK\( Y)

where the latter term on the right is a fine potential on U by Definition [3.2]
U \ W being minimal-thin at Y in view of Definition 4] (b). By the Riesz
decomposition property we obtain K(.,Y) = u + v with u < RIUJ?K/,) and
v < RZ\(W;) This shows that v < K(.,Y’) and hence v = 0, v being a fine

potential along with R%\(V[; and K(.,Y) being invariant since Y € A(U).

Thus K(.,Y) =u < R%?V)V/ obviously with equality. By varying W we infer

by Definition BI5 that indeed 'Ry}, = K(.,Y). O
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The six assertions of Proposition [2.6] carry over along with their proofs when
reductions and sweepings are taken with respect to the minimal-fine topology
on U instead of the smaller natural topology, and of course W(A) is replaced
by 'W(A) for A C A. The same applies to Propositions 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9

Theorem 3.17. Let A C U and u € S(U). For any set A as in the latter part
of Theorem[Fd we have 'R* = RA.

Proof. This is obvious if A C U. Next, for A C A(U), write u = Kp with p
carried by U U Ay(U). For any W € '"W(A) we have by [10, Lemma 3.21]

RWnU /RWnU du(Y) > /RA yydp(Y)

:/ﬁf}(.,ndﬂ(y) RKW

the second equality because 1]??}(_73,) = ﬁff(.7Y) =1,(Y)K(.,Y) for Y e UU
A1 (U) according to Lemma and Proposition .8 respectively; and the
third equality follows by the latter assertion in Theorem B.9 By varying
W e YW(A) this yields 1]%‘}” > ﬁ?}u, actually with equality. For arbitrary
A C U such that AN A(U) is a K,, it follows by Proposition 2.9 and its mf-
version that indeed 1RA RA because v is the same in either case (by what
has just been shown), and hence 'RAMW = RAW gince ANU C U. O

4. THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM AT THE MARTIN BOUNDARY OF U

We shall study the Dirichlet problem at A(U) relative to a fixed finely
harmonic function A~ > 0 on U. We denote by py, the measure on A(U)
carried by A;(U) and representing h, that is h = [ K(.,Y)du,(Y) = K.
A function v on U (or on some finely open subset of U) is said to be finely
u-hyperharmonic, finely h—superharmonic h-invariant, or a fine h-potential,
respectively, if it has the form u = 7, where v is ﬁnely hyperharmonic, finely
superharmonic, invariant, or a fine potential, respectively.

Let f be a function on A(U) with values in R. A finely h-hyperharmonic

v

function u = 7 on U is said to belong to the upper PWB" class, denoted by
U", if u is lower bounded and if

liminf u(z) > f(Y) for every Y € A(U).

a—Y, zeU
We define .
=i I T = A
The lower PWB” class Q’; is defined by Q’; = —ﬂ}if, and we define H? = —H}jf
and H ? = —H" 5 The functions F? and H ? are called the h-supersolution and
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the h-subsolution, respectively, of the Dirichlet problem for U (with the given
function f on the Martin boundary A(U)). Clearly, F? is finely Ls.c. and H }]%
is finely u.s.c.

Henceforth we fix the finely harmonic function A > 0 on U, relative to which
we shall study the Dirichlet problem at A(U).

Proposition 4.1. Let f be a function on A(U) with values in [—0o0, +0o0].
(a) The function H? on U is finely h-hyperharmonic on the finely open set

{F? > —oo}, and H = H? q.e. on that set.

(b) H} > H} and hence H} > H} and H} > H}.

(c) Hy > HY} on {H} > —oo} N {H} < oo},

(d) If f >0 on A(U) then H >0 on U, and HY% is then either identically
+00 or h-invariant on U.
Proof. Clearly, U? is lower directed and Q? is upper directed. The constant
function 400 belongs to U?. If 400 is the only function of class H’; then
obviously H ? = +o00 and hence H”% = +00. In the remaining case it suffices to
consider finely h-superharmonic functions in the definition of H ? and hence of
.

(a) follows by the fundamental convergence theorem [I1, Theorem 11.8].

(b) Let u € H? and v € U} Then u — v is well defined and finely h-
hyperharmonic and lower bounded on U, and

)bl = it ()
A (ule) — o)) 2 gl ule) — s ()

> fY)—-f(Y)=0

if f(Y) is finite; otherwise liminfu(x) — limsupv(z) = 400 > 0, for if for
example f(Y) = 400 then liminf u = 400 whereas limsup v < 400 since v is
upper bounded. By the Martin boundary minimum property given in Propo-
sition [3I4] together with Proposition applied to the finely superharmonic
function hu — hv (if hu — hv # +o00) it then follows that u — v > 0, and
hence u > v. By varying « and v in either order we obtain H ? > H ? Since
H? = supQ? is finely l.s.c. it follows that F? > H?, and similarly H? > ﬂ?.

(c) Consider any point zp € U such that F?(l’o) > —oo and ﬂ?(l’o) <
+o0o. By (a), F? is finely h-hyperharmonic and similarly H ? is finely h-
hypoharmonic on some finely open fine neighborhood V' of zy and hence

Hl(zo) = finelim H%(z) = finelim H?(:c)

z—x0,2€EV\E z—xo, z€V\E

> fine lim sup ﬂ?(I) = ﬂ?(fﬂo)a
x—x0, z€EV\E

the latter equality by fine continuity of H ? onV.
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(d) Suppose that f > 0 and H # +oo. It follows by Propositions
and B.I4] applied to the finely superharmonic function hu that every function
of class U}} is non-negative and hence F}} > 0, and by (a) that F}} is finely
h-superharmonic. Consider the cover of U by the finely open sets V), C U from
Lemma 2.1l Then H? is a Perron family in the sense of Definition 2.2] and

hence inf U? is h-invariant according to Theorem O

Proposition 4.2. Let f, g be two functions on A(U) with values in R.

1. If f < g then F? Sﬁz andﬂ? SQZ.

2. ]fﬁ? < +00, FZ < 400, and if (f+g)(Y) is defined arbitrarily at points
Y of undetermination then F};Jrg < F? + FZ.

3. If 0 times 400 is defined to be 0, then we have for any a € [0, +o00]
Fgf = aﬁ? and H" ; = aH'}.

4. For any point x € U we have H?(x) < +o0 if and only if H?vo(x) < +00.

5. Let (f;) be an increasing sequence of functions A(U) — [0, +oo]. Writ-
ing [ = sup; f; we have F? = sup; F?j.
Proof. Properties 1. and 3. follow right away from the definitions. For 2., 4.,
and 5. we proceed as in [0, 1.VIIL.7, Proof of (d), (b), and (e)]. Concerning 4.,
if H%(x) < 400 there exists a function u € U’} with u(x) < +00; then u > ¢ for
some constant ¢ € R, and hence u+|c| € Ul because |¢[+ ¢ > 0. Conversely,
if Hfo(z) < 400 then H}(z) < 400 by 1. because f < f V0. Concerning
5. we have sup; F?j < F? according to 1. We may suppose that there exists
ro € U such that sup; F?j(xo) < +00. For given € > 0 there exists for every j
a function % € U ?j such that

(4.1) %(ggo) —H" (1) < e277.

By Proposition A1 (d), F?j is h-invariant, hence finely h-harmonic on U off
some polar set E. The h-superharmonic function F’;j is majorized by H ?j <
% € Z/{}; , and the non-negative finely h-superharmonic function “—h] — F?j on
U\ E therefore extends by fine continuity to a finely h-superharmonic function
> 0 on U which we likewise denote by % — F’;j. (Alternatively, apply [10]

Lemma 2.2].) Define a finely h-hyperharmonic function # by
42§ =swe (5 -T) 2 T+ (3 -T) =
J
for any index k. Then
lim inf g(a:) > liminf %(1’) > fe(Y)

z—Y,xeU h rz—Y,zeU
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for every Y € A(U) and every index k. Thus ¥ € U’} and hence H} <

particular, by the former equality (4.2) and by (4.1),
_ U _
(4.3) H?(a:o) < E(:):O) < sup H?j(:)so) +e.
j

From (4.2) it also follows that the function H' — sup; F?j becomes finely h-
superharmonic > 0 after extension by fine continuity to the polar set of points
at which the difference is not well defined. We conclude by (4.3) for ¢ — 0
that indeed H' = sup F?j. O

Definition 4.3. A function f on A(U) with values in R is said to be h-
resolutive if F? > —00, ﬂ? < +o00, and H" = H? on U, in other words: if

F? =H }]% and this function on U is finite valued.

Definition 4.4. A function f on A(U) with values in R is said to be h-
quasiresolutive if the relations H ? > —oo, H ? < 400, and HY = H ? hold
quasieverywhere on U.

Clearly, every h-resolutive function f is h-quasiresolutive. When f is h-
quasiresolutive we denote by F; the polar subset

By = (I} = —00} U {H} = +o0} U {TT} # H})

of U, and by H} the common restriction of F? and H} to U\ Ey. Then Hf
is finely harmonic (on U \ Ey) according to Proposition [A.1] (a) applied to f
and —f. If f is h-resolutive then H ]}f is defined and finely harmonic on all of

U, and is called the h-solution of the Dirichlet problem on U.

Remark 4.5. In Definitions [£.4] and one may equivalently replace F? by
H ? and H ? by H ? everywhere on U. Assuming first that f is as in Definition
4 as it stands. Then H ? > F? > —o00, the inequality ‘>’ being understood
to hold q.e. And by Proposition 1] (a) we have H’]% = HY} qe. on {H} >
—o0o}, hence q.e. on U. Next, apply this to —f. For the converse we have
HY} < H I = H} < H} with the equality holding quasieverywhere, and by
Proposition BTl (b) H} < H ' = Hiy < HY%, again with equality q.e.. Tt follows
that F? = ﬁ}; q.e., and ﬂ}; < H? < 400 with > holding q.e. Similarly (or by
replacing f with — f) we have H > H? > —oo with ‘>’ holding q.e. The case
of Definition is handled similarly, omitting ‘q.e.” and taking into account
that the set {H’; < H’;} is finely open and polar, hence void, and so H}; > F?,
actually with equality.

Remark 4.6. If f is h-quasiresolutive, resp. h-resolutive, then H" = H ? q.e.,
resp. everywhere on U, and H} = H'} q.e., resp. everywhere on U. In fact, if f
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is h-quasiresolutive then by Proposition BTl (a) H = H I q.e.on {H} > —o0},
and hence q.e. on U according to Definition .4} next, apply this to —f. If f
is h-resolutive then by Proposition 1] (a) F? = H? q.e. on {F? > -0} =U
By Proposition @11 (b), H} > H” and hence {H} < H?} C{H} < H?} =g
as shown above. Next, apply this to —f.

Corollary 4.7. If f,g: A(U) — R are h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive,
and o € R, then (with the same proviso concerning undetermined expressions
as in Proposition[{.3)

1. H}L is finely h-harmonic on U, resp. on U \ Ey. In particular, F? and
ﬁ? are finite on U, resp. on U.

2. af is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, and Hgf = aH? on U, resp.
on U\ Ey.

3. f + g is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, and Hf+g = H}} + HZ on
U, resp. on U\ Efiy).

4. fVg and f \g are h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, and if for example

H} vV H) >0 then HY},, = (1/h)§h(H}1ng) on U, resp. on U\ Efy,.

Proof. We give the proof in the case of h-quasiresolutivity, the case of h-
resolutivity being established similarly.

1. Follows from Proposition ] (a). Of the remaining assertions, only 4.
requires explanation, inspired by [0, 1.VIIL.7 (d)]. For the notation in the
stated equation in 4. see [I1 Definition 11.4]. Since f A g = —[(—f) V (—g)]
and fVg=[(f—g) V0] + g it follows by 2. and 3. that 4. reduces to h-quasi-
resolutivity of f* = f Vv 0 and the stated expression for H }ng with ¢ = 0. By
1. in Proposition

(4.4) HYyo > H} > —o00

on U\ Ef and hence q.e. on U by Definition 4l By 4. in Proposition .2 we
have

(4.5) Ho < HY o < +00

g.e. on U because H? Hh < 400 on U\ E; in view of 1. From Proposition
41l (a), (b) with f replaced by —(f V 0) we therefore obtain

(4.6) Hho = Hb o <HE o < 400

with the inequality holding q.e. on U by (4.5). For h-quasiresolutivity of
f V0 it remains after (4.4) and (4.6) to show that H,, = H', q.e. on U.
With E; as defined after Definition [.4] we consider the finely open subset

V=Un {H?(:c) = H%(x)} \ Ey of U, cf. Proposition &1l (a). For given z € V
and integers j > 0 choose u; € U with u;(z) < H(x)+277 (= HY(z)+277).
The series Y77, (u;— H 1) of non-negative finely h-superharmonic functions on
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V (ujand H ? being restricted to V') has a non-negative finely h-superharmonic
sum, finite at 2. Since H} is finely h-harmonic on V, H} V 0 (= H? vV 0) is
finely h-subharmonic (and non-negative) on V' and majorized there by H ?vm
which is finite valued on V' by 4. in Proposition since H }]% < 400 on V.
It follows by [L1, Theorem 11.13], applied with f replaced by hH; V 0, that
1RZH o (sweeping relative to U) is finely h-harmonic on V, being majorized
there by H }]% VO < F}}vo <H ?vo < +00. The non-negative function

1 ~
(4.7) o im0 + D (us = HY)

restricted on V' is therefore finely h-superharmonic and Moreover, this non-

negative finely superharmonic function on V majorizes u; € H? on V' (being
3 RZ 7,0 +(ur—HY}) > wy, there), and this majorization remains in force after

extensmn by fine continuity to U, cf. [T, Theorem 9.14]. Thus the exﬁended
function (4.7) belongs to Llfvo For k — oo it follows that vao < Hhyy <

RhHh < +o00 on U. On the other hand, vao majorizes both Hh and 0 on
V (by 1 in Proposition E.2); so HY, > Rh o Ol U. It follows that

vao thHhvo < vao < vao

on U\ Ef and hence q.e. on U. Together with (4.4) and (4.6) this shows

that f V 0 indeed is h-quasiresolutive according to Definition {4l and that

H} = § Ry gm0, the latter restricted to U\ Ey. O
7

Recall that p, denotes the unique measure on A(U) carried by A;(U) and
representing h, that is, h = Ky, = [ K(.,Y)du,(Y).

Proposition 4.8. For any p,-measurable subset A of A(U) the indicator func-
tion 14 1s h-resolutive and

(4.8) = /K Y)dun(Y) = R

In particular, the constant function 1 on A(U) is h-resolutive and HI' = 1.

Proof. Suppose first that A is compact. Because h = Ky, and because py, is
carried by A;(U) we have by the latter assertion in Theorem and Propo-
sition 3.8

Rj} = Ry, = / R yydpn(Y).
Aq1(U)

Consider any finely h-hyperharmonic function u = v/h > 0 on U such that
uw > 1 on some open set W in U with W O A. Then u € Z/lh and hence
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u > H?A > H% . By varying W it follows by Definition 2.4] that %ﬁf > HY .
According to this inequality we have

1~
(49) F [ KOV dia(y) = R = T2,
Applying this inequality to A(U) \ A in place of A we obtain

1
(410) E/K(,Y)].A(U)\A(Y)d,uh( ) H}lLA(U)\A

By adding the left hand, resp. right hand, members of (4.9) and (4.10) this
leads by 2. in Proposition E2 to
> H".

Iawna =

(4.11) /K Y)dp,(Y) > HY, + HY}

On the other hand, for any u = v/h € U} we have u > H? > 0 by Proposition
41 (d), and it follows by Propositions and B.14] applied to the finely
superharmonic function v — h > 0 that v > h, that is « > 1 on U. By varying
u this shows that H" > 1, so actually H" = 1. Altogether, we therefore obtain
from the relations (4 9) through (4.11)

1~ _
/K V)d(Y) = L R =TT,

For the case of an arbitrary uj,-measurable set A C A(U) we denote by A
the family of all p,-measurable sets A C A(U) for which the former equality
(4.8) holds. According to 5. in Proposition the union, resp. intersection,
of any increasing, resp. decreasing, sequence of sets from A belongs to A. As
shown above, A includes all compact subsets of A(U), and therefore all Borel
sets, and indeed all p,-measurable sets A C A(U). In fact, there are Borel
sets B, C such that B C A C C and pu(B) = pup(C), and hence

Hh <Hh <Hh < H!

lc7
actually with equality because
1
Hy, :E/K(-vy)d/ih /K Y)dun(Y) = Hy,
B
and up(C'\ B) = 0. O

For any function f : A(U) — R we define f(Y)K(x,Y) = 0 at points
(x,Y) where f(Y) =0 and K(z,Y) = 4o00. If f is py,-measurable then so is
Y — f(Y)K(z,Y) for each x € U because K(z,Y) > 0 is pp-measurable
(even ls.c.) as a function of Y € A(U) according to [10, Proposition 3.2 (i)].
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Theorem 4.9. For any w,-measurable lower bounded function f : AU) —
| — 00, +00], the upper solution Hh is given by

— 5 [ FOECY ) () > —oc.

Proof. Consider first the case where f > 0. Being pj,-measurable, f is then
the upper envelope of an increasing sequence of non-negative ,-measurable
step functions f; (that is, finite valued functions f; taking only finitely many
values, each on some puj-measurable set; in other words: affine combinations
of indicator functions of pj-measurable sets). For any index j it follows by
Proposition 4.8 and by 2., 3. in Corollary .7 that each f; is h-quasiresolutive
and that

H?] /f] Y)dun(Y),

and hence by 5. in Proposition [£2] that
0= 5 [ TR YY)
= —sup/fj Y)dun(Y') = sup H}; = F?.
J

For general f there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that g := f+¢ > 0. Since H" = ¢
by Corollary 1.7 and Proposition it follows by 2. in Proposition that
H? SHZ—cand HZ SH?—l—c, whence Hh:Hh—c> —c > —oo and
— 1
Ty =3 [ s0IKCY)din(¥) = e =5 [ FORCY ().
O
Corollary 4.10. (a) Every bounded p,-measurable function f on A(U) is h-

resolutive, and
=+ [ TR )

(b) Let f be a lower bounded ji,-measurable function on A(U). Then F? is
either identically +-00 or else the sum of an h-invariant function and a constant
< 0. Purthermore, H'f = H?

Proof. (a) By Theorem [4.9
/ FE(Y)dun(Y)

and the same with f replaced by — f, whence H }]% =H ?, finite valued because
f is bounded, so f is h-resolutive. Let ¢ > 0 be a constant such that |f| < c.
As shown at the end of the proof of Theorem B9, HY} = ¢ — H!' , which is
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finely h-harmonic because H" s 18 h-invariant by Proposition [L.1] (d) (applied
to ¢ — f > 0) and hence finely h-harmonic, being finite valued.

(b) We have f > —c for some constant ¢ > 0 and hence again F}; = F? 4o G
whence the former assertion in view of Proposition 1] (d) applied to f+¢ > 0.
For any integer j > 0 it follows from (a) applied to the bounded measurable
h-resolutive function f A j that H ]’c‘/\j is finely h-harmonic and of course < H }]%
For j — oo we obtain by 5. in Proposition [4.2] that F? < H ? By Proposition
AT (b) we actually have H = H'. O

Corollary 4.11. Let (f;) be an increasing sequence of h-resolutive, resp. h-
quasiresolutive functions on A(U) with values in [0, +o0c], and let f = sup, f;.

If F? < 400 then f is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive.

Proof. We consider the case of h-quasiresolutivity, the case of h-resolutivity
being settled by replacing ‘q.e.’” with ‘everywhere’. For every j we have
H} > ﬂ?j = H?j q.e., and hence by 5. in Proposition B2 H} > sup; ﬂ?j =

sup; F?j = F? q.e., actually with equality q.e. in view of Proposition 4.1
(c). O
Corollary 4.12. Let f : A(U) — [0, +00| be up-measurable. Then f is h-
resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, if and only if [ f(Y)K(x,Y)dun(Y) < 400
for quasievery, resp. every, x € U. In the affirmative case we have H;}(x) =

[ FY)K (2, Y)dun(Y) for every x € U, resp. for every x € U at which this
integral is finite.

Proof. This follows from Corollaries and [L.11] taking f; = f A j for any
;. 0

Corollary 4.13. Let f : A(U) — R be pj,-measurable. Then f is h-
resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, if and only if |f| is h-resolutive, resp. h-
quasiresolutive.

Proof. 1f f is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, then so is |f| = fV —f
according to 4. and 2. in Corollary A7l Conversely, if |f| is h-resolutive, resp.
h-quasiresolutive, then by Corollary 12 | f|K (z,.) is pun(Y')-integrable for ev-
ery x € U, resp. for quasievery x € U, and so are therefore fTK(z,.) and
f~K(x,.). Hence f* and f~ are h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, again by
Corollary 12, and so is f = f™ — f~ by 2. and 3. in Corollary 7] O

Proposition 4.14. Every h-quasiresolutive function f : A(U) — R is -
measurable.

Proof. We begin by proving this for f = 14, the indicator function of a subset
A of A(U), cf. [0, p. 113]. By the fundamental convergence theorem there is

a decreasing sequence of functions u; € U? such that H" = in/\fjuj. Replacing
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u; by u; A1 € H’; we arrange that u; < 1. Denote by g; the function defined
on U by

g;(Y') = liminf u;(z)
for any Y € U. Clearly, g; is l.s.c. on U and 14 < g; < 1 on A(U). Write
o = inf; g;. Then f5 is Borel measurable and f, > f = 14, hence H?Z > H?
E(zr the ogposite inequality n_ote thit u; € U because g; > fo. Hence H} =
infu; > H ?2 and altogether H h2 =H }]% Similarly there is a non-negative Borel
measurable function f; < f such that H hl =H ? Since f is h-quasiresolutive
we obtain

Hy = H}, < Hj, < Hf < H}, < H}, = Hf

g.e. on U, thus with equality q.e. all through. Hence f; and f; are h-quasi-
resolutive, and so is therefore fo — fi; by 2. and 3. in Corollary 7] which
also shows that H}Lz—fl = Hy, — Hf, = 0 q.e. DBecause f; — fi is non-
negative and Borel measurable it follows by Theorem that + [(f1(Y) —
HY)K(LY)dun(Y) = 0 qee., and hence f; = fo pp-a.e. It follows that
f =14 is pp-measurable, and so is therefore A.

Next we treat the case of a finite valued h-quasiresolutive function f. Adapt-
ing the proof given in [6, p. 115] in the classical setting we consider the space
C(R) of continuous functions R — R, and denote by ® the space of func-
tions » € C(R) such that ¢ o f is h-quasiresolutive with E,; C E;. By
Corollary .7 @ is a vector lattice, closed under uniform convergence because
lo; — | < e implies |H£jof —FZOA < ¢ and |H£jof —H! ;| <eonU\Ey,
and so |H!\,; — H!' ;| < 2¢ on U\ Ey. We infer that H,,, = H!',, on U \ Ef,
and so ¢ o f is indeed quasiresolutive. Furthermore, ® includes the fuctions
on t—= (1 —=|t—n|) V0 on R for integers n > 1, again by Corollary
L7 These functions separate points of R. In fact, for distinct s,t € R,
say s < t, take n = [s] (that is, n < s <n+1). Ifalson <t <n+1
then clearly ¢, (t) < ¢,(s) < 1, and in the remaining case t > n + 1 we have
on(t) = 0 < pu(s). It therefore follows by the lattice version of the Stone-
Weierstrass theorem that ® = C(R). The class ¥ of functions ) : R — R
for which 1 o f is h-quasiresolutive with Ey.y C Ey is a class closed un-
der bounded monotone convergence, by 5. in Proposition (adapted to a
bounded monotone convergent sequence of functions f;). Along with C(R),
U therefore includes every bounded Borel measurable function R — R. In
particular, the indicator function 1; of an interval J C R belongs to ¥, and
hence 1; o f is h-quasiresolutive. We conclude by the first part of the proof
that the function 1; o f is p,-measurable, being the indicator function 151
of the quasiresolutive function 1; o f.
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Finally, for an arbitrary h-quasiresolutive function f : A(U) — R, write
Ay = {f = 400} and A_ := {f = —oo}. By Proposition and 4. in
Corollary 4.7 we have
on U\ Ey. It follows that H1A = 0 g.e. on U and hence H

=0q.e. F urthermore,

=0 q.e.

—I—OO lA

Since — f likewise is h-quasiresolutive we have H” H on,

0< ﬂ(+oo)1A+ < H(+oo)1A+ = 0 q.e. by Corollary[d.7] and similarly H(jo)1, =
0 q.e. Writing A = AL UA_ = {|f| = +oo} we infer that H, = H} =0 q.e.
and hence 14 and (+00)14 are h-quasiresolutive. As shown above it follows
that A is pp-measurable. Define g : A(U) — R by g = f except that g = 0
on {|f| = 4+oo}. Then g < f+ (+00)14 and f < g + (+00)14, and hence by
Proposition

F7h h | FTh _ r7h h h _ 7k
Hg = Hf + H(+00)1A - Hf < ﬂg +ﬁ(+00)1A - ﬁg
g.e., actually with equality q.e., and hence ¢ is h-quasiresolutive. If g is -

measurable then so is f = g + (+00)14 since we have shown that A is p-
measurable. U

The main results of the present section are the following two theorems.

Theorem 4.15. A function f : A(U) — R is h-resolutive if and only if the
function Y — f(Y)K(x,Y) on A(U) is up-integrable for every x € U. In
the affirmative case we have

(4.12) / FOV)E (LY )dun(Y).

Proof. The proof of this theorem is derived in the usual way from that of the
following more general h-quasiresolutivity version. U

Theorem 4.16. A function f : A(U) — R is h-quasiresolutive if and only
if the function Y — f(Y)K(x,Y) on A(U) is pp-integrable for quasievery
x € U. In the affirmative case H;}(x) 1s defined precisely at those points x € U
for which Y —— f(Y)K(x,Y) is up-integrable. For such x the equation (4.12)
holds.

Proof. Suppose first that there is a polar set £ C U such that fK(x,.) is
pp-integrable for every x € U \ E. Then f* and f~ are h-quasiresolutive by
Corollary 12| and so is therefore f= f+ f by 4. and 2. in Corollary 7]
Furthermore, we have H% = ¢ [ f(V Y)dun(Y) on U \ E by Corollary
applied with f replaced by f* and f , cf. 4. and 2. in Proposition
Consequently, f is h-quasiresolutive according to Corollary LT3 and (4.12)
holds on U \ E by Corollary [£.12
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Conversely, suppose that f is h-quasiresolutive, and let us establish the
stated integral representation of H ? g.e. on U, using that f is pj-measurable
by Proposition 14l According to 4. in Corollary 17 the function |f| is
h-quasiresolutive, and hence F?(:c) < +oo for every x € U \ Ey, that is,
J1f W) K (2,Y)dun(Y) < 400 for z € U\ Ef in view of Theorem I3 Thus
the function Y — f(Y)K(z,Y) is p,-integrable for each = € U \ Ey. O

Remark 4.17. In the case where U is Euclidean open it follows by the Harnack
convergence theorem for harmonic functions (not extendable to finely harmonic
functions) that H" = H", and that this function is h-hyperharmonic and thus
in particular > —oo (except if it is identically —oo). Similarly with f replaced
by —f. In this Euclidean case the results about h-resolutivity obtained in the
present section therefore imply the corresponding classical results.
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