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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, n ≥ 2, and solve the Dirichlet problem at the Martin
boundary of U .

1. Introduction

The fine topology on an open set Ω ⊂ R
n was introduced by H. Cartan in

classical potential theory. It is defined as the smallest topology on Ω in which
every superharmonic function on Ω is continuous. Potential theory on a finely
open set, for example in R

n, was introduced and studied in the 1970’s by the
second named author [11]. 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 [8], 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 [10] to define the Martin compactification and
the Martin boundary of a fine domain U in R

n. 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 ∆(U) of U is a Gδ subset of the
compact Riesz-Martin space U = U ∪∆(U) endowed with the natural topol-
ogy. Nevertheless we can define a suitably measurable Riesz-Martin kernel
K : U × U −→ [0,+∞]. Every function u ∈ S(U) has an integral represen-
tation u(x) =

∫
U
K(x, Y )dµ(Y ) in terms of a Radon measure µ on U . This

representation is unique if it is required that µ be carried by U ∪∆1(U), where
∆1(U) denotes the minimal Martin boundary of U , which likewise is a Gδ in U .
In this case of uniqueness we write µ = µu. We show that u is a fine potential,
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resp. an invariant function, if and only if µu is carried by U , resp. by ∆(U).
The invariant functions, likewise studied in [10], generalize the non-negative
harmonic functions in the classical Riesz decomposition theorem.
There is a notion of minimal thinness of a set E ⊂ U at a point Y ∈ ∆1(U),

and an associated minimal-fine filter F(Y ), which allowed the authors in [10]
to obtain a generalization of the classical Fatou-Näım-Doob theorem. We
showed that, for any finely superharmonic function u ≥ 0 on U and for µ1-
almost every point Y ∈ ∆1(U), u(x) has the limit (dµu/dµ1)(Y ) as x → Y
along the minimal-fine filter F(Y ). Here dµu/dµ1 denotes the Radon-Nikodým
derivative of the absolutely continuous component of µu with respect to the
absolutely continuous component of the measure µ1 representing the constant
function 1, which is finely harmonic and hence invariant.
In the present continuation of [10] 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 3.9)
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 ∆1(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 Ω in R

n, n ≥ 2, we denote by GΩ the
Green kernel for Ω. If U is a fine domain in Ω 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 Hi(U); it is the orthogonal band
to P(U) relative to S(U). By GU we denote the (fine) Green kernel for U , cf.

[12], [15]. If A ⊂ U and f : A −→ [0,+∞] one denotes by RA
f , resp. R̂

A
f , the

reduced function, resp. the swept function, of f on A relative to U , cf. [11,

Section 11]. If u ∈ S(U) and A ⊂ U we may write R̂A
u for R̂f with f := 1Au.

For any set A ⊂ Ω we denote by Ã the fine closure of A in Ω, and by b(A) the
base of A in Ω, that is, the set of points of Ω at which A is not thin, in other
words the set of all fine limit points of A in Ω.

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 Φ ≥ 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 Φ(u) = 1.
Cover Ω by a sequence of Euclidean open balls Bk with closures Bk contained
in Ω. We refer to [10, Lemma 3.14] for the proof of the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. (a) The mapping U ∋ y 7−→ GU(., y) ∈ S(U) is continuous from
U with the fine topology into S(U) with the natural topology.
(b) The function U ∋ y 7−→ Φ(GU(., y)) ∈ ]0,+∞[ is finely continuous on

U .
(c) The sets

Vk = {y ∈ U : Φ(GU (., y)) > 1/k} ∩ Bk

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

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

Perron family if R̂
U\Vk
u ∈ F for every k and every u ∈ F .

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

Proof. Fix k. Clearly

înf F = înf{R̂U\Vk
u : u ∈ F},

and the family {R̂
U\Vk
u : u ∈ F} is lower directed in U . By [10, Lemma 2.4]

each R̂
U\Vk
u is invariant in Vk, and so is therefore înf F|Vk according to [10,

Theorem 2.6 (c)]. Consequently, înf F is likewise invariant, by [10, Theorem
2.6 (b)]. �

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 ∆(U). See also Definition 3.15 and Theorem 3.17 below
for the analogous and actually identical notion of sweeping relative to the
minimal-fine topology on U .

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

RA
u = inf{v ∈ S(U) : v ≥ u on A ∩ U and on W ∩ U for some W ∈ W(A)},

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

topology such that W ⊃ A ∩∆(U). The sweeping R̂A
u of u on A is defined as

the greatest finely l.s.c. minorant of RA
u .

Thus R̂A
u is of class S(U). It is convenient to express RA

u and R̂A
u in terms

of reduction and sweeping on subsets of U , cf. [6, 1.III.5]:

RA
u = inf{R(A∪W )∩U

u : W ∈ W(A)},
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R̂A
u = înf {R̂(A∪W )∩U

u :W ∈ W(A)}.

In particular, for any subset A of U , the present reduction RA
u and sweeping

R̂A
u relative to U reduce to the similarly denoted usual reduction and sweeping

on A relative to U . Note that if A ⊂ ∆(U) we may replace A ∪W by W in

the above expressions for RA
u and R̂A

u .
By the fundamental convergence theorem [11, Theorem 11.8] and the quasi-

Lindelöf property for finely u.s.c. functions (cf. [11, §3.9] for finely l.s.c. func-
tions), there is a decreasing sequence (Wj) of sets Wj ∈ W(A) (depending on
u) such that it suffices to take for W the sets Wj, in the above definitions and
alternative expressions.

Remark 2.5. If A ⊂ ∆(U) then W(A) is the family of all open sets W ⊂ U
containing A, and it then suffices to take for W a decreasing sequence of open
sets Wj ⊃ A (depending on u) such that

⋂
jW j ⊂ A. In fact, A is the

intersection of a decreasing sequence of open sets Vj ⊂ U , and we merely have
to replace the above (Wj) by the decreasing sequence of open sets Wj ∩ Vj ∈
W(A) whose intersection clearly is contained in A. If A is a compact subset
of ∆(U) we may therefore take Wj = Vj (independently of u).

Proposition 2.6. Let A and B be two subsets of U and let u, v ∈ S(U) and
0 < α < +∞. Then
1. R̂A∪B

u ≤ R̂A
u + R̂B

u .

2. If A ⊂ B then R̂A
u ≤ R̂B

u .

3. If 0 times +∞ is defined to be 0 then R̂A
αu = αR̂A

u .

4. R̂A
u+v = R̂A

u + R̂A
v .

5. For any decreasing sequence of functions uj ∈ S(U) we have înfj R̂
A
uj

=

R̂A

înfj uj
.

6. If A ⊂ B then R̂B

R̂A
u

= R̂A

R̂B
u

= R̂A
u .

Proof. Property 1. is established just as in [6, (4.1), p. 39] (with v = 0): For
uA ∈ S(U) with uA ≥ u on some WA ∈ W(A) and an analogous uB we have
uA + uB ∈ S(U) and uA + uB ≥ u on A ∪ B. This implies RA∪B

u ≤ RA
u + RB

u .
The asserted inequality therefore holds quasieverywhere and hence everywhere
on U , by fine continuity. Property 2. follows from W(A) ⊂ W(B). Property

3. follows from R̂
(A∪W )
αu = αR̂

(A∪W )
u by taking înf over W ∈ W(A). As to 4.

we have for any W ∈ W(A) R̂
(A∪W )∩U
u+v = R̂

(A∪W )∩U
u + R̂

(A∪W )∩U
v , 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 [10, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3], uj is Euclidean Borel
measurable and

R(A∪W )∩U
uj

(x) =

∫

U

uj dε
∁(U\(A∪W ))
x ≤ uj(x) ≤ u1(x)

(complements relative to Ω). For given x ∈ U with u1(x) < +∞ and W ∈
W(A) consider the equalities

inf
j
R(A∪W )∩U
uj

(x) = inf
j

∫

U

uj dε
∁(U\(A∪W ))
x =

∫

U

inf
j
uj dε

∁(U\(A∪W ))
x

=

∫

U

înf
j
uj dε

∁(U\(A∪W ))
x = R

(A∪W )∩U

înfjuj
(x).

The first and the last equalities hold by [10, Lemma 2.1]. The second equality
is obvious (Lebesgue), the integrals being finite by hypothesis. The third

equality holds if înfjuj(x) = infj uj(x), for either x ∈ U ∩ b((A∪W )∩U), and

then ε
∁(U\(A∪W ))
x = εx; or else x ∈ U \ b((A ∪W ) ∩ U), and then ε

∁(U\(A∪W ))
x

does not charge the polar set {infj uj 6= înfj uj}. The resulting equality in the
above display thus holds q.e. for x ∈ U , and hence also everywhere on U after
finely l.s.c. regularization of both members.
Property 6. is known for A,B ⊂ U . For general A,B ⊂ U the first and the

second member of the equalities in 6. lie between R̂A

R̂A
u

and R̂A
u in view of 2., and

it therefore suffices to consider the case where A = B. For given W ∈ W(A)

consider a decreasing sequence (Wj) ⊂ W(A) such that R̂A
u = înfj R̂

(A∪Wj)∩U
u .

Replacing Wj by Wj ∩W we achieve that Wj ⊂W , and hence

R̂
(A∪W )∩U

R̂
(A∪Wj)∩U

u

= R̂(A∪Wj)∩U
u .

According to 5. this implies 6. by taking înfj and next taking înfW∈W(A). �

Proposition 2.7. Let u ∈ S(U). For any subset A of ∆(U) the function R̂A
u

is invariant, and we have R̂A
u 4 u.

Proof. Consider the family

F := {R̂W∩U
u : W ∈ W(A)}.

Clearly, F is lower directed. Consider the compact sets Akl ⊂ U in the proof
of [10, Proposition 3.10]. Fix k and Vk from Lemma 2.1. In view of that
lemma and the text preceding it, U \ Akk is open in U and contains ∆(U).

In Definition 2.4 of R̂A
u it therefore suffices to consider open sets W ⊃ A

such that W ⊂ U \ Akk, whereby W ∩ U ⊂ U \ Akk ⊂ U \ Vk. By 6. in

Proposition 2.6 we then have R̂
U\Vk

R̂W∩U
u

= R̂W∩U
u . The lower directed family

F := {R̂W∩U
u : W ∈ W(A)} is therefore a Perron family in the sense of
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Definition 2.2. By Definition 2.4 we have R̂A
u = înf F , and it therefore follows

by Theorem 2.3 that R̂A
u indeed is invariant. Consequently, R̂A

u 4 u in view of
[10, Lemma 2.2]. �

Proposition 2.8. Let u ∈ S(U). (a) For any increasing sequence (Aj) of

subsets of U we have R̂
⋃

j Aj

u = supj R̂
Aj
u .

(b) For any sequence (Aj) of subsets of U we have R̂
⋃

j Aj

u ≤
∑

j R̂
Aj
u .

Proof. For (a) we proceed much as in [6, p. 74, Proof of (e)] (where U is a

Euclidean Green domain). Writing A =
⋃
j Aj and v = supj R̂

Aj
u the inequality

v ≤ R̂A
u is obvious. For the opposite inequality we shall also consider R̂

Aj∩∆(U)
u .

Consider a point x ∈ U for which u(x) < +∞ and R̂
Aj∩∆(U)
u (x) = R

Aj∩∆(U)
u (x).

For any integer j > 0 there existsWj ∈ W(Aj∩∆(U)) = W(Aj) and vj ∈ S(U)
such that vj ≥ u on Wj ∩ U and

vj(x) ≤ RAj∩∆(U)
u (x) + 2−j = R̂Aj∩∆(U)

u (x) + 2−j.

The swept function R̂
Aj∩∆(U)
u is invariant by Proposition 2.7, and R̂

Aj∩∆(U)
u ≤

R̂
Wj∩U
u ≤ R

Wj∩U
u ≤ vj . Hence R̂

Aj∩∆(U)
u 4 vj . We show that for any integer

k > 0 the function

u′k := v +
∑

j≥k

(vj − R̂Aj∩∆(U)
u )(2.1)

is of class S(U). In the first place, each term in the sum is of class S(U).

Because vj is finely continuous and R
Aj∩∆(U)
u is finely u.s.c. there is a fine

neighborhood V of x with Euclidean compact closure V in Ω contained in U

and such that vj ≤ R
Aj∩∆(U)
u + 21−j on V and hence on V , by fine contimuity.

We may further arrange that u is bounded on V and that R̂
Aj∩∆(U)
u = R̂

Wj∩U
u

on V . Then
∫
(vj − R̂Aj∩∆(U)

u )dεΩ\V
x ≤ vj(x)− R̂Aj∩∆(U)

u (x) ≤ 21−j ,

since ε
Ω\V
x is carried by V and does not charge any polar set. See also[11,

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 ε
Ω\V
x . For any W ∈ W(Aj) we

have R̂
(Aj∪W )∩U
u = u q.e. on (Aj ∪W ) ∩ U , in particular q.e. on Aj ∩ U . By

Definition 2.4 we have R̂
Aj
u = u q.e. on Aj ∩ U (because it suffices to consider

a suitable sequence of sets W ). It follows that v = u q.e. on each Aj ∩ U and
hence also q.e. on A ∩ U . Choose a superharmonic function s > 0 on Ω such
that s(y) = +∞ for every y in the polar set {y ∈ A ∩ U : v(y) 6= u(y)} ∪ {y ∈
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A∩U : R̂
Aj∩∆(U)
u 6= R

Aj∩∆(U)
u . For any δ > 0 we then have u′k+δs ≥ v+δs ≥ u

on A ∩ U . Because v ≥ R̂
Aj
u ≥ R̂

Aj∩∆(U)
u we obtain for j ≥ k

u′k ≥ R̂Aj∩∆(U)
u + (vj − R̂Aj∩∆(U)

u ) = vj,

and hence u′k ≥ vj ≥ u on Wj ∩U for j ≥ k. Altogether, u′k+ δs ≥ u on A∩U

and on Wj ∩ U . It follows by Definition 2.4 that u′k + δs ≥ R̂A
u , and hence

for δ → 0 that u′k ≥ R̂A
u q.e. and actually everywhere on U . But u′k ց v q.e.

(namely at each point where u′1 is finite). Consequently v ≥ R̂A
u q.e. on U and

so indeed everywhere on U .
(b) is easily deduced from (a) applied with Aj replaced by A1 ∪ . . . ∪Aj, 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 . �

Proposition 2.9. For any A ⊂ U we have R̂A
u = R̂

A∩∆(U)
u + R̂A∩U

v , where

v := u− R̂
A∩∆(U)
u .

Proof. Let s ∈ S(U), s ≥ u on A ∩ U and on a neighborhood of A ∩ ∆(U).

Then s ≥ R̂
A∩∆(U)
u , which is invariant by Proposition 2.7, and so R̂

A∩∆(U)
u 4 s.

Furthermore, s − R̂
A∩∆(U)
u ≥ u − R̂

A∩∆(U)
u = v on A ∩ U , It follows that

s − R̂
A∩∆(U)
u ≥ R̂A∩U

v , and so s ≥ R̂
A∩∆(U)
u + R̂A∩U

v . This shows that R̂A
u ≥

R̂
A∩∆(U)
u +R̂A∩U

v . For the opposite inequality let w ∈ S(U), w ≥ u on A∩U and

on a neighborhood of A∩∆(U). Then w ≥ R̂
A∩∆(U)
u onA∩U , and since R̂

A∩∆(U)
u

is invariant as noted above, we have w − R̂
A∩∆(U)
u ∈ S(U). By hypothesis this

function majorizes v on A∩U , and we therefore get w ≥ R̂
A∩∆(U)
u + R̂A∩U

v . By

varying w this leads to the remaining inequality R̂A
u ≥ R̂

A∩∆(U)
u + R̂A∩U

v . �

For any (positive Radon) measure µ on U we write for brevity Kµ =∫
U
K(., Y )dµ(Y ). We say that a measure µ represents a function u ∈ S(U) if

u = Kµ.

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

Proof. By Proposition 2.9 there is a function v ∈ S(U) such that R̂H
Kµ =

R̂
H∩∆(U)
Kµ + R̂H∩U

v . By Proposition 2.7 the former term on the right is invariant,
and the latter term is invariant on U \H according to [10, Lemma 2.4]. �

Corollary 2.11. Let A ⊂ U and u ∈ S(U). Then R̂A
u from Definition 2.4 is

invariant on U \ A.

Proof. For A ⊂ U this follows from [10, Lemma 2.4], and for A ⊂ ∆(U)
it follows from Proposition 2.7. For general A ⊂ U it therefore follows by
application of Proposition 2.9. �
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For a (positive) Borel measure µ on U we denote by µ. the outer µ-measure.

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

Proof. Suppose that p|V is invariant. According to [15, Lemma 2.6] we have

p = GV µ+ R̂U\V
p on U.

By [10, Lemma 2.4] R̂
U\V
p is invariant on V , and by hypothesis p is invariant on

V . So is therefore the difference GV µ, the invariant functions on V forming a
band in S(V ). But GV µ is a fine potential on V , so we must have GV µ = 0 on
V , hence on the regularization r(V ), that is, µ.(V ) ≤ µ(r(V )) = 0. Conversely,

suppose that µ.(V ) = 0. Then µ(r(V )) = 0, hence GV µ = 0 and p = R̂
U\V
p ,

which is invariant on V , as just noted. �

Proposition 2.13. Let A ⊂ U and u ∈ S(U). Then there exists a measure

on U representing R̂A
u and carried by A.

Proof. We may suppose that R̂A
u 6= 0, in particular u > 0, the case R̂A

u = 0
being trivial. For any probability measure ν on B we denote in this proof by
b(ν) the barycenter of ν.
Suppose first that A ⊂ U . Let p be a fine potential > 0 on U . For any

natural number k there exists a non-zero Radon measure σk on U representing

the fine potential R̂A
u∧kp > 0 on U , and σk is carried by U according to [10,

Corollary 3.25]. In view of the first paragraph of [10, Section 3] we have

R̂A
u∧kp = Kσk =

∫

U

K(., y)dσk(y) =

∫

U

GU(., y)dτk(y)

with dτk(y) = Φ(GU (., y))
−1dσk(y). Here we use that the finite non-zero func-

tion y 7−→ Φ(GU(., 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 τk on U as stated. By Corollary 2.11 R̂A
u∧kp is invariant on U \ A,

and hence τk is carried by A according to Proposition 2.12. It follows that σk
likewise is carried by A.
Consider for each k the probability measure νk on B defined by νk(E) =

σk(E ∩ U)/σk(U) for any Borel subset E of U . Clearly, νk is carried by A
along with σk. The sequence (νk) has a subsequence (νkj) which converges

vaguely to a probability measure ν on U , necessarily carried by A. On the
other hand, R̂A

u∧kp → R̂A
u pointwise and increasingly for k → +∞. It follows

by [10, Theorem 2.10] that R̂A
u∧kp → R̂A

u in the natural topology on S(U) as

k → +∞, and hence Φ(R̂A
u∧kp) → Φ(R̂A

u ) ∈ ]0,+∞[ because Φ is naturally
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continuous on S(U). Identifying as usual νk and ν with probability measures
on B we infer that

1

Φ(R̂A
u )
R̂A
u = lim

j→∞

1

Φ(R̂A
u∧kjp

)
R̂A
u∧kjp

= lim
j→∞

b(νkj ) = b(ν) = Kν.

Hence R̂A
u = Kµ, where µ := Φ(R̂A

u )ν (now again considered as a measure on
U) is carried by A along with ν.
Next, let A ⊂ ∆(U). According to Remark 2.5 there is a decreasing sequence

of open sets Wj (depending on u) such that A ⊂
⋂
jWj ⊂

⋂
jW j ⊂ A and

R̂A
u = înfjR̂

Wj∩U
u = limj R̂

Wj∩U
u (natural limit, again by [10, Theorem 2.10]).

There is a sequence of reals αj > 0 and a real α > 0 such that αjR̂
Wj∩U
u ∈

B and αR̂A
u ∈ B. The sequence (αj) converges to α because the sequence

(R̂
Wj∩U
u ) converges naturally to R̂A

u . For any index j there exists, as shown in
the preceding paragraph, a probability measure µj on B with the barycenter

αjR̂
Wj∩U
u such that µj (when viewed as a measure on U) is carried byW j. After

passing to a subsequence we may suppose that µj converges to a probability
measure µ on B which (again when viewed as a measure on U) necessarily is

carried by
⋂
jW j ⊂ A. The sequence (b(µj)) = (αjR̂

Wj
u ) of barycenters of the

µj therefore converges to the barycenter b(µ) of µ, whence Kµ = b(µ) = αR̂A
u ,

and R̂A
u is represented by the measure 1

α
µ carried by A.

In the general case where just A ⊂ U we have by Proposition 2.9 R̂A
u =

R̂
A∩∆(U)
u + R̂A∩U

v , where v ∈ S(U). As shown in the third paragraph of the

present proof there exists a measure µ1 on U representing R̂A∩U
v and carried

by A. And as shown in the preceding paragraph there exists a measure µ2 on

U representing R̂
A∩∆(U)
u and likewise carried by A. The measure µ = µ1 + µ2

therefore represents R̂A
u and is carried by A. �

Proposition 2.14. Let A ⊂ ∆(U). Then

(i) R̂A
p = 0 for any p ∈ P(U).

(ii) For any Y ∈ U∪∆1(U) we have either R̂A
K(.,Y ) = 0 or R̂A

K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ).

If moreover Y /∈ A then R̂A
K(.,Y ) = 0.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 2.7 that R̂A
p and R̂A

K(.,Y ) are invariant. This

establishes (i) because R̂A
p is also a fine potential (along with p).

For the former assertion (ii) we have R̂A
K(.,Y ) 4 K(., Y ), again by Proposition

2.7, and since K(., Y ) is extreme there is a constant c ≥ 0 such that R̂A
K(.,Y ) =

cK(., Y ). Hence it follows from 6. in Proposition 2.6 with A = B that c = 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 R̂A
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ). According to

Proposition 2.13 there exists a measure λ on U carried by A such that

R̂A
K(.,Y ) =

∫

U

K(., Z)dλ(Z).

It follows that K(., Y ) =
∫
U
K(., Z)dλ(Z), and so λ is a probability measure.

Denote µ the probability measure on B corresponding to λ under the iden-
tification of B with {K(., Z) : Z ∈ U}. Then µ has the barycenter K(., Y ).
Since K(., Y ) is an extreme point of B we infer by [2, Corollary I.2.4, p.15] that

µ = εY , and hence Y ∈ A, which is contradictory. Thus R̂A
K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ), and

consequently R̂A
K(.,Y ) = 0 according to the former assertion (ii) in Proposition

2.14.
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 Aj of A with

Y /∈ Aj for any j. By Proposition 2.8 (b) we then have R̂A
K(.,Y ) ≤

∑
j R̂

Aj

K(.,Y ) =

0, and hence R̂A
K(.,Y ) = 0, as claimed. �

Actually, in Proposition 2.14 (ii), if Y ∈ A and hence Y /∈ U then Y ∈

∆1(U), and it follows that R̂A
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ), see Proposition 3.8 below.

Remark 2.15. Even in the classical case U = Ω, sweeping (and reduction)
of a function u ∈ S(U) on an arbitrary set A ⊂ ∆(U) lacks the following
two properties valid when A ⊂ U . Fix a point Y ∈ A ∩ ∆1(U) and note

that R̂A
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ) as noted above. In the classical case, K(., Y ) ∧ c is

a potential (hence a fine potential) for any constant c > 0, as noted in [6,
Observation, p. 74] for the purpose of showing that the following Property 1.
fails when A = ∆(U):
1. For any increasing sequence of functions uj ∈ S(U) with pointwise supre-

mum u ∈ S(U),

R̂A
u = sup

j

R̂A
uj
.

This holds when A ⊂ U , by [11, Theorem 11.12], but fails (classically) for
A = ∆(U) and uj = K(., Y ) ∧ j in view of the above.

2. For any x ∈ U , the affine function u 7−→ R̂A
u (x) on S(U) is (naturally)

l.s.c. For the proof that this holds for A ⊂ U we may assume that A is
a base relative to U , and hence R̂A

u = RA
u and εAx is carried by A for any

u ∈ S(U). Consider a sequence of functions uj ∈ S(U) converging (naturally)
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to u ∈ S(U). Then

R̂A
u (x) =

∫

U

u dεA∪(Ω\U)
x =

∫

U

lim înf
j

uj dε
A∪(Ω\U)
x

≤

∫

U

lim inf
j

uj dε
A∪(Ω\U)
x ≤ lim inf

j

∫

U

uj dε
A∪(Ω\U)
x = lim inf

j
R̂A
uj
(x)

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

3. Minimal thinness and the minimal-fine topology

The following lemma extends [10, Lemma 4.2], in which E ⊂ U .

Lemma 3.1. For any set E ⊂ U and any point Y ∈ ∆1(U) we have R̂
E
K(.,Y ) 6=

K(., Y ) if and only if R̂E
K(.,Y ) ∈ P(U) (the fine potentials on U).

Proof. If R̂E
K(.,Y ) is a fine potential then R̂E

K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ) because K(., Y ) is

invariant. Conversely, suppose that R̂E
K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ), and write R̂E

K(.,Y ) =

p+ h with p a fine potential and h invariant. Then h ≤ R̂E
K(.,Y ) ≤ K(., Y ) and

hence by [10, Lemma 2.2] h 4 K(., Y ), which shows that h = αK(., Y ) for

some α ∈ [0, 1]. Here α 6= 1, for otherwise (h =) R̂E
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ) contrary

to hypothesis. On the other hand it follows by 6. (with A = B) and 4. in
Proposition 2.6 that

R̂E
K(.,Y ) = R̂E

R̂E
K(.,Y )

= R̂E
p+h = R̂E

p + R̂E
h = p+ h,

whence R̂E
p = p and R̂E

h = h. If h 6= 0 then α 6= 0 because h = αK(., Y ).

Since h = R̂E
h = αR̂E

K(.,Y ) = αp + αh we would obtain (1 − α)h = αp with

0 < α < 1, which is impossible. Thus actually h = 0, and so indeed R̂E
K(.,Y ) =

p ∈ P(U). �

Definition 3.2. A set E ⊂ U is said to be minimal-thin at a point Y ∈ ∆1(U)

if R̂E
K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ), or equivalently if RE

K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ), that is (by the

preceding lemma) if R̂E
K(.,Y ) ∈ P(U).

Corollary 3.3. For any Y ∈ ∆1(U) the sets E ⊂ U which are minimal-thin
at Y form a filter F(Y ) on U .

This follows from Lemma 3.1 which easily implies that for any E1, E2 ⊂ U

such that R̂
U\Ei

K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ) for i = 1, 2, we have R̂
U\(E1∪E2)
K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ).

Like in classical potential theory we define the minimal-fine (mf) topology
on U as follows:



12 MOHAMED EL KADIRI AND BENT FUGLEDE

Definition 3.4. A set W ⊂ U is said to be a minimal-fine neighborhood of a
point Y ∈ U if
(a) W ∩ U 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 ∈

∆1(U),
(c) W contains the point Y , in case Y ∈ ∆(U) \∆1(U).

In the sequel we will denote by mf-lim and mf-lim inf the limit and the
lim inf 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, ∆(U) is mf-closed in U
(since ∅ is minimal-thin at any point Y ∈ ∆1(U)).

Definition 3.5. Let h be a non-zero minimal invariant function. A point

Y ∈ U is termed a pole of h if R̂
{Y }
h = h.

Remark 3.6. Any pole Y of h belongs to ∆(U), for if Y ∈ U then R̂
{Y }
h = 0

because {Y } is polar.

Theorem 3.7. Every non-zero minimal invariant function on U has precisely
one pole. For any Y ∈ ∆1(U) the pole of K(., Y ) is Y .

Proof. Recall from [10, Proposition 3.6] (and the beginning of [10, Section 3])
that the non-zero minimal invariant functions on U are precisely the functions
of the form K(., Y ) for a (unique) Y ∈ ∆1(U). Consider the family C of all

(necessarily nonvoid) compact subsets C of A such that R̂C
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ),

and note that C is nonvoid, for U ∈ C because R̂U
K(.,Y ) = 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 R̂C′

K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ) in view
of the fundamental convergence theorem, and hence C has a minimal element
C0 according to Zorn’s lemma. The natural topology is Hausdorff, so if C0

contains two distinct points Z1 and Z2 then there are compact subsets C1

and C2 of C0 such that C0 = C1 ∪ C2, Z1 ∈ C0 \ C2 and Z2 ∈ C0 \ C1.
Since K(., Y ) is extreme it then follows by Riesz decomposition that either

R̂C1

K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ) or R̂C2

K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ). In other words, either C1 or C2

belongs to C, say C1 ∈ C. By minimality of C0 we would then have C1 = C0

which contradicts Z2 ∈ C0 \ C1. This shows that indeed C0 = {Z} ∈ C for a

certain Z ∈ U , that is R̂
{Z}
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ). Thus Z is a pole of K(., Y ). Since

{Z} is a closed set it follows by Proposition 2.13 and Choquet’s theorem that

R̂
{Z}
K(.,Y ) = Kµ for some probability measure µ on B carried by {Z}, that is,

for µ = εZ . Thus K(., Y ) = Kµ = K(., Z), and so indeed Y = Z. �
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Proposition 3.8. Let h be a non-zero minimal invariant function on U with

pole Y ∈ ∆1(U) and let A ⊂ ∆(U). Then R̂A
h = h or 0 if Y ∈ A or Y /∈ A,

respectively.

Proof. By Proposition 2.7 the function R̂A
h is invariant and 4 K(., Y ), hence

of the form cK(., Y ) for some constant c. It follows by 6. in Proposition 2.6
with A = B that c = 0 or c = 1. If A ⊂ ∆(U) contains the pole Y of h then

h ≥ R̂A
h ≥ R̂

{Y }
h = h, and so R̂A

h = h. The rest follows easily from Proposition
2.14. �

The following integral representation of the sweeping of an arbitrary function
of class S(U) on suitable sets A ⊂ U is based on Proposition 3.8, which in
turn depended on Proposition 2.7.

Theorem 3.9. For any set A ⊂ U and any Radon measure µ on U car-

ried by U ∪ ∆1(U) and such that Kµ 6≡ +∞, we have the inequality R̂A
Kµ ≥∫ ∗

R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ). If A∩∆(U) is a Kσ set then equality prevails and the upper

integral 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 ⊂ ∆(U)
it suffices to consider the case where µ is carried by ∆1(U), for if ν denotes the
restriction of µ to U then Kν is a fine potential according to [10, Corollary

3.25], and so R̂A
Kν = 0 by Proposition 2.14 (i). By Remark 2.5 there is a

decreasing sequence (Wj) of sets of classW(A) such that it suffices in Definition
2.4 to take for W ∈ W(A) the sets Wj . We show that the following equations
and inequality hold q.e. on U :

R̂A
Kµ =

1
înf
j
R̂
Wj∩U
Kµ =

2
inf
j
R̂
Wj∩U
Kµ =

3
inf
j

∫
R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y )dµ(Y )

=
4

∫
inf
j
R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) =5

∫
înf
j
R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) ≥
6

∫ ∗

R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ).

When these relations have been established quasieverywhere on U , the desired
resulting inequality holds everywhere on U . In fact, R̂A

Kµ ∈ S(U) along with
Kµ; and by Proposition 3.8 we have since µ is carried by ∆1(U)∫ ∗

R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) =

∫ ∗

K(., Y )1A(Y )dµ(Y )

=

∫
K(., Y )1A∗(Y )dµ(Y ) = K(1A∗µ) ∈ S(U),

where A∗ denotes a Gδ set containing A such that µ∗(A∗ \ A) = 0, cf. [10,
Theorem 3.20]. Equation 1 and inequality 6 hold everywhere on U by Def-
inition 2.4. 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

Kµ(x) < +∞ and hence R̂A
Kµ(x) < +∞, for there we have by [10, Lemma

3.21] R̂
Wj∩U
Kµ (x) =

∫
R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y )(x)dµ(Y ), which is finite for large j (depending on

x). Eq. 4 is obvious (Lebesgue) at points x as stated for eq. 3. In the first

place, R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y ) is of class S(U) for each Y ∈ ∆1(U), hence finely continuous and

in particular Borel measurable on U according to [10, Lemma 2.1]. Secondly,
the integrals are finite, being majorized by

∫
K(., Y )dµ(Y ) = Kµ < +∞ at

points x as stated. Concerning the remaining eq. 5, note that for each k the

function R̂Wk∩U
K(.,Y ) is invariant on U \ W̃ k according to [10, Lemma 2.4]. For any

j and any k ≥ j we have Wk ⊂ Wj, and R̂
Wk∩U
K(.,Y ) is therefore invariant on each

U \ W̃ j , and hence on their union according to [10, Theorem 2.6 (a), (b)]. It

follows by [10, Theorem 2.6 (c)] that R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y ) is invariant on the finely open set

U . For any point x ∈ U such that Kµ(x) < +∞ the set

Ex : {Y ∈ U : R̂A
K(.,Y )(x) = +∞}

is µ-null. According to[10, Theorem 2.6 (c)] we obtain

înf
j
R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y )(x) = inf
j
R̂
Wj∩U

K(.,Y )(x) µ-a.e. for Y ∈ U,

which implies eq. 5 at points x ∈ U with Kµ(x) <∞.
In the particular case where A ⊂ ∆(U) is compact the decreasing sequence

(Wj) ⊂ W(A) in Remark 2.5 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 Aj ⊂ ∆(U), then

R̂
Aj

Kµ =

∫
R̂
Aj

K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) ≤

∫

∗

R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ).

For j → ∞ it follows by (a) in Proposition 2.8 that R̂A
Kµ ≤

∫
∗
R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ).

Together with the opposite inequality obtained above (with an upper integral)

this leads to the asserted integral representation of R̂A
Kµ for any Kσ set A ⊂

∆(U).
It remains to settle the case of a subset A of U such that A∩∆(U) is a Kσ.

By Propositions 2.9 and 3.8 we have

R̂A
Kµ = R̂

A∩∆(U)
Kµ + R̂A∩U

v =

∫
R̂
A∩∆(U)
K(.,Y ) dµ(Y ) + R̂A∩U

v ,
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where

v : = Kµ− R̂
A∩∆(U)
Kµ =

∫
K(., Y )dµ(Y )−

∫
R̂
A∩∆(U)
K(.,Y ) dµ(Y )

=

∫
K(., Y )(1− 1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))dµ(Y ) = Kλ,

with λ := (1− 1A∩∆1(U))µ. Since λ ≤ µ, λ is carried by ∆1(U). It follows that

R̂A∩U
v =

∫
R̂A∩U
K(.,Y )dλ(Y ) =

∫
R̂A∩U
K(.,Y )(1− 1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))dµ(Y ),

R̂A
Kµ =

∫ (
K(., Y )1A∩∆1(U)(Y ) + R̂A∩U

K(.,Y )(1−1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))
)
dµ(Y ).(3.1)

Similarly, for any Y ∈ ∆1(U),

R̂A
K(.,Y ) = R̂

A∩∆(U)
K(.,Y ) + R̂A∩U

vY
= 1A∩∆1(U)(Y )K(., Y ) + R̂A∩U

vY
,

vY := K(., Y )− R̂
A∩∆(U)
K(.,Y ) = (1− 1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))K(., Y ) = KλY

with λY := (1− 1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))µ carried by ∆1(U). It follows that

R̂A∩U
vY

=

∫
R̂A∩U
K(.,Z)dλY (Z) = (1− 1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))R̂

A∩U
Kµ ,

R̂A
K(.,Y ) = 1A∩∆1(U)(Y )K(., Y ) + (1− 1A∩∆1(U)(Y ))R̂A∩U

K(.,Y ).

The integral of this expression for R̂A
K(.,Y ) with respect to dµ(Y ) is just the

right hand member of (3.1). �

Remark 3.10. Equality will prevail in the former assertion in Theorem 3.9 for
arbitrary sets A ⊂ U provided that equality prevails there for any Gδ subset
of U (because any set A ⊂ U can be extended by a µ-nullset to a larger
Gδ 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 3.9) for an arbitrary
Gδ set A ⊂ ∆1(U). An attempt to establish that would be to show that every
open set W ⊃ A contains Wj for some j. More generally one may ask, for
any compact metric space X and any Gδ set A ⊂ X (say A =

⋂
j Aj with

Aj open in X), whether every open subset G of X containing A would even
contain Aj for some j. But that is false, as we show for X = [0, 1], arguing
instead with the complements C := ∁A, Cj := ∁Aj, and F := ∁G. Denote by
C0 ⊂ [0, 1] the usual Cantor set obtained by removing successively the middle
thirds. Denote C1 the image of C0 under the affine map of [0, 1] onto [1

3
, 2
3
].

Next let C2 be the union of the images of C0 under the affine maps of [0, 1] onto
[ 1
32
, 2
32
] and [ 7

32
, 8
32
], and so on. Then C :=

⋃
k≥0Ck is an Fσ. However, there

exists a closed set F contained in C, but not in any Ck (k ≥ 0), for example
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F := {x0, x1, x2, . . . } with x0 = 0, xj := 1
2.3j−1 for j > 0. In fact, for any

j ≥ 0 we have xj ∈ Cj \Ck ⊂ C for k > j. This example is an indication that
the latter assertion in Theorem 3.9 does not extend to arbitrary Gδ subsets of
∆(U), but we have no counterexample to prove that.

Corollary 3.11. Let u ∈ S(U), let A be a Kσ subset of ∆(U), and let µ

denote the (unique) representing measure for the invariant function R̂A
u carried

by ∆1(U). Then µ is carried by A (in the sense that µ∗(∁A) = 0) if and only

if R̂A
u = u.

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

R̂A
u =

∫
R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) =

∫
1A(Y )K(., Y )dµ(Y ) = K(1Aµ),

and by uniqueness this equals u = Kµ if and only if 1Aµ = µ, which means
that µ shall be carried by A. �

The above corollary, sharpening Proposition 2.13 (in the present setting) is
an analogue of [10, Proposition 3.13], where µ 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 ∆(U) is compact. For any invariant function

h on U we have R̂
∆(U)\∆1(U)
h = 0.

Proof. Write h = Kµ with µ carried by ∆1(U) (cf. [10, Corollary 3.25]). Since
∆(U) \∆1(U) is a Kσ in ∆(U) we have by the latter assertion in Theorem 3.9

R̂
∆(U)\∆1(U)
Kµ =

∫

∆1(U)

R̂
∆(U)\∆1(U)
K(.,Y ) dµ(Y ) = 0

according to (ii) in Proposition 2.14. �

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 ∩ U is a usual fine neighborhood of Y in U according to Lemma
2.1 (c), and hence an mf-neighborhood of Y in U by (a) in Definition 3.4
above. If Y ∈ ∆(U) \ ∆1(U) there is nothing to prove in view of (c) in that
definition. In the remaining case where Y ∈ ∆1(U) we show that U \W is
minimal-thin at Y , cf. (b) in Definition 3.4, which by Lemma 3.1 means that

R̂
U\W
K(.,Y ) 6= K(., Y ). Suppose that, on the contrary, R̂

U\W
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ), and note

that K(., Y ) = KεY in terms of εY . According to Corollary 3.11 εY is carried
by U \W , that is, Y ∈ U \W , in contradiction with Y ∈ W . �
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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-lim inf
x→Y,x∈U

u(x) ≥ 0 for every Y ∈ ∆(U).

If moreover u ≥ −s on U for some s ∈ S(U) then u ≥ 0 on U .

Proof. For given ε > 0 and Y ∈ ∆(U) there exists by the above boundary
inequality an mf-fine open mf-neighborhood WY ⊂ U of Y such that u > −ε
on WY ∩U . In terms of the mf-open set W :=

⋃
{WY : Y ∈ ∆(U)} containing

∆(U) we infer that u > −ε on W ∩ U =
⋃
{WY ∩ U : Y ∈ ∆(U)}. The

set E := U \W is mf-closed and contained in U , and so E is finely closed,
as noted before Proposition 3.13. Furthermore, E is minimal-thin at Y in

view of Definition 3.4 (b), and hence R̂E
K(.,Y ) is a fine potential on U for each

Y ∈ ∆(U). It follows that R̂E
s likewise is a fine potential. To see this, write

s = Kσ and R̂E
K(.,Y ) = KλY with unique representing measures σ on U ∪∆(U)

and λY on U , respectively, cf. [10, Corollary 3.25]. By Lemma [10, Lemma
3.21] we have

R̂E
s =

∫

U∪∆1(U)

R̂E
K(.,Y )dσ(Y ) =

∫

U∪∆1(U)

KλY dσ(Y )

=

∫

U∪∆1(U)

(∫

U

K(., z)dλY (z)
)
dσ(Y ) =

∫

U

K(., z)dν(z),

where the measure ν =
∫
U∪∆1(U)

λY dσ(Y ) on U is the integral with respect to

σ of the family (λY )Y ∈U∪∆1(U) of measures on U , cf. [5, 3, proposition 1]. In

particular, ν is carried by U along with each λY . Hence R̂E
s is indeed a fine

potential according to [10, Corollary 3.26]. The (possibly empty) fine interior

V of E has relative fine boundary U ∩ ∂fV ⊂ U \ V ⊂ U ∩ W̃ . We have

u + ε ≥ 0 on U ∩ W and hence by fine continuity on U ∩ W̃ ⊃ U ∩ ∂fV .

Furthermore, u+ R̂E
s = u+ s on U ∩ b(E) ⊃ V (b(E) denoting the base of E

in Ω), and so u + ε ≥ −R̂E
s on V . Altogether, it follows by the relative fine

boundary minimum property [11, Theorem 10.8] applied to the fine potential

p = R̂E
s that u + ε ≥ 0 on V . As noted above, the same inequality holds on

U ∩ W̃ ⊃ U \ V and thus on all of U . By varying ε we conclude that indeed
u ≥ 0 on all of U . �

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
3.9, 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 ⊂ U . For any function u ∈ S(U) the reduction of u
on A relative to the mf-topology is defined by

1RA
u = inf{v ∈ S(U) : v ≥ u on A ∩ U and on W ∩ U for some W ∈ 1W(A)},

where 1W(A) denotes the family of all mf-open sets W ⊂ U such that W ⊃
A ∩ ∆(U). The sweeping of u on A is defined as the greatest finely l.s.c.

minorant of 1RA
u and is denoted by 1R̂A

u .

The function 1R̂A
u is of class S(U). Similarly to reduction and sweeping

relative to the natural topology we have

1RA
u = inf{R(A∪W )∩U

u : W ∈ 1W(A)},

1R̂A
u = înf{R̂(A∪W )∩U

u : W ∈ 1W(A)}.

Furthermore, there is a decreasing sequence (Wj) of sets Wj ∈ 1W(A) (de-
pending on u) such that it suffices to take for W the sets Wj , 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-Lindelöf property for finely u.s.c.
functions). For any subset A of U , the present reduction 1RA

u and sweeping
1R̂A

u 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 3.13), we clearly have 1RA
u ≤ RA

u and 1R̂A
u ≤ R̂A

u .
We shall need the following analogue of Proposition 3.8:

Lemma 3.16. For any A ⊂ ∆(U) and Y ∈ U ∪ ∆1(U) we have 1R̂A
K(.,Y ) =

K(., Y ) if Y ∈ A, and 1R̂A
K(.,Y ) = 0 if Y /∈ A.

Proof. If Y /∈ A then 1R̂A
K(.,Y ) ≤ R̂A

K(.,Y ) = 0 by Proposition 2.14 (ii). If Y ∈ A

and hence Y /∈ U , then Y ∈ ∆1(U), and
1R̂A

K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ) because we even

have 1R̂
{Y }
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ). In fact, for any W ∈ 1W({Y }),

K(., Y ) = R̂U
K(.,Y ) ≤ R̂U∩W

K(.,Y ) + R̂
U\W
K(.,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 3.4 (b). By the Riesz

decomposition property we obtain K(., Y ) = u + v with u ≤ R̂U∩W
K(.,Y ) and

v ≤ R̂
U\W
K(.,Y ). This shows that v 4 K(., Y ) and hence v = 0, v being a fine

potential along with R̂
U\W
K(.,Y ), and K(., Y ) being invariant since Y ∈ ∆1(U).

Thus K(., Y ) = u ≤ R̂U∩W
K(.,Y ), obviously with equality. By varying W we infer

by Definition 3.15 that indeed 1R̂
{Y }
K(.,Y ) = K(., Y ). �
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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 1W(A) for A ⊂ A. The same applies to Propositions 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9.

Theorem 3.17. Let A ⊂ U and u ∈ S(U). For any set A as in the latter part

of Theorem 3.9 we have 1R̂A
u = R̂A

u .

Proof. This is obvious if A ⊂ U . Next, for A ⊂ ∆(U), write u = Kµ with µ
carried by U ∪∆1(U). For any W ∈ 1W(A) we have by [10, Lemma 3.21]

R̂W∩U
Kµ =

∫
R̂W∩U
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) ≥

∫
1R̂A

K(.,Y )dµ(Y )

=

∫
R̂A
K(.,Y )dµ(Y ) = R̂A

Kµ,

the second equality because 1R̂A
K(.,Y ) = R̂A

K(.,Y ) = 1A(Y )K(., Y ) for Y ∈ U ∪

∆1(U) according to Lemma 3.16 and Proposition 3.8, respectively; and the
third equality follows by the latter assertion in Theorem 3.9. By varying
W ∈ 1W(A) this yields 1R̂A

Kµ ≥ R̂A
Kµ, actually with equality. For arbitrary

A ⊂ U such that A ∩∆(U) is a Kσ, it follows by Proposition 2.9 and its mf-

version that indeed 1R̂A
u = R̂A

u because v is the same in either case (by what

has just been shown), and hence 1R̂A∩U
v = R̂A∩U

v since A ∩ U ⊂ U . �

4. The Dirichlet problem at the Martin boundary of U

We shall study the Dirichlet problem at ∆(U) relative to a fixed finely
harmonic function h > 0 on U . We denote by µh the measure on ∆(U)
carried by ∆1(U) and representing h, that is h =

∫
K(., Y )dµh(Y ) = Kµh.

A function u 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 = v

h
, where v is finely hyperharmonic, finely

superharmonic, invariant, or a fine potential, respectively.
Let f be a function on ∆(U) with values in R. A finely h-hyperharmonic

function u = v
h
on U is said to belong to the upper PWBh class, denoted by

Uh
f , if u is lower bounded and if

lim inf
x→Y,x∈U

u(x) ≥ f(Y ) for every Y ∈ ∆(U).

We define

Ḣh
f = inf Uh

f , Hh
f =

̂̇Hh
f .

The lower PWBh class Uh
f is defined by Uh

f = −U
h

−f , and we defineH.
h
f = −Ḣh

−f

and Hh
f = −Hh

−f . The functions H
h
f and H

h
f 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 ∆(U)). Clearly, Hh

f is finely l.s.c. and Hh
f

is finely u.s.c.
Henceforth we fix the finely harmonic function h > 0 on U , relative to which

we shall study the Dirichlet problem at ∆(U).

Proposition 4.1. Let f be a function on ∆(U) with values in [−∞,+∞].
(a) The function Hh

f on U is finely h-hyperharmonic on the finely open set

{Hh
f > −∞}, and Hh

f = Ḣh
f q.e. on that set.

(b) Ḣh
f ≥ H.

h
f and hence Hh

f ≥ H.
h
f and Ḣh

f ≥ Hh
f .

(c) Hh
f ≥ Hh

f on {Hh
f > −∞} ∩ {Hh

f <∞}.

(d) If f ≥ 0 on ∆(U) then Hh
f ≥ 0 on U , and Hh

f is then either identically
+∞ or h-invariant on U .

Proof. Clearly, Uh
f is lower directed and Uh

f is upper directed. The constant

function +∞ belongs to Uh
f . If +∞ is the only function of class Uh

f then

obviously Ḣh
f = +∞ and hence Hh

f = +∞. In the remaining case it suffices to

consider finely h-superharmonic functions in the definition of Ḣh
f and hence of

Hh
f .
(a) follows by the fundamental convergence theorem [11, Theorem 11.8].
(b) Let u ∈ Uh

f and v ∈ Uh
f . Then u − v is well defined and finely h-

hyperharmonic and lower bounded on U , and

lim inf
x→Y,x∈U

(u(x)− v(x)) ≥ lim inf
x→Y,x∈U

u(x)− lim sup
x→Y,x∈U

v(x)

≥ f(Y )− f(Y ) = 0

if f(Y ) is finite; otherwise lim inf u(x) − lim sup v(x) = +∞ ≥ 0, for if for
example f(Y ) = +∞ then lim inf u = +∞ whereas lim sup v < +∞ since v is
upper bounded. By the Martin boundary minimum property given in Propo-
sition 3.14 together with Proposition 3.13 applied to the finely superharmonic
function hu − hv (if hu − hv 6= +∞) it then follows that u − v ≥ 0, and
hence u ≥ v. By varying u and v in either order we obtain Ḣh

f ≥ H.
h
f . Since

H.
h
f = supUh

f is finely l.s.c. it follows that Hh
f ≥ H.

h
f , and similarly Ḣh

f ≥ Hh
f .

(c) Consider any point x0 ∈ U such that Hh
f(x0) > −∞ and Hh

f(x0) <

+∞. By (a), Hh
f is finely h-hyperharmonic and similarly Hh

f is finely h-
hypoharmonic on some finely open fine neighborhood V of x0 and hence

Hh
f(x0) = fine lim

x→x0, x∈V \E
Hh
f (x) = fine lim

x→x0, x∈V \E
Ḣh
f(x)

≥ fine lim sup
x→x0, x∈V \E

Hh
f (x) = Hh

f(x0),

the latter equality by fine continuity of Hh
f on V .
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(d) Suppose that f ≥ 0 and Hh
f 6≡ +∞. It follows by Propositions 3.13

and 3.14 applied to the finely superharmonic function hu that every function
of class Uh

f is non-negative and hence Hh
f ≥ 0, and by (a) that Hh

f is finely
h-superharmonic. Consider the cover of U by the finely open sets Vk ⊂ U from
Lemma 2.1. Then Uh

f is a Perron family in the sense of Definition 2.2, and

hence înf Uh
f is h-invariant according to Theorem 2.3 �

Proposition 4.2. Let f, g be two functions on ∆(U) with values in R.
1. If f ≤ g then Hh

f ≤ Hh
g and Hh

f ≤ Hh
g .

2. If Hh
f < +∞, Hh

g < +∞, and if (f+g)(Y ) is defined arbitrarily at points

Y of undetermination then Hh
f+g ≤ Hh

f +Hh
g .

3. If 0 times +∞ is defined to be 0, then we have for any α ∈ [0,+∞[
Hh
αf = αHh

f and Hh
αf = αHh

f .

4. For any point x ∈ U we have Ḣh
f(x) < +∞ if and only if Ḣh

f∨0(x) < +∞.
5. Let (fj) be an increasing sequence of functions ∆(U) −→ [0,+∞]. Writ-

ing f = supj fj we have Hh
f = supj H

h
fj
.

Proof. Properties 1. and 3. follow right away from the definitions. For 2., 4.,
and 5. we proceed as in [6, 1.VIII.7, Proof of (d), (b), and (e)]. Concerning 4.,
if Hh

f(x) < +∞ there exists a function u ∈ Uh
f with u(x) < +∞; then u ≥ c for

some constant c ∈ R, and hence u+ |c| ∈ Uh
f∨0 because |c|+ c ≥ 0. Conversely,

if Hh
f∨0(x) < +∞ then Hh

f (x) < +∞ by 1. because f ≤ f ∨ 0. Concerning

5. we have supj H
h
fj

≤ Hh
f according to 1. We may suppose that there exists

x0 ∈ U such that supj H
h
fj
(x0) < +∞. For given ε > 0 there exists for every j

a function
uj
h
∈ Uh

fj
such that

uj
h
(x0)−Hh

fj
(x0) < ε2−j.(4.1)

By Proposition 4.1 (d), Hh
fj

is h-invariant, hence finely h-harmonic on U off

some polar set E. The h-superharmonic function Hh
fj

is majorized by Ḣh
fj

≤
uj
h

∈ Uh
fj
, and the non-negative finely h-superharmonic function

uj
h
− Hh

fj
on

U \E therefore extends by fine continuity to a finely h-superharmonic function
≥ 0 on U which we likewise denote by

uj
h
− Hh

fj
. (Alternatively, apply [10,

Lemma 2.2].) Define a finely h-hyperharmonic function u
h
by

u

h
= sup

j

Hh
fj
+
∑

j

(uj
h

−Hh
fj

)
≥ Hh

fk
+
(uk
h

−Hh
fk

)
=
uk
h

(4.2)

for any index k. Then

lim inf
x→Y, x∈U

u

h
(x) ≥ lim inf

x→Y,x∈U

uk
h
(x) ≥ fk(Y )
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for every Y ∈ ∆(U) and every index k. Thus u
h
∈ Uh

f and hence Hh
f ≤ u

h
. In

particular, by the former equality (4.2) and by (4.1),

Hh
f (x0) ≤

u

h
(x0) ≤ sup

j

Hh
fj
(x0) + ε.(4.3)

From (4.2) it also follows that the function Hh
f − supj H

h
fj

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 ε → 0
that indeed Hh

f = supj H
h
fj
. �

Definition 4.3. A function f on ∆(U) with values in R is said to be h-
resolutive if Hh

f > −∞, Hh
f < +∞, and Hh

f = Hh
f on U , in other words: if

Hh
f = Hh

f and this function on U is finite valued.

Definition 4.4. A function f on ∆(U) with values in R is said to be h-
quasiresolutive if the relations Hh

f > −∞, Hh
f < +∞, and Hh

f = Hh
f hold

quasieverywhere on U .

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

Ef = {Hh
f = −∞} ∪ {Hh

f = +∞} ∪ {Hh
f 6= Hh

f}

of U , and by Hh
f the common restriction of Hh

f and Hh
f to U \ Ef . Then Hh

f

is finely harmonic (on U \ Ef) according to Proposition 4.1 (a) applied to f
and −f . If f is h-resolutive then Hh

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 4.4 and 4.3 one may equivalently replace Hh
f by

Ḣh
f and Hh

f by H.
h
f . everywhere on U . Assuming first that f is as in Definition

4.4 as it stands. Then Ḣh
f ≥ Hh

f > −∞, the inequality ‘>’ being understood

to hold q.e. And by Proposition 4.1 (a) we have Ḣh
f = Hh

f q.e. on {Hh
f >

−∞}, hence q.e. on U . Next, apply this to −f . For the converse we have

Hh
f ≤ Ḣh

f = H.
h
f ≤ Hh

f with the equality holding quasieverywhere, and by

Proposition 4.1 (b) Hh
f ≤ Ḣh

f = H.
h
f ≤ Hh

f , again with equality q.e.. It follows

that Hh
f = Hh

f q.e., and Hh
f ≤ H.

h
f < +∞ with ≥ holding q.e. Similarly (or by

replacing f with −f) we have Hh
f ≥ Ḣh

f > −∞ with ‘≥’ holding q.e. The case
of Definition 4.3 is handled similarly, omitting ‘q.e.’ and taking into account
that the set {Ḣh

f < Hh
f} is finely open and polar, hence void, and so Ḣh

f ≥ Hh
f ,

actually with equality.

Remark 4.6. If f is h-quasiresolutive, resp. h-resolutive, then Hh
f = Ḣh

f q.e.,

resp. everywhere on U , and Hh
f = H.

h
f q.e., resp. everywhere on U . In fact, if f
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is h-quasiresolutive then by Proposition 4.1 (a) Hh
f = Ḣh

f q.e. on {Hh
f > −∞},

and hence q.e. on U according to Definition 4.4; next, apply this to −f . If f
is h-resolutive then by Proposition 4.1 (a) Hh

f = Ḣh
f q.e. on {Hh

f > −∞} = U .

By Proposition 4.1 (b), Hh
f ≥ H.

h
f and hence {Hh

f < Ḣh
f} ⊂ {H.

h
f < Ḣh

f} = ∅

as shown above. Next, apply this to −f .

Corollary 4.7. If f, g : ∆(U) −→ R are h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive,
and α ∈ R, then (with the same proviso concerning undetermined expressions
as in Proposition 4.2)
1. Hh

f is finely h-harmonic on U , resp. on U \ Ef . In particular, Hh
f and

Hh
f are finite on U , resp. on U .

2. αf is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, and Hh
αf = αHh

f on U , resp.
on U \ Ef .
3. f + g is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, and Hh

f+g = Hh
f + Hh

g on
U , resp. on U \ Ef+g).
4. f∨g and f∧g are h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, and if for example

Hh
f ∨Hh

g ≥ 0 then Hh
f∨g = (1/h)R̂h(Hh

f
∨Hh

g )
on U , resp. on U \ Ef∨g.

Proof. We give the proof in the case of h-quasiresolutivity, the case of h-
resolutivity being established similarly.
1. Follows from Proposition 4.1 (a). Of the remaining assertions, only 4.

requires explanation, inspired by [6, 1.VIII.7 (d)]. For the notation in the
stated equation in 4. see [11, Definition 11.4]. Since f ∧ g = −[(−f) ∨ (−g)]
and f ∨ g = [(f − g)∨ 0] + g it follows by 2. and 3. that 4. reduces to h-quasi-
resolutivity of f+ = f ∨ 0 and the stated expression for Hh

f∨g with g = 0. By
1. in Proposition 4.2

Hh
f∨0 ≥ Hh

f > −∞(4.4)

on U \ Ef and hence q.e. on U by Definition 4.4. By 4. in Proposition 4.2 we
have

Hh
f∨0 ≤ Ḣh

f∨0 < +∞(4.5)

q.e. on U because Ḣh
f = Hh

f < +∞ on U \ Ef in view of 1. From Proposition
4.1 (a), (b) with f replaced by −(f ∨ 0) we therefore obtain

Hh
f∨0 = H.

h
f∨0 ≤ Hh

f∨0 < +∞(4.6)

with the inequality holding q.e. on U by (4.5). For h-quasiresolutivity of
f ∨ 0 it remains after (4.4) and (4.6) to show that Hh

f∨0 = Hh
f∨0 q.e. on U .

With Ef as defined after Definition 4.4 we consider the finely open subset

V = U ∩ {Ḣh
f(x) = Hh

f(x)} \Ef of U , cf. Proposition 4.1 (a). For given x ∈ V

and integers j > 0 choose uj ∈ Uh
f with uj(x) ≤ Hh

f(x)+ 2−j (= Ḣh
f (x)+ 2−j).

The series
∑∞

j=k(uj−H
h
f ) of non-negative finely h-superharmonic functions on
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V (uj and H
h
f being restricted to V ) has a non-negative finely h-superharmonic

sum, finite at x. Since Hh
f is finely h-harmonic on V , Hh

f ∨ 0 (= Ḣh
f ∨ 0) is

finely h-subharmonic (and non-negative) on V and majorized there by Ḣh
f∨0,

which is finite valued on V by 4. in Proposition 4.2 since Ḣh
f < +∞ on V .

It follows by [11, Theorem 11.13], applied with f replaced by hHf ∨ 0, that
1
h
R̂h
hHf∨0

(sweeping relative to U) is finely h-harmonic on V , being majorized

there by Hh
f ∨ 0 ≤ Hh

f∨0 ≤ Ḣh
f∨0 < +∞. The non-negative function

1

h
R̂h
hHf∨0

+

∞∑

j=k

(uj −Hh
f )(4.7)

restricted on V is therefore finely h-superharmonic and Moreover, this non-
negative finely superharmonic function on V majorizes uk ∈ Uh

f on V (being

≥ 1
h
R̂h
hHf∨0

+(uk−H
h
f ) ≥ uk there), and this majorization remains in force after

extension by fine continuity to U , cf. [11, Theorem 9.14]. Thus the extended

function (4.7) belongs to Uh
f∨0. For k → ∞ it follows that Hh

f∨0 ≤ Ḣh
f∨0 ≤

1
h
R̂hHh

f∨0
< +∞ on U . On the other hand, Hh

f∨0 majorizes both Hh
f and 0 on

V (by 1. in Proposition 4.2); so Hh
f∨0 ≥

1
h
R̂hHh

f
∨0 on U . It follows that

Hh
f∨0 ≤

1

h
R̂hHh

f
∨0 ≤ Hh

f∨0 ≤ Hh
f∨0

on U \ Ef and hence q.e. on U . Together with (4.4) and (4.6) this shows
that f ∨ 0 indeed is h-quasiresolutive according to Definition 4.4, and that

Hh
f = 1

h
R̂hHh

f
∨0, the latter restricted to U \ Ef . �

Recall that µh denotes the unique measure on ∆(U) carried by ∆1(U) and
representing h, that is, h = Kµh =

∫
K(., Y )dµh(Y ).

Proposition 4.8. For any µh-measurable subset A of ∆(U) the indicator func-
tion 1A is h-resolutive and

Hh
1A

=
1

h

∫

A

K(., Y )dµh(Y ) = R̂A
h .(4.8)

In particular, the constant function 1 on ∆(U) is h-resolutive and Hh
1 = 1.

Proof. Suppose first that A is compact. Because h = Kµh and because µh is
carried by ∆1(U) we have by the latter assertion in Theorem 3.9 and Propo-
sition 3.8

R̂A
h = R̂A

Kµh
=

∫

∆1(U)

R̂A
K(.,Y )dµh(Y ).

Consider any finely h-hyperharmonic function u = v/h ≥ 0 on U such that
u ≥ 1 on some open set W in U with W ⊃ A. Then u ∈ Uh

1A
and hence
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u ≥ Ḣh
1A

≥ Hh
1A
. By varying W it follows by Definition 2.4 that 1

h
R̂A
h ≥ Hh

1A
.

According to this inequality we have

1

h

∫
K(., Y )1A(Y )dµh(Y ) ≥

1

h
R̂A
h ≥ Hh

1A
.(4.9)

Applying this inequality to ∆(U) \ A in place of A we obtain

1

h

∫
K(., Y )1∆(U)\A(Y )dµh(Y ) ≥ Hh

1∆(U)\A
.(4.10)

By adding the left hand, resp. right hand, members of (4.9) and (4.10) this
leads by 2. in Proposition 4.2 to

1 =
1

h

∫
K(., Y )dµh(Y ) ≥ Hh

1A
+Hh

1∆(U)\A
≥ Hh

1 .(4.11)

On the other hand, for any u = v/h ∈ Uh
1 we have u ≥ Hh

1 ≥ 0 by Proposition
4.1 (d), and it follows by Propositions 3.13 and 3.14 applied to the finely
superharmonic function v − h ≥ 0 that v ≥ h, that is u ≥ 1 on U . By varying
u this shows that Hh

1 ≥ 1, so actually Hh
1 = 1. Altogether, we therefore obtain

from the relations (4.9) through (4.11)

1

h

∫

A

K(., Y )dµh(Y ) =
1

h
R̂A
h = Hh

1A
.

For the case of an arbitrary µh-measurable set A ⊂ ∆(U) we denote by A
the family of all µh-measurable sets A ⊂ ∆(U) for which the former equality
(4.8) holds. According to 5. in Proposition 4.2 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 ∆(U), and therefore all Borel
sets, and indeed all µh-measurable sets A ⊂ ∆(U). In fact, there are Borel
sets B,C such that B ⊂ A ⊂ C and µh(B) = µh(C), and hence

Hh
1B

≤ Hh
1A

≤ Hh
1A

≤ Hh
1C
,

actually with equality because

Hh
1B

=
1

h

∫

B

K(., Y )dµh(Y ) =
1

h

∫

C

K(., Y )dµh(Y ) = Hh
1C

and µh(C \B) = 0. �

For any function f : ∆(U) −→ R we define f(Y )K(x, Y ) = 0 at points
(x, Y ) where f(Y ) = 0 and K(x, Y ) = +∞. If f is µh-measurable then so is
Y 7−→ f(Y )K(x, Y ) for each x ∈ U because K(x, Y ) > 0 is µh-measurable
(even l.s.c.) as a function of Y ∈ ∆(U) according to [10, Proposition 3.2 (i)].
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Theorem 4.9. For any µh-measurable lower bounded function f : ∆(U) −→
]−∞,+∞], the upper solution Hh

f is given by

Hh
f =

1

h

∫
f(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ) > −∞.

Proof. Consider first the case where f ≥ 0. Being µh-measurable, f is then
the upper envelope of an increasing sequence of non-negative µh-measurable
step functions fj (that is, finite valued functions fj taking only finitely many
values, each on some µh-measurable set; in other words: affine combinations
of indicator functions of µh-measurable sets). For any index j it follows by
Proposition 4.8 and by 2., 3. in Corollary 4.7 that each fj is h-quasiresolutive
and that

Hh
fj
=

1

h

∫
fj(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ),

and hence by 5. in Proposition 4.2 that

0 ≤
1

h

∫
f(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y )

=
1

h
sup
j

∫
fj(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ) = sup

j

Hh
fj
= Hh

f .

For general f there is a constant c ≥ 0 such that g := f + c ≥ 0. Since Hh
c = c

by Corollary 4.7 and Proposition 4.8 it follows by 2. in Proposition 4.2 that
Hh
f ≤ Hh

g − c and Hh
g ≤ Hh

f + c, whence Hh
f = Hh

g − c ≥ −c > −∞ and

Hh
f =

1

h

∫
g(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y )− c =

1

h

∫
f(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ).

�

Corollary 4.10. (a) Every bounded µh-measurable function f on ∆(U) is h-
resolutive, and

Hh
f =

1

h

∫
f(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ).

(b) Let f be a lower bounded µh-measurable function on ∆(U). Then Hh
f is

either identically +∞ or else the sum of an h-invariant function and a constant
≤ 0. Furthermore, Hh

f = H.
h
f .

Proof. (a) By Theorem 4.9,

Hh
f =

1

h

∫
fK(., Y )dµh(Y )

and the same with f replaced by −f , whence Hh
f = Hh

f , finite valued because
f is bounded, so f is h-resolutive. Let c ≥ 0 be a constant such that |f | ≤ c.
As shown at the end of the proof of Theorem 4.9, Hh

f = c − Hh
c−f which is
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finely h-harmonic because Hh
c−f is h-invariant by Proposition 4.1 (d) (applied

to c− f ≥ 0) and hence finely h-harmonic, being finite valued.
(b) We have f ≥ −c for some constant c ≥ 0 and hence againHh

f = Hh
f+c−c,

whence the former assertion in view of Proposition 4.1 (d) applied to f+c ≥ 0.
For any integer j > 0 it follows from (a) applied to the bounded measurable
h-resolutive function f ∧ j that Hh

f∧j is finely h-harmonic and of course ≤ H.
h
f .

For j → ∞ we obtain by 5. in Proposition 4.2 that Hh
f ≤ H.

h
f . By Proposition

4.1 (b) we actually have Hh
f = H.

h
f . �

Corollary 4.11. Let (fj) be an increasing sequence of h-resolutive, resp. h-
quasiresolutive functions on ∆(U) with values in [0,+∞], and let f = supj fj.

If Hh
f < +∞ 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
Hh
f ≥ Hh

fj
= Hh

fj
q.e., and hence by 5. in Proposition 4.2 Hh

f ≥ supj H
h
fj

=

supj H
h
fj

= Hh
f q.e., actually with equality q.e. in view of Proposition 4.1

(c). �

Corollary 4.12. Let f : ∆(U) −→ [0,+∞] be µh-measurable. Then f is h-
resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, if and only if

∫
f(Y )K(x, Y )dµh(Y ) < +∞

for quasievery, resp. every, x ∈ U . In the affirmative case we have Hh
f (x) =∫

f(Y )K(x, Y )dµh(Y ) for every x ∈ U , resp. for every x ∈ U at which this
integral is finite.

Proof. This follows from Corollaries 4.10 and 4.11, taking fj = f ∧ j for any
j. �

Corollary 4.13. Let f : ∆(U) −→ R be µh-measurable. Then f is h-
resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, if and only if |f | is h-resolutive, resp. h-
quasiresolutive.

Proof. If f is h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, then so is |f | = f ∨ −f
according to 4. and 2. in Corollary 4.7. Conversely, if |f | is h-resolutive, resp.
h-quasiresolutive, then by Corollary 4.12 |f |K(x, .) is µh(Y )-integrable for ev-
ery x ∈ U , resp. for quasievery x ∈ U , and so are therefore f+K(x, .) and
f−K(x, .). Hence f+ and f− are h-resolutive, resp. h-quasiresolutive, again by
Corollary 4.12, and so is f = f+ − f− by 2. and 3. in Corollary 4.7. �

Proposition 4.14. Every h-quasiresolutive function f : ∆(U) −→ R is µh-
measurable.

Proof. We begin by proving this for f = 1A, the indicator function of a subset
A of ∆(U), cf. [6, p. 113]. By the fundamental convergence theorem there is

a decreasing sequence of functions uj ∈ Uh
f such that Hh

f = înfjuj. Replacing
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uj by uj ∧ 1 ∈ Uh
f we arrange that uj ≤ 1. Denote by gj the function defined

on U by

gj(Y ) = lim inf
z→Y, z∈U

uj(z)

for any Y ∈ U. Clearly, gj is l.s.c. on U and 1A ≤ gj ≤ 1 on ∆(U). Write

f2 = infj gj. Then f2 is Borel measurable and f2 ≥ f = 1A, hence H
h
f2

≥ Hh
f .

For the opposite inequality note that uj ∈ Uh
f2

because gj ≥ f2. Hence Hh
f =

înfjuj ≥ Hh
f2
and altogether Hh

f2
= Hh

f . Similarly there is a non-negative Borel

measurable function f1 ≤ f such that Hh
f1

= Hh
f . Since f is h-quasiresolutive

we obtain

Hf = Hh
f1

≤ Hh
f1

≤ Hh
f ≤ Hh

f2
≤ Hh

f2
= Hh

f

q.e. on U , thus with equality q.e. all through. Hence f1 and f2 are h-quasi-
resolutive, and so is therefore f2 − f1 by 2. and 3. in Corollary 4.7, which
also shows that Hh

f2−f1
= Hf2 − Hf1 = 0 q.e. Because f2 − f1 is non-

negative and Borel measurable it follows by Theorem 4.9 that 1
h

∫
(f1(Y ) −

f1(Y ))K(., Y )dµh(Y ) = 0 q.e., and hence f1 = f2 µh-a.e. It follows that
f = 1A is µh-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 Φ the space of func-
tions ϕ ∈ C(R) such that ϕ ◦ f is h-quasiresolutive with Eϕ◦f ⊂ Ef . By
Corollary 4.7 Φ is a vector lattice, closed under uniform convergence because
|ϕj − ϕ| < ε implies |Hh

ϕj◦f
− Hh

ϕ◦f | ≤ ε and |Hh
ϕj◦f

− Hh
ϕ◦f | ≤ ε on U \ Ef ,

and so |Hh
ϕ◦f −Hh

ϕ◦f | ≤ 2ε on U \Ef . We infer that Hh
ϕ◦f = Hh

ϕ◦f on U \Ef ,
and so ϕ ◦ f is indeed quasiresolutive. Furthermore, Φ includes the fuctions
ϕn : t 7→ (1 − |t − n|) ∨ 0 on R for integers n ≥ 1, again by Corollary
4.7. 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). If also n ≤ t < n + 1
then clearly ϕn(t) < ϕn(s) ≤ 1, and in the remaining case t ≥ n + 1 we have
ϕn(t) = 0 < ϕn(s). It therefore follows by the lattice version of the Stone-
Weierstrass theorem that Φ = C(R). The class Ψ of functions ψ : R −→ R

for which ψ ◦ f is h-quasiresolutive with Eψ◦f ⊂ Ef is a class closed un-
der bounded monotone convergence, by 5. in Proposition 4.2 (adapted to a
bounded monotone convergent sequence of functions fj). Along with C(R),
Ψ therefore includes every bounded Borel measurable function R → R. In
particular, the indicator function 1J of an interval J ⊂ R belongs to Ψ, and
hence 1J ◦ f is h-quasiresolutive. We conclude by the first part of the proof
that the function 1J ◦ f is µh-measurable, being the indicator function 1f−1(J)

of the quasiresolutive function 1J ◦ f .
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Finally, for an arbitrary h-quasiresolutive function f : ∆(U) −→ R, write
A+ := {f = +∞} and A− := {f = −∞}. By Proposition 4.2 and 4. in
Corollary 4.7 we have

Hh
(+∞)1A+

= Hh
f1A+

≤ Hh
f∨0 < +∞

on U \ Ef . It follows that H1A+
= 0 q.e. on U and hence Hh

(+∞)1A+
= 0 q.e.

Since −f likewise is h-quasiresolutive we have Hh
(+∞)1A−

= 0 q.e. Furthermore,

0 ≤ H(+∞)1A+
≤ H(+∞)1A+

= 0 q.e. by Corollary 4.7, and similarlyH(+∞)1A−
=

0 q.e. Writing A = A+ ∪A− = {|f | = +∞} we infer that Hh
1A

= Hh
1A

= 0 q.e.
and hence 1A and (+∞)1A are h-quasiresolutive. As shown above it follows
that A is µh-measurable. Define g : ∆(U) −→ R by g = f except that g = 0
on {|f | = +∞}. Then g ≤ f + (+∞)1A and f ≤ g + (+∞)1A, and hence by
Proposition 4.2

Hh
g ≤ Hh

f +Hh
(+∞)1A

= Hh
f ≤ Hh

g +Hh
(+∞)1A

= Hh
g

q.e., actually with equality q.e., and hence g is h-quasiresolutive. If g is µh-
measurable then so is f = g + (+∞)1A since we have shown that A is µh-
measurable. �

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

Theorem 4.15. A function f : ∆(U) −→ R is h-resolutive if and only if the
function Y 7−→ f(Y )K(x, Y ) on ∆(U) is µh-integrable for every x ∈ U . In
the affirmative case we have

Hh
f =

1

h

∫
f(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ).(4.12)

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

Theorem 4.16. A function f : ∆(U) −→ R is h-quasiresolutive if and only
if the function Y 7−→ f(Y )K(x, Y ) on ∆(U) is µh-integrable for quasievery
x ∈ U . In the affirmative case Hh

f (x) is defined precisely at those points x ∈ U
for which Y 7−→ f(Y )K(x, Y ) is µh-integrable. For such x the equation (4.12)
holds.

Proof. Suppose first that there is a polar set E ⊂ U such that fK(x, .) is
µh-integrable for every x ∈ U \ E. Then f+ and f− are h-quasiresolutive by
Corollary 4.12, and so is therefore f = f+ − f− by 4. and 2. in Corollary 4.7.
Furthermore, we have Hh

f = 1
h

∫
f(Y )K(., Y )dµh(Y ) on U \ E by Corollary

4.12 applied with f replaced by f+ and f−, cf. 4. and 2. in Proposition 4.2.
Consequently, f is h-quasiresolutive according to Corollary 4.13, and (4.12)
holds on U \ E by Corollary 4.12.



30 MOHAMED EL KADIRI AND BENT FUGLEDE

Conversely, suppose that f is h-quasiresolutive, and let us establish the
stated integral representation of Hh

f q.e. on U , using that f is µh-measurable
by Proposition 4.14. According to 4. in Corollary 4.7 the function |f | is
h-quasiresolutive, and hence Hh

f (x) < +∞ for every x ∈ U \ Ef , that is,∫
|f(y)|K(x, Y )dµh(Y ) < +∞ for x ∈ U \ Ef in view of Theorem 4.9. Thus

the function Y 7→ f(Y )K(x, Y ) is µh-integrable for each x ∈ U \ Ef . �

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 Ḣh
f = Hh

f , and that this function is h-hyperharmonic and thus
in particular > −∞ (except if it is identically −∞). 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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