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Continuity of the Revuz correspondence under the absolute

continuity condition

Ryoichiro Noda∗

Abstract

In this paper, we consider symmetric Hunt processes that correspond to regular Dirichlet
forms and satisfy the absolute continuity condition, i.e., processes possess transition densities.
For such processes, the Revuz correspondence relates positive continuous additive function-
als (PCAFs) to so-called smooth measures. We show the continuity of this correspondence.
Specifically, we show that if the 1-potentials of smooth measures converge (locally) uniformly
as functions, then the associated PCAFs converge. This result is derived by directly esti-
mating the distance between the PCAFs using the distance between the 1-potentials of the
associated smooth measures. Furthermore, in cases where the transition density is jointly
continuous, we present sufficient conditions for the convergence of 1-potentials based on the
weak or vague convergence of smooth measures.

1 Introduction

Positive continuous additive functionals (PCAFs) of Markov processes, such as local times, can
be very useful for analyzing these processes. In [Rev70], Revuz discovered a one-to-one corre-
spondence between PCAFs and measures known as smooth measures, which is now called the
Revuz correspondence. This correspondence forms a core of the theory of PCAFs. However,
little research has been conducted on the topological properties of the Revuz correspondence.
Recently, Nishimori, Tomisaki, Tsuchida and Uemura [NTTU24] demonstrated a certain com-
pactness property of the Revuz correspondence. In particular, they showed that for a symmetric
Hunt process associated with a regular Dirichlet form (E ,F) on L2(S,m), where S is a locally
compact, separable, metrizable topological space and m is a Radon measure on S with full
support, if the 1-potentials of smooth measures of finite energy integrals converge with respect
to E1, where E1(f, g) := E(f, g) +

∫

fg dm, then a subsequence of the associated PCAFs con-
verges in the local uniform topology almost surely for quasi-everywhere starting point [NTTU24,
Theorem 4.1].

We focus on the continuity of the Revuz correspondence, that is, convergence of PCAFs in
terms of their associated smooth measures. The study of convergence of PCAFs is interesting in
itself as the topological properties of the Revuz correspondence, but it is also important in appli-
cations such as the construction of time-changed processes, such as Liouville Brownian motions,
and the discussion of their convergence [AK16, GRV16, CHK17, Ooi24]. We consider symmetric
Hunt processes that correspond to regular Dirichlet forms and posses transition densities. In our
first result, Theorem 1.3, we show that if the 1-potentials of smooth measures of finite energy
integrals converge uniformly, then the associated PCAFs converge in the sense that the expected
supremum of the squared differences of PCAFs over any compact interval converges to zero. In
our second result, Theorem 1.4, the first result is extend to more general smooth measures,
and it is shown that if the 1-potentials of smooth measures in the strict sense (see Definition
2.5 below) converge locally uniformly and the Hunt process is conservative, then the associated
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PCAFs converge uniformly on compacts in probability (often referred to as the ucp topology).
Our approach differs from that of [NTTU24], where smooth measures are approximated by a
sequence of measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the reference measure m.
Instead of such an approximation argument, we directly estimate the distance between two
PCAFs by the distance between the 1-potentials of the corresponding smooth measures (see
Theorem 1.6). Using this inequality, our convergence results are proven.

To state our main result, we introduce several pieces of notation. The details on our frame-
work are presented in Section 2.1. We fix a locally compact separable metrizable topological
space S and a Radon measure m on S with full support. Let (E ,F) be a regular Dirichlet form
on L2(S,m). We write X = ((Xt)t∈[0,∞), (Px)x∈S) for the associated Hunt process. We suppose
that X admits a transition density p : (0,∞) × S × S → [0,∞] with respect to m. We then
define for each α ≥ 0 the α-potential density (rα(x, y))x,y∈S by setting

rα(x, y) :=

∫ ∞

0
e−αtpt(x, y) dt.

For a Borel measure µ on S, a Borel subset E ⊆ S and α ≥ 0, we set

µE(dx) := 1E(x)µ(dy), Rαµ(x) :=

∫

rα(x, y)µ(dy).

We call Rαµ the α-potential of µ. Following [FOT11], we define S00 to be the collection of finite
Borel measures µ on S satisfying

‖R1µ‖∞ := sup{|R1µ(x)| | x ∈ S} < ∞.

For Borel measures µ, µ1, µ2, . . . on S, we consider the following conditions. Note that, for a
Borel measure ν on S and a Borel measurable function f on S, we write ‖f‖L∞(S,ν) for the
L∞-norm of f with respect to ν, i.e.,

‖f‖L∞(S,ν) := inf{C > 0 | |f(x)| ≤ C for ν-a.e. x ∈ S}, (1.1)

where we set inf ∅ := ∞.

Assumption 1.1. It holds that µn ∈ S00 for all n ≥ 1, µ ∈ S00, and

lim
n→∞

‖R1µn −R1µ‖L∞(S,µn+µ) = 0.

The following is a generalization of the above condition to measures not necessarily belonging
to S00

Assumption 1.2. There exists an increasing sequence (Vk)k≥1 of relatively compact open subsets
of S with

⋃

k≥1 Vk = S such that, for every k ≥ 1, µVk ∈ S00, µ
Vk
n ∈ S00 for all n ≥ 1, and

lim
n→∞

‖R1µ
Vk

n −R1µ
Vk‖

L∞(S,µ
V
k

n +µV
k )

= 0.

Under Assumption 1.1 or 1.2, it is easy to see that µn and µ are smooth measures in the
strict sense by definition (see Definition 2.5). We write An = (An(t))t≥0 (resp. A = (A(t))t≥0)
for the PCAF in the strict sense associated with µn (resp. µ) by the Revuz correspondence.
(The details regarding smooth measures and PCAFs in the strict sense are presented in Section
2.2.) Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1.3. Under Assumption 1.1, for any T > 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈S

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|An(t)−A(t)|2

]

= 0.
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Continuity of the Revuz correspondence under the absolute continuity condition

When Assumption 1.2 is satisfied, by additionally assuming the conservativeness of X, the
following weaker convergence of PCAFs is deduced.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is satisfied and moreover X is conservative, i.e.,

Px(Xt ∈ S, ∀t ∈ [0,∞)) = 1, ∀x ∈ S.

Then, for any ε, T > 0 and x ∈ S,

lim
n→∞

Px

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|An(t)−A(t)| > ε

)

= 0. (1.2)

As a consequence, An
P
−→ A in the local uniform topology under Px for any x ∈ S.

Remark 1.5.

(i) Theorem 1.3 implies that the result of [NTTU24, Theorem 4.1] holds for every starting
point. (Recall that their result holds for quasi-every starting point.) Specifically, under
Assumption 1.1, there exists a subsequence (nk)k≥1 such that, for all x ∈ S, Ank

→ A in
the local uniform topology almost surely with respect to Px. This is proven similarly to
the fact that convergence in probability implies existence of an subsequence that converges
almost surely.

(ii) In our approach, it is not possible to replace Px of (1.2) with supx∈S Px. This is because
the proof depends on that the conservativeness of X ensures that Px(τVk

≤ T ) → 0 as
k → ∞ for each T ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ S, where τVk

denotes the exit time of Vk by X.
Obviously, this convergence does not hold uniformly with respect to x ∈ S.

(iii) In many examples of interest, the transition density p is jointly continuous. In Section 4, we
provide sufficient conditions for Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2 that are tractable in applications.

The proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are based on the following estimate for the distance
between PCAFs in terms of the distance between the 1-potentials of the associated smooth
measures. This result itself is new and can be useful for deducing rate of convergence of PCAFs.

Theorem 1.6. Fix µ, ν ∈ S00. Let A and B be the associated PCAFs in the strict sense,
respectively. It then holds that, for any α, T > 0,

sup
x∈S

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|At −Bt|
2

]

≤ 18(‖Rαµ‖∞ + ‖Rαν‖∞)‖Rαµ−Rαν‖∞

+ 4e2T (1− e−αT )(‖R1µ‖
2
∞ + ‖R1ν‖

2
∞).

The remainder of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we clarify the framework
for our main results and introduce PCAFs and smooth measures in the strict sense. We also
study α-potentials of smooth measures. In Section 3, we prove the main results. In Section 4,
we provide sufficient conditions Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2.

2 Preliminaries

This section is divided into three subsections. In Section 2.1, we set out the framework for
the arguments of this article. In Section 2.2, we introduce PCAFs and smooth measures in
the strict sense. Then, in Section 2.3, we study properties of α-potentials of smooth measures.
Throughout this paper, we fix a locally compact separable metrizable topological space S and a
Radon measure m on S with full support. For a subset E of S, we write E for the closure of E
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in S. We define S∆ = S ∪ {∆} to be the one-point compactification of S. (NB. If S is compact,
then we add ∆ to S as an isolated point.) Any function f defined on S is regarded as a function
on S∆ by setting f(∆) := 0. We define ‖f‖∞ := sup{|f(x)| | x ∈ S} and, for a Borel measure
ν on S, ‖f‖L∞(S,ν) to be the L∞-norm of f with respect to ν (recall this from (1.1)). We use
the convention inf ∅ := ∞. Given a topological space T , we denote the Borel σ-algebra on T by
B(T ). The space [0,∞] is the usual one-point compactification of [0,∞).

2.1 Dirichlet forms and Hunt processes

In this subsection, we clarify the setting for our arguments and recall some basics of the theory
of symmetric Dirichlet forms and Hunt processes. For details of this theory, the reader is referred
to [CF12, FOT11].

We first fix the setting that is assumed in the rest of this paper. We let (E ,F) be a regular
Dirichlet form on L2(S,m) (see [FOT11, Section 1.1] for the definition of regular Dirichlet forms),
and let X = (Ω,M, (Xt)t∈[0,∞], (Px)x∈S∆

, (θt)t∈[0,∞]) be the Hunt process associated with (E ,F)
in the sense of [FOT11, Theorem 7.2.1]. Here, (Ω,M) denotes the measurable space, and θt
denotes the shift operator, i.e., a map θt : Ω → Ω satisfying Xs ◦ θt = Xs+t for any s ∈ [0,∞].
Note that X∞(ω) = ∆ for all ω ∈ Ω. We write F∗ = (Ft)t∈[0,∞] for the minimum augmented
admissible filtration (see [CF12, p. 397]) and ζ := inf{t ∈ [0,∞] | Xt = ∆} for the lifetime of X.
We assume that X satisfies the following absolute continuity condition.

(AC) For all x ∈ S and t > 0, the measure Px(Xt ∈ dy) is absolutely continuous with respect
to m(dy).

Then, by [BCM, Proof of Theorem 3.8], there exists a Borel measurable function p : (0,∞) ×
S × S → [0,∞] satisfying, for any s, t > 0 and x, y ∈ S, Px(Xt ∈ dz) = pt(x, z)m(dz),
pt(x, y) = pt(y, x), and

pt+s(x, y) =

∫

S
pt(x, z)ps(z, y)m(dz). (2.1)

The function p, which is uniquely determined, is called the transition density (or, heat kernel)
of X (with respect to m). By using (2.1), it is easy to see that, for any x, y ∈ S and α ≥ β > 0,

rβ(x, y) = rα(x, y) + (α− β)

∫

S
rβ(x, z)rα(z, y)m(dz)

= rα(x, y) + (α− β)

∫

S
rα(x, z)rβ(z, y)m(dz) (2.2)

(cf. [MR06, Lemma 3.3.4]). For every Borel subset E of S, we write τE for the first exit time of
E by X, i.e.,

τE := inf{t ∈ [0,∞) | Xt /∈ E}. (2.3)

We next recall some notions regarding the Dirichlet form and the Hunt process. A Borel
measurable subset N is said to be properly exceptional if it satisfies m(N) = 0 and

Px({Xt,Xt− | t > 0} ⊆ S \N) = 1, ∀x ∈ S \N.

For a subset A of S, we set

Cap1(A) := inf{E1(f, f) | f ∈ F , f ≥ 1 m-a.e. on a neighborhood of A},

where we set E1(f, g) := E(f, g)+
∫

fg dm. We call Cap1(A) the capacity of A, and if Cap1(A) =
0, then we say that A is E-polar (or, simply, polar). For a statement S (x) regarding x ∈ S, we
say that S holds quasi-everywhere (q.e. for short), if S (x) holds for any x ∈ S \ N for some
polar subset N . A function u : S → [−∞,∞] is said to be quasi-continuous if, for any ε > 0,
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Continuity of the Revuz correspondence under the absolute continuity condition

there exists an open subset G of S such that Cap1(G) < ε and u|S\G is continuous with values
in (−∞,∞).

We introduce a transformation of X that is used in the proof of Proposition 2.14 below.
Fix a non-empty open subset D of S. The part process XD = (Ω,M, (XD

t )t∈[0,∞], (Px)x∈D∆
,

(θDt )t∈[0,∞]) of X onto D is defined by setting, for each ω ∈ Ω and t ∈ [0,∞],

XD
t (ω) :=

{

Xt(ω), if t < τD(ω),

∆D, if t ≥ τD(ω),
θDt (ω) :=

{

θt(ω), if t < τD(ω),

θ∞(ω), if t ≥ τD(ω),

and P∆D
:= P∆, where D∆ = D ∪ {∆D} denotes the one-point compactification of D. By

[FOT11, Lemma 4.1.3 and Theorem A.2.10], XD is an mD-symmetric Hunt process. Moreover,
by [FOT11, Theorems 4.4.2 and 4.4.3], its associated Dirichlet form (ED,FD) on L2(D,mD) is
regular, and is called the part Dirichlet form of (E ,F) onto D. Since X satisfies (AC), so does
XD. We write pD : (0,∞) ×D ×D → [0,∞] for the transition density of XD with respect to
mD.

Lemma 2.1. For any (t, x, y) ∈ (0,∞)×D ×D, it holds that pDt (x, y) ≤ pt(x, y).

Proof. Fix x ∈ D. For any t > 0 and non-negative Borel measurable function f on D, we have
that

∫

D
pDt (x, y)f(y)m(dy) = Ex[f(X

D
t )] ≤ Ex[f(Xt) 1D(Xt)] =

∫

D
pt(x, y)f(y)m(dy).

This implies that pDt (x, ·) ≤ pt(x, ·) mD-a.e. for every t > 0. Using (2.1), we deduce that, for
any t > 0 and y ∈ D,

pDt (x, y) =

∫

D
pDt/2(x, z) p

D
t/2(z, y)m(dz) ≤

∫

D
pt/2(x, z) pt/2(z, y)m(dz) ≤ pt(x, y),

which completes the proof.

2.2 PCAFs and smooth measures in the strict sense

In this subsection, we introduce the main objects: PCAFs and smooth measures in the strict
sense. The details can be found in [CF12, Chapter 4] and [FOT11, Section 5]. We proceed with
the same setting as in Section 2.2.

Definition 2.2 (PCAF, [FOT11, p. 222]). Let A = (At)t≥0 be an F∗-adapted non-negative
stochastic process. It is called a positive continuous additive functional (PCAF) of X if there
exist a set Λ ∈ F∞, called a defining set of A, and an properly exceptional set N ⊆ S, called an
exceptional set of A, satisfying the following.

(i) It holds that Px(Λ) = 1 for all x ∈ S \N .

(ii) For every ω ∈ Λ, A0(ω) = 0, the function t 7→ At(ω) from [0,∞) to [0,∞] is continuous,
At(ω) < ∞ for all t < ζ(ω), At(ω) = Aζ(ω)(ω) for all t ≥ ζ(ω), and At+s(ω) = At(ω) +
As(θtω) for all s, t ≥ 0.

We set A∞ := limt→∞At on Λ and A∞ := 0 otherwise.

Definition 2.3 (PCAF in the strict sense, [FOT11, p. 235]). A PCAF is a PCAF in the strict
sense if it admits a defining set Λ with Px(Λ) = 1 for all x ∈ S. In other words, it is a PCAF
with exceptional set ∅. We say that two PCAFs A = (At)t≥0 and B = (Bt)t≥0 in the strict sense
are equivalent if there exists a common defining set Λ ∈ F∞ such that Px(Λ) = 1 for all x ∈ S
and At(ω) = Bt(ω) for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Λ.
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Definition 2.4 (Smooth measure, [FOT11, p. 83]). A Borel measure µ on S is said to be a
smooth measure if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) µ charges no polar sets, i.e., µ(E) = 0 for any E ∈ B(S) with Cap1(E) = 0;

(ii) there exists an increasing sequence (Fn)n≥1 of closed subsets such that µ(Fn) < ∞ for
each n and, for each compact subset K of S,

lim
n→∞

Cap1(K \ Fn) = 0.

Obviously, if µ is a Radon measure, then Definition 2.4(ii) is satisfied. (Take an increasing
sequence of relatively compact open subsets (Dn)n≥1 with

⋃

n≥1Dn = S and set Fn := Dn.)

As in Section 1, for a Borel measure µ on S, we define the α-potential Rαµ : S → [0,∞] of
µ by setting

Rαµ(x) :=

∫

S
rα(x, y)µ(dy). (2.4)

Definition 2.5 (Smooth measure in the strict sense, [FOT11, p. 238]). Define S00 (resp. S
(0)
00 ) to

be the collection of finite Borel measures µ on S satisfying ‖R1µ‖∞ < ∞ (resp. ‖R0µ‖∞ < ∞).
A Borel measure µ on S is called a smooth measure in the strict sense if there exists an increasing
sequence (Sn)n≥1 of Borel subsets such that µ|Sn

∈ S00 for every n and Px(limn→∞ τSn
≥ ζ) = 1

for each x ∈ S. We write S1 for the collection of smooth measures in the strict sense.

It is known that there is a one-to-one correspondence between PCAFs (in the strict sense)
and smooth measures (in the strict sense), which is often referred to as the Revuz correspondence
due to Revuz [Rev70]. The following is the Revuz correspondence between PCAFs in the strict
sense and smooth measures in the strict sense. For the correspondence between general PCAFs
and smooth measures, see [FOT11, Theorem 5.1.4]

Theorem 2.6 ([FOT11, Theorem 5.1.7] and [KN, Theorem 2.5]). There is a one-to-one corre-
spondence between equivalence classes of PCAFs (At)t≥0 in the strict sense and smooth measures
µ in the strict sense characterized by the following relation.

(RC) For any α > 0 and non-negative Borel measurable function f on S,

Ex

[
∫ ∞

0
e−αtf(Xs) dAs

]

=

∫

S
rα(x, y)f(y)µ(dy), ∀x ∈ S. (2.5)

For a PCAF A in the strict sense, we refer to the unique Borel measure µ ∈ S1 satisfying
(RC) as the measure associated with A. Similarly, for µ ∈ S1, we refer to a PCAF A in the strict
sense satisfying (RC), which is unique up to the equivalence relation, as the PCAF associated
with µ. The following result will be used in the proof of our main results.

Lemma 2.7 ([CF12, Theorem A.3.5(iii)]). Fix µ ∈ S1 and a Borel subset E ⊆ S. Let A =
(At)t≥0 be the associated PCAF in the strict sense. Then, (Bt)t≥0 defined by setting Bt :=
∫ t
0 1E(Xs) dAs is a PCAF in the strict sense, and the associated smooth measure is µE.

2.3 Properties of α-potentials

In this subsection, we study properties of the α-potentials introduced at (2.4). A general theory
of α-potentials can be found in [FOT11, Section 2.2]. We first refine results in [FOT11, Section
2.2] in the case where the Hunt process satisfies (AC). We then provide a maximum principle on
difference of potentials in Proposition 2.13 and a useful sufficient condition for a Radon measure
to be smooth in Proposition 2.14. We proceed with the same setting as in Section 2.2.
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Lemma 2.8. Fix a Borel measure µ on S. For any α ≥ β > 0, we have that

Rβµ(x) = Rαµ(x) + (α− β)

∫

S
rβ(x, z)Rαµ(z)m(dz)

= Rαµ(x) + (α− β)

∫

S
rα(x, z)Rβµ(z)m(dz) (2.6)

In particular, if µ ∈ S00, then the above equations hold for any α, β > 0. As a consequence of
(2.6), if ‖Rαµ‖∞ < ∞ for some α > 0, then ‖Rβµ‖∞ < ∞ for any β > 0.

Proof. Equation (2.6) follows from (2.2). If µ ∈ S00, then the terms are all finite ans so we can
consider subtraction, which yields that (2.6) holds for any α, β > 0. Noting that

∫

S
rβ(x, z)m(dz) =

∫ ∞

0

∫

S
e−βtpt(x, z)m(dz) dt ≤

∫ ∞

0
e−βt dt = β−1,

we obtain the last assertion of the result.

To study α-potentials, it is convenient to introduce another class of Borel measures as follows.

S0 :=
{

µ | µ is a Borel measure on S such that

∫

S
R1µ(x)µ(dx) < ∞

}

.

Recalling that µ(S) < ∞ and ‖R1µ‖∞ < ∞ for each µ ∈ S00, we have that S00 ⊆ S0. The α-
potentials of measures in S0 are closely related to α-excessive functions. There appear two types
of excessiveness in [FOT11, Equation (2.2.3) and p. 393]. To distinguish between the two, we
refer to the property of [FOT11, Equation (2.2.3)] as quasi-excessiveness. Namely, we say that
a non-negative Borel measurable function f on S is α-quasi-excessive if e−αtEx[f(Xt)] ≤ f(x)
for m-a.e. x ∈ S for all t > 0. On the other hand, as usual, we say that a non-negative Borel
measurable function f on S is α-excessive if e−αtEx[f(Xt)] ≤ f(x) for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ S and
e−αtEx[f(Xt)] ↑ f(x) as t ↓ 0 for all x ∈ S. Below, we collect some fundamental results about
excessive functions.

Lemma 2.9. Fix α > 0 arbitrarily. The following statements hold.

(i) Any non-negative constant function is α-excessive.

(ii) Any α-excessive function is α-quasi-excessive.

(iii) If f and g are α-quasi-excessive, then so are f ∧ g and f + g.

(iv) For any µ ∈ S0, Rαµ is α-excessive and quasi-continuous.

Proof. The first three assertions are straightforward. As for the last assertion, by using (2.1),
we deduce that

e−αtEx[Rαµ(Xt)] =

∫

S

∫ ∞

t
e−αsp(s, x, z) dsµ(dz),

which yields that Rαµ is α-excessive. Moreover, by [FOT11, Exercise 4.2.2], Rαµ is quasi-
continuous.

The following result is useful for extending “almost-everywhere” statements regarding ex-
cessive functions to “pointwise” statements.

Lemma 2.10. Fix α > 0 and α-excessive functions f and g. If f ≤ g m-a.e., then f(x) ≤ g(x)
for every x ∈ S.

7
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Proof. Fix x ∈ S. We have that, for any t > 0,

e−αtEx[f(Xt)] = e−αt

∫

S
pt(x, y)f(y)m(dy) ≤ e−αt

∫

S
pt(x, y)g(y)m(dy) = e−αtEx[g(Xt)].

Letting t → 0 in the above inequality, we obtain that f(x) ≤ g(x).

The following results are slight refinements of [FOT11, Theorem 2.2.1 and Lemma 2.2.4] in
our setting. We say that a Borel measurable function f on S is square-integrable if f ∈ L2(S,m).

Lemma 2.11 (cf. [FOT11, Theorem 2.2.1]). Fix α > 0 and a non-negative Borel measurable
function f on S. The function f is square-integrable and α-quasi-excessive if and only if Rαµ =
f , m-a.e., for some µ ∈ S0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of [FOT11, Theorem 2.2.1 and Exercise 4.2.2].

Lemma 2.12 (cf. [FOT11, Lemma 2.2.4]). Fix α > 0 and µ, ν ∈ S0.

(i) If Rαµ ≤ Rαν, µ-a.e., then Rαµ(x) ≤ Rαν(x) for all x ∈ S.

(ii) If Rαµ ≤ C, µ-a.e. for some constant C > 0, then Rαµ(x) ≤ C for all x ∈ S.

Proof. (i). By [FOT11, Lemma 2.2.4(i) and Exercise 4.2.2], if Rαµ ≤ Rαν, µ-a.e., then Rαµ ≤
Rαν, m-a.e. So, the result follows from Lemma 2.10.

(ii). By [FOT11, Lemma 2.2.4(ii) and Exercise 4.2.2], if Rαµ ≤ C, µ-a.e., then Rαµ ≤ C,
m-a.e. So, the result follows from Lemma 2.10.

Now, we are ready to prove a maximum principle on differences of potentials as follows.

Proposition 2.13. For any µ, ν ∈ S00, it holds that

‖Rαµ−Rαν‖∞ = ‖Rαµ−Rαν‖L∞(S,µ+ν).

Proof. Fix µ, ν ∈ S00 and set ε := ‖Rαµ−Rαν‖L∞(S,µ+ν). We then have that

Rαµ ≤ (ε ∧Rαµ) +Rαν, µ-a.e.

By Lemmas 2.9 and 2.11, f := (ε∧Rαµ)+Rαν is square-integrable and α-quasi-excessive. Thus,
by Lemma 2.11 again, there exists a measure ν ′ ∈ S00 such that f = Rαν

′, m-a.e. We deduce
from Lemma 2.9(iv) that both f and Rαν

′ are quasi-continuous. Hence, by [FOT11, Lemma
2.1.4], we obtain that f = Rαν

′, q.e. In particular, by [FOT11, Theorem 2.2.3] f = Rαν
′, µ-a.e.

So, it follows that Rαµ ≤ Rαν
′ µ-a.e. From Lemma 2.12(i), it holds that Rαµ(x) ≤ Rαν

′(x) for
all x ∈ S, which implies that Rαµ ≤ f , q.e. From the definition of f , we obtain that

Rαµ−Rαν ≤ ε, q.e.

Since any polar set is m-negligible by the definition of Cap1, the above inequality holds for
m-a.e. x ∈ S. This, combined with (AC), immediately yields that, for any x ∈ S,

e−αtEx[Rαµ(Xt)]− e−αtEx[Rαν(Xt)] ≤ e−αtε.

Letting t → 0 in the above inequality, we deduce from the α-excessiveness of Rαµ and Rαν that

Rαµ(x)−Rαν(x) ≤ ε, ∀x ∈ S. (2.7)

By the definition of ε, we have that

Rαν ≤ (ε ∧Rαν) +Rαµ, ν-a.e.

So, by the same argument, we deduce that

Rαν(x)−Rαµ(x) ≤ ε, ∀x ∈ S. (2.8)

From (2.7) and (2.8), it follows that ‖Rαµ − Rαν‖∞ ≤ ε. The converse inequality is obvious
and so we obtain the desired result.
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We next provide a useful sufficient condition for a Radon measure being smooth.

Proposition 2.14. Let µ be a Radon measure on S. If, for any compact subset K ⊆ S,

lim
δ→0

sup
x∈K

∫ δ

0

∫

K
pt(x, y) dt µ(dy) < ∞, (2.9)

then µD ∈ S00 for any relatively compact Borel subset D of S. In particular, µ ∈ S1.

To prove the above result, we use the theory of PCAFs and smooth measures that are not
necessarily in the strict sense. See [FOT11, Section 5.1] for details. We also use the technique
of part processes introduced at the end of Section 2.1.

Proof. Fix a relatively compact open subset D of S. By Lemma 2.1 and (2.9), we have that

lim
t→0

sup
x∈D

∫ t

0

∫

D
pDt (x, y)µ(dy) ds < ∞.

Thus, from [Mor21, Propositions 2.6 and 2.7], we deduce that µD is smooth in the strict sense
with respect to (ED,FD). In particular, µD charges no ED-polar sets (see [FOT11, Theorem
2.2.3]). Thus, by [FOT11, Theorem 4.4.3(ii)], µD charges no E-polar sets. It is then the case
that µD is a smooth measure with respect to (E ,F). We write AD = (AD

t )t≥0 for the PCAF
associated with µD in the sense of [FOT11, Theorem 5.1.4]. Let N ⊆ S be an exceptional set of
AD. We have from [FOT11, Theorem 5.1.3(iii)] that, for any t ≥ 0,

Ex[A
D
t ] =

∫ t

0

∫

D
ps(x, y)µ(dy) ds for m-a.e. x ∈ S.

By the same argument as in [KM24, Proposition 2.32], we deduce that, for any t ≥ 0,

Ex[A
D
t ] =

∫ t

0

∫

D
ps(x, y)µ(dy) ds, ∀x ∈ S \N. (2.10)

By (2.9), we can find t0 > 0 satisfying

c := sup
x∈D

∫ t0

0

∫

D
ps(x, y)µ(dy) ds < ∞.

By [FOT11, Lemma 5.1.1], we have that At =
∫ t
0 1D(Xs)dAs for all t ≥ 0 Px-a.s. for q.e. x ∈ S.

We write σD for the first hitting time of D by X, i.e., σD := inf{t ∈ (0,∞) | Xt ∈ D}. Then,
by using the strong Markov property, we deduce that, for q.e. x ∈ S,

Ex[A
D
t0 ] = Ex

[

∫ t0

σ
D

1D(Xs)dA
D
s · 1{σ

D
≤t0}

]

= Ex

[(
∫ t0−σ

D

0
1D(Xs)dA

D
s

)

◦ θσ
D
· 1{σ

D
≤t0}

]

≤ Ex

[

EXσ
D

[

AD
t0

]

· 1{σ
D
≤t0}

]

= Ex

[
∫ t0

0

∫

D
ps(Xσ

D
, y)µ(dy) ds · 1{σ

D
≤t0}

]

≤ c,

where we use (2.10) to obtain the fourth equality. This, combined with (2.10), yields that

∫ t0

0

∫

D
ps(x, y)µ(dy) ds ≤ c for q.e. x ∈ S.

9
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In particular, the above equation holds m-a.e. Therefore, using (2.1), we deduce that, for any
x ∈ S and ε ∈ (0, t0),

∫ t0

ε

∫

D
ps(x, y)µ(dy) ds =

∫ t0−ε

0

∫

D
ps+ε(x, y)µ(dy) ds

=

∫ t0−ε

0

∫

D

∫

S
pε(x, z)ps(z, y)m(dz)µ(dy) ds

=

∫

S
pε(x, z)

∫ t0−ε

0

∫

D
ps(z, y)µ(dy) dsm(dz)

≤ c.

Letting ε → 0, we obtain that

sup
x∈S

∫ t0

0

∫

D
ps(x, y)µ(dy) ds ≤ c.

From [Mor21, Proposition 2.7], it follows that ‖R1µ
D‖∞ < ∞. By the local compactness of

S, any relatively compact Borel subset D′ is contained in some relatively compact open subset
D′′. Since R1µ

D′

≤ R1µ
D′′

, we obtain that ‖R1µ
D′

‖∞ < ∞. In particular, µD′

∈ S00, which
proves the first assertion. Now, let (Dk)k≥1 be an increasing sequence of relatively compact
open subsets of S with

⋃

k≥1Dk = S. Since µDk ∈ S00 and τVk
→ ζ almost surely under Px for

every x ∈ S, we deduce that µ ∈ S1.

3 Proof of main results

In this section, we prove the main results. We first show Theorem 1.6. Then, using it, we
establish the convergence results, Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. We proceed in the same setting as in
Section 2.1.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.6. We will use the following moment formula for the
product of PCAFs.

Lemma 3.1 ([KN, Corollary 2.9(iii)]). Fix µ, ν ∈ S1 and write A,B for the associated PCAFs
in the strict sense. Then, for any x ∈ S,

Ex[A∞B∞] =

∫

S
r0(x, y)R0µ(y) ν(dy) +

∫

S
r0(x, y)R0ν(y)µ(dy).

We first show an estimate for PCAFs associated with measures in S
(0)
00 , where we recall the

class S
(0)
00 from Definition 2.5.

Lemma 3.2. Fix µ, ν ∈ S
(0)
00 . Let A and B be the associated PCAFs in the strict sense,

respectively. Then it holds that

sup
x∈S

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤∞

|At −Bt|
2

]

≤ 18(‖R0µ‖∞ + ‖R0ν‖∞)‖R0µ−R0ν‖∞.

Proof. Fix x ∈ S. We note that, by Lemma 3.1, A∞ and B∞ are square-integrable with respect
to Px. Define a F∗-martingale (Mt)t∈[0,∞] by setting Mt := Ex[A∞−B∞ |Ft]. Doob’s martingale
inequality yields that

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤∞

M2
t

]

≤ 4Ex[M
2
∞] = 4Ex

[

|A∞ −B∞|2
]

.

10



Continuity of the Revuz correspondence under the absolute continuity condition

Using Lemma 3.1, we obtain that

Ex

[

|A∞ −B∞|2
]

= Ex[A
2
∞] + Ex[B

2
∞]− 2Ex[A∞B∞]

= 2

∫

S
r0(x, y)R0µ(y)µ(dy) + 2

∫

S
r0(x, y)R0ν(y) ν(dy)

− 2

∫

S
r0(x, y)R0µ(y) ν(dy)− 2

∫

S
r0(x, y)R0ν(y)µ(dy)

≤ 2(‖R0µ‖∞ + ‖R0ν‖∞)‖R0µ−R0ν‖∞.

Since we have that A∞−B∞ = (A∞−B∞)◦θt+(At−Bt) for every t ≥ 0, the Markov property
yields that

Mt = At −Bt + EXt
[A∞ −B∞] = At −Bt +R0µ(Xt)−R0ν(Xt), ∀t ≥ 0.

Thus, we deduce that

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤∞

|At −Bt|
2

]

≤ 2Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤∞

M2
t

]

+ 2Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤∞

|R0µ(Xt)−R0ν(Xt)|
2

]

≤ 8Ex

[

|A∞ −B∞|2
]

+ 2‖R0µ−R0ν‖
2
∞

≤ 16(‖R0µ‖∞ + ‖R0ν‖∞)‖R0µ−R0ν‖∞ + 2(‖R0µ‖∞ + ‖R0ν‖∞)‖R0µ−R0ν‖
2
∞

≤ 18(‖R0µ‖∞ + ‖R0ν‖∞)‖R0µ−R0ν‖∞

which completes the proof.

To extend the above result to more general smooth measures, we use a killing technique.
Let λ be the exponential distribution with mean 1, i.e., λ((v,∞)) = e−v for all v ≥ 0. We set
Ω̃ := Ω× [0,∞), M̃ := M⊗B([0,∞)), and P̃x := Px⊗λ. Fix α > 0. We define Tα : Ω× [0,∞) →
[0,∞) by setting Tα(ω, v) = α−1v, and define, for each t ∈ [0,∞] and (ω, v) ∈ Ω̃,

X̃
(α)
t (ω, v) :=

{

Xt(ω), t < Tα(ω, v),

∆, t ≥ Tα(ω, v),
θ̃αt (ω, v) := (θt(ω), (v − αt) ∨ 0).

Then, X̃(α) = (Ω̃, M̃, {X̃
(α)
t }t∈[0,∞], {P̃x}x∈S∆

, (θ̃αt )t∈[0,∞]) is a Hunt process (see [FOT11, The-
orem A.2.11]). (NB. In [FOT11, Theorem A.2.11], a more generalization transformation is
considered and hence the measurability of x 7→ P̃x(·) becomes weak, so called universal measur-
ability. However, in our setting, it is easy to check that the map is still B(S)-measurable.) It is

also easy to check that the transition density of X̃(α) is given by p̃
(α)
t (x, y) = e−αtpt(x, y). As a

consequence, the β-potential density of X̃(α) is rα+β. This implies that if µ is a smooth measure
of X in the strict sense, then µ is also smooth in the strict sense with respect to X̃(α). In the
following arguments, any function Y defined on Ω is naturally identified with the function Ỹ on
Ω̃ given by Ỹ (ω, v) = Y (ω).

Lemma 3.3. Let µ be a smooth measure of X in the strict sense and A be the associated PCAF
of X in the strict sense. Fix α > 0. We define, for each t ∈ [0,∞] and (ω, v) ∈ Ω̃,

Ã
(α)
t (ω, v) :=

{

At(ω), t < Tα(ω, v),

ATα(ω,v)(ω), t ≥ Tα(ω, v).

Then, (Ã
(α)
t )t≥0 is a PCAF of X̃(α) in the strict sense and its associated smooth measure with

respect to X̃(α) is µ.

11
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Proof. It is easy to see that (Ã
(α)
t )t≥0 is a PCAF of X̃(α) in the strict sense. We have that, for

every non-negative measurable function f on S and β > 0,

Ẽx

[
∫ ∞

0
e−βtf(X

(α)
t ) dÃ

(α)
t

]

= Ẽx

[
∫ Tα

0
e−βtf(Xt) dAt

]

=

∫ ∞

0
e−βtEx

[
∫ s

0
f(Xt) dAt

]

αe−αs ds

= Ex

[
∫ ∞

0
e−βtf(Xt)

∫ ∞

t
αe−αs dsdAt

]

= Ex

[
∫ ∞

0
e−(α+β)tf(Xt) dAt

]

=

∫

S
rα+β(x, y)f(y)µ(dy),

where we use (2.5) to obtain the last equality. Hence, we deduce the desired result.

Using the above lemma, we can prove Theorem 1.6 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By regarding µ and ν as smooth measures of X̃(α) in the strict sense,
we define Ã(α) and B̃(α) to be the associated PCAFs in the strict sense. Using Lemma 3.3, we
deduce that, for any x ∈ S,

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|At −Bt|
2

]

≤ Ẽx

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Ã
(α)
t − B̃

(α)
t |2

]

+ Ẽx

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|At −Bt|
2;Tα < T

]

≤ Ẽx

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Ã
(α)
t − B̃

(α)
t |2

]

+ 2(1− e−αT )(Ex[A
2
T ] +Ex[B

2
T ]).

We have that

Ex[A
2
T ] = Ex

[

(
∫ T

0
dAt

)2
]

≤ e2TEx

[

(
∫ ∞

0
e−tdAt

)2
]

= 2e2TEx

[
∫ ∞

0
e−2tEXt

[
∫ ∞

0
e−s dAs

]

dAt

]

= 2e2T
∫

S
r2(x, y)

∫

S
r1(y, z)µ(dz)µ(dy)

≤ 2e2T ‖R1µ‖
2
∞,

where we use [CF12, Exercise 4.1.7] and (2.5) to obtain the second and third equalities, respec-
tively. Similarly, we deduce that Ex[B

2
T ] ≤ 2e2T ‖R1ν‖

2
∞. Since rα is the 0-potential density of

X̃(α), it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

sup
x∈S

Ẽx

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Ã
(α)
t − B̃

(α)
t |2

]

≤ 18(‖Rαµ‖∞ + ‖Rαν‖∞)‖Rαµ−Rαν‖∞,

which completes the proof.
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3.2 Theorems 1.3 and 1.4

In this subsection, we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. The key observation is that, by Proposition
2.13, Assumption 1.1 implies the convergence of the α-potentials with respect to the supremum
norm. This is described precisely as follows.

Lemma 3.4. Under Assumption 1.1, for any α > 0,

lim
n→∞

‖Rαµn −Rαµ‖∞ = 0, sup
n≥1

‖Rαµn‖∞ < ∞.

Proof. Fix α > 0. Using Lemma 2.8, we deduce that

|Rαµn(x)−Rαµ(x)|

≤ |R1µn(x)−R1µ(x)|+ |1− α|

∫

S
rα(x, y)|R1µn(y)−R1µ(y)|m(dy)

≤ ‖R1µn −R1µ‖∞ + |1− α|α−1‖R1µn −R1µ‖∞,

where we use that
∫

S rα(x, y)m(dy) ≤ α−1 at the last inequality. Since we have from Assumption
1.2 and Proposition 2.13 that

lim
n→∞

‖R1µn −R1µ‖∞ = 0, (3.1)

we obtain the first result. Since ‖R1µ‖∞ < ∞, we have from Lemma 2.8 that ‖Rαµ‖∞ < ∞ for
any α > 0. Similarly, ‖Rαµn‖∞ < ∞ for any n ≥ 1 and α > 0. These, combined with the first
result, yield the second result.

By Theorem 1.6 and Lemma 3.4, we can prove Theorem 1.3 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that Assumption 1.1 is satisfied. It follows from Theorem 1.6
that, for any α > 0,

sup
x∈S

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|An(t)−A(t)|2

]

≤ 18(‖Rαµn‖∞ + ‖Rαµ‖∞)‖Rαµn −Rαµ‖∞

+ 4e2T (1− e−αT )(‖R1µn‖
2
∞ + ‖R1µ‖

2
∞)

Letting n → ∞ and then α → 0 in the above inequality and using Lemma 3.4, we obtain the
desired result.

Finally, using Theorem 1.3, we obtain Theorem 1.4 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is satisfied. By Proposition 2.13, similarly
to (3.1), it holds that

lim
n→∞

‖R1µ
Vk

n −R1µ
Vk‖∞ = 0, ∀k ≥ 1.

Thus, the measures µVk
n and µVk satisfy Assumption 1.1 for each k ≥ 1. Define AVk

n (t) :=
∫ t
0 1Vk

(Xs)An(ds) and AVk(t) :=
∫ t
0 1Vk

(Xs)A(ds). By Lemma 2.7, AVk
n and AVk are the PCAFs

in the strict sense associated with µVk
n and µVk , respectively. Therefore, Theorem 1.3 implies

that, for any ε, T > 0 and k ≥ 1,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈S

Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|AVk

n (t)−AVk(t)|2

]

= 0.

13
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Fix x ∈ S and ε, T > 0. Recall from (2.3) that τVk
denotes the first exit time of Vk by X. If

τVk
> T , then AVk

n (t) = An(t) and AVk(t) = A(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, we deduce that

Px

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|An(t)−A(t)| > ε

)

≤ Px(τVk
≤ T ) + Px

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|AVk

n (t)−AVk(t)| > ε

)

≤ Px(τVk
≤ T ) + ε−2Ex

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|AVk

n (t)−AVk(t)|2

]

,

where we use the Markov inequality to obtain the last inequality. Since the Hunt process X is
conservative, τVk

→ ∞ as k → ∞ almost surely. Therefore, we can conclude that

lim
n→∞

Px

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|An(t)−A(t)| > ε

)

= 0.

4 Sufficient conditions for Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2

In many examples of interest, the transition density p is jointly continuous. Below, we provide
sufficient conditions for Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2 that are tractable in applications.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the following conditions are satisfied.

(A1) The transition density p is jointly continuous with values in [0,∞).

(A2) All the measures µ, µ1, µ2, . . . are finite Borel measures and µn → µ weakly.

(A3) There exists a compact subset K0 of S such that supp(µn) ⊆ K0 for all n ≥ 1 and
supp(µ) ⊆ K0.

(A4) For any compact subset K of S,

lim
t→0

sup
n≥1

sup
x∈K

∫ t

0

∫

S
ps(x, y)µn(dy) ds = 0.

Then Assumption 1.1 is satisfied.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that the following conditions are satisfied.

(B1) The transition density p is jointly continuous with values in [0,∞).

(B2) All the measures µ, µ1, µ2, . . . are Radon measures and µn → µ vaguely, i.e., for all com-
pactly supported functions f : S → R,

lim
n→∞

∫

S
fn(x)µn(dx) =

∫

S
f(x)µ(dx).

.

(B3) For any compact subset K of S, it holds that

lim
t→0

sup
n≥1

sup
x∈K

∫ t

0

∫

K
ps(x, y)µn(dy) ds = 0.

Then Assumption 1.2 is satisfied.
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We first prove Theorem 4.1. By Proposition 2.14, (A4) yields that µn ∈ S00 for each n ≥ 1.
The following result states that the limiting measure µ also belongs to S00.

Lemma 4.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.1, for any compact subset K

lim
δ↓0

sup
x∈K

∫ δ

0

∫

S
pt(x, y)µ(dy) dt = 0.

In particular, µ ∈ S00.

Proof. By conditions (A2) and (A4), we have that, for each t > 0 and x ∈ S,

lim
n→∞

∫

S
pt(x, y)µn(dy) =

∫

S
pt(x, y)µ(dy).

Thus, using Fatou’s lemma and condition (A4), we deduce that, for any compact subset K of
S,

lim
δ↓0

sup
x∈K

∫ δ

0

∫

S
pt(x, y)µ(dy) dt ≤ lim

δ↓0
sup
x∈K

lim inf
n→∞

∫ δ

0

∫

S
pt(x, y)µn(dy) dt

≤ lim
δ↓0

lim inf
n→∞

sup
x∈K

∫ δ

0

∫

S
pt(x, y)µn(dy) dt

= 0.

The last assertion follows from Proposition 2.14.

We recall some basic properties of transition densities.

Lemma 4.4. The following statements hold.

(i) For any t > 0 and x, y ∈ S, we have that pt(x, y) ≤ pt(x, x)
1/2pt(y, y)

1/2.

(ii) For any x ∈ S, the function t 7→ pt(x, x) is non-increasing.

Proof. By (2.1) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

pt(x, y) =

∫

pt/2(x, z)pt/2(z, y)m(dz)

≤

(
∫

pt/2(x, z)
2 m(dz)

)1/2(∫

pt/2(y, z)
2 m(dz)

)1/2

= pt(x, x)
1/2pt(y, y)

1/2,

which shows (i). If we write pxt (·) := pt(x, ·), then (2.1) implies that pxt/2 ∈ L2(S,m) and

Pt/2 p
x
t/2 = pxt , where Pt denotes the transition function of X, i.e., Ptf(x) := Ex[f(Xt)]. It

follows from [FOT11, Lemma 1.3.3(i)] that pxt ∈ F . Hence, applying [FOT11, Lemma 1.3.3(i)]
yields that, for any s, t > 0,

(Pt/2 p
x
s/2, Pt/2 p

x
s/2) ≤ (pxs/2, p

x
s/2),

where (·, ·) denotes the inner product on L2(S,m). From the above inequality and (2.1), we
deduce that, for any s, t > 0,

pt+s(x, x) ≤ ps(x, x),

which proves (ii).

Now, we are ready to show Theorem 4.1.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Suppose conditions (A1), (A2), (A3), and (A4) of Theorem 4.1 are sat-
isfied. We have from (A4) and Proposition 2.14 that µn ∈ S00 for each n ≥ 1 and from Lemma
4.3 that µ ∈ S00. By the weak convergence of µn to µ and the equicontinuity of {pt(x, y)}x∈K0

as continuous functions of (t, y) ∈ [δ, T ]×K0, we deduce that, for any δ, T > 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

S

∫ T

δ
e−sps(x, y) ds µn(dy)−

∫

S

∫ T

δ
e−sps(x, y) ds µ(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 (4.1)

(see [Whi, Lemma 1.1]). We denote by M the maximum of p1(x, y) over (x, y) ∈ K0×K0. Then,
by using Lemma 4.4, we obtain that, for any T > 1,

sup
x∈K0

∫ ∞

T

∫

S
e−tpt(x, y) dt µn(dy) ≤ Mµn(S)e

−T .

The weak convergence of µn to µ implies that µn(S) is uniformly bounded. Thus,

lim
T→∞

sup
n≥1

sup
x∈K0

∫ ∞

T

∫

S
e−tpt(x, y) dt µn(dy) = 0. (4.2)

Similarly, it holds that

lim
T→∞

sup
x∈K0

∫ ∞

T

∫

S
e−tpt(x, y) dt µ(dy) = 0. (4.3)

The triangle inequality yields that, for any x ∈ S and δ, T > 0 with δ < T ,

|R1µn(x)−R1µ(x)| ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

S

∫ ∞

0
e−tpt(x, y) dt µn(dy)−

∫

S

∫ ∞

0
e−tpt(x, y) dt µ(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ δ

0

∫

S
pt(x, y) dt µn(dy) +

∫ δ

0

∫

S
pt(x, y) dt µ(dy)

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

S

∫ T

δ
e−tpt(x, y) dt µn(dy)−

∫

S

∫ T

δ
e−tpt(x, y) dt µ(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∫ ∞

T

∫

S
e−tpt(x, y) dt µn(dy) +

∫ ∞

T

∫

S
e−tpt(x, y) dt µ(dy).

Taking the supremum over x ∈ K0 in the above inequality, letting n → ∞, δ → 0, and T → ∞
in the above inequality, and using (A4), Lemma 4.3, (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3), we deduce that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K0

|R1µn(x)−R1µ(x)| = 0.

Therefore, Assumption 1.1 is satisfied.

Next, we prove Theorem 4.2. By using the following result, Theorem 4.2 is easily deduced
from Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 4.5. Under Assumption 4.1, there exists an increasing sequence (Vk)k≥1 of relatively
compact open subsets of S with

⋃

k≥1 Vk = S such that µVk
n → µVk weakly as n → ∞, for each

k ≥ 1.

Proof. By [WJ87, Theorem 1], there exists a metric d on S inducing the topology on S such
that any bounded closed subset of S is compact. Fix ρ ∈ S. Let (rk)k≥1 be an increasing
sequence with rk ↑ ∞ such that Bd(ρ, rk) := {x ∈ S | d(ρ, x) < rk} is relatively compact
and µ(∂Bd(ρ, rk)) = 0. Define Vk := Bd(ρ, rk). Condition (B2) of Theorem 4.2 implies that
µVk
n → µVk weakly. Hence, we complete the proof.
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Continuity of the Revuz correspondence under the absolute continuity condition

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Suppose that conditions (B1), (B2), and (B3) of Theorem 4.2 are satis-
fied. Fix (Vk)k≥1 appearing in Lemma 4.5. Then, for each k ≥ 1, the measures µVk

n and µVk

satisfy the conditions (A1), (A2), (A3), and (A4) of Theorem 4.1 with K0 = V k. Thus, we have
from Theorem 4.1 that, for each k ≥ 1, µVk

n ∈ S00 for all n ≥ 1, µVk ∈ S00, and

lim
n→∞

‖R1µ
Vk

n −R1µ
Vk‖

L∞(S,µ
Vk
n +µVk )

= 0.

Thus, Assumption 1.2 is verified.
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