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SOME PROPERTIES OF THE BALAYAGE
OF MEASURES ON A HARMONIC SPACE

by Corneliu CONSTANTINESCU

Let X be a harmonic space with a countable basis satisfying the
axioms H,, H;, H,, H; [2] and such that there exists a locally bounded
positive potential on X. Let us denote by 4, the set of finite continuous
potentials on X, which are harmonic outside a compact set of X, and by
A the set of (positive Radon) measures on X for which the potentials
from 4, are integrable. For any p € A and any A C X there exists a
uniquely determined measure 1A € A such that

fpdp." =fﬁ,‘}dp.

for any p € €, ([2] Lemma 4.4 ().

It will be proved in this paper that for any . € A and any subsets
A, B of X we have

[LAUH S “A v !LH,

where p4 \/ u® denotes the smallest measure on X greater then p* and
2. This will allow us to give direct proofs for some theorems about the
balayage of measures, which are known only by the devious way of
Markov processes. These theorems read as follows :

1° g2 £ ¢, characterises the thinness of A at x, where ¢, denotes
the unit mass at the point x € X;

2° there exists a finite continuous potential p on X such that for any

ACXtheset {xeX| ﬁ,‘,‘ (x) < p (x) } is exactly the set of points of X
where A is thin;

(1) In reality in this paper the relation was proved only for measures for
which any finite continuous potential is integrable but the proof holds good for

the measures of A, using the lemma 1.1. of the present paper instead of [2]
lemma 4.3.
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3° the fine interior of X-A is of inner pA-measure zero;
4° if A, B are thin at x € X then A U B is thin at x;

5°if pe A and if (An), cn> Bn),en are two sequences of subsets

of X such that p*» = pB for any n €N, then p* = p® where
A = U Aﬂ ) B = U Bn 3
nEN nEN

6° let u be a measure on X such that any compact set which is thin
at any point of X is of p.-measure zero. With the aid of 2° we show first
that any fine open set is p-measurable and then that p. possesses a fine
carrier (i.e. a smallest fine closed set with complement of j.-measure zero)
which is a Gs set not thin at any of its points. This last result has important
consequences in the study of Markov processes on a harmonic space.

This paper is a continuation of [2]. It is supposed that the reader has
read it or [1].

1. LemMA 1.1. (3). — Let f be a function of K, (3). For any neigh-
bourhood U of its support and for any positive number ¢ there exists two

potentials p, q of &, such that p — q is nonnegative on X equal to 0 on
X —U and

[f—@—9|<e

Any nonnegative hyperharmonic function on X is the limit of an increasing
sequence from K.

By [2] lemma 4.3 there exists two finite continuous potentials p’, ¢’
such that p’— ¢’ is nonnegative on X, its support K lies in U and

[f—@—9| <e.

Let g be a function of JC, whose support lies in U, smaller than 1 on
X and equal to 1 on K. We set

P =Ry, q = Ryg.

(2) This lemma was proved by N. Boboc, A. Cornea and the author in a paper
which has not yet appeared. We introduce this lemma only for the purpose of
extending the results to the more general set of measures A. The reader which is
interested only in the balayage of measures with compact carriers may omit this
lemma.

(3) We denote by JC, the set of nonnegative continuous real functions on X
with compact support.
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By [2] remark of proposition 3.3 p and g are finite continuous potentials
on X and by [2] proposition 3.2 they are harmonic outside the support
of g. Hence p, q € €. Moreover

p=r, : q9=9q

on K. The function on X equal to p on K and equal to g on X —K is
hyperharmonic ([1] Satz. 1.3.10) and greater than gp’. Hence ¢ = p on
X —K. Since p = g on X, p, q possess the required properties.

The second assertion follows immediately from the remark that for
any f € K, R, belongs to &€, ([2] proposition 3.2 and remark of propo-
sition 3.3).

THEOREM 1.1. — Let A, B be two subsets of X. For any measure
pE A, pAVB L pA + uB. For any nonnegative hyperharmonic function s
on X we have

Rave <R: 4 RP.

Suppose first s finite on A UB and let 11 (resp. ®B) be the set of fine
open neighbourhoods of A (resp. B). For any U€ 1l and V€8 we set

s(U, V) =R} AR} .
Then it is easy to verify that
s+sU, V) =Rl + R}

on U U V. Hence ([2] theorem 3.2)

RPVY + Ry = R w, v = Rig%hry = RV + R/
U1 and B being lower directed we get further

inf RJVYV 4+ inf Ry = inf RY + inf RY.
Hence ([2] lemma 3.1 and [1], page 48)
RV + inf RPHYv, =R} + R7,

RAUB 1 (s;A,B) = Ra + Re,

(49) < is the specific order introduced by M. Brelot and R.-M. Hervé; it
means : there exists a nonnegative hyperharmonic function # on X such that
RAUB 4 ¢t = RA4+ RB
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where we have set
‘ (s;A,B) = inf RUWy,.

We remark that if s’ is another nonnegative hyperharmonic function on
X smaller than s then

(s A, B) < (55 A, B).
Let p, g be two potentials of €y, ¢ < p. Then

f(P—Q) d(p + p®—pAvs)
:f R} + Ry —Rpvy) du—f(ﬁ:} + Ry —Rvm) gy

=f(p;A,B)dp.—f(q;A,B)dp.}O.

By lemma 1.1 it follows that p* + p® — nAYB is a nonnegative measure
on X.

Let now s be arbitrary and let us denote
A= {xEA|s(x) < »}, B’ = {x€B|s(x) < »}.
Let x be a point of X. If
Rav® (@) = o
then the equality
RAVP )+ AW =R @+ R @
is trivial. Otherwise
RA-»va-m () =R+ @=RF-*(® =0
and therefore
RAVE (1) + (A, B) (1) = RAVY 1) + (5 A, B) (0) =
=RVW+ R @ =R 0 + R (.
Remark. — The relation
P.AﬂB + l”‘AUB < P’A + P‘B

is not true for any A and B.
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We remember that a set A is called thin at a point x € X if there
exists a neighbourhood U of x such that

RANY (x) < 1.

COROLLARY 1.1. (). — Let A be a subset of X, x be a point of X,
and ¢, be the unit mass at the point x. The following conditions are equi-
valent :

a) A is thin at x ;
b) e ==,
c) there exists a potential p € &, such that ﬁ,‘,‘ )< p;

d) there exists a nonnegative hyperharmonic function s on X such
that R} (x) < s (x).

a = b. By lemma 1.1. there exists a potential p € &, positive at x.
Let U be a neighbourhood of x such that

RAT (1) < p ().
Then

f pdeftt =Ry (x) < p ()

and therefore

2 ()< 1.
On the other hand

AU ((x) =0
and therefore

e (P <™ () + 27 (D <

ed Z e

b = c follows from lemma 1.1. ¢ = d is trivial. In order to prove d = a
we take a real number « such that

RA() < a < s ().

(5) This corollary answers the problem formulated by H. Bauer ([1] page 113) .
which asks if the thinness of A at a point x can be characterized by the existence
of a nonnegative hyperharmonic function s on X such that R, (x) < s (x).
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Let U be a neighbourhood of x such that s > « on U. Then

a 1 . 1.
R () =—R" () <—RI <1
o 7

Remark. — In the proof of theorem 1.1 and corollary 1.1 it was not
used the fact that X has a countable basis.

A potential p on X is called STRICT if any two measures ., v on X
coincide if
Jpdp=[pdv< o
and

J¥sdp < [*sdy
for any nonnegative hyperharmonic function s on X.

The existence of a finite continuous strict potential on X can be
proved like in [1] Satz 2.7.6.

COROLLARY 1.2. (8). — For any finite strict potential p on X and
for any set A C X the set

(xeEX|RE @) <p @)
is exactly the set of points of X where A is thin.

The assertion follows immediately from corollary 1.1.

COROLLARY 1.3. — The set of points where an arbitrary set is not
thin, and the fine closure of a set which is not thin at any of its points (%)
are sets of type Gs. The fine closure of a Borel set is a Borel set.

COROLLARY 1.4. — For any fine Borel set A there exists a Borel set
B such that (A — B) U (B — A) is semipolar (5).

Let us denote by B the set of subsets of X possessing this property.
Let F be a fine closed set and let F, be the set of points of X where F

(8) This corollary gives the answer to a problem formulated by H. Bauer
([1], page 136).

(7) Brelot called these sets subbasic ; the fine open sets are subbasic.

(8) A semipolar set is a set contained in the union of a countable family of
sets which are thin at any point of X.
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is not thin. By the preceding corollary F, is a Borel set and by [4] théo-
réme 1 or [1] Satz 3.3.7. F —F, is semipolar. Since Fo C F we deduce
Fe®B. It is easy to see that B is a o-field. Hence B contains all fine
Borel sets.

COROLLARY 1.5 (Doob). — Any family of fine open sets contains a
countable subfamily whose union differs from the union of the whole
family by a semipolar set.

Let (A), < be a family of fine open sets and let p be a finite strict
potential on X. By Choquet’s lemma ([3] lemma 3, page 3) there exists
a sequence (t,), e N in I such that

. A A A

for any € 1. We set .
T A . [
A={xeX| nue1fN Ry = (x) < nlg& R (%))
By [4] théoréme 1 or [1] Satz 3.3.7. A is semipolar. Let
xe UA— U A,.

Lel neN

Then
inf R ) =pw,

neN

while (corollary 1.2)
RM () < p ()
foran t1€1. Hence x€ A and |U — |UJ A. is a semipolar set.

LeI neN

Remark. — This corollary is contained in Doob’s theorem ([5] theo-
rem 8.1) since it is possible to show that the condition (L) is satisfied by
the fine topology, but the proof given here does not use the Markov
processes. On the other hand it is possible to deduce this corollary from
the proof of [S] theorem 2.3. replacing “ ' ” by “ + .

LEMMA 1.2. — For any subset A of X there exists a fine closed set
A’ of type Gs containing A and such that

for any p. € A.
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Let p be a finite continuous strict potential on X. By Choquet’s
lemma ([3] lemma 3, page 3) there exists a decreasing sequence (P»),e N
of potentials on X, po = p, such that p, is equal to p on A and

7 A
,.]Lnl Pn = R

We set

n

A"= N (xeX]|

p (x) < pn (x)}.
nEN n+41

It is obvious that A” is of type Gs contains A and

n+1

Pn

for any n € N. Hence

For any x € X we get

» »

[pder =R 0 =Ry 0 = / pded,

Hence

pA = / ed dp(x) :f e dp(x) = pA"

By corollary 1.3 the fine closure A” of A” is a set of type Gs. The equality
A = pA” is trivial.

COROLLARY 1.6. — Any total thin set (°) is contained in a total thin
set of type Gs.

The assertion follows from lemma 1.2. and corollary 1.1.

CoroLLARY 1.7. (Getoor-Doob). — Let | be a measure on X, such
that any compact total thin set is y-negligible. Then any semipolar set is
p-negligible, any fine Borel set is p.-measurable and there exists a fine
closed set of type Gs not thin at any of its points which is the smallest fine
closed set with \-negligible complement.

(?) i.e. a set which is thin at any point of X.
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From the preceding corollary it follows immediately that any total
thin set is p-negligible. A semipolar set is then also p-negligible, since
it is by definition the union of a countable family of total thin sets. By
corollary 1.4 any fine Borel set is j.-measurable.

By corollary 1.5 the set of |i-negligible fine open sets possesses a
largest set. We denote by F its complement.

Let x be a point of F. If F is thin at x, then {x} is semipolar and
therefore |1-negligible and F-{x} is fine closed. This contradicts the maxi-
mality of X — F. Hence F is not thin at any of its points and it is there-
fore a set of type Gs (corollary 1.3).

COROLLARY 1.8. — Let 1 be a measure on X for which the semipolar
sets are \-negligible and let (s.),c1 be a family of nonnegative hyperhar-
monic functions on X. Then

% %k
j infsldp:/ A sod .
te1 (% te1l

If the family is lower directed and at least one fuction s. is |-integrable
then flelfl s, is |-integrable and

%
inf sid =f inf s, dw.

tel tel

The first assertion follows from the fact that inf s. and A s. differ
’ LEI LET

only on a semipolar and therefore y-negligible set ([4] théoréme 1 or [1]
Satz 3.3.7).

In order to prove the second assertion we remark first that inf s,
tel

is fine upper semicontinuous and therefore it is a fine Borel function.
We deduce further by corollary 1.7 that it is j1-measurable and therefore
j-integrable. By Choquet’s lemma ([3] lemma 3, page 3) there exists a
sequence (i), ¢y in I such that (s, ), ¢ \ is decreasing and

On the other hand A s, differs from lim s, on a semipolar set ([4]

neE N n-—> o
théoréme 1 or [1] Saetz 3.3.7) and therefore on a p-negligible set. We
deduce
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[/\st,: A stndp.zf lim s, d
Y el neN

n— o
E3

= lim /‘stndp.> inf / suip.}/ A sodp.

n—> o« o LET W v el

2. LemmA 2.1. — Let | be a measure on X with compact carrier K.
For any set AC X —K and any nonnegative hyperharmonic function s

on X we have
=|=A ok
f R*dp = inf tdp,

teES (A.8)

where 8 (A, s) denotes the set of nonnegative hyperharmonic functions on
X greater than s on A.

We set

R 3
CAas= inf [ tdp
tES (A, 8) ¢

Obviously

*
f Rﬁd!tgc(A’s)

with equality if A is fine open. If A is compact and does not meet K
and if s is bounded on A then there exists a decreasing sequence of func-
tions of & (A, s) greater than s on a fine neighbourhood of A and conver-

ging uniformly on K to ﬁ;‘ . Hence in this case we have

C(A,s) = inf C (B, 5) :ff{g‘dp,< %,

where B runs through the set of fine neighbourhoods of A.

Suppose now that s is finite on A. Let (A,),<n be an increasing
sequence of relatively compact subset of X-K such that s is bounded on
every A, and having A as its union, and let £ be a positive number. We
shall construct by induction an increasing sequence (B,),< N of fine open
sets such that

€
A,CB,CX—K, CB,)<C@An9)+ X —.
i<n
Suppose that B; are already constructed for i < n. Let B be a fine open
set such that
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AnCBCX_K’ C(B s) C(Ams)'i‘?

We set B, = B,_; UB. Then ([2], Theorem 3.3)
CA—1,5)+CBrnH<CB.—1NB,s) + C(B,_.1UB,s) =

_./(R"‘ 4 REY )dp.<jR - dp.+/RB dyp =

=C@®B. 19 +C®B < amhﬂ+23+cm~w—n

i<n

C B s) < ﬂMﬂ+Z?

i<n
We get now ([2] proposition 3.4),
CA,s)KC(UB,s) = lim CB, s <

neEN no x

< lim [ RMdu+2:= [ﬁ;‘dp + 2

n—> oo L3

¢ being arbitrary we get

C(A, ) = lim C(A,s) = / Ra dp.

n— <

Let now A be arbitrary, but s equal to « on A and

fﬁ;‘dp.< 0.

Let (A)necn be an increasing sequence of relatively compact sets of
of X-K having A as its union and let ¢ be a positive number. For any
n € N we can find a non negative hyperharmonic function s, on X greater
than » on A, and such that

t/TS,,dp. <28—n.

Then Z s, belongs to & (A, s) and

neN
j(Z sn)dp.<2s.
neN

¢ being arbitrary we get

C(A,s5) =0.
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We study now the general case. Let A’ be the subset of A where s

is finite. If
/ﬁ{} dp = o

the required equality is proved. Otherwise it follows from the preceding
considerations

CA—A,5)=0, C(A,s) = f Ry dp.
Hence

C(As5)<CA,s)+CA—A,s) =j R& du < [Radp

and the lemma is proved.

LEMMA 2.2. — Let A, B be two subsets of X such that B is not
thin at any point of A. Then for any . € A and any non negative hyper-
harmonic function s on X we have

WM xeX|[RE@W<s@®) =0.

Let p be a potential of €. Since B is not thin at any point of A
we have

A

p=R}
on A and therefore
DA_ DA
» = Ritb,

/(p—ﬁ,‘,‘)dp."‘ = /(fz;,\_ Rip) dp = 0,

P {xE€XIRE @) <p W) =0.

Let (p.)» e n be an increasing sequence of potentials of &, converging
to s (lemma 1.1). By [2] theorem 3.4

(xeX|RE@) <s@) C LEJN{xexlfz;*,,(x)<pn(x)}-
Hence

W xeX|RE@W <s®} = 0.
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THEOREM 2.1 (*%). — For any set ACX and any € A the fine
interior of X — A is of inner wA-measure zero.

Let K be a compact set contained in the fine interior of X-A and let
p be a locally bounded strict potential on X. From lemma 2.1 it follows
that there exists a decreasing sequence (p,),cn Of locally bounded
potentials on X equal to p on A and such that

limf pa dp? =f fl,? dpA.
n— o« K K

We set for any n €N and any ¢ > 0
Bie={x€X|px) <pa(x) + ¢},
Coe={x€K|p@>p.(x)+ ¢},

C=uUGC,e.

neN
e>0

Since B, . is thin at any point of C, ¢ we get by corollary 1.2

CoeC{xeX|REW<p®}

Since B, . is a fine neighbourhood of A we get from the preceding lemma

WA (Co o <pr (X |R ) <p@®) =0,
ua (C) = 0.
On K— C we have p < lim p,. Hence

n—> o

f (p — R) dyA < lim (pn— R& )dp = 0.

v K-—-C n— o K
Since A is thin at any point of K it follows that p — ﬁ$ is positive on
K. We deduce therefore from this relation

ME—=O =0, rEK)prO +prK—C =0.

COROLLARY 2.1. (11). — If two subsets A, B of X are thin at a point
x € X then A UB is thin at x.

(10) This theorem (together with corollary 1.3) gives the answer to a problem
formulated by H. Bauer ([1], page 119).

(11) This problem was formulated to the author by H. Bauer and was the
starting point of the present paper.
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We may suppose x € AU B. Then

PN (x P+ @ {xD +E9 (1))
(theorem 1.1),

e (xp<i (corollary 1.1),
2@ ({(xP =@ ((xP=0 (theorem 2.1).
Hence

eV ((x <, VB Ze,

and the corollary follows now from corollary 1.1.

COROLLARY 2.2. — Let ACBC X. The following assertions are
equivalent :

a) p* = pB for any p€A.

b) the fine interior of X — A is of inner \P-measure zero for any

v EA.

a = b is an immediate consequence of the theorem. In order to prove
b= a we take a p €A, a p €y, an open neighbourhood U of the
fine closure of A, and a point x € X. Since p and R; coincide on U and
since X — U is by hypothesis of &¥ -measure zero we have

RE ) =fpda? =fR5 del = ﬁ%ﬁ}) (x) < R; (%).
U and x being arbitrary and p continuous we get
Ry <Rf =R,
where A denotes the fine closure of A. Hence

]Al,‘? < ﬁ,}’ < ﬁ,‘}, pA = pB,

3. Lemma 3.1. (12). — Let A, C be two subsets of X, A CC, such
that the fine closure A of A is a Borel set. Then for any x € X the res-

triction of ¢S to A— { x } is smaller than the restriction of g2 to A— {x}.
If x does not belong to the fine closure of C — A or if A is not thin at x

then the restriction of € to A is smaller than the restriction of 2 to A.
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Let K be a compact subset of A — {x} and let (U,), ., be a de-
creasing sequence of open sets forming a fundamental system of neigh-
bourhoods of K. We set for any n € N

A, =CnAUU, C,=C—U,.
By theorem 1.1 we get

K< K + 6" (K = e K.
Let p be a potential of €,. By [2] theorem 3.3 we have

A

R"" 4+ Ry <R + R

Let ¢ be a positive number and p, be a finite positive potential on X. By
lemma 2.1 there exists a nonnegative hyperharmonic function on X greater
than p on K such that

s(x) < ﬁ}f(x) + e

Since p is continuous the set {y €X | p () < 5 (%) + € po ()} is a neigh-
bourhood of K. Hence it contains an U, for a sufficiently large n and
we get

AU . NC

R SR () <s() 4 epo ) <RE® + ¢ + £ po ).

On the other hand if a nonnegative hyperharmonic functions is greater
than p on A N U, then it is greater than p on its fine closure which con-
tains K. Hence

RESR, "™

Using the obtained inequalities we get

REW+ R @ <SRA® + RE® + ¢ + 0o 0.
¢ being arbitrary we deduce

lim R (x) = RA ().

n—>

By lemma 1.1 this means that (es "hmen converges vaguely to g2. This
fact together with the first inequality gives

ef (K) < lim inf e (K) < e (K),

which proves the first assertion of the lemma.

(12) This lemma is a generalization of the principle of harmonic measure
from the theory of functions.
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Suppose now that x does not belong to the fine closure of C — A.
Then by theorem 1.1 and theorem 2.1.

e (X)) < e (3] + ed~4({x) = &2 ({x]).

This relation and the first assertion of the lemma implies the second
assertion of the lemma.

If A is not thin at x, then C is not thin at x and we get (corollary 1.1)

A

I Y

= €; = €.
THEOREM 3.1. — For any subsets A, B of X and any . € A we have
PAUB < p’A V P’B.

Suppose first that A, B are Borel sets and fine closed and let us
denote by A, (resp. By) the set of points of X where A (resp. B) is not
thin. By corollary 1.3 A, and B, are Borel sets.

Let f be a function of . We have (Bourbaki, Intégration, ch. V,
§ 3, théoréme 1)

/Aofdgt‘“”’ :f(ondeé‘UB)dp(X)
[, ([ raemar@+ [, 1aermap e

For any x € A, we have ¢2YB = ¢, = ¢ and therefore

[ [, raemapw= [, ([, 14 dr @

By the preceding lemma for any x € X — A, the restriction of ¢2Y® to A,
is smaller than the restriction of ¢2 to A,. Hence

./‘X‘A‘;(./Aofde:UB)d'L(X) <A_Af‘ﬁofds})dxg(x)_

We deduce

ﬁfd;vm<ﬁ(/; deaAA)d(L(x)-i-/;_A(/;fds‘})d(t(x)
= [‘f, fdet)dp () =ﬂ fdu‘S/; fd @AV pP).
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Similarly we prove

;/VBO'"AO f a PAUB <./;0—Ao f d (ILA V lLB).
We have

— AUB
./A—‘AoUBo’ fdp —/ (./A—(AQUB.,) fdei")dp ()
:./ (f fdet ®)dp ()
A—(AUB) A—(A,UB)

AUB
+_/;(—(A—(A°UBOH (/A—(AOUBD) fdezt?)dp ().

If xe A— (Ao UBy) the set (A UB)— A is thin at x and therefore, by
the preceding lemma, the restriction of ¢A"® to A is smaller than the
restriction of €4 to A. Hence

»

AUB
jA"“‘--UBo' (./;—m,,uno) fdepv )d!l (x)

A
g,/;—mouno) (/A—‘Aouﬂo» fdep)dp ().

If x€X — (AyUBy)) then, by the preceding lemma, the restriction of
2V to A— (Ao UBy) is smaller than the restriction of :* to

A — (A, UBy) and we get
AUB
fx—(A—(AOUBo)) (./;—‘A.,UB.,) fdezU®)dp (x)

A
<>/;—(A"'(A0UB())) (~/;_(A0UBO) fd €y )d v (X).

Putting together the obtained inequalities we deduce

AUB A
/;—(AoUBo) fdpry S/;_(AGUB") (ﬁ—(Aouao) fded)dp (x)
A
/;( (A— (Aun))(ﬁ (AUB)dem)dll(x)
f ﬂ (Aun;fds’)dl‘(x)

=»/;“‘AOUB¢.) fdpt < A AUB,) fd @A\ B
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Similarly we prove

AUB A B
‘/;“(AUAUUBOP Faptt S B—(AUA,UB) fd @tV ).

If we add now the four inequalities we get by theorem 2.1.

ffd”AUB :‘/;DfdpAuB +./;O—Aofdp'AUB +/;_(A0UBO) fdpave

AUB
+/;3——(AUAOUB0) fdp

<[ FaG VI, 1@y e

+/;_(AOUB0' fd @A\ p®) +/;—(AUA(UB0) fd @A\ pP)

=j fd @A\ po).
Let now A, B be arbitrary subsets of X. By lemma 1.2. there exists
two fine closed Borel sets A’, B’ of X, A C A’, B C B, such that
PA — ‘LA” l‘LB — p’B’, P’AUB —_ l,'A'UB’
for any . € A. We deduce
PAUB — [AUB < AT \/ B = A \/ B,

COROLLARY 3.1. — Let (Ay)nen be a sequence of subsets of X and
let . be a measure of A. If there exists a measure on X greater than |\«

for any n €N then
P‘A < v P‘A"9
neEN

where A denotes the union of (Ay),eN-
We set for any m € N
Bm - U An
nm
By induction we can show using the theorem that
Wrn SV pha <V phe
nm neN
From [2] theorem 3.4 it follows that p®. converges vaguely to pA. Hence
PSS Vo phe

neN
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COROLLARY 3.2. — Let pn € A and let (Ap)nen, Bdnen be two
sequences of subsets of X such that for any n € N.

P,An = P,Bn.
Then

where
A = U An, B = U Bn.

neN neN

We set for any n €N
Cn::<AnLJBn: C = V) Cn~

neEN

For any p €4, we have by theorem 3.1

fp dpAa :fﬁ:"dp. < [ﬁf“dp, = /p Ao << | pd e\ uBa)

= f p dpAs.

We set for any n €N

Hence

D, = {xE€X|es" = &5}
For any p € €, and any n € N we have

f(ﬁz?"‘—f{:")d[l prdp.cn—fpdp.“n =0

pUxeX|RP >R @D =0.
From this relation we get immediately (lemma 1.1 and corollary 1.1)

pX—D)=0, p(X—ND)=0.

neN

Hence

We set for any n €N
A, = U An, C = U Ca,

m<n m<n
and denote by A7 a fine closed Borel set containing A}, and such that

vin = yAs



292 CORNELIU CONSTANTINESCU

for any v € A (lemma 1.2). Let n be a natural number and x be a point

of nND,, . From the preceding corollary and theorem 2.1 we get
ne

01: ’ ’
&' X—AV)S qup el (X— A7) = sup eSn(X—AY) = 0,
m<n m<n
e’ (X—AY) < sup 2" (X—A)), & X—AY)) = 0.
If xg A, or if Ay is not thin at x we get from lemma 3.1
A"uc! A" Al
€a n n < €s" = Ep".

If A, is thin at x and x belongs to A, then any A,, is thin at x for

any m < n. Since x € N D, we see by corollary 1.1 that C, is thin at x
neN

for any m < n. Hence by corollary 2.1 C, is thin at x and again by
lemma 3.1 we get

For any p € €, we deduce

ﬁ,‘?’l' (x)gflg"' (x)gll\{f':uc':(x) = fp deinV O

S/Pdsf’" = ﬁ,‘,"" x),
A Al A’
R;" x) = Rj" (x).
From this equality we get
Al !
E.," = Eg".

We deduce further

(Lo =/stdp x) = fs,f": dp. (x) =j g djp (x)
D

n D, n
neEN neEN

= /vs:,"dp, x) = p.“'n.

By [2] theorem 3.4 (14%), c N (resp. (1), en ) converges vaguely to pA
(resp. 1) and therefore

A= pl.
We prove similarly

pE = po.
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