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Abstract

We solve the regularity problem for Milnor’s infinite dimensional Lie groups in the C°-
topological context, and provide necessary and sufficient regularity conditions for the (standard)
C*-topological setting. Specifically, we prove that if G is an infinite dimensional Lie group in
Milnor’s sense, then the evolution map is C%-continuous on its domain iff G is locally u-convex
— This is a continuity condition imposed on the Lie group multiplication that generalizes the
triangle inequality for locally convex vector spaces. We furthermore show that if the evolution
map is defined on all smooth curves, then G is Mackey complete — This is a completeness
condition formulated in terms of the Lie group operations that generalizes Mackey completeness
as defined for locally convex vector spaces; hence, we generalize the well known fact that a
locally convex vector space is Mackey complete if each smooth (compactly supported) curve is
Riemann integrable. Then, under the assumption that G is locally p-convex, we show that each
C*-curve for k € N1 U {lip, o0} is integrable (contained in the domain of the evolution map)
iff G is Mackey complete and k-confined. The latter condition states that each C*-curve in the
Lie algebra g of G can be uniformly approximated by a special type of sequence that consists of
piecewise integrable curves. A similar result is proven for the case k = 0; and, we provide several
mild conditions that ensure that G is k-confined for each k € N U {lip, co}. We finally discuss
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the differentiation of parameter-dependent integrals in the (standard) C*-topological context.
In particular, we show that if the evolution map is defined and continuous on C*([0,1],g) for
k € NU {oo}, then it is smooth thereon:

e For k= 0: iff it is differentiable at zero iff g is integral complete.

e For k € N>j U {oo}: iff it is differentiable at zero iff g is Mackey complete.

This result is obtained by calculating the directional derivatives explicitly, recovering the stan-
dard formulas (Duhamel) that hold, e.g., in the Banach (finite dimensional) case.
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1 Introduction

The right logarithmic derivative and its inverse — the evolution map — play a central role in Lie
theory. For instance, the existence of the exponential map — indispensable for structure theory of
Lie groups — is based on the integrability of each constant curve (each such curve is contained in the
domain of the evolution map). Moreover, given a principal fibre bundle, the existence of holonomies
— essential for gauge field theories — is based on the integrability of curves that are pairings of a
smooth connection with the derivative of a smooth curve in the base manifold. In this paper,
we discuss the evolution map in the infinite dimensional setting introduced by Milnor [2][6]&.9].
Specifically, we consider an infinite dimensional Lie group G as defined in [2] that is modeled over
a Hausdorff locally convex vector space E, with system of continuous seminorms 8. We denote
the Lie algebra of G by (g, [,-]), the inversion of G by inv: G > g — ¢g~! € G, the Lie group
multiplication by m: G x G — G; and define L, := m(g, -) as well as R, := m(-, g) for each g € G.
We furthermore let Ad: G x g — g denote the adjoint action; and fix a chart Z: G DU -V € FE
with V convex, e € U, and Z(e) = 0. The right logarithmic derivative is defined by

§": CHD,G) = C°(D,g),  pr— duR,-1()

-1 —

for D C R a non-singleton interval and p inv o u; and, the evolution maps by

Evol: D — C'([0,1],G), 6" (n) — -~ (0)
evol: D — G, 8" () — (1) - = (0)
for p € D := 67(CY([0,1],G)). Then, the differential equation to be investigated is
¢ = 0" (1) for ¢ € C'(D,g), neCY(D,G); (1)

whereby, in contrast to the Banach case, no theory of ODFE’s is available in the generic locally
convex case — The core of this problem is rather the “infinite dimensionality” of the locally convex
topology than the infinite dimensionality of the vector space E itself. More specifically, in the
context of a given continuous (linear) map ¢: F — E, continuous seminorms can usually only be



estimated against each other but not against themselves — In general, this prevents the Banach
fixed-point theorem (Picard-Lindel6f) and the Grénwall lemma to Work Thus, given a specific
differential equation, one has to use its particular “symmetries” in order to prove existence and
uniqueness of solutions for arbitrary initial values. The “symmetries” hidden in () are

6" (- g) = 6" (n) and 6" (ulpr) = 6" (W)|pr
6"(noo)=0-(6"(n)o0) (2)
0" (p-v)=06"(n) + Ad,(6" (v)) implying S (p ) = Ad, -1 (8" (v) — 6" ()

for all u,v € CY(D,G), g€ G,TI> D' C D €73, and each p: T > D" — D of class C'; where J
denotes the set of all non-singleton intervals in R.

For instance, already in the Banach (finite dimensional) case, the first line in (2) is used to glue
together local solutions that are provided by the Picard-Lindel6f theorem in this context. Following
this philosophy, we will apply the second line in (2]) to Riemann integrals of suitable bump functions
to prove that (cf. Theorem [2]):

Theorem. G is Mackey complete if C*°([0,1],g) C D holds; i.e., if each smooth curve is integrable.

Here, Mackey completeness is a condition formulated in terms of the Lie group operations that
generalizes Mackey completeness as defined for locally convex vector spaces. The above theorem
thus generalizes the well-known fact that (cf., e.g., Theorem 2.14 in [7]) a Hausdorff locally convex
vector space F is Mackey complete if the Riemann integral of each (compactly supported) smooth
curve (in F) exists in E.

Now, there is a further property of the evolution map that can be encoded in a topological condition
imposed on the Lie group operations: We consider the restriction evoly: D N C*([0,1],g) — G for
each k € N U {lip,c0}; and say that evoly is CP-continuous for p < k (p = 0 for k = lip) iff it is
continuous w.r.t. the subspace topology that is inherited by the CP-topology on C*([0,1],g). We
furthermore say that G is locally p-convex iff for each u € B, there exists some u < o0 € P with

WoZ)EHXy) ... - EHX,) € o(Xy) ... +o(X,) (3)

for all X;,...,X,, € E, with o(X1) +... +0(X,,) < 18 Then, using the second line in (2]), we will
show that (cf. Theorem [):

Theorem. evoly is C°-continuous iff G is locally ji-convex iff evoly, is C°-continuous.

Evidently, @) generalizes the triangle inequality for locally convex vector spaces; and, due to the
above theorem, it is independent of the explicit choice of the chart =.

Then, using the above two theorems, we will be able to partially answer the question under which
circumstances G is C*-semiregular [3] for some given k& € N U {lip, 0o}; i.e., under which circum-
stances C*([0,1],g) C D holds (cf. Theorem [3)):

'Even if F is metrizable via d: E x E — Rxg, this metric usually fails to have the important property that d(\- X +
N -X'0) < |A-d(X,0) + |X]-d(X’,0) holds for all A, \" € R and X, X’ € E [13] - making it incompatible with the
Riemann integral (mean values).

2This notion was originally introduced in [3] as a tool to investigate regularity properties of weak direct products of
Lie groups.



Theorem. Suppose that G is locally p-convex. Then, G is C*-semiregular for k € N> U{lip, oo} iff
G is Mackey complete and k-confined. Moreover, G is CO-semireqular if G is sequentially complete
and 0-confined.

Here, k-confinedness is an approximation property for C*-curves that is automatically fulfilled, e.g.,
if (g, [-,-]) is submultiplicative; or, if G admits an exponential map, and (g, [-, -]) is constricted. The
precise definitions, and more conditions can be found in Sect. or in Sect. 24l

In the last part of this paper, we will discuss the differentiation of parameter-dependent integrals
in the standard topological setting. We first show that if G is C*-semiregular and evol; is C*-
continuous for k € NU {lip, 0o}, then the directional derivative (w.r.t. the C*-topology) of evoly at
zero along some ¢ € C*([0,1],g) exists in the completion g of g, as it is explicitly given by

L, _gevole(h - ¢) = [¢(s)ds €.

More generally: Recall that g is said to be integral complete [3] iff [ ¢(s) ds € g exists for each
¢ € C°([0,1],9); and let

% ¢ := Evol(¢)(s) as well as fo:=1("¢ VoeD, selo1].
Then, the above statement generalizes to (cf. Theorem [H):

Theorem.

1) Suppose that G is C°-semiregular and that evoly is C°-continuous. Then, evoly is of class C*
iff g is integral complete iff evoly is differentiable at zero.

2) Suppose that G is C*-semiregular and that evoly, is C*-continuous, for k € N>; U {lip, oo}
Then, evoly, is of class C' iff g is Mackey complete iff evoly, is differentiable at zero.

Here, for k =0 in the first-, and k € N>y U {lip, 00} in the second case, we have

(d¢eVOlk)(1/)) = deLJ‘¢(f Ad[j‘s(b]—l (¢(S)) ds) Yo, € C’“([O, 1], g).

For k € NU{oo}, Theorem E in [3] additionally shows that evoly is even smooth.

Recall that G is said to be C*-regular for k € N U {lip, 0o} iff G is C*-semiregular and evoly, is
smooth (w.r.t. the C*-topology). Then,

e the first point in the above theorem generalizes Theorem C.(a) in [3], stating that each C%-regular
Lie group has an integral complete Lie algebra (modeling space). It furthermore generalizes
Theorem F in [3], as it drops the presumption that there exists a point-separating family (o;);cs
of smooth Lie group homomorphisms o : G — H; to CO-regular Lie groups H e

e since C'°-regular Lie groups are C'*°-semiregular, the second point in the above theorem gener-
alizes the result announced in Remark I1.5.3.(b) in [I1], stating that each C'*°-regular Lie group
has a Mackey complete Lie algebra.

Actually, the last theorem is a consequence of a more general theorem concerning differentiation of
parameter-dependent integrals. We write s < k for s € N and

e ke N ff s<k holds,
e k=lip iff s=0 holds,



e k=0 iff s€ N holds.

We furthermore recall that the C*-topology on C¥([r, '], g) for r < 7' is generated by the seminorms

P (¢) = sup{(p o d.E) (™ () |0 < m < s, t € [, 7]} V¢ e Ck([r,r],9) (4)
for p € P and s < k; and let Jpoo = % for each p € P. Then, we will show that (cf. Theorem [):

Theorem. Suppose that G is C*-semireqular and that evoly, is C*-continuous, for some k € N LI
{lip, 00}. Let furthermore ®: I x [0,1] — g (I C R open) be given with ®(z,-) € C¥([0,1],g) for
each z € I. Then,

di]z‘h:o([yq)(xv ')]71[‘[@('%' + h, )]) = fAd[fS <I>(x,~)}*1(81(1>(x7 S)) dse€g
holds for x € I, provided that

a) We have (01®)(x,-) € C*([0,1],g).
b) For eachp € P ands < k, there exists Ly s > 0, as well as I, s C I open with x € I, s, such that

ﬁ S (R(z + hy ) — ®(w,0)) < Lyps VheRy with x+h € I,

In particular, we will derive Duhamel’s formula from this theorem in Sect. B3l
This paper is organized as follows:

e In Sect. 2l we give a precise synopsis of the results obtained in this paper, and compare them to
the results obtained in the literature so far.

e In Sect. 3 we provide the basic definitions, and prove the most elementary properties of the core
mathematical objects of this paper.

e In Sect. M, we prove certain continuity properties of the evolution map; and discuss piecewise
integrable curves.

e In Sect. B we show equivalence of C%-continuity and local p-convexity.

e In Sect. [6] we show that each C'°°-semiregular Lie group is Mackey complete; and prove certain
approximation statements that are relevant for our discussion in Sect.

e In Sect. [0, we show that, under the presumption that G is locally p-convex, G is C*-semiregular
for k € N>y U {lip, 00} iff G is Mackey complete and k-confined. Similar statements are proven
for the case k = 0.

e In Sect. 8 we discuss the differentiation of parameter-dependent integrals.

2 Precise Synopsis of the Results

In this section, we give a precise synopsis of the most important results obtained in this paper, and
compare them to the results obtained in the literature so far, primarily in [2].



2.1 Setting the Stage

We are concerned with the following situation in this paper. We are given a Lie group G in the
sense of [2] (cf. Definition 3.1 and Definition 3.3 in [2]) that is modeled over a Hausdorff locally
convex vector space E, with system of continuous seminorms 3. We denote Lie algebra of G by
g, fix a chart Z: G D U — V C FE with V convex, e € U, Z(e) = 0; and identify g with E via
de.E: g = F — more specifically, this means that we define the seminorms {.p := pod.E|p € P}
on g. We denote the inversion in G by inv: G 3 g — g~ ! € G, the Lie group multiplication by
m: G x G — G; and let Ly := m(g, -) as well as R, := my(-, g) for each g € G. The adjoint action is
denoted by Ad: G x g — g; i.e., we have

Ad(g, X) = Ady(X) := d.Conj,(X) with Conj,: G hrrg-h-g
for each X € g and g € G. The differential equation under consideration then is
¢=06"(1) = duRy1 (1) for ¢ € C°(D,g), peCY(D,G), DeT, (5)

where J denotes the set of all non-singleton intervals D C R. It is immediate from the definitions
that

) =6 and 6 (ulp) = 67 () | (6)
6" (noe)=0-(8"(1)o0) (7)
0" (p-v)=06"(u) +Ad,(6" (v)) implying 8 () = Ad,-1 (6" (v) — 6" (1)) (8)

holds, for all u,v € CY(D,G), g€ G, 3> D' C D € 3, and each p: 3> D" — D of class C! (we
write ! = inv o ). Together with smoothness of the Lie group operations, and

’y(t)—’y(r):f:*'y(s) ds e F vterr], yeCYrr',F) 9)

for F' a Hausdorff locally convex vector space, these are the only properties we have in hand to
investigate Equation (B). Let now 8 C J denote the set of all non-singleton compact intervals
[r,7'] CR. Then,
e It follows from (@) that (cf. Lemma [I0]) for £ € N, we have

o &": C*l([r,r'],G) — C*([r,7"], g).

o p € CFY([r,r'],G) for each u € CY([r,r'],G) with 6" (u) € C*([r,7'], 9).
e It is then immediate from (@) and the right side of (&) that (cf. Lemma [

8" CFY ([, 1", G) = C*([r,7'], 9)
is injective for k > 0, with Cf“([ﬁ ], G) = {pe Ck“([r, ], G) | u(r) = e}.

We let Dy, := 6"(CH([r,r'],G)) for cach [r,7'] € &, as well as @fr = D N C*([r,r'], g) for
each k € N U {lip,co}. Then, (we let lip+1:=1, co+1:=00)

Bvolf, . D g = CH [ LG), 67 () g i ()

[rr]



is well defined for k € NU {lip, oo}, as well as surjective for k£ € NU {oo}. We define

evolf“rvr,} : Ok |~ G, ¢+ Evolp, ;1 () (1) (10)

[ryr’

0
[r,r]

with Evoly, . = Evol for each k € NU {lip, co}; and denote

§Z¢3: EVOl[a,b](¢|[a,b])(b)’ IQS: j:, gb, qus: €, j;gb [T’T,] BtHinS

for each ¢ € D, ,, with 7 <a < b <7’ and ¢ € [r,7’]. There are now several issues to be clarified.
We first discuss

2.2 Semiregularity and Mackey Completeness
We say that G is C*-semiregular for k € N U {lip, oo} iff @foﬂ = C*([0,1], ) holds. In this case,

e G is CP-semiregular for each p > k (we let 1 > lip > lip > 0).
e it is straightforward from (7)) that ®F | = C*([r,7'], g) holds for each [r,7'] € & (cf. Lemma [T2).

[ryr’
One then clearly wants to have criteria in hand for G to be C*-semiregular for some given k €
N U {lip, co}. We provide the following necessary condition (cf. Theorem [2I):

Theorem 1. G is Mackey complete if G is C°°-semiregular.

Here, G is said to be Mackey complete iff each Mackey-Cauchy sequence converges in Gj; i.e., each
sequence {gn }nen C G, such that

(PoE)(gm' - 9n) < & A Vm,n >, peP
holds for certain {cp}pep € R0, {lp}pep € N, and R>p 2 {)\m,n}(mm)eNxN — 0.

e This definition is independent of the explicit choice of the chart = (cf. Remark [3]).

e This definition specializes to Mackey completeness as defined for locally convex vector spaces;
i.e., the case where (G, -) = (F,+) equals the additive group of a locally convex vector space E.

Theorem [[] thus generalizes the well-known fact (cf. Theorem 2.14 in [7]) that a locally con-
vex vector space is Mackey complete if each smooth (compactly supported) curve is Riemann
integrable.

e Mackey completeness is exemplarily verified in Example [Blfor Banach Lie groups; and the setting
considered in [5].

Remark I. The idea of the proof of Theorem [l is to construct some ¢ € C*([0,1],g) whose
integral | ¢ is the limit of a (subsequence of a) given Mackey-Cauchy sequence {gn}tnen C G.
Roughly speaking, we will use () to glue together smooth curves whose integrals equal g, ' - gn_1 via
suitable bump functions. Here, it is important that (1.) a Mackey-Cauchy sequence converges iff
one of its subsequences converges, and (2.) passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can achieve
that (poZ) (g, - gn—1) decreases suitably fast — namely, (up to a factor ¢,) in the same way for all
seminorms p € P: This ensures that the so-constructed ¢ is defined and smooth at 1 (where all of
its derivatives must necessarily be zero). i



2.3 Topologies and Continuity

We say that evolfr w1 is CP-continuous for p < k € NU {lip, 00} and [r, r'] € R iff it is continuous
w.r.t. the seminorms ({]), for s < p. We say that G is

e p.k-continuous for p < k iff evolf‘m,] is CP-continuous for each [r,7'] € &,
e k-continuous iff G is k.k-continuous.
It is straightforward from ([7]) and the right side of (8) that (cf. Lemma [I5])

Lemma I. G is p.k-continuous iff evolf“O 1] is CP-continuous at zero.

Under the presumtion that G is C*-semireqular (for k € NU {oo}), it had already been shown
in Theorem D in [3] that evolﬁm] is OF-continuous iff it is C*-continuous at zero.

Clearly, for k > 1, the C°-topology is strictly coarser than the C*-topology; so that 0.k-continuity
implies k-continuity but usually not vice versa. Anyhow, it is straightforward from (7]) and (&) that
(cf. Lemma [T6)):

Lemma II. If G is abelian, then G is k-continuous for k € NU {oo} iff G is 0.k-continuous.

The important feature of 0.k-continuity is that it can be encoded in a continuity property of the
Lie group multiplication: Recall that G is said to be locally p-convex iff (8] holds. We will show
that (cf. Theorem [I):

Theorem II. G is 0-continuous iff G s locally p-convex iff G is 0.00-continuous.

Specifically, for k € NU{oo} and [r,7'] € &, let DP¥([r,7’], g) denote the set of all maps ¢: [r,r'] — g

such that there exist r =ty < ... < t, =" and ¢[p] € ”Dﬁp tin] for p=0,...,n—1 with
Dt torr) = PPty tp1) Vp=0,...,n—1.

Moreover, define the integral of ¢ by (well-definedness is straightforward from (@)

t
Sro=1 ool - 5 olp—1]-...- it [0] Vte (tytpr1], p=0,...,n— 1. (11)
Then, the one direction in Theorem [l is covered by (cf. Proposition [2)):

Proposition I. Suppose that G is locally p-convex. Then, for each p € B, there exists some
p < q P, such that

[wa(s(s))ds <1 for ¢ € DP([r,r'],g) = (poZ)(f70) < [7.ala(s)) ds,
for each [r,r'] € R.
Remark II. Apart from Proposition[l, the set DP*([r,r'], ) plays an important role in the proof
of the other direction in Theorem [Il. Here, the key observation is that ¢ € DP*([r,r'], ) given with

oo (@) < 1/2 for some q € B, it is possible to construct o: [r,r'] — [r,7'] smooth with |9| < 2, such
that

@-((JSOQ)EQ?T,} as well as fo=F0-(poo)

holds; i.e., «qoo(0 - (¢ 0 0)) < 1 (c¢f. Lemma[Z])). Continuity of evolﬁ, v Wt to the seminorms

{sPoc tpey thus carries over to the set DP*([r,1'],g); and, then @) is a straightforward consequence
of (). Here, o is obtained by glueing together (and then integrating) suitable bump functions; so
that the argument fails on the level of the C*-topology for k > 1, just because the higher derivatives
of a so-constructed o become that larger that finer the decomposition of [r,r'] is made. i



Finally, we say that G is L'-continuous iff evol[or ] is continuous w.r.t. the L'-seminorms

(@) == [ p(d(s)) ds VpeP, o€ Crr]9) (12)

for each [r,r'] € &. Then, Theorem[Illand PropositionDlshow that G is L'-continuous iff G is locally
p-convex iff G is 0.co-continuous; which generalizes Lemma 14.9 in [3]. Here, the equivalence of
L!-continuity and 0-continuity is already straightforward from () (cf. cf. Lemma 7).

2.4 Integrability

We now come back to the question under which circumstances a given ¢ € C°([0, 1], g) is integrale,
i.e., contained in @?071}. A sequence {¢, }neny € DPY([0,1],g) is said to be tame iff for each v € B,
there exists some v < v € B, such that

.UOAdU‘a(bn}fl <.to VneN

holds. Moreover, {¢, }nen € DPY([0,1], ¢) is said to be a

e Cauchy sequence iff to each p € P and £ > 0, there exists some p € N with «poc(dm — én) < &
for all m,n > p.

e Mackey-Cauchy sequence iff there exists a net R>¢ D {)\m,n}(mm)eNxN — 0, as well as constants
{eptpep € R and {l }pep € N, such that for each p € B, we have

Poo(Pm — dn) < ¢+ A Vm,n >,

Then, ¢ € C°([0,1],g) is said to be

e s-integrable iff there exists a tame Cauchy sequence {¢y, }nen € DPY([0,1], g) with {¢ }neny — ¢
uniformly (i.e., w.r.t the seminorms {.poc }pegp)-

e m-integrable iff there exists a tame Mackey-Cauchy sequence {¢,}nen € DP?([0,1],g) with
{¢n}nen — ¢ uniformly.

We will show that (cf. Lemma [31] and Proposition B):

Proposition II. Suppose that G is locally p-conver.

1) If G is sequentially complete, then ¢ € @?071} holds for ¢ € C°([0,1],9) iff ¢ is s-integrable.
2) If G is Mackey complete, then ¢ € @l[g:u holds for ¢ € C'"®([0,1], ) iff ¢ is m-integrable.

Remark III. The one direction in Proposition [Il is immediate from the fact that wu: t — jf) ¢ has
compact image, for each ¢ € 9[00 1 For the other direction (in analogy to the Riemann integral)
one defines

p(t) = limy, 7 én vt elo,1];

and then has to verify (1.) that the limit exists pointwise, i.e., that u is defined, (2.) that u is
continuous, (3.) that {{§ dntnen — p converges uniformly, and (4.) that p is of class C! with

6" (1) = ¢ i
We say that G is k-confined

10



e for k =0: iff each ¢ € C°([0,1],g) is s-integrable,
e for k € N> U {lip, c0}: iff each ¢ € C*(]0,1],g) is m-integrable;

and obtain from Theorem [[l that (cf. Theorem []):

Theorem III. Suppose that G is locally p-convex. Then, G is C*-semiregular for k € N>;U{lip, oo}
iff G is Mackey complete and k-confined. Moreover, G is C°-semireqular if G is sequentially
complete and 0-confined.

For instance, G is k-confined for each k£ € N U {lip, 0o} (cf. Sect. [T.2)):

e If GG is abelian; or, more generally, if (g, [-,-]) is submultiplicative.
e If G islocally pu-convex and reliable; i.e., if for each v € B, there exists a symmetric neighbourhood
V C G of e, and a sequence {1, }nen., C P, such that
0oAdg o...0Ady, <., Yagi,.-.sgn €V, n>1.

This is the case, e.g., for the unit group A* of a continuous inverse algebra A fulfilling the
condition (%) (cf. (B9)) formulated in the theorem proven in [5].

e If G admits an exponential map, is constricted, and has a sequentially complete Lie algebra.

Here, the first condition means that ¢ X|[o71} € Djp,1) holds, for each constant curve ¢x: R > ¢+
X € g; i.e., that

exp:gaX»—>§(1)¢X€G (13)

is defined. Moreover, constrictedness states that for each bounded subset B C g, and each v € ‘3,
there exist C' > 0 and v < tv € B, such that

poad Xjo0...0ad X,, <C" - .0 VXi,....X,€B, n>1

holds, with ad X: g5 Y — [X,Y] € g for each X € g.
In particular,

Corollary I. If G is abelian, then G is C*°-semiregular and co-continuous iff G is Mackey complete
and locally pi-convex iff G is C*-semiregular and k-continuous for each k € Nxq U {lip, 0o}.

Proof. If G is C*-semiregular and oo-continuous, then G is Mackey complete by Theorem [I, as
well as 0.co-continuous by Lemma [T thus, locally u-convex by Theorem [I. Conversely, if G is
locally pi-convex, then G is (even 0.)k-continuous for each k € N> LI {lip, oo} by Theorem [l Since
G is lip-confined, Theorem [l shows that G is C*-semiregular for each k € N> U {lip, 00} if G is
additionally Mackey complete. O

2.5 Smoothness and Differentiation

In Sect. B we will discuss the differentiation of parameter-dependent integrals in the standard
setting; i.e., w.r.t. the C*-topology. Our key observation there is (cf. Proposition [7)):
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Proposition III. Suppose that G is k-continuous for k € NU{lip, 0co}; and that (—0,0)-¢ C 33
holds for some ¢ € C*([r,7],g) for [r,7'] € & and 6 > 0. Then, we have

[r,r’]

dh|h Oevol[rr,] (h-¢)= [¢(s)ds €3.

Thus, the directional derivative of evolﬁ,ﬂ at zero along such a ¢ € CF([r,7'],g) always exists;
namely, in the completion g of g.

We say that g is integral complete [3] iff [ ¢(s) ds € g exists for each ¢ € C°([0,1],g); and recall
that g is Mackey complete iff [ ¢(s) ds € g exists for each ¢ € C°°([0,1],g). Then, the above
proposition immediately shows that (cf. Corollary [)):

Corollary II.

1) Suppose that G is 0-continuous and C°-semiregular. Then, evol([)oﬂ is differentiable at zero iff
g is integral complete.

2) Suppose that G is k-continuous for some k € N> U{lip, 00}, as well as C*>°-semiregular. Then,

evol® 0,1] ‘Coo (0,1],0) is differentiable at zero iff g is Mackey complete.

Here, the first point generalizes Theorem C.(a) in [3] stating that each C%-regular Lie group has
an integral complete Lie algebra (modeling space). The second point generalizes the analogous
result announced in Remark I1.5.3.(b) in [I1] stating that each C'*°-regular Lie group has a Mackey
complete Lie algebra — Recall that G is said to be C*-regular for k € N U {lip, 00} iff G is C*-
semiregular and evolfoﬂ is smooth w.r.t. the C*-topology.

Next, using the above proposition, we show that, cf. Theorem

Theorem IV. Suppose that G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular for some k € NU {lip, 00}; and
let ®: 1 x [r,r'] =g (I CR open) be fized with ®(z,-) € C*([r,r'],g) for each z € I. Then,

%{hzo([j‘qb('% -)]71[§@($ + h7 )]) = fAdU'i @(x,-)]_l(alq)(xv 3)) ds € ﬁ
holds for x € I, provided that

a) We have (019)(z,-) € C*([r,7'],g).
b) For eachp € P ands = k, there exists Ly s > 0, as well as I, s C I open with x € I, s, such that

ﬁ S (P(z 4+ hy ) — B(z,0) < Lps Vhe€Ry with x+h € L.
For instance, we obtain (cf. Corollary [I1]):

Corollary III. Suppose that G is co-continuous, and C*-semiregular; and that g is Mackey com-
plete. Then, for X: I — g of class C', we have

9. exp(X(x)) = deLexp(x(e)) ( / Adexp(—s-x(2)) (0:X(x)) ds) Vael.

Imposing further presumptions, this specializes to Duhamel’s formula (cf. Proposition B)):
(Actually, in Proposition[8, a slightly more general situation is considered.)
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Proposition IV. Suppose that G is oo-continuous, C*°-semiregular, and constricted; and that g
is sequentially complete. Then, for each X: I — g of class C*, we hav

0. exp(X(x)) = dLexp(x()) (W@x(m)) Vael

Now, Theorem E in [3] states that evolﬁm] is smooth if G is C*-semiregular, and evolﬁm] is of class
C!. Combining this with Corollary [l and Theorem [[V], we obtain (cf. Theorem H):

Theorem V.
1) If G is 0-continuous and C°-semiregular, then evol([)rvr/} is smooth for each [r,r'] € R iff g is

integral complete iff evol([)0 1] is differentiable at zero.

2) If G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular for k € N> U {oo}, then evolfr ] is smooth for each
[r,r] € R iff g is Mackey complete iff evolfOJ] is differentiable at zero.

Here, for k =0 in the first-, and k € N> U {oo} in the second case, we have

(dg evolf, ) (¢) = deLyg ([ Adjgs 5)-1(¢(s)) ds) Vo, b € CF([r,r'],9), [rr'] € R (14)

Sketch of the Proof given in Sect.[8 By Corollary [[I, it suffices to show that (under the given
presumptions) evolfr 1 18 smooth and fulfills (I4), namely

o for k=0 if g is integral complete,

e for k € N>y U{oco} if gis Mackey complete.

Now, in both cases, formula (I4]) is immediate from Theorem [Vl applied to

[, ]z (0,1) x [r,r'] 5 (hit) = () + D~ 1h(2) V¢4 € C*([r,r"].g),

whereby the right side of (I4]) is easily seen to be continuous (cf. Lemma [T]). It thus follows from
Theorem E in [3] that evollf“‘0 1 18 smooth. Then, smoothness of evolfr - for [r,r'] € & is clear from

evolf“m,} o evolfo’l] o,
for n: Ck([r, '], g) — Ck([O, 1], g) given by

n(p) = o-(poo) =" —7| (doo)
with 0: [0,1] =[], t—=r+t-[r' =7,

as 7 is evidently smooth. O

Remark IV.

e Up to the point where Theorem E from [3] is applied, the above argument also works for the
Lipschitz case (cf. Corollary[13); i.e., we have:

2°) If G is lip-continuous and C"P-semiregular, then evoll[irpr,} is of class C for each [r,r'] € &

iff 9 is Mackey complete iff evoll[gpl] is differentiable at zero.
3The precise definition of the expression in the parentheses on the left side can be found in Sect. B3l (cf. Equation
(@3)).
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e Then, instead of using Theorem E from [3] in the above argument, one might use the explicit
formula (I4]) to prove smoothness of evolfo,l] inductively for k € N U {lip,c0}, which would
strengthen the statement in the previous point of course. The details, however, seem to be quite
elaborate and technical; so that we leave this issue to another paper.

Now, Theorem [V] shows:

A) G is C%regular iff G is C%-semiregular and 0-continuous, with g integral complete.

B) G is C*-regular for k € N1 U {oo} iff G is C*-semiregular and k-continuous, with g Mackey
complete.

Here, generalizes Theorem F in [3] stating that G is CY-regular if G is C%-semiregular and
0-continuous with integral complete Lie algebra, such that there exists a point-separating family
(aj)jes of smooth Lie group homomorphisms o;: G — H; to CO-regular Lie groups H;.

Moreover, let us say that G admits a Cl-exponential map iff exp as defined in (I3) is of class C*.
We then have

Lemma III. Suppose that G is abelian. Then,

1) G is C%-regular iff G admits a C'-exponential map, and g is integral complete.
2) G is C™-regular iff G admits a C'-exponential map, and g is Mackey complete
iff G is C*-regular for each k € N1 U {lip, 0o}.

Proof. If G is abelian and exp: g — G is of class C!, then we have (cf. Remark 2I[3)))
o =exp([o(s)ds)  foreach ¢ € C°0,1],9) with fot d(s)dseg Vtel0,1];
which is obviously continuous w.r.t. the seminorms {.poo }pep. It is thus clear that G is

e CY-semiregular and O-continuous if g is integral complete; thus, C°-regular by

e C*_semiregular and k-continuous for each k € N>; U {lip, 00} if g is Mackey complete; thus,
C*-regular for each k € N>q U {lip, 00} by

Since exp is of class C! if G is O*°-regular (cf. Remark BIR)]), the rest is clear from [A)| and O
Then, using Proposition V.1.9 in [10], we obtain:
Proposition V. Suppose that G is connected and abelian. Then,

1) G is Cregular iff G = E/T holds for a discrete subgroup I' C E, with E integral complete
iff G admits a C'-exponential map, and E is integral complete.

2) G is C™®-regular iff G = E/T holds for a discrete subgroup I' C E, with E Mackey complete
iff G admits a C'-exponential map, and E is Mackey complete
iff G is C*-regular for each k € N1 U {lip, 00}.

Proof. Observe that E is integral/Mackey complete iff g is integral/Mackey complete; and that,
by Lemma [[II it suffices to show the equivalences in the first line of [1)| and
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o If G is C*-regular for k € {0, 00}, then G is C*-regular. Then, exp is smooth (cf. Remark ;
and, by and FE is Mackey complete — even integral complete for £ = 0. Consequently,
G = E/T holds for a discrete subgroup I' C E, by Proposition V.1.9 in [10].

e Suppose that G = E/T holds for a discrete subgroup I' C E = g; and let k € {0,00} be fixed.
Suppose furthermore that F is Mackey complete for k = oo, and integral complete for k = 0.
Then, the evolution map (I0) (for [r,7'] = [0,1]) of (E,+) is given by

B C*(0,1],E) > B, ¢ [¢(s)ds,

which is obviously smooth w.r.t. the C%-topology (as it is linear and continuous therein); and
the canonical projection 7: E — E/I' is a smooth Lie group homomorphism — confer Example
2lf1)| for more details concerning the Lie group structure on E/I'. We thus have (confer, e.g.,

statement |f )| in Sect. B.5.2))
evolfy (@) = (o f5) (@) Ve CH(0,1], B);
which is evidently smooth w.r.t. the C%-topology. It is thus clear that G is C*-regular.
The claim now follows from Lemma [ITI. O

Evidently, Proposition [V] generalizes Theorem C.(b),(c) in [3] stating that (E,+) is C-regular iff
E is integral complete; and that (FE,+) is C'-regular iff E is Mackey complete.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we fix the notations; and recall the most important facts concerning locally convex
vector spaces, differentiable maps, and Lie groups that we will need in the main text.

3.1 Conventions

Intervals are non-empty, non-singleton, connected subsets of R. In the following, D always denotes
an arbitrary-, I an open-, and K a compact interval. The set of all intervals is denoted by J, and the
set of all compact ones by &. Let F' be a (Hausdorff) locally convex vector space with corresponding

system of continuous seminorms £. We recall that £ is filtrating, i.e., that for qq1,...,q, € Q with
n > 1 given, there exists some q € Q with q1,...,9, <. For ¢ > 0 and q € , we define
By :={X € F|q(X) <¢e} Bge :={X € F|q(X) <e};

and write ¢ < V (or V = q) for ¢ € Q and V C F iff Bgq C V holds. We say that B C F is
bounded iff it is von Neumann bounded, i.e., iff we have

sup{q(X) | X € B} < o0 Vgeq.

We let F denote the completion of F; as well as q the (unique) extension of q € Q to F.

Manifolds and Lie groups are always assumed to be in the sense of [2] (cf. Definition 3.1 and
Definition 3.3 in [2]); i.e., smooth, Hausdorff, and modeled over a Hausdorff locally convex vector
space: The corresponding differential calculus is reviewed in Sect. B3l If f: M — N is a C'-map
between the manifolds M and N, then df: TM — TN denotes the corresponding tangent map
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between their tangent manifolds; and we write d, f = df(z,-): ToM — TN for each x € M. A
curve is a continuous map v: D — M, where M is a manifold and D € J an interval. If D = [ is
open, then v is said to be of class C* for k € N U {oo} iff it is of class C* when considered as a
map between the manifolds I and M. We say that v: D — M is of class C* for k € NU{oo} — and
write v € CF(D, M) — iff ¥ = 7|p holds for some 5: I — M of class C¥ with D C I. If v: D — M
is of class C! (or differentiable), we let 4(t) € T )M denote the corresponding tangent vector at
~(t) € M. The same conventions also hold if M = F'is a Hausdorff locally convex vector space —
In this case, we let C'"P([r,7'], F') denote the set of all Lipschitz curves on [r, '] € &; i.e., all curves
v: [r,7'] = F with

a(y(t) = (t) < Lq - [t = Vit err], 9€Q

for certain Lipschitz constants {Lq}qeq € R>o. We let 0o 41 := oo as well as lip + 1 := 1; and, for
k € NU {lip, 00} and [r,7'] € &, we define

°()=a(""), () =swp{a(®) [0<m <s te ]} gw =k
for each s < k and v € C¥([r,7'], F) — Here, s < k means

e s<k for k€N,
e s=0 for k=lip,
e seN for k= .

The C*-topology on C*([r,r'], F) is the HausdorfF locally convex topology that is generated by the
seminorms ¢ _, for each ¢ € Q and s < k.

In this paper, G will always denote an infinite dimensional Lie group (in Milnor’s sense) that is
modeled over a Hausdorff locally convex vector space E, with system of continuous seminorms ‘3.
We denote the Lie algebra of G by (g, [,-]), fix a chart Z: G 2 U — V C E with V convex, e € U,

—_—
—

E(e) = 0; and identify g with FE via d.Z: E — g — specifically, we define

.m = {.pEpOdeE: g—>R20\p Em}
We denote the inversion and the Lie group multiplication by

1 and m: G x G — G, (9,9 )=~ g4,

inv: G — G, g—g-
respectively, say that A C G is symmetric iff inv(A) = A holds; and recall the product ruld]
digpym(v, w) = dgRp(v) + dpLg(w) Vg, heG, veT,G, weT,G. (15)
We let Conj: G x G 3 (g,h) = Conj,(h) € G with
Conj, := Ly o Ry for Ry :==m(:, g) and Ly :=m(g,-) VgeQaG,

define Ad, := d.Conj,: g — g for each g € G; and let Ad: G x g > (g, X) — Ady(X) € g denote
the adjoint action. We furthermore let

ad X(V) :=d Ad[Y](X) VXeg for Ad[Y]: G>g— Ady(Y) € g;
and recall that ad X (Y') = [X, Y] holds for each X,Y € g.
4Confer, e.g., Eﬂin Sect. 3311
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3.2 Locally Convex Vector Spaces

Let F1, ..., F, be (Hausdorff) locally convex vector spaces with corresponding system of continuous
seminorms 1, . ..,9,. Obviously, the Tychonoff topology on F' := F} x ... x F,, is the (Hausdorff)
locally convex topology that is generated by the seminorms

m[qla---7qn]: F> (Xla--- 7X7L) = max{qk(Xk) ‘ k= 17 7n}7 (16)

with qr € Qp for k = 1,...,n. Let E be a further locally convex vector space with system of
continuous seminorms PB. We then have

Lemma 1. Let X be a topological space; and let ®: X X Fy X ... x F,, — E be continuous with
®(x,) n-multilinear for each x € X. Then, for each x € X and p € B, there exist seminorms
g1 € Q1,---,qn € Qy as well as V C X open with x € V', such that

holds for all X1 € F1,..., X, € F,.
Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix [A.Tl O

Corollary 1. Let X be a topological space; and let ®: X X Fy X ... x F,, = E be continuous with
®(x,-) n-multilinear for each x € X. Then, for each compact K C X and each p € B, there exist
seminorms q1 € Q1,...,qn € Qn as well as O C X open with K C O, such that

(po®)(y, X1,..-, Xpn) <q1(Xy) - ... - qn(Xp) VyeO (17)
holds for all X1 € F1,..., X, € F,.
Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix [A.2l O
Let us finally recall the following standard result concerning completions.

Lemma 2. Let FY, ..., F,, E be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces; and let &: Fyx...xF, - FE

be continuous and n-multilinear. Then, ® extends uniquely to a continuous n-multilinear map
d: Fix...xF, = FE.

3.3 Differentiation and Integrals

In this subsection, we recall the differential calculus from [2[6l89]; and provide some facts that we
will need to work efficiently in the main text.

3.3.1 Differentiable Maps

Let F and F' be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces with systems of continuous seminorms 3
and 9, respectively. Let U C F be open, and f: U — E be a map.
We say that f is differentiable at x € U iff

(Dy f)(x) := limyo 3 - (f(z+t-v) — f(z) € E

exists for each v € F. Moreover,
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e f is said to be differentiable iff it is differentiable at each x € U i.e., iff D, f: U — E is defined
for each v € F.

e f is said to be k-times differentiable for k > 1 iff

Duy,.on f = Doy (Do, (- (Do () --)): U = E

is defined for each vy,...,vy € F; implicitly meaning that f is p-times differentiable for each
1 < p < k. In this case, we define

dbf(v,...,vp) =dPf(m,v1,...,vp) == Dy, 0y f(T) VeeU, vi,...,vp €F,
forp=1,...,k; and let df = d'f, as well as d,f = dLf for each x € U.
Then,
e f is said to be of class C iff it is continuous; and we let d°f = f in this case.
e f is said to be of class C* for k > 1 iff it is k-times differentiable, such that
d?f: U x FP — F, (,v1,...,0p) = Dy, 2 f()
is continuous for p =0, ..., k.

In this case, db f is symmetric and p-multilinear for each x € U and p = 1,...,k, cf. [2].

e f is said to be of class C™ iff it is of class C* for each k € N.
We have the following differentiation rules, cf. [2]:

a) Amap f: F DU — Eis of class C* for k > 1 iff df is of class C*~! when considered as a map
FFODU sEfor FF=FxFandU =U x F.

b) If f: F — E is linear and continuous, then f is smooth; with dLf = f for each z € F, as well
as d¥f = 0 for each k > 2.

c) Let Ey,..., E,, be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces; and f,: F' O U — E, be of class C*
fork>1andu=1,...,m. Then,

f=fix... X fm:U— E1 X...X Ep, = (fi(x),..., fm(z))
if of class C* with dPf = dPfix --- x dPf,, for p=1,... k.

d) Suppose that f: F D U — U’ C F' and f': F' D U’ — F" are of class C* for k > 1, for
Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces F, F’, F”. Then, f' o f: U — F" is of class C* with

do(f' o f) = dp)f' o dof VazeUl.

e) Let F1,..., F,, E be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces, and f: F1 X ... x F,;, DU — E be
of class CY. Then, f is of class C' iff the “partial derivatives”

Ouf:UXFE,>(x1,...,Zm), V) Hlimtﬁo% (f(zr, ooy vy, ) — (X1, )
exist in £ and are continuous, for v = 1,...,m. In this case, we have

d(xl,...,mm)f(vla e ,’Um) = Z;nzl auf((xla e ,xm),vu)
=Y df((@1, .. 2m), (0,...,0,v,,0,...,0))

for all (z1,...,2m) € U,and v, € F, for u=1,...,m.
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Finally, for f: F D U — E of class C* for k > 1, we have Taylor’s formula, cf. [2]

fla+A) = fla) +dpf(A) + ..+ gy iU F(AL L A)

_ (18)
+ (kfl1)! : fol(l —s)fteadl A f(A L A)ds

xT

for each # € U and A € F with = + [0,1] - A C U. Here, [ds denotes the Riemann integral,
discussed in Sect. B.3.3] below.

3.3.2 Differentiable Curves

We now consider the situation where f =~: I — F holds — i.e., we have F =R, and U = [ is an
open interval. It is then not hard to see that ~ is of class C* for k > 1 iff v®), inductively defined
by v =~ andﬁ

AO(E) =Ty - (YO D(E+R) —AD@)  VEel p=1,....k,

exists and is continuous for p = 0,...,k. Then, for v € C*(D, E) with extension 7: D D I — E,
we define y®) :=F®)|p, for p=0,...,k, and let 4 = 7 |p.

Lemma 3. Suppose that v € C*(D, E) holds for k > 1 and D € 3. Then, v is of class C*T1 iff ~
is of class C* with v%) of class C'.

Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix [A.3l O

Lemma 4. Let Fy, Fy, E be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces; and v;: D — W; C F; be of
class C* fori=1,2, for some k > 1. Suppose furthermore that Q: Wy x Wo — E is smooth. Then,
§: D3t Qyi(t),72(t)) is of class CF; and §®), for 0 < p < k, can be written as a finite sum of
terms of the form

a:\I/(fyi(fl),...,'ygim)) for some 0<zi,.c0,2m <p, 1<i1,...,0;,n, <2, m>2(19)
where U: V =V, x...xV; — E is smooth with open neighbourhoods V;, C F;, foru=1,...,m.

Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix [A.4l O

Corollary 2. Let F, E be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces; and suppose that~vy1: D - W, C E
is of class O, vo: D — Wy C F is of class C* for some k > 1, and that 41 = Q(v1,72) holds for a
smooth map Q: Wy x Wao — E. Then, v1 is of class C*+1.

Proof. This follows inductively from Lemma [3] and Lemma [l O

Corollary 3. Let Iy, F5, E be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces; and v;: D — W; C F; be of
class C* for i = 1,2, for some k > 1. Suppose furthermore that Q: Wy, x Fy — E is smooth, as
well as linear in the second argument. Then, §: D > t +— Q(v1,72) is of class C*; and 6@ for
1 <p <k, can be written as a finite sum of terms of the for

([81]’”9)(71,7531), .. ,7§Zm),’y§q)) for certain 0< 21, o y2m, g <p, m>1.

®We have vP)(t) = dPy(1,...,1) forp=1,...,k, t € I.
SEvidently, [6:1]™ is continuous, as well as multilinear in the last m + 1 arguments.
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Proof. Lemma [ shows that § is of class C*; and the rest follows inductively from @, @, Eﬂ O

Lemma 5. Let Fy, F5, E be Hausdorff locally convexr vector spaces with systems of continuous
seminorms 1,9, B. Suppose that Wy C Fy is open; and that Q: W1 X Fy — E is smooth, as well
as linear in the second argument. Then, the following statements hold:

1) Forp € B and u € N fized, there exist m € Qy and q € Qo, such that for each [r,r'] € & and
v € CY([r,r'"], W1) with m% (v) < 1, we have

PP, ) < a”(¥) Ve Crr, ), 0<p<u

2) ForpeP,ueN, and v € C([r,r'],W1) fized, there exists some q € Qo with

PP (v, ) < a°(¥) Ve C([r,r], ), 0<p<u
Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix O

3.3.3 The Riemann Integral

Let F be a _Hausdorff locally convex vector space with system of continuous seminorms 9, and
completion F. We denote the Riemann integral of v € CO([r,7'], F) by [~(s)ds € F; and define

ffv(s) ds := f7|[a7b](5) ds, fbay(s) ds = — ffw(s) ds, fccw(s) ds:=0 (20)

forr <a<b<r', celrr'] € R Clearly, the Riemann integral is linear, with

N ()ds—f ~(s) d5+f57 Vr<a<b<ec<r, (21)
A( ;) ds) < [ a(y(s)) ds Vtelrr], qeQ. (22)

It is furthermore not hard to see that
reCY[rr'],F) with L=y holds for L:[rr]ot— f:V(s) ds. (23)

More importantly, we have, cf. [2]

Y(t) = () = [4(s)ds € F Vtelrr], vellrr],F). (24)
From this, we obtain
J(s)ds =T(o(f)) — = [0 0 0)(s) ds@ Jo(s) -~(e(s)) ds (25)

for each v € C°([r,7'], F), and each g: [(,¢'] — [r,r'] of class C! with o(¢) = r and o(¢') = 1’
Moreover,

Lemma 6. For each v € C1([r,7'], F), we have
Ay (1) =) < [Fa(i(s)ds Vel g,

Proof. Combine (22) with (24]). O
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Remark 1 (Banach Spaces). Suppose that E, F are Banach spaces; and that f: F D U — E is of
class C"*1 for some n > 1. Then, using Lemma[d and Lemma (@, one can show that f is of class
C™ in the Fréchet sense, cf. also [9]. In particular, if f is of class C*°, then f is smooth in the
Fréchet sense. 1

Lemma 7. Let F, E be Hausdorff locally convex vector spaces; and let f: F O U — E be of class C?.
Suppose that v: D — F C F is continuous at t € D, such that limy, o 3 - (y(t+h)—y(t)) == X € F
exists. Then, we have

limpo 75 - (F(v(E+ 1) = F(v(}))) = dy) F(X).
Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix [A.6l O
We finally need to discuss the Riemann integral for piecewise continuous curves:

e We let CP°([r,r'], F) denote the set of piecewise C%-curves on [r,7’] € &; i.e., all v: [r,7'] = F
such that there exist r = tg < ... < t, = 1" as well as y[p] € C°([tp,tp1], F) forp=0,...,n—1
with

fy’(tlhtp-kl) :V[p]‘(tp,tp_’,l) vp:0,7n— 1

e We let CoP([r,r'], F) denote the set of piecewise constant curves on [r,r'] € &; i.e., all y: [r,r'] —
F, such that there exist r =ty < ... <t, =71 as well as X,...,X,,_1 € F with

’7|(tp,tp+1) :Xp vpzo,,n—l
We clearly have CoP([r,’], F) C CP°([r,7'], F); and for v € CP’([r,+'], F) as above, we define

[(s)ds == 3020 [~[p)(s) ds. (26)

A standard refinement argument in combination with (2I)) then shows that this is well defined;
i.e., independent of any choices we have made. We define ffv(s) ds and [7~(s)ds as in (20); and

observe that (26]) is linear and fulfills (21).
3.4 Some Estimates for Lie Groups

In this subsection, we collect some elementary estimates concerning Lie group operations and
coordinate changes that will be relevant for our argumentation in the main text. Let thus G be an
infinite dimensional Lie group (in Milnor’s sense) that is modeled over the Hausdorff locally convex
vector space F, with system of continuous seminorms 8 in the following.

3.4.1 Lie Group Operations
We observe that Ad: G x g — g is smooth (continuous) by E], because Conj smooth with

Adg(X) = d(g7e)COHj(0,X) Vge G, X €g.

We thus obtain from Lemma [I] and Corollary [ that:
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e For each q € ‘B, there exists some q < n € B, as well as V C G symmetric open with e € V,
such that

(q(Ady(X)) < mn(X) VgeV, X eg. (27)

e For each n € B, and each compact C C G, there exists some n < m € B, as well as O C G open
with C C O, such that

noAd, <.m VgeO. (28)

Similarly, the maps
w:VxE =g, (2,X) de-1pRg-1)-1 (27 (X)) (29)
v:Vxg—E, (2, X) = (dz-1()Z 0 deRz-1(5)) (X) (30)

are smooth, as they can be written as
w(z, X) = dg,q (0, X) and v(z, X) = d(,¢Y(0,X) (31)
for the smooth maps

VXV =G (2,y) = mE (), [ (@) )
T:VxU—E, (x,g)l—)(Eom)(g,E_l(:U)).

Thus, by Lemma [I], for each v € B, there exists some V > to € B with v < to, such that

D(w(r, X)) < w(X) Ve €Byp1, XEE (32)
o(v(z, X)) <.o(X) Vr€Byi, X E€g. (33)

More generally, we obtain from E] and Eﬂ that w is smooth with
wln] = [01]"w: V x BT g (34)

continuous as well as multilinear in the last n + 1 arguments, for each n € N. For each p € N and
v € P, there thus exists some V < to € B with v < to, such that

(wowlg)(z, X1,..., Xg41) <w(Xq) ... 10(Xyq1) (35)

holds for all x € Em,l, Xi,..,Xgy1 € E,and 0 < g <p.

Finally, since inv: G — G is smooth, for each m € P, there exists some V < n € P with m < n,
such that m o d;(Z o inv o 27!) < n holds for each x € B, ;. We thus obtain from Lemma [ that

moZoinvoZE"! <n holds on Bu1, (36)

just by considering the curve yx: [0,1] 3 t + ¢ - X for each X € By 1.
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3.4.2 Coordinate Changes

For h € G, we define Z(g) := Z(h™! - g) for each g € h- U; i.e.,
En () =h 27 (2) VeeV.

Let now C C U be a fixed compact:

e We choose 6, U C U open with C C Cande€ U, such that C-U C U holds.
e We let U’ := Z(U), and observe that

&ECxU =V, (6u)~ (Bom)(¢E ()
is defined and smooth; i.e., that © = 05¢: CxU xE— Eis continuous, and linear in FE.

Let now p € B be fixed:

e Corollary [Tl applied to ® =0, X = CxU',F,=E,and K = C x {0}, provides us with an open
subset O C C x U’ containing C x {0}, as well as u = q; € B, such that

(poB)(z,X) <u(X) V2e€O, XeFE
holds. We fix an open neighbourhood W C U of e with C- W x Z(W) C O, and obtain
(po®©)(g-h,E(g),X) <u(X) VgeC, heW, qeW, XeE. (37)
e Here, we can assume that Z(W) is convex; and choose V' C W symmetric open with e € V and
V-V C W. Moreover, since B is filtrating, we can additionally assume that B, ; € =(V') holds.
We obtain

Lemma 8. Let C C U be compact. Then, for each p € B, there exists some p < u € P, and a
symmetric open neighbourhood V.C U of e with C-V C U and Eu,l C =Z(V), such that

p(E(e) — E(q)) < u(Egnlq) — Zgnld)) Va.qd €g-V, heV
holds for each g € C.
Proof. We choose V,W, u as above. Then, for g € C, q,¢' € g-V, and h € V fixed, we define
o z:=E,5(q), 2 :=E41(¢) € E(V-V)CEW),
e 0:[0,1] = E(W), t—a' +t (zv—2a),
e v:=£(g-h,d).
We conclude from (37) and Lemma [6 that

holds, which shows the claim. ]
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3.5 The Evolution Map

We now introduce the central object of this paper — the evolution map — and discuss its most
important properties.

3.5.1 The Right Logarithmic Derivative
The right logarithmic derivative is defined by
§": CH(D,G) = C°(D,g), p+ dR,-1(j1) VD eq.
Then, for each € CY(D,G), g€ G, T3> D' C D, and each o: 3> D" — D of class C!, we have
6" (w-g) =06" (1) 6" (ulpr) = 6" (1)|pr 6"(nog)=0-(6"(n)oo0). (38)

Moreover, for u,v € C1(D,G), we conclude from the product rule (I5) that

0" (p-v)=06"(u) +Ad,(6"(v)) (39)

holds; thus,
0=08"(u 'p) = 6" (") + Ady-1 (" (1)) o & (0 = —Ad, 1 (6" (1) (40)
5 (1) = 67 (1) + Adyr (67 () (41)

Here, we denote p~! := inv o i for each p € C°(D, g) in the following. Then, combining (@I with

the right side of (40]), we obtain
8" () = Ad,-1 (8" (v) — 6" (u)) Y u,v e CHD,Q). (42)

We conclude that
Lemma 9. Let u,v € CY(D,G) for D € 3 be given. Then, we have

0" () = 0" (v) = v=yu-g holds for some ¢ge€@G.
Proof. By (88]), we have 6" (u) = 6" (u - g) for each g € G; which shows the one direction. For the
other direction, we fix 7 € D, define o := u~'v - g for g := v=(7) - u(7), and obtain

5(0) 2 57(uv) Do

thus, & = 0 as dgR,-1 is bijective for each ¢ € G. For each [r,7'] C D with 7 € [r,7'] and
a([r,r']) € U, we thus obtain from ([24]) that (Z o )], = 0 holds; so that the claim follows from
a standard supremum-contradiction argument. U

We furthermore obtain
Lemma 10. Let D € J and k € N be fixed. Then,

1) 6" (u) € C*(D,g) holds for each u € C*1(D, Q).
2) u € C*HY(D,G) holds for each p € CY(D,G) with 8™ (u) € C*(D,g).
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Proof. By the second identity in (B8], in both situations it suffices to show that for each t € D there
exists an open interval J C R containing ¢, such that the claim holds for v := u|pns. Moreover, by
the first identity in (B8], we can additionally assume that im[r] C U holds, just by shrinking J if
necessary. We let v := = o v, and obtain

o 0" (v) = w(7,%) for w defined by ([29); so that [1)|is clear from Lemma [
e 4 =uv(y,0"(v)) for v defined by [B0); so that [2)|is clear from Corollary 2

This establishes the proof. ]
Finally, if H is a Lie group, and ¥: G — H a C'-Lie group homomorphism, we immediately obtain

5" (Vopu)=d.Wod (u) VueCYD,H), DeQ. (43)
3.5.2 The Product Integral
We define

D= U[r,r’}eﬁg[r,r’] with D] = 5" (CH([r, "], @)) for each [r,r] € R.
Then, Lemma [ shows that Evol},.,..: Dy, — C([r,r'], G) given by
Evoly, (8" (i) := p- = (r) VuelCl([rr),G), [rr]ef

is well defined; and we let

Evolf. , = Evol|gx for @f
[r,r

] . o = D NCH([r,7'], 9)
evolfm,]: @fr’r,] S ¢ Evol[m/](qS)(T') eG
for [r,r'] € & and k € NU {lip, 0co}. Moreover, for k € NU {oco} and [r,7'] € R, we define
C¥([r, "), G) := {u € C¥([r, '), G) | u(r) = e}
and obtain that
Corollary 4. For each k € NU {lip, 00} and [r,7'] € &, we have
EVOlFr,r’}: @f“m,,} — CHY([r, "], G).
Proof. The claim is clear from Lemma O
The product integral is given byﬁ
Poo=Bvoly (Blag)®)  fé=JT0  fCome  fréilnr]3te Lo
for each ¢ € ’Dﬁﬂ with k € NU {lip,00}, r <a <b <7/, and ¢ € [r,7']. Then,

a) We conclude from (39)) that

$r¢- 5o =50+ Adype (1) V.10 € Dy, tE [0,

"Observe that the first expression is defined by the second equality in (B8] as well as Lemma [0
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b) We conclude from (42)) that
[576) 7 [510] = LA ga (6= @) V6,0 €Dpp, €[]
¢) We conclude from (40) that
[§06] 7" = §t —Adype y1(9) V€D, tE ]
d) Forr =ty <...<t, =1"and ¢ € D}, ,,, we conclude from the first two identities in (B8] that
fro=J1 650 ¢ Jio Ve (tpty] p=0,...,n—1L
e) For o: [¢,0'] — [r,7'] of class C!, we conclude from the last identity in (38) that
fro=1[50-@oo] [J290]  VoeDp
f) We conclude from (@3)) that for each C'-Lie group homomorphism ¥: G — H, we have
Vo [* 6= ["dVogp V€ D).
Example 1. For [r,7'] € & fized, we let o: [r,r'] — [r,7'], t = r+ 1" —t; and define
Dip Din0(9) := 0 (o 0): [ Dt —d(r + 1" —1t) Vb€ Dpy -
We let [¢,0') = [r,r']; and obtain from |e)| that
e= 52 6§ ino(e)] - [ §7 4] holds, thus [f ¢l = fino(g),

which will be useful for our argumentation in Sect. [7.2.3. i

Lemma 11. Let [r,7'] € &, and k € NU {lip,00} be fized; and suppose that we are given ¢ €

C*([r,7'],8) and r =ty < ... < t, = r', such that Bty tps1] € Qﬁp,tpﬂ] holds forp =0,...,n — 1.

Then, we have ¢ € @Fr’r,] with
Slo=16- 50 0 S0 Vte (tytps1), p=0,...,n—1.
Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix O

3.5.3 Semiregularity
We say that G is C*-semiregular for k& € NU {lip, oo} iff QFO,I] = C*([0,1],¢) holds. Then,

Lemma 12. G is C*-semiregular iff

gﬁ’vr,] = Ck([r’ T,]? g) hOZdS fOT each, [T‘, r,] c R
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Proof. The one direction is evident. For the other direction, we fix [r,7'] € K, and let
o: [r,7'] = [0,1], tes [t —rl/|r" —r|
Then, for ¢ € C*([r,7'],g) given, we define ¢ := |r' —r|- ¢ o o~' € C¥([0,1],g), and choose
v € C*1([0,1],g) with 67 (v) = v. Then, the last identity in B8] gives
§"(voo) =" =77t (Yoo) =9,

which proves the claim. O

We say that G admits an exponential map iff ¢x|j,1 € Djo, holds for each constant curve
dx:Rot— X €g;ie., iff

exp:gaX»—>§(1)¢X€G
is defined.

3.5.4 Continuity

We say that evolﬁﬂ is CP-continuous for p < k € N U {lip,0c0} (we let 0 < lip < lip < 1) and
[r,7'] € R iff it is continuous w.r.t. the seminorms {.p, }peq, s<p- We say that G is

e p.k-continuous for p <Xk iff evolfw,] is CP-continuous for each [r,7'] € &,

e k-continuous iff G is k.k-continuous.

Then,

Lemma 13. We have Ad,(¢) € C*([r,7'],g) for each u € C*Y([r,7"],G), ¢ € C*([r,7"],9), and
k € N U {lip, co}.

Proof. Since Ad: G x g — g is smooth, the claim is clear for k¥ € NU {oo}. The case where k = lip
holds is proven in Appendix [A.8l O

Lemma 14. Let [r,7'] € &, k € NU {lip, 00}, and ¢ € ’Dﬁr,} be fized. Then, for each p € P and
s = k, there exists some p < q € P with

PP (Adge -1 () <P (¥) Ve Cr(r,r],g), 0<p<s.

Proof. Decomposing [r,7'] if necessary, we can assume that im[ [ ¢| is contained in the domain of
a fixed chart Z. The claim then follows from Lemma Bl2)] applied to Q = Ad(invoZ~!(-),-), u=s,
and the C®-curve y =Zo 7 ¢. O

We obtain that
Lemma 15. G is p.k-continuous iff evolf“‘m] is CP-continuous at zero.

Proof. The one direction is evident; and the other direction follows from Lemma [I3] Lemma [I4]
and once we have shown that evolﬁ, ] is CP-continuous at zero if evolﬁ, ] is CP-continuous at
zero. For this, we apply |e)| to

0:[0,1] — [r, 7], t=r+t-|r' —r);
and conclude that evolfr’r,} = evolf“OJ] o 1 holds, for the CP-continuous map (use [d))

n: CH([r.r'l.g) = C*([0,1].9), b= o (¢oo) = —r]-(¢o0).

From this, the claim is clear. ]
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3.6 Supplementary Material

In this subsection, we provide the proofs of the supplementary statements made but not verified in
Sect. 2l First,

Lemma 16. Suppose that G is abelian; and let k € NU{lip, 00} be fized. Then, G is k-continuous
iff G is 0.k-continuous.

Proof. The one directions is evident. For the other direction, we suppose that G is k-continuous.
Then, p € P given, there exist q € P and s < k, such that

(W) <1 for Y €D — (poZ)(fe) <1. (44)

Then, for ¢ € @fo 1) with oo (¢) < 1, we choose n > 1 such large that .q3_(¢) < n holds; and define
Py =0, for 0p:[0,1/n] >3t —p/n+tep/n,(p+1)/n] Vp=0,...,n—1.
By [e)] we have § Blip/n,+1)/m) = § ¥p for p=10,...n —1; and obtain from and thatﬁ

Jo= tbn1-...- Yo = é/n¢n—1+---+¢0:fél/n-(¢o+...+1/1n—1)og (45)

VED[ )

holds, for o: [0,1] > ¢t — ¢/n € [0,1/n]. Then, [d)| gives q5,(¥) < 1; so that (@) provides us with

(o) (56) B (poz)(fu) <1

The rest is clear from Lemma O

0

frv] 1S continuous w.r.t. the seminorms ([I2])

Second, let us say that G is L'-continuous iff evol
for each [r,r'] € 8. Then,

Lemma 17. G is 0-continuous iff G is L' -continuous.

Proof. The one direction is evident. Let thus G be 0-continuous, fix p € B; and choose q € P with
doo(t) <1 for 9 € DYy = (poE)(fv) <1. (46)

Then, for ¢ € ®? ,, with .qf(QS) < 1, we define

[r,r']

Al = (0,2], b R (2—ap(9) + f a(e(s)) ds;

and consider the C'-diffeomorphism ¢ := A7':[0,2] — [r,7/]. Then, ¢ = [ holds for 1 :=
0-(pop) e @?072} by with

0=MNo0) ' =2—ap(@)/Ir —r|+.al¢oe) " <.a(poo)”".
We thus have .qo (7)) < 1; so that the claim is clear from (46]). O

Finally, let us collect some properties of the exponential map.

8Tt is obvious from the definitions that Ad, = idg holds for each g € G if G is abelian.
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Remark 2.

1) Suppose we have ¢X|[0,1] € Do,y for some X € g. Then, Lemma [11] (and EZ[) shows that
bxljo,n] € Djon) holds for each n > 1; and, Eﬂ applied to o: [0,1] — [0,s-n], t+ s-n-t for
0<s<1, gives

o Eﬂfoqﬁsnx_exp(s n-X) VOo<s<l1.
We thus have R>q - X C dom[exp]| with
exp(t- X) = [§ ox Vi>0. (47)

It follows that R 3 t — exp(t - X) is a smooth Lie group homomorphism, cf. Appendiz[A.3.

2) Suppose that G is C*°-semiregular; and that evol[0 1] is of class CP w.r.t. the C*°-topology, for
some p € NU {oco}. Then, exp is of class CP, because

P (dx) = p(X) VpeP, seN, Xeg

shows that g > X — ¢x € C*([0,1],g) is smooth.
3) If G is abelian with exp: g — G of class C1, then we have, cf. Appendiz[A10

o =exp([p(s)ds)  foreach ¢ € C°([0,1],g)  with fo s)dseg Vtel0,1];

which is obviously continuous w.r.t. the seminorms Poo, S forp eB. 1

4 Auxiliary Results

In this section, we prove further continuity statements for the evolution map; and discuss piecewise
integrable curves.

4.1 Continuity of the Evolution Map

Lemma 18. Suppose that G is p.k-continuous; and let [r,r] € & be fixed. Then, for each p € B,
there exist p < q € B and s <X p, such that

M) <1 for el — (poS)(f10) < 1.
Proof. By continuity, there exist p < q € 3 and s < p, such that
Go() <1 for e 33 7] — (po=)(fre) <1 (48)

Let now ¢ € ”D with .q5(¢) < 1, and r < 7 <7/ be fixed. We define ¢ := Ol [r,r) as well as

[ryr’]

g: [7",7”]—)[7"77'], t'—W’—Ht—r\-c for C.:= = <1.
Then, §7¢= [ = [ 0- (¢ o) holds by [e)} with ¢- (¢ )633[”, as well as

Eéﬂ-qio(qb) <1

50 (0 (Yo 0) = ai(c- (Yoo))
We thus obtain from (E8)) that
(PoE)(J7 o) =(poE)(J¢)=(hoE)(fo Yoo <1

holds, from which the claim is clear. O
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We inductively obtain

Lemma 19. Suppose that G is k-continuous; and let [r,7'] € 8 be fized. Then, for each p € B and
u =Xk, there exist p < q €*P and s 2 k, such that

(0) <1 for  ¢eD = pL(Zofo¢) <1.
Confer [3] for the case that G is C*-semiregular .

Proof. By Lemma [I8], we can assume that the claim is proven for some 0 < u < k. In particular,
there exist m € P and o =< k, such that

~y:=Eo Evolﬁ,,r,]: {¢ € @f“m/] | amS (@) < 1} — CFFI([r, '], V), ¢ Zo 1o

is defined. Let thus ¢ € ”Df“'r p] With m (¢) <1 be given. Then,

e We have ~v(¢)M) = v(y(¢), ), for v defined by [B0); so that Corollary Bl shows that ~(¢)“+1) =
59 | ai() holds, with

aiz ¢ ([01]™0) (V(6), ¥(9) I, () Fn) gl

for certain 0 < z[d]y, ..., 2[i]m,,¢; <uand m; > 1, fori=1,...,d.

e For p € P fixed, Lemma [l provides us with an open neighbourhood V' C 'V of 0, as well as to € 3,
such that

(p o [Dr]™ ) (w, 7 (¢) W, () Flibme) | glae))

m(7(¢)(2[i}1)) . m(7(¢)(2[i]m¢)) .o (¢(Q¢)) (49)
w05, (Y(6))] ™ - o (¢)

holds, for each z € V and i =1,...,d.

We choose V' < v € B with d-w,p,m < v; and apply the induction hypotheses in order to fix
v <q€P and o 2 s =k, such that

(@) <1 for ¢ €D, = 0 (¥(¢)) =0 (E0 f7¢) < 1.
In particular, then for ¢ € glﬁ»,w] with .q3,(¢) < 1, we have
e im[y(¢)] €V and .q° (¢) < 1; so that [@9) gives
P(r(9)") < d- a0l (9) < 05 (9) < ak(9).

o 5.(v(9) < v (v(9) < 1.

For § := max(s,u) and ¢ € ®F , with .¢3_(¢) < 1, we thus have

[r,r']

P(Y(@)Y) <al(d) <eai(@) <1 and  pl(v(9) <L
thus, prt(y(¢)) < 1. The claim thus follows inductively. O

We furthermore obtain that
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Lemma 20. Suppose that G is p.k-continuous; and let [r,7'] € & be fized. Then, for each p € P,
there exist p < q € B and s X p, such that

qa(0) <1 for  ¢eDf = (poB)(f70) < [ ale(s)) ds.

Proof. We choose o as in ([B3)) for v = p there; and let g, s be as in Lemma [I8 for p = to there (i.e.,
we have p < tv < q). Then, for ¢ € D*([r,r],g) with .q5,(¢) < 1, we have (0o Z)( f7¢) <1 by
Lemma [I8 and obtain from (33) that for v := Zo p with p := [ ¢ we have

p(y) =p(v(7,6" (1)) < w(d) < .q(4).

The claim thus follows from Lemma [6 O

4.2 Estimates in Charts

In this subsection, we prove certain statements that we will need for our differentiability discussions
in Sect. [8l We start with a variation of Lemma [T4]

Lemma 21. Suppose that G is k-continuous; and let [r,r'] € & be fived. Then, for each p € P and
u =k, there exist p < m € P and s <X k, such that

PP (Adpe g1 (1)) < mP(3) Vi € C*([r,r"],9), 0<p<u
holds for each ¢ € @fw,} with «mS_(¢) < 1.
Proof. Since B is filtrating, Lemma applied to
N:Vxg—g, (z,X) = Ad((inv o =71 (z), X)

provides us with some p < q € 9B, such that for each ¢ € DF | with .q% (E of" qﬁ) <1, we have

[r7r/

PP (Adge 51 () < waP(¥) Ve CF([r,7"),9), 0<p<u

By Lemma [19] there exist ¢ < m € P and s < k, such that .q5 (E of qﬁ) < 1 holds for each
¢ € ”Dfr y With «mg (¢) < 1; from which the claim is clear. O

Together with Lemma [I9] this shows

Lemma 22. Suppose that G is k-continuous; and let [r,r'] € & be fized. Then, for each p € P,
there exist p <m € B and u = k, such that

o 2)([Sr el M frv]) < [T m(i(s) — ¢(s)) ds
holds for all ¢, € 33{?,7»/] with am' (@), m% (Y — ¢) < 1.

Proof. We choose p < q € P and s =X k as in Lemma Then, Lemma 21] provides us with some
g <m e P and o < k, such that for each ¢ € ’Dﬁw] with .m2_(¢) < 1, we have

AP (Adge g1 (X)) < amP(x) Vx e C¥fr,r",9), 0<p<s. (50)
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We let u:= max(0o,s); and recall that, cf.
[0 S 0] = § Adpge g1 (¢ = 9) vte[rr], ¢,0€Df . (51)
holds. For ¢, € DF  with .m% (¢), .m% () — ¢) < 1, we thus have

[r,r']

S m S u
o (Adjge g1 (¥ — ¢)) < mi (¥ — ) Smi (¥ —¢) <15
so that the claim is clear from Lemma 20] (5I)), and (B0) for p = 0 there. O

We conclude that

Proposition 1. Suppose that G is k-continuous; and let [r,r'] € K be fixred. Then, for each p € P,
there exist p <m € B and s X k, such that

PE(ST ) —E(S7v)) < [T m(v(s) — d(s)) ds
holds for all ¢,y € DF, 1 with a3 (¢), 3 (1), (¥ — @) < 1.

Proof. We let p < u € B and V be as in Lemma [§ for C = {e} there, i.e., we have B,; C Z(V).
By Lemma [I8], there exist u < q € B3 and o < k, such that

g (x) <1 for xe€ ”wa,] == moZ)(frx) <1 = PxeV

Then, for ¢, 1 with .q2,(¢) < 1,.9%(¥) <1, LemmaBlappliedtog= (T ¢,¢' = (T, h= [T eV,
and g = e gives

PESTO) —E(ST9) <uEps(876) = Epa(S79)) = e (ST ST ¥])-

We choose u < m € 9 and u < k as in Lemma for p = u there, define s := max(o,u);
and can additionally assume that p < q < m holds. Then, for ¢,¢ € ’Dﬁ, ] with .m$_(¢) <

1, m (¢), mS (¢ — @) <1, we have
PE(ST0) —E(S74)) < o E)([§7 ¢l I ) < [ em(e(s) — ¢(s)) ds
by Lemma 221 O

We finally observe that

Lemma 23. Suppose that G is k-continuous; and let ¢ € Dy, be fized. Then, for each open
neighbourhood V. C G of e, there exist m € B and s = k, such that

mi(p—¢) <1 for PeD, = TvefoV.

Proof. We fix V< p € PB; and choose q € B, s < k as in Lemma [I8 Then, Lemma (I4]) provides
us with some m € 3, such that

@ (Adfpe g-1(x)) < amio(x) VX €D,
holds. Then, for each ¢ € ’Dﬁﬂ with «.m$_(¢) — ¢) < 1, we obtain from [b)| and Lemma [I§ that
po2)([fLe] ' [fte]) = (p 0 E)( S Adjpe g1 (v — 9)) <1 Vi€ ]

holds; thus, [{*¢]~![f*¢] € V, implying [P € (2o V. O
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4.3 Piecewise Integrable Curves

For k € N U {lip,c0} and [r,7'] € &, we let DP*([r, r] g) denote the set of all ¢: [r,r'] — g, such
that there exist r =t < ... < t, =" and ¢[p| € Q[t tpeq) With

¢’(tp7tp+1) — ¢[p]’(tpytp+l) Vp: 07...777,— 1 (52)
In this situation, we define {7 ¢ := e, as well as
Jﬂ ¢ = Lp o[p] - jtp 1 op—1]-... to ; 010] Vi€ (tp,tpsl]. (53)

A standard refinement argument in combination with |d)| then shows that this is well defined; i.e.,
independent of any choices we have made. It is furthermore not hard to see that (cf. Appendix
B.0) for ¢, € DPF([r,'],g), we have Adppe g1 (¥ —¢) € DP*([r,r'],g) with

[SLe) [ Slw] = SL A g (0 —0)  Vielnr] (54)

We now finally will extend Lemma 20l for the 0.k-continuous case to the piecewise integrable setting.
For this, we fix (a bump function) p: [0, 1] — [0, 2] smooth with

plo,1) >0, fol p(s)ds=1 as well as pPO)y=0=p"® 1) VEkeN. (55)
Then, [r,7] € Rand r =tg < ... < t, = r’ given, we let
oo [tpotpit] = 0.2, £ pllt — )/ ltps1 — 1) Yp=0,. . n1
and define p: [r,7'] — [0,2] by
Plitptpsr] = Pp Vp=0,...,n—1.
Then, p is smooth with p*) (tp) =0 for each k € N, p=0,...,n; and (25]) shows that
o: [r,r] = [r, 7], tr—H“—{—f:p(s) ds
holds, with o(t,) =t, for p=0,...,n — 1. We are ready for

Lemma 24. Suppose that G is 0.k-continuous for k € N U {lip,c0}; and let [r,7'] € K be fized.
Then, for each p € P, there exists some p < m € B, such that

Moo (@) <1 for ¢ € DPF([r,7'], ) = (po2)(fr o) < [Tam(o(s)) ds.
Proof. We let p < q € B be as in Lemma (s = 0); and define m := 2. q. Then, for ¢ €
DPF([r,r'],g) with .my(¢) < 1 given, we choose 7 =ty < ... < t, =" and ¢[0],...,¢[n — 1] as in

(52)), and fix p[p]: I, — G of class C*+1 (I, C R an open interval containing [t,,t,+1]) with

ol = olplls, ) for  dlp] =7 (ulp)) Vo<p<n-—1.

We construct p and p as described above; and define g[p] € C*°(I,,,R) by

o[pll (oo t,)nr, = 0(tp) oDty tp11] = Olltptpsr] o)l tys1 00001, = 0(tpr1)
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for p=0,...,n — 1. Tt follows that (cf. Appendix[B.2) ¥ := p - (¢ 0 o) € C*([r,7'], g) holds, with
DIty tpen) = 6" () © 0Pty 1y11) € Df, 1y Vp=0,....n—1 (56)

Then, Lemma [TT] shows that ¢ € ’Dﬁ"r holds, with

d
Sew =1 p-(@lploo)- 52 p-(dlp—1o0) ... i p- (¢[00 0)

D 520 o) 5t ol 11+ S 000 "

_ J’Q(t) )
for each ¢ € (tp,tp+1] and 0 < p < n — 1. Since
oo (¥) = 1/2 - imeo(P) < umeo(9) <1

holds by construction, Lemma 20| provides us with

(oD% ) D (poZ)(flv) < [Ma((s)) ds < [ an(th(s)) ds = [2 .m(g(s)) ds;
whereby the last step is due to (25]) and (28]). O

5 Local p-convexity

In this section, we show that 0-continuity can be encoded in a property of the Lie group multipli-
cation. More specifically, we will show that

Theorem 1. G is 0-continuous iff G is locally p-conver iff G is 0.00-continuous.
Here, G is said to be locally p-convex iff for each u € 3, there exists some u < o € P, such that
WoZ)E X)) ... 27 HXp) € o(X1) +... +0o(X,) (58)

holds for each Xi,...,X,, € E with o(X;) + ...+ 0(X,,) < 1. Due to the above Theorem [I] this
definition does not depend on the explicit choice of Z=.

For instance,

Example 2.
1) E/T is locally p-convex, for each discrete subgroup T' C E, cf. Appendiz[C 1l
2) Banach-Lie groups are locally p-convex, cf. Proposition 14.6 in [3], or Appendiz[C.2.

3) The unit gromﬁ A* of a continuous inverse algebra A fulfilling the condition (x) from [3] is
locally p-convex, cf. Appendiz [C3. We recall that the condition (x) imposed on the algebra
multiplication in [3] states that for each v € B, there exists some v < o € P with

o(a; ... ap) <r(ay)-... w(ay) Vay,...,a, €A (59)
fm‘eachnZl I

We break up the proof of Theorem [l into the two directions.

“Confer [E] for a proof of the fact that A* is a Lie group.
19Tn the Theorem proven in [5], (A, +) is additionally assumed to be Mackey complete. We will discuss this condition
in Example in Sect.
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5.1 The Triangle Inequality
We first show that (B8] holds if G is 0.0co-continuous. For this, we recall that
§"(E o) = w(y, ) vy e O[], V), [rr']e s (60)

holds, for w defined by (29); and conclude from (B82) that
Lemma 25. For each m € 3, there exists some V < 0 € P with m < o, such that

m(8"(E7 o)) <o(§)  holds for each v € |, g CH([r7'), E)  with  im[y] € Bo.
Proof. Up to renaming seminorms, this is clear from (60) and (32). O

We obtain that

Lemma 26. G is locally p-convex if G is 0.00-continuous.

Proof. For u = p € P fixed, we let p < m be as in Lemma 4] for [r,r'] = [0,2] there; and choose
m <o € P asin Lemmalil Then, for X1,...,X, € E with o(X1)+...+0(X,,) =: e <1 fixed, we
define Y, := X,,_, for p=0,...,n—laswell as ¥, := 0. Welet ) # J C {0,...,n} denote the set
of all indices 0 < p < n with o(Y},) = 0; and denote its cardinality by d := [J| > 1. We define

5 1/d foreach pelJ
P o(Y,) foreach pe{0,...,n}—J;
and let tg := 0, as well as ¢, :== g+ ...+ dp—1 for p=1,...,n + 1. We furthermore consider
¢[p) == 6" (7" o y[p) with VP [pstpra]: t = (E—1p) -8, Yy
for p=0,...,n; and define ¢ € DP>°([0,2],9) by ¢[[14¢ 2 = 0, as well as
¢|[tp,tp+1) = ¢[p]|[tp,tp+1) vp = Oa sy .

Then, 00(7[p]) < 1 holds by construction for each 0 < p < n; so that Lemma 25 shows

B 0 for peld
1
Mo (¢’[tp7tp+1)) < 51) . O(Yp) = {1 for pe {0 o n} —J.

We thus have .my(¢) < 1, as well as

[ m(p(s)) ds = sz{O,...,n}fJ [ m(o[p](s)) ds < Zpe{o,...,n}—J dp=0(X1)+...+0(X,) =¢;

so that Lemma [24] shows

e uoZ)(f¢)
= WoB) (ST 0 St olnl - S ol0])
= o E)(E(Yn) ... E7H (W)
— o) (EX) .. EX,),
from which the claim is clear. U
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5.2 Continuity of the Integral
Let us next show that G is 0-continuous if it is locally p-convex. For this, we recall that
i = v(y, ) holds for y:=Eo0 "¢, (61)
for each ¢ € gﬁ’,r’} with | ¢ € U; and conclude from (33)) that
Lemma 27. For each o € B, there exists some V < to € P with o < 1, such that
(002)(fr¢) < [Tao(d(s))ds  holds for each ¢ €Dy with  §2d€Z"(Bu,1).

Proof. We choose 0 < to € B as in (B3]) for v = o there. Then, the rest is clear from (6II) and
Lemma [6l O

In addition to that, we observe that

Lemma 28. For each o € P and ¢ € Dy, 1), there exist r =19 < ... <tp, = r" with

(0o E)(§7 Blity.tyea]) <1 Vp=0,...,n—1

Proof. We fix pu: I — G (I C R open with [r,7'] C I) of class C* with 8" ()]}, = ¢, choose d > 0
such small that K4 = [r — d,7’" + d] C I holds, and define

a: Ix T3 (ts) ut) uls)™ €G.

Since [r, '] is compact, and since « is continuous with «(t,t) = e for each ¢ € [r, '], to each open
neighbourhood U of e, there exists some 0 < dy < d, such that

Usa(t+s,t)= 6" (u) Vierr'], 0<s<dy
holds; from which the claim is clear. O
We conclude from Lemma 27 and Lemma 28] that

Proposition 2. Suppose that G is locally p-convex. Then, for each p € B, there exists some
p < qeP, such that

Ja(é(s)ds <1 for ¢ €DP[r,r'],g) = (poE)(J70) < [7.ale(s)) ds,
for each [r,7'] € &.

Proof. For u = p fixed, we let u < 0 € P be as in (B8); and choose 0 < 1w = q € ‘P as in Lemma 27
Then, since ¢l € DPO([(, '], g) holds for each ¢ € DPO([r,+’],g) and & 3 [(,£'] C [r,r'] € &, the

claim follows if we show that

[ (p(s)ds<1 for ¢e€ |_|[T7T,]GRCDPO([T, ], 9) — (uoE)(f¢) < [uv(g(s))ds.
To verify this, we fix ¢ € DPO([r,r'],g) with [.o(¢(s))ds < 1;and let r =ty < ... < t, =1 as
well as ¢[0],...,¢[n — 1] be as in (52)). By Lemma 28 we can refine this decomposition in such a
way that

plpl: [ty tpr1] 2t — ﬁp Blp] € E1(Bp 1) Vp=0,...,n—1
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holds; so that Lemma 27 shows
(0.0 Z)(ulpl(tp41)) < i7" wto(e(s)) ds Vp=0,...,n—1L
We define X,,_p, := (Z o p[p])(tp+1) for each 0 < p < n — 1; and obtain
o(X1) 4+ ...+ 0(X,) < [wo(o(s)) ds < 1.
Then, (B8) provides us with
WoE) ()= uoZ)E1X1) ... - HXn)) € o(X1) +... +0(Xp) < [0(g(s)) ds;
which proves the claim. O

We are ready for the

Proof of Theorem [1l Clearly, G is 0.co-continuous if G is 0-continuous. Moreover, if G is 0.c0-
continuous, then G is locally p-convex by Lemma 26l Finally, if G is locally u-convex, then evol?(],l]

is C%-continuous at zero by Proposition [Z so that G is 0-continuous by Lemma [I5 O

6 Completeness and Approximation

In this section, we discuss completeness properties of Lie groups; and prove certain approximation
statements for continuous-, and Lipschitz curves. Both will be relevant for our investigation of
semiregularity in Sect. [1

6.1 Completeness Conditions
A sequence {gn}nen C G is said to be a

e Cauchy sequence iff for each p € 3 and € > 0, there exists some p € N with
(poZ)(gnt-gn) <e Ym,n > p. (62)

We then clearly can assume that ¢! - g, € U holds for all m,n € N in the following.
e Mackey-Cauchy sequence iff

(PoE)(gm' - gn) < Amn Vm,n >, peP (63)

holds for certain {cp }pep € R>0, {lp}pep € N, and R>0 2 {Ann}mmn)enxy — 0.

Clearly, each Mackey-Cauchy sequence is a Cauchy sequence.

Remark 3. [t is straightforward from Lemmalll and Lemmalfl (applied to coordinate changes) that
these definitions are independent of the explicit choice of 2, cf. Appendiz[D.1.

We say that G is

e sequentially complete iff each Cauchy sequence in G converges in G.

e Mackey complete iff each Mackey-Cauchy sequence in G converges in G.
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We say that a locally convex vector space F' is sequentially/Mackey complete iff F' is sequentially/
Mackey complete when considered as the Lie group (F,+). Obviously, these definitions coincide
with the standard definitions given in the literature.

Remark 4.

1) Since each Mackey-Cauchy sequence is a Cauchy sequence, sequentially completeness of G im-
plies Mackey completeness of G.

2) It is straightforward from the definitions that a Cauchy/Mackey-Cauchy sequence converges iff
one of its subsequences converges.

3) If {gn}neny C G is a Cauchy/Mackey-Cauchy sequence, then {h - gn}neny C G is a Cauchy/
Mackey-Cauchy sequence for each h € G; and (evidently) {gn}nen converges iff {h - gn}tnen
converges for each h € G.

4) If {gn}nen C G is a Cauchy/Mackey-Cauchy sequence, and U C G an open neighbourhood of
e, then there exists some q € N with {gq_1 “gntn>q CU.

Thus, in order to show that G is sequentially/Mackey-Cauchy, by the previous two points, it
suffices to verify convergence of each Cauchy/Mackey-Cauchy sequence that is contained in a
fixed open neighbourhood U of e. i

Example 3.

1) Let T' be a discrete subgroup of (E,+). Then, E is sequentially/Mackey complete iff E/T is
sequentially/Mackey complete, cf. Appendiz [D.2.

2) Banach Lie groups are sequentially complete, cf. Appendiz[D.3.

3) The unit group A* of a continuous inverse algebra A fulfilling the condition (x) from [3] (i.e.,
condition ([B9)) is sequentially/Mackey complete if (A,+) is sequentially/Mackey complete, cf.

Appendiz [D.4). I
We now are going to show that

Theorem 2. G is Mackey complete if G is C*°-semiregular.

Remark 5.

1) The idea of the proof of Theorem [2is to construct some ¢ € C*°([0,1],g) whose integral § ¢
is the limit of a (subsequence of a) given Mackey-Cauchy sequence {gn}nen S G. Roughly
speaking, we will use the substitution formula E] in order to glue together smooth curves whose
integrals equal g, - gn_1 via suitable bump functions. Here, we will use that, passing to a
subsequence if necessary, we can achieve that (po=)(g, ' - gn_1) decreases suitably fast; namely,
(up to a factor ¢y) in the same way for all seminorms — This ensures that the so-constructed ¢
is defined and smooth at 1 (where all of its derivatives must necessarily be zero).

2) An analogous result cannot hold for the C°-semireqular case; i.e., we cannot have that C°-
semireqularity implies sequentially completeness. This can be seen immediately by considering
the special situation where G equals a Hausdorff locally convex vector space (E,+) as then
integrability of all continuous curves — which is integral completeness in the sense of [3] — is
equivalent to the “metric convex compactness property” [15] that, in general, is strictly weaker
than sequentially completeness [1]|], cf. proof of Theorem C.(d) in [3].

Indeed, the strategy, sketched in[1) for the C>®-semiregular case does not work out in the C°-
semiregular situation; i.e., given a Cauchy sequence {gntnen C G, we cannot apply the same
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procedure to construct some ¢ € C°([0,1],9) whose integral is the limit of (a subsequence of)
{gn}nen. The problem is that by passing to a subsequence, we can only assure that limy_1(.p o
®)(t) = 0 holds for finitely many seminorms p € B, but not for all of them. i

Now, before we can prove Theorem [2, we first need some preparation:
e For vy: [r,r'] >t — |t —r| Y with [r,7/] - Y CV, we have
¢:=06"(270q) =w(r,Y) =w[0](1,Y) € DY,
e For o: [r,7'] = [r,r] smooth, p € N, and p = 9, we define
Clp,p) = maxo<m n<p(sup{|p™ ()" | ¢ € [r,17]}) VpeN;
and obtain from @, Eﬂ that
(0 (600)® =324 1o ol mom) - (p0)" - wlal(v 0 .Y Y)
<(p+1)7° Clo,pl-wld(vooY,....Y)
holds, for a map hy: (0,...,p)> — {0,1} that is independent of g, p,Y .
e For v € P, we choose V < 1o € P with v < 1o as in (33]); and conclude that
w(Y), m(yoo)=w(e—r[-Y)<1 implies 0((p-(600)?) < (p+1)?-Clp,p]- w(Y)
for 0 < g < p, for each fixed p € N.

Let now p: [0,1] — [0,2] be as in Sect. 3] cf. (B3)); and suppose that we are given {Y, }nen C 7V,
as well as {t,, }nen C [0, 1] strictly increasing with ¢y = 0.

Then, for each n € N,
e we let d, := 1,11 — ty, and define
K [tnytns1] Dt 6,0 - |t —t,] €[0,1] as well as Yo' [tnstns1] Dt [t —ty| - Yo
e we let ¢, := 6" (271 0,), and define
Pn = PO Kp as well as On: [tnytny1] D=ty + fttn pn(s) ds € [tn, tni1].

e we define ¢: [0,1] — g by ¢(1) := 0, and @], = pn - (¢n 0 o) for each n € N.

tn+1} :

Then, the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 24l show that ¢|[O7tn] € @‘[’6’ to] holds, with

=201 Y1) ... 2740 - Yp) Vn>1. (64)

Moreover, for v < to € P as above, p € N, and n € N with to(Y,,) <1 (thus, w(jo, — tn| - Yn) < 1),
we have

0((pn - (60 00) @) < (P+1)* - Clpn,p] - 10(Ya) < (p+1)* - 6, 7" Clp,p] - w0(Ys)  (65)

forq=0,...,p.
We are ready for the
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Proof of Theorem [ Let {gn}tnen € G be a Mackey-Cauchy sequence; and U C G a symmetric
open neighbourhood of e with U -U C U. By Remark.., we can assume that {g, }neny C U holds;
and, by Remark [ l., it suffices to show that a subsequence of {gn}neN converges. Passing to a
subsequence if necessary, we thus can assume that A, ,—1 <27 n* holds for each n > 1. Then,

We define Xy :=0, as well as V 3 X, := E(g;l -gn,l) for each n > 1.

For each to € P, we fix some j, € N with

w(X,) < 627" V> . (66)

We define ty := 0, as well as t,, := > ;_; 2=k for n > 1; and obtain
1/(1 —h) < 22 Vh € [th,tni1], n €N, (67)

from1—h>1—t, 1 =1-Y 727k =300 27k >o-(n42),

We let Y, := 2"+1. X, for each n € N; and define 6,, Yy, ¢n, as well as ¢: [0,1] — g as described
above; i.e., we have d,, = |tp+1 — tn| = 2= +1) for each n € N.

The claim now follows once we have shown that ¢ is smooth, because then (64 provides us with
—1y\—1
(§o-9") ([
. —_ —_ —1\-1
lim,, (: Yon - Yy) ... B 1(50'}/0)'901)
— — -1
ENX,) ... B (X)) g )

Il
=
=
3

Il
=
=
3
)
3

Since ¢ is smooth on [0, 1), here we only have to verify that
limjg 1)5p1 7 - $®) (h) =0 VpeN
holds To show this, we fix p € N and v € B, choose tv as in ([G3]); and observe that
w(Y,) = 2" (X)) <27 <] V>,
holds, for some jj, > max(2,jy) suitably large. We conclude from (65]) that

'U((pn ) (¢n o Qn))(p)) < (p + 1)3 . 2(n+1)'(p+1)2 . C[p, p] G 2_n2+"+1
= (p+1)>-Clp,p] - e - 277 FOFD- (44D

holds for each n > jl,. Then, for h € [t,,t,+1] with n > ji,, we obtain from (67) that

1/(1=h) -0 (¢ (h)) <27 L0((pn - (dn © 00)) " (R))
< (p+1)° Clp,p| -t - 217 FOFD(@+1)*42)

— (p+1)*-Clp,p| - e - 21T (@D 42)]

holds; which clearly tends to zero for n — oo. O

"We then automatically have limg,1)5h—1 d)(”)(h) =0.
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6.2 Approximation

We now finally provide some approximation statements for curves that will be important for our
discussions of particular situations in the context of Theorem [Blin Sect. [71

In analogy to Sect. B0, we say that {¢y, }neny € CPO([r, 7], g) is a

e Cauchy sequence iff for each p € P and € > 0, there exists some p € N, such that

Woo(Pm — bn) < € Ym,n > p.

e Mackey-Cauchy sequence iff

Poo(Pm — On) < ¢ - A Vm,n>1, peP (68)
holds for certain {cp}pep € R0, {lp}pep € N, and R>p 2 {)\m,n}(mm)eNxN — 0.
We say that {¢, }nen — ¢ (converges) uniformly for ¢ € CO([r, '], g) iff
limy, 00 Poo(d — Pn) =0 holds for each p €L,
and obtain
Lemma 29. Let [r,7'] € 8 be fized.

1) For each ¢ € C%([r,r'],g), there exists a Cauchy sequence {dn}nen C DP>([r,7'],q) with
{bn}nen = ¢ uniformly.

2) For each ¢ € C'"([r,r'],q), there exists a Mackey-Cauchy sequence {é, }nen € DP>([r,7'], g)
with {¢n tnen — ¢ uniformly.

Proof. We let ¢ € C°([r,r'],g) be fixed; and, for the case that ¢ € C'"([r,r'],g) holds, we denote
the Lipschitz constants of ¢ by {Ly}pep € Rx>o.

e We choose A > 0 such small that [0, A]-d.Z(im[¢]) C V holds; and fix m > 1 with |’ —r|/m < A.
o We define v[t']: [0,A] 3¢ — t-dZ(¢(t')) for each ¢’ € [r,7’]; and let

O(t, ') = w(t - dE(B(t), deE(6(t))) = 0" (E o [t])(1) V(,t) €[0,A] x [r,r].

For each n > m, we construct ¢, € DP>°([r, '], g) as follows:

e We define A, := |r’ —r|/n; and let ¢, , :==7r+p- A, for p=0,...,n.

e We define ¢| P(-—tpn-1,tnn-1), as well as

tn,n—lytn,n] =
¢n|[tn,p,tn,p+1) =O( —tnp tnp) Vp=0,...,n—2.
By construction, we have

¢n(tn,p) = 2(0, tn,p) = ¢(tn,p) Vn>m, p=0,...,n. (69)

Let now v € B be fixed. We choose V < w as in ([B5) for p = 1 there; and let [, > m be such large
that Ay, - (¢) < 1 holds, i.e., we have woo (Y[tn pll[0,a,)) < 1 foreach n >, and p=0,...,n—1.

Then, for each n > [,
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e we obtain from (B3] and Lemma [@ that

0(Pn(t) = dultnp)) = 0(P(t — tnp tnp) — P(0,tnp))
< foH"’p (0o w[1])(V[tnpl(s), deZ(d(tnp)), deZ(@(tn,p))) ds

_ ) (70)

< w(deE(G(tnp)))” - [t — Loyl

< -mm(¢)2 ' ‘t - tn,p’
holds, for each
‘e {[tn’p,tn7p+1) for 0<p<n-2, (71)
[tn,nfla 7511,n] for p=n.
e we obtain from ([69) and (70) that

'U(¢(t) - ¢n(t)) < -U(¢(t) - ¢(tn,p)) + 'U(gb(tn,p) - ¢n(tn,p)) + -U(¢n(t) - ¢n(tn,p)) (72)

< 'D(gb(t) - ¢(tn,p)) + -moo(gb)2 : |t - tn,p|
holds, for t as in ([7]).

Clearly, (72)) implies that {¢,—m }nen is a Cauchy sequence with {¢,—m tneny — ¢ uniformly. More-
over, for the case that ¢ € C'"([r,r'],g) holds, we define ¢, := Ly, + 050 (¢)?, and obtain

@
U(¢(t) - ¢n(t)) < Ly - |t - 7511,p| + 'moo(Qb)Q ) |t - tn,p| = Co- |t - tn,p| V>l
for ¢ as in ([1)); so that (G]]) is clear from the triangle inequality. O

Obviously, we also have
Lemma 30. Let [r,r'] € R be fized. Then,

1) For each ¢ € C°([r,7'],g), there exists a Cauchy sequence {¢n}nen C CoP([r,7’],g) with
{dn}nen = ¢ uniformly.

2) For each ¢ € Clip([r, '], @), there exists a Mackey-Cauchy sequence {¢y}nen € CoP([r,7'], g)
with {¢n fnen — ¢ uniformly.

This Lemma will be relevant for our discussion of the situation where G admits an exponential
map, as then clearly CoP([r,r'],g) C DP>([r,7’],g) holds for each [r,r'] € &.

7 The Confined Condition

In this section, we clarify under which circumstance a locally p-convex Lie group is C*-semiregular
for k € NU{lip, 0o} (partially for £ = 0). We first provide the basic definitions; and then prove the
main result in Sect. [Tl In the last part of this section, we will discuss several particular situations.

A sequence {¢p}nen € DPO([r,7'],g) is said to be tame iff for each v € B, there exists some
v <t €°P with
Do Adu‘O én]1 < .o VneN. (73)

We say that ¢ € | |, ,1eq CO([r, "], 9) is
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e s-integrable iff there exists a tame Cauchy sequence {¢, }neny € DP°(dom[d], g) with {¢, }nen —
¢ uniformly.

The set of all such ¢ will be denoted by Gequ in the following.

e m-integrable iff there exists a tame Mackey-Cauchy sequence {¢,, }nen € DP%(dom[¢], g) with
{®n}neny — ¢ uniformly.
The set of all such ¢ will be denoted by 9Mact in the following.

Evidently,
Lemma 31. We have ® C Mact C Sequ.

Proof. The second inclusion is evident. For the first inclusion, we fix ¢ € Dy, ] for [r,r] € & and
define {¢y, }nen C DPO([r,7'],g) by ¢y := ¢ for each n € N. Since C := inv(im[[? ¢]) is compact,
the first inclusion is clear from (28]). O

Conversely, we have, cf. Sect. [I1]
Proposition 3. Suppose that G is locally p-convex. Then,

1) Gequ C D holds if G is sequentially complete.
2) Mact C D holds if G is Mackey complete.

We say that G is k-confined

e For k =0: iff C°([0,1],9) C Sequ holds.
e For k € N> U {lip, oo}: iff C*(]0,1],g) € 9Mact holds.

We conclude from Lemma [3T] and Proposition B] that:
Theorem 3. Suppose that G is locally p-convex. Then,

1) G is C%-semiregqular if G is sequentially complete and 0-confined.
2) G is C*-semiregular for k € N>y U {lip, 00} iff G is Mackey complete and k-confined.

Proof. If G is C*-semiregular for k € N>; U {oo}, then G is Mackey complete by Theorem [2 as
well as k-confined by Lemma [BIl Moreover,

e If G is sequentially complete and 0-confined, then C°([0,1],g) C Gequ C D holds by Proposition
so that G is C?-semiregular.

e If G is Mackey complete and k-confined for k& € N1 U {co}, then C¥([0,1],g) C 9Mack C D holds
by Proposition so that G is C*-semiregular.

This proves the theorem. ]
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7.1 Semiregularity

We now provide the

Proof of Proposition[3. We fix ¢ € Gequ/Mact, and choose a tame Cauchy/Mackey-Cauchy se-
quence {¢, }neny € DPY(dom[¢], g) that converges uniformly to ¢; i.e.,

e if ¢ € Gequ holds, then for each p € P and € > 0, there exists some p € N, such that

Poo(Pm — dn) <€ Vm,n > p.
e if ¢ € Mact holds, then we have

-pw(¢m_¢n) < CP')‘myn Vm,n = [P’ pe&p
for sequences {¢y}pep € R>0, {lp}pep € N, and R>g 2 {)\m7n}(m7n)eNxN — 0.
We let [r,r’] = dom[¢], define i, := [ ¢, for each n € N; and fix an open neighbourhood O C G
of e with O C u Since
B :=im[¢] U, cn im[¢n]

is bounded, decomposing [r,7'] if necessary, we can assume that im[u,] € O C U holds for each
n € N: This is just clear from Lemma [[1] and Lemma 24 We now will show in three steps that
p = lim,, p,, exists, is of class C!, and fulfills 57 (1) = ¢ with u(0) = e.

Existence of the Limit:

For p € B, we choose q € B as in Proposition [Z} and let ¢ < v € P be as in (73) for v = q there.
We choose p € N such large that |’ — r| - s0oo (I — ¢n) < 1 holds for each m,n > p, and obtain
from (73) that

f'q(AdUi om] =1 (Dn(5) — P (s))) ds < 1 — 7| - 0oe (P — @) < 1 Vm,n > p.

Then, [b)|in combination with Proposition [2] gives

(p 0 Z) (i (1) - (1)) = (P o E)( S Ad(ge 6, 1-1 (D0 — b))
< Jya(Ad(gs g, 1-1(n(s) = dm(s))) ds (74)
<" =1l e (Pn — dm)

for each m,n > p, and each t € [r,r']. Now,

e This implies that {x,(t)}nen is a Cauchy sequence for each t € [r, r']; thus, converges to some
u(t) € ONG C U with u(r) = e, provided that G is sequentially complete.

o If {¢n}nen is a Mackey-Cauchy sequence (i.e., we have ¢ € Mack), we replace [, by max(l,,p) as
well as ¢, by |’ —r|-max(cp, ¢) for each p € P. Then, {u, () Inen is a Mackey-Cauchy sequence
for each t € [r,r']; thus, converges to some u(t) € O NG C U with pu(r) = e, provided that G is
Mackey complete.

12Recall that topological groups are T3 spaces.
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The rest of the proof is the same for both situations, as we will only use the fact that {¢, }nen is
a Cauchy sequence in the following. We now first have to show that p: [r,7'] 3 t — u(t) € G is
continuous.

Continuity of the Limit:

We fix p € B, t € [r,r'], 1 > e >0, and define Js := [[r,r'] —¢] N (—0,0) for each § > 0. We now
have to show that for § > 0 suitably small, we have

p(E(u@) —E(u(t+71))) <e Vr1eds. (75)

We choose p <u € ‘P as in Lemma B for C = {u(t)} there; and obtain

p(E(u(t) — E(ut + 1)) < u(Eu0 1t) = Eup (u(t+ 7)) = Wo E) (u™'(t) - u(t + 7))

provided that (uoZ)(u(t) - u(t + 7)) <1 holds. Thus, in order to prove (75), it suffices to show
that there exist p € N and § > 0, such that

e> o E)(u (1) ult+7)) = WoE)((E™ o E)(u™ () - up(t))-
(27 0 2) (1 (1) - pplt + 7)) - (76)

holds for each 7 € Js.
For this, we let u < 0 € B be as in (B8); and will now show that there exist p € N, § > 0, such that

(002) (1 (1) - (1)), (002 (1 (1) - iplt + 7)), (00D (py "t +7) - pult+7)) < /3

holds for all 7 € Js: Then, (@) is clear from (58]).
Now,

e In order to estimate the second term,

o We choose 0 < n as in (36]), for m = o there.
o We choose n < q € P as in Proposition 2 for p = n there.
o We choose q <t € B as in ([[3) for v = q there; and fix

1>6:=¢/3 -max(l,sup{X € B|w(X)})~.
We then have to discuss the cases 7 > 0 and 7 < 0 separately.
> Let 7 € Js with 7 > 0. Then, for each p € N, we have
(1 (1) - pp(t + 7))
() - [5T0] (1))
IHT Ad,fl t)((ﬁp))
Ad 1) (65(5))) ds
< ft” 0 (y(s)) ds < ¢/3.

In the second step, we have used |d); and in the third step, we have applied to U= COan;l O

(00 ) (1 (1) - pplt + 7)) < <u 0

—_~
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> Let 7 € Js with 7 < 0. Then, for each p € N, we have

(00 Z) (b ' (8) - pp(t — |7]) =(ooEoinV)( o E=171) - pp(t))

<(nokZ) ( Lt — 7)) - pp(t ))
= (no =) (1, (t—I7])- Ut 1 Do) - 1p(t = |7))
=moE)( Sy Ad, -1y (0p))
< Ji ER Q(Ad pn L (t— 7)) (¢p( ))) ds
f (s))ds <e/3.

e In order to estimate the first-, and the third term, we let 0 < § € B be as in (B8) for u = 0 and
o = f there. We choose ¢: N — N strictly increasing with (use (74]))

Sonro(F o E) (K y * Hun)) < €/3 and Yonzo(F o E) (tyny * Hunan) < €/3;
and observe that
Pt o) = Ty (7 Hutne)) - (Byn gy~ Hune2)) = - - () - Fa0)
by 0 =l () - 1) = gy Hutne1) ~ (g1~ Fa(m)))

holds. It is thus clear from (G8]) that

(00 Z)(wt(t) - pp(t)) <e/3 and (00Z)(py () - pu(t)) <e/3

holds for each t € [r,r'], for p := ¢(0). From this, the claim is clear.

Uniform Convergence:

We define vy := Eo pu, as well as v, := Zo u, for each n € N; and now show that {7, },en converges
uniformly to 7. For this, we let p € P, and 1 > ¢ > 0 be fixed; and observe that C = im[u] is
compact, because p is continuous. By Lemma [§ there thus exists some p < u € B, such that (let

C=imlul, g = g(t) := p(t), ¢ = q(t) := p(t), ¢ = ¢ (t) := pm(t), h = e there)

(uOE)(:uil'Mm) <1 for meN = p(y = ym) < (uOE)(/‘il',um)-
We choose u < 0 as in (58)); and let ¢: N — N be strictly increasing with (use (74]))
(00 Z) (' - o)) <€/2 Vm >1(0) and > on0(0 0 E) (Hyn 1y - Humy) < €/2.

Then, (B8) shows

o) = o E) (- o) - () Hm)

= limy, (u 0 ) (1) 1)) * (Hyn1y * Hun2)) -~ (Ba1) - 1u0)
() * 1m))

(woZE)(u

<e

for each m > ¢(0), which proves the claim.
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We are ready to show

The solution property:
Let v be as in ([B0). Then, it is straightforward from the definitions that

Yo = [ v(Vn(s), Pn(s)) ds VneN (77)

holds, cf. Appendix [E.Tl Moreover, since v is continuous, since im[y] X im[¢] is compact, and since
{Vn}nen and {¢y, }nen converge uniformly to v and ¢, respectively, we additionally obtain

limy, [7 0(yn(s), ¢u(s)) ds = [T v(y(s), d(s)) ds € E.
Together with ({7), this shows
3 = Ty = limy [ 0(0(5), 6a(5)) ds = [ 0(3(5), 6(5)) ds
i.e., that 7 is of class C! with 4 = v(v, ¢) € E. We obtain
0" (p) = d R,

which proves the claim. O

7.2 Particular Cases

In this subsection, we discuss several situations in which G is automatically k-confined for each
k € NU {lip, co}. We start with

7.2.1 Reliable Lie Groups

We say that G is reliable iff for each v € B3, there exists a symmetric neighbourhood V C G of e
as well as a sequence {mn}nGNzl C B with

woAdgy o...0Ad,, <., Vgi,....,gn €V, n>1 (78)

For instance, G is reliable:

A) If G is abelian.
B) If for each v € B, there exist v € P, C' > 0, and V open with e € V, such that

WwoAdgy o...0Ad,, <C"-.10 Vagi,....gn €V, n>1.

In particular, this is the case for the unit group A* of a continuous inverse algebra A in the
sense of [5], just by (B9).

C) If for each v € P, there exist v < w € P, C > 0, and V open with e € V, such that
woAd, <C .o VgeV.

In particular, this is the case if (g, [-,-]) is submultiplicative, cf. Proposition [6} so that Banach
Lie groups are reliable (of course, this can also be directly seen from (27])).
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Then,

Lemma 32. Suppose that G is locally p-convex and reliable, let B C g be bounded, and [r,r'] € &
be fixed. Then, for each v € B, there exists some v < 1w € P, such that

MoNel Adu‘: ¢! <.to

holds for each ¢ € DPY([r,r'],g) with im[¢] C B.

Proof. We choose {mn}neN21 C B and V as in (78)); and can assume that v < w; <oy < ... holds,
just by replacing to,, — to; + ... 4 1, for each n > 1 if necessary. Then,

e By Proposition 2 there exists some q € 9, such that {71 € V holds for each 1y € DPO([¢, ('], g),
[€,0] € R, with [q(y(s)) ds < 1.
e We define X := sup{q(X) | X € B}; and choose n > 1 such large that A - |’ — r|/n < 1 holds.

e We define t), :=r+p-|r' —r|/nfor p=0,...,n; and obtain [ﬁp QS]_l € V for each t € [tp, t,11],
forp=0,...,n—1.

We define tv := tv,,, and obtain

d
Do AdUi 81 .n o Ad _, =.0Ad .0 AdLﬁp -1 <oy <o

P | ) i g]=1 ©
for each t € [tp,tpt1], for p=0,...,n—1. O

We obtain

Lemma 33. Suppose that G is locally p-conver and reliable. Then, G is k-confined for each

k € NU {lip, co}.

Proof. This is just clear from Lemma [29] and Lemma O
We thus have

Proposition 4. Suppose that G is locally p-convexr and reliable. Then,

1) G is C%-semiregqular if G is sequentially complete.

2) G is C'"-semiregular iff G is Mackey complete iff G is C>-semiregular.

Proof. By Lemma B3] G is k-confined for each k € N U {lip, co}. Thus,

e If G is sequentially complete, then G is C°-semiregular by Theorem

e If G is Mackey complete, then G is CP-semiregular by Theorem

The converse direction in [2)|is clear from Theorem O

For instance,

Corollary 5. Suppose that G is abelian and locally p-convex. Then,

1) G is C%-semiregular if G is sequentially complete.

2) G is C"-semiregular iff G is Mackey complete iff G is C™-semireqular.
In particular, we recover the well known fact tha

Corollary 6. E is Mackey complete iff the Riemann integral [ ¢(s)ds € E ewists for each ¢ €
C>([0,1], E) iff the Riemann integral [ ¢(s)ds € E exists for each ¢ € Uprren Ce([r,7'], E).

13Clearly, Corollary proves the obvious fact that each ¢ € ||, ./cq C°([r,7'], E) is Riemann integrable if F is
sequentially complete.
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7.2.2 Constricted Lie Groups

We say that G is constricted iff for each bounded subset B C g, and each v € 3, there exist
C >0 and v < 1o € P, such that

poad Xjo...0ad X,, <C" .o VXy,...,.X,€B, n>1 (79)
holds, withad X: g 3 Y ~ [X,Y] € g for each X € g. We define ad X° := id, as well as inductively
(ad X)" := ad X o (ad X)*! Vn>1.

Clearly, G is constricted:

e If (g,[,]) is asymptotic estimate in the sense of [1].

e If [-, ] is submultiplicative; i.e., iff for each v € B, there exists some v < to € P, such that
S ([X,Y]) <ao(X) -ao(Y) VX, Y €g. (80)
e If [,-] is nilpotent in the sense that there exists some n > 2, such that

ad Xjo...ocad X,, =0 VXi,....X, €g.

We will now show step by step that

Proposition 5. Suppose that G is constricted, and admits an exponential map; and that g is
sequentially complete. Then, G is k-confined for each k € N U {lip, co}.

Let us first recall that

Lemma 34. Suppose that Y ,° ("™ - a, € § converges for some 7 € Ry, and {an}nen € 9. Then,
a: I =g, te >0 t" ay is of class C1 (smooth) for each open interval I C [—r,r], with

=32 n-t"1.a, as well as fg a(s)ds =37, % “an-

Proof. This just follows as in the case where g =g = C holds. O
We obtain

Lemma 35. Suppose that G is constricted, and that g is sequentially complete. Then,

axy: Rote 30 Lo (ad X)"(Y) € g VX,Yeg

is of class C'' with axy = [X,ax,y]; thus, smooth by Corollary [

Proof. It is straightforward from the definitions that {}_,_, ’;C—k, - (ad X)¥(Y)}nen C g is a Cauchy
sequence for each t € R, and X,Y € g; thus, converges to some a[x,y] (t) € g. By Lemma [34]
axy: R — g Cygis of class C'! with axy = [X,ax,y]; which implies im[dxy] C g. O

Let now [r,7'] € & be fixed; and recall that [12]

Lemma 36 (Omori). Let ¢ € Dy, Y €9, and a € CY([r,r"],9) be fived. Then, we have

a=Ad,Y) for p={"¢ — &= [¢p,a]  holds with «a(r) =Y.
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Proof. The proof is elementary, and can be found in Appendix [E.2 O
We conclude that

Corollary 7. Suppose that G is constricted, and admits an exponential map; and that g is sequen-
tially complete. Then, we have Adexp(—¢.x)(Y) = a_xy(t) for allt >0, and X,Y € g.

Proof. By [T), we have a(t) := Adeyp—t.x)(Y) = Adﬁ) o Y)ile, d=[p_x,a] =[—X,a] by
Lemma The claim is thus clear from Lemma and Lemma O

For the rest of this section, we let ezp denote the exponential function on R.
We obtain

Lemma 37. Suppose that G is constricted, and admits an exponential map; and that g is sequen-
tially complete. Then, for each p € B, and each bounded subset B C g, there exists some q € L,
such that Jp o Ad[ge 41 < +q holds for each ¢ € CoP([r,r'], g) with im[¢] C B.

Proof. We let 1o be as in ([[9), for v = p there; and choose r =ty < ... < t,, = r’ as well as
Xoy-- oy Xp-1 € 9, with @[, ¢ ) = Xp for all p=0,...,n — 1. Then, for 0 < p < n -1 and
t € (tp,tp+1], we have

Adjg -1 = Adexp(—jt1—to]-Xo) © - - © Adexp(—lty—ty-1]:Xp-1) © Adexp(—|t—t,]-X,)
so that Corollary [M together with (79) shows
(po Adm¢]_1)(Y) <ep(t—r| - C) a0(Y) VY €g, tenr]
The claim thus holds for q := exp(|r’ —r| - C) - 0. O

We are ready for the

Proof of Proposition [d. The claim is clear from Lemma B0 and Lemma B71 O

7.2.3 Submultiplicative Lie Algebras

We finally want to discuss the situation where (g, [-, -]) is submultiplicative. Clearly, G is constricted
in this case; but, as we are going to show now, there exists a sharper version of Proposition
neither presuming the existence of the exponential map nor sequentially completeness of g. More
specifically, we will show that

Proposition 6. If (g,[,]) is submultiplicative, then G is k-confined for each k € N U {lip, co}.
Moreover, G is reliable as it fulfills the condition introduced in .

For this, let [r,r'] € & be fixed; and recall that

Lemma 38 (Grénwall). Let v, B: [r,r'] — Rxq be of class C*, and C > 0. Then,
a<C+ [Pa-B)(s)ds = a<C-eap( [’ B(s)ds).

We obtain that
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Lemma 39. Suppose that (g, [-,-]) is submultiplicative, and let v < w € P be as in BA). Then,
for each ¢ € C°([r,7'],9), Y € g, and a € C([r,7’], ) with & = [¢,a] and a(r) =Y, we have

() < o(Y) - exp( [T o(o(s)) ds).
Proof. We conclude from Lemma [0l that
do(a) <ao(Y) + [Tav(a(s)) ds < ao(Y) + [7aw(a(s)) - o(d(s)) ds
holds; so that the claim is clear from Lemma [38 ]
Corollary 8. Suppose that (g, [-,]) is submultiplicative, and let v < w € B be as in (&Q). Then,
2(Adge 4(¥V)) < exp(J7 (6(5)) ds) ()
holds for each Y € g and ¢ € Dy, ;5 thus,
0 (Adjge g2 (V) < eap(|r’ — 7] - s0oo(9)) - w0 (Y) VY €9, ¢ €Dy

Proof. The first statement is clear from Lemma [36] and Lemma Then, the second statement is
immediate from Example [l O

We are ready for the

Proof of Proposition [@. The first statement is clear from Corollary Bland Lemma29 For the second
statement, we let v < to € P be as in (80), choose w < 0 € P as in Lemma for m = v there;
and define V := E*I(Bml). We furthermore define

Ve [0,1] D2t —t-z eV as well as br =0" (2 on,) for each xeV.
Then, Lemma 25l shows that s (¢2) < 000(%2) < 1 holds for each = € V; so that Corollary [§ gives
.m(AdE_l(x) (Y)) = .m(Ad(E_lo%)(l) (Y)) = .0 (Adf}) ba (Y)) < e;p(l) . .m(Y),

for each Y € g; which shows the claim. O

8 Differentiation Under the Integral

In this section, we clarify under which circumstances evolﬁ w1 for ke NU {lip, 0} and [r,7'] € R is
differentiable w.r.t. the (standard) the C*-topology. In particular, we will show tha

Theorem 4.

1) If G is 0-continuous and C°-semiregular, then evol?r p] 18 smooth for each [r,r'] € K iff g is

integral complete iff evol([)0 1 48 differentiable at zero.

2) If G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular for k € N>; U {oo}, then evolﬁ, ] is smooth for each
[r,r] € R iff g is Mackey complete iff evolf“m] is differentiable at zero.

14 A C'-version will also be proven for the Lipschitz case, cf. Corollary I3
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Here, for k =0 in the first-, and k € N> U {oo} in the second case, we have

(d¢ evolﬁr,])(l/}) = deLj’¢>( fAdUi ¢]71(1/J(8)) ds) Vo, e Ck([r, TI]7Q), [7“, 7"/] € R
Proof. Confer Sect. B4l O

We recall [3] that a g is said to be integral complete iff [ ¢(s) ds € g exists for each ¢ €
C°([0,1], g) X3 Theorem @ will be a consequence of the more general Theorem [B, being concerned
with differentiation of parameter dependent integrals. The key point of the whole discussion is that
if G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular for k¥ € N U {lip, 0o}, then the directional derivative of
evolfm/] at zero along some ¢ € C*([r,r'],g) always exists; namely, in the completion of g of g — as
explicitly given by

o Shed = [¢(s)ds €3, (81)

We thus have to clarify this elementary issues first.

8.1 Differentiation at Zero

We fix [r,7/] € & in the following; and let g and E denote the completions of g and E, respectively.
By Lemma [ then d,Z: g — E extends uniquely to a continuous isomorphism d.Z: g — E. In
order to prove (8I)), we now first need to show that ¢ € C*([r,7'],g), and s < k € NI {oo} given,
there exists a sequence {¢, }nen € C([r,7'],g) with

limy, 00 PS5 (0 — @) =0 as well as fr' on(s)ds € g VYnéeN.

Such a sequence can be obtained, e.g., by approximating ¢® by polygonal curves, smoothening
them by convolution, and then integrating them s-times. Basically, then (8Tl follows from the
triangle inequality and Proposition [l

Polygons and Convolution:
We let F denote the set of all finite dimensional linear subspaces F' C g of g; and define
CH(D,F) := | |pep C*(D, F) VD €T, ke NU{cx}.

Moreover, for each n > 1, we fix p,: (—1/n,1/n) — R>¢ smooth and compactly supported with
[ pn(s) ds = 1. Then, for x € C°(I,F) with [r,7'] C I (I C R an open interval) given, we choose
m > 1 such large that [r,7'] + (—1/m,1/m) C I holds; and define (convolution)

C([r, 7", F) > x * pp: [ryr'] 2t flfll/: pn(t —s) - x(s)ds Vn > m.

Clearly, {X * pn}n>m — X[ converges uniformly (w.r.t. the seminorms {.peo }pep) with

(X*pn)(p):x*p(p) VpeN, n>m.

n

Let now Poly([r,7'],g) € C°([r,7’], F) denote the set of all maps x: [r,r'] — g, such that there exist
r=tg<...<t,=r"and Xy,...,X,_1 € g with

Xty +7)=x(tp) +7- X, Vp=0,...,n—1, 7 <tpy1 —tp.

Clearly, for each v € C°([r,7'], g), there exists a sequence {x, tnen € Poly([r, '], §) with {x» }nen —
1 uniformly; and, combining this with the statements made above, we easily obtain that

'®Clearly, this is equivalent to require that [ ¢(s)ds € g exists for each ¢ € C°([r,7'], g), for each [r,7’] € &.
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Lemma 40. For each ¢ € CO([T, r'],9), there exists a sequence {in}nen S C™([r,r'],F) with
{¥ntneny = ¢ uniformly.

Iterated Integration:
We define &[p]: g? x C°([r,7’],8) — CP([r,7'],§) for p > 1, inductively by

&[1]: g x CO([r,7'].8) = C([rr'1.3), (X, 0) = X + [T ¢(s) ds
as well as

Spl(X1, ..., Xp, ¢) := S[1](X, Slp = 1](Xp-1,..., X1,0))
for all X1,...,X, and ¢ € C%([r,7'],q), for p > 2. Evidently,
e for all ¢ € CO([r,7'],F) and X1,...,X, € g, we have &[p|(X1,..., Xp, ¢) € CP([r,r'],F).
e for all ¢,9 € C°([r,7'],3) and X1,...,X, € g, we have
S[pl(X1,..., Xp, 8) — S[p)(X1,..., Xp,¥) = &[p(0,...,0,¢ — ¥).

for all ¢ € CP([r,'],§), we have ¢ = 6[p](¢(p_1)(r), O (), gb(p)).
for all ¢ € CO([r,7'],9), p > 1, and X1, ..., X,, we have &[p](X1,... ,Xp,gb)(p) = ¢ as well as

Slpl(X1,..., Xp, ) =6p—s)(X1,..., Xp s, 0) Vi<s<p-—1.

for all ¢ € CO([r,7'],8), p > 1, and q € *B, we have (apply Lemma [f successively)

Ao (S[p)(0,...,0,0)) < |r' — 7P - T (¢).
The previous (and the first) point thus shows that for 0 <u < s € N, we have
45 (S[](0, ., 0,0) <max(L [’ = v} w4ee(9)  Va€P, ¢ €C(rr]F).

Specific Estimates:
Let s < k € NU {lip, 00}, m € B, and ¢ € C*([r,7'], g) be given.
e We choose {1, }nen € C®([r, 7], F) with {t }nen — ¢ uniformly (Lemma B0); and define

On = G[S]((ﬁ(sfl)(r), A (r),wn) € C™([r,r'],F) VneN.
e We conclude from the third-, second-, and the last point in the previous part that

(6 — dn) = a5 (S[s](6CV(r), ..., 60 (1), 6®) = S[s) (6“1 (1), ..., 0O (1), 4bn))
= 3% (S[5)(0,..,0,6%) —4,)) (82)
< max(1,|r" —7])* qeo (gb(s) — Q,Z)n)
holds for each q € B; thus,

o (D) < @50 (0) +max(L, [ — 7])° - vqoo (0 — 1) Vn eN. (83)
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e For each h € R and n € N, we define
Yo = h - deZ([° n(s) ds) = h - deZ 0 S[s + 1] (¢CV(r),..., 80 (r),0,¢,) € C=([r,1'], B);
and obtain from (83]) that
w03, (Yhn) = [h] - w003 ([T én(s) ds)

< Rl = 7] - 3 (¢n) (84)
<A | =] (03 (9) + max(L, 17— r])* - oo (6% — o))

holds for each to € .
e Since B := im[¢®)] U Unen im([t,] is bounded, there exists some § > 0, such that

Hhn = E_l S Yh,n and gbh,n =0" (ﬂh,n) = W('Yh,na ﬁ/h,n) =h- W(’Vh,n, deE(gbn))

are defined, for each |h| < § and n € N.
e Then, for m € B fixed, Lemma applied to Q = w(-,deE(})), ¥ = VYn, ¥ = ¢, p = m,

provides us with certain seminorms ¢, € 3, such that

mio(ryh,n) <1 - 'msoo(¢h,n) = |h| ' msoo(Q('Yh,men)) < |h| : 'qsoo(¢n)

Thus, shrinking § if necessary, by (83]) and boundedness of B, we can achieve that
mio(he¢) <1, aio(@nn) <1, mio(h-6—onn) < 1 V[B[ <5 neN.  (85)

We now have everything we need to prove

Proposition 7. Suppose that G is k-continuous for k € NU {lip, co}; and that (—6,0) - ¢ C 33
holds for some ¢ € C*([r,7'],g) and § > 0. Then, we have

o Sh-o=[o(s)ds €.
Proof. We fix p € B, and have to show that9
Ag(h) = 2 BEFh-6) = h-E([ 6(s) ds)

tends to zero if h tends to zero. For this, we choose p < m and s < k as in Proposition [T} and

let {¢h,n}nEN g COO([T,’ 71/]79)7 {Vh,n}nEN g COO([V"7 74/]79)7 {Mh,n}nEN g COO([n T/],G), 0 > 0 be as
above. Then, Proposition [[] and (85) (fourth step) show that for |h| < §, we have

[r,r’]

Ag(h) < g P(E(Sh-¢) = h-deE(f ¢nls) ds))  + P(dE([ ¢(5) ds) — deE([ ¢u(s) ds))
< pES R 0) = ) + [(podeE)(d(s) — ¢uls)) ds
=1 P(EW - 0) = E(unna()) + [ p(e(s) — dn(s)) d
< S (b d(s) = dun(s)) ds + [ p((s) = dn(s)) ds
= [ m(d(s) —wmn(s), deE(dn(s)) ds +  [p((s) — dn(s)) ds

SFor |h| < & suitably small, this is defined by Lemma 20l
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Let now ¢ > 0 be fixed. By (82), there exists some n. € N, such that the second summand is
bounded by €/3 for each n > n.. Moreover, since ¢ = w(0,d.Z(¢)) holds, we can estimate the first
summand by

Jm(é(s) = w(ynn(s) deZ(dn(9)))) ds = [ m(w(0,deZ(¢(5)))) — w(nn(s), deE(Pn(s)))) ds
< [ am(w(0,deE(d(s))) — w(ynn(s), deZ(6(s)))) ds  (86)

+ f (w Vo (8), deZ(9(s) — ¢n(5)))) ds
Then,

e Since im[¢] is compact, we can achieve that the second line in (86]) is bounded by /3 for each
n € N, just by shrinking § if necessary.

e In order to estimate the third line in (86), we choose m < tv as in ([B2]) for v = m there. Then,
by (84)), we can achieve that woo(Vnrn) < 105 (Y4,n) < 1 holds for each |h| < 6, for § > 0 suitably
small; and obtain

62
Moo (W(Vhns AeZ(D — Pn))) < 0oo( — By) vV |h| < 6.

It is then clear from (82]) that for n. > n. suitably large, the third line in (86) is bonded by £/3
for each n > n. and |h| < §.

We thus have Ay(h) < e for each |h| < §; and conclude that limp_,0 Ay(h) = 0 holds. O
We immediately obtain
Corollary 9.

1) Suppose that G is 0-continuous and C°-semiregular. Then, evol?m] is differentiable at zero iff
g is integral complete.

2) Suppose that G is k-continuous and C*°-semiregular for k € NU{lip, co}. Then, evol¥ [0,1] ‘COO (0.11,0)

is differentiable at zero iff g is Mackey complete.
Proof. This is clear from Proposition [7 and Corollary [l O

8.2 Integrals with Parameters
Given an open interval J C R as well as € J, in the following, we denote
Jz]:={h €Ry|x+heJ}

We now will discuss the differentiation of parameter-dependent integrals. For this, we let [r,7'] € 8
be fixed; and observe that

Corollary 10. Let G be C*-semiregular for k € NU {lip,o0}. Then, for ¢,v,x € C*([r,7'],g), we
have

J@+v+x)=a-B-~ for a:=[¢, B:=[ Ady-1(¢), 7:=JAd@p-1(0)-
Proof. Applying [b)| twice, we obtain

Bheamt [fo+y+x] =671 [T Ad1 (¥ +x) = I Ada.p)-1 (X),
because Ady-1 (¢ + X), Adge.g)-1(x) € C*([r,7'], ) holds by Lemma [[3l O
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Moreover, let § > 0, and suppose that u,v: [0,6] — G are maps with
limy, o pu(h) = p(0) = e and limy, 03 (Eop)(h) =X €E
limp_,ov(h) =v(0) =e and lim, 03 - (Eov)(h) =Y € E.
Then, we obtain from Lemma [7 that, cf. Appendix [E.1]
limp,_yo 3 - E(u(h) -v(h) =X+Y €E (87)
holds; and are ready for

Theorem 5. Suppose that G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular for some k € NU {lip, 0o}; and
let ®: 1 x [r,7'] =g (I CR open) be fived with ®(z,-) € C*([r,r'],a) for each z € I. Then,

i lnmo (@@ ) T @z + b)) = [ Adps e, )1 (0:(x,5) ds €7
holds for x € I, provided that
a) We have (8,®)(z,-) € C*([r,r"], g) [
b) For eachyp € P ands = k, there exists Ly s > 0, as well as I s C I open with x € I, such that
L/|h| - i (P(x + Ry ) — D(x,-)) < Ly V he lglx].
Proof. For = + h € I, we have
O(x+ h,t) = ®(x,t) + h-0,P(x,t) + h-e(x + h,t) vterr],
for some e: I x [r,7'] — g with
i) limpoe(x + h,t) =e(x,t) =0 Vierr],
ii) S (e(@+h,-)) < Lps+p5.((0:P)(z,-) =: Cps <00  Vhelz] forall peP, s=<k.
Then, |a) together with Corollary [0 shows that | ®(z + h,-) = a(1) - 5(h,1) - y(h, 1) holds, with
oft) := f, @(x,)
B(h,t) == JLh-Ady1(9,®(x, "))
Y(h,t) == §L b Ad (g gn)-1 (E(x + b, -))
for each ¢ € [r,r']; thus,
%‘h:o Z(f @@, )] S @z +h,)]) = dd_h‘hzo E(B(h,1) - v(h,1))

provided that the right side exists. Now, since Ad,-1(9.®(z,-)) is of class C* by Lemma [[3]
Proposition [ shows that

S o B(h, 1) = [ Adg-1(5)(0:® (2, ) ds = [ Adgs g(y,-1(0:D(x,5)) ds
holds; so that the claim follows from (87]) once we have verified that
limno 110 - (o D)(3(h, 1) =0 Vpe . (88)
To show this, we fix p € B, and let

"More specifically, this means that for each ¢ € [r,7'] the map I > z +— ®(z,t) is differentiable at z = x with
derivative (8,®)(x,t), such that (9,®)(x,-) € C*([r,7'],g) holds. In particular, the latter condition ensures that
P2 ((0:9)(z, ) < oo holds For each p € P and s <X k, cf.
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e p<qeP,u=kbeasin Lemma20 for s =u (and p = k) there; i.e.,
aL@ <1 for pedE, = (poD)(f16) < [Taléls)ds.  (39)

e q<méeP, s =<kbeasin Lemma 2] for p = q there; i.e., we have

AP (Adg-1(, (1)) < mP(1)) Ve CH(r,r'],9), 0<p<nu, (90)

provided that .m$_(h - Ad,-1(0,®(x,-)) < 1 holds.
e m <n € P be asin Lemma[l4 for p =m, g =n, s = o0 := max(s,u), and ¢ = ®(x,-) there; i.e.,
we have
m®(h - Ady-1(0,P(z,-))
mP(Adg-1(e(z + h, )

k] - 0*(0:2(z,)) (91)
1P(e(z + h, ). (92)
for each 0 <p <o and h € I[x].

We choose § > 0 such small that (—6,0) U (0,0) C I,[z] holds, with || - .l (0,®(z,-)) < 1 for
each 0 < |h| < 4. Then, @I), @0), (@2), and [ii)] show that
AP (B Ad(q.5n,)-1(e(@ + h,-))) = |h| - «qP (Adg-1(,,.y 0 Adg-1(e(z + h,-)))
< [h[ - mP(Adg-1(e(x + b, -)))

< |h|-P(e(x + h,-)) (93)
< |h| - mS (e(z + h,-))
S ‘h’ . Cn,o

holds for each 0 < |h| < 4, and each 0 < p < u. Thus, shrinking ¢ if necessary, we obtain from
([®9), as well as ([@3) for p = u there, that

1[R[~ (p o E)(v(h, 1)) < [ «a(Ad(a(s)-p(h,s))-1 (£(x + s, 5))) ds VO <|hl <6
holds. Then, ([@3]), for p = 0 there, gives
V- (50D (n(h, 1) < [ e+ hs) s VO< b <5

Since the integrand is measurable, and bounded by [ii)} and since limj_,o n(e(x+h,-)) = 0 converges
pointwise by E], the dominated convergence theorem shows (g8]). O

Remark 6. In the situation of Theorem [d, we obtain from Lemma[7 ( and@[) that

$ilheo S @@ + R, ) = ALy o) ([ Adjp g, -1(0: (2, 5)) ds) € g (94)
holds, provided that

e g is integral complete.

e g is Mackey complete with 0,®(x,-) € CHP([r,7'], g).

Here, the first criterion is obvious, and the second one is clear from Lemma [13. i
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8.3 Duhamel’s Formula

Suppose that G is oco-continuous and C°°-semiregular, and that g is Mackey complete. We fix
X: I — g of class C!, and define

O: 1 x[0,1] — g, (z,t) — X(2).

Then, @ fulfills the presumptions of Theorem [ for [r,r'] = [0, 1] there, namely, for each x € I; so
that we have

Corollary 11. Suppose that G is co-continuous and C°-semireqular, and that g is Mackey com-
plete. Then, for each X: I — g of class C', we have

9. exp(X(x)) = deLexp(e)) ( Ji Adexp(_sx(ay) (0:X(2)) ds) Vael
Proof. Clear. U

We want to provide a further version of this statement:
Referring to Lemma B3], we say that G is quasi constricted iff

axy:R3t= Y32 U (ad X)(Y) € g VX, Y €g

nOn'

is defined and of class C* with dxy = [X, a]; thus, of class C* by Corollary 2l Then,
by Lemma B4 we have

idg—exp(—ad X(z 1 _
R () = fy acxy (8) ds = Y02 gy (ad —X(@))"(Y) €T VY eg (95)
and, in analogy to Corollary [7, we obtain

Corollary 12. Suppose that G is quasi constricted, and admits an exponential map. Then,

Adexp(—t-X)(Y) = a,X7y(t) VteR, X,Y €g.
Proof. The proof is the same as for Corollary [7, whereby the statement in Lemma [35] now holds by
definition. 0
We obtain

Proposition 8 (Duhamel’s formula). Suppose that G is co-continuous, C'*°-semiregular, and
quasi constricted; and that g is Mackey complete. Then, for each X: I — g of class C', we have

idg—ex ad X(z
0. exp(%(w)) = deLexp(%(x)) <%()%())(a %( ))) Veel.

Proof. By Corollary [[1] we have

9 exp(X(x)) = deLexp(x(a)) ( | Adexp(—s-x(2)) (0:X(x)) ds) Voel.

We obtain from Corollary 12 and Lemma B4 that

J Adexp(—s.x(2)) (0:-X(x)) ds = [ 302 n, (ad =X (2))™(0.X(x)) ds
= >0l oy - ad (—X(2))"(9:X(2))

holds for each = € I; which is necessarily in g. O
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8.4 Smoothness of the Integral

We now are going to prove Theorem [l For this, we first observe that

Lemma 41. Let I': G x g — g be continuous, and k € N U {lip, 00} be fized. Suppose furthermore
that G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular. Then,

T: C(rr'),0) x CF([rl0) =8, (@.0) = [T(§76,4(s)) ds
is continuous for each [r,r'] € K.
Proof. This follows by standard arguments from Lemma 23] cf. Appendix [.2l O

Let now k € N U {lip,00} be fixed; and suppose that G is k-continuous and C*-semiregular, i.e,
locally p-convex and C'"P-semiregular for k = lip. Suppose furthermore that

e g is integral complete if k£ = 0 holds.
e g is Mackey complete if k£ € N>; U {lip, oo} holds.
Clearly,

D6, (L) x ] g () o 6() + h- (1)
fulfills the presumptions of Theorem [l for each ¢, € C¥([r,r'],g); i.e., we have, cf. Remark
(d¢ev01§,,r,])(¢) = deLf¢(fAdei o1 (1(s)) ds) Vo, € Ck([r,],g), [rr'] € R (96)
This can be written as, cf. (3]
d¢evolﬁ,,r,} (W) = d(§¢7e)m(0, T(¢, V) for I' = Ad(inv(-), -);
so that evolf“rvr,] is of class C! by Lemma Il We thus have

Corollary 13. Let G be k-continuous and C*-semiregular for k € N U {lip,c0}. Suppose further-
more that g is

e integral complete for k = 0.

e Mackey complete for k € N>j U {lip, o0o}.

Then, evolfw,] is of class C1 with

dgevolf (1) = deLiy ([ Adjps g1 (4(s)) ds) Y ¢, € C*([r,7'], )
for each [r,r'] € &.
Proof. Clear. U
We are ready for the
Proof of Theorem[4} By Corollary [d, it remains to show that evolfm/] is smooth for each [r,r'] € &

e if g is integral complete for k = 0.

e if g is Mackey complete for k € N> U {oo}.
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Now, since Corollary [[3] shows that evolf“0 ) s of class C!, Theorem E in [3] shows that jﬁ] ) s
smooth. Then, for [r,r'] € R fixed, we define

0:[0,1] — [r, 7], t=r+t-|r =7
and recall that (cf. proof of Lemma [I5]) evolﬁ,’r,] = evolﬁ)ﬂ o n holds, for the k-continuous, linear
map
n: C*([r,r'],0) = C([0,1).9), ¢ o-(po0) ="~ (do0).
Since 7 is smooth by @, the claim follows. O

Remark 7. It is to be expected that Theorem [J)|2) also holds for k = lip; i.e., that we have:

2°) If G is lip-continuous and C"P-semiregular, then evoll[irprq is smooth for each [r,r'] € R iff g is

lip

(0.1] is differentiable at zero.

Mackey complete iff evol

Indeed, by Corollary [3, it only remains to show that evoll[;pr,] smooth; whereby (due to the explicit

formula @0l ) Corollary [13 already shows that evoll[if’r,] is of clatlss C'. Using similar arguments
as in Lemma [{d], it should follow inductively from (Q6) that evollP s of class C*°. The details,

[r7r
however, seem to be quite elaborate and technical; so that we leave this issue to a another paper.
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APPENDIX

A Appendix to Sect.
Al

Proof of Lemmaldl. Since ® is continuous with ®(x,0,...,0) = 0, there exist q; € Q1,...,q, € Qy
as well as V C X open with x € V, such that

(po®)(y,Y1,...,Y,) <1 VyeV (97)
holds for all Y7 € qu,l, LY, € Eqn,l. Let now X7 € F1,..., X, € F, be fixed; and define

Y, = { X for  qr(Xi) =0,
1/qp(Xy) - Xp, for  qe(Xy) >0,
for k=1,...,n. Then,
o if q1(X1),...,qn(X,) > 0 holds, we obtain

@D
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e if qi(X) = 0 holds for some 1 < k < n, we have qx(n - Yy) = 0 for each n > 1; thus,

@D
(po®)(y,Y1,...,Y,) < 1/n Vn>1 = (po®)(y,Y1,...,Y,) =0
== (po®)(y, Xy,...,Xpn) =
for each y € V.
From this, the claim is clear. O
A.2

Proof of Corollary [l Since K is compact, by Lemmal[ll there exist seminorms q[p]y € Q1,...,q[p], €
Qpforp=1,...,m,aswell as V1,...,V,, € X open with KC V; U... UV, =: O, such that

(po®@)(y, X1,..., Xn) < apli(Xa) ... - qlpln(Xn) VyeV, p=1,....m
holds for all X; € Fy,..., X, € F,. Evidently, then (I7) holds for any q; € Q1,...,q, € Q, with
a[llg, ..., qmp < qg for k=1,... n. O

A3

Proof of Lemma[3. Tt is clear that v(*) is of class C! if ~ is of class C*T1; and the other direction
is clear if D = I is open. Thus, suppose that D is not open; and that ~ is of class C* with *) of
class C'. We define r := inf{D} and ' := sup{D}; and proceed as follows:

e If » ¢ D holds, we let D' := D and 7/ := 7.
e If r € D holds, we let D' := (r —e,r) U D for some € > 0; and define v': D" — E by

Ve = (=G + D1 () D @0) + Tp o= /o@D )
and v'|p = .
Then,

e If v’ ¢ D holds, we let [ := D' and 7" :=~'.
e If 7/ € D holds, we let I := D' U (r',r" +&’) for some £ > 0; and define v": I — E by

V' grery = (- = (ke + 1)1 () D) 4 5 (= )P fpl 4@ ()
and ’y”‘D/ = ’yl.

By construction, I is open; and we have v = ~”|p, for 4" of class C¥*1, O

A4

Proof of Lemma[j] Passing to C*-extensions of v; for i = 1,2, we can assume that D = I is open.
Then, the first claim is clear from @ Moreover, for « as in (I9) and ¢ € I, we have

a(t) = di (¥ o B)(1) @d‘l’(ﬁ(t), dif(1))

= AW (B(t), 1 (#) x Lo x AT @)

) Iy

@Zumzl 2.2 (B(1), 7)),

7 Ty

61



for g = %(51) X ... X vfim); as well as

8u\:[l :dw,vx{o}u—lxpiux{o}m—u YVu= 1,...,m

smooth by Eﬂ The second claim thus follows inductively, as it clearly holds for p = 0. U

A5

Proof of Lemmald. By Corollary B for 0 < p < u, and each v € C"([r, '], W1), ¥ € C*([r,r'], F»),
we have Q(y,9)®) = Y% ayi(y,9), with

apit (7,) — ([al]m[p,i}g)(%,Y(Z[p,ih)7 o 77(2[p,i}m[p,i])7w(q[p,i}))
for certain z[p, i1, ..., 2[p, i|m[p,, ¢[P; 7] < p and m[p,i] > 1. Then,

1) For p € P fixed, Lemma [ provides us with q; € Q1, g2 € Qo, and an open neighbourhood
V C Fy of 0, such that

p(ap,l(’75¢)) < CIl(’Y(Z[p’ih)) et ql(ry(Z[pﬂm[p’i])) - q2 (w(q[p,z})) Vi= 15 s adpa b= 07 -0

holds, provided that we have im[y] C V. The claim thus holds for q := max(dy,...,dp) - q2, and
each V < m € 9Q; with g1 <m.

2) For p € B, v € C%([r,r'], W7) fixed, Corollary [ provides us with q; € Q1, q2 € Qo, such that

P(apa(1:) < @ (EPD) gy (o)) - qa (WOPD)  Yi= 1y p=0... .
Since we have q1% (7) < oo, the claim holds for q = C - q2, for C' > 0 suitably large.

This proves the claim. U

A.6

Proof of Lemma[7]. Recall that d, f is defined, linear, and continuous by Lemma 2l We choose
0 > 0 such small that for each h € M := (D —t) N ((—4,0) U (0,0)), we have

~y(t)+1[0,1]- A, CU for Ap =7t +h) — ().
We obtain from (I8)) that

Lo(f(yt+h) = Fy@®) = £ - (dyy F(AR) + J5 (1 —5) - A2 s on, S (Bn Ap) ds)
=S G An) +Jy (L= 9) - Ay pon, FG A D) ds (98)

holds for each h € M. Since d. ) f is continuous, we have

limp, o dy f (3 - An) = dy f(X).

The claim thus follows once we have shown that the second summand in (@8] tends to zero if h
tends to zero. For this, we fix p € PB; and choose q1,q2 € Q as well as V C U open with y(t) € V
as in Lemma[ll for ® = d?f: U x F x F — E and = = ~(t) there. Since limj,_,g A = 0 holds by
continuity of v at t € D, we obtain
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: e
limy, o p( fol(l - 5) ’ d,zy(t)_,_S.Ahf(% - Ap, Ah) dS) < hmh—)OP(d’Qy(t)_i_s.Ahf(% ’ Ah, Ah))
limy, 0 q1(F - Ag) - g2(Ap)

= limp_sq 51(% : Ah) ’ C|2(Ah)
0;

IN

which shows the claim. O

A7

Proof of Lemma[Il. By Lemmal([2)|and[d)} it suffices to show that there exists some p € C'(I, G),
for I C R an open interval containing [r, '], such that 6" (u|f.,) = ¢ holds:

By assumption, for p =0,...,n — 1, we have
ity tyr) = O (bl 1y t41) for some plpl € C*HH(1,, G) (99)

with I, C R an open interval containing [t,,t,+1]; and, due to the first identity in (B8]), we can
assume that

ulp](tp+1) = wlp + 1 (tp+1) Vp=0,...,n—2
holds. We write Iy = (¢,¢'), I,_1 = (¢,./), let I = (¢,/'), and define
L IRUNS 00(179) by w’(L,r) = 6T(M[0]‘(L,r))7 w’[r,r’] = ¢7 w‘(r’,L’) = 5T(M[O]‘(r’¢’))'
e 1 CI,G) by
M|(L,r] = M[OH(L,T},
M’(tpytp-ﬁ-l} = M[p”(tpytp-ﬁ-l} vp:o""’n_l’
:u"(r/,L/) = M[n - 1”(7”,/)-

We obtain from (@9) that
limy o - E(ult+h) - p(t) ) = dEWE)  Viel (100)
holds; and now will conclude from Lemma [ that u is of class C*.

For this, we let 7 € I be fixed; and choose a chart Z': G D W — V' C E with u(7) € UW. Moreover,
we choose V' C V open with 0 € V, as well as J C I open with 7 € J, such that 2= 1(V) - u(J) C W
holds. Then, shrinking J if necessary, we can assume that (2o m)(u(J), (inv o u)(J)) € V holds.
For each s € J, we define v4: J 3t — (Eom)(u(t), (invo u)(s)) € V, as well as

FiV oV, oo (2 om)(E @), us).
Then, Lemma [7] (second step) shows that
limpo 7 - (B0 pls)(s +h) = (Z ouls)(s)) = limpso g (fs(vs(s + h) = fs(v5(5)))
= dy (o) fs(limpo 1 - (vs(s 4+ h) — 7s(s)))
T (A2 0 ARy (0(5))
holds, which shows that p is of class C!. O
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A.8

Proof of the Lipschitz Case in Lemma[I3. We have to show that Ad,(¢) € CP([r,7'],g) holds for
each p € Cl([r,r'],g), and each ¢ € C'"P([r,r’],g) with Lipschitz constants {L,}pep C Rsg. For
this, we fix p € P; and observe that

P(Ad, ) (0(t) — Adyey (o)) < wp(Adyw (0(t) — (t'))) +p((Adyuw — Adywy) (6(F)))
holds. Then,
e We let C := im]u], choose p < m € P as in ([28) for n = p there; and obtain
P(Adyy ) (o) — 8(t')) < m(e(t) — d(t')) < Lun - [t' — ]
forr <t <t <r.
e Since a: [r, 7] x im[¢] > (s, X) = 05Ad,,5)(X) is defined and continuous, Lemma [6 shows that

'p((Ad,u(t) - Ad,u(t/))((b(tl))) < ftt/ P (asAdp(s) (¢(t/)) ds) < C- ’t/ - t‘
holds, for C := sup{.p(a(s, X)) | (s, X) € [r,r'] X im[¢]} < oc.

From this, the claim is clear. O
A9
Proof of the statement made in Remark[3[1). We obtain from (T, that
exp(r-X)-exp(s-X) =exp((r+s)-X)=exp(s-X)-exp(r-X) Vs, t>0 (101)
holds. Then, [@T7) shows Adecpt.x)(X) = X for each ¢ > 0; thus,
c

exp(t- X))t = U"éqSX]_lJ"é —¢x = exp(—t-X) vt >0.
It follows that (I0TI]) even holds for all s,r € R; i.e., that : R 5 t — exp(t- X) € G is a group
homomorphisms. Then, smoothness of /3 is clear from (38]), (7)), and Lemma O
A.10
Proof of the statement made in Remark [2[3), We define ¢ € CO([r — 2,7 + 2], g) by

w’[r—Z,r) = (b(r)a w‘[r,r’} =9, w’(r’,r/—i—Z] = ¢(T,),

as well as B € CY((r — 1,7 +1),g) by
B:(r—1,7"+1)5t— f:,ﬁﬁ(s) ds.
Fort € (r — 1,7 +1) fixed, and 0 < h < 1, we let
Y = ["(s) ds, X = [' (s) ds, X = [Ty(s) ds;

T t

and obtain

(expoB)(t + ) = Jhoy = Fox + o D §ox, - {1 ox

= exp ( tHh ¥(s) ds) - exp (f:_l Y(s) ds).

Since exp is of class C', we obtain from (7)) and |[d)| that 5 (exp of)|r) = ¢ holds; which shows
the claim. n
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B Appendix to Sect. 4

B.1

Proof of Equation (54]). Applying a standard refinement argument, we obtain r =ty < ... < t, =
r’ as well as ¢[p],¥[p] € @ﬁp tyoa] forp=0,...,n —1 with

¢|(tp,tp+1) = ¢[P]|(tp,tp+1), ¢|(tp,tp+1) = ¢[P]|(tp,tp+1) Vp=0,...,n—1

We let a:= [0 o] [[20], p:= [*¢, v:i= §"1; and define

(m) - ® - (]
0p = iy = ) [ 57 6] ST wlpl] - v(ty) (102)
o = Wity tp40) € CFF ([Eps tpia, 0) (103)
forp=0,...,n— 1. We obtain fromthat
6" (ap)lity tpr) = Ad -1 (Pp] = DIPD |ty 1,10) Vp=0,...,n—1 (104)

holds; so that Lemma [3 and (I03) show Ad,-1(¢ — ¢) € DP¥([r,7'],g). Then, for t € (tp,tp41]
with 0 < p <n —1, we have

FEAd 1 (= ) T [y (1) - ap(ty) 1] fapa(t) - api(tp1) 1] [ao(t) - ao(to) ]
(@)
= aft)
which proves the claim. O

B.2

Proof of Equation ([B8) and the C*-statement made in the proof of Lemmal[Z] 1t is straightforward
from the triangle inequality, the properties of p, and smoothness of ¢ that ¢ € C'"([r, '], g) holds
for k = lip. Thus, in order to prove that 1 is of class C*, and to verify Equation (56), we can
assume that k& € NU {oo} holds in the following.

Now, to prove the C*-statement, we have to show that 1) = Y'|[r,7 holds for some 9’ € C*(I,g)
with I C R open containing [r,r’]. For this, we define ¢’ € C*°(R,R) by

0'|(—oory := 0(r) Ol =0 0|00y = 0(1");
and let ¢/ := ¢ - (po ¢): R — g. Then,
o we have ¢//(™ | . 1 =0 for 0 <m <k, as well as
(W (i)™ = ((10] - (Blp] © 0lP])) ]t ,t0) ™ VO<m<k, 0<p<n—1. (105)
e we obtain from [d)| and [e)] that
(6lp] - ([p] o olp])) ™ (1) = 0 = (4[p] - (&[p] © olp]))"™ (tp11) (106)

holds, for 0 < m <k and p=0,...,n—1.
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Now, since 9’ is of class C?, we can assume that it is of class C for some 0 < ¢ < k — 1. Then,

([I05) (for m = q there) shows that
VD, 1,001 = (©lp] - (@[0] 0 olp)) gy 1,01 Vp=0,...,n—1 (107)

holds; with /(@ |R—[(to,t1) U ... U (bn_1,tn)] = O Dy the first-, and by the second point (for m = ¢ there).
Together with ([I08) (for m = ¢ there), this implies that /(%) is differentiable with

AR [R—((t0.t1) U U (bn1ta)] = 05

so that (I05) and (I06) (for m = q + 1 there) show that ¥/(9t1 is continuous. It thus follows
inductively that 1’ is of class C*.

In particular, (56]) is now clear from

Plity tpr1] = ¥ litptpsa] D (3lp) - (Blpl o ol tp1) = 6" (1lp] o elpllit, t,11])
forp=0,...,n—1. O

C Appendix to Sect.

C.1
Proof of the statement made in Ezample@[I)] We let 7: E — G = E/T, X ~ [X] denote the
canonical projection, define e := [0], and fix an open neighbourhood O C FE of 0, such that

ONO+—A{e}]] =0 holds[ Then, a chart of G that is centered at e = [0] € G, is given by
E:U=7(0) = V=0, [X] =7 Y (X)NnOCE.

Then, for V < p e P and X,...,X,, € E with p(X1) + ...+ p(X,,) <1, we have

p(Xi+...+X,) <1 implying (X1 +...+X,] € Us
and obtain
(poE)(EH(X1) 2N Xn) = (poE)([X] - - [Xa)])

=@po)([X1+...+ X))
<p(Xa) + o+ p(Xn),

which shows that G is locally p-convex. U

C.2

Proof of the statement made in Ezample [3]2), We let u = || - || denote the Banach norm on E; and

can assume that V < u holds, just by rescaling u if necessary. We fix 0 < v < 1 with, cf. Remark [l

|dgz-1(2)g=(dz-1(2) gLg © dz-1(m)Rq 0 BT [, S ¢7° (108)

8Confer, e.g., Theorem 1.10 in [I3] for the existence of such O.
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for all g,q € U and = € V with (1o Z)(g), (u 0 Z)(¢),u(x) < t; and define 0 := t~2 - u. Then, since
we have v < 1, it suffices to show that

WoZ)EN(Xy) ... - BN (Xn)) <t-e (109)

holds for all Xi,..., X, € E with o(X1) +... +0(X,) =1 < 1.
Now, (I09) is clear for n =1, as

o(X)<e for X€E = WoE)E' (X)) =t? o(X)<t-e.

We thus can assume that (I09) holds for all 1 < g < n for some n > 1, fix X3,...,X,41 € E with
o(X1)+ ... +0(Xp41) =: € <1, and define

p:[0,1] 3t —=EZEEHt-X1) ... - BTt Xnp1))-
Then, applying the induction hypotheses, Lemma [0 together with (I5]) and (I08]) gives
W(p(1)) < supyeio () < T+ (W) o u(Xor)) = £ (0(X) + o+ 0(Xar)) S e

Equation (I09) thus follows inductively for each n > 1. O

C.3
Proof of the statement made in Example IZ. Let us first observe that

Q+er) .- (I4en)—1<2->7 e (110)

holds, for ey, ...,e, > 0with >, e, < 1/2. This is clear for n = 1; and follows inductively for each
n > 1. In fact, suppose that (II0) holds for n > 1, and let e1,...,e,41 > 0 with ZZI% ep < 1/2.
Then, we obtain from (II0) that

(I+ent) Tter) .- (T4e,)—1< (Q'Zzzlek)+(5n+1'(1+2'22=15k)SQ'Zziigk)'

Let now u € P be fixed. We choose u < tv € B as in (B9) for v = u there, let 0 := 2 - w; and
consider the chart

EEU=A - V=A% -1, ar—a—1
for 1 = e; and obtain from (B9]) that

WoB)E XY - 2N X)) = (A 4+ X)) - (T 4+ X)) — 1)

<(1+w(Xy)) ...-(I1+m(X,)) -1 (111)
holds for all X1,..., X, € V with n > 1. Then,
o(X1)+...+0(X,) =e<1 = Sopqgw(Xy) <1/2;
and we conclude from (I10) and (I1I]) that
WoE)(ETHX1) .. ETH(XR)) €20 0 w(Xy) = 2h  0(Xp) = ¢
holds, which shows the claim. ]
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D Appendix to Sect.

D1

Proof of the statement made in Remark[3. Let Z': G D U — V' C E be a further chart of G with
e € W and Z/'(e) = 0. Then, shrinking V if necessary, we can assume that

d=dE1oE): VX E—-E

is defined. Let now p € B be fixed. We choose q = q; € P and V C V as in Lemma [1 additionally
convex; and define v,: [0,1] 3¢ — (2" o E)(¢t-x) € V for each x € V. Then, Lemma [ shows

p(ETT o E) () = p(12(1) = 72(0)) < [p(Ya(s)) ds = [(p o ®)(12(s),4a(s)) ds < [a(w) ds = q(z)
for each z € V, from which the claim is clear. O
D.2

Proof of the statement made in Example . We let Z: U 5 [X] — X € V be defined as in Ap-
pendix [C.1} and fix V' C V symmetric open with V.C Vand V +V C V. Then, for X,Y € V (or,
alternatively, [X],[Y] € Z271(V)), we have

P(-X +Y)=(poE)([-X +Y]) = (poE)([X]" - [Y]) VpeP.
The claim now follows easily from Remark when applied to U = V as well as U = Z-1(V)
there. O
D.3
Proof of the statement made in Ezample[3[2), Let || - || denote the Banach norm on E. Then,
Lemma [§ applied to C = {e} and p = || - ||, provides us with an open neighbourhood V' of e as well

as some C > 0, such that
1E(q) = E(@)l < C - |En(a) — En(d)] Vg, ,heV (112)

holds. We fix an open neighbourhood U C G of e with U C V NU; and recall that in order to show
that G is sequentially complete — by Remark — it suffices to show that each Cauchy sequence
{gn}tnen C U C G converges in G. Now, (II2) applied to h = g, gives

I=(gm) = E(gn)ll < C - 1E(g" - 9l Vm,n €N,
which shows that {E(gn) }neny € Z(U) C Vis a Cauchy sequence in E. By assumption, lim, Z(g,) =
x € Z(U) CV exists; so that {g, }nen converges to =~ 1(z) € G. O
D.4

Proof of the statement made in Example . Recall that A* is locally p-convex by Example
and let Z: U 2 A 2ar—»a—1€V = A* —1 be as in Appendix Let furthermore
{an}nen C A* be a fixed sequence.
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o We fix v € B, choose v <m € P as in (BI) for v = m there, and obtain

(an — an—1) = v(an—1- (a; 1 an — 1)) <m(an_1) - (moZ)(a,’; - an) Vn>1. (113)

e We choose m < u € B as in (B9) for v = m and w = u there, and let u < 0 € P be as in (5.
Then, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can achieve that

Yo 0(X,) <1 holds for X :=EZ(a,y - an) Vn>1 (114)
We obtain
——1 —_—1 (EED ——1 ——1
m(a,) = m(ag-Z2 (X1) ... - E(Xp)) < ulag) - uE (X1)-...- 2 (X))
(GryN(iE)
< uao) - (u(1) + (WO B)E(Xe) - ENX)) S (o) - (u(1) + 1),

implying sup{m(ay,) | n € N} < oc.
It is thus clear from (II3]) that:

e If A is sequentially complete, and {a,},eny € A* a Cauchy sequence, then lim, a, = a € A
exists.

e If A is Mackey complete, and {a, }neny C A* a Mackey-Cauchy sequence, then lim, a,, = a € A
exists.

Now, since A* is open with 1 € A, there exists an open neighbourhood V of 1 with V C AX, as
well as some p > 0 with {a;l “aptn>p € V. Then,
a;l ca = limn(alj1 a,) €V C A%,

implies a € A*; which proves the claim. O

E Appendix to Sect. [T

E.1

Proof of Equation ([[7). We fix ¢ € N; and choose r =t < ... < t,, = 1/, as well as ¢q[p] for
p=0,...,n—1,as in (52) for ¢ = ¢, and P[p] = @,[p| there. Then, it is clear from (B3] that p, is
of class C! on J := |_|Z;é (tp,tpy1) with ¢ = duqRugl(ﬂq) thereon; so that we have

v(Vg: @g)ls = (du,E 0 deRy, ) (¢g)|s = (dy,E 0 deRy, 0 duqRﬂgl)(ﬂq)’J = Yql- (115)
We define ay, := v(vyljt,.t,.1) @qlpP]) for p=0,...,n —1; and conclude from (24) and (II3]) that

'Yq(T/) — () = fTT, v(7q(8), dg(s)) ds = f:l ap(s) ds (116)

holds, for each 8 5 [1,7'] C (tp,tp+1). Since 4, ap, ..., a,—1 are continuous, we obtain
V(7)) = Yg(7) = Hmpsoo (vg(7" — 1/k) — v4(7 + 1/k))
(ED_E) . T'—1/k o T
= limg o0 f7—+1/k ap(s) ds = [T ap(s) ds = [T v(14(s), dg[pl(s)) ds

for each t, <7 <7’ <tpy1, forp=0,...,n—1. The claim is thus clear from ([26) and v,(r) =0. O
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E.2
Proof of Lemma [30. Let d% ‘Z:O denote the right derivative; and define p := |7 ¢.
For the implication “=",
e we observe that a := Ad,(Y) is of class C! with a(r) =Y.
e we choose an extension ¢ € Dy, ,vy4) of ¢, for some § > 0; and define § := Ad,(Y) for v := {7 9.
e we obtain from [d)] that
a(t) = B(t) = g lpg Adgren, (Ady (V) = [6(1), a(b)] Vite[rr].
For the implication “«<~=",
e we suppose that & = [¢,a] holds for a € C([r,r'], g).

e we choose an extension ¢ € D,.,/, 5 of ¢, and an extension 3 € C Y[r,7" + 6], 9) of a, for some
6 > 0; and define v := Ad w1 (B).

e we recall that, cf.
[fiHhy) ! = ?ﬁ—Aqﬂquw) VO <h<$é, telrr]
and conclude from [d)] [b)] [e)] that
(1) = i oo Adgeen g1 (BE+ 1) = 5 [1_g Adyr ) (Adygen g1 (B(E + 1))
= Adu—l(t) ([_gb(t)a Oé(t)] + Oé(t)) =0

holds for each t € [r,'].
e We thus conclude from (24)) that Adjps g-1(a) = a(r) =Y holds; thus, a = Ad,(Y).
This proves the claim. U

F Appendix to Sect. [§

F.1
Proof of Equation ([87). We choose an open neighbourhood V' C F of 0, such that
[V XV 3 (@)~ Eom)(E (@), 271 (y))
is defined. Then, shrinking 4 if necessary, we can assume that
v:[0,0] 25t — (Eou)(t),(Eov)(t) e VxV
holds; and conclude from Lemmal(7] (for F' = E x E and U =V x V there) that
limy, 0 7 - Z(u(h) - v(k)) = limp o 5 - (f(v(R)) = £(7(0)))

= dy0)f(X,Y) (117)
—X+Y
holds. For the last step, observe that d .m(v, w) = v+ w holds for all v,w € g by (I3)); thus,
dy0)f(Z,2") = (deE o dem)(do2EH(Z),doE"1(Z')) = Z + Z' V2,7 €E.

The last step in (ITT) is thus clear from continuity of d,q)f- O
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F.2 Appendix

Proof of Lemma {1 By (22)), it suffices to show that

L: C¥([r,1'],) x C*([r,7"], ) = C°([r,7"], 9),

(¢:9) = [t = T(f; 6.0(1))]
is continuous. For this, we let p € B, € > 0, and (¢, ) € CF([r,7'], ) x C¥([r,7'],g) be fixed; and
have to show that there exist q € P and s < k, such that

(¢ — 0), (¥ =) <11

—

Poo (T(¢,0) ~T(d0)) <& (118)
for ¢/, 4" € C*([r,1"],g). We let p:= ¢, and consider the continuous map

a:GxgxGxg—yg,

((9,X), (¢, X")) = p(L(g, X) = T(g', X))
Then, for t € [r,r'] fixed, there exists an open neighbourhood W[t] C G of e, as well as U[t] C g
open with 0 € U[t], such that
a((g,X), (¢, X)) <e (g, X), (g, X
holds. We choose
e V[t] C G open with e € V[t] and V[t] - V[t] C WTt]
e O[t] C g open with 0 € O[t] and O[t] 4+ O[t] CU

[1]

e J[t] C R open with t € J, such that for D[t] := J[t] N [r,r'], we have
W(DIt) € u(t) - VI € plt) - W1

) € [u(t) - W] x [4(t) + U[t]] (119)

and
Since [r, 7] is compact, there exist tg,

$(D[t]) € ¢(t) + O[t] € v(t) + Ut

(120)
,tn € [r,7'], such that [r,7'] C Dy U...U D, holds.
e We define V := V[to] N ... N V[ty].

Then, Lemma 23] provides us with some m and s < k, such that
f*¢' € f*¢-V  holds for each

¢ € Ck([r,r"],9) with s

ms_ (¢ —¢) < 1. (121)
e We define O := OJtg] N ... N O[t,]; and fix some O < q € P with m < q.

Let now ¢',¢' € C*([r,r'],g) be given with .q5 (¢’ — ¢), .5, (v' — 1) < 1. Then, for 7 € D, wit
0 < p < n, we obtain from (IZI)), O < q, and ([I20) for ¢ = t, there that

o ultp) ™ JT ¢ = (ulty) ™t p(m) - (J7 017 S 01) € V-V C WL, .
o (1) = ¥(ty) = ('(1) = 9(7)) + (P(7) = %(tp)) € O+ O C Ulty].
The claim is thus clear from (I19) and (I20)).
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