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Smoothing operators for vector-valued functions
and extension operators

Helge Glockner

Abstract

Let © C R be open and ¢ € No U {oc}. Given a locally convex
topological vector space F', endow C’Z(Q, F) with the compact-open ct
topology. For £ < oo, we describe a sequence (Sy)nen of continuous linear
operators Sy, : C*(Q, F) — C*(, F) such that S,(v) — v in C*(Q, F) as
n — oo for each v € C*(Q, F), and S, (y) € F®CX(Q,R) for each n € N.
We show that C*(R, F) = F ®.C*(R,R) for each £ € NoU{co}, complete
locally convex space F and convex subset R C R? with dense interior.
Moreover, we study the existence of continuous linear right inverses for
restriction maps C*(R%, F) — C*(R, F), v — ~|r for subsets R C R?
with dense interior. As an application, we construct continuous linear
right inverses for restriction operators between spaces of sections in vector
bundles in many situations, and smooth local right inverses for restriction
operators between manifolds of mappings. We also obtain smoothing
results for sections in fibre bundles.

1 Introduction and statement of the results

Let d € N, Q C R? be an open subset, and F be a locally convex, Hausdorff, real
topological vector space (which need not be complete). Given £ € NoU{oo}, we
let C*(£2, F) be the vector space of all continuous functions v: 2 — F such that
the partial dervatives 9%vy: Q — F exist for all multi-indices o = (a1, ..., aq) €
(No)? with |a| :== a1 + -+ 4+ ag < £, and are continuous functions.

A subset R C X of a topological space X is said to be a regular subset if
its interior R® (relative X) is dense in R. Given a regular subset R C R<,
we let C*(R, F) be the vector space of all continuous functions v: R — F
whose restriction | o is in C*(R, F), and such that 0%(y|go): R® — F extends
to a (necessarily unique) continuous function 9*y: R — F for all @ € N¢
such that |a] < ¢. We give C*(R, F) the compact-open C*-topology, viz. the
initial topology with respect to the maps C*(R, F) — C(R,F), v + 0%y for
|a] < £, where the space C(R, F) of continuous functions carries the compact-
open topology.

Standard arguments show that the linear map
9: F® C*(R,R) = C*(R, F)

determined by (v ® v) = yv: R — F, x — ~(z)v is injective, and we write
F® CYR,R) for its image. If v € C*(R, F), then v € F ® C*(R,R) if and only

1Which coincides with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets of R.
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if the R-linear span of y(R) in F has finite dimension

For an open set Q C R?, it is well known that F'®C>(Q, R) is dense in C*($, F')
(see, e.g., [60, Proposition 44.2]). We obtain a finer result concerning smoothing
operators. Given a compact set K C 2, let C% (2, F) C C*(Q, F) be the vector
subspace of all y € C*(2, F) with support supp(y) € K. Recall that a sequence
(K, )nen of compact subsets of a locally compact topological space X is called
a compact exhaustion of X if X = K, holds and K,, is contained in the
interior K, for each n € N.

neN

Theorem 1.1 Let Q C R? be an open set, F be a locally convex space, K, C
Ko C -+ be a compact exhaustion of Q, and £ € Ny. There exist continuous
linear operators
S, : CHQ, F) — C®(Q, F)
for n € N with the following properties:
(a) Sn(y) — v in CYQ, F) as n — oo, for all v € C*(Q, F);

(b) Sp(y) e F@CE  (QR) for alln € N and v € C4(Q, F); and

Knt1

() Sm(v) € FeCRE , (CLR) for alln €N, m >n, and v € Ch. (L F).

The convergence in (a) is uniform for v in compact subsets of C*(Q2, F) (see
Remark B.7)). Compact convergence of smoothing operators is essential for the
proof of our main smoothing result in fibre bundles (Theorem [IZ3]).

We mention that the smoothing operators are not constructed with the help of
convolutions (as in other approaches, like [60, Proposition 44.2]). Rather, we
use fth order Taylor polynomials around suitable points and mix them using a
partition of unity. Note that F' need not satisfy any completeness properties.

Our notation concerning topological tensor products of locally convex spaces is
as in [60]. Recall that a locally convex space F' is called complete if each Cauchy
net in F' is convergent; it is called sequentially complete if each Cauchy sequence
converges. Using Theorem [Tl we show:

Proposition 1.2 Let F be a complete locally convex space, £ € NgU{oo}, d € N
and R C R% be a convex subset with dense interior. Then

CYR,F) = F®&.C*R,R)
as a locally convex space.

The proposition and its proof are analogous to the well-known case of open
domains (see, e.g., [60, Theorem 44.1]). Using the preceding proposition, we
see that continuous linear extension operators exist for vector-valued functions
whenever they exist for scalar-valued functions (as long as the range is sequen-
tially complete).

2The necessity of this condition is clear. If the span E has finite dimension, let b1, ..., bn
be a basis for F and A1,...,An be continuous linear functionals FF — R such that v =
;-L:l Aj(v)b; for allv € E. Then v = ;-L:l bj @ (Aj o).



Theorem 1.3 Let £ € No U {oc} and R C R? be a closed, conver subset with
dense interior. Assume that the restriction map

C*(R%, R) — C*(R,R)
has a continuous linear right inverse. Then the restriction map
C*(R%, F) = CY(R, F)

has a continuous linear right inverse, for each sequentially complete locally
convex space F.

Given d € N, let || - ||2 be the euclidean norm on R? and B,(z) := {y € R¢:
ly — z||2 < r} be the open ball around = € R? of radius r > 0. The following
definition from [53] (which is formulated there for closed subsets of metric
spaces )] combines conditions from [7] and [18].

Definition 1.4 A closed, regular subset R C R? is said to satisfy the cusp
condition if (a) and (b) are satisfied:

(a) R has no narrow fjords, viz., for each € R there exists n € N, a compact
neighbourhood K of x in R and C' > 0 such that all y, z € K can be joined
by a rectifyable curve v lying inside R° except perhaps for finitely many

points, and the path length L(y) satisfies L(y) < C ¥/||z — y]|2.

(b) R has at worst polynomial outward cusps, viz., for all compact subsets
K C RY, there exist €9, p > 0 and r > 1 such that for all z € K NJR and
0 < e < gp, there is an x € R with ||z — z||2 < & such that B,.-(z) C R.

Remark 1.5 Condition (a) ensures that C*°(R,R) can be identified with the
locally convex space £(R) of smooth Whitney jets on R (see [7]). Due to con-
dition (b), a result of Frerick [I8] provides a continuous right inverse for the
natural map C*®(R? R) — £(R). Combining these facts, one concludes (see
[53, Corollary 3.5)):

If R C R% is a closed, reqular subset which satisfies the cusp condition, then the
restriction operator

C>*(R%R) — C*(R,R)
has a continuous linear right inverse.

Every convex, closed subset R C R? with dense interior satisfies the cusp con-
dition (as recalled in Lemma [L8). Applying Theorem [[3] to the extension
operators by Roberts and Schmeding described in Remark [[L5, we obtain:

3The authors require in (b) that ||y — z|| < pe” implies y € R and ||z — y|| < &, but the
condition ||z — y|| < € is automatic for suitable choices of €9 and p, whence we chose to omit
it in the formulation.



Corollary 1.6 Let F' be a sequentially complete locally convex space, d € N
and R C R? be a closed, convex subset with dense interior. Then the restriction
map

C>®(R* F) = C°(R, F)
has a continuous linear right inverse.
We also have results concerning extensions of functions on infinite-dimensional
domains. It is possible to define C*-functions R — F if R is a regular subset of
a locally convex space E (see Definition 23] which follows [64]), and to endow
CY(R, F) with a compact-open C*-topology (see Definition Z.12)). Extension
operators for vector-valued functions to arbitrary locally convex spaces were
studied in the recent work [32] by Hanusch, generalizing classical results by
Seeley [66]. Given £ € Ny U {oco}, numbers —oco < a < 7 < b < 00, locally
convex spaces F and F and a regular subset R C F, Hanusch defines (rewritten
in our notation)’ a linear map

& C%(Ja,b] x R, F) — C*(Ja,00[ xR, F) (1)
which is a right inverse for the restriction map
C*(Ja,00[ xR, F) — C*(Ja,b] x R, F).

He obtains estimates for the extended functions (see [32] Theorem 1, part 2)]),
but did not prove continuity of £ with respect to the compact-open C*-topology
(he broaches continuity questions in [32, Remark 4] but considers them out of
the scope of his article). Using Hanusch’s estimates, we shall observe:

Proposition 1.7 For ¢ € Ng U {oco}, Hanusch’s extension operators
Er: C%(Ja,b] x R, F) — C*(Ja,00[ xR, F)
are continuous if we use the compact-open C*-topology on domain and range.

Given n € N and —oo < a; < 7 < b; < oo for j € {1,...,n}, Hanusch also
obtained extension operators

C*(Jay,b1] X -+ X Jan, by] x R, F) — C*(Jay,00[ x - -+ x Jan, 00 xR, F). (2)

As these are, essentially, compositions of extension operators of the form (),
they are continuous (see Remark 5.3 for details). We deduce (see Section [[]):

4The open set V := RO is dense in V := R, whence a function space Cé((a, b) x V, F) can
be defined as in [32]. Given v € C%(Ja,b] x R, F), we have f := 4|y € Cé((a, b) x V,F) as
the differentials d¥)~: ]Ja,b] x R x (R x E)? (as in Proposition [Z4) are continuous extensions
(denoted Ext(f, j) by Hanusch) of the d(¥) f, for all j € No with j < £. If f € C{,((a,b) x V, F),
then v := Ext(f,0) € C*(Ja,b] x R, F) as 'Y|]a,b[ «ro = f1is C* and the Ext(f, j) are continuous
extensions for the d(¥) (YNja,b[ xRO) = d) f. The restriction map

CZGav b] X R7F) _>C]€((a7 b) X VvF)7 s 7|]a,b[XV

therefore is an isomorphism of vector spaces with inverse f — Ext(f,0).



Corollary 1.8 For each £ € Ny U {0}, d € N, m € {0,...,d} and locally
convex space F', the restriction map

C*(R%, F) — CY([0, 0o[™ xRI™™, F)
has a continuous linear right inverse. Moreover, the restriction map
CY(RY, F) — C'(0,1]%, F)
has a continuous linear right inverse.

We observe that extension operators for smooth functions on a domain S auto-
matically induce extension operators for smooth functions on R x S.

Proposition 1.9 Let d € N, S C R? be a closed, regular subset, E and F be
locally convex spaces and R C E be a regular subset. If the restriction map

C>®(R?, F) = C°°(S, F)

admits a continuous linear right inverse C°°(S, F) — C>=(R?, F), then also the

restriction map
C*(R xR F) = C®(RxS,F)

admits a continuous linear right inverse.

An analogous result for C*~functions (Proposition [G.1]) is more technical and
requires additional hypotheses.

While the previous results just discussed were devoted to functions on open (or
more general) subsets of locally convex spaces, in the second part of the article
we turn to questions concerning vector-valued functions on manifolds, mappings
to Lie groups modelled on locally convex spaces, and sections in vector bundles
or fibre bundles.

Beyond C‘manifolds modelled on locally convex spaces, we consider
C*-manifolds with rough boundary modelled on locally convex, regular subsets
of locally convex spaces, with chart changes taking interior to interior (see [29]).
The familiar C*-manifolds with corners (as in [12], [14], [43]) are a prominent
special casell More generally, some results are valid for rough C*-manifolds
modelled on arbitrary regular subsets of locally convex spaces (again with chart
changes taking interior to interior), as in [27], and are formulated accordingly
(see [[1] for more information on the preceding concepts). Our main interest,
however, are ordinary manifolds and their most natural generalizations, like
manifolds with corners or with rough boundary, on which many central aspects
of mathematical analysis work very well (cf. [29)]).

Note that every regular subset R C M of a C*-manifold M inherits a rough

5Compare [42] for infinite-dimensional analogues in the context of continuously Fréchet
differentiable mappings between Banach spaces.



C*-manifold structure (and likewise if M is a rough Cé—manifold)ﬁ

Combining our results concerning extension operators for vector-valued func-
tions with localization techniques as in [53], we obtain results concerning con-
tinuous linear extension operators between spaces of sections in vector bun-
dles, and results concerning locally defined smooth extension operators between
manifolds of mappings of the form C*(M, N). In Section [, we describe these
findings, with proofs in Section We record two sample results, with termi-
nology as in Sections [ and [@l Notably, the reader is referred to Definitions
and [.7] for the relevant concepts of submanifolds. The first theorem combines
Proposition [.T2 and Theorem For case (a), see already [53, §4].

Theorem 1.10 Let £ € No U {oc}, F be a locally convex space and M be a
paracompact, locally compact rough C*-manifold. Let L C M be a closed subset.
Assume that at least one of the following conditions is satisfied.

(a) £ =00, M is a o-compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, L C M
a reqular subset satisfying the cusp condition with respect to the metric
arising from a Riemannian metric (as in |53, Definition 3.1]) and F' has
finite dimension;

(b) £ =00, L C M is a full-dimensional submanifold with rough boundary and
F sequentially complete;

(¢) L C M is a full-dimensional submanifold with corners; or
(d) L C M is a split rough submanifold.
Then the following holds for each C*-vector bundle E — M with typical fibre F:

(i) The restriction map
Fcf (E) — Fce (E|L)

between spaces of C*-sections admits a continuous linear right inverse;

(ii) The restriction map
Loe(B) = Tee(EL)

admits a continuous linear right inverse (for the spaces of compactly sup-
ported C*-sections in the vector bundles).

1.11 Let £ € Ng U {oo}. If M is a paracompact, locally compact, rough C*-
manifold (or a paracompact, locally compact topological space, if £ = 0), and N
a smooth manifold modelled on a locally convex space F' such that N admits a
local addition (see, e.g., [4] for this concept), then C*(M, N) admits a smooth
manifold structure independent of the local addition (see [27]). In fact, in the
case of compact M, the manifold structure on C*(M, N) can be constructed as
in [], noting that the vital exponential laws for manifolds with rough boundary
in [3] remain valid for rough manifolds (the proof given in [29] can be adapted

6These are the ‘full-dimensional submanifolds’ encountered later, see Remark [T.8



with minor modifications, as explained in [27]). For general M, let (K;) e
be a locally finite family of compact, regular subsets of M whose interiors K;-J

cover M; then the image S := p(C*(M, N)) of the injective map

¢ fb e
pC(MuN)%H C(KjaN)u VH(VlKj)jEJ
Jj€J
is a submanifold of the fine box product of the smooth manifolds C*(K;, N),

and we endow C*(M, N) with the smooth manifold structure turning p|® into
a C°°-diffeomorphism (see [27] for details).

1.12 We here use the following concept: If (M;);es is any family of smooth
manifolds modelled in locally convex spaces, we endow the cartesian product
P:= Hje] M; with the so-called fine box topology Op,, the final topology with
respect to the mappings

vo: |EPE | n][U =P (@)jes = (] (5))jes, (3)

jeJ jeJ

for ¢ := (¢;)jes ranging through the families of charts ¢;: U; — V; C E; of M;
such that 0 € V}; here Ey4 := @ jes Ejis endowed with the locally convex direct
sum topology, and the left-hand side Vj of (B]), which is an open subset of Ey, is
endowed with the topology induced by Ej;. Then Uy := 14(Vy) is open in P, 1),
is a homeomorphism onto its image and the maps (¢|Y¢)~1: Uy — Vi, C Ey
are smoothly compatible (as a consequence of [22] Proposition 7.1]) and hence
form an atlas for a C°°-manifold structure on P. Following [27], we write P™®
for P, endowed with the topology Og, and the smooth manifold structure just
described, and call P the fine box pmductﬂ

As to the smooth manifold structure on C*(M, N), see [4] for the special case
where M is a compact C°°-manifold with rough boundary (or already [53] if
£ = oo and N is a Fréchet manifold); [43] for the case where M is a paracom-
pact, finite-dimensional smooth manifold with corners and dim(N) < oo (for
compact manifolds M and finite-dimensional N, see also [16] and [63]; for dis-
cussions in the convenient setting, see [40]).

The concept of a submersion is recalled in Definition I8 Theorem [[.15] sub-
sumes the following result.

Theorem 1.13 Let ¢ € No U {oo} and M be a paracompact, locally compact,
rough C*-manifold. Let L C M be a closed subset and N be a smooth manifold
modelled on a locally convex space F. If N admits a smooth local addition, then
the restriction map

C*(M,N) — C*(L,N), ~~—n~|L

is a smooth submersion in each of the following cases:

7An analogous construction works for families (Mj)jer of C-manifolds for finite ¢, with
a possible loss of one order of differentiability if J is uncountable (see [27]).



(a) £ = oo, M is a Riemannian manifold without boundary, L C M is a
regular subset satisfying the cusp condition, and dim(F) < oo (cf. [B3]);

(b) £ = oo, L is a full-dimensional submanifold with rough boundary of M
and F is sequentially complete;

(¢) L is a full-dimensional submanifold with corners of M; or
(d) L C M is a split rough submanifold.

We mention that the conclusions of Theorems [[LI0] and [[LT3 remain valid if
¢ =0, M is any metrizable, locally compact topological space and L C M any
closed subset (see Proposition [[I9). This is a consequence of the Dugundji
Extension Theorem [I5], which establishes a linear extension operator

£:C(Y,F) = C(X,F)

for each locally convex space F', metric space X and closed subset Y C X. As
the image of £(f) is contained in the convex hull of f(Y') for each f € C(Y, F),
it is clear that & restricts to a continuous linear map

BC(Y,F) — BC(X, F) (4)

between spaces of bounded continuous functions, endowed with the topology of
uniform convergence (as already observed in [I5] for the special case F = R).

We obtain a variant of Dugundji’s extension operators by a simple construction,
which can dispense with the complicated geometry pervading the work [I5]. In
the simplified approach, we can establish continuity with respect to the compact-
open topology under mild hypotheses:

Proposition 1.14 Let (X,d) be a metric space and Y C X be a closed subset.
If Y is locally compact or Y is complete in the metric induced by d, then the
restriction map

C(X,F)— C(Y,F)
admits a continuous linear right inverse, for each locally convex space F'.

The conclusion of Proposition .14 remains valid if X is any paracompact topo-
logical space and Y C X a closed, locally compact, metrizable subset (see
Corollary [[2T]), or if X is a completely regular topological space and Y C X a
compact, metrizable subset (see Corollary B.0]).

Extension operators also play a role in the approach to manifolds of mappings
pursued in [44].

Using Theorem [[LT] we show that the test function group C°(M,G) is dense
in the Lie group Cy(M, G) of continuous functions vanishing at infinity for each
finite-dimensional smooth manifold M and Lie group G modelled on a locally
convex space, and (for paracompact M) also in the Lie group C%(M,G) for
all £ € Ny (see Propositions and [I0.I3] which include results for locally



compact rough manifolds and locally compact manifolds with rough boundary).
Moreover, C°(R%, @) is dense in the Lie group S(R?, G) of rapidly decreasing
G-valued smooth mappings on R? for all d € N (see Remark DIEE)E This
information is used in [24] to calculate the homotopy groups of the Lie groups
S(R?,@); the result is that

(SR, @) = i 1a(G)

for all k € Ny (as conjectured and formulated as an open problem in [10]). For
the density of C° (M, G) in C.(M, G) when M is a o-compact finite-dimensional
smooth manifold without boundary, cf. already [47, Theorem A.3.3] or [48]
Lemma A.5], where also the inclusion map C°(M, G) — Co(M, G) is considered
and shown to be a weak homotopy equivalence (see [48, Theorem A.10]).

We also obtain information on function spaces on locally compact rough C*-
manifolds. For example, we show that C*(M, F) = F ®.C*(M,R) for each £ €
No U {00}, locally compact C*-manifold M with rough boundary and complete
locally convex space F' (see Proposition [[TI[b)). Using extension operators as
a tool, we deduce (see Proposition [[T.5]):

Proposition 1.15 If M s a locally compact C°*°-manifold with rough bound-
ary and F a nuclear locally convex space, then also C*° (M, F) is nuclear. In
particular, C*°(M,R) is nuclear. If M is o-compact and F' a nuclear Fréchet
space, then C°(M, F) is a nuclear Fréchet space.

As a tool, we construct smoothing operators for vector-valued functions also on
manifolds with corners, notably on [0,1]¢ (Lemma I23).

Recall that a Hausdorff topological space X is called a k-space if a subset A C X
is closed if and only if AN K is closed for each compact subset K C X. If X is
a k-space, then a function f: X — Y to a topological space Y is continuous if
and only if f|x is continuous for each compact subset K C X. It is well known
and easy to check that every locally compact Hausdorff space is a k-space, and
every metrizable topological space.

A Hausdorf' topological space X is called a kg-space if for every real-valued
function f: X — R, continuity of f is equivalent to continuity of f|x for each
compact subset K C X (the same then holds for functions from X to completely
regular topological spaces). Every k-space is a kr-space, but not conversely.
For example, the product topology makes [] jesXj @ kr-space for each family
(X;)jes of locally compact Hausdorff spaces ([50], also [28]); but R fails to be
a k-space if the cardinality of .J is at least 2% (see, e.g., [29, Remark A.5.16]).

For later use, we prove the following result (see Corollary [[3.13]), which slightly
generalizes previous findings in [23]:

Proposition 1.16 Let E, F, and X be locally convex spaces, £ € Ng U {0},
and R C X be a regular subset. Let v: R — L(E,F) be a C*-map to the space

8More generally, we study density of C°(Q2, G) in Walter’s weighted mapping groups on
an open subset Q C R? (as in [61]), see Proposition [0.10]



of continuous linear operators, endowed with the compact-open topology. Let
n: R — E be a C'“map. If R x X is a kg-space, then

R—F, xw () (n())
is a C*-map.

An analogous result is obtained if £(E, F) is replaced with a space of C*-
functions (Proposition [[34]), and also for the composition map between spaces
of linear operators instead of the evaluation map (Corollary I3.12)). Regard-
ing the composition map on spaces of differentiable functions, we obtain the
following (as a special case of Proposition [3.11]):

Proposition 1.17 Let E, F', X, and Z be locally convex spaces, A C Z and
R C X be regular subsets, and S C E be a locally convez, regular subset. Assume
that k,¢ € NgU{oo}. Lety: A — C**F(S,F) andn: A — C*(R, E) be C*-maps
such that n(z)(R) C S forallz€ A. If Rx X and A x Z are kr-spaces, then

C: A= CYR,F), zr~(z)on(z)
is a C*-map.

We mention that each rough manifold M has a formal boundary 0°M C M;
its complement M?® is called the formal interior of M (see [I). While C*-
maps from a rough C*-manifold M to a C*-manifold N (or a C*-manifold N
with rough boundary) can be defined in a straightforward fashion, C*-maps
f: M — N between general rough C*-manifolds M and N can only be defined
if f(M°) C N°; to keep the concepts apart, we call the latter maps restricted
C*-maps (or RC*-maps, for short).

In the penultimate section, we establish smoothing results for sections in fibre
bundles. Our main theorem in this context (Theorem [[4H) generalizes a result
in [65] devoted to the case (¢,r) = (0,00) (which assumes that M is a connected
C*°-manifold with corners, and gives less detailed information concerning prop-
erties of the homotopies). Wockel’s result, in turn, generalizes a classical fact
by Steenrod (§6.7 in [58]). In the case r = oo, our result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.18 Let ¢ € Ny. If £ = 0, let M be a o-compact, locally com-
pact rough C*°-manifold; if £ > 0, let M be a o-compact, locally compact C*°-
manifold with corners. Let m: N — M be a locally trivial smooth fibre bundle
over M whose fibres are smooth manifolds modelled on locally convex spaces.
Let 0 € Tee(M <~ N), Q C T'ce(M < N) be a neighbourhood of o in the
Whitney C*-topology, U C M be open and A C M be a closed subset such that
o is smooth on an open neighbourhood of A\ U in M. Let Vieg be the largest
open subset of M on which o is smooth. Then there exists a section T € €
and a homotopy H: [0,1] x M — N from o = H(0,-) to 7 = H(1,-) such that
Hy:=H(t,-) € Q for all t € [0,1] and the following holds:

(a) olau = He|anw for all t € [0,1];
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(b) Hy is smooth on Vieg, for all t € [0,1];

(c) There exists an open neighbourhood W of A in M such that Hi|lw is
smooth for all t €]0,1].

Moreover, one can achieve that H is RCY¢, the restriction H|}071]XM is RC>t,
and the restriction of H to a map ]0,1] x (Vieg UW) — N is smooth.

Here, we used the following concepts. Consider a map f: R x S — F, where
R and S are regular subsets of locally convex spaces F; and FEs, respectively,
and F is a locally convex space. Given k,¢ € Ny U {oo}, the map f is called
Ck* if f is continuous, for all 4,5 € Ny with i < k and j < ¢, we can form
iterated directional derivatives of f at (z,y) € R® x S° in the second variable

in directions wi,...,w; € E», followed by iterated directional derivatives in
the first variable in directions vi,...,v; € Ep, and the F-valued function of
(z,9,01,..., v, w1,...,w;) € ROxSOx E} x EJ so obtained admits a continuous
extension

dUDf: Rx SxEi x B} - F

(see 217 for details). Testing in charts, one obtains a concept of C**-maps
f: My x My — M if Mj is a C*-manifold with rough boundary, M, a Ct-
manifold with rough boundary, and M a C**‘-manifold with rough boundary
(see [3] and [29]), and a corresponding concept of RC***-maps if manifolds with
rough boundary are replaced with rough manifolds (see [27]).

The final section compiles applications of smoothing techniques in algebraic
topology (many of which are known, or known in special cases; compare, e.g.,
[58] and [46]). For smoothing results in the (inequivalent) convenient setting of
analysis, see [40] and [39].

Acknowledgement. Thanks are due to Johanna Jakob (Paderborn) for draw-
ing attention to an error in the former proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case £ = co.
The proof has now been corrected by the author.

2 Preliminaries of infinite-dimensional calculus

In this section, we compile necessary notation and prerequisites concerning cal-
culus in locally convex topological vector spaces.

A differential calculus for mappings on regular subsets of locally convex spaces
was sketched in [64] and fully worked out in [27], where also so-called rough
C*-manifolds modelled on locally convex spaces are considered, which locally
look like a regular subset of a modelling locally convex space and whose chart
changes (transition maps) are C¥-maps taking interior into interior. We recall
necessary prerequisites concerning calulus in this section and refer to [27] for
proofs. The theory closely parallels calculus on locally convex regular subsets
of locally convex spaces as in [29], where also corresponding “manifolds with
rough boundary” have been studied (which locally look like a locally convex,
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regular set). For mappings on open sets, the approach to infinite-dimensional
calculus goes back to A. Bastiani [5], and is also known as Keller’s C*-theory
(see [20], [29], [31], [43], and [45] for expositions; cf. also [6]).

2.1 (General conventions). We write N := {1,2,...} and Ny := NU{0}. Locally
convex, Hausdorff topological vector spaces over R will simply be called locally
convex spaces. If E is a locally convex space, ¢: E — [0,00[ a continuous
seminorm, x € F and r > 0, we write

Bi(z):={y€ E: qly—x) <r} and Ez(:zr) ={yeE:qly—=x)<r}

for the open ball and closed ball around x of radius r with respect to ¢, respec-
tively. If (E, | -||) is a normed space, we simply write BZ(z) (or B,(z)) for the

open ball and Ff (x) (or B,(z)) for the closed ball with respect to || - ||, if no
confusion is possible. All vector spaces considered are vector spaces over R and
we shall use E® F' as a shorthand for the vector space E®g F', for vector spaces
E and F. If F and F are locally convex spaces, we write L(F, F') for the vector
space of continuous linear mappings from E to F. We write E' := L(E,R)
for the dual space. As usual, continuous mappings are also called C°. If X
is a topological space and S C X a subset, then a subset U C X is called a
neighbourhood of S in X if S is contained in the interior U° of U in X. Follow-
ing [29], we say that a subset M of a locally convex space E is locally convex
if each * € M has a neighbourhood in M which is a convex set. Then every
neighbourhood of z in M contains a convex neighbourhood (see [29]). If E is
a vector space and M C F a subset, we write conv(M) for its convex hull. If
X is a topological space, we define partitions of unity on X as usual; they are
always assumed locally finite (in contrast to more general conventions in [I7]).
If X and Y are topological spaces, we write C'(X,Y") for the set of all continuous
functions from X to Y, including the case that Y is a locally convex spaceﬁ In
the latter case, we write BC(X,Y") for the vector space of bounded continuous
functions from X to Y.

Definition 2.2 Let E and F be locally convex spaces, and U C E be an open
subset. A continuous map f: U — F is called C' if it is continuous, the
directional derivative

() = (D)) = 2| (o +tm)

exists for all z € U and y € F, and df: U x E — I is continuous.

Definition 2.3 Let E and F be locally convex spaces and R C E be a regular
subset. A mapping f: R — F is called C! if f is continuous, f|go: R — F
is C! and d(f|go): R" x E — F has a (necessarly unique) continuous extension
df: R x E — F. Recursively, for £ € N with £ > 2, we say that f is O if f is
C'and df: Rx E — Fis C*71. If fis C* for all £ € Ny, then f is called C™
or smooth.

9n contrast to conventions in other parts of mathematical analysis, where C(X,Y) refers
to the space of bounded continuous functions.
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The following fact is proved in Appendix [Al (using [27]), where also more refer-
ences are given.

Proposition 2.4 Let E and F be locally convex spaces, R C E be a reqular sub-
set, £ € NgU{oc}, and f: R — F be a mapping. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(a) f is C.

(b) f is continuous and has the following property: For all j € N with j < ¢,
the iterated directional derivative

A9 (flgo) (@, 1, 5) = (Dy, - Dy, f)(2)

exists for all v € R® and all yy,...,y; € E, and the function d9)(f|go):
RY x B9 — F so obtained has a (necessarily unique) continuous extension

dYf. Rx B - F.

If E=TR" for somen € N, then also (c) is equivalent to (a) and (b):

(c) f is continuous, the partial differentials
o A o
0%(flro) () == <Wiy1 Wf) (x)

exist for all multi-indices o = (v, ..., ) € Ny with 1 < |a| < ¢, and
the functions 0“(f|ro): R — F so obtained have (necessarily unique)
continuous extensions

0“f: R— F.

Thus dWf = df. In the situation of (b), we also write d(®'f := f. In the
situation of (c), as usual 0*f := f if a = 0.

By (b), a continuous map f: R — F is C* if and only if f|po: R® — F is C*
and d ) (f|po) admits a continuous extension d /) f: Rx EJ — F for each j € N
such that j < /.

2.5 If f: ED R — F (as in Definition [Z3) is C*, then the continuous map
d(j)f(x, V:F 5 F

is symmetric and j-linear for each j € N such that j < /¢ (this is true for z € R
by [29] Proposition 1.3.17] and passes to « in the closure R = R? by continuity).

2.6 In particular, the map f/(z) := df(z,-): E — F is continuous and linear
foreachz € Rif f: ED R — Fis C'.

2.7 If E and F are locally convex spaces and «: E — F is a continuous linear
map, then a is C* and o/(x) = « for all z € F (see, e.g., [29, Example 1.3.5]).
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The Chain Rule holds in the following form [27] (also [64] if g(R") C SY; for
both R and S locally convex, also [29, Proposition 1.4.10]; for R and S open,
also [6], [201, [31], [43]):

Proposition 2.8 Let E, F and Y be locally convex spaces, RC E and S C F
be regular subsets, £ € NU {oc} and f: S — Y as well as g: R — F be C*-
functions such that g(R) C S. If S is locally convex or g(R°) C S°, then
fog: R—Y is Ct and

d(fog)(z,y) =df(g9(z),dg(x,y)) forall (v,y) € RxE.

Thus (f o g)'(x) = f'(g(z)) o g'(z).

Recall that a subset A of a topological space X is called sequentially closed if
it has the following property: If x € X and there exists a sequence (an)nen
in A such that a, — x in X as n — oo, then x € A. Every closed subset is
sequentially closed.

The following simple fact is frequently useful. See [27] for the proof (or [29]
Lemma 1.4.16] if R is locally convex; or [6, Lemma 10.1] if R is open).

Lemma 2.9 Let E and F be locally convex spaces, Foy C F be a closed vector
subspace, R C E be a regular subset, and £ € Ng U {oco}. Let f: R — F be a
mapping with image f(R) C Fy. Then f: R — F is C* if and only if its co-
restriction f|7: R — Fy, x +— f(z) is C*. In this case, d9) f(x,y1,...,y;) =
d9D(fIF)(,y1,...,y5) € Fo for all j € N with j < £ and all (z,y1,...,y;) €
R x Ei. If E is metrizable or R is locally convex, then the same conclusions
hold if Fy is sequentially closed in F'.

2.10 Recall that the compact-open topology on the set C(X,Y) of continuous
functions between Hausdorff topological spaces is the topology with subbasis

LKv UJ = {FY € C(X,Y)Z FY(K) - U},

for K ranging through the set K(X) of compact subsets of X and U in the set
of open subsets of Y.

2.11 If F is a locally convex space, then the compact-open topology makes
C(X,F) a locally convex space; moreover, it coincides with the topology of
compact convergence and a basis of open 0-neighbourhoods is given by the sets
|K,U|, for K ranging through a cofinall subset K of K(X) and U through a
basis B of open 0-neighbourhoods in F'.

The seminorms || - || x,q: C(X, F) — [0, 00| given by

7llx,q = sup q(y(z)) (5)
reK

0For each K € K(X), there exists L € K such that K C L.
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for v € C(X, F) define the compact-open topology on C(X, F'), for K in a cofinal
subset K C K(X) and ¢ in a directed] set ' of continuous seminorms on F

defining its topology (as Bﬂ'”K"’(O) = |K,B2(0)]| forall K € K, g€ T, r>0).

We define the compact-open C*-topology on a function space C*(R, F) as in
the case of a locally convex set (treated in [29])[3

Definition 2.12 If £ and F' are locally convex spaces, R C E is a regular
subset and ¢ € Ny U {00}, we define the compact-open C*-topology on C*(R, F)
as the initial topology with respect to the linear mappings

d9: CYR,F) = C(Rx E'F), ~~dWy

for j € Ng such that j < ¢, where C(R x E’, F) is endowed with the compact-
open topology.

Remark 2.13 (a) The compact-open C*-topology makes C*(R, F) a locally
convex space and the point evaluations e,: C*(R, F) — F, v + ~(x) are con-
tinuous linear maps for all z € R. By definition, the compact-open C*~topology
turns the injective linear map

(dD)nysj<e: CHR,F) =[] C(RxEVF), v (dDy),s5<0  (6)
No3j<£

into a topological embedding (a homeomorphism onto the image).

(b) Moreover, it is easy to see that
C*(R,F) = lim C (R, F)

as a locally convex space, using the inclusion maps C*° (R, F')
n € Ny as the limit maps, where the inclusion maps C™ (R, F')
integers 0 < n < m are the bonding maps

— C"(R, F) for
— C"(R, F) for
We now compile various known properties of the compact-open C*-topology. A
proof for part (c) is given in Appendix [A} proofs for parts (a), (b), (d), (e), (),
and (g) can be found in [27] (for locally convex regular sets, see already [29] for
all assertions).

Lemma 2.14 Let E, F andY be locally convex spaces and R C E be a regular
subset. Then the following holds:

U Thus I' # () and we assume that for all ¢1, g2 € T, there exists ¢ € I" such that ¢1(z) < q(x)
and g2(z) < q(z) for all x € F.

12 A5 functions f with domain C’Z(R7 F) are a frequent topic in infinite-dimensional calculus,
we now denote the elements of C¢(R, F') by ~ (rather than f).

Blet P:= £i£’1C”(R7 F) CTl,en, C™(R, F) be the standard projective limit. One readily

verifies that the linear map ¢: C*°(R, F) — P, v — (¥)neN, is bijective, continuous, and
that ¢! is continuous.
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()

(b)

The map (CZ(J‘))N0 si<e asin (@) is a linear topological embedding with closed
image.

If F' is vector subspace of Y and carries the induced topology, then the
compact-open Ct-topology on C*(R, F) C C*(R,Y) is the topology induced
by the compact-open C*-topology on C*(R,Y).

If ¢ > 1 holds, K is cofinal in K(R), L cofinal in KC(E) and T' a directed
subset of continuous seminorms on F defining its locally convexr vector
topology, then the seminorms || - ||cs .14 C*(R, F) — [0, 00],

1Vl s,k p.q = max{{V] &g, V115 L -5 V]2 0}

for K € K, L € L and q € T define the compact-open C*-topology on
CYR,F), where || - ||k,q: C*(R, F) — [0,00] is defined as in (@) and

1li,7¢,2.0 = 11Dy [| k¢ 1 .q
forie{l,....5} and vy € CY(R, F).

If E is metrizable and F 1is complete (resp., sequentially complete), then
CYR, F) is complete (resp., sequentially complete).

If S CY is a regular subset, f: S — E is a C*-map with f(S) C R and
R is locally convex or f(S°) C RO, then the map

C'(f,F): C"(R,F) = C'(S,F), yrof
is continuous and linear. Notably, the restriction map
CY(R,F) = C"(S,F), v—1ls
is continuous and linear for each regular subset S C R.

If (U)ier is a cover of R be relatively open subsets, then the map

CY(R,F) = [[C(Ui, F), v~ (Wu)ier
iel

is a linear topological embedding with closed image.
If f: Rx E — F is C*, then the mapping
fe: C(R,E) = CY(R, F), 7+ fo(idg,)
is continuous. In particular, the multiplication operator
mp: C*(R,E) = CY(R,E), ~y+ h-v
with (h-7)(z) = h(z)y(x) is continuous and linear for each h € C*(R,R)
(as my, = f. for the C*-map f given by f(z,y) := h(x)y).
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The following fact is proved in Appendix [Al

Lemma 2.15 If F is a locally conver space, d € N, £ € NgU {oc} and R C R?¢
a regular subset, then the compact-open C*-topology on C*(R, F) is the initial
topology with respect to the mappings

9%: CY(R,F) = C(R,F), v 0%

for a € N& such that |a| < ¢, if C(R,F) is endowed with the compact-open
topology. The seminorms

I 12 kg2 CY(R,F) — [0,00[, v — max sup q(0%y(x))
lal<j zeK

define the compact-open C*-topology for j € No with j < ¢, K ranging in a
cofinal set K C K(R) of compact sets and q in a directed set of continuous
seminorms on F' defining its locally convex vector topology.

0

If F =R, we can take ¢ := | -| and abbreviate || - ||cs x == || - |Z; -

2.16 Given d € N, £ € Ny U {co} and an open subset 2 C R?, the support
supp(7y) of v € C*(Q, F) is defined as the closure of {x € Q: y(x) # 0} in .
Given a compact subset K C (), we endow the closed vector subspace

Cic(, F) = {y € C*(2, F): supp(y) € K}
of C*(Q, F) with the induced topology. As usual, we endow the space

CoF) = |J Ck(QF) = lmCy(Q,F)
KeKk(Q) -

of all compactly supported F-valued C*-maps with the locally convex direct
limit topology.

See [27] for more details on the following concept (introduced in [3] for functions
on a product of two locally convex regular sets; see also [29]).

Definition 2.17 Let E;, F5 and F be locally convex spaces and Ry C Ej
as well as Ry C Fs be regular subsets. Given k,¢ € No U {oo}, we say that a
continuous function f: Ry X Ry — F'is C*t if the iterated directional derivatives

d(i7j)f(‘r7y7vlu sy Ui W, . ,’LU]) = (D(vi,()) o 'D(vl,O)D(O,u}j) T 'D(O,wl)f)(‘rvy)

exist for all i, j € Ng withi < kandj < fandallz € RY, y € RS, v1,...,v; € By
and wi,...,w; € Es, and extend to (necessarily unique) continuous mappings

d@Df: Ry x Ry x Ei x B} = F.

We recall the concept of a submersion (see [26], or also [31] in the case of Fréchet
manifolds).
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Definition 2.18 Let M and N be smooth manifolds modelled on locally convex
spaces. A smooth map f: M — N is called a submersion if it has the following
property: For each z € M, there exists a chart ¢: Uy — Vy C Ey4 of M with
x € Uy, a chart ¢: Uy — V, C Ey of N with f(U,) C Uy and a continuous
linear map 7: Fy — Fy admitting a continuous linear right inverse such that
7T(V¢) C Vy and Q/JOf|U¢ =T odp.

Finally, let us recall notation and facts concerning Taylor expansions. See [6]
and [29] for discussions of the following concepts.

2.19 Let E and F be locally convex spaces and j € Ng. A map p: F — F
is called a homogeneous F-valued polynomial of degree j on E if there exists a
continuous j-linear map 3: E/ — F such that

p(y) = B(y) = By, .- -,y)
j times

for all y € E (if j = 0, take the value of the constant map 8: E = {0} — F).
We may always assume that 8 is symmetric since

1
Buym(tns - 25) = 57 3 Blays- ()

" mEeS;

is symmetric (where S; is the group of all permutations of {1,...,j}) and
B = Psym. If B is symmetric, then S can be recovered from the homogeneous
polynomial p = 8 by means of the Polarization Formula [9, Theorem Al:

1
B($17'--7$j) = = Z (_1)j_(81+”'+€j)p(€1x1+...+gjxj), (7)

2.20 Given /¢ € Ny, a function p: E — F between locally convex spaces is called
a continuous polynomial of degree < [ if there exist continuous homogeneous
polynomials p;: E — F of degree j for j € {0, ..., ¢} such that p = Zﬁ:o Dj.

2.21 If F and F are locally convex spaces, U C E is open, £ € Ny, v: U — F
a C*map and x € U, then

. di )
HNW) = 5| e+ty) = dD@y,.y)

defines a continuous homogeneous polynomial §%(v): E — F of degree j (the
Jjth Géteaux differential of v at x) for j € {0,...,£}. The Lth order Taylor
polynomial of v at x is defined as

Y
Ply): Eo P, Py =Y 200 ®)

18



222 Ifd € N, / € N and F is a locally convex space, then every continu-
ous polynomial p: R? — F of degree < / is of the form p(x) = E\aléf %
with suitable a, € F (where 2% := 2" ---25%), as usual[]  Hence p =
Yjaj<ePrit - prg)aa € F © C*(R%R).

2.23 We shall use Taylor’s Theorem (see [29], Theorem 1.6.14)):

Let E and F be locally convex spaces, U C E be an open subset, £ € N and
v:U — F be a C*-map. If x,y € U and the line segment joining x and y is
contained in U, then then the remainder term

Ry(y) :=(y) — Poy(y — )
can be written as the weak integral

Rauy) = (g%l), / (1= 015 oy — 0y — )t

We mention that the seminorms described in Lemma[2.14](c) are useful to estab-
lish the link to Hanusch’s work. The approach via partial differentials and the
seminorms from Lemma [2.T5 are used in the proof of Proposition[[.2] (and links
our work to [60]). In[3H] we shall introduce yet another family of seminorms
defining the compact-open C*-topology, which is useful for the formulation of
Theorem [3.I] and its proof.

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

We now construct smoothing operators and obtain Theorem [[[1] as part of the
following more technical lemma. The seminorms in (b) and (c) are as in

Lemma 3.1 Let Q C R? be an open set, £ € Ny and F be a locally convex
topological vector space. Then there exist continuous linear operators

Sn: CYQ, F) = C®(Q, F)
for n € N with the following properties:
(a) Sn(v) = in CL(Q, F) as n — oo, for each v € CY(Q, F).

(b) There exists C € [0,00[ such that, for each compact set K C , compact
neighbourhood L of K in €, continuous seminorm q on F, v € C*(Q, F)
and n € N with K +[-1, 114 C L, we have

1Sn(Mllcer,g < Clivlletr,g-

141t suffices to show this if p = § is homogeneous of degree j < £. Using the standard basis
vectors eq, ..., eq of R?, we have p(z) = Zl<i1 i<a iy e vxijﬁ(eil R eij)7 from which
<ig,.i;<

the assertion follows.
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(c) For each compact exhaustion K1 C Ko C --- of Q, there exists a sequence
(Sn)nen of continuous linear operators S,,: C*(Q2, F) — C>(, F) satis-
fying the conditions of Theorem [L1), such that for some positive integers
mp < meo < -+, we have

Sk = S (V) 9)

for alln € N and v € C*(Q2, F); moreover,

1SnMllctrng < Clvllctk,g (10)

for each continuous seminorm q on F, with C as in (b).

To obtain smooth approximations for v € C*(Q2, F), we shall use the ¢th order
Taylor polynomials P¢(y): RY — F of v around suitable points x (as in (§)) and
blend them using a smooth partition of unity. We begin with some preparations.

3.2 If (E,||.|) is a normed space, F' a locally convex space, ¢ a continuous
seminorm on F, j € Ny and 8: £ — F a continuous j-linear map, let

18lly = sup{q(B(z1,...,2;)): 21,...,2; € By (0)}.

For the corresponding continuous homogenous polynomial p := 3, we let

—E
Ipllq := sup{q(p(z)): = € By (0)}. (11)
For symmetric j-linear maps 3, the Polarization Formula (@) entails that the
seminorms 3 — ||5]|4 and 8 — ||8||4 are equivalent; we have

24)i
ol < 181, < Z22 . (12)

3.3 Given a locally convex space F, a normed (or locally convex) space F and
j € N, let Pol/(E, F) be the space of all continuous homogeneous polynomials
of degree j from E to F, and Sym? (E, F) be the space of continuous symmetric
j-linear maps from EJ to F. We give both spaces the compact-open topology.

Lemma 3.4 The inclusion map \: PoV(E,F) — C™(E,F) is a topological
embedding.

Proof. Consider the continuous map A;: E — E7, z+ (z,...,z). Then
Q;: Sym!(E,F) — PoV (E,F), B+ BoA;

is an isomorphism of vector spaces and continuous linear (by Lemma [ZT4(e)).
Combining Lemma [2.T4(e) with the Polarization Formula, we see that also @;1
is continuous. For all ¢ € N such that ¢ < j, we have

; j!
0@y = gy B i)
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(with x in j — i slots) for z,y1,...,y; € E (see [29, Lemma 1.6.10]). Define
h: B — B9 (z,y1,...,y) — (2,...,2,91,...,¥;). By the above, d(V o
0;: Sym’ (E,F) — C(E"™ F) is a restriction of the continuous map

7L C(h, F): C(E7 F) = C(E™ F)
(see Lemma[2I4{e)) and hence continuous. Thus A is continuous. The inclusion
map A: C°(E,F) — C(E, F) is continuous and A o A a topological embedding.
Thus A=t = (Ao A)~! o A is continuous and X is a topological embedding. O

3.5 In this section, we endow R? with the maximum norm, ||(x1, ..., %)l :=
max{|x1],...,|rq|} and write B,(z) C R? for corresponding closed balls. Let
Q C R% be open, F be a locally convex space, K C Q be a compact subset and
v: Q — F a C%map, where ¢ € Ny U {oc}. For k € Ny such that k < ¢, we
define

.....

if g: F — [0,00[ is a continuous seminorm. If h: R¢ — R is a C*-map with
compact support, we let

IMoe = max,

yeeey

sup [[62A])-
zERC

The following observation shall be proved in Appendix [Al

Lemma 3.6 If K ranges through a cofinal subset IC C KC(S2), k through the set
of non-negative integers < { and q ranges through a directed set I of seminorms
on F defining the locally convex topology of F, then the ||-||ck k 4 form a directed
set of continuous seminorms on C*(Q2, F) which define the compact-open C*-
topology.

Proof of Lemma B.Il To construct a well-behaved “periodic” partition of
unity on R%, let £: R? — R be a non-negative C°°-map with support supp(¢) C
]—1,1[%, such that £(z) > 0 for each z € [—1,1]?. Given z € Z%, define a
non-negative smooth function h,: R? — R via

{(z - 2)
Pweza §(@ —w)

Then the supports supp(h,) C z+ ]—1,1[? form a locally finite cover of R?, and
> .cza h = 1 pointwise. Furthermore,

hy(x) =

h.(x) = ho(x —2) forall z € Z? and = € R?.

By construction, each point # € R? has a neighbourhood W on which at most 2¢
of the functions h. are non—zero Given n € N, let M,, be the set of all z € Z¢
such that 2 + [—1,1]4 C Q. For each z € M, we define

hnz: =R, hyp(x) == hy(nx);

I51f supp(€) C [—(1 — €),1 — €] with € €]0, 1[, we can take W := Be(x).
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then supp(hy,.) € 24+]—1,1[? We now associate to v € C*(Q, F) a smooth
function S, (7): Q — F via

zEM,,

It is clear that S, : C(Q, F) — C°(Q, F) is linear. To see that S, is continuous,
it suffices to show that for each relatively compact, open subset U C €2, the map

gu: CHQLF) = C®(UF), gu(y) = S.(y)lv

is continuous (see Lemma [ZT4(f)). But ®,,(U) := {z€ M,,: supp(hn,.)NU # 0}

is finite and

In view of Lemma 2T4(e) (which applies to translations in the domain) and the
fact that the multiplication operator C*(U,F) — C>®(U,F), n + hp - n is
continuous (Lemma [214(g)), gu will be continuous if the map

¢: CHQ, F) = Pol*(RY, F) C C®(RY, F), ~ 0% (5)

is continuous for each fixed m € ®,,(U) and each k € Ny such that k& < ¢. By
Lemma 3.4} we need only show that ¢ is continuous as a map to C(R?, F) with
the compact-open topology. Consider the continuous map

R = Qx (RN, aly) = (Z,y,...,y).

Then ¢ = C(a, F) 0o d® is continuous, as d®: C4(Q, F) — C(Q x (R)*, F),
v = d®) () is continuous by definition of the compact-open C*-topology and
C(a, E): O x (RY* E) = C(R?, E) is continuous (see Lemma 2.14(e)).

(a) Let K C Q be compact, L be a compact neighbourhood of K in €2, and
v € CY(Q, F). There is ng € N such that K+B ( ) C L, where B 1 ( ) is as

n35l If v € K, let M, (x) :={z€ My:xz€ 2 [ 11 }The@
E =S = E [ D b)) = (PEY)( = 2)) | (w)
zEMy (x)
. Z( )8 ) 0) 810~ (P = 20 (19
zEM, (z

for k € {0,...,¢}, x € K and y € R?. Consider the auxiliary function

o OAxXxQ=F, ¢(x,z2):=7(x) —Pf(v)(x—z).

164 .= UzEMn\Mn(ac)(% +[-1 % 4) is closed in Q by local finiteness. Hence Q\ A is an

n’

open neighbourhood of z in  and S, (7)(y) = ZzEMn(ac) B,z (y) (PL ) (y — Z) fory € Q\ A.
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Abbreviate ¢* := ¢(-, z). By definition of P{(v), we have 6} (PL(y)) = 61 (y) for
j €{0,...,£} and hence §2(¢*) =0 for j € {0,...,¢}. The map

Uit A x Q= Pol/(RLF), (2,2) = 65(67) = (67, .,9)(-,0)

is C*~7. In fact: The mapping dV¢: (2 x Q) x (R x R4 — F is C*~7 by [29,
Remark 1.3.13], whence also

b: (2 x Q) xR 5 F, b(z, 2,y) = dVo((z,2), (4,0),..., (4,0))
is C*~7 and thus C*~70. Consequently,
b :QxQ— CRLF), bY(x2)(y) = bz, 2,7)

is C*~7 (see [3, Theorem A]). Thus v; is C*~7, as the corestriction of b to the
closed vector subspace Pol’ (R%, F) of C(R?, F) (see Lemma 2.9]).

Set ¢ = ;(-,2): @ — Pol/ (R4, F). For w € RY, let &,: Pol/(R%, F) — F,
p — p(w) be the evaluation at w, which is continuous and linear. For i €
{0,...,4—j}, v € Q and v,w € R, we then have

i

RO = clEW0) = el
di

a
a

dt?

t=

01/);- (x + tv))

ati (5i+tv¢z)(w)

colWi (o) = 2|

t=0

d9D¢*(z + to,w, ..., w)
t=0 ~—
J
g d(i+j)¢z(wi7"'awvvv""v)' (15)
J 3

Since (Pfy)(- — 2) is a polynomial of degree < ¢, the ¢th Gateaux differential
85((Pfy)(- — 2)) is independent of y € R Thus

ve(z,2) = 04(¢%) = 6y — 0y (16)
for all (z,2) € Q x Q, as
o(PL)(- = 2)) = SL((Piy)(- = 2)) = 8.

Since d (t7)(¢%)(z,-) can be recovered from §:7(¢?) = 0 via the Polarization
Formula, we have d “+7) $*(z,-) = 0 and hence

§.(¢;) =0 forall j€{0,....4} and i€ {0,....0—j}. (17)
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For j € {0,1,...,¢ — 1}, using Taylor’s Theorem (see 2.23)) and (I7)) we obtain

I 5t (2 ) (x — 2
B2 = 6@ =@ 2) = Gt -2 - Y BT

i=0

i!

_ 1 ' 0—j—1(st—j Z_ §l—joz

= (ﬁ—j—l)!/o (1—1¢) (5z+t(xfz)¢j — 0, Y3 (@ — =) dt

o 1 ! b—j—1/cl—] z

RS /0 (1—-1) (0 by ¥5) (@ — 2) dt (18)

for all 2 € K and z € By, () C L. Since ¢ := z + t(x — z) € L, we infer that

220" ||l (lz—zlls0)*
Vi, 2)|q < Ziﬁj—,l)! and thus

2 (20)*
0

[, 2)llg < Illot g (e = 2llee) (19)

forall j € {0,....4—1},z € K,z € Fl/no(x) and continuous seminorm ¢ on F,
using ([I2), (&) and (I6) to estimate seminorms as in (1) via

10—y = Ny dO8 (Ca =2 w2y Yl
—_— —
L—j J
< IOy e - 2l
20)* . _;
< ()l - e - 217
20)* »
< B sty — sty e - 215 (20)

We mention that (I9) also holds for z, z, ¢ as before and j = ¢, as

[e(, 2)llg = 1057 = 05vlla < 118a7llq + 10571la < 20Vl ce g
for all x,z € L.

If ¢ > 0, the uniform continuity of L — Pol‘(R?, F), & ~ §%~ implies that there
is n1 > ng such that
!

1
165y — 8y1l, < Ws for all z, z € L such that ||z — z||e < nl_17 (21)

whence
165y = llg < € (22)
in particular. Combining this with (I8) and (20), we obtain |[¢;(z,2)|, <

g
ellz=zllc’ 214 thus

(—5—D)!

i@, 2)llg < elle—2l? (23)
for all j € {0,...,£ -1}, v € K and 2z € R? with |z — 2]|ec < n% By (I9)
and ([22)), we have ||¢(x,2)|q < € for all ,z € L with ||z — 2| < n_117 whence
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23) also holds for j = £.

Since || hn,: |l cr-i x| < nF79||hol|cr-s and M, (x) has at most 2 elements, (I4)
and (23) yield

165 (v = Su()llq

IN

k I »
Z Z( J )nk kol cr— - ||7/’j($v%)”q

M =0
zEM, () J ga(%)[*j

k

02 [hollce Y n*I(E) e < 0@+ 1)2 hollce e
=0

for all k € {0,...,¢}, n >ny and x & K. Thus

IN

Iy — §n(’7)||cz)K)q < 0+1) 24 lhollcee  for all n > ny, (24)

which is arbitrarily small for small .

(b) Let no be as in the proof of (a) and ¢ be a continuous seminorm on F.
Repeating the estimates leading to ([24) with (I9)) instead of (23]), we obtain

Iy = SnW etk < €412 Q20" [hollce IVllcer,q for all m>ng. (25)

Thus [[Sn(W)llctr,g < IMlcirg + 1152 (7) = Vllerk,g < Clvllenr,g with C =
1+ (€+1)291(20)% | hol| ce -

(c¢) We find m; < mg < --- such that

K+ = )t © K

) .
mj m;

for all j € N. For each j € N,
®; :={z € My, : supp(hm, .) N K; # 0}
is a finite set; we define S;(y) € C*°(Q, F) via

Si(N(@) = D hiny(2) - P (7)(x = %)

prosy
z€P; !

for v € CY(Q, F) and = € Q. Tt is clear that S;: C*(Q, F) — C>((Q, F) is linear.
As S;(y) is a finite sum of summands which are continuous functions of v (as
already shown), the function S;: C*(Q, F) — C>(£, F) is continuous. We have

supp(8;(7)) € | supp(hm, -) € | Bo1 (2) C K+ [ 55 € Ky,
2€d; z€d;
and thus S;(y) € CF (2, F). As PL (9)(- — mi]) R? — F is a polynomial,

it is an element of F ® C>°(RY,R). The restriction of the polynomial to the
domain € then is an element of FF ® C*°(Q,R) and this is unchanged if we
multiply with hp,; .. Thus S;(v) is a sum of summands which are elements
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of the tensor product, and thus also S;(y) € F ® C*°(Q,R). Thus S;(7)(R)

spans a finite-dimensional vector subspace of F. Since S;(7v) € Cg,,. (L F),
this implies that
Si(v) e Fe Cg ., (CLR).
The definition of ®; entails that
SiNk; = Sm; ()|, (26)

for all j € Nand v € C*(Q, F). In fact, S;j(v) and §mj () coincide on the open
complement of the closed set

U supp(hm, 2),

2EMom ; \2;

whence their kth Géteaux derivatives coincide on K; for all k € Ny. If g is a
continuous seminorm on F and j € N, we can use ng := m; in the proof of (a)
with K := Kj, L= Kj+1. Thus

15i(Vllctrg = 19m; (Dlletr,g < ClllesL,g

for all v € C*(Q, F), using (b) and @26). Pick n; > ng = m; as in the proof
of (a). There is jo > j such that m; > ny for all i > jo. By (24) and (28], we
then have

Y = Sillotkg = I =Sl kg < E+1)2%hollcee (27)
for all i > jo, showing that S;(y) — v in C*(£2, F) as i — oc.
To see that also condition (c) of Theorem [I1]is satisfied, let ¢ € N and v €
C% (Q,F). For integers j > 14, define ®;; := {2 € ®;: e € K;}. Since

i

PL (7) =0if £ ¢ K;, we have
™

Si(y) = >

Zeq)i,jhmj-,Z'P[L (V)(_mi])
mj

and thus supp(S; (7)) € K?,,, using that

Supp(hmj,z) - L_i_]_ij,ij[d g Ki+]_

= m;

mija m%[dg Kz+]_»m%7 m%[dg K10+1

for all z € q)i,j- O

Remark 3.7 We mention that S, (y) — 7 as n — oo and S;(y) — v as i — 0o
in C*(2, F) uniformly for v in compact sets.

To see this, let B C C*(Q2, F) be compact. The map

h: CZ(Q,F) — C(Q2 % Rd,F), h(y)(z,y) == 5ﬁ”y(y)
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is continuous by definition of the compact-open C*-topology and LemmaZ.I4(e).
As QxR?is locally compact, the evaluation map ev: C(QxR? F)xQxR? — F,
(n,z,y) — n(z,y) is continuous. Hence

g: C{(QF) x QxR 5 F, (y,2,y) = ev(h(7),2,y) = 657(y)
is continuous and hence also the map
g": CY QL F) x Q = Pol*(RY, F) C C(RE, F), (v,z) — 0%r.
For K, L, ¢, q, and ng as in the proof of Lemma [3}a), the restriction
9" |Bx1 — Pol‘(R?, F)

is uniformly continuous with respect to the unique compatible uniformity on
the compact set B x L. As a consequence, there exists n; > ng such that (21
holds for all v € B. Thus (24) holds for all v € B and also (21)).

4 Proof of Proposition and Theorem 1.3

We now prove our results concerning completed tensor products and passage
from extension operators for real-valued functions to extension operators for
vector-valued functions.

Lemma 4.1 Let F be a locally convez space, { € NgU{oo}, d € N and R C R?
be a convex subset with dense interior. Then FRC™®(R,R) is dense in C*(R, F).
If ¢ < 0o and v € C*(R, F), then there exist elements Vi, € F @ C*®(R,R) for
k,n € N such that

v= lim lim v, in CYR,F). (28)

k—00 n—00

If ¢ < 00 and R is closed in RY, then F ® C°(R,R) is dense in C*(R, F) and
the Yi,n can be chosen in F @ C°(R,R).

Proof of Lemma H.1l Let 2o € R°; after replacing R with R — z(, we may
assume that 0 € R®. For each t € |1,00][, the set R is contained in the interior
tRO of tR. Let (tx)ren be a sequence in |1, 0o[ with t; — 1 as k — oo. The map

fi[l,0[xR— F, f(t,z):=~(z/t)
is C'* and thus C%*, entailing that
fYiloo[—= CYR,F), te f(t,)
is continuous (see [3, Theorem A]). Hence
v = kli)rgo Y in CYR,F) (29)

with v, := fV(tx): R — F, x = v(x/tx). Define n, € C*(t,R°, F) via ng(z) =
V(x/tk)-
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The case { < 0o. By Theorem [[L1] there exist 7y, € F ® C°(t,, R, R) with
N = nl;rr;o Mi,n 10 C'(tyR°, F).
Then Yk pn := Men|r € F ® C°(R,R) and
Ve =1klr = lm Y, in CYR,F),
as the restriction map C*(txR?, F) — C*(R, F) is continuous. Substituting this

into (29), we obtain 28)). If R is closed, then v, has compact support and
thus v, € F @ C°(R,R).

The case ¢ = co. Given v € C®(R,F), let K C R be a compact subset,
q: F' — R be a continuous seminorm, j € Ny, and € > 0. By the preceding,
applied with j in place of ¢, we find vy, € F @ C*(R,R) such that

v = lim lim 7, in C¥(R,F),

k—o00 n—00

and we may assume 7y, € F ® CX(R,R) if R is closed. Thus, we find k with

<e.

— lim
HFY n%oofyk’n Ci,K,q

Fix k. For sufficiently large n, we then have ||y — yinllcix,, <e. O

We need more information in the case £ = co. The following fact can be shown
by standard arguments.

Lemma 4.2 Let F' be a sequentially complete locally convex space, d € N, and
0 € C*(R4, F). Then there exist 0, ; € F @ C°(R4,R) for m,j € N such that

0= lim lim 6,,; in C®°RLF).

m—0o0 j—00

For each compact subset L C R with supp(#) C L°, the Om,; can be chosen in
F @ CP(RYR).

Proof. Since F is sequentially complete and 6 has compact support, the weak
integral

(g %0)(x) = / g(y)f(x —y) draly)

R4
exists in F for each z € R? and each g € C(R%R) (see, e.g., [8, p.110]).
Moreover, g * € C°°(R%, F) and the linear map

C(RYR) = C®°(RLF), g+ gx0 (30)

is continuous (e.g., by the statement concerning 0y in [8, Proposition 8.1],
applied with 7 := 0 and s :=t := 00). For m € N, consider the Gaussian

gm:RY SR, x> (ﬂ)d/Q e=mllzl2)*,
™
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For each § > 0, there exists mo € N such that f”y”2>5 gm(y) dAq(y) < 0 for all
m > mg. Hence
gm *0 — 0 in C(RLF)

as m — 00, using the uniform continuity of the compactly supported continuous
function 6. Likewise, using (3.4) in [8, Proposition 3.2], we get

O%(gm % 0) = gm x0%0 — 00 in C(RY, F)

for each a € N¢, whence 6,,, := gm0 — 0 in C°(R%, F) (by Lemma ZI5)). For
j € N, consider the polynomial g,, ;: R — R,

m /2 : 1 2\v d

gms (@)= (2) 30 (mlllall2)?)” for @ € R
v=0 "'

Then gy, ; — gm in C(RY,R) as j — oco. Using the continuity of the map (B0),

we deduce that

Gm,j ¥0 — gm+0 in C®°(RI F)

as j — oo. It remains to observe that 6, ; := gy, ; * 6 is a polynomial for all j
and m, since

buns@) = [ ota = 0)(s) draly)

for all z € R? (see, e.g., (3.3) in [§]). Thus 6,,; € F ® C*(R%R). For the
final assertion, pick a smooth function h: R? — R such that supp(h) C L and
h(x) = 1 for all x € supp(y). Then hb,, ; — hb, for j — oo in C=(R4, F), and
h8,, = h8 = 6 as m — co. We can therefore replace 6, ; with h8,, ;. i

The following conclusion complements the case £ = oo of Lemma [£.1]

Lemma 4.3 Let F' be a sequentially complete locally convex space, d € N, R C
R? be a closed, convex subset with dense interior, and v € C¥(R,F). Then
there exist elements Vi n,m,; € F @ C°(R,R) for k,n,m,j € N such that

v = kli)rrgo nlirrgon}gnmjli)rﬁlo Venm,; 1 CC(R,F). (31)
Proof. We may assume that 0 € R°. Given v € C®(R, F), let v, € C*°(R, F),
tr €]1,00[ and and n € C* (¢, R°, F) be as in the proof of Lemma F.1] (applied
with £ := o00). For each k € N, let (Kkn)nen be a compact exhaustion of
t R® and hy ,,: tx R° — R be a compactly supported smooth function such that
hin(x) =1 for all x € K . Then hy,nr — ni in C°(t,R°, F) as n — oo (cf.
Lemma 2.15]), entailing that

(Pkenmi) R = Mi|lR = Vi

in C*°(R, F). Since hg_,n has compact support in the open subset R of R?, we
can extend hy_,nx via 0 to a smooth function 7 ,,: R — F. Then supp(nk.»)
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is compact, being a subset of supp(hk,,). By Lemma [£2] there are 0 . m,; €
F ® C=(R%,R) for m,j € N such that

NMen = lm  lim Og pm; in C>(R4, F).

m—00 j—+00
Then Vi n,m,j := Oknm,jlr € F @ CP(R,R) and

v=lim lim ng,|lg= lim lim Um lim v nm;
k—ocon—oo k—o00o n—00 m—00 j—oo

in C*(R, F). O

Lemma 4.1] and are useful for us as they have consequences for functions
to sequentially complete locally convex spaces. Recall that a map f: X — Y
between topological spaces is said to be sequentially continuous if f(x,) = f(x)
as n — oo for each € X and sequence (z,)nen in X such that x,, — x. If f
is continuous, then f is sequentially continuous.

Lemma 4.4 Let E and F be locally conver spaces, d € N, £ € Ny U {oo} and
R C R? be a conver subset with dense interior. If £ = oo, assume that R is
closed in RY and F is sequentially complete. Let Ey C E be a vector subspace
which is sequentially complete in the induced topology. If f: C*(R,F) — E is a
sequentially continuous map such that

f(F® C>®(R,R)) C Ey,
then f(CY(R,F)) C Ey.
Proof. If v € E and (v, )nen is a sequence in Ey with v,, — v as n — oo, then

v= lim v, € Ey, (32)

n—oo

as Fy is sequentially complete. The case ¢ < oo: For each v € CY(R,F),
Lemma (1] provides elements v, € FF @ C(R,R) for k,n € N such that 28]
holds. As f is assumed sequentially continuous, we deduce that

f() = lim lim f(,0). (33)

k—o0 n—

Since f(vkn) € Ep for all k,n € N by hypothesis, using [82]) twice we deduce
from [B3) that f(y) € Eo. If £ = oo, we write v as a fourfold limit as in (3I))
and argue as before, using [32) four times now to see that

f(y)=lim lim lim lm f(yemnm;)

k— 00 Nn—00 M—+00 j—00
isin Ey. O
We shall use a well-known fact:

Lemma 4.5 Let E and F' be complete locally convex spaces, Ey C E and Fy C
F dense vector subspaces and \: Eg — Fy be an isomorphism of topological
vector spaces. Then the unique continuous linear map A: E — F with A|lg, = A
is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces.
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Proof. Let ©: F — E be the unique continuous linear map which extends
A1: Fy — Ep. Then © o Alg, = idg |g,, whence © o A = idg. Likewise,
Ao©® =idp. Hence © = AL O

4.6 Given locally convex spaces F and F, we write E. for the space of continu-
ous linear functionals on E, endowed with the Mackey topology (the topology of
uniform convergence on absolutely convex weakly compact subsets of F). Write
L(EL, F). for L(E., F), endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on
equicontinuous subsets of E’. Recall that the e-topology on F ® F is the initial
topology with respect to the linear map

V: E®F — L(EL, F).

determined by ¥(z,y)(A) := A(x)y for x € E, y € F and A € E’ (cf. Definition
43.1 and §42 in [60]).

4.7 The locally convex topology on L(E’, F'). is given by the seminorms

|- llsq: L(E',F) —[0,00[, «a +— sup q(a(N)),

Aes
for S ranging through the set of equicontinuous subsets of E’ and g ranging
through the set of all continuous seminorms on F. If I' is a directed set of
continuous seminorms defining the locally convex topology on F, then there
exists Q@ € I' and r > 0 such that ¢ < rQ. As a consequence, || - | g4 <
II-lls,r@ = |l llrs,@- Thus, it suffices to take ¢ € I'. Moreover, after increasing .S,
we may assume that

S=Ve:={ e E:\V)C[-1,1]}

is the polar of a 0-neighbourhood V' C E. After replacing V' with a smaller
0-neighbourhood (which increases the polar), we may assume that V = BY(0)

. . y4 . . .
for a continuous seminorm p on E (and, conversely, B;(0)° is equicontinuous
for each continuous seminorm p on E). Since

By (0) = (B1(0)°) := {y € E: (VA € By(0)°) A(y) C [-1,1]}

by the Bipolar Theorem, we deduce that

p(y) = sup {|A(y)|: A € BY(0)°} = sup [A(y)| (34)

€

for all y € E. This well-known fact will be useful for us.
Proof of Proposition Since C*(R, F) is complete (see Lemma 2.T4(d))
and F ® CYR,R) is a dense vector subspace of both CYR,F) (see
Theorem 1)) and F ®. C*(R,R), it suffices to show that both C*(R, F) and
F®.C*R,R) induce the same topology on F' ® C*(R,R); the unique continu-

ous linear map _ B
A: CYR,F) - F®.C*(R,R)

31



determined by /NX(WU) =v®~y forv € F and v € C*(R,R) then is an isomorphism
of topological vector spaces (by Lemma [LH]). Let

A:Y - F®CYR,R)

be the unique linear map on Y := F ® C*(R,R) C C*(R, F) determined by
A(yv) = v ® . Tt suffices to show that the vector space isomorphism A is
a homeomorphism if we use the topology induced by C*(R, F) on Y and the
topology induced by F ®.C*(R,R) on the range of A. The latter holds if and
only if the linear map h := 1 o A is a topological embedding, for

¢: F©C*(R,R) = L(F],C*(R,R)).
as in .6l Note that A(y)(A) = (Yo A)(y)(A) = Aoy forally €Y and X € F',
as (o A)(yv)(A) = A(v)y for allv € F, v € C*(R,R), and X € F".
We claim that
1B .10 w0 = 1185 50,5 (35)

for each j € Ny such that j < £, compact subset K C R, and continuous
seminorm p on F, with S := B} 1(0)° C F’. If this is true, then the injective
linear map h is an embedding. In fact, for each continuous seminorm ¢ on
L(F!,C*(R,R))., there exist a continuous seminorm p on F, a compact subset
K C R and j € Ny with j < ¢ such that

Sl I X

with § := B%(0)°, by B Then Q(h(1) < [h()lls,11 . = 1112 s, Tor each
~v €Y, by (38)), showing that the linear map h is continuous. If P is a continuous
seminorm on Y, then there exist j € Ny with j < ¢, a compact subset K C R,
and a continuous seminorm p on F' such that

P(y) < 12k p = (I GOlIENNT—

where S := B4(0)°. The linear map (h|"¥))~! is therefore continuous, and
thus h is a topological embedding. But

R s s o = Sup A ovllci x
= sup max sup |0%(Ao~)(z)]
AeS @< pe kK ——
=[A(0%(2))|

= max sup sup [AN9*v(x))] = |72k,
lel<j zeK AeS
[ —
=p(8=7(z))
for each v € Y, using the Chain Rule and (B4)); this proves the claim. O

Proof of Theorem Let £: CY(R,R) — C*(R%,R) be a continuous linear
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map such that £(7)|g = 7 for each y € C*(R,R). Let F be a completion of F
such that F' C F. There is a unique continuous linear map

ids ®:£: F&.CYR,R) = F&.CYRY, F)

mapping elementary tensors v ® v to v ® £(y) (see [60, Definition 43.5]). Using
Proposition [[2] twice (with domains R and RY, respectively), we now interpret
idz ®:€ as a map

Ez: CY(R,F) — C* (R, F).

The restriction f := Ez|ce(g, ) is a continuous linear map C*(R, F) — C*(R, F)
such that f(FQCY(R,R)) C FRE(CH(R,R)) C C*(RY, F). Moreover, C*(R¢, F)
induces the compact-open C*-topology on C*(R%, F) (see Lemma[ZI4{(b)). Since
C*(R%, F) is sequentially complete by Lemma R.I4(d), Lemma 4] shows that
f(CYR,F)) C CYR?, F). Thus f co-restricts to a continuous linear map

Ep: CY(R,F) — C'(R%, F).

Let p: C*(RY, F) — C*(R, F), v + |r be the restriction map, which is contin-
uous and linear. Since

p(Er(v)) = p(E(7)v) = E(7)|rRY = v

for all v € F and v € C*(R,R), passing to the linear span we deduce that
p(Er (7)) = v for all v € F ® C*(R,R). The continuous linear maps p o & and
idge (g, ) therefore coincide, as they coincide on a dense vector subspace of their
domain. [

We close with a fact concerning convex sets mentioned in the introduction.

Lemma 4.8 Let d € N and R C R be a closed, convex subset with non-empty
interior. Then R satisfies the cusp condition.

Proof. To see that R has no narrow fjords, let x € R. Pick » > 0. Then
K :=B.(z)NR

is a compact neighbourhood of z in R (using the euclidean ball). Let w € R°. If
y # z are points in K, we can choose ¢ € ]0, 1] so small that ¢||w—y||2, t|w—2z]2 <
ly — z|l2/2. Then y + s(w —y) € R® and 2z + s(w — 2) € R for all s €]0,¢] and
the line segment joining y + t(w — y) and z + t(w — z) (which has length

Iy +t(w —y) =2 —t(w = 2)[la = (L = 1)lly - z]2)

is contained in R®. The polygonal path v with edges y, y+t(w—y), z+t(w—2),
z therefore has length

tlw =yllz + (L =Dlly = zll2 + t{lw = zlla < 2]y — 2|2,
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using 1 — ¢ < 1 and the choice of t. We can therefore take C' :=2 and n =1 in
the definition of no narrow fjords.

To see that R has at worst polynomal outward cusps, let K C R? be a compact
set. Pick w € RY; there is p > 0 such that B,(w) C R. For each z € K N OR
and e €]0, 1], setting = := z 4+ e(w — z) we have

Bye(z) = Bp(z+e(w—2))=z+¢e(w—2)+ B,(0)
z+e(w—2)+eB,(0) =z +e(B,(w) —2z) C R° C R.

Thus, the condition in Definition [[L4(b) is satisfied with g :=1 and r:=1. O

5 Proof of Proposition [I.7 and Corollary [1.§]

We now prove the two results related to Hanusch’s work.

Proof of Proposition [I.7l Let the constants C; € [1,00[ for i € N with ¢ < ¢
be as in part 2) of [32] Theorem 1]. Let j € Ny such that j < ¢, K Cla,c0[ xR
and L C Rx E be compact subsets, and ¢ be a continuous seminorm on F'. After
increasing K and L, we may assume that K = [o, f]x Awitha < a <7 <b<
and a compact subset A C R, and L = [—r, r|x B for some r > 10 and a compact
subset B C F such that 0 € B. If £ > 1, we may assume that j > 1. By part 2)
of [32, Theorem 1], we have

q(& ()t 2)) < sup{q(v(s,2)): s € [1,b]} < [[Vllja,B1x A,

for all ¢ €], 8] and = € A. Thus

(&M 2) < llap1xa.q

holds for all (¢,z) € [, 8] x A, as & (v)(t,x) = (¢, x) in the remaining case
where (t,z) € [o,b] x A (making the inequality a triviality). We therefore have

1€ (Ml rcq < IYllx (36)

for all v € C*(Ja,b] x R, F); if j = 0 (and thus ¢ = 0), this establishes continuity
of &. If j > 1, consider ¢ € {1,...,j} now. Abbreviate D := {(1,0)} U ({0} x
B)C[-r,7] x BCR x E. Then

a(d D (E)((t, ), (b1, y1)s - -, (Liyy5))) Cir |Vl et (ry < 1), Do

<
< Oiri||’Y||Ci,[a,5]><A,[7T,r]><B,q

for all t €]b,8], * € A, y1,...,y; € B and t1,...,t; € [—r,r], using that
max{1,|t1],...,[t:|}* <7’ Thus

g(dD(E)((t,2), (tr, 1), -+, (t,97)) < Cir'[ly]

Ci K Lq (37)
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holds for all (¢,x) € [, 8] X A and (t1,y1),-. ., (ti,yi) € [-7r,7] X B, as
d(Z) (g‘r’)/)((t? :E)u (t17 yl)u R (tla yl)) = d(l)/y((ta J/'), (t17y1)7 ERE (tiu yz))
in the remaining case where t € [, b] (making the inequality a triviality).

Now .
C = max{Cir':ie{l,...,5}} > 1.

For all v € C*(Ja,b] x R, F), we have [|€:(7)llxq < [Vlxq < 1Vlles, kg <
C|7|lci k.1.q> by BE). Moreover, for i € {1,...,5}, we have
1€-Mllikpg < Cor'lWllosr,rg < Clvlles kL

by B). Thus
N&r(lci kg < Cllvllei kL,
for all v € C*(Ja,b] x R, F). As a consequence, &, is continuous. [.

The following observations prepare the proof of Corollary [L.8

Lemma 5.1 Let Fy and Es be finite-dimensional vector spaces, E and F be
locally convex spaces, R C E be a reqular subset, £ € No U {oo}, f: Uy — Us be
a Cz—diﬁeomorphism between open subsets Uy C Ey and Us C E5, and Sy be a
closed, regular subset of Uy. Let Sy := f(S1). If the restriction map

C*(Uy x R, F) — C*(S; x R, F)
has a continuous linear right inverse £: C*(S; x R, F) — C*(U; x R, F), then
Fi=CH(f ) xidg, F)oEoC!(f|& xidg, F): C*(S2 x R, F) = C*(Ua x R, F)

18 a continuous linear map and a Tight inverse for the restriction mapping
C'(Uy x R,F) — C*(Sy x R, F).

Proof. The composition F is continuous and linear as a composition of contin-
uous linear maps (using Lemma Z14(e)). For v € C*(Sy x R, F) we have

F)(w,y) = E(vo(fls, xidr))(f 7 (), y) = (yo(f]s, xidr)) (' (@), y) = 7(=,y)
for all z € Sy and y € R (using that f~!(z) € S1). Thus F(y)|s,xr =7. O

Lemma 5.2 Let Eq, Fa, and F be locally convex spaces, d € N, £ € NgU {0},
U CR® be an open subset and R1 C E1, Ry C Es, and S C U be regular subsets
such that S is closed in U. If the restriction map

C*(U x Ry x Ry, F) = C*(S x Ry x Ry, F)
has a continuous linear right inverse
E:CYS xRy x Ry, F) — C*(U x Ry x Ry, F),
then also the restriction map
C*(Ry x U X Ry, F) = C*(Ry x S x Ry, F)
has a continuous linear right inverse C*(Ry x S x Ry, F) — C*(Ry xU X Ry, F).
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Proof. The map f: U x Ry X Re — Ry x U X Ra, (2,y,2) — (y,2,2) is a
C*-diffeomorphism between regular subsets of R% x E; x Fy and F; x R? x Es,
respectively. Then

CHf Y F) oo Clf|sxr xRy F): C*(Ry x S X Ry, F) — C*(Ry x U x Ry, F)

is the desired right inverse. m]

Remark 5.3 It is now clear that Hanusch’s extension operators as in (2] are
continuous. If fact, given 7; €]a;, b;[ we have Hanusch’s extension operator

CZ(]CLj,bj] X Rj,F) — C’e(]a,j, OO[ XRj,F)

for the regular subset R; :=]ay, 00[ X - X |aj—1,00[ X]|a;+1, bj] X+ - X Jan, bp] X R
C Rx(R""!xE). Using Lemmal5.2l we have a corresponding extension operator

5]‘2 CZ(]al,oo[x--- x]aj_l,oo[x]aj,bj] X ---x]an,bn] X R,F)

— C*(Jay,00[ x -+ x |aj, 00 X Jaji1,bj41] X - -+ X |an, by] x R, F).
Then &, o -0 &; is continuous linear and is the extension operator in (2]).
Proof of Corollary 1.8 Consider an extension operator
C*(]—00,0]™ x RT™ F) — CY(RY, F)

by Hanusch (analogous to (2])), which is continuous linear by Remark
Using Lemma [ we have a corresponding continuous linear extension
operator C*([0, o[ xRI=™ F) — C*(R%, F), as asserted.

To prove the final assertion, we claim that there exist continuous linear extension
operators

g CHRITE x [0, 1]"979 F) — CHRI x [0,1]479, F) (38)
for all j € {1,...,d}. If this is true, then
Ego---0&: CY0,1]%, F) —» CYRY, F)

is a continuous linear extension operator, as desired. In view of Lemma [£.2]
operators as in ([B8) will exist if we can show that the restriction map

C*R x R, F) — C*([0,1] x R, F)

has a continuous linear right inverse for each regular subset R of a locally convex
space E. The restriction map

pr1: C*(R x R, F) — C*(]0,00[ xR, F)
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is continuous and linear, and so are the restriction maps ps: C*(R x R, F) —
C'] =00, 1[ xR, F), r1: C*([0,1] x R, F) — C*(]0,1] x R, F) and r5: C*([0,1] x
R, F) — CY[0,1[ xR, F). Lemma [ZI4(f) entails that the linear map

(p1,p2): C*(R x R, F) — C*(]0,00[ xR, F) x C*(]—o0, 1[ xR, F)

is a topological embedding. Now Hanusch’s work provides a continuous linear
extension operator

Fi: CY0,1] x R, F) — C%(]0, 00 xR, F).

Using Lemma [5.I] we obtain a corresponding continuous linear extension oper-
ator
Fa: CY([0,1[ xR, F) = C*(]—00,1[ xR, F).

For all v € C*([0,1] x R, F), z €]0,1[ and y € R, we have

Fir(vhoxr)(@,y) = v(x,y) = Fa(Yl o1 xr) (2, Y)
and thus
(Fror)Mhoarxr = (F2or2)ljo1 xr-

Hence
. (Fior)(y) if (z,y) €]0,00[ xR;
FO@n) = | ) i (e el

yields a well-defined C*-map F(y) € C*(R x R, F) and clearly F(v) is linear
in 7. As
pjoF =Fjor;

is continuous for all j € {1,2}, we deduce that F is continuous. By contruc-
tion, F(v)(z,y) = v(z,y) for all (z,y) € [0,1] x R. In fact, if z €]0,1], then

F(z,y) = Fa(ri(V)(z,y) = ri((z,y) = v(z,y). The case z € [0,1] is
analogous. [J

6 Proof of Proposition and a C*-analogue

In this section, we prove Proposition [ and an analogue for C**~-maps.

Proof of Proposition Let £: C(S, F) — C>(R%, F) be the continuous
linear right inverse to the restriction map. Since S is locally compact, the map

®: C®°(Rx S, F)— C°(R,C®(S,F)), v~

is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces, where vV (z)(y) := v(x)(y) (see
[27]; if R and S are locally convex sets, see already [3]). Likewise, the map

U: C®°(RxRYL F) = C®(R,C®(RY, F)), v oY
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is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces and ¥~1(n) =: n" is given by
" (z,y) := n(z)(y) for n € C*(R x R%, F). Now

C*®(R,&): C*(R,C®(S,F)) = C°(R,C>®(R%, F)), v+ Eoxy

is a smooth (and hence continuous) linear map (cf. Lemma 2.14(g)). As a
consequence, also

F=U010C®R,Eo®: C®°(RxS,F) = C®(RxRLF)
is continuous linear. It remains to observe that

F)(@,y) = (E o) (@)(y) = ENY (2)(y) = E((x,)(y) = v(z,y)

for all z € R and y € S, whence F is a right inverse for the restriction map
C®R xR F)— C®RxS,F).O

Proposition 6.1 Let d € N, S C R? be a closed, reqular subset, F be a locally
convex space, and ¢ € Ny. Assume that there exists an (i + 1)-tupel (&, ..., &)

of right inverses _ _
E: CY(S,F) = C'(R%, F)

for the restriction map C*(R?, F) — C¥(S, F) fori € {0,...,¢} which are com-
patible in the sense that

E(y)=E&j(y) forall 0<i<j<{ and v€ CI(S,F).
Then also the restriction map
CY R xR F) = CYR x S, F)

admits a continuous linear right inverse, for each locally convexr space E and
reqular subset R C E.

Proof. Forall i,j € Ny such that ¢+j < ¢, the following maps are isomorphisms
of topological vector spaces:

®;;: C(Rx S, F)— C'(R,C!(S,F)), ~v—~Y;

Ui CY(Rx R F) = CY(R,CY(RY, F)), v vY

(see [27]; if R and S are locally convex sets, see already [3]). Now
C'(R,Ej): C'(R,C(S,F)) = C'(R,CI(RY, F)), v Ejoy

is a smooth (and hence continuous) linear map (cf. Lemma 2.14(g)). As a
consequence, also

Eij =V o C'(R, &) 0 ®s: C(Rx S, F) = C"(RxR%F)
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is continuous linear. If v € C*(R x S, F), then

Eij ()@, y) = E;(y(x,))(y) = Eo(v (2, ))(y) = Eoo(7)(2)(y)

is independent of 7 and j for (x,y) € R x R%. As the inclusion map C*(R x
S, F) — C% (R x S, F) is continuous linear for all i, j as before and the map

C'(RxRLF) = ] CYRxRLF), v (1)ij<e

i+j<L
is linear and a topological embedding (see [27]), we deduce that the map
F:CRxS,F)—=CH{RxRLF), ~~ Enolv)
makes sense, is linear, and continuous. It remains to observe that

F)(x,y) = Eo0(V)(@,y) = Eo(v(2,))(y) = v(2,y)

for all z € R and y € S, whence F is a right inverse for the restriction map
C(RxRY F)— C*(RxS,F). i

7 Applications to spaces of sections and
manifolds of mappings

We now describe some applications of our results, combined with techniques
and concepts from [53] and [27]. The applications deal with continuous linear
extension operators between spaces of sections in vector bundles, and locally
defined smooth extension operators between manifolds of mappings of the form
C*(M, N). Such manifolds of mappings are well known in various special cases
(as recalled below); the construction of [27] in the context of rough manifolds is
particularly well adapted to the extension questions.

7.1 Given a set £ of locally convex spaces and £ € NoU{oo}, a rough C*-manifold
modelled on &£ is a Hausdorff topological space M, together with a maximal set
A of homeomorphisms ¢: Uy — V, (“charts”) from open subsets Uy, C M onto
regular subsets Vy C Ey for some Ey € £, such that the domains Uy cover M and
the transition maps ¢o¢ ! take the interior ¢ (U, NUy) relative Ey, inside the
interior ¢(Uy NUy)° relative E, and are C* (see [27] for details). If & = {E} is a
singleton, then M is called a rough C*-manifold modelled on E; such manifolds
are also called pure manifolds. Note that Ey = Ey if Uy N Uy # 0; therefore
every rough C*-manifold admits a partition into open submanifolds which can
be considered as pure C*-manifolds. The rough C*-manifolds we consider are a
slight generalization of the C*-manifolds with rough boundary discussed in [29],
where V, is assumed regular and locally convez. Every rough C*-manfold M
has a formal interior M*° (the set of x € M such that ¢(z) € V¢9 for each chart
¢: Uy — Vg with o € Uy) and a formal boundary 0°M := M \ M°.
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If a rough C*-manifold M is locally compact, then the locally convex space E,
is locally compact and thus finite-dimensional for each chart ¢: Uy — V,, C Ey
of M such that Uy # (). We can therefore model M on a set of finite-dimensional
vector spaces.

7.2 Let M be arough C*-manifold. For each C*-manifold L (without boundary)
modelled on locally convex spaces, or each C*-manifold L with rough boundary
in the sense of [29] (e.g., a C*-manifold with corners), one can define C*-maps
M — L as continuous maps which are C* in local charts (see [27]). If, more
generally, L is any rough C*-manifold, we define RC*-mappings f: M — N (“re-
stricted C*-maps”) as continuous mappings from M to N such that f(M°) C L°
and f is C¢ in local charts. If L is a C*-manifold with rough boundary, then
RCY(M,L) C C*(M,L) and (for M # ()) equality holds if and only if §°L is
empty Thus RCY(M, L) = C*(M, L) if L is an ordinary C*-manifold (without
boundary) modelled on locally convex spaces.

We mention another (elementary) source of extension operators.

Definition 7.3 For ¢ € NgU{oo}, we call a subset L of a rough C*-manifold M
a split RC*-submanifold (or also: a split rough submanifold) if, for each = € L,
there exists a chart ¢: Uy — Vi C Ey of M around x such that ¢(z) = 0 and
which is RC*-adapted to L in the sense that

(a) Vg = Wi + Wy with Wy := V,, N By and Ws := V4 N E; for some vector
subspaces F; and Ey of the modelling space Ey4 such that Ey, = Ey @ E»
(internally) as a topological vector space;

(b) W1 and Wy are regular subsets of E7 and Fa, respectively;
(c) ¢(UgNL)=Wi; and
(d) 0 € W2 relative E,
whence Uy N L is open in L in the induced topology, and the map
oL UsNL — Wi, y— o(y)
is a homeomorphism. Moreover, we require

(e) For all charts ¢: Uy — Vy C Ey and ¢: Uy — Vy C E, which are
RC*-adapted to L, we have for ally € LN Uy, N Uy

oL(y) € r(LNUL)° & Yr(LNUy,)°

for the interiors relative span ¢, (LNUy) (= E1 in (a)) and span ¢, (LNUy),
respectively.

If M is a C*-manifold with rough boundary, we say that a chart ¢ is C*-adapted
to L if (a), (b), and (c) hold and Vj is convex. If, moreover, the following
condition (e)" holds, we call L a split submanifold of M.

17Pick y € 8°L and let f: M — L be the constant map x +— y. Then f is C* but not RC?.
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(e) For all charts ¢: Uy — Vy C Ey and ¢: Uy — Vy C E, which are
C*-adapted to L, we have for all y € LN Uy, N Uy

oL(y) € or(LNU)° < ¢r(LNUy)°
for the interiors relative span ¢, (LNUy) and span 1, (LNUy ), respectively.

Remark 7.4 If M is a rough C*-manifold modelled on locally convex spaces
for some ¢ € Ng U {00} and L C M a rough C*-submanifold, then the maximal
C*-atlas containing the charts ¢y, for all charts ¢ of M which are RC*-adapted
to L turns L into a rough C*-manifold such that L carries the topology induced
by M and the inclusion map L — M is an RCf—map

Likewise, if M is a C*-manifold with rough boundary modelled on locally convex
spaces and L C M a C*-submanifold, then the maximal C*¢-atlas of charts with
locally convex ranges containing the charts ¢y, for all charts ¢ of M which are
C‘-adapted to L turns L into a C*-manifold with rough boundary such that L
carries the topology induced by M and the inclusion map L — M is a C*-map.

Remark 7.5 If E; in condition (a) of Definition [73]is always finite-dimensional
(e.g., if each modelling space of M has finite dimension), then condition (e)
(resp., (e)’) is automatically satisfied, by Invariance of Domain.

Moreover, condition (e)’ is automatic if £ > 0, by [29, Lemma 3.5.6].

7.6 In the situation of Definition [(.3] the projection pry: Vi — Wi, wi +ws —
wy is RCY. Hence

r:Us = Us N L, yr ¢~ (pry(6(y)))

is an RC*map such that r(y) = y for each y € Uy N L (an RC*-retraction from
Uy onto Uy N L). As a consequence, the map

Cl(r,F): C'(UyN L, F) = CY(Uy, F), v+ 7yor
is a continuous linear right inverse for the restriction map
CHUy, F) = C*(Us N L, F), v = |v,nr,
for each locally convex space F.

Further concepts of submanifolds will be useful, which are analogous to Defini-
tions 3.1 and 6.1 in [53].

Definition 7.7 Let ¢ € Ny U {0}, M be a rough C*-manifold modelled on
locally convex spaces and L C M be a subset.

(a) We say that L is a full-dimensional rough submanifold of M if, for each
x € L, there exists a chart ¢: Uy — Vi3 C Ey of M around z such that
#(Up N L) is a regular subset of V.

18Condition (d) ensures that the inclusion map L — M takes L° into M°.
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(b) We say that L is a full-dimensional submanifold with rough boundary of M
if, for each = € L, there exists a chart ¢: Uy — Vy, C Ey of M around x
such that ¢(Ug N L) is a regular subset of Vi and locally convex.

(¢) If M has finite-dimensional modelling spaces, we say that L C M is a
full-dimensional submanifold with corners if, for each x € L, there exists
a chart ¢: Uy — Vi C R? of M around z for some d € Ny such that
#(z) = 0 and ¢(Us N L) is a relatively open subset of [0, co[™xR4~™ for
some m € {0,...,d}.

Note that every full-dimensional submanifold with corners is a full-dimensional
submanifold with rough boundary; every full-dimensional submanifold with
rough boundary is a full-dimensional rough submanifold.

Remark 7.8 It is easy to verify that the following conditions are equivalent for
a subset L of a rough C*-manifold M modelled on locally convex spaces:

(a) L is a full-dimensional rough submanifold of M.
(b) L is a regular subset of M.

(c) For every chart ¢: Uy — Vi, C Ey of M, the image ¢(Uy N L) is a regular
subset of V.

In this case, the functions ¢|y,nz: Uy N L — ¢(Uy N L) form an atlas of charts
for L which (after passing to a maximal C*-atlas containing it) turns L into a
rough C*-manifold with formal boundary

°L = OLU(LN°M), (39)

where OL is the boundary of L as a subset of the topological space M. The
inclusion map L — M is an RC*map. Likewise, every full-dimensional sub-
manifold with rough boundary can be turned into a C*-manifold with rough
boundary, and every full-dimensional submanifold with corners can be turned
into a C**~-manifold with corners.

Definition 7.9 Let £ € Ny U {co} and M be a rough C*-manifold. Let L C
M be a closed subset, endowed with a rough C*-manifold structure which is
compatible with the topology induced by M on L and makes the inclusion map
Jj: L - M an RCf—maﬂE (for example, L can be any closed, regular subset
of M). Given a locally convex space F', we say that M locally admits extension
operators for F-valued C*-functions around L if M has the following property:
For each x € L, each z-neighbourhood in L contains an open z-neighbourhood
P, C L for which there exists a continuous linear operator

Ep: CU(Py, F) = CYQyu, F) (40)

191f M is a C*-manifold with rough boundary, it suffices to assume that j is a C*-map.
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for some open z-neighbourhood @, C M such that Q, N L C P, and

EMlq.nL = vlQ.nL
for all v € C*(P,, F). We shall refer to &, as local extension operator around z.

Remark 7.10 If &, is a local extension operator around = € L as in ({0) and
@ C M is an open z-neighbourhood, then we can replace @, with @, N Q
as the restriction map C*(Q,, F) — C(Q, N Q, F) is continuous linear (see
Lemma 2I4(c)). We can therefore choose &, such that Q, C @ for a given
z-neighbourhood Q C M.

Definition 7.11 Let ¢ € NgU{oc} and M be a rough C*-manifold modelled on
locally convex spaces. A partition of unity (h;);es on the topological space M
is called a C*-partition of unity on M if each h; is a C*~function. The rough
C*-manifold M is said to be C*-paracompact if for each open cover (Uj)jes
of M, there exists a C*-partition of unity (h;)jc; on M which is subordinate
to (Uj);es in the sense that h;l(]O, 1]) C U; for each j € J. Then (h;);ecs can
be chosen such that supp(h;) C U; for each j € J, by standard arguments

We shall see that every paracompact, locally compact rough C*-manifold is C*-
paracompact (Lemma [O.T]).

For terminology concerning vector bundles, we refer to Section

Proposition 7.12 Let F be a set of locally convex spaces, £ € No U {oo} and
M be a rough C*-manifold. Let L C M be a closed subset, endowed with a rough
C*-manifold structure making the inclusion map L — M an RCZ—map If M
locally admits extension operators for F-valued C*-functions around L, for each
F € F, then the following holds for each C*-vector bundle E — M all of whose
fibres are isomorphic to vector spaces F' € F:

(a) If M is C*-paracompact, then the restriction map
Foe(E) > Tee(Bly)
between spaces of C*-sections admits a continuous linear right inverse;
(b) If M s locally compact and paracompact, then the restriction map
Loe(B) = Tee(EL)

admits a continuous linear right inverse (for the spaces of compactly sup-
ported C*-sections in the vector bundles).

20Since M is paracompact, M is normal and hence a » regular topological space, whence each
x € M has an open neighbourhood W, whose closure W in M is contained in Uj(x) for some
j(z) € J. Let (Vi)ies be a locally finite open cover of M such that, for each i € I, we have
Vi € Wy for some x(i) € M and thus V; C Uj(z(i))- Then also (V)ier is locally finite. If
we set I(j) :={i € I: j(x(i)) = j}, then the sets Q; := Uiel(j) V; form an open cover of M
and Q; = UiEI(j) V; C Uj, using that (Vi)iej(j) is locally finite. If we choose a C’-partition
of unity (h;);es subordinate to (Q;);e.s, then supp(h;) C Q_] C Uj.

21Tf M is a C*-manifold with rough boundary, it suffices to assume that the inclusion map
L — M is a Ct-map.
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Theorem 7.13 Let ¢ € NogU{oo}, F be a locally convex space and M be a rough
C*-manifold. Let L C M be a closed subset. Then M locally admits extension
operators for F-valued C*-functions around L in each of the following cases:

(a) £ = oo holds, M is a o-compact, finite-dimensional Riemannian manifold
without boundary, L C M a reqular subset satisfying the cusp condition
with respect to the metric arising from Riemannian metric (as in [B3]
Definition 3.1]) and F' has finite dimension (as shown in [53| §4]);

(b) £ = o0 holds, M is locally compact, L C M a full-dimensional submanifold
with rough boundary and F' sequentially complete;

(¢) M is locally compact and L C M a full-dimensional submanifold with
corners; or

(d) L € M is a split RC*-submanifold.

7.14 Let £ € NgU {oco}. If £ > 1, let M be a paracompact, locally compact,
rough C*-manifold; if £ = 0, let M be a paracompact, locally compact topo-
logical space. Let N a smooth manifold (without boundary) modelled on a set
F of locally convex spaces such that N admits a local addition (see, e.g., [
for this concept). Then C*(M, N) admits a smooth manifold structure inde-
pendent of the local addition ([27]; special cases and references to the literature
were recalled in the Introduction).

Let M be as in[l.1dland L C M be a closed subset; if £ > 1, assume that L is
endowed with a rough C*-manifold structure making the inclusion map L — M
an RC*map. Then the restriction map

p:CZ(MaN)_)Oé(LvN)a ’YHF”L
is smooth, as it locally looks like the restriction map
py: Loe (Y (TN)) = Pee((vle)" (TN))

between pullback bundles in standard charts around v € C*(M, N) and 7|, and
this restriction map is continuous and linear (see Section [ for details). Hence
p will be a smooth submersion (as in Definition 2I8) when each p., admits a
continuous linear right inverse. Criteria for this were compiled in the preceding
conditions (a)—(d), and we shall deduce the following result:

Theorem 7.15 Let ¢ € NoU{oco}, M be a paracompact, locally compact, rough
C*-manifold and L C M be a closed subset. Let N be a smooth manifold mod-
elled on a set F of locally convex spaces. If N admits a smooth local addition,
then the restriction map

C*(M,N) — C*(L,N), ~~—~|L

s a smooth submersion in each of the following cases:
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(a) £ = oo, M is a Riemannian manifold without boundary, L C M is a
reqular subset satisfying the cusp condition, and dim(F) < oo for each
FeF (cf [53);

(b) £ = 00, L is a full-dimensional submanifold with rough boundary of M
and each F € F is sequentially complete;

(¢) L is a full-dimensional submanifold with corners of M; or
(d) L C M is a split RC*-submanifold.

Note that ¢ and F are arbitrary in (c); in (d), all of M, ¢, and the F € F are
arbitrary. A special case of (d) (when M and L are compact manifolds without
boundary, ¢ < co and N is a Banach manifold) was already considered in [13].

As shown in [26], every smooth submersion admits smooth local sections. The
preceding theorem therefore subsumes the existence of locally defined smooth
extension operators around each function in the image of the restriction map
CYM,N) — C*(L,N), in all of the cases (a)—(d).

Remark 7.16 If M is not only a rough C*-manifold, but a C*-manifold with
rough boundary, then it suffices to assume that L is a split submanifold in
Theorem [7.T3(d) and thus also in Theorem [[.T0(d); likewise in Theorem [[T5(d).
Moreover, the local compactness of M is inessential for the conclusion (i) of
Theorem [[LI0, assuming its hypothesis (d) (or its variant just described); it
suffices that M be C*-paracompact. The proofs in Section [ apply just as well
in these situations.

In the case ¢ = 0, the manifold structure on M is inessential for the preceding
results. Let us set up notation:

7.17 If E — X is a locally trivial topological vector bundle over a Hausdorff
topological space X whose fibres are locally convex spaces, we endow the vector
space I'co(E) of continuous sections with the compact-open topology and the
closed vector subspace I'co. (E) of sections supported in a closed subset K C
X with the induced topology. If X is locally compact, we give I'co(E) =
Ukerx) Teo. (E) the locally convex direct limit topology.

7.18 If X is a paracompact, locally compact topological space and N a C*°-
manifold modelled on locally convex spaces such that N has a local addition,
then C(X, N) can be made a smooth manifold in such a way that the modelling
space at v € C(X, N) is T'co(v*(TN)), as already mentioned in [Z.14] (see [27]).

Proposition 7.19 Let X be a Hausdorff topological space and Y C X be a
closed subset. Then the following holds:

(a) If X is paracompact and 'Y is locally compact and metrizable in the induced
topology, then the restriction map T'co(E) — T'co(Ely) has a continuous
linear right inverse, for each topological vector bundle E — X over X
whose fibres are locally convex spaces.
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(b) If X is metrizable and there exists a metric d on X defining its topology
for which each x € Y has a neighbourhood Z in'Y such that (Z,d|zxz) is
complete, then the restriction map T'co(E) — Tco(E|y) has a continuous
linear right inverse, for each topological vector bundle E — X over X
whose fibres are locally convex spaces.

(¢) If X is paracompact and locally compact and Y is metrizable, then the
restriction map U'co(E) — Teo(Ely) has a continuous linear right inverse,
for each topological vector bundle E — X over X whose fibres are locally
conver spaces.

(d) If X is paracompact and locally compact and Y is metrizable, then the
restriction map C(X,N) — C(Y,N) is a smooth submersion between the
manifolds of maps in[[ I8, for each smooth manifold N modelled on locally
spaces such that N has a local addition.

Remark 7.20 Note that the hypothesis of Proposition [[.TH(b) is satisfied if ¥’
is locally compact in the induced topolog (duplicating a special case of (a))
or (Y,d|yxy) is complete (take Z :=Y").

Applying Proposition [[.T9(a) to a trivial vector bundle X x F — X, we get:

Corollary 7.21 If X is a paracompact topological space, Y C X a closed subset
which s locally compact and metrizable in the induced topology and F a locally
convex space, then the restriction map

C(X,F) — C(Y,F)

has a continuous linear right inverse (using the compact-open topology).

8 Proof of Proposition [I.14] and related results

This section prepares the proof of Proposition [Z.19 We begin with a review of
Dugundji’s result.

8.1 Let (X, d) be a metric space, Y C X be a closed subset and F be a locally
convex space. Dugundji [I5] constructed a continuous extension

E): X = F
for v € C(Y, F) in such a way that the map
E:C(Y,F)— C(X,F)

is linear (cf. [I5, p.359]) and the image £(y)(X) is contained in the convex hull
of the image y(Y") (loc. cit.). Since convex hulls of bounded sets are bounded, we
deduce that £(7) is a bounded continuous function if v is so and the restriction

BC(Y,F) = BC(X,F), ~~&(7)

22Take any compact neighbourhood Z of z.
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of £ to a map between spaces of bounded continuous functions is continuous with
respect to the topology of uniform convergence (see already [I5, Theorem 5.1]
if I =R). In fact,

I€Mloo.q = 17lloc.q

for each continuous seminorm ¢ on F (if 4(Y) € B, (0) for some r > 0, then
also £(7)(X) C BX(0)). If K :=Y C X is compact, we deduce that

£: C(K,F) = BO(K,F) — BC(X,F) C C(X, F) (41)
is continuous for the compact-open topologies on C(K, F) and C(X, F).

To establish Proposition [.19 in full generality, Dugundji’s results would not
be sufficient. To get (a) in general, They rely on Proposition [[.T4 and its
consequences.

Proof of Proposition .14l The proof is based on a simplified variant of
Dugundji’s construction.

8.2 Let (X, d) be a metric space and Y C X be a closed, non-empty subset.
Then the distance function

dy: X = [0,00[, x> inf{d(z,y):yeY}
is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant 1, and hence continuous. Hence
W, i={z e X:dy(x) €271, 27"}

is an open subset of X for each n € Z and

X\Y =W
nez
Note that
(VEALeZ) WnWe 40 = |E—¢] < 1. (42)

We let U,, be a cover of W,, by open subsets U C W,, of diameter < 277! and
U = U, cz,Un- Since X \ 'Y is metrizable and hence paracompact, there exists
a partition of unity (h;)jes on X \ Y such that, for each j € J, there exists
n(j) € Z and U(j) € Uy (;y such that

supp(h;) C U(j)-

After replacing J with {j € J: h; # 0}, we may assume that h; # 0 for each
Jj € J. We choose z(j) € supp(h;). Since z(j) € U(j) € W), we have
dy (z(5)) < 27"+ and find y(j) € Y such that d(z(j),y(j)) < 2-"@+1,
Then

d(z,y(4)) < d(z(4),y(j)) + 2 D+l 9= n(+2 for a1l 1 € supp(h;).  (43)
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Given a locally convex space F and v € C(Y, F), the assignment
f0)(a) = { Zoesiionln) e ST

defines a function £(y): X — F.

We now establish the following properties of £(v) as constructed in (thus

establishing Proposition [[LT4):

Lemma 8.3 In the situation of B2, we have:

(a) For each v € C(Y,F), the map E(y): X — F is continuous. Moreover,
EMy = and E(7)(X) is contained in the convexr hull of y(Y').

(b) The map £: C(Y,F) = C(X, F) is linear.
(c) If (Y,d|yxy) is complete or Y is locally compact, then the linear map
E:C(Y,F) = C(X,F) is continuous.

Proof. (a) By construction, £(y)|y = v and £(7)(X) C conv(vy(Y)). Each z €
X\Y has an open neighbourhood @ C X \Y such that Jg := {j € J: hj|g # 0}
is finite, whence £(v)|q = 3_ ¢ 5, hjlq is continuous. Thus f|x\y is continuous.
To see that £(y) is also continuous at each z € Y, let (x,,)nen be a sequence
in X such that z, — x. Let ¢ be a continuous seminorm on F and ¢ > 0.
Since 7 is continuous, there exists m € Z such that

q(v(y) —v(x)) <e for all y € Y such that d(y,z) < 27™. (44)
There is ng € N such that
d(xp,x) < 27™75 for all n > ny. (45)
Let n > ng. If 2, € Y, then q(E(Y)(zn) — E()(z)) = q(v(zn) — () < &,
by @4). If z, € X \ 'Y, then z,, € Wy, for some k(n) € Z; thus
27— < dy (z,) < 27 KWL (46)

For each j € J, the condition x,, € supp(h;) implies that supp(h;) N Wi,y =0
and hence

W) 0 Wiy # 0,
whence |n(j) — k(n)| <1 (see @2)) and thus

d(zn,y(j)) < 270F2 < 9=k+3 < 94qy (,) < 2%d(xp, z) < 27™71,

using [@3), [@4]), and [@7). As a consequence, d(z,y(j)) < d(z,z,)+d(zn,y(f)) <
27 (recalling [@3)) and thus ¢(y(y(j)) — v(z)) < € if =, € supp(h;). Then
hj(zn)a(v(y(5)) —v(x)) < hj(xp)e for all j € J and hence

dEM) (@) —EMV(@) = aEM)(wn) —=7(@) =q | D hjl@a)(V(y(i) = (@)

jeJ

< 3 hiea)a(ry() — (@) < e

jeJ
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Thus ¢(E(y)(zn) — E(y(2)) < e for all n > ng, and thus £(v) is continuous at x.

(b) The linearity is clear from the definition.

(c) Let K C X be a compact subset, Jx := {j € J: supp(h;) N K # 0} and
P=(KNY)U{y(j): je Jx) (47)

We claim that the closure L := P of P in Y is compact. If this is true, then we
have for each continuous seminorm ¢q on F' that

1€ x.q < 1Vlz.q

for all v € C(Y, F), and thus & is continuous. In fact, ¢(£(y)(x)) = q(y(x)) <
I7lle,q forallz e KNY,as KNY C L. Forall z € K\ 'Y, we have

L,q

gEM(z) =q hi(x)v(y(5) | < hi(x) q(v(y(5))) < Il
jez":f‘ jez":f‘ <Illz.q
as well.

We now prove the claim, starting with the case that (Y, dyxy) is complete. If
we can show that P is precompact (totally bounded) in Y, then its closure L
will be precompact and complete, and thus L will be compact.

For z € X and € > 0, write Bs(z) := {y € X: d(x,y) < e}; if S C X is a subset,
abbreviate
B.[S]:= | B:().

zeS

To establish the precompactness of P, let € > 0. Since K is compact and hence
precompact, we find a finite subset ® C X such that K C B, 5[®], whence

KNY C B[] (48)
in particular. There exists ng € Z such that
2703 g

Since
H:={recK:dy(z)>2""""}

is a compact subset of X \ Y, the set
Ju :={j € J: supp(h;) N H # 0}

is finite. Thus
U= {y(j): Ju}

is a finite subset of Y. Given j € J, there exists x € supp(h,;)NK. If n(j) > no,
then _
d(y(j),z) < 27"DF2 <2702 < g9
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by [@3)), and thus
y(j) € Be2[K] € B:[®] if n(j) = no. (49)
If n(j) < no, then supp(h;) C W, ;) entails that dy (z) > 2701 > 27no—1
whence x € H and thus j € Jy. Hence
y(7) € U if n(j) < no. (50)
By @8), @), and (B0), P € B.[®U¥] = U,ceuy B:(2). Thus P is precompact.

If Y is locally compact, then K NY has a relatively compact, open neighbour-
hood @ in Y. There exists an open subset V' C X such that Q@ =Y NV. After
replacing V with VU (X \Y), we may assume that K C V. Since K is compact,
there exists € > 0 such that B.[K] C V. Then

BKINY CVNY =@Q
is relatively compact in Y and
KnNnY C B.]K|NY. (51)

If we define ng, H, Jg, and the finite subset ¥ C Y as in the proof for com-
plete Y, then ([@9) and (B0 show that

{y(j): j € Jx} C(BJK]NY)UU.
Combining this with (&), we see that
PC (B.KINY)Uu W

is a subset of the compact set Q U ¥ and thus relatively compact. O

Remark 8.4 If F' # {0} and the extension operator £: C(Y,F) — C(X, F)
given by (82) is continuous, then the set P defined in [@1) must be relatively
compact in Y for each compact subset K C X, as is easy to see.

If X isaset and R C X x X a subset, we write

R = {(y,) € X x X: (v,y) € R},
RoR = {(z,2)e X xX:(3yeX)(z,y) € Rand (y,2) € R}

and let R°3 be the set of all (z,a) € X x X for which there exist y, 2 € X such
that (x,v), (y,2), (z,a) € R.

Recall that a uniform space is a set X, together with a filter U of subsets
U C X x X which are supersets of the diagonal Ax, such that U~! € U for
each U € U and there exists V' € U such that VoV C U (see [53], I11.1.3], cf. [62]
and [I7]). The elements U € U are called entourages; an entourage U is called
symmetric if U = U~!. Every entourage U contains a symmetric entourage,
namely U N U1, Every uniform space (X,U) defines a topology on X; a basis
of neighbourhoods of x € X is given by the sets Ulz] := {y € X: (z,y) € U}
for U € U. A Hausdorff topology arises from a uniform structure if and only if
it is completely regular (see [55] or [I7]).

50



Proposition 8.5 Let (X,U) be a uniform space and Y C X be a closed subset.
Assume that the induced filter Uy = {UN Y xY): U € U} on Y XY is

generated by a countable filter basis. Then the restriction map
C(X,F)— C(Y,F)

admits a linear right inverse £: C(Y,F) — C(X,F) for each locally convex
space F, such that E(v)(X) is contained in the conver hull of v(Y) for each
v € C(Y,F). If, moreover, Y is locally compact in the induced topology or
the uniform space (Y,Uy) is complete, then & as before can be chosen as a
continuous linear map with respect to the compact-open topologies on domain
and range.

Proof. Let {W,,: n € N} be a countable filter basis for Uy. For each n € N,
there exists U,, € U such that W,, = U,,N(Y xY). Let V) := X x X. Recursively,
if n e Nand Vp,...,V,_1 € U have been have been determined, let V,, € U be
a symmetric entourage such that V,, C U,, and V,f3 C V,,—1. Then there exists

a pseudometric
p: X x X —[0,00]

on X such that for alln € N
{(z.y) e X x X:p(z,y) <27} CV, C{(z,y) € X x X: p(z,y) <27"}
(see [I'7, Theorem 8.1.10]). By [I7, Proposition 8.1.9], p is continuous. Since
By ={(z,y) €Y xY:p(z,y) < 27"} CV,N(Y xY)CW,

and (), cy Wn = Ay, we deduce that p|y xy is a metric on Y such that {B,: n €
N} is a filter basis for U|y, whence p|y xy defines the topology induced by X
on Y, and Cauchy sequences in Y with respect to Uy and those with respect
to plyxy coincide. For z,y € X, write z ~ y if p(x,y) = 0. Then ~ is an
equivalence relation on X. Let X, be the set of equivalence classes [z] and
q¢: X = X,, x — [z] be the canonical map. Then

d: X, x X, — [0,00[, ([2],[y]) — p(z,y)

is a well-defined metric on X,. Note that g|y is injective and d([z], [y]) = p(z,y)
for all z,y € Y, whence

o: qly: (Yo plyxy) = (@(Y), dlgvyxqvy)

is an isometry (notably, a homeomorphism). The map ¢ is continuous as
' {ly] € X,: d([z],[y)) < e}) ={y € X: p(z,y) < €} is open in X for all
re X ande > 0. If

E:CqY),F)—C(X,,F)

is the extension operator defined in B2 then

Fi=C(qF)o €006~ F): OV, F) = C(X,F), 7 Eyod™")oq
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is a linear right inverse for the restriction map C(X, F) — C(Y, F). Moreover,

F(X) = E(yo¢™)(X,) S convy(¢7"(¢(Y))) = convy(Y)

for all v € C(Y, F). If (Y,Uy ) is complete, then (q(Y), d|4(v)xq(y)) is complete,
being isometric to (Y, plyxy). If YV is locally compact, then also ¢(Y) (being
homeomorphic to V). In both cases, £ is continuous and hence also F. O

Corollary 8.6 Let X be a completely reqular topological space and Y C X be
a compact, metrizable subset. For each locally convexr space F, the restriction
map

C(X,F)— C(Y,F)

then admits a continuous linear right inverse £: C(Y,F) — C(X, F) such that
E()(X) is contained in the convex hull of v(Y') for each v € C(Y, F).

Proof. Let d be a metric on Y defining its topology. Since X is completely
regular, its topology arises from a uniform structure ¢ on X, and (o, = Ax
as X is Hausdorff. On the compact space Y, there is only one uniform structure
defining its topology and the latter is complete (see Theorems 8.3.13 and 8.3.15
in [I7]). Hence (Y,Uy) is complete and Uy has a countable filter basis (as it
coincides with the uniform structure given by d). So Proposition B applies. O

9 Proofs for Section [7]

In this section, we prove Proposition [[.12] Theorem [7.13] Theorem [[.I5] and
Proposition[Z.T9 We begin with preparations. As in the case without boundary,
partitions of unity are available (as we shall check in Appendix [A]).

Lemma 9.1 If ¢/ € NgU {oo}, M is a paracompact, locally compact rough C*-
manifold and (Uj)jer an open cover of M, then there exists a C*-partition of
unity (h;)jes on M such that supp(h;) C U; for all j € J.

Definition 9.2 Let M be a rough C*-manifold and F be a set of locally convex
spaces. A rough C*-manifold E, together with an RC*-map 7: E — M and a
vector space structure on E,, := 7! ({z}) for each z € M, is called a C*-vector
bundle over M with fibres in F if each x € M has an open neighbourhood
U C M such that E|y := 7~ }(U) is trivializable, i.e., there exists an RC*-
diffeomorphism

0: Ely - UXF

for some F' € F such that pr, o restricts to vector space isomorphism E, — F'
forally € U, and § = (7| g, pry 0 0) (then 6 is called a local trivalization for E).

If F = {F} is a singleton in the preceding situation, then E is called a C*-vector
bundle with typical fibre F. If U = M can be chosen, then 8: E — M x F' is
called a global trivialization for E and E is called C*-trivializable.
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Definition 9.3 If 7: £ — M is a C*-vector bundle with fibres in F, let Tt (E)
be the set of all C*-sections of E (i.e., RC*-maps 0: M — E with moo = idyy).
Then T'ce(E) is a vector space under pointwise operations and the compact-
open Cl—topolog induced by RC*(M, E) is a locally convex vector topology
(see [27]).

Remark 9.4 In the situation of Definition [3], we have (see [27]):

(a) If U C M is an open subset, then the restriction map I'ce(F) = T'ce(E|v)
is continuous and linear.

(b) If (U;)jes is an open cover of M, then the linear map
Toe(B) = [[Te(Ely,), o (olu,)je
JjeJ
is a topological embedding with closed image.

(¢)If §: E|ly — U x F is a local trivialization, then the map
O: T (Ely) = RCYU,F), o+ pryofoc (52)
an isomorphism of topological vector spaces.

Definition 9.5 If K C M is a closed subset in the situation of Definition [3.3]
we endow the closed vector subspace

Lo (E) :={0 €Tce(E): (Vo € M\ K) o(z) = 0}
with the topology induced by T'ce(E).

Remark 9.6 (a) If U C M is an open neighbourhood of K in M, then the
restriction map
Lot (E) = T (Elu)

is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces (apply Remark[@.4(b) to the open
cover {U, M \ K} of M). The inverse map takes o € I'cy (E[y) to

~ o(z) if zel,
o: M= B, xH{ 0eE, ifzeM\K.

(b) If h: M — R is a C*function with support K, then the mutiplication
operator
FCZ(E)%FC;Z((E), c—h-o

is linear and continuous (as follows from parts (b) and (c) in Remark and

Lemma 2T4(g)).

23For rough C*-manifolds M and L, the compact-open Cz—topology on RC* (M, L) is defined
as the initial topology with respect to the mappings RCY(M, L) — C(T? M, TIN), v — T~ to
spaces of continuous mappings between iterated tangent bundles, endowed with the compact-
open topology.
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Definition 9.7 If M is locally compact, we endow

Tee(B):i= () Teu(B)
KeK (M)

with the locally convex direct limit topology.

Remark 9.8 In the situation of Definition [@.77 the inclusion mapping
Lee(E) — Tee(E) is linear, and it is continuous (by the locally convex di-
rect limit property) as all its restrictions to inclusion maps Loe (E) = Doe(E)
are continuous. Thus I'ce (E) is Hausdorff and induces the given topology on
each of its vector subspaces I'ce (E).

Vector bundles can be pulled back along C*-maps.

9.9 Let £ € Ny U {oco}, M be a rough C*-manifold and 7: E — M be a C*-
vector bundle with fibres in a set F of locally convex spaces. If L is a rough
C*-manifold and f: L — M an RC*map (or a C*-map if M is a C*-manifold
with rough boundary), then

fH(E):=|J{a} x Bys) CL X E
zeL

can be made a C‘-vector bundle over L with fibres in F in a natural way,
with the projection pry: f*(E) — L, (z,y) — x to the base L; for each local
trivialization 6: E|y — UxF of E and second component 65 : E|y — F, the map

07 [ (B)jr oy FHE)N(FTHU) x B) = f7HU) x F, - (2,9) = (2,02(y))

is a local trivialization for f*(E), with inverse map (x,z) — (z,071(f(2),2))
(see [27]).

If L is a subset of M here and f: L — M the inclusion map, we also write E|[, :=
f*(E). Thenpry: E|, — E, (z,y) — y is an injective map and one may identify
E| with the image of pr,, but we shall mainly do so when dealing explicitly
with an open subset L of M (to retain the meaning of E|y in Definition [.2]).

Remark 9.10 Let F be a set of locally convex spaces and assume that M
locally admits extension operators for F-valued C*-functions around L for all
F € F, where ¢, M, and L are as in Definition [[[9l Let 7: E — M be a C*-
vector bundle with fibres in F. If x € L, P C L is an x-neighbourhood and
0: E|ly — U x F is a local trivialization for E with x € U, then there exists a
local extension operator

Er: CYPy, F) — CY(Qu, F)

for an open z-neighbourhood P, C L with P, € PNU and an open z-
neighbourhood Q, € M with @, C U, by Remark Let E|r be the
pullback-bundle j*(E) for the inclusion map j: L — M. Then

9L = 9|(E\L)\Pz: (E|L)|PI —)Px x F
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is a local trivialization for E|j. Let
©:Tce(Elg,) = C'(Qu, F) and Or: Tee((ElL)|p,) = C/ (P, F)

be the isomorphisms of topological vector spaces associated to 0|g o, and 0r,
respectively (analogous to (52))). Then

Fo = 07 0& 001 Tee((ElL)lp,) = Ter(Elg.,) (53)

is a continuous linear map with F,(0)|rng, = olrng, forallo € Toe((E|L)|p, ).
We shall also refer to F, as a local extension operator around zx.

Proof of Proposition For each = € L, there exists a local trivialization
0.: E|ly, — U, X F of E such that « € U,; if M is locally compact, we assume,
moreover, that U, is relatively compact in M. Using Remark [@.10] we find a
local extension operator

Fu: Toe((BlL)lp,) = Toe(Elg,)

for an open z-neighbourhood P, C U, N L and an open z-neighbourhood @, C
U, such that @, N L C P,. Then (Q.)scr, together with M \ L, is an open
cover of M. We let (hy)zer, together with h, be a C*partition of unity for M
such that K, := supp(h;) C U, for all x € L and supp(h) € M \ L. Set
J:={x € L: hy # 0}. Then (hy)zcs, together with h, is a C*-partition of
unity for M. Notably, (K,)zcs is a locally finite family of closed subsets of M
(which are compact if M is locally compact). Moreover, (hs|)zes is a C*-
partition of unity for L.

(a) If 0 € T'ce(E|L), then the sum
E(0) = (hj - Fulolp,))”
zeJ

converges in I'ce(E). In fact, by local finiteness of (K;)zes, each z € M has an
open neighbourhood U in M such that

I'={zeJ:UNK, # 0}

is finite and

> (hy- Felolp)) o= > (hy - Felolp,) v

zeJ xel

a finite sum (as all other summands vanish), from which convergence follows
using Remark [@4(b). To see that the map

EI:FCZ(E”L)—é Fce(EU

is continuous, by Remark [0.4(b) we only need to show that the previous restric-
tions are continuous mappings of o to T'ce(F|y). It suffice to show continuity
of the summand for each x € I. But this summand is the composition

Loe((ElL)|p,) = Tee(Ely), o (he - Fu(0)) v,
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which is continuous by continuity of F,, the multiplication operator (analogous
to Remark @6(b)), the extension map as in Remark [@0.6](a), and a restriction
map (see Remark [04(a)). Finally, observe that £ is linear by construction. If
y € L and y € K, for some = € J, then x € @), N L and thus

Fa(olp,)(y) = o(y).

IfzeJandy¢ K, then (hy - Fu(o|p, ) (y) = 0= hy(y)o(y). Hence

E@)(y) =Y ha(y)oly) = o(y)

zeJ
and thus £(o)|L = 0.
(b) If 0 € T'ce(E|L), then

Flo) =Y (hj Fulolp,))”

xeJ

is a finite sum an hence an element of I'c¢(E). By construction, the map
F:Teu(Bl1) = Tor(E)

is linear. By the locally convex direct limit property, it will be continuous if we
can show that its restriction to a map

Fi: FC;Z((E|L) — ch(E)

is continuous for each compact subset K C L. Now [ :={z € J: KNK, # 0} is
a finite set, and thus B := J,.; K is a compact subset of M. The image of F
is contained in FC,‘; (E). We therefore only need to show that Fx is continuous
as a map

But this map is a restriction of the continuous map £ and hence continuous. [

Proof of Theorem As mentioned in the theorem, (a) can be found
in [53]. All of (b), (c), and (d) follow immediately from Proposition In
fact, M locally admits extension operators for F-valued C*-functions around L
in each case: In case (b), the local extension operators are provided by Corol-
lary[[L6l In case (c), the local extension operators are provided by Corollary .8
In case (d), the local extension operators are provided by O

Before we prove Theorem[7.15] let us recall an intrinsic description of the smooth
manifold structure on C*(M, N) (without recourse to the embedding into a fine
box product that was mentioned earlier).

9.11 Let £ € Ny U {oo} and M be a paracompact, locally compact rough
C*-manifold. Let N be a C*°-manifold modelled on a locally convex space
such that N admits a local addition. Then the smooth manifold structure on
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C*(M, N) can be obtained as follows:
Pick a local addition X: U — N for N. For f € C*(K, N), we identify the space
Lee(f*(TN))

of compactly supported C*-sections of the pullback-bundle f*(TN) — M with
the set T'y of all 7 € C*(M,TN) such that 7y o7 = f and

supp(7) :={x € M: 7(x) # O0pz)} S M

is compact. Transport the locally convex direct limit topology from I'ce (f*(TN))
to I'y. Then
Op:={rely:7(M)CQ}

is an open O-neighbourhood in T'y. We endow C*(M, N) with the final topology
with respect to the mappings

Of = C*(M,N), T+ Xor.
Then the image (9} of each of these maps becomes open in C*(M, N), the map
¢f: O = Of, T—=XorT

becomes a homeomorphism, and {¢;1: f € C*(M,N)} is an atlas of charts

which defines a smooth manifold structure on C*(M, N), modelled on the set
{Ty: f € CHM,N)} of locally convex spaces (see [27] for details).

Proof of Theorem Consider the restriction map
p:CZ(M7N)_>Cé(L7N)7 ’7’_>’7|L
Let ¥: U — N be a local addition for N. Given f € C*(M, N), let T'y, the open
set Oy CI'y, and the C'*°-diffeomorphism
¢r: Qp = Qp CCYM,N)

be as in Define Oy, C T'y, C C*(L,N) and bs1.: Op, — Oypp, €
C*(L, N) analogously. Then

M € Q./flL
for all v € Qf and

(651,) "t opody

equals the restriction map

Qf — Qf\L?
which is a restriction of the restriction map

Ff—)Ff|L, Tl—>T|L
which corresponds to the restriction map
r: Lo (f*(TN)) = Tee(f*(TN)|L) = Toe((fIL)(TN)), o olr.

As the latter has a continuous linear right inverse by Theorem [[.13] we deduce
that p is a smooth submersion. [J
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9.12 Let M be a Hausdorff topological space and F be a set of locally con-
vex spaces. A Hausdorf topological space F, together with a continuous map
7: E — M and a vector space structure on E,, := 7~ ({z}) for each z € M, is
called a topological vector bundle (or also: C°-vector bundle) over M with fibres
in F if each # € M has an open neighbourhood U C M such that E|y := 7~ }(U)
is trivializable, i.e., there exists a homeomorphism

0: Ely > U x F

for some F' € F such that pr, o 0 restricts to vector space isomorphism F, — F'
forally € U, and 0 = (7|gy,,pry00). If F = {F} is a singleton in the preceding
situation, then F is called a topological vector bundle with typical fibre F.

Remark 9.13 Replacing C* and RC* with C° and M with X, Remark
remains valid for a topological vector bundle 7: £ — X over a Hausdorff topo-
logical space X, whose fibers are locally connvex spaces, by well-known facts
concerning the compact-open topology (parts (a), (b), and (c) follow from Re-
mark A.5.10, Lemma A.5.11 and Lemma A.5.3 in [29]). Likewise, Remark
carries over (the part (b) follows from |29, Lemma A.5.2]).

9.14 Let X be a Hausdorfl topological space and Y C X be a closed subset.
We say that X locally admits extension operators around Y if, for each x € Y
and locally convex space F, each z-neighbourhood in Y contains an open x-
neighbourhood P, C Y for which there exists a continuous linear operator

Er: C(P, F) = C(Q,, F) (54)
for some open x-neighbourhood @, C X such that @, NY C P, and

EM@.ny =YQ.ny
for all v € C(P,, F) (using the compact-open topology in (&4))).

Proposition 9.15 Let X be a paracompact topological space and' Y C X be
a closed subset such that X locally admits extension operators around Y. If
E — X is a vector bundle whose fibres are locally convex spaces, then we have:

(a) The restriction map
FCO (E) — FCO (E|y)

admits a continuous linear right inverse;

(b) If, moreover, X is locally compact, then the restriction map

admits a continuous linear right inverse.
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Proof. In view of Remark @.13] we can repeat the proof of Proposition
with X in place of M, Y in place of L, and ¢ = 0. ]

Proof of Proposition (a) Let x € Y and P be an z-neighbourhood
in Y. Since Y is locally compact, we find a compact z-neighbourhood P, in Y
such that P, C P. Let @, be an open subset of X such that @, N'Y equals
the interior PO of P, relative Y. Let F be a locally convex space. As X, being
paracompact, is normal and hence completely regular, Corollary B.6] provides a
continuous linear extension operator

C(P,, F) — C(X, F).

Composing the latter with the restriction map C(X, F) — C(Q., F'), we obtain
a local extension operator C(P,, F) — C(Qg, F) as in [0.141 Thus Proposi-
tion @.I5a) applies.

(b) Let z € Y and P be an z-neighbourhood in Y. Since Y is metrizable, we
find a closed z-neighbourhood A in Y such that A C P. By hypothesis, there
exists an z-neighbourhood Z in Y such that (Z,d|zxz) is complete. Then also
P, := ZNA is complete in the metric induced by d, being closed in Z. Moreover,
P, C P. Being complete, P, is closed in X. Let @), be an open subset of X
such that @, N'Y equals the interior PY of P, relative Y. Let F be a locally
convex space. Proposition [[.T4] provides a continuous linear extension operator

C(P,,F) = C(X,F).

Composing the latter with the restriction map C(X, F) — C(Q., F'), we obtain
a local extension operator C(P,, F) — C(Qg, F) as in [0.141 Thus Proposi-
tion @.I5a) applies.

(c¢) If X is, moreover, locally compact, the proof of (a) shows that Proposi-
tion @I5(b) applies.

(d) We can repeat the proof of Theorem [[.TH using part (c¢) of the current
proposition in place of Theorem [(.13 and Proposition [[.12] O

Remark 9.16 Let I’ be a locally convex space, X be a topological space and
Y C X be a closed subset. If a linear map

E:C(Y,F)—= C(X,F)
has the property that
E()(X) C convy(Y) for each v € C(Y, F), (55)
then &£ restricts to a continuous linear operator
BC(Y,F) = BC(X,F)

with respect to the topology of uniform convergence on domain and range (cf.
BI). The property (B3) is satisfied by the extension operators C(Y,F) —
C(X, F) we have constructed, in each of the following situations:
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(a) Proposition [[.T4 (as stated in the conclusion).
(b) Proposition B (as stated in the conclusion).

(c) Corollary [[21] if Proposition is applied in the proof of Proposi-
tion in appropriate form. Namely, in the proof of Proposition
(which re-uses the proof of Proposition [[12)), let each 6, be the global
trivialization pry: X x F' — X.

10 Density of test functions in mapping groups

In this section, we prove density of the set of compactly supported smooth
functions in various mapping groups.

Lie groups of mappings
Let G be a Lie group modelled on a locally convex space F', with neutral ele-

ment e. Let us recall various constructions of Lie groups of G-valued mappings.

10.1 The group C(K, G) of G-valued continuous mappings on a compact topo-
logical space K can be turned in a Lie group modelled on C (K, F'), endowed
with the topology of uniform convergence, as is well known; more generally,

Ck(X,G) ={y € C(X,q): '7|X\K =e}

is a Lie group modelled on Ck (X, F) for each locally compact topological
space X and compact subset K C X (see [2I]). If ¢: U — V C F is a chart of
G with e € U and ¢(e) = 0, then Cx(X,U) :={y € Cx(X,G): v(K) C U} is
open in Ck (X, G) and the map

is a chart for Cx(X,G) around its neutral element, the constant function e

(see 27]) B3

10.2 For GG and F as before and locally compact space X which is not compact,
let X* := X U{oo} be the one-point compactification of X and Cy(X, G) be the
group of continuous functions v: X — G which vanish at infinity in the sense
that, for each e-neighbourhood U C G, there is a compact set K C X with

VX\K)CU.
Then

e if x =0

XSG {7(:10) if v € X;

24In |21, we get this for small U, which would be good enough for the following proofs.
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is a continuous function and the map
Co(X,G) - C(X*,G)s, 77"
is an isomorphism of groups (whose inverse takes n € C(X*, G). to n|x ), where
C(X*, Q) :={neC(X",G): n(co) = e}.
If : U -V C Fis a chart for G with e € U and ¢(e) = 0, then
C(X*,¢0)(C(X™",G).) =C(X", F).NnC(X", V),

whence C'(X*, G). is a submanifold of C(X™*, G), modelled on the complemented
vector subspace C(X*, F), of C(X*,F), and thus a Lie group. As a conse-
quence, Co(X,G) is a Lie group modelled on Cy(X, F); for each chart ¢ as
before, the subset Cy(X, @) of U-valued functions is open in Co(X, G) and

CO(X5¢)CO(XaU)%CO(va)gCO(XaF)a FYH(bOFY
is a chart for Co(X, G).

10.3 Let £ € Nog U {oo}. If £ > 1, let M be a locally compact, rough C*-
manifold; if £ = 0, let M be a locally compact topological space and write C°
for continuous functions. If v: M — G is a C*-function, we let

supp(y) :={x € M: y(z) #e} C M

be its support. We let

CL(M,G)

be the group of all C*-functions v: M — G with compact support. For each
compact subset K C M,

Ci(M,G) :={y € C“(M,G): supp(y) € K}

is a Lie group modelled on C% (M, F), endowed with the compact-open C*-
topology (see [21] for the C%-case and ordinary manifolds, [27] for the general-
ization to rough manifolds). If ¢: U — V C F'is a chart of G with e € U and
#(e) =0, then C4(M,U) := {y € C4&(M,G): v(K) C U} is open in C% (M, G)
and the map

Ci(M,¢): Cl(M,U) = Ci(M,V) C Ci(M,F), ~r ¢ory

is a chart for C%(M,G). If M is paracompact, then C4(M,G) is a Lie group
modelled on the locally convex direct limit

74 1 14 .
CL(M, F) = lim C (M, F);

for each ¢ as above, C4{(M,U) := {y € C4M,U): v(M) C U} is an open
identity neighbourhood in C¢(M, G) and the map

CL(M, ¢): CHM,U) — CL(M, V) C CEM,F), v+ oy
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is a C°°-diffeomorphism (see [27]; for o-compact locally compact spaces or ordi-
nary manifolds, cf. already [21]; cf. also [I] for special cases). Each of the groups
C% (M, Q) is a closed subset of C£(M, F) and a submanifold, as C4(M, ¢) takes
CHM,U)NC%(M,G) = C4%(M,U) onto CE(M, V)N CL(M, F) = C&(M,V).

10.4 Let F be a locally convex space and X be a locally compact space. Note
that Cx(X,F) C Cyo(M, F) for each compact set K C X and that Cy(X, F)
induces the given topology on Cx (X, F). In fact, the seminorms ||-||4,00 given by

[7[lg,00 := sup g(v(w))
xeM

define the locally convex vector topology on Co(X, F'), for ¢ ranging thorugh the
set of continuous seminorms on F'. For vy € Cx (X, F), we have ||7]/4.00 = 17|l k.45
from which the assertion follows.

If G is a Lie group modelled on F', then Ck (X, G) C Cy(X,G) apparently and
this is a closed subset (the point evaluations Co(X,G) — G, v — ~v(x) being
continuous) and a smooth submanifold as Cy (X, ¢) takes

Co(X, U) ﬂCK(X, G) = CK(X, U)

onto Co(X,V)NCk (X, F) = Cx(X,V) and restricts to the chart Cx (X, ¢) of
Ck(X,Q), for each chart ¢: U — V of G such that e € U and ¢(e) = 0.

10.5 Let F be a locally convex space, d € N, £ € NgU{oc}, 2 C R? be an open
subset and W be a set of continuous functions f: {2 — R which contains the
constant function 1. We write

Cw(S% F)
for the vector space of all C*~functions ~v:  — F such that

k= max su )| |6 < 00
||’Y||q1f7 j€{0,...,k} Igpf |f( )| || z’Y”q

for all £k € Ny with & < £, all f € W and all continuous seminorms g on F,
using notation as in (II] (with £ = R? and a fixed norm || - || on E), cf. [61]
Definition 3.4.1]. If Q C € is an open subset, we write C1,,(Q, F') as a shorthand
for CL(Q, F) with V := {f|g: f € W}. Moreover, we abbreviate

IVlg.rk = IVllg. 10k
for v € C*(Q, F) and g, f, k as above. We let
Cw(Q, F)* C Cy(Q, F)

be the vector subspace of all v € Cf;v (Q, F') with the following property: For all
f €W, e > 0 and each continuous seminorm ¢ on F, there exists a compact
subset K C Q such that

Ivlensellg, 7.6 < e
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For each open 0-neighbourhood V' C F,
O (V)" = {y € O (A F)*: () SV}

is an open O-neighborhood in C§(Q2, F)* (see [61, Lemma 3.4.19]). If G is a Lie
group modelled on F', consider the set

Cip(,G)2,

of all C*-functions v: Q — G for which there exists a chart ¢: U — V C F of G
with e € U and ¢(e) = 0, a compact set K C 2 and a function h € C°(Q,R)
which is constant 1 on a neighbourhood @ of K in 2, such that

(1=h)-(¢oy)|ak € Cw(Q\ K, F)* (56)

(see [61, Definition 6.2.6]). The choices of ¢ and h do not play a role: If
v € CL(Q,G) and ¢: U — V is any chart of G with e € U and ¢(e) = 0,
then there exists a compact subset K C Q such that (2 \ K) C U and (Bf)
holds for all h € C2°(€2, R) which are constant 1 on a neighbourhood of K (see
[61, Lemma 6.2.8(b)]). By [61, Theorem 6.2.17], C},,(Q,G)2, can be given a

ex

unique Lie group structure modelled on C4,,(, F) such that, for each chart
¢p: U — V C F of G with e € U and ¢(e) = 0, there exists an open 0-
neighbourhood Vy € V such that ¢~* o Cf,,(€2, Vp)*® is open in C%, (2, G)2, and

67 0 Cly(Q,V0)* = Oy (A V0)* v g0y (57)
is a chart for C},,(Q, )2, around the neutral element.

10.6 In the situation of (B6]), the extension

| (- h@)o@) ifzeQ\K;
g: Q2 — F, xl—>{ 0 itz €Q

is C* and an element of Cf,v(Q,F)'. In fact, for f € W, k € Ny with kK </, a
continuous seminorm g on F' and ¢ > 0, there exists a compact set L C Q\ K with

[ flvmnzlle.re < e
But K U L is compact in Q and ||g|o\(xur)llg.r.x = I flvmnllg sk

10.7 We mention that C% (22, F') C C},,(2, F')*® for each compact subset K C €,
and that the inclusion map

j: O (L F) — Cy(Q, F)®

is a topological embedding. In fact, given f € W, k € Ny with £ < £ and a
continuous seminorm g on F, we have

Vg0 < Clivllexk,g < oo
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for each v € C%(Q, F) with C := sup{|f(z)|: * € K}, whence j is continuous.
Choosing f:=1€ W, we get

IVllex g = 1Vllg.7.85

entailing that j is an embedding.

10.8 We mention that C% (2, G) C C1,,(Q, G)e, for each compact subset K C
), and that the inclusion map

J: Ok (QF) = Cpy(Q, F)*

is a C*°-diffeomorphism onto a submanifold of C}, (€2, G)2, which is a closed
subset. In fact, given v € C%(G) and a chart ¢: U — V C F of G with e € U

and ¢(e) = 0, we have y(Q2\ K) C {e} C U and
(1=h)-(9o7lavx) =0 € Cp(Q\ KI,F)

for each h € C°(Q,R) which is 1 on a neighbourhood of K. Thus v €
Cihy(Q, G)e,.. Moreover, for Vo C V as in (57) and Up := ¢~ (Vp), we have

O (2, V0)* N C (Q, F) = Ci (2, Vo)

and applying ¢!, we obtain the subset C% (9, Up) of the domain D of the
chart (57) which is contained in DNC% (2, G) and equals the letter as D consists
of Up-valued functions and so D N C*(Q,G) C C%(Q,Up). Thus C4 (2, G) is a
submanifold of Cf,(€2, G) and as the chart (57) restricts to the chart Cf (€2, ¢|‘Ij‘;)
of C%4(©,G), the submanifold structure copincides with the given Lie group
structure. Closedness of C%(Q,G) in Cy,(Q, G)s, follows from the continuity
of the point evaluations Cyy,(Q, G)8, — G, v +— ().

10.9 In the preceding situation, with  := RY, let us call W a set of BCR-
weights if it has the following properties:

(a) f>1forall feWw;

(b) For all fi,fo € W, there exists f € W such that fi(z) < f(z) and
fo(x) < f(2) for all z € RY;

(c) For each fi € W there exists fo € W such that

(Ve>0)3n eN) ||z|| Znor fi(x) >n = fi(z) <cefax).

For a set W of BCR-weights, [61], Definition 6.2.23] provides a group S(R¢, G, W)
of W-rapidly decreasing smooth G-valued functions on R?, which coincides
with the corresponding group considered in [I0] in the situation of the latter
(i.e., when G is a so-called LE-Lie group), see [6I, Remark 6.2.29]. Moreover,
S(R%, G, W) is a Lie group and S(R?, G, W) = C55(R%, G)2, actually, by [61]
Lemma 6.2.28].
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We mention that weights f € W are not assumed continuous in [61] and may
take the value oo; likewise, BCR-weights are defined in a more general setting
in [61] Definition 6.2.18] (including infinite values). But the above special cases
are natural for our ends. Notably, they subsume the Lie groups

S(RY,G) := S(RY, G, W)
of rapidly decreasing smooth G-valued functions obtained by the choice W :=
{x = (1+|z)|2)": n € Ng} where || - ||2 is the euclidean norm on R¢.
Density of C°(M, G) in Co(M, G)

Let us start with the case of vector-valued functions. We are mostly interested
in the following results in the case r = oc.

Lemma 10.10 Let F' be a locally convex space.
(a) If X is a locally compact space, then F @ C.(X,R) is dense in Co(X, F).

(b) If r € Ng U {oo} and M is a locally compact rough C”-manifold, then
F®CI(M,R) is dense in Co(M, F).

(c) In the situation of (b), F ® CT(M,R) is also dense in C(M, F), endowed
with the compact-open topology.

(d) If K C M is compact and L a compact neighbourhood of K in M in the
situation of (b), then

Cx(M,F) C F®Cj (M R)
holds for the closure in C(M, F).
(e) In (a), F® C.(X,R) is dense in C(M, F) in the compact-open topology.

Proof. (a) Let ¢ be a continuous seminorm on F, ¢ > 0 and v € Cy(X, F).
There is a compact subset K C X such that ¢(y(z)) < e for all z € X \ K. We
let L be a compact subset of X such that K C L°. Each z € K has an open
neighbourhood U, C L0 such that

q(y(y) —v(x)) < e for all y € U,.

We let (hy)zep, together with g: L — R, be a continuous partition of unity
on L such that supp(h;) C U, for each z € K and supp(g) C L\ K. Then
he|ro € C.(L° R) for each 2 € K; extending by 0, we get a continuous function
he € C.(X,R). Now

®:={z € K: supp(h,) N K # 0}

is a finite set, whence

n(y) =Y ha(y)y(z)

zed
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for y € X defines a function n =3 4 v(x) ®hy € F® C.(X,R). For y € K,
we have )4 ha(y) = 1, whence v(y) = >, .o he(y)y(y) and thus

a(v() = 1) < Y ha(W)a(v(y) — ¥(x)) <,

zed

since hy(y) # 0 implies y € U,. If y € X \ K, then

a(v(y) =) < a(v(®) + () < e+ ha(y)g(y(@)) < 3e

zed 2
<2ehq(y)

since h(y) # 0 implies y € U,, and thus g(v(z)) < q(v(y)) +a(v(y)—7(x)) < 2.
By the preceeding, ||v — 7l¢,00 < 3e.

(b) We can copy the proof of (a) with X := M, with the following changes:
After replacing L with L9, we may assume that L is a regular subset of M and
hence a full-dimensional submanifold. Moreover, we choose the h, and g in
C"™(L,R), i.e., we choose a C"-partition of unity.

(c) follows from (b), using that the linear inclusion map Co(M, F) — C(M, F)
is continuous (as |[v||k,q < ||7llq.00 for each compact set K C M, continuous
seminorm ¢ on F' and v € Cy(M, F)) and has dense image. In fact, for K and
q as before and v € C(M, F), we find a compact subset L C M with K C L°
and a continuous function h: M — [0,1] with h|x = 1 and supp(h) C LY. Then
hy € Cp,(M,F) C Co(M, F) and ||hy — 7|k, = 0.

(d) Let v € Cx (M, F). By (c), there exists a net (74)aca in F @ C"(M,R) such
that v, — v in C(M, F). Let h: M — R be aC"-function such that h|x =1
and supp(h) C L. Then hy, € FRQC}(M,R) for alla € A and hy, — hy =~ in
C(M, F), using that the multiplication operator C(M, F) — C(M, F), n — hy
is continuous (see, e.g., [29, Lemma A.5.24(f)]).

(e) Arguing as in (c), we see that (e) follows from (a). ad
We now pass to the group case. The following lemma can be re-used later when

we discuss density of C2°(M,G) in CL(M,G).

Lemma 10.11 Let G be a Lie group modelled on a locally convex space F and
¢ € NoU{oo}. Ifr >0, let M be a locally compact, rough C*-manifold; if r = 0,
let M be a locally compact topological space. Let K C M be a compact subset,
v € C4L(M,G) and (Ya)aca be a net in C&(M,G). If each x € M has an open
neighbourhood S, C M with compact closure K, C M such that va|k, = Y|k,
in C*(K,,G), then v, — v in Ck(M,G).

Proof. There is a finite subset ® C K such that K C UI€<I> S;. Then

CY(M,F) = C*(M\ K,F) x [[ C*(K+, F), v~ (vlanx (], )zea)
rzed
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is a topological embedding (see [27]), entailing that

p: Ci(M,F) = [[ CY(Ka, F), 7= (VK. )aca
zed

is a topological embedding. Let ¢: U — V C F be a chart of G such that e € U
and ¢(e) = 0. For each v € ®, we find a,, € A such that (y"19,)|x, € C/(K,,U)
for all @ > a, in A. Since (A, <) is directed, there exists b € A such that b > a,
for all z € ®. For all a € A with a > b, we now have (y~17,)(K,) C U for all
z € ® and thus v~ 1y, € C&(M,U). Since

(o Ck(M,0)(v '7a) = (C'(Ku ) (7 7a)|K,)aeo
—  (C'(Kz, 9)(€))zee = (0)zee = (po C (M, 9))(e),
we deduce that v~ 1y, — e in C4(M,G). O

Proposition 10.12 Let G be a Lie group modelled on a locally convex space F,
andr € NgU{oo}. If r > 0, let M be a locally compact, rough C"-manifold. If
r =20, let M be a locally compact topological space. Then we have:

a) If K and L are compact subsets of M such that K C L°, then
(a) p ;

CL(M,G) 2 Ck(M,G)
holds for the closure in Co(M, Q), which equals the closure in CL(M,G).
(b) CT(M, Q) is dense in Co(M,G).

Proof. As the point evaluations Cyo(M,G) — G, v — ~(z) are continuous,
Cr(M, Q) is closed in Cy(M, @), whence the closures in (a) coincide.

(a) Excluding a trivial case, we may assume that » > 1. To enable re-using
the proof, set £ := 0. Let v € C%(M,G) and W be an open neighbourhood
of v in C%(M,G). For each z € K, there exists a chart ¢,: U, — V, of G
such that V, is convex and v(z) € U,. Let Q. be a relatively compact, open z-
neighbourhood in L such that v(Q,) C U,. Let P, be an open z-neighbourhood
with compact closure P, C Q. Let hy: Q. — R be a C"-function with compact
support K := supp(h;) C Q. such that h,(Qz) C [0,1] and h;|5 = 1. By
compactness of K, we find a finite subset ® C K such that K C Uzeq» P,. Let
Z1,...,Zm, be the elements of ®. Let vy := . For j € {1,...,m}, we now
construct functiond?d

v eWnN ﬂ [Qy, Uy (58)

yed

with the following properties:

(i) vlp., is C7;

25We write |B,U| = {n € C(M,G): n(B) C U} if B C M is compact and U and open
subset of G, as in 2101
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(ii) If U C M is open and «,_1|y is C", then also v;|y is C".

Then 7, is C" on M \ K (like v =) and on P, U---U P, , and hence on all
of M. Thus 7, € C}.(M,G). Since v,, € W, we deduce that + is in the closure
of C7 (M, G).

If j € {1,...,m} and 7;-1 has already been constructed, abbreviate z := z;.
Lemma [I0.I0(c) provides a net (17j,a)aca; in F'® C"(Qz, R) C C"(Qy, F') with

Nja — Gz © ’Yj—1|m
in C*(Qy, F). Then
Goa = (L =hg) (¢z 0 'ijl|m) + he - Nja

is in C’f{m (Qz, F) and C" on each open subset of @, on which v;_; is C".
Moreover,
Ga = @z © "Yj71|Q_m

in C*(Q,, F) as multiplication operators are continuous linear. We therefore
find a; € A; such that

(.a(Qz) CV, for all a > ay.
For a > a;, we define functions v; ,: M — G via

iy 9N (Gal?) iz € QY
Fma(z) T ’Yj_l(z) ifze M \ K,.

Since (j.alqo\k, = ¢x°7j-1]qo\k, , the function v; , is well defined and C*t Ttis
C" on each open set on which ;1 is C". Moreover, supp(v;,a) C supp(yj—1)U
K. C L. Note that 7j , — v;—1 in C% (M, G) as a consequence of Lemma [[0.11]
(which we apply with S, := W, for each y € W, and with open neighbourhoods
Sy € M\ K, around points y € L\ W,). We therefore find a b; > a; such
that v; := v;, satisfies (58). This completes the recursive construction and
completes the proof of (a).

(b) Let v € Co(M,G) and W C Cy(M,G) be a neighbourhood of 7. Let
¢: U — V be a chart of G such that e € U, ¢(e) =0, and V is convex. There
exists a compact subset K C M such that v(M \ K) C U and a compact subset
L C M such that K C LY. Let h € C(M,|0,1]) such that h|g = 1 for an open
neighbourhood @ of K in LY and supp(h) C L°. Then

¢ M F, IH{(l—hug))qsw» g;izg\z@

is a continuous function; in fact, ¢ € Co(M, V). Thus v; := ¢~to( € Co(M, G);

let 72 := v~ 14. There are a y;-neighbourhood W; C Cy(M,G) and a vo-
neighbourhood Wy C Cy(M, G) such that W1 Wy C W. Lemma [I0.T0(b) yields
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anet (C4)aea in C5(M, F) which converges to ¢ in Cy(M, F); we may assume
that ¢, € Co(M,V) for all a. Then ¢=*o(, = ¢t o =1 in Co(M,G). We
therefore find a such that n; := ¢ o {, € Wi. Then m1 € CL(M,G). By (a), we
find N2 € Wa N OE(M, G) Then mne € WilWa C W and nn2 € CZ(M, G) O

Density of C>*(M, G) in C4(M, G)
We now discuss density in Lie groups of compactly supported C*-functions.

Proposition 10.13 Let r,¢ € Ng U {oo} with £ < r and G be a Lie group
modelled on a locally convex space F. If £ = 0, let M be a locally compact,
rough C"-manifold; if £ > 0, let M be a locally compact C"-manifold with rough
boundary. Then the following holds:

(a) If K and L are compact subsets of M such that K C L°, then
Ci(M,G) C C7(M,G)
holds for the closure in C% (M, G).
(b) If M is paracompact, then C%(M,G) is dense in C5(M,G).

Proof. (a) For the case £ = 0, see Proposition[I0.12(a). Now assume that ¢ > 1.
Let v € C%(M,G) and W be an open neighbourhood of v in C%(M,G). We
can repeat the proof of Proposition [0.12(a), except that the sets @, have to be
chosen more carefully. Having chosen U, as in the cited proof, let x,: By — D,
be a chart for M around z such that v(B,) C U, and D, is a locally convex
subset with dense interior of R? for some d € Ng. Now k. (7) has a compact
neighbourhood C; in D,, and C, contains a convex k;(x)-neighbourhood FE,.
For some convex, open k. (x)-neighbourhood A, in R4, we have A, N D, C E,.
Then A, N D, = A, N E, is convex, open in D,, and relatively compact in D,
whence Q, := r; (A, N D,) is an open z-neighbourhood with compact closure
Q. C B,. Moreover, Q, is C"-diffeomorphic to the convex subset A, N D, C R¢
with dense interior. We can now repeat the proof of Proposition I0.12(a), with
Lemma [l in place of Lemma [T0T0(c).

(b) is immediate from (a). O

Density of C>*(2,G) in C%,(22, G)®,
To obtain a density result, we need to impose conditions on the set W of weights.

10.14 In this section, we endow R? with some norm || - ||, and let 2 C R¢ be an
open subset. We lat W be a set of smooth functions f: @ — R such that the
constant function 1 belongs to W and the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) f(z) >0forall f €W and z €
(b) For each x € £, there exists f € W such that f(x) > 0;
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(C) For all N € N, fl,..., N €W and ki,...,ky € Ng with k1,...,kny <7,
there exist C' > 0 and f € W such that

185" fillg - - 195~ fllg < Cf(z) forallz e,
with notation as in (IIl) and using the norm ¢: R — R, y — |y|.
The conditions (a)-(c) imposed on W imply a crucial property:

Lemma 10.15 If W is a set of weights as in [I0.I4, then C(Q, F) is dense
in Cy,,(Q2, F)* for each r € No U {oo} and locally convex space F. In fact,
F® C*(Q,R) is dense.

Proof. If F is finite-dimensional, the assertion is immediate from the scalar-
valued case treated in [19, V.7a), p.224]. For the general case, one first re-
places F' with a completlon F and reworks the proof of [19, V.7a), p.224],
with minor modifications8 Then, in the last line of [19, p.226], one replaces

(Tonyms f) (2 (m4)) € F by a nearby element in F. O

Proposition 10.16 Given d € N and £ € Ny U {0}, let G be a Lie group
modelled on a locally convex space F; let Q be an open subset of R and W C
C*(,R) be a set of weights as in [0IA Then C*(Q,G) is dense in the
Lie group C, (2, Q)% If Q=R £ =00 and W is, moreover, a set of BCR-
weights, then C2°(R?, G) is dense in S(RY, G, W). Notably, C>*(R¢,G) is dense
in S(RY, G).

Proof. Let v € C, (2, G)2 and W C C},,(2, G)2, be a y-neighbourhood. Let
¢: U — V be a chart of G such that e € U and ¢(e) = 0. Let V5 C V be an open
0-neighbourhood such that (;5’1 o C},, (9, Vp) is an open identity neighbourhood
in C, (9, G)a, with Uy := ¢~ (Vp); after shrinking Vj, we may assume that Vp
is convex. There exists a compact subset K C Q such that v(Q \ K) C Uy and
a C®°-function h: Q — R with A(Q2) C [0, 1] such that h|Q = 1 for some open
neighbourhood @ of K in Q and (1 — h)(¢ o 7)|o\x € Cfy (2 \ K, F). Then

oo E M{( HaDIO(E) e R\ K

is a C*-function and in fact ¢ € Cf,(Q,Vp)®, by Thus 71 := ¢ to( €
Chy (9, G)o; let 72 := 77 'y. There are a y;-neighbourhood Wy C CY,,(Q, G)2,
and a y2-neighbourhood Wo C O\év (Q, G)e, such that W1 W, C W. Lemmall0.15
yields anet (¢, )qea in C2°(Q, F) which converges to ¢ in Cf,, (€2, F)®; we may as-
sume that ¢, € C55(€2, Vo) for all a. Then ¢~ 1ol, — ¢~ Lo =71 in C, (2, G) %

We therefore find a such that m, := ¢ o, € Wi. Then n; € CX(Q,G). By
Proposition [0.I3(a), we find 7o € Wo N C°(, G). Then mny € W1iWo C W
and mne € CX°(M,G). O

26The completeness of F' ensures that the relevant vector-valued (weak) integrals exist.
As one continuous seminorm g on F' suffices to describe a typical neighbourhood of a given
function in C7,, (€2, F)®, the proof goes through if we replace the absolute value | - | by g.
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Remark 10.17 Let G be a Lie group modelled on a locally convex space F.
If @ =R? and W C C®(R% R) is a set of BOR-weights satisfying the condi-
tions (a)-(c) formulated in [0.I4, then C59(RY, G)2, = S(RY, G, W) as already
mentioned, and thus C2°(R¢, G) is dense in S(RY, G, W), by Proposition [0.16l
Note that W := {z + (1+]|z[|3)": n € N} is a set of BCR-weights and satisfies
the conditions (a)-(c); thus C°(R?, G) is dense in S(R?, G).

11 More on density and the function spaces

In this section, we prove the following result concerning tensor product real-
izations for spaces of vector-valued functions (which were previously known in
special cases). Moreover, we prove nuclearity for C°°(M, F') under natural hy-
potheses (Proposition [T.H]).

Recall that a Hausdorff topological space X is said to be a kr-space if for all
functions f: X — R, continuity of f is equivalent to continuity of f|x for all
compact subsets K C X. Every locally compact space and every metrizable
topological space is a k—spac and hence a kgr-space.

Proposition 11.1 Let F' be a complete locally convex space. Then we have:
(a) Using the compact-open topology,
C(X,F) = F®e.C(X,R)

for each topological space X which is a kr-space and such that each com-
pact subset K C X has a closed, paracompact neighbourhood in X ; for
instance, X may be any paracompact kg-space (e.g., any metrizable topo-
logical space), or any locally compact topological space.

(b) Using the compact-open C*-topology,
CY(M,F) = F®.C*M,R)

holds for each ¢ € NgU{oo} and each locally compact C*-manifold M with
rough boundary.

(c) CLI(Q, F)® = F.Ch,(Q,R)® for each £ € Ny U {oc}, each open subset
Q C R? and each set W C C®(Q,R) ofiueights satisfying the conditions
(a)—(c) inM0I4 Notably, S(RY, F) = F ®.S(R%R).

The proofs of the following three lemmas, which are mostly variants of results
from earlier sections, have been relegated to the appendix (Appendix [B)).

Lemma 11.2 Let F' be a locally convex space and X be a topological space such
that every compact subset of X has a closed, paracompact neighbourhood in X
(e.g., X might be any paracompact topological space, or any locally compact
topological space). Then F @ C(X,R) is dense in C(X, F), endowed with the
compact-open topology.

27Subsets A C X are closed if and only if A N K is closed for each compact set K C X.
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Lemma 11.3 Let F be a locally convex space, r,¢ € Ny U {oo} with £ < r,
and M be a locally compact C"-manifold with rough boundary. Then we have:

(a) If K C M is compact and L a compact neighbourhood of K in M, then
Ck(M,F) C F @ Cp(M,R)
holds for the closure in C" (M, F).
(b) F ® Cr(M,R) is dense in C*(M, F) in the compact-open C*-topology.

If F is a locally convex space and ¢ a continuous seminorm on E, then ||z +
¢ 1 ({0})|l; == q(z) defines a norm on F, := F/q *({0}). We let F, be a
completion of F;, with F,; C Fj, and write || - ||4 also for the norm on F,. Let

ag: F— Fy, x'—>x+q71({0})

be the canonical map and oy = j, 0 ag, where j,: Fy, — ﬁq is the inclusion
map. For all continuous seminorms p,q on F with p < ¢ (in the sense that
p(z) < q(x) for all x € F'), the linear map

apg: Fqg = Fp, x+ g '({0}) = =z +p ' ({0})

is continuous and has a unique continuous linear extension ay q4: ﬁq — ﬁp. Let
Sem(F') be the set of continuous seminorms on F. We use the fact: If F is
complete, then (F, (0q)qesem(r)) is a projective limit of the projective system

((Fg)gesem(r): (Op,q)p<q)
in the category of locally convex spaces and continuous linear mappings.

Lemma 11.4 Let £ € NgU {cc}, d € N, and Q C R? be an open subset. Let F
be a locally convex space.

(a) Let F, together with continuous linear maps \j: F — Fj;, be a projec-
tive limit of a projective system S := ((F});et, (Mi j)i<;) of locally convex
spaces F; and continuous linear maps \; j: F; — F;. Then CYQ, F), to-
gether with the continuous linear maps C*(Q, \;): C*(Q, F) — C*(, F}),
v Aj o7, is a projective limit of the projective system

(CH(Q Fy))jes, (CHR Aig))i<s) (59)
in the category of locally convex spaces and continuous linear mappings.

(b) Let W C C(2,R) be a set of continuous weights such that, for each x € Q,
there exists f € W with f(z) # 0. If F is complete, then CH,(Q, F),
together with the continuous linear maps Cyy,(Q,&,)® for ¢ € Sem(F), is
a projective limit of the projective system

(CH (2, F)*)gesem(r) (Ciy(Q,p.g)*)p<q)

in the category of locally convex spaces and continuous linear mappings.
Moreover, C,(, F) is complete.
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Proof of Proposition I1.91 We can argue as in the proof of Proposition [[.2]
with the following modifications:

(a) As X is a kg-space, C(X, F') is complete (see, e.g., [29, Lemma A.5.24(d)]).
By Lemma [T F ® C(X,R) is dense in C(X, F). Now use the seminorms
| - || x,q with continuous seminorms ¢ on F' and compact K C X.

(b) C*(M, F) is complete (see [29, Proposition 3.6.20]) and F®C*(M,R) is dense
in C*(M, F), by Lemma[IT.3 Now use the seminorms y + [[yo¢™! | cr x , with
continuous seminorms g on F, k € Ny with & </, charts ¢: U — V for M and
compact subsets K C V.

(c) Ciy(Q, F)* is complete (see Lemma[IT4(b)) and F ® CY,,(2,R)® is dense in
it by Lemma [I0.I5l Now argue as above using the seminorms || - ||¢,¢,5. O

We record a property of spaces of smooth scalar-valued functions.

Proposition 11.5 Let M be a locally compact C°*°-manifold with rough bound-
ary (e.g., any finite dimensional C°°-manifold with corners). Then we have:

(a) C*°(M,R), endowed with the compact-open C*-topology, is complete and
a nuclear locally convex space. Moreover, C° (M, F) is nuclear for each
nuclear locally convex space F'.

(b) If M is, moreover, o-compact, then C(M,R) is a nuclear Fréchet space
and so is C® (M, F) for each nuclear Fréchet space F'.

Proof. (a) For each = € M, there exists a chart ¢, : U, — V, for M such that
x € Uy, ¢.(x) = 0 and V,, is a locally convex subset with dense interior of a
finite-dimensional vector space E,. Let K, be a compact 0-neighbourhood in V;
there exists a closed, convex 0-neighbourhood B, in V, such that B, C K,.
Then B, is compact and hence closed in E,. As a consequence of Corollary [I.6]
C>(Bg,R) is isomorphic to a complemented vector subspace of C*(R%,R).
Since C*°(R%,R) is a nuclear Fréchet space (cf. Example 3 in [54, Chapter III,
§8]), it follows that also C°*°(B,, R) is a nuclear Fréchet space (see [52] Satz 5.1.1])
and so is C*(A,;,R) = C%(B,,R), considering A, := ¢, !(B,;) as a full-
dimensional submanifold with rough boundary in M. Since the linear map

C=(M,R) = [[ C™(40R), 7 (vla)ecu
reM

is a topological embedding, we deduce with [52 Satz 5.2.3] that C°(M,R)
is nuclear. If F' is a nuclear locally convex space, then its completion F is
nuclear (see [52, Satz 5.3.1]). As the inclusion map C*(M,F) — C*(M, F)
is linear and a topological embedding, it suffices to show that C*°(M, F ) is
nuclear (sce [52, Satz 5.1.1]). Since C> (M, R) is nuclear (as just shown) and F
is nuclear, also

F . C*=(M,R)
is nuclear (see [52} Satz 5.4.1]). But C>(M, F) = F ®. C>(M,R) by Proposi-
tion [TI(b), whence also C>(M, F) is nuclear.
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(b) If the locally compact smooth manifold M with rough boundary is o-
compact and F is a Fréchet space, then also C°(M, F) is a Fréchet space
(cf. [29] Proposition 3.6.20]). The assertion therefore follows from (a). ad

12 More constructions of smoothing operators

Smoothing operators can be constructed in further situations. In this section, we
record additional results, relegating most proofs to the appendix (Appendix [C]).

We start with a proposition devoted to regularizing operators, which replace
general continuous functions with compactly supported functions whose image
has finite-dimensional span. It is a topological analogue of Theorem [T11

Proposition 12.1 Let X be a o-compact, locally compact space which is metriz-

able, K1 C Ko C --- be a compact erhaustion of X and F be a locally convex

space. There is a sequence (Sp)nen of continuous linear operators Sy, : C(X, F) —
C(X, F) with the following properties:

(a) Sp(y) = v in C(X,F) as n — oo, uniformly for ~ in compact subsets
of C(X, F);

(b) Sn(y) € F®Ck, . (X,R) for alln € N and v € C(X, F); and

(c) Sm(v) € F®Ck, . (X,R) for alln € N, m > n, and v € Ck,, (X, F).

Note that S, is also continuous as a map to C.(X, F) = limCk, (X, F), as a
—
consequence of (b).

In this connection, we mention:

Proposition 12.2 For every { € NgU{oo}, every paracompact, locally compact,
rough C*-manifold is metrizable.

Using extension operators as a tool, we construct smoothing operators on cubes.
Lemma 12.3 For d € N and { € Ny, there are continuous linear operators
Sn: C4([0,1]%, F) — C=([0,1]%, F) for n € N with image in F @ C*°([0,1]¢,R)
such that
Sn(v) = v

in C*([0,1]4, F) as n — oo, uniformly for v in compact subsets of C*([0,1]¢, F).
Proof. We let £: C¢([0,1]%, F) — C*(R%, F) be a continuous linear right in-
verse for the restriction map C*(RY, F) — C*([0,1]%, F'), as provided by Corol-

lary We write
H,: CY(R, F) — C* (R4, F)

for the smoothing operator S,, in Theorem [ 1] applied with £ := R?. Finally, we
let p: C°(R%, F) — C>([0,1]%, F) be the restriction map, which is continuous
and linear. Then

S, :=poH,o&: CY[0,1]4, F) — C>=([0,1], F)
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is continuous and linear. If K C C*([0,1]%, F) is a compact set, then £(K) is
compact, whence H,,(n) — n uniformly in n € £(K) as n — oo (see Remark[3.7]).
The continuous linear map p being uniformly continuous, we deduce that

Sn(y) = p(Hn(E(7))) = p(E(Y)) =7

as n — oo, uniformly in v € K. Moreover, H,(E(Y)) = ZT:1 v;v; for some
m €N, vy,...,v, € F and suitable functions 71, ..., 7, € C°(R% R). Then

Sn(y) = Z%‘ho,udvj € F&C>(0,1]4R),

j=1

which completes the proof. O

Proposition 12.4 Let F be a locally convex space, v € Ng U {00}, and £ € Ny
with £ <r. If £ =0, let M be a o-compact, locally compact rough C"-manifold;
if £ >0, let M be a o-compact, locally compact C"-manifold with corners. Let
K1 C Ky C --- be a compact exhaustion of M. Then there exists a sequence
(Sn)nen of continuous linear operators

Sn: C*(M,F) = Ck, . (M, F)
with the following properties:

(a) Sn(y) = v in CY(M, F) as n — oo, uniformly for v in compact subsets
of C*(M,F);

(b) Sn(y) € F®Ck, . (M,R) for alln € N and vy € CYM,F); and

(¢) Sm(y) € F&Ck, . (M,R) for alln € N, m >mn, and y € Cg (M, F).

13 Properties of evaluation and composition

If X, Y, and Z are Hausdorff topological spaces, it is well known that the
evaluation map

CX,)Y)Xx X =Y, (y,2)— ()

and the composition map
CY,2)xC(X,Y) = C(X,Z), (v,n)—=ven

is continuous if Y is locally compact (see Theorem 3.4.3 and Proposition 2.6.11
in [I7] for the first statement, [I7, Theorem 3.4.2] for the second). In the case of
locally convex spaces and their subsets, differentiability properties for evaluation
of C*-maps and composition are well-known, again based on local compactness
of Y (see, e.g., [2], [3], [25], and [29]). As a tool for the next section, we show that
evaluation always is sequentially continuous (irrespective of local compactness)
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and has certain differentiability properties which enable a limited version of
the Chain Rule. As the observations may be useful elsewhere, we also record
analogous findings for composition maps.

In this section, spaces of continuous functions are endowed with the compact-
open topology. Spaces of C*-functions (or RC*-functions) are endowed with the
compact-open C*-topology. We first discuss evaluation maps, starting with a
topological setting.

Proposition 13.1 Let X and Y be Hausdorff topological spaces. Then the
evaluation map
ev: C(X,Y)x X =Y, (v,2) — v(x)

has the following properties:

(a) For each compact subset K C X, the restriction of ev to a mapping
C(X,Y) x K =Y is continuous.

(b) For each compact subset K C C(X,Y) x X, the restrictionev|x: K =Y
is continuous. Notably, ev(K) is a compact subset of Y.

(c) ev is sequentially continuous.

(d) Let Z be a Hausdorff topological space and f: Z — C(X,Y) as well as
f:Z — X be continuous mappings. If Z is a k-space or Z is a kr-space
and Y completely regular, then

evo(f,g): Z =Y, x> f(z)(9(z))
1S a continuous mapping.

Remark 13.2 With a view towards (d), recall that every metrizable topological
space Z is a k-space. Every topological vector space Y (and every topological
group) is completely regular.

Proof of Proposition @33l (a) Let K C X be compact. The restriction
map pi: C(X,Y) —» C(K,Y), v — 7|k is continuous (see, e.g., [29, Remark
A.5.10]). Since K is locally compact, the evaluation map e: C(K,Y)x K =Y,
(¢, z) — ¢(z) is continuous (as just recalled). Hence

ev|ox,yyxkx = €0 (pr X idk)
is continuous.

(b) Let pry: C(X,Y) x X — X be the projection (v, ) — x. If K is a compact
subset of C'(X,Y) x X, then L := pry(K) is compact in X. By (a),

ev |K = (ev |c(X,Y)xL)|K

is continuous. As a consequence, ev(K) = ev | (K) is compact.
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(¢) If (Vn,Zn)nen is a convergent sequence in C(X,Y) x X with limit (v, z),
then K := {(yn,2n): n € N} U {(vy,2)} is a compact subset of C'(X,Y) x X.
Using (b), we see that

ev(Yn, Tn) = eV |k (Yn, Tn) = ev |k (v, z) = ev(y, )

as n — o0.

(d) For each compact subset L C Z, the image K := (f,g)(L) is compact in
C(X,Y) x X. Hence evo(f,g) = ev|x o (f,g)|¥ is continuous, by (b). As Z
is a k-space (or Z a kg-space and Y complete regular), the continuity of the
restrictions ev o(f, g)|r implies continuity of the map evo(f,g): Z =Y. O

Using Proposition [[3] we get a version of the Chain Rule for the evaluation
map on C*-functions. We shall use a consequence of the Mean Value Theorem:

13.3 If £ and F are locally convex spaces, U C FE is an open subset and
f:U — F a C'-map, then UM := {(z,y,t) € Ux ExR: z +ty € U} is an
open subset of U x E x R and the map

fetty)—f(z) :

L8 if t #£0;

. 7yl
U U > F (x,y,t)»—){ dF () 10

is continuous (see [29, Lemma 1.2.10], cf. [6] Proposition 7.4]). The final con-
clusion remains valid of U C F is a locally convex, regular subset (see [29]
Lemma 1.4.9]).

Proposition 13.4 Let E and F be locally convex spaces and V C E be a locally
convex, reqular subset. Let X be a locally convex space and U C X a reqular
subset. Let £ € NoU {oco} and f: U — CY(V,F) as well as g: U -V C E be
Ctmaps. If U and U x X are kr-spaces, then

h:U—=F, z~ f(z)(g(x))
is a C*-map. Moreover,

dh(z,y) = df (z,y)(g(x)) + df (g9(x), dg(z,y)) (60)
for all (z,y) e U x X, if £ > 1.

The same conclusion holds if V' C E is any regular subset, f: U — RC*(V, F)
is C and g: U — V is an RC*-map.

Remark 13.5 Note that U and U x X are k-spaces (and hence kg-spaces) in
the situation of Proposition [[3.4] whenever X is metrizable.

Proof of Proposition 3.4 We prove Proposition [3:4] under the stronger
hypothesis that U x X% ~! is a kg-space for all j € Ny such that j < £. The
proof of the general case, which is more technical, can be found in Appendix
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We may assume that ¢ € Ny; the proof is by induction. The case £ = 0 holds
by Proposition I3I(d). Now assume that £ > 1 and assume that the assertion
holds for £ — 1 in place of ¢. Let

e:C"Y VX E,F)x (VxE)—=F

be the evaluation map and pry: U x X — U, (z,y) — x be the projection. We
claim that (60) holds for all (z,y) € UY x X. If this is true, then h is C* and

dh = evo(df,gopry) + € o (df, (g opry,dg)), (61)

as the right-hand side is a continuous function by Proposition [3d) and ex-
tends d(h|yo). In fact, the right-hand side of (6I)) is C*~! by the inductive
hypothesis. Since h is C! and dh is C*~!, the map h is C*. By (61)), the iden-
tity (60) holds for all (x,y) € U x X.

To establish the claim, let (z,y) € U x X. Let (t,)nen be a sequence in R\ {0}
such that x +t,y € U for all n € N and t,, — 0 as n — co. Then

[+ tay)(g(z +tay)) — f(2)(g(x))
tn
flx+tay) — f(x)

- L (gl 4 tuy)) +

f(@)(g(x + tny)) — f2)(g(x))
tn

for all n € N. Note that the first summand tends to df (z,y)(g(x)) as n — oo
by sequential continuity of the evaluation map. The second summand can be

written as
<x+%m—gu>t)
s vn
tn

waﬂ@@xg

and hence converges to (f|y0)™(g(z), dg(z,y),0) = df (9(z), dg(z,y)) as n — co.
The claim is established. [

Before we discuss composition maps, it is useful to record facts and observations
concerning regularity properties of the compact-open topology, and compact-
open C*-toplogies.

13.6 Let X and Y be Hausdorff spaces. If Y is regular, then also C(X,Y") is reg-
ular when endowed with the compact-open topology (see [I7, Theorem 3.4.13]).
If Y is completely regular, then also C(X,Y) is completely regular (see [I7]
Theorem 3.4.15]).

13.7 If m: Y — X is a locally trivial fibre bundle over a regular topological
space X whose fibres are regular topological spaces, then Y is a regular topo-
logical space.

[Let y € Y and V be an open neighbourhood of y in Y. Then z := 7(y)
has an open neighbourhood U in X for which there exists a homeomorphism
0: 7 1(U) — U x F, for a regular topological space Fj, such that pr; o =
7| r—1(v)- Since X is regular, also its subset U is regular and hence also U x F,
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entailing that 7=1(U) is regular. We therefore find a neighbourhood B of y in
7~ Y(U) which is closed in 7#=1(U) and such that B € 7#=1(U) N V. Since X
is regular, there exists a neighbourhood A on z in U which is a closed subset
of X. Then m=1(A) is closed in Y and so is its closed subset C := BN~ 1(A).
Moreover, C' is a neighbourhood of y in Y and C C V.]

Recall that a Hausdorff topological space X is completely regular if and only if|
for each x € X and neighbourhood U of z in X, we find a continuous function
f: X — R such that f(z) # 0 and supp(f) C U.

Lemma 13.8 Let ! € NoUoo and M be a rough C*-manifold modelled on locally
convez spaces. Then the following holds:

(a) The topological space underlying the manifold M is regular if and only
if M is completely regular.

(b) If M s regular, then the iterated tangent bundle T*(M) is regular for all
k € Ny such that k < /.

(c) If N is a C*-manifold with rough boundary and M is regular, then C*(M, N)
is regular when endowed with the compact-open C*-topology.

(d) If N is a rough C*-manifold and M is regular, then RC*(M, N) is reqular
when endowed with the compact-open C*-topology.

Proof. (a) If M is regular, let + € M and U be a neighbourhood of = in M.
let ¢: Uy — Vi be a chart of M such that © € Ug. Then Vy is a subset of a
locally convex space F. Since M is regular, there exists a closed subset A of M
such that A C UNU, and A is a neighbourhood of x in M. As E is completely
regular, also Vy is completely regular. We therefore find a continuous function
h: Vg — R such that h(¢(x)) # 0 and supp(h) C ¢(A). Then

_ 0 if y e M\ A4
fe M =R, W{ holy) ity e Uy

is a continuous function such that f(x) # 0 and supp(f) C A CU.
(b) If £ > 1, then T'M is regular by [[3.7 The assertion follows by induction.

(c) By (b), T*N is regular for all & € Np such that & < ¢. Hence T*N is
completely regular (by (a)) whence also C(T*M,T*N) is completely regular,
as recalled in The topology on C*(M, N) is initial with respect to the
mapping T%: C*(M,N) — C(T*M,T*N), and the topology on C(T*M,T*N)
is initial with respect to the set of all continuous maps f € C(T*M,T*N) — R.
The topology on C*(M, N) is therefore initial with respect to the continuous
real-valued mappings f o T%: C*(M, N) — R. The assertion follows.

(d) We can repeat the proof of (c) with RC*(M, N) in place of C*(M,N). O
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Proposition 13.9 Let X, Y, and Z be Hausdorff topological spaces. Then the
composition map

CX)Y,Z: C(Yu Z) X C(X7 Y) - C(Xu Z)u (’7777) =yon
has the following properties:

(a) For each compact subset K C C(X,Y), the restriction of cx y,z to a map
C(Y,Z) x K — C(X,Z) is continuous.

(b) For each compact subset K C C(Y,Z) x C(X,Y), the restriction cx y,z|k
is continuous. Notably, cx y,z(K) is compact.

(¢) cx,v,z is sequentially continuous.

(d) Let A be a Hausdorff topological space and f: A — C(Y,Z) as well as
g: A = C(X,Y) be continuous mappings. If A is a k-space or A is a
kr-space and Z completely reqular, then

exyzo(f.9): A= C(X,Z), zw f(x)og(x)
1S a continuous mapping.

Proof. (a) Given a compact subset K C C(X,Y), consider h: C(Y,Z) x K —
C(X,Z), (v,m) = vomn. The compact-open topology O on C(X,Z) is initial
with respect to the restriction maps pr: C(X,Z) — C(L, Z) for K € K(X); in
fact, each py, is continuous (see, e.g., [29) Remark A.5.10]) and the pre-images
pr (C(L,U)) = |L,U| generate O for L € K(X) and U ranging through the
open subsets of Z. We therefore only need to show that pr, o h is continuous for
all L € K(X). Now
B:={y(z):vye K, x € L}

is a compact subset of Y by Proposition[I3.1(b) and n|;, € C(L, B) for alln € K.
The restriction maps rp: C(Y,Z) - C(B,Z) and s,: C(X,Y) 2 K — C(L,Y)
are continuous and also the composition map cy, B,z is continuous, by local
compactness of B. Since

proh=crpzo(rexst),

we see that pr, o h (and hence h) is continuous.

(b) Let pry: C(Y, Z)xC(X,Y) — C(X,Y), (v,n) — n be the projection. Given
K asin (b), also L := pry(K) is compact. Using (a), we see that

ex,v,zlk = (ex,v.zlow,z)x 1)Kk
is continuous. Hence cx v z(K) = (cx,v,z|x)(K) is compact.

(€) (Yn, Mn)nen be a sequence in C(Y, Z) x C(X,Y") which converges to (v, n) €
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C(Y,Z)x C(X,Y). Then K := {(vn,7): n € N}U{(vy,n)} is a compact subset
of C(Y,Z) x C(X,Y). Then

(Ym0 1n) = exv.z|K (n, ) = exv.zlk(v,n) =7von
as n — oo, using (b).

(d) Note that if Z is completely regular, then also C(X, Z) is completely regular.
In fact, as the map

¢: 2~ ] R=P

FEC(ZR)

taking x € Z to (f())tec(zr) is a topological embedding, also
C(X,9): C(X,2) = C(X,P), 7= ¢oy

is a topological embedding (see, e.g., [29 Lemma A.5.5]). Now P is a locally
convex space and hence also C'(X, P) is a locally convex space, entailing that
C(X, P) (and hence also C(X, Z)) is completely regular.

If A is a k-space or A is a kg-space and Z completely regular, then the map
exy.zo(f,9): A— C(X,Z) will be continuous if we can show that its restriction
to L is continuous for each compact subset L C A. But K := (f,g)(L) is a
compact subset of C(Y,Z) x C(X,Y). Hence cxy,z o (f,9)|lL = cx,v,z|lk ©
(v,m)|¥ is continuous, by (b). O

We mention a direct consequence.

Proposition 13.10 Let ¢ € Ny U {oo} and L, M, and N be C*-manifolds
with rough boundary, which are modelled on locally convex spaces. Then the
composition map

cian: CH(M N) x CYL, M) = C*(L,N),  (y,m) = yo1
has the following properties:

(a) For each compact subset K C C*(L, M), the restriction of CEL,M,N to a
map C*(M,N) x K — C(L,N) is continuous.

(b) For each compact subset K C C*(M,N)xC(L, M), the restriction ¢}, y |k
18 continuous.

(c) CéL,M,N 1s sequentially continuous.

(d) Let X be a Hausdorff topological space and f: X — C*(M,N) as well
as g: X — CYL, M) be a continuous map. If X is a k-space or X is a
kr-space and N s completely reqular, then

CéL,M,NO(fag):X%CZ(LvN)v x>—>f(:1c)og(x)

1S a continuous mapping.
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Proof. Let v, converge to v in C*(M, N) and 1, converge to n in C*(L, M).
The topology on C*(K, M) is initial with respect to the maps 77: C*(K, M) —
C(T'K,T’M) for j € Ny such that j < £, using the compact-open topology on
spaces of continuous functions. To see that v, o1, — vyon in C*(L,N), we
therefore only need to show that T7(y, on,) — T7(yon) in C(TL,TIN) as
n — oo, for all j as before. But

Ti(yon) = (T79) o (T'n) = crirrivin (T, TI00)
— CTjLﬁTjM,TJ'N(TJ% TJ77) =T'yoTIn=T7 ('7 o 77)7

by Proposition [[3.9 O

The same conclusion holds if M and N are as before but L merely is a rough
C*-manifold modelled on locally convex spaces. It also holds for the composition
map on spaces of RC*-maps between rough C*-manifolds L, M, and N.

We shall not use the following more technical result, the proof of which can be
looked up in Appendix

Proposition 13.11 Let E, F, X, and Z be locally convex spaces, A C Z, R C
X, and S C E be regular subsets, and k,¢ € NgU{oco}. Let v: A — C*HE(S, F)
and n: A — C*(R, E) be C*-maps such that n(z)(R) C S for all = € A; if S
is not locally convex, assume, moreover, that n(z)(R%) C S for all z € A. If
{ =0, assume that R is a kr-space; if £ > 1, assume that R X X is a kr-space.
If, moreover, A x Z is a kgr-space, then

C: A= CYR,F), zr~(z)on(z)
is a C*-map.

If £ = 0, the conclusion holds more generally if A and Z are as before and R is
any Hausdorff topological space which is a kg-space.

Recall that the space L£(X, F) of continuous linear operators is a closed vec-
tor subspace of C*°(X,F) for all locally convex spaces X and F; moreover,
the compact-open topology on L(X, F') coincides with the compact-open C°-
topology (see Lemma [3.4]). We therefore get the following immediate corollary
to Proposition [3.17] and Proposition

Corollary 13.12 Let Z, X, E, and F be locally convex spaces, A C Z be a
reqular subset and k € NoU {oo}. If v: A — L(E,F) and n: A — L(X,E) are
C*-maps and A x Z is a kg-space (or k =0 and A is a kg-space), then also the
following map is C*:

A= L(X,F), zw—~v(2)on(z).
Here L(X,E), L(E,F), and L(X,F) carry the compact-open topology.

Likewise, Proposition [13.4] implies:
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Corollary 13.13 Let X, E, and F' be locally convex spaces, R C X be a reqular
subset and k € NoU {oo}. If v: R — L(E,F) and n: R — E are C*-maps and
R x X is a kg-space, then also the following map is C*:

R—=F, z—v(2)(nz)).

If £ = 0, the conclusion also holds if R is any Hausdorff topological space which
is kg, by Proposition [3.1]

Remark 13.14 We mention that special cases have been recorded before. It is
well known that the evaluation map e: L(E,F)x E — F is a hypocontinuou@
bilinear map for all locally convex spaces F and F', when the compact-open
topology is used on the space L(FE, F) of continuous linear maps E — F (see
[23], cf. [11]). Hence Corollary I313 follows from [23, Theorem 2.5] if X™ is
a k-space for each n € N and R C X is open (the general setting of the cited
theorem). Moreover, the composition map L(E,F) x L(X,E) — L(X,F) is
hypocontinuous if the compact-open topologies are used (see Proposition 9 in
[11, Ch.III, §5, no.5]). Thus Corollary follows from [23, Theorem 2.5]
as well (for X and R as just explained). The compact-open topology can be
replaced with the topology of bounded convergence (see [23, Corollary 2.6]).

For differential calculi based on k-spaces and k-refinements of topologies on
direct products, cf. also [57] and [59].

14 Smoothing of sections in fibre bundles

In this section, we consider fibre bundles in the following generality:

Definition 14.1 Let r € Ny U {oo} and M be a o-compact, locally compact,
rough C"-manifold. A C7"-fibre bundle over M is a pair (N, w), where N is a
rough C"-manifold modelled on locally convex spaces and m: N — M a surjec-
tive RC"-map which is locally trivial in the following sense: For each z € M,
there exists a C"-manifold N, (without boundary) modelled on locally convex
spaces and an RC"-diffeomorphism

9:(91,92)2 N|U—>U><N1-

(where N|y := 7~ 1(U)) such that 6;(y) = 7(y) for all y € U (a local trivializa-
tion around z).

Note that 6 restricts to a bijection 771 ({z}) — {7} x N, = N,; when convenient,
we may therefore assume that N, = 7—1({z}) and 63|y, is the identity map.

Definition 14.2 Given a C"-fibre bundle 7: N — M over M and ¢ € NoU{oo}
with £ < r, we let T'ce(M < N) be the set of all C*-sections o of T, i.e., RC*-
functions o: M — N such that m oo = idjy.

28We mean hypocontinuity with respect to the set of compact subsets of the second factor.
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Definition 14.3 Let M be a o-compact, locally compact rough C*-manifold
with £ € Ng and N be a rough C*-manifold modelled on locally convex spaces.
Let RC*(M, N) be the set of all restricted C*-maps from M to N. We define
the Whitney C*-topology on RC*(M, N) as the initial topology with respect to
the mapping

b
RCY(M,N) — [[ RC“ (M, N), v (s, nen, (62)
neN

where RC*(M,,, N) is endowed with the compact-open C*-topology and (M, ),en
is a locally finite sequence of (possibly empty) relatively compact, regular sub-
sets of M whose interiors M? cover M. The direct product in (62)) is endowed
with the box topology. The Whitney C*-topology is independent of the choice of
the sequence (M, )nen (see [27] for details, where also topologies on RC*°(M, N)
are discussed in analogy to classical concepts as in [34], [43], [36], [35] and the
references therein).

Definition 14.4 For r € Ny U {0}, ¢ € Ny with ¢ < r and a C"-fibre bun-
dle 7: N — M, we give I'cte(M « N) the topology induced by RC*(M, N),
endowed with the Whitney C*-topology.

Our goal is the next theorem that generalizes a result in [65] devoted to the case
(¢,7) = (0, 00) (which assumes that M is a connected C*°-manifold with corners,
and gives less detailed information concerning properties of the homotopies).
Wockel’s result, in turn, generalizes a classical fact by Steenrod (§6.7 in [58]).

Theorem 14.5 Let r € NgU {oo} and £ € Ny with £ <r. If =0, let M be a
o-compact, locally compact rough C"-manifold; if £ > 0, let M be a o-compact,
locally compact C"-manifold with corners. Let m: N — M be a C"-fibre bundle
over M, as in Definition [l Let 0 € Tge(M < N), Q CTge(M < N) be a
neighbourhood of o in the Whitney C*-topology, U C M be open and A C M be
a closed subset such that o is RC™ on an open neighbourhood of A\ U in M.
Then there exists a section T € Q and a homotopy H: [0,1] x M — N from
o=H(0,-) toT = H(1,-) such that H, :== H(t,-) € Q for all t € [0,1] and the
following holds:

(a) olanu = Hilanw for all t € [0,1];

(b) For every open subset V. C M such that oly is RC", also Hyly is RC"
for all t €]0,1].

(c) There exists an open neighbourhood W of A in M such that Hi|lw is RC"
for all t €]0,1].

Moreover, one can achieve that H is RC%¢, the restriction H|}071]XM is RCT—4¢
and that, for each V' as in (b), the restriction of H to a map |0,1]x (VUW) — N
is RC%" (resp., RC* if r = 00).

Specializing to trivial fibre bundles, we deduce:
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Corollary 14.6 Let r € NoU {oo} and £ € Ng with £ <r. If £ =0, let M be a
o-compact, locally compact rough C"-manifold; if £ > 0, let M be a o-compact,
locally compact C™-manifold with corners. Let N be a C"-manifold modelled on
locally convex spaces. Let v € C*(M,N), Q C C*(M,N) be a neighbourhood
of o in the Whitney C*-topology, U C M be open and A C M be a closed subset
such that v is C" on an open neighbourhood of A\U in M. Then there exists a
function n € Q and a continuous homotopy H: [0,1) x M — N from v = H(0,-)
ton = H(1,-) such that H, := H(t,-) € Q for all t € [0,1] and the following
holds:

(a) Ylanu = Helanw for all t € [0,1];

(b) For every open subset V.C M such that |y is C", also Hy|y is C" for all
te0,1].

(¢) There exists an open neighbourhood W of A in M such that Hi|w is C"
for all t €]0,1].

Moreover, one can achieve that H is C%¢, the restriction H|}071]XM is T4t
and that, for all V as in (b), the restriction of H to]0,1] x (VU W) is CO"
(resp., C* if r =00). O

See Section [[H for typical applications of Corollary [[4.6] (or also its more limited
precursors in [58] and [65]).

It will be useful for the proof of Theorem [I4.5] to interpolate the smoothing
operators obtained earlier, so that we get families with a parameter ¢ €]0, 1].

Lemma 14.7 Let F be a locally convex space, d € N, £ € Ny and L C R? be
a compact, reqular subset. If £ > 0, assume that L = [0,1]%. There is a family
(St)te)01] of continuous linear operators

S;: CY(L,F) — C>®(L, F)
with the following properties:
(a) Si(y) € F® C>®(L,R) for all t €]0,1];

(b) The map 10,1] — L(CY(L,F),C>=(L,F)), t — S; is smooth for each
locally convex vector topology on the space L(C*(L, F),C>®(L, F)) of con-
tinuous linear operators;

(c) Si(y) — v in C*(L,F) as t — 0 uniformly for ~ in compact subsets of
CYL,F).

Proof. For n € N, let us write H,, for the operator S, in Lemma[T2.3] (if £ > 0)
and Proposition [24 (if ¢ = 0, with K,, := L for all n), respectively. There
exists a monotonically increasing smooth function p: [0, 1] — R such that

Plioeg =0 and plp_cqy=1
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for some € €10, %[ We choose 1 =t > to > --+ with ¢, — 0 and define

S =y p (§255) (= Hiva)
if t €]tj41,t5]. As H; — id uniformly on compact sets and the S; are convex
combinations of H; and Hj;1, we get (c). The convex combinations depend
smoothly on ¢ €]t,41,t;[ and are constant on a neighbourhood of ¢;; thus (b)
holds. Since H;(v)(f2) C F has finite-dimensional span for all j, the same
holds if H; is replaced with a convex combination of H; and Hj4, like S; for
t € [tj+1,t;]; thus (a) holds. O

Remark 14.8 If we define Sy(7) := v for v € C*(Q2, F), then (b) and (c) in
Lemma [I4.7] imply that the map

[0,1] = £L(CY(L, F),C*(L, F)), t~ S,

is continuous for the topology of compact convergence on the space of continuous
linear operators.

Proof of Theorem Let V be the largest open subset of M such that oy
is RC™ (the union of all such open sets). By hypothesis, V is a neighbourhood
of AN\Uin M. If ACV, we can set H(t,z) := o(x) for all (¢t,z) € [0,1] x M.
Now assume that A\V is not empty. There exists a locally finite family (Q;) ;e
of full-dimensional compact submanifolds @; of M and compact regular subsets
P; € QY such that (P)jc is a cover of M and (i)-(iii) hold for all j € J:

(1) QJQM\AOI‘QJQU,

(i) If £ = 0, there exists an RC"-diffeomorphism «;: ); — L; for a compact,
non-empty, regular subset L; C R% for some d; € No. If £ > 0, there
exists an RC"-diffeomorphism r;: Q; — L; := [0,1]% C R% for for some
d; € Ny (where [0,1]° := {0} C RO);

(ili) @; is contained in an open subset M; C M such that there exists a local

trivialization
93‘ = (9%1,9]'_’2)1 N|M] — Mj X Nj

for some C"-manifold N; modelled on locally convex spaces, and 6, 2(Q;) C
U; holds for a chart ¢;: U; — V; of N; such that V; is an open, convex
subset of a locally convex space Fj.

Let Jo:={j € J: Q;NA\V # (}; then Q; C U for all j € Jy. We may assume
that Jo = {n € N: n < ng} for some ng € NU {o0}.

The topology on I'ce (M <+ N) is initial with respect to the map

b
p: Toe(M + N) — [ RCHQ;,N), 7= (7]g,)ies
JjeJ
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and also with respect to the co-restriction
b
p:Tee(M « N) = [ Tee(Q; + Nlg,)
jeJ
of the latter. The map
fi:Te(Qj + Nlg,) = CYQj, Nj), T 0007

is a homeomorphism, whence also

f=1[#: HbFCf(QJ’ < Nlg,) — Hbog(ijNj)v (7)je = (fi(75))jes

jeJ jeJ jeJ

is a homeomorphism. As a consequence,

b
fop:Tee(M + N)— [ €(@Q;.N)
jeJ

is a topological embedding. Note that Y := HjeJ C*(M;,U;) is an open subset
of [[es C*(M;, N;) which contains f(p(c)); thus Q" := (fop)~1(Y) is an open
neighbourhood of o in 't (M < N). It consists of all 7 € T'ce(M + N) such
that

0;2(7(Q;)) CU; forall jeJ. (63)

Now
g9;: CH(Q;,U;) = CY(Q;,V;) € CUQ;, Fy), v ¢joy
is a homeomorphism, whence also
b b
g:= 1o [[ ¢@;.05) =[] ¢“@;, V)
jeJ  jeJ jed
is a homeomorphism. Hence
b
gofopla: =[] ¢“(@;, V)
jeJ

is a topological embedding. We therefore find open neighbourhoods W; of ¢, o
0;2 00|, in C*(Qj, F;j) such that (go fop)(2N Q') contains the set

(gofop)(@)n W
jeJ

After shrinking the o-neighbourhood €2, we may assume that € is the set of all
7 € Q' such that

¢jobi00T|g, € Wjforall jeJ. (64)
For each j € Jy, choose operators S;:: C*(Qj, F;) — C"(Q;, F;) for t €]0,1]

as in Lemma [47 (identifying v € CY(Q;, F;) with o K Y'e CYL;, Fj) and
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n e COO(Lj,Fj) - CT(L]‘,FJ‘) with NoK; € CT(QJ‘,F]‘)). Let Sj702 Cé(Qj,Fj) —
C*(Q;, Fj) be the identity map. Choose ¢; € C"(Q;,R) with supp(¢;) C Q?
such that &;(z) = 1 for = in a neighbourhood of P; in Q, and &;(Q;) C [0,1].

Define Hy: [0,1] x M — N, (t,z) — o(z). For j € Jy, we now construct
C%‘-mappings
H;:[0,1] x M — N

Wlth Hj|]0,1]><M a Crffye_map, Such that Hj|]0,1]><P10U---UP]QUV iS Co,r (lfT < OO),
resp., C (if r = 00) and, moreover, H;(t,-) € Q for all ¢ € [0,1] and

H;(t,x) = Hj_1(t,z) for all x € M \ supp(§;)-

Suppose that H;_; has already been constructed. Since Hj,1|[0)1]xpj is an
RC%“-map with H;([0,1] x Q;) C 9;1(Qj x U;) and 0; 5 as well as ¢; are RC”
(and thus RC?), also the composition

aj: [0,1] XQj—>Fj, (t,.I)D—)(d)joonOijl)(t,I)
is C%¢, by the Chain Rule. As a consequence,
a]V: [O, 1]—)Oe(Qj,Fj), t»—)aj(t,-)
is a continuous map. Hence
Kj={djo00j20Hj1(t,")lq,: t € [0,1]} = a;([0,1])
is a compact subset of W;. The linear map
O CHQy, Fy) = CHQj Fy)y v (1 =€) v +& - Sjue(y)

is continuous for each ¢t € [0,1]. Since multiplication operators are continuous
linear and hence uniformly continuous, we see that

0j(7) =~

in CY(Q,, Fj) as t — 0, uniformly in v € K;. We therefore find ¢; €10, 1] such
that O;+(v) € CY(Q;,V;) forall t € [0,¢;] and v € K;. For t € [0,1] and z € M,
we define

_ o) e H;_1(t,z) if x € M \ supp(&;);
hilstho) = { 0; (2,05 1(0j,5.4(a) (1)(2))) if z € QF.

Note that the map
[051]2 - Oe(QjaFj)v (Sat) = Ot~tj (a;/(t))
is continuous, by Corollary and Remark 4.8 Hence

[071]2%02( g‘)vFj)v (Svt) ’_>¢jo j720hj(57t7')|62?
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is a continuous map and hence also
¢
[0,1]* = CHQF. N), = hy(s,t,)|qo.

We find relatively compact, open subsets Z, of M \ supp(§;) for some index
set A which together with Q? form a locally finite cover of M. Since

[07 1]2 %Oe(zavN)a (Svt) th(svta'”Za
is a constant map for each a € A, the map
b
[0, 1]2 - Cé( ng) X H Cé(ZavN)v (s,1) — (hj(svtv )lQ?v (hj(svtv )z, )aca)
a€A

is continuous. Hence hY: [0,1]* — C*(M,N), (s,t) = hj(s,t,-) is continuous
with respect to the Whitney C*-topology, by the description in (62). Since
hi(0,t) = Hj_1(t,-) € Qfor all t € [0, 1], we find s; €]0, 1] such that h;(s,t,-) €
Q for all s € [0,s;] and ¢t € [0,1]. Let H; := h;(sj,-): [0,1] x M — N; thus

_ o Hj_1(t x) if x € M \ supp(&;);
Hi(t,z) = { 05 (z, 0, (Oj,4(a) (1)(x)) if € QY.

To see that Hj is a C%f-map, recall that H}:[0,1] — Q, t — H;(t,) =
h; (sj, t, ) is continuous. As a consequence, the map

cij: [0,1] = CHQi, Fy), t+ ¢ 00;00 Hi(t,)|o,

is continuous for all 7 € J. Since Q); is compact and hence locally compact, the
Exponential Law shows that

CiA,g* 0,1] x Qs = Fi, (t,x) = ci;(t)(x)
is a C%“-map. By the Chain Rule, also
Hj|[071]><Q¢: [07 1] X Ql — Nv (t,CC) = 9;1(:67 ¢;1(C£](t7$)))

is a C%“map, entailing that H; is C%*.

We know that Hjljo,1)x(ansupp(e;) = Hj=1]j0,1)x(asupp(e)) i5 7. Since
Hj 1lj0,11xq, is C76¢ also the map

bj: 10,1l x Q; — Fy, (t,x) = (¢pj00j20 H; 1)(t,x)

is C"—9¢. Hence
by : ]0,1] = CY(Q;, Fy), t— bj(t,-)

is C"~*. As the mapping

]07 1] — L(CZ(QjaFj)aOOO(ijFj)) C E(Oe(QjaFj)ch(QjaFj))v t— Sjasj't
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is C> and hence C"~* by Lemma [IZ.7, we deduce with Corollary I3.13 that
the map
]05 1] - CZ(Qja Fj)v L Sj,sj--t(b_}/(t))

and hence also the map t — & - Sj4,.4(b) (t)) is C"“. Since Q; is locally
compact, using the Exponential Law we deduce that the second summand in

Oj.s,-+(b5 (1)) () = (1 = &(2))b; (t, ) + &(2)Ss,-4 (0] (1)) (2)

is "% in (t,7) €]0,1] x QJ, the first summand is C"~% since b; is so. As
a consequence, H;(t,z) = ( gbj_l(OMJ (b (1)) (z))) is C"~ L n (t,x) €

10,1] x QY.

Let Rj :=V UP) U---UP). We now show that H; | 0 1lxR is CO" (if r > 0),
resp., C> (if 7 = o00). Setting R; 1 := VUPY U---U P} |, we know that
Hj 1lj01)xr;_, 18 CO7 (if 7 < 00), resp., C* (if r = oc). Hence

Hjljo,1)x (R \supp(&)) = Hj=100,1]x (R, 1\supp(&,))

is C%" and C*°, respectively. It remains to show that Hijlyo 1% (R;NQO) 18 cor
’ J
and C°, respectively. Like H;_1, the map

(t, ) = (1= &;(2))(d; 0052 0 b;(t, ) (65)

is CO" (resp., C*) for (t,z) €]0,1] x R;—1 N QY and also for (,z) €]0,1] x P?,
as the map vanishes for the latter arguments. Hence (63]) is a C%"-map (resp.,
C>-map) 10,1] x (R; N Q}) — F;. We have shown that the first summand in

Ojs,-4(0] (1)) (@) = (1 = &§(2)b; (£, 7) + &(x)Sj.s, (b5 (1)) ()

is CO" (resp., C*) in (t,z) €]0,1] x (R; N Q}). We show that the second
summand is C%" (resp., C*°) even for (t,z) €]0,1] x Q;; as a consequence,
H;(t,z) = 6‘;1(1: 07 (Oj,s;1 (bv( ))(z))) will be CO" (resp., C*®) in (t,x) €
10,1] x (R; N Q;), as required. The map ]0,1] — L(CY(Q;, F}),C>=(Q,, F;)) C
L(CYQ;,F}),C™(Qj, Fy)), t — Sjs,4 is C* by Lemma DIZI and hence c’
(resp., C*). Since by is C"* and thus C° (if r < 00) and C™ (if r = o0)
respectively, we deduce with Corollary that the map

]07 1] - OT(QjaFj)a t— Sj,Sj-t(b;'/(t))

and hence also the map ¢ — &; - Sj o;.4(b) () is C° and C, respectively. Since
Q; is locally compact, using the Exponential Law we deduce that the map
10,1] X Q; = Fj, (t,x) — &(x)S;,-4(b) (t))(x) is C*" and C*°, respectively.

If ng is finite, we let H := H,,. If ng = oo, given j € Jy = N we find i; > j
such that
QiNQ; =0 for all i > ;.
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Thus Hi|[0,1]><Q? = Hij|[0,1]xQ‘]? for all ¢ > i;, showing that

H(t,z) := lim H;(t,x)
71— 00
exists for all (t,z) € [0,1] x QY. As j was arbitrary, we obtain a function
H:[0,1] x M — N. By the preceding,

H|[O,1]><Q(j? = HZ']. |[O,1]><Q(j? for allj e N.

Thus H(t,-) € T'ce(M < N) for each ¢ € [0,1]. Moreover, we see that H (like
each H;,) is C%*. Also, if we set W :=V U Ujen P} then Hijg 1p5w is CO7 (if
r < 00) resp. C* (if r = 00), and H has all of the asserted properties. [

15 Smoothing in algebraic topology

In this section, we compile some typical applications of smoothing results in
algebraic topology. See also [58] and [46].

Smooth homotopies can be juxtaposed to smooth homotopies if they are con-
stant near ¢ = 0 and ¢t = 1 (see [[5Kd)), as is well known. We shall use the
following terminology for this standard idea.

15.1 (a) If X and Y are topological spaces, we say that a continuous map
F:[0,1] x X =Y is a homotopy with collar if there exists € €]0, 5[ such that
F(t,z) = F(0,z) for all t € [0,¢] and z € X, and F(t,x) = F(1,z) for all
te[l—e1]and z in X.

(b) If there exists a homotopy F' from v: X — Y ton: X — Y, then there also
exists a homotopy with collar from 7 to 1. To this end, pick a smooth function
7:[0,1] = R with image in [0, 1] such that 7[ 1j =0 and 7|z ;) = 1. Then

Fe:0,1] x X =Y, (t,x)— F(r(t),x)

has the desired properties. If F' is a homotopy relative A C X, then also F°.

(¢) If X and Y are C°°-manifolds with rough boundary and F is a homo-
topy with collar such that F'(0,-) and F'(1,-) are smooth, then F' is smooth on
(10,e[U]1 —€,1]) x X for some € €]0, 3[. Also note that if F is smooth in the
situation of (b), then also F'¢ is smooth.

(d) I F,G: [0,1]xX — Y are smooth homotopies with collar such that G(0, ) =
F(1,-), then the juxtaposed homotopy F « G: [0,1] x X = Y, (F xG)(t,z) :=
F(2t,z) for t € [0,1], (F *G)(t,z) := G(2t — 1, ) for t € [, 1] is smooth.

(e) Let X and Y be C'*°-manifolds with rough boundary and v,7,{: X — Y be
smooth maps. If there exists a smooth homotopy F' from ~ to n and a smooth
homotopy G from 7 to {, then F° x G¢ is a smooth homotopy from ~ to n. If
both F' and G are homotopies relative A for a subset A C X, then also F°x G°¢
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is a homotopy relative A.

(f) Let (X, x0) and (Y, o) be pointed topological spaces. We call a continuous
map f: X — Y a pointed map with collar if f|w = yo for an xo-neighbourhood
W C X.

(g) If X and Y are C°°-manifolds with rough boundary, then a pointed map
(X, z0) = (Y, yo) with collar is smooth on an open zg-neighbourhood.

(h) Let (Y,y0) be a pointed topological space, X be a locally compact C>°-
manifold with rough boundary and zg € X. Then every pointed mapping
~v: (X, z0) = (Y, yo) is homotopic relative {z¢} to a pointed map with collar.

To see this, let ¢: P — @ C R? be a chart for X with 2y € P such that
@(xg) = 0. After shrinking @, we may assume that @ is convex. There exists
a compact 0-neighbourhood K C @ and a function h € C°(Q,R) with image
in [0, 1] such that h|x = 1. Abbreviate x := 1 — h and L := supp(h). Then
F:[0,]]x X =Y,

(t x)H{ () it ze M\ ¢ (L);
’ (671 = t)d(x) + tx(6(2)) - o(x))) ifze€P
(66)
is a homotopy relative {zo} from ~ to v := F(1,-). Note that v°|z is constant
(with value ) on the x¢-neighbourhood Z := ¢~1(K).

Example 15.2 Let N be a smooth manifold modelled on locally convex spaces,
no € N, and k € Ng. Let e := (0,...,0,1) € S, C R**!. Then we have:

(a) Bvery homotopy class [y] € mi(N,ng) = [(Sk,e), (N, no)]« contains a smooth
representative n: S — N.

(b) If two smooth maps a: S, — N and f: S, — N with a(e) = f(e) = ng
are homotopic relative {e}, then there exists a smooth base-point preserving
homotopy from « to 5.

[To prove (a), let v: S — N be a continuous map such that v(e) = ng. By (h)
and (g) in I8} we may assume that « is smooth on an open neighbourhood Y
of e in Sg. Applying Corollary 4.6l to v with 7 = oo, £ = 0, A := M := Sy,
U :=Si\{e} and Q := C(M, N), we find a homotopy H: [0,1] xSy — N from ~
to a smooth map n: Sy — N such that H(t,e) = v(e) = ng for all ¢ € [0, 1].

(b) Let ¢: P — @ be a chart of Sy such that @ C R¥ is convex, e € P, and
¢(e) =0. Let x, K, and L be as in[[5.I[h) (with X := Sy, Y := N). Suppose
that o and 8 are smooth maps S — N with a(e) = 8(e) = ng such that their
exists a continuous homotopy F relative {e} from a to 8. As the homotopy in
([66), applied with « in place of 7, and the corresponding one for 3 are smooth,
using [[5.1](e) it suffices to find a smooth homotopy relative {e} between a® and
B¢. Now F° (as in[I5lb)) is a homotopy relative {e} with collar from « to §.

Moreover, F° is smooth on the open neighbourhood Z := ([0, %[U]%, 1]) x S, of
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{0, 1} X Sk in [0, 1] X Sk. Now

Fe(t,x) if 2 €Sp\ o 1(L);
Fet, o7 (x(¢()) - o(x))) ifzeP

is a homotopy relative {e} with colar from a¢ to 3¢ such that Glj1)xs-1(x) =
no. Thus G is smooth on the open neighbourhood Z U ([0, 1] x ¢~(K?)) of the
closed subset C' := ({0,1} xS;)U([0,1] x {e})in A := M :=[0,1] xSg. Applying
Corollary [[4.6l with G in place of v, Q := C(M,N) and U := ([0,1] x Sg) \ C,
we get a smooth function n: [0,1] X S — N such that n|c = G|¢, whence
n(0,-) = a, n(1,-) = B¢, and n(t,e) = no for all ¢t € [0, 1].]

G: [0,1]xSk — N, (t,z) — {

Definition 15.3 Let ¢ € Ny U {oo}. We say that a rough C*-manifold N
modelled on locally convex spaces is RC*-contractible if there exists a homotopy
F:[0,1] x N — N from idy to the constant function cy,: N — N,  — xo
for some o € N, such that F is an RC%map. If N is a C*-manifold with
rough boundary modelled on locally convex spaces and there exists a homotopy
F:[0,1] x N = N from idy to the constant function c¢;,: N — N, x — xq for
some o € N, such that F is a C*-map, then N is called C¢-contractible (or also
smoothly contractible, if £ = 00).

Example 15.4 (a) If a o-compact finite-dimensional smooth manifold N is
contractible, then N is also smoothly contractible.

[Let F:[0,1] x N — N be a homotopy from idy to the constant function
Czo: N — N,  +— xo for some xyg € N. Then F° (as in [I5Ilb)) is a homo-
topy with collar from idy to ¢z, and smooth on ([0,[U]2,1]) x M. Apply-
ing Corollary [Z0 with A := M :=[0,1] x N, vy := F¢, U :=]1,3[xM and
Q := C(M, N), we obtain a smooth function 7: [0,1] x N — N which coincides

with F¢ on ([0, 4] U[3,1]) x N and thus is a homotopy from idy to ¢z, .]

(b) If a singleton {xo} is a strong deformation retract of N, then there exists a
smooth map f: N — N which is a strong deformation retraction to {zo}.

[Let ¢: P — Q, x, K, and L be as in[[5.1(h), with X :=Y := N. For v := idy,
the homotopy F from idx to id% defined in (B6]) is smooth and a homotopy
relative {zo}. If G is a homotopy relative {x¢} from idy to ¢,,, then also G is
so. Moreover, G is smooth on the open neighbourhood Z := ([0, 3[U]2,1]) x N
of {0,1} x N in [0,1] x N. Now

G(t,x) if e N\ ¢ 1(L);
Ge(t, o (x(o(x)) - ¢(x))) ifzeP

is a homotopy relative {x(} with colar from id® to ¢, such that J|j 1x¢-1(x) =
xp. Thus J is smooth on the open neighbourhood Z U ([0, 1] x ¢~ 1(K?)) of th

closed subset C' := ({0,1} x N)U([0, 1] x{z0}) in A := M := [0,1]x N. Applying
Corollary [[4.6] with J in place of v,  := C(M, N), and U := ([0,1] x N)\ C,
we get a smooth function n: [0,1] x N — N such that n|c = J|¢, whence
n(0,-) = id%, n(1,:) = ¢z, and n(t,e) = o for all ¢ € [0,1]. Let H :=n. Now

J:[0,1]xN — N, (t,:z:)'—>{
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F€ x H¢ is a smooth homotopy relative {zo} from idy to ¢y, . ]

As before, let N be a o-compact, finite-dimensional smooth manifold. Let
S C N be a submanifold which is a closed subset.

(c) If S is a retract of N, then there exists a smooth retraction n: N — S.

[We shall use the fact that S has a tubular neighbourhood in N (see, e.g., [41]).
Thus, there exists an open subset 7' C N with S C T and a C*°-diffeomorphism
1¥: T — B onto an open subset B C FE for some smooth vector bundle 7: F — S
such that B contains 0, € E,, for all z € S. After shrinking B, we may assum
that tv € B for all v € B and t € [0, 1], enabling us to define the smooth map

0,1 xT =T, (t,x) te- = (trh(x)).

Since N is a normal topological space, there exists a neighbourhood C' of S
in T which is closed in M. There exists h € C*°(N,R) with A(N) C [0, 1] and
supp(h) C C such that such that h|p = 1 for « for some open neighbourhood O
of SinT. Set x :=1—h. If r: N — S is a continuous retraction, then

' r(z) if x € N \ supp(h);
Vi N =5, I’_){r(x(x)-x) ifreT o

is a retraction and smooth on O, as y(x) = r(0.z) = 7(¢»(x)). Applying Corol-
lary [4.6l with A := M := N, S in place of N, U := N\ S and Q := C(N, S), we
get a smooth function n: N — S such that n|s = v|s and thus n|s = ids.
Moreover, there is a homotopy H: [0,1] x N — S from 7 to n such that
H(t,-)|s = v|s = ids for all t € [0,1] and Hljp,1jxn is smooth, which will
be useful in (d).]

(d) Let j: S — N be the inclusion map.

If S is a deformation retract of N, then there exists a smooth homotopy [0, 1] X
N — N from idy to j o p for a retraction p: N — S.

[Let the tubular neighbourhood and corresponding notation be as in the proof
of (b). Then

x if x € N \ supp(h);
S = %) + tx()e(e)  HreT
is a smooth homotopy relative S from idy; to R(1,-). Let F': [0,1] x N — N be
a homotopy from idy to j or for a retraction r: N — S. Then
F(t,x) if x € N\ supp(h);
t,x(x)-z) fzeT

R:[0,1]xN — N, xl—>{

G: N — N, (t,x)b—>{ (

is a homotopy from R(1,-) to jo~ for a retraction v: N — S which is smooth on
the tubular neighbourhood T of S in N. By the proof of (¢), there is a homotopy

29Fach x € S has an open neighbourhood U, C S such that V, := ngl(Uz X Bz) C B for
some local trivialization 6, of E around x and some balanced, open 0-neighbourhood B in
the typical fibre of the vector bundle at x. Replace B with the union of the V.
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H:[0,1] x N — S from 7 to a retraction p := H(1,-) such that H(¢,-)|s = idg
forall ¢ € [0, 1] and H|jg 1)< v is smooth. Then (R°*G®)*(joH)°: [0,1]xN — N
is a homotopy with collar from idy to j o H(1,-) which is smooth on the open
neighbourhood ([0, [ x N)U (]2, 1] x N) of the closed subset C :={0,1} x N of
A:=M :=[0,1] x N. Applying Corollary [4.6l with U := M \ C, (R°* G®) x H®
in place of v and Q := C(M, N), we obtain a smooth function n: [0,1] x N — N
such that n|c = (R°*G°)x H¢|¢ and thus n(0,-) = idy and n(1,-) = jo H(1,-).]

(e) If S is a strong deformation retract of N, then there exists a smooth homo-
topy [0,1] x N — N relative S from idy to j o p for a retraction p: N — S.

[In fact, we can then choose F' as a homotopy relative S from idy to jor in the
proof of (d). Then also G is a homotopy relative S. Since also R and H are ho-
motopies relative S, so are R¢, G¢, H¢, and (R°+G°)x H¢. Moreover, (R®*G¢) *
H¢ is smooth on the open neighbourhood ([0, [ x N)U([0,1] x T)U(]2,1] x N)
of the closed subset C' := ({0,1} x N)U ([0,1] x S) in A := M :=[0,1] x N.
Applying Corollary with U := M \ C, (R * G°) x H® in place of v and
Q := C(M,N), we obtain a smooth function 7: [0,1] x N — N such that
e = (R° * G°) x H%|¢ and thus 7(0,-) = idn, n(1,) = jo p, and n(t,z) = x
forallt € [0,1] and z € S.]

(f) Let us give an easy example: If E is a locally convex space and R C E a
regular subset which is star-shaped, then R is RC'*°-contractible (in fact there
exists a strong deformation retraction from R onto {2} which is an RC*°-map).

[We may assume that zo = 0. The map
H: Rx[0,1] = R, (z,t) =tz

is smooth as a map to E and takes (¢, ) in the interior |0, 1] x R of its domain
to tr € tRY C RY; it therefore is an RC*°-map. Moreover, H(0,z) = 0 for all
z€R, H(l,z) =z and H(¢,0) =0 for all ¢ € [0,1].]

We close with related results concerning pull-backs of vector bundles. In par-
ticular, we shall see that all smooth vector bundles over an RC*°-contractible,
rough C*°-manifold are trivial. Our arguments vary those in [33] pp. 20-21],
where finite-dimensional topological vector bundles over paracompact topolog-
ical spaces are considered. We begin with two lemmas.

Lemma 15.5 Let £ € NgU{oco}, M be a rough C*-manifold modelled on locally
convex spaces. Let a < b be real numbers and w: E — ([a,b] x M) be a C*-
vector bundle over [a,b] x M whose typical fibre is a locally convex space F. If
there exist real numbers a < 8 in |a, b such that E|jq g{xn and Eljqpxn are
trivializable C*-vector bundles, then E is C*-trivializable.

Proof. Let 01: Eljq g1 xnm — [0, B{xM x F and 0o : Eljqp)xnr — ], b x M x F
be C*-trivializations, with second components 6 2 and 65 2, respectively. Then

Jo, Bl xM x F —=]a, B[ xM x F, (t,x,y) — 91-(9]»_1(15,3:,34)) (67)
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is a C’-diffeomorphism for (i,5) € {(1,2),(2,1)} and linear in the final argu-
ment. We let g; ;j: Jo, B[ xM x F — F be the third component of the diffeo-
morphism in (@7); thus

91(9;1(t7x7y)) = (t,:v,glg(t,x,y)).

Pick r < s in Ja, B[. There is a C*-map 7: Ja,b] — R such that 7 is monoton-
ically increasing, 7(t) = s for all t € [s,b] and 7(t) =t for all ¢ €]a,r]. Define
0: E— [a,b] x M x F via

- 01 (v) if t € [a,r];
6‘(’1)) T { (t, 117,9172(7'(15),55, 92,2(0)) if ¢ G]OZ, b]

for v € E, with (t,x) := 7(v). Then 6 is a C*-diffeomorphism, as we readily
check that the inverse is the map taking (t,z,y) € [a,b] x M x F to 6; *(t,z,v)
and 051 (t,z,92.1(7(t), ,y)) if t € [a,r] and t €]a, b], respectively. Then 6 is a
global C*-trivialization for E. ]

Lemma 15.6 Let £ € NgU{oo}, M be a rough C*-manifold modelled on locally
convex spaces, a < b be real numbers, and w: E — [a,b] x M be a Ct-vector
bundle over [a,b] x M whose typical fibre is a locally convex space F. Then each
x € M has an open neighbourhood U C M such that E|jq p)xv is C*-trivializable.

Proof. For each s € [a,b], there exists an open neighbourhood V; of (s, ) in
[a,b] x M such that E|y, is C*-trivializable. We may assume that Vi = J, x U,
for open subsets J; C [a,b] and Us C M. Let 6 > 0 be a Lebesgue number for
the open cover (J;)se[q,5 Of the compact metric space [a, b]. Pick a =ty < t; <
-+ <t, =bsuch that t; —t;_1 < /3 forall j € {1,...,n}. Set t_; :=ty and
tnt1 :=t,. For each j € {1,...,n}, we find s; € [a,b] such that

[tj—2,tjr1] € Js,,

as the interval on the left has length < §. Then
U=Us,N---NU,

is an open neighbourhood of x in M. A straightforward induction based on
Lemma [[5.5 shows that Elj, . ,|xv is C‘-trivializable for all j € {1,...,n}.
Notably, E|jqpxuv is C*-trivializable. m]
If M is arough C*-manifold and 7;: E; — M are C*~vector bundle for j € {1,2}
with locally convex fibres, we call a map f: By — Eo an isomorphism of C*-

vector bundles over idys if f is a C*-diffeomorphism, ms o f = m and the
restriction of f to a map (E1); — (E2)y is linear for all z € M.

Proposition 15.7 Let ¢ € NoU{oc} and M be a C*-paracompact C*-manifold
with rough boundary modelled on locally convex spaces. Let a < b be real numbers
and : E — [a,b] x M be a C’-vector bundle whose fibres are locally convex
spaces. Fort € [a,b], let \y: M — [a,b] x M be the map x — (t,x). Then there
exists a C*-vector bundle isomorphism X (E) — N:(E) over idpy.
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Proof. Abbreviate I := [a,b]. By Lemma [[5.6] M admits a cover U by open
sets U C M such that E|;xy is C*-trivializable. By C*-paracompactness, we
find a C*-partition of unity (h;)jes on M such that S(j) := supp(h;) C U(j)
for some U(j) € U, for each j € J. Let F be the set of finite subsets of J. For
® € F, we define

he =a+(b—a)y hj: M —1
j€P
and consider the pullback bundle f§(F) over M determined by the C*-map
fo: M —=Ix M,z (he(x),x). Thus fy = A\y. For & € F, the interior
W(®):={x € M: hg(x) =b}°

is an open subset of M such that the open C*-vector subbundle T3 (E)lw (o)
of f%(E) coincides as a C*-vector bundle over W (®) with the open C*-vector
subbundle A (E)|w @) of Aj(E); thus

T3(E)lw@) = M\ (BE)lw (@)

Likewise,
fa(E)ans@) = Ao (E)|s@)

With S(®) := U, cq supp(h;). We now construct a family (¢e)ser of C*-vector
bundle isomorphisms
ap: A (E) = f3(E)

over idps such that, for all ®,0© € F with ¥ C ©, we have
ag(v) = ap(v) for all v € X (E)|w (). (68)
Once this is accomplished, we get a well-defined map
a: AH(E) = N (E)
if we send v € A%(F) to
a(v) = aa(v),

independent of the choice of ® € F such that v € A} (E)|w ). By construction,
« is an isomorphism of C*-vector bundles over id ;.

To construct the isomorphisms ag, we fix a total order < on J (e.g., a well-
ordering). For j € J, welet 0;: E|ryy(j) — IxU(j)x F(j) be a C*-trivialization
of El|rxu(j), with second component 0;2: Elryxyy — F(j). We let ay be
the identity map AX(E) — A:i(E). If & € F has n > 1 elements, we write
O = {j1,...,4n} with j; < -+ < j, and set ¥ := {j1,...,jn—1}. To define a
C*-vector bundle isomorphism

asw: [y (E) = [o(E) (69)
over id )y, recall that the local trivialization 6, of E yields local trivializations

05 2 f3(BE)lug,) = Ulin) X F(jn), (z,y) = (2,65, 2(y))
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and

07« fo(E)lug, = Ulin) X F(in), (2,9) = (2,0, 2(y))
of the pullback bundles f}(E) and f3(E), respectively (for x € U(j,) and
Y € Efy(q), resp., y € Ey,(5)). Note that

(65.) " (@, 2) = (2,6] (ha(2), x, 2))
for (z,2) € U(jn) X F(jn), and an analogous formula holds with ¥ in place of ®.
Since ho(z) = he(x) if 2 € U(jn) \ S(jn), we see that
(63.) 7 lwGunsGanxrGa) = 05) 7 N0 Ga\sG) <P G- (70)

We define a map aq g as in @9) via ag v (v) :=v if v € f§(E)|ans¢,) and

agw(v) = ((65.) " 067 )(v)

for v € f§(E)|u(,); the map is well defined by (Z0). By construction, ag, v is
a C’-vector bundle isomorphism over id,;. Moreover,

Y = f6(E)an\sGa) = fo(E)|ansg,) and as ply = idy . (71)

For k € {0,1,...,n}, abbreviate

O(k) := {j1,. -, Jr}

We obtain a C*-vector bundle isomorphism ag: A5 (E) — fi(E) over idys via

AP ‘= Ap(n),d(n—1) © " © OPp(1),8(0)-

Now let ®,0 € F such that ® C ©. Write © = {iy,... i} with i3 < -+ <y,
and set O(k) := {i1,...,ix} for k € {0,...,m}. Note that for each iy, € O\ P,
we have S(ix) "W (®) = 0 and thus aew),ek—1)lw@) = id (cf. (). Hence

aslw(@) = Qo(m)em—1)lw@) o °aen)e0)lw@)

= Qa(n),a(n-1)W(@) ° " ° da(1)a0)w@) = aolw (@),

which completes the proof. O

Remark 15.8 (a) Ift = a or t = b, then )\; does not take MY inside the interior
Ja, b] x MY of the range, so that ); is not an RC*-map. Thus, we cannot simply
consider rough C*-manifolds instead of C*-manifolds with rough boundary in
Proposition I5.71 Yet, the author expects the proposition to remain valid.

(b) If M is a C*-paracompact rough C*-manifold and 7: E — I x M is a C*-
vector bundle for some interval I C R with [a,b] C I° then we obtain the
conclusion of Proposition I5.7 for E|j44xa- In fact, we can pick a < a and
B > b with [, 8] C I and repeat the proof of Proposition [5.17 with I := [a, ]
in place of I := [a, b].
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The following version of the Chain Rule will help us to create a situation as in
Remark [[5.8(b), and hence to dodge the problem described in Remark [[5.8(a).
The lemma also allows C*°-manifolds with rough boundary to be replaced with
rough C°°-manifolds in parts (c), (d), and (e) of I511

Lemma 15.9 Let X, E1, Es, and F be locally conver spaces, R C X and
S C Ey be reqular subsets, V. C Ej be a locally convex, regular subset, and
¢ € NgU{oco}. Let g1: R — V be a C*-map, g2: R — S be an RC*-map and
f: VxS — FbeaCl-map. Then h:= fo(gi,g2): R— F is C*; if { > 1, then

dh(z,y) = df (g1(x), g2(x),dg1(x,y),dg2(x,y)) for all (z,y) € Rx X. (72)

Proof. We may assume that ¢ € Ny and proceed by induction. For ¢ = 0
the assertion holds as compositions of continuous maps are continuous. Let
¢ € N and assume the assertion holds for ¢ — 1 in place of . Abbreviate
g:=(g1,92): RV xSCE; xFEy. Forr € R, ye€ X,and t € R\ {0} with
z+ty € R°, we have

Mot W) 28Dy oyt <9(:17), olet ) o) 9"”),t>

= (flvxro)M(g(x), dg(z,y),0) = df (9(x), dg(z,y))

as t — 0, showing that h|go is C! with dh(z,y) = df (g(x),dg(z,y)). As h is
continuous and the right-hand side of ({2]) defines a continuous F-valued map
on R x X which extends d(h|go), we deduce that h is C' and (72) holds. Now

¢: (V x E1) x (S x E2) = F, ((y1,21), (Y2, 22)) = df (Y1, 92), (21, 22))

is C*~1 and
dh = ¢ © (Tglu T92)7

where Tg1: Rx X — V x By, (z,y) = (91(z),dgi(z,y)) is C*~! and Tgs: R x
X — S x By, (2,9) — (g2(2),dga(z,y)) is RC*~!. Thus dh is C*~!, by the
inductive hypothesis, and thus h is C*. O

We conclude that vector bundles over a C*-contractible base are trivial, in larger
generality than previously known. Recall that a paracompact, finite-dimensional
C*-manifold M (without boundary) is C*-contractible if and only if it is con-
tractible as a topological space (see Example [[5.4(a) and its Cl—analogue)

Corollary 15.10 Let ¢ € NgU{oo} and M be a C*-paracompact, RC*-contractible
rough C*-manifold modelled on locally convex spaces (or a C*-paracompact, C*-
contractible C*-manifold with rough boundary modelled on locally convex spaces).
Then every Ct-vector bundle E — M with typical fibre a locally convex space F
is C*-isomorphic over idys to the trivial bundle M x F.

30If M is contractible, then M is connected. Any paracompact, connected C*-manifold is
o-compact.
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Proof. Let H:[0,1] x M — M be an RC’-map (resp., a C*-map) which is a
homotopy from ids to the constant map ¢z, : M — M for some zo € M. Using
Lemma (resp. the Chain Rule), we see that the corresponding homotopy
with collar H¢: [0,1] x M — M as in [5.0(b) is C* (as already observed in
a special case in [[5.0lc)). By Proposition [5.7 and Remark I5.8(b) (resp., by
Proposition [5.7), the C*-vector bundles E = H(3,-)*(E) and H(3,)*(E) =
M x F are C*isomorphic over id;. O

Using analogous arguments, it can be shown that all C*-fibre bundles over
C*-contractible bases which are C*-manifolds with rough boundary (or RC*-
contractible bases which are rough C*-manifolds) are C*-trivializable.

A Details for Sections 2, B, and
We now prove Proposition 2.4 Lemma 2.14(c), Lemma 215, Lemma B.6] and
Lemma [0.1]

Proof of Proposition 2.4l See Proposition 1.3.10 and Lemma 1.4.5 in [29]
for the equivalence of (a) and (b) if R is locally convex (or [20, Lemma 1.14]
if R is open); the general case can be proved by the same arguments (see [27]).

Now assume that E = R™ for some n € N. If (b) holds, then 0% (f|go)(z) exists
for all & € Np with k := |a| < ¢ and z € R, and is given by

aa(ﬂRO)(x) = d(k)f($,€i1, i '7eik)

with
(i1yeevyir) =My, -o- 1,000, 1) (73)

QAn a1

A continuous extension 9% f: R — F' is obtained via

aa(f)(x) = d(k)f(xveilv"'veik>a (74)
and thus (c) holds. Now assume that (c) holds; we shall show that f is C* and

(k) - ok f
d f(fE,yl;---;yk) = § Y1y " Yk, Ox:
Tk

i1, in=1

() (75)

.o .axil

for all k € Ng such that k < ¢, x = (z1,...,2,) € Rand y; = (Yj1,---,Yjn) €
R™ for j € {1,...,k}. Let us assume first that R is open; we may assume that
R =1, x---x I, is a product of open intervals. Fix o € Njj with k := |a| < ¢
Let i1,...,i% be as in (73)). As a consequence of (c), the iterated directional
derivatives

d(a)f(iE, Yi,15,---5Yl,aps- -5 Yn,1y - - - 7y’n«70¢n)
= (Dyl,oqﬁ e 'Dy1,1e1 e .Dyn,anen e .Dyn,lenf)(x)
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exist for all 2 € R and ¥y = (Y11, -+, Ylass -+ > Ynds-- s Yn.an) € R, and are
given by
n Qj

T1]v. | ot

j=1i=1

which is a continuous functon of (z,y) € R x R*. Hence f is a C®-function in
the sense of [2]. Since f is C* for all @ € Njj such that |a] < k, the map f
is C* by [2, Lemma 3.12] and a straightforward induction (see [37], also for
generalizations).

If R C R” is any regular subset, then f|ro is C* by the preceeding and

- 3" flro
. _ R
A0 lr) @y o) = Y i i g (@)

i1, =1

for all k € Ny such that k < ¢, z = (z1,...,7,) € R® and y; = (y;1,...,Yjn) €
R™ for j € {1,...,k}, using that d®) (f|po)(z,-): R® — F is k-linear. Since
([75) defines a continuous F-valued function of (z,y1, ..., yx) € R x (R%)* which
extends d *) (f|go), we see that (b) is satisfied by f. O

Proof of Lemma [2.74|(c). By definition as an initial topology, the compact-
open C*-topology on C*(R, F) turns the linear injective map

C'R.F)— [[ CRxE,F), v (dD7)ns5<

No3j<4

into a topological embedding. For j € Ny with j < £, the seminorms || - ||k x 14 4
with ¢ € T, K € K and L € L define the locally convex topology on C(Rx E7, F)
by ELITI The locally convex topology on C*(R, F) is therefore defined by the
seminorms v — [|d)y| xxrs 4 and hence also by [ - ||k, and the pointwise
suprema || - || o g1, 4 of finitely many such seminorms, as in (c). O

Proof of Lemma 2.5l As a consequence of ([{4]), we have

|| : ||gj,;<,q < || : ||CJ',K,L,q

for all 7 € N with 7 < ¢, compact subsets K C R and compact subsets L C R"
and each continuous seminorm ¢ on F, if we use a compact subset L € £ such
that {e1,...,en} C L. Conversely, given j, K, and g as before and L € L, there
exists r € [1, 00[ such that L C [—r,r]". Using (75]), we see that

e kexrsg < 0717 111 e

Given k € N with k¥ < ¢, taking the maximum over j € {1,...,k} and the
estimate || - [[x,q < |- |2 K.p» We deduce that

“II-

I llow k,pg < P8I 18 o

101



The locally convex vector topologies on C*(R, F) defined by the families of semi-
norms in Lemma 2:T4(c) and Lemma [ZT5] therefore concide. As a consequence,
the compact-open C*-topology on C*(R, F) is also initial with respect to the
maps 0% (arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.14l(c), with 0% instead of the
dW). O

Proof of Lemma Abbreviate B :=B,(0) CRY If K € K, ¢ €T, k € Ny
with k < /¢ and j € {1,...,k}, then

sup [|029]; = sup sup q(d2(y)) = sup sup ¢(dVy(z,y,...,y))
reK rzeK yeB zeK yeB
< NdDY)kupig < 1Vl cx, k. B.q

for all v € C*(Q, F'), whence

I ller kg <1 - llex kB0

Conversely, let K € K, L C R? is compact, ¢ € I', and k € Ny with k& < £. Then
L C [~r,7]? = B,(0) for some r € [1,00[. For alli < j in {1,...,k}, we have

L+---+L C By(0) = riB C rjB
ﬁ_/

for the j-fold sum. Using the Polarization Formula (7), we deduce that

‘ 2r§)i 2rk)*
d@ ) < E 1l < E o,
for all x € K and y1,...,yx € L, whence
(2rk)*
[ llerxrg < T - lox kg

The family of seminorms on C*(Q, F) described in Lemma [3.6]) therefore de-
fines the same locally convex topology as the family of seminorms given in
Lemma 2T4(c). O

Locally compact rough C*-manfolds are C*-regular in the following sense.

Lemma A.1 Let { € NgU {oco}, M be a locally compact, rough C*-manifold,
x € M and U C M be an z-neighbourhood. Then there exists a C*-function
&M — R with compact support supp(§) C U such that {(M) C [0,1] and
€)= 1.

Proof. There exists a chart ¢: Uy — Vy of M with x € Uy and Uy C U,
such that Vj, a regular subset of R? for some d € Ng. As M is locally compact,
we find a compact z-neighbourhood B C Uy; then ¢(B) is a compact ¢(x)-
neighbourhood in V. As Vj carries the topology induced by R?, we find an
open z-neighbourhood W C R? such that

Vo NW C ¢(B).
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Let h: R? — R be a smooth function with compact support supp(h) C W such
that h(R%) C [0,1] and h(¢(x)) = 1. Then

: h(o(y)) if y € Uy;
& M=R, yH{ 0 ifyed\B

has the desired properties. O

Proof of Lemma For each x € M, there exists j(x) € J such that
x € Uj(y). By [I7, Theorem 5.1.27], there exists a family (Mg )aca of o-compact,
open subsets M, of M such that M = J,. 4 Mq and M, N M, = 0 for all a # b
in M. For each a € A, we let

Ka,l - Ka,2 c---

be a compact exhaustior] of M,. We define K, := K41 :=0. Let a € A
and n € N. For each z € K, ,, \ K? Lemma [A 1] provides a C*-function

a,n—1»

o,z M — R with image in [0, 1] such that
La,n,z = Suppga,n,l) - (Kl(l),’ﬂ-'rl \ Ka-,n*Q) N UJ(w)

and &g n () = 1. The sets {y € M: &4 n > 0} form an open cover of the
compact set Ko, \ KO, ; for x € Kon \ K, ;. We therefore find a finite
subset @4, C Kop \ K27n71 such that

Z bama(y) >0 forallye Kon\KS, ;.

Ie‘ba,n

Let I:= {(a,n,z): a € A,n € N,z € ®,,}. Then the family (La,nz)(a,nz)er
of compact subsets of M is locally finite. In fact, if z € M, then z € K, \
K, , for some a € A and n € N. Then W := K, ., \ Kqn_2 is an open
neighbourhood of z in M such that

Wwn Lb,m,y # 0

for (b,m,y) € I implies a = b and |n —m| < 2, whence {(b,m,y) € I: Ly m 4 N
W # (0} is a finite set. Hence

s: M —10,00[, 2z Z f(b,m,y)(z)
(bym,y)el

is a C’function and also

5@7"»1 (Z)

Jane: M =R, z—= 2—7——

s(z)
is a C*-function for all (a,n,z) € I. By construction, (Jan,z)(am.o)er 15 a
C*-partition of unity on M such that supp(ganz) = Lane C Uj(z) for all
(a,n,z) € I. Given j € J, let
I = {(a,n2) € I j(z) = j}.
0

31Each Ka,n is a compact subset of My with Kqn C K|

and Ma = UnEN Ka,n~

a,n—1’
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Then
hji M — R, h](Z) = Z ga,n,m(z)

(a,n,z)E;

is a C*-function and (h;) e s is a C*-partiton of unity on M such that supp(h;) =
Uanzyer; Lamne € Uj forall j € J. O

B Details for Section 11]

We now prove Lemmas [I1.2) [T.3] and IT.4

Proof of Lemma Let v € C(X,F), K C M be a compact subset, ¢ be
a continuous seminorm on F', and £ > 0. By hypothesis, there exists a closed,
paracompact subset L C M such that K C L°. Each x € K has an open
neighbourhood V,, C L° such that

(Vy € Vi) q((v(z) —v(y)) < e.

We let (hy)zek, together with g: L — [0, 1], be a partition of unity on L such
that supp(h,) C V, for each € K and supp(g) C L\ K. By local finiteness,
A= ,cx supp(h,) is closed in L and hence in X'; moreover, A C L°. Thus

. >wer ha(y)y(x) ify € LY
n: X = F yH{ 0 ifyeX\A

is a continuous function. Since h,(y) # 0 implies y € V,, we get for y € K

a(v(y) —nly) = g (Z ha(y) (v(y) — 7(%))) < he(w)a(v(y) — v(@))

zeK zeK

> ha(y)e=e.

reK

IN

Hence ||y - nllxq < e O

Proof of Lemma [I1.3l (a) For each « € K, the linear map ¢, = idp is
a C"-diffeomorphism and thus a chart for F. Given an open neighbourhood
W C C%(M,F) of v in the compact-open C*-topology, we set 7o := 7 and find
Y1, --+,Ym as in the proof of Proposition [0.12] which we vary as described in
the proof of Proposition [[0.I3l Then ~,, € W N C} (M, F). We show that the
subset

’71((M\K)UP$1 U"'UPM)

of F has finite-dimensional span for all j € {0,1,...,m}. If this is true, then
Ym (M) has finite-dimensional span and thus 7, € F ® C}(M,R) (using that
M=M\K)UP,U---UP,, ).

The induction starts as v9 = v and v(M \ K) C {0} has finite-dimensional span.
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Let j € {1,...,m} and assume that the assertion holds for j — 1 in place of j.
Since «y; and v;_1 coincide on M \ ng, the image of

((M\K>UP11 U"'Uij71)m(M\ng)
under ; has finite-dimensional span. If y € P, or
ye(M\K)UP,, U---UP,; ,)NQY = 5j,

then ;(y) is a linear combination of elements of 7; 4, ( 2]_) and v;_1(S;), which
are subsets of F' with finite-dimensional span.

(b) is immediate from (a).
Proof of Lemma [IT.4. (a) As S is a projective system, \;; = idg, for all

jeJand A jol = A for i < j < k. The limit maps A; satisfy A\; joX; = \;
for all i < j in J and (F, (Aj)jes) has the familiar universal property. If

P .= {(yj)jgj S HFj5 (VZ < j) /\i)j(yj) = yz}

jeJ
is the standard projective limit of S, then the map
AFE =Py (A(y)jes

is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces. For ¢ € J, let pr,: P — Fj,
(y;)jes — yi be the projection. As C*(€2, \; ;) is the identity map on C*(Q, F})
and C*(Q, Xi ;)oCH(Q, \jk) = CH(Q, N x) if i < j < k, indeed (B9) is a projective
system of locally convex spaces and continuous linear maps. Let

Q:= {(%‘)jeJ e [[CHQ.Fy): (vi<j) dijory; = %‘}
jeJ
be the standard projective limit of (B9), endowed with initial topology with
respect to the linear maps m;: P — CY(, F), (v5)jes + i (the topology
induced by [];c; CHQ, Fy)). If v € CHSL F), then \; oy € CYQ, Fy) for all
jeJand Ao (Njoy) =X ovifi<j. Hence

() == (Ajo7)jes €Q

and we obtain a map ¢: C*(Q, F) — @ which is continuous and linear as ; o
¢ = C*(Q, \;) is so for each i € I. Like the maps pr; on P, the \; = pr; o\
separate points on F. This entails that the C*(2, \;) = m; o ¢ separate points
on C*(Q, F) and thus ¢ is injective. If (v;)jcs € Q, then for all x € Q we have
Aij(vi(x)) = vi(z) for all ¢ < j in J whence (v;(x));ecs € P and

Y(x) == A" ((75(2))je) € F.

Consider 1: Q — P,  +— (v;(2))jes. As the components of n are C*, the

map 7 is C* as a map to [L;cs Fj (see [29, Lemma 1.3.3]); as n takes its values
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in the closed vector subspace P of the direct product, also n is C* (see [29]
Lemma 1.3.19]). Hence also y = A"'onis C*. Forall j € J and x € ),

P(7)(x) = A ((x)) = pr;(Mo(z))) = prj(n(x)) = v;(x)-

Thus ¢(y) = (vj)jes, whence ¢ is surjective and an isomorphism of vector
spaces. For ¢ € I and continuous seminorms g on F;, the seminorms g; o A; on F'
are continuous and define its locally convex topology. As a consequence, the
seminorms || - || ok i 4o, define the locally convex topology on C*(€2, F), for K €
K(Q) and k € Ny with k& < £. Recall that ¢=((7)jes)(@) = A7 ((vj(2))je),
whence (A; 0 6~1((73);e))() = (pr; oA o A1) (3 (x))jes = 7i(x) and thus

X0 ) ((vj)jes = v = mi((V5)jeu-

As a consequence, 671 ((13)jes)lenrgon, = Imil(v)se) kg and thus
| ek r.gor, © @1 < |l - [lon kg © ™i, where the right-hand side is a continu-
ous seminorm on (. Hence ¢! is continuous.

(b) If S C [l,er Cf,v(ﬂ,ﬁq)' is the standard projective limit, with projec-
tions mg: S — C’ﬁv(Q,ﬁq)'. then ¥(v) = (@g © ¥)gqer € S for each v €
Ciy(Q, F)®. The map 1: Cf,,(€2, F)®* — S so obtained is linear, and contin-
uous as || - [l pe©mg o = |- llgrr < I llqrk- It is injective as the
@, separate points on F. Write v~ as a shorthand for (¢[™(®))~1. Since
|| . ||q,f,k 01/}71 = || . ||H'Hq7f;k oy < || . ||H'Hq7f;k OTq, the map 1/)71 is continuous. If
(Vq)ger € S, then (7y4)qer is also an element of the standard projective limit @
of ((CY(Y, Fy)ger, (CL(Q, dp.q))p<q), as in (a). By (a), there exists v € C*(Q, F)
such that a, oy = ~, for all ¢ € T. Then o, 0y € C*(Q, E,) for all ¢ € T,
by the Chain Rule, entailing that v, = &4 0y € Cy,(Q, F)® actually. Thus
v € Cy(Q, F)* and () = (&g 0 ¥)ger = (7q)qer, whence ¢ is surjective and
hence an isomorphism of topological vector spaces.

Note that the weighted function spaces and their topologies are unchanged if
we add the functions

to the set W for all n € N and f1,...,f, € W. By [6I, Lemma 3.4.9],
C’ﬁv(Q,Eq)' is a closed vector subspace of a certain locally convex space

Ciy (9, E,), which is complete by [61, Corollary 3.2.11]. Hence S is complete,
being a closed vector subspace of a direct product of complete locally convex
spaces. As a consequence, also Cyy,(Q, F)® = S is complete. [

C Details for Section

We prove Proposition [[2.]] and Proposition 2.4

Proof of Proposition 2.1l Let d be a metric on X defining its topology.
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For z € X and ¢ > 0, write B.(z) := {y € X: d(z,y) < €}. There are positive
integers m; < meo < --- such that

B2/mn (Kn) == U B2/mn (x) C K2+1 for all n € N.
rzeK,

For each n € N, we let (hy, z)zex be a continuous partition of unity on X such
that supp(hn,z) € Bi/m, (z) for all z € X. Then

®,, :={x € X: supp(hy ) N K, #0}

is a finite set. For v € C(X, F), we set

Su(1) =D hnav(z) € F @ Co(X,R).
zed,

If supp(y) N K, # 0, then supp(y) € By, (K,) € K5, by the triangle
inequality. Hence

supp(Sn (7)) € Kp44.

If ¢ is a continuous seminorm on F', then

a(Sn(M)(y)) < Z hna(¥)a(¥(@)) < [V Kns1sa Z b2 (y) < 1V Kos10a

zeED,, red,

for ally € X, whence S, ()| k. < [Vl Ky1,q forall j € N. Hence S,,: C(X, F) —
C(X,F) is continuous. Let B C C(X,F) be a compact set. Given n € N, a
continuous seminorm g on F' and € > 0, we use that the map

BxKni1—F,  (v,y)— ()

is continuous and hence uniformly continuous, by compactness of B X K,, 1. As
a consequence, there exists § > 0 such that

q(y(y) —(x) <e

for all v € B and z,y € K, 1 such that d(z,y) < §. Let jo > n be an integer
such that 1/m;, < 0. Let j > jo. For each v € B, y € K,,, and = € ®;, if
hje(y) # 0 then y € By, (x) and thus ¢(y(z) —y(y)) <e. Now >° ¢ hja(y)
for all y € K,, (as this actually holds for all y € K;) and hence

a(v(y) = S;(7)(®)) a| D i) = Y hia(y)y(x)

rcd; zcd;
< 3 hiaa(v(y) —v(x) <e.
EPs <hj(y)e

Thus |7 = S;(V)|lk,.,q < € for all v € B and j > jo, whence S; — id uniformly
on compact sets. Thus (a) and (b) are established.
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To prove (c), let v € Ck, (X, F) and j > n. Then v(z) # 0 for x € ®; implies
that x € K,, whence supp(h; ) € Bijm,(Kn) € Byjm, (Kn) C K9,,. Thus
Supp(S;(1)) € K9, and thus (v) € Cr, (X, F) 0 (F & Cre,,, (X, R)) =
F®C0k,,,(X,R). O

n+1

C.1 Recall that a topological sum (disjoint union) X = HjeJ X of topological
spaces X is metrizable if every X is so (see [I7, Theorem 4.2.1]).

C.2 If X is a paracompact topological space and (Uj);ecs a locally finite open
cover of X, then there exists a locally finite open cover (V;),cs of X such that

V; € Uj holds for the closure in X, for each j € J.

[Given z € X, there exists j(x) € J such that 2 € Uj(,). Since every paracom-
pact space is normal and hence regular, there exists a closed z-neighbourhood
Ay such that A, C Uj(,. By paracompactness, there exists a locally finite open
cover (W, )zex of X such that W, C AY for each 2 € X. Thus

For j € J, let ®; := {z € X: j(x) = j}. Then V; := Umeqy

the open cover (V;);e is locally finite; moreover, V; = |J

W, C Uj, whence
zcd; Wm g U]'
Proof of Proposition [12.2l Since X is a topological sum of o-compact open
subsets, we may assume that X is o-compact. Since X is a topological sum of
the open subsets admitting R-charts for a fixed d, we may assume that X is a
pure manifold modelled on R?.

We choose a locally finite open cover (Uj;);e.s of M subordinate to an open cover
of relatively compact chart domains. Thus, for each each j € J there exists a
C*-diffeomorphism ¢;: U; — V; onto a regular subset V; C R?.  Using
twice, we find locally finite open covers (Q;)jes and (Pj)jes of X such that
Q_j C U; and E C Q. Then Q_J and ?J are compact. After replacing J with
the set of all j € J such that P; # (), we may assume that P; # () for all j € J.
We pick a C*-map g; € C*(M,R) such that supp(g;) C Q;, g;(M) C [0,1] and
9j|P7 =1 (cf. Lemma[0.1)). Moreover, we choose a C*-map h; € C*(M,R) such
that supp(h;) € Uj, h;(M) € [0,1] and hj|5- = 1. Then

. d (hj(x)j(x),9;(x)) ifz €Uy
J3: M = REXR, IH{ (0,0) if x € M \ supp(h;)
is a C%-function. Hence

f = (fj)jGJ: M — (Rd X R)J, T +— (fj(x))jGJ

is a continuous function. Since M is o-compact, the set J is countable and thus
(R? x R)” is metrizable in the product topology. The proof will be complete
if we can show that f is a topological embedding. To see that f is injective,
let 2,y € M such that f(z) = f(y). There is j € J such that x € P;. Then
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f(z) = f(y) implies that 1 = g;(z) = g¢,(y), whence y € supp(g;) C Q; and
thus h;(y) = 1= h;(z). Now ¢;(z) = f;(z) = f;(y) = ¢;(y) implies that z = y.
It remains to show that f is open onto its image, which will hold if we can
show that f(U) is open in f(M) for each j € J and open subset U C P;. Let
pr;: (R? x R)” — R? x R be the projection onto the jth component. Then

FU) = f(M) npry(¢;(U) x 10,00)
is indeed open in f(U). O

We can say more for manifolds modelled on locally convex sets. Recall that
a continuous map X — Y between Hausdorff spaces is called proper if all
preimages of compact subsets of Y are closed in X. If Y is a k-space, then
every proper map is a closed mapping, viz., each closed subset of X has a closed
image in Y (see [51]).

Proposition C.3 Let M be a o—compact, locally compact C*-manifold with
rough boundary, with £ € NU {oo}. If M is modelled on R, then there exists a
Ct-map M — R24+2 which is a proper map and a topological embedding.

The following lemma is useful for the proof (cf. [34, Lemma after Theorem 1.3.5]
for manifolds without boundary). We let A, be Lebesgue-Borel measure on R™.

Lemma C.4 Let m € N and M be a o-compact, locally compact C'-manifold
with rough boundary, such that M is modelled on R™.

(@) If n > m and f: M — R"™ is a Cl-map, then f(M) is a Borel set of
measure A\, (f(M)) = 0.

(b) If g: M — N is a Ct-map to a C'-manifold N with rough boundary
modelled on R™ with n > m, then N \ f(M) is dense in N.

Proof. (a) For each x € M, there exists a chart ¢, : U, — V,, such that z € U,
and V, is a locally convex subset of R™ with dense interior. There exists a
compact, convex neighbourhood K, of ¢,(z) in V.. Then fo¢, |k, : K, — R"
is a C''-map on a compact, convex, regular subset and thus Lipschitz continuous,
(see, e.g., [29, Lemma 1.5.6]). The image f(¢,'(K;)) is compact and hence a
Borel set. Since m < n, a standard covering argument with balls shows that
M (f(p71(K))) = 0. As M is o-compact, there exists a countable subset
® C M such that M = J, e ¢7 ' (Kz). Then f(M) = U,cq f(0;1(Ky)) is a
Borel set and A, (f(M)) = 0.

Let ¢: U — V C R"™ be a chart for N and W := g~ 1(U). By (a), ¢(g(W)) is a
Borel set of measure A, (g(W)) = 0, whence R™ \ ¢(g(W)) is dense in R™. As a
consequence, V9\ ¢(g(W)) is dense in VY and hence in V, whence V' \ ¢(g(W))
is dense in V. Thus U \ g(W) is dense in U. The assertion follows. ad

Proof of Proposition [C.3l Let J, ¢;: U; — V;, Q;, P;, fj, gj, hj, and f be
as in the proof of Proposition[I2.2l Let K; C K5 C --- be a compact exhaustion
of M and set K_; := Kj := 0.
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(a) For all n € N, choose a C*-map 6,,: M — R such that 6,(M) C [0,1],
Onlr,_, = 0 and 0,]ppgo = 1 (cf. Lemma [LT). Then 6(z) := > 77, 0, (x)
defines a non-negative C*-map 0: M — R such that

O(z) en—1,n] forallmeNandze K, \ K,_1.

Hence, if 6(z) € [n — 1,n[, then z € K,, \ K,,—2. By the preceding, 6 is proper.
(b) It suffices to find an injective C*-map g: M — R24+1,

In fact, then (g,0): M — R?¥*2 will be an injective C*-map and proper, hence
a closed map and therefore a topological embedding.

(c) If W C M is open and h: M — R™ a C*-map with m > 2d + 2 such that
hlw is injective, then there exists a C*-map g: M — R™~1 with g|w injective.

In fact, the map

h(z) — h(y)
[h(z) = h(y)]l2

is O, where Ay = {(z,7): + € W}. By Lemma [C4] there exists v € S,,,_1
which is not in the image of k, nor in the image of —x (as this union of images
can be interpreted as the image of a C*-map on the disjoint union of two copies
of (W x W)\ Aw). Hence, if we write m, for the orthogonal projection

k: (W x W)\ Aw = Sp—1,  (2,y) —

R™ = Rv @ (Rv)* — (Ro)t,

then 7, (h(z) — h(y)) # 0 for all  # y in W and thus m,(h(x)) # 7 (h(y)). We
can therefore take g := 7, o h, identifying (Rv)* with R™~1,

(d) For each n € N, the set J, := {j € J: supp(h;) N K,41 # 0} is finite.
Since fj|k,., = 0 for j € J\ J,, we see that (fj)jes,: M — (R? x R)’»
is a C*-map whose restriction to K, is injective. Thus, there exists a C*-
map ¥, : M — R¥» for an integer k, > 2d + 1 such that ¢"|K9L+1 is injective.
Iterating (c), we may assume that k, = 2d + 1.

(e) We claim that there exists an injective C*-map h: M — RS4+4. If this is
true, then (c) yields an injective C*-map g: M — R24+1; by (b), this finishes the
proof. To prove the claim, let L_3 := L_5 := L_7 := Lg := () and recursively
find x,, € C4(M,R) for n € N with Xnlr, ko, =1, xn(M) C[0,1], and

2
Ly :=supp(xn) C Kp 1\ (LoU-+ UL, _3) C K}, \ Kp_s.

Then L, N L, # 0 implies |n —m| < 2 for all n,m € N. We define o, 8,7 €
C*(M,R?I+1) via

a(@) =Y xsk-2(2)se_2(x), B(x) = xar-1(x)ts_1(2),
k=1 k=1
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and v(z) :== Y77 | x3k(@)Ysr(z) for z € M. Then
hi= (o, B,7,0): M — R 5 R24FL  R2FL R

is a C*-map and injective. In fact, assume that h(z) = h(y), with x,y € M.
Then 0(x) = 0(y) € [n—1,n[ for some n € N, whence z,y € K,,\ K,,_2 (see (a))
and thus y,(x) =1 = xn(y). Assume that n =0 mod 3 (if n =1 or n = 2
mod 3, use a and S, respectively, in place of v). Thus n = 3k for some k € N.
Then ) (2) = Ya(z) = v(x) = v(y) = Y3k (y) = ¢¥n(y) implies v =y. O

Of course, the preceding discussion varies familiar arguments from the proof of
the Whitney Embedding Theorem (notably, cf. Theorems 3.4 and 3.5 in [34]).

Proof of Proposition [2.4l If ¢ = 0, we can construct the operators S,
as in the proof of Proposition [I2.1] replacing all continuous partitions of unity
occurring in the proof with C"-partitions of unity. Now assume that ¢ > 1.
Excluding a trivial case, we may assume that M # (. Let Kqg := (. Let
mgo := 0. Recursively, we find positive integers m; < mo < --- and full-
dimensional compact submanifolds Q; with corners of K, \ K,—1 for j €
{mu—1+1,...,my,} such that Q; is diffeomorphic to [0,1]% for some d; € N,
and regular compact subsets P; € Q} whose interiors P} cover

K, \(PPU---uP) )

for j € {mu_1+1,....,mu}.

[In fact, if n € N and mo,...,m,—1 and P; as well as @); have been found
for j € {1,...,mp_1}, let Kpny: Bny — Dp be a chart for M around z €
K, \(PPU---UPY ) such that D, , is a relatively open subset of [0, co[4(™®)
for some d(n,z) € Ny. For suitable 0 < «; < 3; (depending on n and z), we
have that

On,z = [alaﬂl] XX [ad(n,m)vﬂd(n,w)] C Dn,m-

and £y, . (2) is in the interior CY) , of Cy, , relative D, ,. Then Qp o, := ;' (Cy)
is compact and a full-dimensional submanifold with corners in M which is dif-
feomorphic to [0,1]%, and such that z € QY , = rk,;L(CY,). Let Po, € QY ,
be a compact z-neighbourhood. By compactness, there is a finite subset ¥,, of
K,\(PPU---UP) ) with

K\ (P U-up ) | P
eV,

Write T, 41,5+, Tm,,, for the elements of ¥,, (without repetitions) and ab-
breviate Q; := Qnz; and Pj := P, ,, for j € {m,_1 +1,...,my}.]

Let ng := sup{n € N: K,, \ K,,_1 # 0} € NU {oo}. Also, define m :=
sup{mp: n € N} € NU{oo}, ® := {j € N: j < m}, and the set ®,, :=
{mn-1+1,....,mp}. Let (h;)jecs be a C"-partition of unity on M such that
Lj := supp(h;) C P} for each j € ® (see Lemma [.I). By Lemma 2.3 for

111



each j € ® there exists a sequence (S;x)ken of continuous linear operators
Sik: CHQj, F) — C™(Q;, F) such that S;x(y) € F® C"(Q;,R) for all v €
C*Q;, F) and S; x(y) — v in CY(Qy, F) as k — oo, uniformly for v in compact
subsets of C*(Q;, F). For n € N and j € ®, let H, ;: C*(M,F) — Cr,(M,F)
be the map given by

Hy j(v) () := { hj(@)Sn,i(Vl,) ifxe Qg) J

fory € C*(M,F)andz € M. Then H,, ; € FoCT (M,R) forally € C*(M, F),
entailing that

j=1

(as required in (b)), using that L; C K, 41 for all j < m,. To see that each
H; ,, (and hence also S,,: C*(M,F) — Ck, ., (M, F)) is continuous, note that
the restriction operator

pj: Cp,(M,F) = Ci (Q},F)

is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces and the restriction maps C*(M, F) —
CY(Q;, F) and C™(Q;, F) — C7(QY, F) are continuous and linear. Moreover,
the multiplication operator

CT(Q% F) —+ Cp QU F), n hylgo

is continuous and linear. Hence
Hy () = p5 (hilgo - Sni(1)lge)

is continuous and linear in ~. If v € Cﬂn (M, F), then Q; N K,, = 0 for all
J > my, whence

Sk(v) =Y _Hi;(v) € FoCk, . (M,R)
j=1

for all k > n (establising (c)). If Y C C*(M,F) is a compact subset, then
Y; = {v]g,: 7 € Y} is a compact subset of C*(Q;, F), as the restriction opera-
tor C“(M, F) — C*(Q;, F) is continuous. Thus S, ;(v|q,) = Vlq, in CY(Q;, F)
as n — oo, uniformly in v € Y. As the restriction map R;: C*(Q;,F) —
C(QY, F), the multiplication operator su;: CY(Q}, F) — C’fj( LE), n o=
hj|Q? -n and the inverse rj_l of the restriction map C{j (M,F) — C{j( 0 F)
are continuous linear maps and thus uniformly continuous, we deduce that
H, (v) = (rjfl opjoR; 0S8, ;)(y) converges to

(r;topso Ry)(vlg,) = hj-v
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in C*(M, F) as n — oo, uniformly in v € Y. Hence

Su(1) =Y Hug(1) =D i
j=1 j=1

in C¢(M, F) as n — oo, uniformly in v € Y. This establishes (a) and completes
the proof. [

D Differentiability properties of composition

We now prove Proposition [[3.11] and deduce Proposition [3.4] from it (in full
generality). The following lemma concerning Gateaux differentials will be useful.

Lemma D.1 Let E and F be locally convez spaces, R C E be a reqular subset,
LeNygU{oo} and f: R — F be a continuous map. If

At

5if(y) = 409 li—o

flz+ty)

exists for all 5 € N such that j < £ and (v,y) € R° x E, and the mappings
U x E — F so obtained admit continuous extensions

8f:RxE—F,
then f is a C*-map.

Proof. For finite-dimensional E and R open, we can follow the detailed outline
in [29, Exercise 1.7.10] (which profited from the proof of the implication (3)=-(1)
in Boman’s Theorem, [40, p. 26)).

In the general case, given x € R°, j € N with j < ¢ and y1,...,y; in a finite-
dimensional vector subspace H of E with x € H, we deduce from the case of
finite-dimensional domains that

d(J) (f|RU)(x7y17 v 7yj) = d(j)(f|RoﬁH)(Iayla v ayj)

exists and is symmetric j-linear in yi,...,y; € H, entailing that the map
d9)(f|go)(x,-): B9 — F is symmetric j-linear and can be recovered from 67 f
via the Polarization Formula. However, applying the Polarization Formula to
87 f for arbitrary x € R we get a continuous map

dDf:RxE' - F
which, by the preceding, extends d U)(f|go). Hence f is C*. a

Proof of Proposition I3.31} We may assume that k£ < co. Since C*(R, F) =
lim C*(R, F) for finite £, we may also assume that £ € Ny. We prove by induction
—

on ¢ € Ny that the assertion holds for all k£ € Ny, and, moreover, that there are
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non-negative integers mp i ja,,...a; for i € {0,1,...,k =1}, 5 € {1,...,k =1}
and a = (ay,...,a;) € NV with a; + -+ a; = k — i (independent of E, F, X,
Z, R, S, and A) such that, for all C*-maps v and 7 as in the proposition, the
map (: A — CY(R, F), z — ~(x) oy() has its k-th Gateaux differential 6*((y)
given by the following expression (x):

k—1k—1t

Sy@on@+Y_ D> Y mrijad? (67(y)o(n(2), 55 0(y), - .. 53 n(y))-

i=0 j=1 a1++a;=k—i
Let £ = 0 and R be a topological space which is a kg-space. If k = 0 and A is
a kg-space, the assertion holds by Proposition I3.9(d). Now assume that k& > 0
and assume the assertion holds for k£ — 1 in place of k. As we assume that R is
a kg-space, the map

C(R7 E) - H C(RvE)v ¢ (ClK)KGIC(R)
KeK(R)

is linear and a topological embedding with closed image. We therefore only need
to show that the mappings A — C(K, F), x — v(z) o n(z)|x are C*. We may
therefore assume now that R is compact. For z € A%, y € Z, and 0 #t € R
with z + ty € A, we have

y(z +ty) on(x +ty) — y(x) on(z)
t
v(z +ty) on(x +ty) — y(x) o n(x + ty)
t
y(x) oz +ty) — v(x) o n(x)

t
C(R,y(z))(n(z +ty)) — C(R,y(x))(n(x))

+

= (@) onle +ty) + n
= dy(z,y) on(z) +d(v(x)) o (n(z), dn(z,y))

in C(R, F) as t — 0, using Proposition [3.9(d) (or (¢)) to get the convergence
of the first summand, and standard differentiability properties of maps of the
form C(R, f) (as in [21]) for the second. Then (: A — C(R, F), x — ~(x)on(x)
is C1 and

d¢(z,y) = dy(z,y) on(z) + d(v(x)) o (n(z), dn(z, y)), (76)

as the right-hand side of this equation defines a C(R, F)-valued continuous
function of (z,y) € A x Z, by Proposition I3.9(d). It remains to note that (7))
can be rewritten as

5:¢(y) = 637 (y) o n(x) + d(v(x)) o (n(x), 610(y))-

Now assume that v: A — CF¥1(S,F) and n: A — C(R,E) are C*¥*! and
assume we already know that ¢ is a C* and that the formula (x) for 6¥((y)

holds. Then
d

55+1<(y) = it t2055+ty<(y)
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exists for all z € A° and y € Z, as we can apply the case k = 1 to each
summand in (x). Calculating derivatives with the rule (7€), we obtain the
following derivatives for the summands in (*): The first summand has derivative

St y(y) o n(x) + d(05y(y)) o (n(x), dn(z,y))
= 0y (y) om(x) + d(85(y)) o (n(x), 52 (y)).

The summand corresponding to (4, j, a1, ..., a;) has a derivative which is my ; ; o
times the sum

dD (55 Y (y)) o (n(x), 0% n(y), .- ., 0% m(y))
+d U (8L (y)) o (n(x), 65 n(y), - - - 0% m(y), Sym(y))
+ 3 dD (i) o (@), 55 0(Y), -, 05 n(y), 55 n(y), 55 n(y), - -, 68 (y))-
=1

Combining these summands, we get a formula for 6¥+1((y) analogous to (x),
for (z,y) € A° x R. As the formula defines a continuous function §**1¢ of
(z,y) € R x Z, Lemma [D.1] shows that ¢ if C**!, with Gateaux differential
d*+1¢ as just described. This completes the induction on & for £ = 0.

To pass to general £ € Ny, we use that the map

CY(R,F) = [[C(T'R,T'F), ¢+~ T7¢
Jj<t

is a linear topological embedding with closed image. We therefore only need to
show that the mappings

T?o¢: A— C(T'R,T’F), x+ T (y(z)on(x)) =T (y(x)) o T (n(x))

are CF for all j < ¢. But this holds by the case ¢ = 0, as the mappings
T/oy: A— CHTIS, TIF)and TP on: A — C(T'R,T7E) are C*. O

Proof of Proposition I3.4. Let R := X := {0}. Then evaluation at 0,
evo: C(R,E) — E, 0+ 0(0)

is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces. Since g: U — V C E is C*, also
the map
g:=(evg)tog: U —= C(R,E)

is C*. Using Proposition [3.11] we see that the map
CG:U = C(RF), x+ f(zx)og(x)

is C*. Hence also h = evgo( is C*. O
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