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A STUDY ON THE DUAL OF C(X) WITH THE TOPOLOGY
OF (STRONG) UNIFORM CONVERGENCE ON A

BORNOLOGY

AKSHAY KUMAR

Abstract. This article begins by deriving a measure-theoretic decompo-
sition of continuous linear functionals on C(X), the space of all real-valued
continuous functions on a metric space (X, d), equipped with the topology
τB of uniform convergence on a bornology B. We characterize the bornolo-
gies for which (C(X), τB)

∗ = (C(X), τs
B
)∗, where τs

B
represents the topology

of strong uniform convergence on B. Furthermore, we examine the norma-
bility of τucb, the topology of uniform convergence on bounded subsets, on
(C(X), τB)

∗, and explore its relationship with the operator norm topology.
Finally, we derive a topology on measures that shares a connection with
(C(X), τB)

∗ when endowed with τucb.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

1.1. Introduction. Let C(X) be the space of real-valued continuous func-
tions on a metric space (X, d). On C(X), the classical topology of uniform
convergence on a bornology B, usually denoted by τB, has garnered signifi-
cant attention from many mathematicians over the past several decades (see,
[4, 5, 9, 21]).

It is known that if B = K, the collection of all non-empty relatively compact
subsets of X , then (C(X), τk) forms a locally convex space. Moreover, the dual
(C(X), τk)

∗ is isometrically isomorphic to the space of all closed regular finite
Borel measures on X with compact supports (see, Theorem 2.4.1, p. 88 in [1]).
For a general bornology B, (C(X), τB) may not necessarily form a topological
vector space, as the scalar multiplication may fail to be jointly continuous.
However, as shown in [23], (C(X), τB) is always an extended locally convex
space (elcs), which allows for the study of its dual space.
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This paper is organized into four sections. Following a necessary prelimi-
nary details, the second section develops a decomposition of continuous linear
functionals on (C(X), τB) in terms of closed, regular, finite Borel measures
supported on B.

In the third section, we compare the dual spaces of (C(X), τB) and (C(X), τ sB),
where τ sB denotes the topology of strong uniform convergence on the bornology
B. This topology was defined by Beer and Levi in [5] and has been further ex-
plored by many people (see, [7, 8, 9]). We provide an example demonstrating
that the duals of these spaces may differ (see, Example 3.2). Additionally, in
Theorem 3.3, we find conditions under which both the spaces share the same
dual.

Since (C(X), τB) forms a locally convex space for B ⊆ K, the natural topol-
ogy on (C(X), τB)

∗ is the topology τucb of uniform convergence on bounded
subsets of (C(X), τB) (see, Definition 4.2). However, many people have consid-
ered the operator norm topology when studying (C(X), τk)

∗ (see, [1, 18, 24]).
A natural question arises: do τucb and ‖ · ‖op−topology coincide? In the fourth
section, we present Example 4.4 to illustrate that this is not always the case.
We further examine the normability of τucb on (C(X), τB)

∗ and (C(X), τ sB)
∗.

We show that ‖ · ‖op may not define a norm on (C(X), τB)
∗. To address this,

we introduce a topology σ on measures, which shares a connection between
((C(X), τB)

∗, τucb) and measures supported on B.

1.2. Preliminaries. We denote a metric space by (X, d) (or X). A collection
B of non-empty subsets ofX is said to form a bornology onX if it covers X and
is closed under finite union and taking subsets of its members. A subfamily
B0 of B is said to be a base for B if it is cofinal in B under the set inclusion.
If all the members of B0 are closed in (X, d), then we say B has a closed base.
For more details on bornologies, we refer to [2, 3, 11, 19].

Definition 1.1. ([5]) The topology τB of uniform convergence on B is deter-
mined by a uniformity on C(X) having base consisting of sets of the form

[B, ǫ] = {(f, g) : ∀x ∈ B, |f(x)− g(x)| < ǫ} (B ∈ B, ǫ > 0).

Note here that

(1) if B = F , the bornology of all non-empty finite subsets of X , then τB will
give the topology of pointwise convergence, which is usually denoted by τp;

(2) if B = K, the boronology of all non-empty relatively compact subsets of
X , then τB will give the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets
or compact open topology, which is usually denoted by τk;

(3) if B = P0(X), the boronology of all non-empty subsets of X , then τB will
give the topology of uniform convergence. We usually denote this topology
by τu.
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These particular cases have been widely explored in the literature (see, [13,
20, 25]).

For a bornology B on X , in [5], Beer and Levi present a variational form of
τB known as the topology of strong uniform convergence on B.

Definition 1.2. ([5]) The topology τ sB of strong uniform convergence on B is
determined by a uniformity on C(X) having base consisting of sets of the form

[B, ǫ]s =
{

(f, g) : ∃ δ > 0 ∀x ∈ Bδ, |f(x)− g(x)| < ǫ
}

(B ∈ B, ǫ > 0),

where for B ⊆ X , Bδ =
⋃

y∈B

{x ∈ X : d(x, y) < δ}.

Remark 1.3. (1) For every bornology B on X , B = {A ⊆ B : B ∈ B} forms
a bornology on X . It is easy to prove that τB = τB and τ sB = τ s

B
on C(X).

Hence, from this point of view, we assume that every bornology B has a
closed base B0.

(2) Note here that if B = F and we extend our function space to RX , the set of
all real-valued functions on (X, d), then τ sB will give the weakest topology
on RX for which C(X) is closed (see, Corollary 6.8 in [5]).

Recall from [15, 23] that a vector space Z equipped with a topology τ is said
to be an extended locally convex space (elcs) if τ is induced by a collection of
extended seminorms (functions which satisfy all the properties of a seminorm
and may attain the infinity value). Note that the topologies τB and τ sB on
C(X) are induced by the collections P = {ρB : B ∈ B0} and Ps = {ρsB :
B ∈ B0} of extended seminorms, respectively, where ρB(f) = supx∈B |f(x)|

and ρsB(f) = inf
δ>0

{

sup
x∈Bδ

|f(x)|

}

for all f ∈ C(X) (see, [15]). Therefore, both

the function spaces (C(X), τB) and (C(X), τ sB) form extended locally convex
spaces. One can note that both P and Ps are directed families as for every
B1, B2 ∈ B, we have B1 ∪B2 ∈ B. Consequently, max{ρB1

, ρB2
} ≤ ρB1∪B2

and
max{ρsB1

, ρsB2
} ≤ ρsB1∪B2

. Therefore,

N = {ρ−1
B ([0, r)) : r > 0 and B ∈ B} and

N s = {(ρsB)
−1([0, r)) : r > 0 and B ∈ B}

give a neighborhood base at 0 in (C(X), τB) and (C(X), τ sB), respectively. For
more details on extended locally convex spaces, we refer to [14, 15, 16, 17, 23].

2. Measure theoretical Decomposition

Recall that (C(X), τk)
∗ is isometrically isomorphic to the space of all closed

regular Borel measures with compact support (see, Theorem 2.4.1, p. 88 in
[1]). Therefore, a natural candidate to describe the dual of (C(X), τB) is the
collection of all closed regular finite Borel measures with support in B. Let
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(1) B(X) denotes the Borel sigma algebra induced by X ;
(2) M(X) denotes the collection of all finite Borel measures on B(X);
(3) MB(X) denotes the collection of all closed regular, finite, Borel mea-

sures on B(X) supported on B, that is, for every µ ∈ MB, there exists
a closed B ∈ B such that |µ| (X \B) = 0.

We use the next proposition to demonstrate that corresponding to every
µ ∈ MB(X), there exists a continuous linear functional on (C(X), τB).

For B ∈ B, we define

C(X)Bfin = {f ∈ C(X) : ρB(f) < ∞}

= {f ∈ C(X) : sup
x∈B

|f(x)| < ∞}, and

C(X)Bs

fin = {f ∈ C(X) : ρsB(f) < ∞}

=

{

f ∈ C(X) : inf
δ>0

(

sup
x∈Bδ

|f(x)|

)

< ∞

}

.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose µ ∈ MB(X) is supported on closed B ∈ B. Then
the linear functional Hµ(f) =

∫

X
fdµ for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin is continuous on

(

C(X)Bfin, τB|C(X)B
fin

)

.

Proof. For every f ∈ C(X)Bfin, we have

|Hµ(f)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

fdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

X

|f |dµ

=

∫

B

|f |dµ ≤ sup
x∈B

|f(x)|

∫

B

1dµ

≤ ρB(f)|µ|(B).

Hence, Hµ is continuous on C(X)Bfin. �

Lemma 2.2. ([15, 23]) For every continuous extended seminorm ρ on an elcs
(Z, τ), the following statements hold.

(1) Zρ
fin := {x ∈ Z : ρ(x) < ∞} is a clopen subspace of (Z, τ).

(2) If Z = Zρ
fin ⊕M (algebraic direct sum) for some subspace M of Z, then

M is a discrete subspace of (Z, τ).

Observe here that for every B ∈ B, ρB gives a continuous extended semi-
norm on (C(X), τB). Therefore, C(X)Bfin is a clopen subspace of (C(X), τB)

and MB is a discrete subspace of (C(X), τB), where C(X) = C(X)Bfin ⊕ MB

(it is an algebraic direct sum. However, it will turn out to be a topological di-
rect sum). Consequently, the linear map Hµ ◦ pB is continuous on (C(X), τB),
where pB is the projection of C(X) onto C(X)Bfin and Hµ is the linear map as
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defined in Proposition 2.1. Hence, for every closed regular, finite Borel mea-
sure µ with a support in B, we have a continuous linear functional Hµ ◦ pB
on (C(X), τB). Since MB is discrete subspace of (C(X), τB), every linear func-
tional on MB is continuous. Thus, for every µ ∈ MB(X) supported on B and
linear functional H2 on MB, the linear functional F := Hµ ◦ pB + H2 ◦ qB is
continuous on (C(X), τB), where qB is the projection of C(X) onto MB. We
next show that every continuous linear functional on (C(X), τB) has this form.

We now define support of a continuous linear functional on (C(X), τB).

Definition 2.3. We say a linear functional F on C(X) is supported on B ∈ B
if F (f) = 0 whenever f |B = 0.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose F is a continuous linear functional on (C(X), τB). Then
there exists a closed B ∈ B such that F is supported on B.

Proof. Since F is continuous on (C(X), τB), there exists a B ∈ B0 such that
|F (f)| ≤ ρB(f) for all f ∈ C(X). It is easy to see that F is supported on
B. �

The next example shows that a continuous linear functional on (C(X), τB)
can be supported on two distinct sets.

Example 2.5. Let B = {A ⊆ [a,∞) : a ∈ R}. Consider the linear functional
F on (C(X), τB) by

F (f) =

∫ 1

0

f(x)dx.

Then F ∈ (C(X), τB)
∗. It is easy to see that F is supported on both [0, 1] and

[0, 4].

Note 2.6. One can note here that if F is supported on A, then F is supported
on D for every A ⊆ D.

Recall that one of the important steps in examining barreledness and many
other functional properties of (C(X), τk) is to show that every continuous
linear functional on (C(X), τk) has minimal support in K (see, [1]). The next
example shows that this may not be true in the case of an arbitrary bornology.
However, for a non-zero F ∈ (C(X), τB), the collection SF := {B ∈ B :
F is supported on B} always satisfies the finite intersection property.

Proposition 2.7. Let 0 6= F ∈ (C(X), τB)
∗ supported on A,B ∈ B. Then F

is supported on the non-empty set A ∩ B.

Proof. We first show that A ∩ B 6= ∅. Let A ∩ B = ∅. By Pasting lemma
and Tietze extension theorem, for each f ∈ C(X), we have an h ∈ C(X) such
that h = f on A and h = 0 on B. Since F is supported on both A and B,
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F (f) = F (h) = 0. Thus, F (f) = 0 for all f ∈ C(X). Which is not possible.
Now, suppose f |A∩B = 0. Define g0 : A∪B → R by g0 = f on A and g0 = 0 on
B. Let g be a continuous extension of g0 on X . Since g|B = 0 and f − g|A = 0
and F is supported on both A and B, we have F (f) = F (g) = 0. Hence, F is
supported on A ∩ B. �

Example 2.8. Let B = {A ⊆ [a,∞) : a ∈ R}. Define a continuous linear

functional F on (C(X), τB) by F (f) =
∫ 0

−1
qB(f)dx, where B = [0,∞). Then

F is supported on [a,∞) for all a ∈ R (as [0, a] is compact for every a > 0).
Hence,

⋂

{B ∈ B0 : F is supported on B} = ∅.

We need the following lemma in order to derive the main theorem of this
section.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose F ∈ (C(X), τB)
∗. Then there exists a closed B ∈ B and

a unique FB ∈ (Cb(B), ‖ · ‖∞)∗ such that FB(f |B) = F (f) for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin,
where Cb(B) is the collection of all bounded, continuous functions on B and
‖ h ‖∞= supx∈B |h(x)| for all h ∈ Cb(B).

Proof. Let B ∈ B such that |F | ≤ ρB. Define FB(h) = F (ĥ) for all h ∈ Cb(B),

where ĥ is any continuous extension of h on X . Since F is supported on B,
FB is well-defined and unique. Note that |FB(f)| ≤ ρB(f) = supx∈B |f(x)| =
‖f‖∞ for all f ∈ Cb(B). Thus, FB ∈ (Cb(B), ‖ · ‖∞)∗. �

If B ∈ B and C(X) = C(X)Bfin ⊕ MB, then we denote pB and qB by the

projections of C(X) onto C(X)Bfin and MB, respectively.

Theorem 2.10. Suppose F ∈ (C(X), τB)
∗. Then there exists a closed set

B ∈ B such that F = Hµ ◦ pB + F ◦ qB for some µ ∈ MB supported on B,
that is, F (f) =

∫

X
fdµ for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin. Moreover, ‖µ‖ = sup{|F (f)| :

‖f‖∞ ≤ 1}, where ‖µ‖ represents the total variation of µ which is defined by
‖µ‖ := |µ|(X).

Proof. By Lemma 2.4, F is supported on some closed B ∈ B. By Lemma
2.9, there exists a unique FB ∈ (Cb(B), ‖ · ‖∞)∗ such that FB(f |B) = F (f)
for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin. There exists a closed regular, finite sigma measure ν

on B(B) such that FB(f |B) =
∫

B
f |Bdν for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin. Since B(B) =

{A ∩ B : A ∈ B(X)}, µ(A) := ν(A ∩ B) defines a finite measure on B(X).
It is easy to see that µ is supported on B. We now show that µ is closed
regular. Let A ∈ B(X). Then A ∩ B ∈ B(B). Therefore, for ǫ > 0, there
exist a closed set C and an open set in U in B such that C ⊆ A ∩ B ⊆ U
and |ν|(U \ C) < ǫ. Since B is closed in X , C is closed in X . Take V =
U ∪ (X \ B). Then V is open in X . It is easy to see that C ⊆ A ⊆ V , and
|µ|(V \ C) = |µ|((U \ C) ∩ B) = |ν|(U \ C) < ǫ. Thus, µ is closed regular.
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Note that F (f) = FB(f |B) =
∫

B
f |Bdν =

∫

X
fdµ for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin. Hence,

F = Hµ ◦ pB +H2 ◦ qB for H2 = F |MB
.

It is easy to see that sup{|F (f)| : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1} ≤ |µ|(X) = |µ|(B). Since
µ is closed regular, for ǫ > 0, we have a closed set C and an open set U in
X such that C ⊆ B ⊆ U and |µ| (U \ C) < ǫ. Since C ∩ (X \ U) = ∅, we
have a continuous function h on X such that h|C = ǫ

|µ(B)|+1
, h|X\U = 0, and

‖h‖∞ ≤ 1. Note that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

hdµ− |µ|(B)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C

hdµ+

∫

U\C

hdµ− |µ|(B)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
ǫ|µ|(C)

|µ|(B) + 1
+ |µ| (U \ C) + |µ| (U \ C)

≤
ǫ|µ|(B)

|µ|(B) + 1
+ 2|µ| (U \ C) ≤ 3ǫ.

Thus,
∣

∣

∫

X
hdµ− |µ|(B)

∣

∣ ≤ 3ǫ. Consequently,

|µ|(B) + 3ǫ ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

hdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sup{|F (f)| : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1}.

Hence, ‖µ‖ = sup{|F (f)| : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1}. �

Remark 2.11. Suppose B = K, the collection of all non-empty compact
subsets of X . Then for each B ∈ B, ρB is a seminorm on C(X). Which
implies that MB = {0}. Consequently, qB = 0. Hence, every continuous
linear functional F on (C(X), τk) has the form F = Hµ for some finite Borel
measure µ supported on some compact subset of X . Since Cb(X) is dense in
(C(X), τB), the function

‖F‖op = sup{|F (f)| : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1}

defines a norm on (C(X), τB)
∗. As ‖F‖op = ‖µ‖, ((C(X), τB)

∗, ‖ · ‖op) is
isometrically isomorphic to (MK, ‖ · ‖).

Corollary 2.12. Suppose B ⊆ K. Then ((C(X), τB)
∗, ‖ · ‖op) is isometrically

isomorphic to (MB, ‖ · ‖).

3. Comparison between the duals of (C(X), τB) and (C(X), τ sB)

As mentioned earlier an extended locally convex space (elcs) may not form
a topological vector space. Therefore, we may not directly apply the classical
techniques of locally convex spaces to these new spaces. To address this prob-
lem, the authors in [15] constructed the finest locally convex topology for an
elcs which is still coarser than the given extended locally convex space topology
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(they called this topology by flc topology (τF )). It is also shown in the same
paper that if τF and τ sF are the flc topologies for (C(X), τB) and (C(X), τ sB),
respectively, then τF coincides with τ sF if and only if B is shielded from closed
sets. A natural question one can ask here is when both the spaces have the
same weak topologies? Which is equivalent to asking when both the spaces
have the same dual? We show that the inclusion (C(X), τB) ⊆ (C(X), τ sB)
may be strict. We also find the condition under which both the spaces have
the same dual.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose 0 6= F ∈ (C(X), τ sB)
∗. Then there exists a closed B ∈ B

such that F is supported on Bδ for every δ > 0.

Proof. It is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4. �

Recall from [5] that a superset A1 of A is said to be a shield for A if for
every non-empty closed set C ⊆ X with C ∩A1 = ∅, C is not near to A, that
is, C∪Aδ = ∅ for some δ > 0. A bornology B is said to be shielded from closed
sets if every member of B has a closed shield in B.

The next example shows that, in general, (C(X), τB)
∗ may not coincide with

(C(X), τ sB)
∗.

Example 3.2. Suppose X = R and B is the bornology induced by the base

B0 = {N ∪A : A is any non-empty finite subset of R}.

Note that if A is any finite subset of R. Then there exists a k > 3 such that
A∩ [k,∞) = ∅. Since an arbitrary union of a locally finite family of closed sets
is closed (see, Corollary 1.1.12, p. 17 in [10]), C :=

⋃

n≥k

[

n+ 1
n
, n+ 1− 1

n

]

is

closed in R. It is easy to prove that C ∩ (N ∪ A) = ∅ and Nδ ∩ C 6= ∅ for all
δ > 0. So, B is not shielded from closed sets. Thus, τB ( τ sB on C(X).

We now construct an F ∈ (C(X), τ sB)
∗\(C(X), τB)

∗. Let B = N. Then ρsB is
continuous on (C(X), τ sB). Consequently, C(X)Bs

fin = {f ∈ C(X) : (ρsB)(f) <
∞} is clopen in (C(X), τ sB). Define an h ∈ C(X) by

h(x) =











0, if x ≤ 1

n(n + 1)(x− n), if n ≤ x ≤ n + 1
n+1

for n ∈ N

(n+ 1)(n+ 1− x), if n+ 1
n+1

≤ x ≤ n + 1 for n ∈ N.

Clearly, h(n) = 0 for all n ∈ N. Suppose δ > 0. Then for every posi-
tive integer m with 1

m
< δ, we have m + 1

m+1
∈ Bδ and h(m + 1

m+1
) = m.

Consequently, supx∈Bδ |h(x)| = ∞. Since this holds for all δ > 0, ρsB(h) = ∞.
Therefore, h /∈ C(X)Bs

fin. SupposeMBs
is any algebraic complement of C(X)Bs

fin

containing h. Then C(X) = C(X)Bs

fin⊕MBs
becomes a topological direct sum.
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Consider the linear function F defined by

F (f) =

∫ 3

2

1

qBs
(f)(x)dx for all f ∈ C(X),

where qBs
is the projection of C(X) on MBs

. Note that |F (f)| ≤ ρsB(f) for
all f ∈ C(X). Therefore, F ∈ (C(X), τ sB)

∗. It should be noted that F is
supported on Nδ for every δ > 0. Let F ∈ (C(X), τB)

∗. By Lemma 2.4, there
exists a finite set A ⊆ R such that F is supported on N∪A. Consider a bounded
function g ∈ C(X) such that g|A∪N = h|A∪N. It is easy to see that g ∈ C(X)Bs

fin

and g − h|A∪N = 0. Since qBs
(g − h) = −h, F (g − h) = −

∫ 3

2

1
h(x)dx 6= 0. We

arrive at a contradiction.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose B is a bornology on X with a closed base B0. Then
the following statements are equivalent:

(1) τB = τ sB on C(X);
(2) B is shielded from closed sets;
(3) (C(X), τB)

∗ = (C(X), τ sB)
∗.

Proof. The implications (1)⇔(2)⇒(3) follow from Theorem 4.1 in [5].
(3)⇒(2). Suppose B0 ∈ B does not have any closed shield in B, that is,

for all closed set B ∈ B with B0 ⊆ B, there exists a closed set CB such that
CB ∩ B = ∅ and CB ∩ Bδ

0 6= ∅ for all δ > 0. Let C(X) = C(X)B0s
fin ⊕ MB0s.

Consider the linear functional F on C(X) defined by F (f) := G(qB0s(f)),
where G is any linear functional on MB0s such that G(h) = 0 only if h = 0.
Note that |F (f)| ≤ ρsB0

(f) for all f ∈ C(X). Thus, F ∈ (C(X), τ sB)
∗. By our

hypothesis, F ∈ (C(X), τB)
∗. By Lemma 2.4, F is supported on some closed

set A ∈ B. Take D = A∪B0. Clearly, D ∈ B and B0 ⊆ D. Since B0 does not
have any closed shield in B, there exists a closed set CD such that CD ∩D = ∅

and CD ∩ Bδ
0 6= ∅ for all δ > 0. Let xn ∈ CD ∩ B

1

n

0 . Note that if xnk
is any

subsequence of (xn) which converges to x, then there exists a sequence (bnk
) in

B0 such that d(xnk
, bnk

) < 1
nk

→ 0. Thus, x ∈ B0 ∩D. Which is not possible.

Therefore, no subsequence of (xn) is convergent in X . Thus, P = {xn : n ∈ N}
is a closed, discrete subset of X . We can always find an h ∈ C(X) such that
h|D = 0 and h(xn) = n for all n ∈ N. Consequently, h|A = 0 and qB0s(h) 6= 0.
Thus, h|A = 0 and F (h) 6= 0. We arrive at a contradiction as F is supported
on A. �

4. Topology of uniform convergence on bounded sets

In section 2, we have noted that ((C(X), τk)
∗, ‖·‖op) is isometrically isomor-

phic to (MK, ‖ · ‖), where τk is the compact open topology on C(X). However,
the ‖ · ‖op shows no relation with B. In the case of a Hausdorff locally convex
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space (Z, τ), the generalization of the operator norm topology is the strong
topology, which is the topology of uniform convergence on bounded subsets of
Z. The suitable adaptation of this topology for an elcs has been studied in
[14, 16, 17] (they denoted this topology by τucb).

In this section, we first compare τucb with ‖ · ‖op. We then identify the
conditions under which τucb is normable, and derive a topology on MB that
shares a connection with (C(X), τB)

∗ when endowed with τucb. We begin with
the following definition.

Definition 4.1. ([14]) Suppose (Z, τ) is an elcs. Then A ⊆ Z is said to be
bounded in (Z, τ) if for every neighborhood U of 0, there exist an r > 0 and a
finite set F ⊆ Z such that A ⊆ F + rU .

The following points about bounded subsets of an elcs (Z, τ) are either easy
to verify or given in [14].

(1) Every finite subset of Z is bounded.
(2) If (Z, τ) is a locally convex space, then A ⊆ Z is bounded if and only if

for every neighborhood U of 0, there exists an r > 0 such that A ⊆ rU .
(3) The collection of all bounded sets forms a bornology on Z.
(4) If A is bounded, then for all f ∈ Z∗, f(A) is bounded. The converse of

this holds if (Z, τ) forms a locally convex space.

Definition 4.2. ([14]) Let (Z, τ) be an elcs. Then the topology τucb, on
Z∗, of uniform convergence on bounded subsets of (Z, τ) is induced by the
collection P = {ρA : A is a bounded subset of (Z, τ)} of seminorms on Z∗,
where ρA(F ) = supx∈A |F (x)| for all x ∈ Z∗.

The following points about τucb are given in [14].

(1) The space (Z∗, τucb) forms a locally convex space.
(2) The collection N = {A◦ : A is bounded in (Z, τ)} gives a neighborhood

base at 0 in (Z∗, τucb), where A◦ := {F ∈ Z∗ : |F (x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈ A}.
(3) For an lcs (Z, τ), τucb coincides with its strong topology.

Proposition 4.3. The map ‖ · ‖op defines a norm on (C(X), τB)
∗ if and only

if B ⊆ K.

Proof. Suppose B ∈ B is not compact. Then C(X)Bfin is a proper open sub-

space of (C(X), τB). Let C(X) = C(X)Bfin⊕MB . Consider a linear functional

F on C(X) such that F (f) = 0 for all f ∈ C(X)Bfin and F (f) 6= 0 for some non-

zero f ∈ MB. Clearly, F is a non zero continuous functional on (C(X)Bfin, τB)

as |F (f)| ≤ ρB(f) for all f ∈ C(X). Since Cb(X) ⊆ C(X)Bfin, ‖F‖op = 0.
Conversely, if B ⊆ K, then Cb(X) is dense in (C(X), τB). Thus, ‖ · ‖op defines
a norm on (C(X), τB)

∗. �
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The natural question one can ask here are both the topologies τucb and
‖ · ‖op coincide for B = K? The next example shows that, in general, it may
not always be the case.

Example 4.4. Suppose X = R and B = K. For each m ∈ N, consider the
functions fm defined by

fm(x) =











0, if x < 0

x, if 0 ≤ x ≤ m

m, if x > m

Note that if K = [a, b], then supx∈K |fm(x)| ≤ supx∈K |fm0
(x)| ≤ m0 for

m0 > b. Therefore, A = {fm : m ∈ N} is bounded in (C(X), τB). Thus, A◦

gives a neighborhood at 0 in ((C(X), τB)
∗, τucb). Let τucb = τ‖·‖op. Then there

exists an r > 0 such that Bop[0, r] ⊆ A◦, where Bop[0, r] = {F ∈ (C(X), τB)
∗ :

‖F‖op ≤ r}. Consequently, A ⊆ (A◦)◦ ⊆ (Bop[0, r])◦, where (A◦)◦ = {f ∈
C(X) : |F (f)| ≤ 1 for all F ∈ A◦}. Which is not true as for k ∈ N with

kr > 1, the continuous linear functional F (f) :=
∫ k+r

k
f(x)dx belongs to

Bop[0, r], but |F (fk)| =
∫ k+r

k
fk(x)dx =

∫ k+r

k
kdx = kr > 1.

We next find conditions under which the topology τucb is normable on
(C(X), τ sB)

∗ (or (C(X), τB)
∗). We use the following well known results in the

sequel.

(1) A locally convex space topology is normable if and only if it has a bounded
neighborhood at 0 (see, Theorem 6.2.1, p. 160 in [22]).

(2) If (Z, τ) is an elcs and A◦ is bounded in (Z∗, τucb), then A is absorbing in
Z (it follows from Theorem 3.2 in [15] and Theorem 8.3.5, p. 234 in [22]).

Proposition 4.5. Suppose τucb on (C(X), τ sB)
∗ (or (C(X), τB)

∗) is normable.
Then B ⊆ K.

Proof. Let B be a closed, convex, and bounded subset of (C(X), τ sB) such that
B◦ gives a bounded neighborhood at 0 in ((C(X), τ sB)

∗, τucb). Consequently, B
is an absorbing subset of C(X). Let A ∈ B be closed. Then B ⊆ ρ−1

A ([0, r))+F

for some r > 0 and finite subset F of C(X). Therefore, B ⊆ C(X)Bfin ⊕M for
some finite dimensional subspace M of C(X). If A is not compact, then there
exists a closed, discrete subset D = {xk : k ∈ N} of A. For n ∈ N, consider
the continuous function hn : X → R such that

hn(xk) =

{

0, when k < n

k2n, when k ≥ n

Note that if
∑m

j=1 αjhnj
= 0, then for all 1 ≤ j ≤ m,

∑m
j=1 αjhnj

(xnj
) =

∑m

i=j αin
2ni

j = 0. Consequently, αj = 0 for all j. Thus, the set K = {hn :
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n ∈ N} is linearly independent. Since B is absorbing, K ⊆ C(X)Bfin ⊕M . We

next show that span(K)∩C(X)Bfin = {0}. Let h :=
∑m

i=1 αihi for αm > 0 and

m > 1. Then for k > max{m2, |αi|
αm

: 1 ≤ i ≤ m}, we have

h(xk) =
m
∑

i=1

αihi(xk) =
m
∑

i=1

αik
2i

≥ αmk
2m −

m−1
∑

i=1

|αi|k
2i ≥ αmk

2m + k2(m−1)kαm

m
∑

j=1

1

≥ αmk
2m−1(k −m2).

Thus, h /∈ C(X)Bfin. Hence, span(K) ∩ C(X)Bfin = {0}. Consequently, the

codimension of C(X)Bfin in C(X)Bfin ⊕M is infinite as C(X)Bfin ⊕ span(K) ⊆

C(X)Bfin ⊕M . Which is not possible. �

Recall that an lcs (Z, τ) is quasibarreled if each bornivorous (a set which is
absolutely convex, closed, and absorbs all bounded subsets of Z) is a neigh-
borhood of 0 (see, [12, 22]).

Proposition 4.6. Suppose (Z, τ) is a quasibarreled lcs. Then the strong dual
(Z∗, τs) is normable if and only if (Z, τ) is normable.

Proof. Suppose (Z∗, τs) is normable. Then its the strong dual Z∗∗ is normable.
Since (Z, τ) is quasibarreled, Z is isomorphic to its canonical image J(Z) ⊆
Z∗∗. Hence, (Z, τ) is normable. �

Suppose (Z, τ) is an elcs. We denote τF by the finest locally convex topology
(flc topology) for (Z, τ) which is still coarser than τ . The space (Z, τF ) is called
the finest space for (Z, τ) (see, [6, 15]).

Theorem 4.7. Suppose B is a bornology on X such that the finest space
(C(X), τF ) for (C(X), τB) is quasibarreled. Then the following statements are
equivalent.

(1) The topology τucb on the dual of (C(X), τB) is normable;
(2) τucb on the dual of (C(X), τ sB) is normable;
(3) τB is normable on C(X);
(4) τ sB is normable on C(X);
(5) X is compact and X ∈ B.

Proof. The implications (1) ⇔ (2) follow from Theorem 4.1 of [5] and Propo-
sition 4.5. The implications (3) ⇔ (4) ⇔ (5) are easy to prove as for B ∈ B,
ρB (or ρsB) gives a norm on C(X) if and only if B = X and B is compact.

(1) ⇒ (3). By Proposition 4.5, B ⊆ K. Therefore, τB = τF . Hence, by
Proposition 4.6, τB is normable.



A STUDY ON THE DUAL SPACES OF (C(X), τB) AND (C(X), τ s
B) 13

(5) ⇒ (1). If B = X is compact, then τB is induced by the supremum norm.
Consequently, its strong dual is normable. �

Corollary 4.8. For every metric space X, the strong dual of (C(X), τk)
((C(X), τp)) is normable if and only if X is compact (finite).

Proof. For every metric space X , (C(X), τk) and (C(X), τp) are always quasi-
barreled (see, Corollary 3 and Theorem 5, p. 234 in [12]). It now follows from
Theorem 4.7. �

We have noted in Proposition 4.3 that the operator norm may not define a
norm on (C(X), τB)

∗ when B ) K. Therefore, we introduce a topology σ on
MB(X) that establishes a strong relationship with ((C(X), τB)

∗, τucb).
In the proof of Theorem 2.10, we have seen that if µ ∈ MB(X), then

‖µ‖ = sup

{
∫

X

fdµ : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1

}

.

If we replace {f : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1} by any other bounded set B of (C(X), τB), then
the map ωB(µ) = supf∈B

∣

∣

∫

X
fdµ

∣

∣ for µ ∈ MB may attain the infinite value.

However, if D ∈ B such that C(X)Dfin ⊆ C(X)Bfin for all B ∈ B, then for every

bounded subset B of C(X)Dfin, ωB defines a seminorm on MB. These spaces are
referred to in the literature as fundamental extended locally convex spaces.

Definition 4.9. ([15, 23]) An elcs (Z, τ) is said to be a fundamental elcs if
Zfin is open in (Z, τ), where

Zfin =
⋂

{

Zρ
fin : ρ is a continuous extended seminorm on (Z, τ)

}

.

Proposition 4.10. The following statements are equivalent for a bornology B
on X.

(1) (C(X), τB) forms a fundamental elcs.
(2) There exists a D ∈ B such that C(X)Dfin ⊆ C(X)Bfin for all B ∈ B.

Proof. Suppose D ∈ B and r > 0 such that ρ−1
D ([0, r)) ⊆

⋂

B∈B C(X)Bfin. It

is now easy to see that C(X)Dfin ⊆ C(X)Bfin for all B ∈ B. Conversely, if ρ
is any continuous extended seminorm on (C(X), τB), then ρ ≤ ρB for some
B ∈ B. Consequently,

⋂

B∈B C(X)Bfin ⊆ C(X)ρfin for all continuous extended
seminorm ρ on (C(X), τB). Thus, (C(X), τB) forms a fundamental elcs. �

Now, suppose B is a bornology such that (C(X), τB) forms a fundamental
elcs. Then there exists a D ∈ B, such that C(X)Dfin ⊆ C(X)Bfin for all B ∈
B. Let σ be the topology on MB(X) induced by the directed family {ωB :
B is a bounded subset of C(X)Dfin} of seminorms. Then (MB(X), σ) forms a
locally convex space.
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Theorem 4.11. Suppose B is a bornology on X such that (C(X), τB) forms
a fundamental elcs. Then there exists a D ∈ B such that ((C(X), τB)

∗, τucb) is
isomorphic to product space (MB(X), σ)×(M∗, τw∗), where C(X) = C(X)Dfin⊕
M and τw∗ is the weak∗ topology on the dual M∗ of M .

Proof. Let D ∈ B such that C(X)Dfin ⊆ C(X)Bfin for all B ∈ B. Suppose

C(X) = C(X)Dfin ⊕M . Consider the map

Ψ : (MB(X), σ)× (M∗, τw∗) → ((C(X), τB)
∗, τucb)

defined by

(µ,H) 7→

∫

X

pD(f)dµ+H(qD(f)) for f ∈ C(X),

where pD and qD are the projections of C(X) onto C(X)Dfin and M , respec-

tively. Clearly, Ψ is linear. If
∫

X
pD(f)dµ +H(qD(f)) = 0 for all f ∈ C(X),

then H = 0 and ‖µ‖ = 0 as ‖µ‖ = sup
{
∣

∣

∫

X
fdµ

∣

∣ : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1
}

. Consequently,
µ = 0 and H = 0. Thus, Ψ is injective. Since C(X)Dfin ⊕M is a topological

direct sum and C(X)Dfin ⊆ C(X)Bfin for all B ∈ B, by Theorem 2.10, Ψ is
surjective.

For the continuity of Ψ, let B be a bounded set in (C(X), τB). Clearly,
pD(B) is a bounded subset of C(X)Dfin. Suppose r > 0 and F is a finite subset

of M such that B ⊆ ρ−1
D ([0, r)) + F. Consequently, qD(B) is a finite subset of

M . Note that

sup
f∈B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

pD(f)dµ+H(qD(f))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sup
f∈B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

pD(f)dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ sup
f∈B

|H(qD(f))|

≤ sup
f∈pD(B)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

fdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ sup
f∈qD(F)

|H(f)|

= ωpD(B)(µ) + ρqD(B)(H).

Hence, Ψ is continuous. Now, let B and F be any bounded and finite subsets
of C(X)Dfin and M , respectively. Then B ∪ F is bounded in (C(X), τB) and

sup
f∈B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

fdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ sup
f∈F

|H(f)| ≤ sup
f∈B∪F

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X

pD(f)dµ+H(qD(f))

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Therefore, Ψ−1 is continuous. Hence, Ψ is an isomorphism. �

Note that for every relatively compact set B ⊆ X , ρB forms a seminorm
on C(X). Consequently, MB = {0}. Therefore, for B ⊆ K, σ is induced by
{ωB : B is bounded in (C(X), τB)}. Thus, the following theorem follows from
Theorem 4.11.

Theorem 4.12. For every B ⊆ K, (C(X), τB)
∗ is isomorphic to (MB(X), σ).
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Remark 4.13. If we take X ∈ B and X is compact, then σ and τB will be
induced by the total variation norm ‖ · ‖ and the supremum norm ‖ · ‖∞,
respectively.

Remark 4.14. Observe that for every K ( B, the operator norm ‖ · ‖op no
longer defines a norm on (C(X), τB)

∗. Therefore, the topology σ may serve
as a suitable candidate for studying the functional-analytic properties of the
function space (C(X), τB).
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