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ON COMPLEMENTED COPIES OF THE SPACE c0 IN SPACES Cp(X,E)

CHRISTIAN BARGETZ, JERZY KĄKOL, AND DAMIAN SOBOTA

Abstract. We study the question for which Tychonoff spaces X and locally convex spaces
E the space Cp(X,E) of continuous E-valued functions on X contains a complemented copy
of the space (c0)p = {x ∈ R

ω : x(n) → 0}, both endowed with the pointwise topology.
We provide a positive answer for a vast class of spaces, extending classical theorems of
Cembranos, Freniche, and Domański and Drewnowski, proved for the case of Banach and
Fréchet spaces Ck(X,E). For given infinite Tychonoff spaces X and Y , using the results
of Henriksen and Woods and analysing relations between the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) and the
space SCp(X × Y ) of separately continuous real-valued functions on the product X × Y ,
we show that Cp(X,Cp(Y )) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p if and only if any of the
spaces Cp(X) and Cp(Y ) contains such a subspace. This approach applies also to show that,
contrary to the case of the compact-open topology, for every infinite compact spaces X and
Y the space Cp(X × Y ) cannot be mapped onto the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) by a continuous
linear operator.

1. Introduction

For a topological space X and a locally convex space E, by Cp(X,E) and Ck(X,E) we
denote the space of all continuous E-valued functions on X endowed with the pointwise
topology (i.e. the topology inherited from the product EX) and the compact-open topology,
respectively. Similarly, if X is a compact space and E is a Banach space, by C(X,E) we
mean the Banach space of all continuous E-valued functions on X endowed with the sup-
norm topology. If E = R, then we simply write C(X), Cp(X) and Ck(X) instead of C(X,R),
Cp(X,R) and Ck(X,R), respectively.

Recall the following result due to Cembranos ([10]) and Freniche ([15, Corollary 2.5]).

Theorem 1.1 (Cembranos, Freniche). For an infinite compact space X and an infinite-
dimensional Banach space E, the Banach space C(X,E) contains a complemented copy of
the Banach space c0.

Theorem 1.1 was extended by Domański and Drewnowski ([11, Theorem 1, p. 260]) to
Fréchet spaces of the form Ck(X,E).

Theorem 1.2 (Domański–Drewnowski). Let X be a Tychonoff space which contains an in-
finite compact subset and E a Fréchet space which is not Montel. Then the Fréchet space
Ck(X,E) contains a complemented copy of the space c0.

Both of the theorems have important consequences. E.g., since for each Tychonoff space X
and locally compact space Y , the spaces Ck(X × Y ) and Ck(X,Ck(Y )) are linearly homeo-
morphic (in short, isomorphic), see [29, Corollary 2.5.7], Theorem 1.1 yields that for infinite
compact spaces X and Y the Banach space C(X × Y ) contains a complemented copy of c0.
Similarly, if X is a Tychonoff space containing an infinite compact subset and Y is a locally
compact and σ-compact Tychonoff space, then Ck(Y ) is an infinite-dimensional Fréchet space
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which is not a Montel space ([18, Theorem 11.8.7]), and hence Theorem 1.2 implies that
Ck(X × Y ) ≈ Ck(X,Ck(Y )) contains a complemented copy of c0.

Let the space (c0)p = {x ∈ R
ω : x(n) → 0} be endowed with the pointwise topology

inherited from R
ω. The present paper deals with the following “delicate” question, motivated

by Theorems 1.1 and 1.2:

(∗) When does a given space Cp(X,E) contain a complemented copy of the space (c0)p?

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 were derived by their authors from the celebrated Josefson–Nissenzweig
theorem or one of its many variants. Recall that the theorem states that every infinite-
dimensional Banach space E admits a weakly* null sequence (e′n)n∈ω in the dual space E′ of
E such that ‖e′n‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω. Following Banakh and Gabriyelyan [3] we say that a
locally convex space E has the Josefson–Nissenzweig Property (JNP, in short) if the identity
map (E′, σ(E′, E)) → (E′, β∗(E′, E)) on the topological dual E′ of E is not sequentially con-
tinuous. The Josefson–Nissenzweig theorem implies that every infinite-dimensional Banach
space has the JNP, see Section 4 for more details concerning the property.

Following the argument of Domański and Drewnowski, we show in Theorem 6.2 that for a
Tychonoff space X containing an infinite compact subset and a barrelled locally convex space
E with the Josefson–Nissenzweig property, the space Cp(X,E) contains a complemented copy
of (c0)p. This not only generalises Theorem 1.1 (see Corollary 6.5) and provides a Cp-variant of
Theorem 1.2 (Corollary 6.4), but also has several applications. For example, we get that if X
is an infinite Tychonoff space and Y is an infinite compact space, then the space Cp(X,C(Y ))
contains a complemented copy of R

ω or a complemented copy of (c0)p (Corollary 6.6; see
also Corollary 6.7 for a Ck(X,Ck(Y ))-version). We immediately get from this that the space
Cp(X,C(Y )) is isomorphic to Cp(X,C(Y )) × R (Corollary 6.9), which extends the number
of known cases of locally convex spaces E for which E ≈ E × R, see the remark following
Corollary 6.9 and concerning a problem of Arkhangel’ski.

We also investigate the case of spaces of the form Cp(X,Ew), where Ew means a locally
convex spaces E endowed with its weak topology w = σ(E,E′). Using again a variant of
the Josefson–Nissenzweig theorem due to Domański and Drewnowski (see Lemma 7.1), we
claim in Theorem 7.2 that for every Tychonoff space X containing an infinite compact subset
and locally convex space E containing a copy of the Banach space ℓ1, the space Cp(X,Ew)
contains a complemented copy of (c0)p. As a corollary we get that if X is a Tychonoff space
which contains an infinite compact subset and Y is an infinite Tychonoff space containing
a non-scattered compact subset, then also Cp(X,Ck(Y )w) contains a complemented copy of
(c0)p, see Corollary 7.3. This applies to show that, e.g., there is no continuous linear surjection
from Cp(βω,Cp(βω)) onto Cp(βω,C(βω)w), as well as that for every infinite compact space
X the spaces Cp(X) and C(X)w are not isomorphic (which is a special case of Krupski–
Marciszewski’s [26, Corollary 3.2], cf. Remark 3.10).

In the case of spaces of the form Cp(X,Cp(Y )) question (∗) is fully answered. To achieve
this, we first show that for every Tychonoff spaces X and Y the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) is isomor-
phic to the space SCp(X × Y ) of separately continuous real-valued functions on the product
X×Y endowed with the pointwise topology (Theorem 3.1), which, on the other hand, by Hen-
riksen and Woods [16, Proposition 2.1], is equal to the space Cp(X × Y, σ), where σ denotes
the weak topology on the product X × Y induced by all separately continuous real-valued
functions. The results of [16] allow us then to obtain Theorem 4.2 stating that for infinite X
and Y the space Cp(X × Y, σ) has the JNP if and only if Cp(X) has the JNP or Cp(Y ) has
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the JNP. Finally, using the characterisation of those spaces Cp(Z) which have the JNP, due to
Banakh, Kąkol and Śliwa (Theorem 5.1), we get in Theorem 5.2 that Cp(X,Cp(Y )) contains
a complemented copy of (c0)p if and only if any of the spaces Cp(X) and Cp(Y ) contains such
a copy.

As a by-product to the above arguments we obtain that the corresponding Cp-variant of the
above mentioned [29, Corollary 2.5.7] (concerning isomorphisms between spaces Ck(X × Y )
and Ck(X,Ck(Y ))) fails, that is, in Corollary 3.8 we prove that for every infinite compact
space X and every infinite pseudocompact space Y the space Cp(X × Y ) cannot be linearly
mapped onto the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )), which, in particular, implies that these function spaces
cannot be isomorphic.

The plan of the paper is as follows. The next section contains most of the basic definitions
and symbols which we frequently use in the paper. In Section 3 we investigate relations
between spaces of the form Cp(X×Y ) and Cp(X,Cp(Y )). Section 4 is devoted to the Josefson–
Nissenzweig property of Cp(X,Cp(Y ))-spaces. In Sections 5, 6, and 7 we study the question
of when the space (c0)p is complemented in spaces of the form Cp(X,Cp(Y )), Cp(X,E), and
Cp(X,Ew), respectively.

2. Preliminaries

The cardinality of a set X is denoted by |X|. By ω we denote the first infinite cardinal
number, i.e., the cardinality of the space of natural numbers N. Usually we identify ω with
N, so ω is an infinite countable discrete topological space, and thus topological notions like
the Čech–Stone compactifiaction βω of ω make sense. We denote the remainder βω \ω of this
compactification by ω∗.

We assume that all topological spaces we consider are Tychonoff, that is, completely
regular and Hausdorff. If (X, τ) is a topological space (with the topology τ) and Y ⊆ X, then
by τ ↾ Y we mean the restriction of τ on Y , that is, τ ↾ Y = {U ∩ Y : U ∈ τ}.

We also assume that Fréchet spaces are locally convex. If E is a locally convex space, by
E′ we denote its topological dual. For a Tychonoff space X we write Lp(X) = Cp(X)′. Recall
that each ϕ ∈ Lp(X) may be uniquely represented as a finite linear combination of point-
measures on X, i.e. ϕ =

∑

x∈X α
ϕ
xδx, where αϕ

x ∈ R and only for finitely many x ∈ X we have
αϕ
x 6= 0. If A ⊆ X, then we set ϕ ↾ A =

∑

x∈A α
ϕ
xδx. We put supp(ϕ) = {x ∈ X : αϕ

x 6= 0},
and define the norm ‖ϕ‖ of ϕ by the formula

‖ϕ‖ =
∑

x∈supp(ϕ)

|αϕ
x |.

For a locally convex space E, Ew denotes the pair (E, σ(E,E′))), i.e. the space E endowed
with its weak topology. It is easy to see that for every Tychonoff space X we have Cp(X) =
(Cp(X))w.

Note that if P is a family of semi-norms on a locally convex space E inducing the topology
of E, then the pointwise topology of Cp(X,E) is induced by the family Q of semi-norms given
for every f ∈ Cp(X,E) by the formula:

qx1,...,xn;p(f) = max
i=1,...,n

p(f(xi)),
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where p ∈ P and x1, . . . , xk ∈ X; see [35, Section I.2]. In particular, if E = Cp(Y ) for
Tychonoff Y , then the topology on E is induced by the semi-norms:

py1,...,ym(f) = max
i=1,...,m

|f(yi)|,

with y1, . . . , ym ∈ Y , whence the topology on Cp(X,E) is given by the semi-norms of the form:

qx1,...,xn;y1,...,ym(f) = max
i=1,...,n

max
j=1...,m

|f(xi)(yj)|,

where x1, . . . , xn ∈ X and y1, . . . , ym ∈ Y .
If E and F are both locally convex, we write E ≈ F if E and F are isomorphic (i.e.

linearly homeomorphic). We also say that E contains a complemented copy of F (or that F
is complemented in E) if there are closed linear subspaces E1 and E2 of E such that E is a
direct algebraic sum of E1 and E2 (i.e. E = E1 ⊕ E2 as a vector space and E1 ∩ E2 = {0}),
E1 is isomorphic to F , and the natural projection from E onto E1 is continuous.

By S we denote the non-trivial convergent sequence, i.e. the space S = {0} ∪ {1/n : n ∈
ω, n > 0} the usual topology inherited from the real line. By c0 we mean the usual Banach
space of all real-valued sequences convergent to 0, i.e. c0 = {x ∈ R

ω : x(n) → 0} endowed
with the supremum norm. The symbol (c0)p denotes the space c0 with the pointwise topology
inherited from the product R

ω. Note that (c0)p ≈ Cp(S) (see [38, p.397]).
All other necessary and possibly non-standard notions will be defined where we need them.

3. Cp(X × Y ) versus Cp(X,Cp(Y ))

It is well known that if X is a Tychonoff space and Y is a locally compact Hausdorff
space, the spaces Ck(X × Y ) and Ck(X,Ck(Y )) are isomorphic (see [29, Corollary 2.5] or [12,
Theorems 3.4.8–3.4.10]). Motivated by this result, we will analyse the relation between the
spaces Cp(X × Y ) and Cp(X,Cp(Y )) for general Tychonoff spaces X and Y .

We start with the following standard definition. Let X and Y be Tychonoff spaces. Recall
that a function f : X × Y → R is separately continuous if the functions Y ∋ y 7→ f(x0, y)
and X ∋ x 7→ f(x, y0) are continuous for every x0 ∈ X and y0 ∈ Y . Of course, if a function
is continuous, then it is separately continuous, but the converse may not hold. A standard
example of a separately continuous but not continuous function is the function s : [0, 1]2 → R

defined as follows:

s(x, y) =

{

2xy
x4+y4

, if (x, y) 6= (0, 0)

0, if (x, y) = (0, 0).

s is not continuous at (0, 0) as well as it is not bounded, since s(1/n, 1/n) = n2 for every
n > 0. Given two infinite compact spaces X and Y , using the function s and appropriate
mappings from X and Y into [0, 1], one can easily construct a separately continuous function
on the product X×Y which is not continuous. For more information on separately continuous
functions we refer the reader to [30, 33, 34, 16, 5, 14], and the references therein.

Fix two Tychonoff spaces X and Y . By SC(X × Y ) we denote the space of all real-valued
separately continuous functions on X ×Y and by SCp(X ×Y ) we mean SC(X ×Y ) endowed
with the pointwise topology. Note that C(X × Y ) is a linear subspace of SC(X × Y ). Since
Cp(X × Y ) is dense in the product R

X×Y , it is also dense in SCp(X × Y ).
We consider the mapping A : SCp(X × Y ) → Cp(X,Cp(Y )) defined as follows: for every

f ∈ SCp(X × Y ), A(f) is the only mapping in Cp(X,Cp(Y )) such that A(f)(x)(y) = f(x, y)
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for every x ∈ X and y ∈ Y , that is,

SCp(X × Y ) ∋ f
A
7−→

[

x 7→ [y 7→ f(x, y)]
]

∈ Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

Theorem 3.1. The mapping A is a well-defined isomorphism between the spaces SCp(X×Y )
and Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

Proof. We first need to show that A is well-defined, that is, it takes values in the space
Cp(X,Cp(Y )). Fix f ∈ SCp(X × Y ) and x ∈ X. Since the function f(x, ·) is continuous on
Y , we have A(f)(x) ∈ Cp(Y ), so we only need to show that A(f) is continuous at x. Let
y1, . . . , yk ∈ Y and ε > 0 be given. Since f(·, yi) is continuous for every i = 1, . . . , k, there is
an open neighborhood U of x in X such that

|f(x, yi)− f(x′, yi)| < ε

for every x′ ∈ U and i = 1, . . . , k, or, in other words,

|A(f)(x)(yi)−A(f)(x′)(yi)| < ε,

which implies that

A(f)[U ] ⊆ {g ∈ Cp(Y ) : |A(f)(x)(yi)− g(yi)| < ε, ∀i = 1, . . . , k}.

This shows that A(f) : X → Cp(Y ) is continuous at x and hence that A is well-defined.
It is clear that A is a linear mapping. A is injective, since A(f) = A(g) implies that

f(x, y) = A(f)(x)(y) = A(g)(x)(y) = g(x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X × Y , i.e. f = g. Let now
g ∈ Cp(X,Cp(Y )) and put f(x, y) = g(x)(y) for every (x, y) ∈ X × Y . It is immediate
that f(x, ·) is continuous on Y for every x ∈ X. Fix y ∈ Y ; we need to show that f(·, y)
is continuous on X. Let x ∈ X and ε > 0. Since g is continuous at x, there is an open
neighborhood U of x in X such that

g[U ] ⊆ {h ∈ Cp(Y ) : |g(x)(y) − h(y)| < ε}.

In particular, for every x′ ∈ U we have:

|f(x, y)− f(x′, y)| = |g(x)(y) − g(x′)(y)| < ε,

which proves that f(·, y) is continuous at x. It follows that A is surjective, and hence that it
is an algebraic isomorphism of the spaces SCp(X × Y ) and Cp(X,Cp(Y )). It remains to be
proved that A is a topological isomorphism.

Recall that the topology on Cp(X,Cp(Y )) is generated by the semi-norms

qx1,...,xn;y1,...,ym(g) = max
i=1,...,n
j=1,...,m

|g(xi)(yj)|,

where x1, . . . , xn ∈ X and y1, . . . , ym ∈ Y , and hence for every f ∈ SCp(X × Y ) we have

qx1,...,xn;y1,...,ym(A(f)) = max
i=1,...,n
j=1,...,m

|(A(f))(xi)(yj)| = max
i=1,...,n
j=1,...,m

|f(xi, yj)|

= p(x1,y1),...,(xn,ym)(f),

which shows that A is continuous. Now, since

p(x1,y1),...,(xn,yn)(f) ≤ qx1,...,xn;y1,...,yn(A(f))

for every f ∈ SCp(X × Y ), n ∈ ω, x1, . . . , xn ∈ X and y1, . . . , yn ∈ Y , we get that A−1 is also
continuous. It follows that A is a linear homeomorphism. �
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Since Cp(X × Y ) is dense in SCp(X × Y ), we immediately get the following

Corollary 3.2. For every Tychonoff spaces X and Y , the space Cp(X×Y ) embeds as a dense
linear subspace of the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

If X and Y are infinite compact, then it follows from our discussion at the beginning of this
section that Cp(X × Y ) 6= SCp(X × Y ) and hence that A[Cp(X × Y )] 6= Cp(X,Cp(Y )). We
will now show that it is not accidental, as Cp(X × Y ) in the case of infinite compact spaces
X and Y cannot be linearly mapped onto Cp(X,Cp(Y )). However, in order to prove this, we
need to introduce another topology on the product X × Y .

Let X and Y be Tychonoff spaces. By σ let us denote the weak topology on X × Y
generated by the family of all separately continuous functions. This topology was investigated
by Henriksen and Woods [16], who proved among others that:

• (X × Y, σ) is a Tychonoff space ([16, Theorem 4.8]);
• (X×Y, σ) is not pseudocompact provided that bothX and Y are infinite ([16, Corollary

5.9.b]);
• C(X × Y, σ) = SC(X × Y ), i.e. every continuous function on (X × Y, σ) is separately

continuous on X × Y and vice versa ([16, Proposition 2.1]).
By the last listed result and Theorem 3.1 we immediately get the following theorem, which

allows us to treat spaces of the form Cp(X,Cp(Y )) the same way as spaces of the form
Cp(X × Y ).

Theorem 3.3. Let X and Y be Tychonoff spaces. Then, the space Cp(X×Y, σ) is isomorphic
to the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

Using the above result, we will now prove that Cp(X,Cp(Y )) ≈ Cp(Y,Cp(X)) for every
Tychonoff spaces X and Y .

Lemma 3.4. For every Tychonoff spaces X and Y the spaces (X × Y, σ) and (Y ×X,σ) are
homeomorphic.

Proof. Let ϕ : X×Y → Y ×X be given by the formula ϕ(x, y) = (y, x) for every (x, y) ∈ X×Y .
Clearly, ϕ is a bijection. We first show that ϕ is σ-σ-continuous. Note that for every f ∈ R

Y×X

we have:

(∗) f ∈ SC(Y ×X) if and only if f ◦ ϕ ∈ SC(X × Y ).

Fix (x0, y0) ∈ X × Y and let f1, . . . , fn ∈ SC(Y ×X) and ε > 0. The set

V (ϕ(x0, y0); f1, . . . , fn; ε) =

{(v, u) ∈ Y ×X : |fi(ϕ(x0, y0))− fi(v, u)| < ε, i = 1, . . . , n},

is an open basic neighborhood of ϕ(x0, y0) in (Y ×X,σ). By (∗), the set

U((x0, y0); f1 ◦ ϕ, . . . , fn ◦ ϕ; ε) =

{(u, v) ∈ X × Y : |(fi ◦ ϕ)(x0, y0)− (fi ◦ ϕ)(u, v)| < ε, i = 1, . . . , n}

is an open basic neighborhood of (x0, y0) in (X × Y, σ), and it holds:

ϕ
[

U((x0, y0); f1 ◦ ϕ, . . . , fn ◦ ϕ; ε)
]

= V (ϕ(x0, y0); f1, . . . , fn; ε),

which proves that ϕ is continuous.
Using the fact that for every g ∈ R

X×Y we have

g ∈ SC(X × Y ) if and only if g ◦ ϕ−1 ∈ SC(Y ×X),
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we prove similarly that ϕ−1 is σ-σ-continuous. �

Corollary 3.5. For every Tychonoff spaces X and Y the spaces Cp(X×Y, σ) and Cp(Y ×X,σ)
are isomorphic.

By Theorem 3.3, we immediately obtain the following

Theorem 3.6. For every Tychonoff spaces X and Y the spaces Cp(X,Cp(Y )) and Cp(Y,Cp(X))
are isomorphic.

Recall that every continuous linear mapping between two topological vector spaces is uni-
formly continuous ([37, Ex. 134.iv]). Also, if W and Z are such Tychonoff spaces that W is
pseudocompact and there exists a uniformly continuous surjection from Cp(W ) onto Cp(Z),
then Z is pseudocompact ([37, Ex. 193]). Since the space (X × Y, σ) is never pseudocompact
for infinite X and Y , Theorem 3.3 implies the following result.

Theorem 3.7. Let X and Y be infinite pseudocompact spaces such that the product X ×Y is
pseudocompact. Then, the space Cp(X × Y ) cannot be mapped onto the space Cp(X,Cp(Y ))
by a continuous linear map. In particular, Cp(X × Y ) is not isomorphic to Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

The following corollary follows from the fact that the product of a compact space and a
pseudocompact space is pseudocompact.

Corollary 3.8. If X is an infinite compact space and Y an infinite pseudocompact space, then
the space Cp(X × Y ) cannot be mapped onto the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) by a continuous linear
map.

Corollary 3.9. If X and Y are infinite compact spaces, then Cp(X × Y ) is not isomorphic
to Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

We cannot drop the compactness assumption in Corollary 3.9. Indeed, if X and Y are
infinite and Y is discrete, then the canonical mapping A : Cp(X×Y ) → Cp(X,Cp(Y )) defined
above is easily seen to be an isomorphism. Also, [16, Corollary 6.15] states that if X is a
(locally) separable Tychonoff space and Y is a P-space, then C(X × Y ) = SC(X × Y ) and
hence σ coincides with the product topology on X × Y—it follows by Theorem 3.3 that the
spaces Cp(X × Y ) and Cp(X,Cp(Y )) are isomorphic. In particular, if X is a metric compact
space or X = βω and Y a P-space, then Cp(X × Y ) ≈ Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

Remark 3.10. Krupski and Marciszewski [26, Corollary 3.2] proved that for all infinite compact
spaces X and Y the locally convex spaces Cp(X) and C(Y )w are never isomorphic. It follows
that Cp(X × Y ) and C(X × Y )w are not isomorphic. Since C(X × Y )w is isomorphic to
C(X,C(Y ))w, we get that Cp(X × Y ) is not isomorphic to C(X,C(Y ))w. Thus, Corollary
3.9 may be thought of as a Cp-counterpart of the result of Krupski and Marciszewski. This
observation leads to the following relevant question, some issues of which we will study in
Section 7.

Problem 3.11. Let X and Y be infinite compact spaces. Are the spaces Cp(X × Y ) and
Cp(X,C(Y )w) isomorphic?

The next two examples may serve as an illustration to Corollary 3.9.

Example 3.12. Let X = βω \ ω. In [16, Example 5.7] it was proved that |SC(X × X)| >
|C(X ×X)|, hence we get that Cp(X,Cp(X)) has cardinality strictly greater than Cp(X ×X)
and thus the spaces cannot be isomorphic.
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Example 3.13. Let X = [0, 1]ω be endowed with the product topology. From Corollary
3.9 it follows that Cp(X × X) is not isomorphic to Cp(X,Cp(X)). However, [37, Ex. 300]
implies that Cp(X × X) is isomorphic to Cp(X), and hence Cp(X × X) is isomorphic to a
complemented subspace of Cp(X,Cp(X)) (by [35, Theorem I.4.4]). A similar argument may
be provided for any uncountable metrizable totally-disconnected compact space X, e.g. for
the Cantor space (see [37, Ex. 297]).

Problem 3.14. For which infinite compact spaces X, is the space Cp(X × X) isomorphic
to a complemented subspace of the space Cp(X,Cp(X))? In particular, does there exist an
infinite compact space X such that Cp(X) is not isomorphic to Cp(X ×X) and Cp(X ×X) is
isomorphic to a complemented subspace of Cp(X,Cp(X))?

In Corollary 5.5 we describe a class of infinite compact spaces X such that Cp(X ×X) is
not complemented in Cp(X,Cp(X)). Note that if X is an infinite compact space such that
Cp(X ×X) is complemented in Cp(X,Cp(X)), then the latter may be linearly mapped onto
the former—a phenomenon which by Corollary 3.8 cannot occur in the reverse direction.

We finish the section with the following observation.

Proposition 3.15. Let E be a normed space and X a Tychonoff space. Then, the original
pointwise topology of Cp(X,E) coincides with the weak topology of Cp(X,E) if and only if E
is finite-dimensional space.

Proof. If E is finite-dimensional, say E is isomorphic to R
n for some n ∈ ω, then we have:

Cp(X,E) ≈ Cp(X,R
n) ≈ Cp(X)n.

Hence, the pointwise topology and weak topology coincide in Cp(X,E). Conversely, if both of
the topologies coincide, then E is finite-dimensional, since E is isomorphic to a complemented
subspace of Cp(X,E) by [35, Theorem I.4.4]. �

Corollary 3.16. If X is a Tychonoff space and Y is an infinite compact space, then the spaces
Cp(X × Y ) and Cp(X,C(Y )) are not isomorphic.

4. The Josefson–Nissenzweig Property

Following Banakh and Gabriyelyan [3], we say that a locally convex space E has the
Josefson–Nissenzweig property, or the JNP in short, if the identity map

(E′, σ(E′, E)) → (E′, β∗(E′, E))

is not sequentially continuous, i.e. if the dual space E′ contains a weak∗ null sequence which
does not converge for the topology β∗(E′, E). The topology β∗(E′, E) can be described as the
topology of uniform convergence on so-called barrel-bounded sets, i.e. on sets which have the
property that they are absorbed by all barrels—see [3, p. 3] for more details. Note that the
JNP is an isomorphic property, since the transpose of an isomorphism is also an isomorphism
for the above topologies—see e.g. Corollary 8.6.6 in [18, p. 161]. By the famous Josefson–
Nissenzweig Theorem, see e.g. [19, 32, 8], every infinite-dimensional Banach space has the
JNP. On the other hand, no Montel space wnjoys the JNP. Indeed: First, since Montel spaces
are barrelled, the topologies β∗(E′, E) and β(E′, E) coincide. Second, the strong dual of a
Montel space is again Montel and hence on bounded sets the topologies σ(E′, E) and β(E′, E)
coincide. In [6], Bonet, Lindström and Valdivia showed that for Fréchet spaces this is already
a characterisation of the JNP, i.e. a Fréchet space has the JNP if and only if it is not Montel;
see also [27] for a similar characterisation of non-Schwarz Fréchet spaces.
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In the case of Cp(X)-spaces, Banakh and Gabriyelyan proved the following characterisation
of the Josefson–Nissenzweig property.

Theorem 4.1 ([3, Theorem 3.4]). For every Tychonoff space X, the space Cp(X) has the
JNP if and only if there exists a sequence of functionals (ϕn)n∈ω in the dual space Lp(X) of
Cp(X) such that ϕn(f) → 0 for every f ∈ C(X) and ‖ϕn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω.

If a sequence (ϕn)n∈ω of functionals on a given space Cp(X) has the properties as in the
above theorem, then it will be called a JN-sequence on X. The existence of JN-sequences on
arbitrary spaces was intensively studied in [4], [21] and [22], where several classes of Tychonoff
spaces were recognized to (not) admit such sequences (e.g. it appears that for every infinite
compact spaces X and Y their product admits a JN-sequence, see [21, Theorem 11.3]). Note
that if X is pseudocompact and Cp(X) has the JNP, then every JN-sequence on X satisfies
already the conclusion of the Josefson–Nissenzweig theorem for the Banach space C(X) (by
the virtue of the Riesz representation of continuous functionals on C(X)).

The following theorem provides a simple criterion for a space Cp(X×Y, σ) to have the JNP.

Theorem 4.2. Let X and Y be infinite Tychonoff spaces. Then, the space Cp(X × Y, σ) has
the JNP if and only if the space Cp(X) has the JNP or the space Cp(Y ) has the JNP.

Proof. Assume first that Cp(X × Y, σ) has the JNP and let (ϕn)n∈ω be a JN-sequence on
(X × Y, σ). Put:

S =
⋃

n∈ω

supp(ϕn).

By [21, Lemma 4.11] (cf. also [22, Proposition 4.1]), every continuous function f ∈ C(X×Y, σ)
is bounded on S, that is, f [S] is a bounded subset of R. By [16, Corollary 5.9.a], S must be
contained in finitely many vertical sections or finitely many horizontal sections of the product
X × Y .

Let us assume that the former happens, i.e. there are x1, . . . , xm ∈ X such that S ⊆
⋃m

i=1{xi} × Y . Since ‖ϕn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω, there are i0 ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and a subsequence
(ϕnk

)k∈ω such that ‖ϕnk
↾ {xi0} × Y ‖ ≥ 1/m for every k ∈ ω. We claim that the sequence

(ψk)k∈ω defined for every k ∈ ω by the formula

ψk = (ϕnk
↾ {xi0} × Y )

/

‖ϕnk
↾ {xi0} × Y ‖

is a JN-sequence on {xi0} × Y . Obviously, ‖ψk‖ = 1 for every k ∈ ω. Let f ∈ Cp({xi0} × Y ).
Since X is Tychonoff, there is a function g ∈ Cp(X) such that g(xi0) = 1 and g(xi) = 0 for
every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {i0}. For every (x, y) ∈ X × Y we put:

F (x, y) = g(x) · f(xi0 , y).

It follows that F ∈ SC(X ×Y ) = C(X ×Y, σ), F (xi0 , ·) ≡ f(xi0 , ·), and F (xi, ·) ≡ 0 for every
i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}\{i0}. Since (ϕnk

)k∈ω is also a JN-sequence on (X×Y, σ) and S ⊆
⋃m

i=1{xi}×Y ,
we get that

|ψk(f)| ≤ |ϕnk
(F )| ·m→ 0

as k → ∞. This proves that (ψk)k∈ω is a JN-sequence on {xi0} × Y—it follows easily that
Cp(Y ) has the JNP, too.

If S is contained in finitely many horizontal sections of the product X×Y , then we proceed
similarly and prove that Cp(X) has the JNP.
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Let us assume now that, conversely, Cp(X) has the JNP, that is, there is a JN-sequence
(ϕn) on X. For each n ∈ ω write:

ϕn =
kn
∑

i=1

αn
i δxn

i
.

Fix y ∈ Y and define the functional ψn on Cp(X × Y, σ) by the similar formula:

ψn =

kn
∑

i=1

αn
i δ(xn

i ,y)
.

We claim that (ψn)n∈ω is a JN-sequence on (X × Y, σ). Of course, ‖ψn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω.
Let f ∈ Cp(X × Y, σ) = SCp(X × Y ). Then, the function F : X → R defined for every
x ∈ X by F (x) = f(x, y) is continuous on X and thus limn→∞ ϕn(F ) = 0. Since for every
n ∈ ω we have ψn(f) = ϕn(F ), we get that limn→∞ ψn(f) = 0, too. It follows that the space
Cp(X × Y, σ) has the JNP.

We prove similarly that if Cp(Y ) has the JNP, then Cp(X × Y, σ) has the JNP. �

The first part of the proof suggest the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Let X and Y be infinite Tychonoff spaces. Let (ϕn)n∈ω be a sequence in
Lp(X × Y, σ) such that ‖ϕn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω. Set S =

⋃

n∈ω supp(ϕn). If S is contained
in neither finitely many vertical sections nor finitely many horizontal sections, then there exists
f ∈ SC(X × Y ) such that lim supn→∞ |ϕn(f)| > 0.

We will now study the Josefson–Nissenzweig property of the spaces Cp(X,E) for X Ty-
chonoff and E locally convex. Note that by [13, Proposition 19] the topological dual space of
Cp(X,E) is algebraically isomorphic to the space Lp(X)⊗E′, so each functional ϕ ∈ Cp(X,E)′

may be represented as a finite sum of tensor products
∑

i,j

αi,j(δxi
⊗ e′j),

where xi ∈ X and e′j ∈ E′. Hence, if E = Cp(Y ) for some Tychonoff space Y , then each
ϕ ∈ Cp(X,E)′ may be written as a finite sum

∑

i,j

αi,j(δxi
⊗ δyj ).

Let us define the norm of ϕ (in Lp(X) ⊗ Lp(Y )) in the following natural way:

‖ϕ‖ =
∑

i,j

|αi,j |.

Let X and Y be Tychonoff spaces and assume that Cp(X×Y, σ) has the JNP, that is, there
is a sequence (ϕn)n∈ω in Lp(X × Y, σ) such that ϕn(f) → 0 for every f ∈ Cp(X × Y, σ) and
‖ϕn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω. For each n ∈ ω write:

ϕn =
kn
∑

i=1

αn
i δ(xn

i ,y
n
i )
.
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By Theorem 3.1, the operator A : Cp(X × Y, σ) → Cp(X,Cp(Y )) is an isomorphism, so the
sequence (ψn)n∈ω given for every n ∈ ω by the formula:

ψn = A′(ϕi) =

kn
∑

i=1

αn
i ((δxn

i
⊗ δyni ) ◦A),

where A′ is the transpose of A, is weak* convergent to 0 (see [25, Theorem 21.5]). Obviously,
‖ψn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω.

Let us now assume that, conversely, the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) admits a weak* null sequence
(ψn)n∈ω in Lp(X) ⊗ Lp(Y ) such that ‖ψn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω. By a very similar argument
as above (this time applied to the transpose of A−1), one may obtain a JN-sequence on the
space (X × Y, σ). This way we obtain the following

Proposition 4.4. For every Tychonoff spaces X and Y the space Cp(X × Y, σ) has the JNP
if and only if there exists a sequence (ψn)n∈ω in the dual Lp(X) ⊗ Lp(Y ) which is weakly*
convergent to 0 and such that ‖ψn‖ = 1 for every n ∈ ω.

Since the Josefson–Nissenzweig property for locally convex spaces is preserved under topo-
logical isomorphisms, Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.1 yield the following characterisation of
the property for Cp(X,Cp(Y ))-spaces.

Proposition 4.5. For every Tychonoff space X and Y the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) has the JNP
if and only if there exists a sequence (ψn)n∈ω in Lp(X)⊗Lp(Y ) such that ‖ψn‖ = 1 for every
n ∈ ω and ψn(f) → 0 for every f ∈ Cp(X,Cp(Y )).

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.2.

Corollary 4.6. For every infinite Tychonoff spaces X and Y , the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) has the
JNP if and only if Cp(X) has the JNP or Cp(Y ) has the JNP.

For general locally convex spaces E, we still have one of the implications observed in the
above corollary.

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a Tychonoff space and let E be a locally convex space. If Cp(X)
has the JNP or E has the JNP, then the same is true for the space Cp(X,E).

Proof. Assume that E has the Josefson–Nissenzweig property. This allows us to pick a weak∗

null sequence (ϕn)n∈ω in E′ and a barrel-bounded set B ⊂ E on which it does not converge
to zero uniformly. Let f ∈ Cp(X) and x ∈ X be such that f(x) = 1. For each n ∈ ω set
ψn = δx ⊗ ϕn; of course, ψn ∈ Lp(X) ⊗E′. Note that for every g ∈ Cp(X,E) we have

〈ψn, g〉 = 〈ϕn, g(x)〉 → 0

as n→ ∞, so (ψn)n∈ω is a weak∗ null sequence in (Cp(X,E))′.
We now exhibit a barrel-bounded subset of Cp(X,E) on which (ψn)n∈ω does not converge

uniformly. The tensor product Cp(X)⊗E embedds (as a vector space) into the space Cp(X,E)
by the formula

Cp(X) ⊗ E ∋
∑

i

fi ⊗ ei 7−→
[

x 7→
∑

i

fi(x)ei
]

∈ Cp(X,E).

Thus, the subspace of Cp(X)⊗ E given by the formula

f ⊗ E = {f ⊗ e : e ∈ E}
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may be thought of as a subspace of Cp(X,E). Moreover, by [35, Proposition I.4.3.(a)], f ⊗E
is complemented (hence closed) in Cp(X,E)—a continuous linear projection is given by the
mapping g 7→ f ⊗ g(x) since f(x) = 1 by choice of f and x. Note that f ⊗E is isomorphic to
E. For every barrel H ⊂ Cp(X,E) the intersection H ∩ f ⊗ E is also a barrel in f ⊗ E. By
the assumption, H ∩ f ⊗E absorbs f ⊗B. This shows that f ⊗B is absorbed by every barrel
in Cp(X,E), which means that it is barrel-bounded. Moreover, since f(x) = 1, we have:

sup
g∈f⊗B

|〈ψn, g〉| = sup
e∈B

|〈δx ⊗ ϕn, f ⊗ e〉| = sup
e∈B

|〈ϕn, f(x)e〉| = sup
e∈B

|〈ϕn, e〉| 6→ 0

for n→ ∞, which shows that (ψn)n∈ω is a sequence witnessing the JNP of Cp(X,E).
The proof for the case when Cp(X) has the JNP is analogous. �

We do not know whether the converse to Proposition 4.7 holds.

Problem 4.8. Let X be a Tychonoff space and E a locally convex space. Assume that the
space Cp(X,E) has the JNP. Does it follow that Cp(X) has the JNP or E has the JNP?

Having in mind Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.5, we also ask the following.

Problem 4.9. Can the Josefson–Nissenzweig property of the spaces Cp(X,E) for X Ty-
chonoff and E an arbitrary locally convex space be characterised in terms of some special
“JN-sequences” in Lp(X)⊗ E′, like it is done in the case of E = Cp(Y ) for Y Tychonoff?

5. Complemented copies of (c0)p in Cp(X,Cp(Y ))

The following theorem of Banakh, Kąkol and Śliwa characterizes in terms of the comple-
mented copies of the space (c0)p those infinite Tychonoff spaces X for which the space Cp(X)
has the JNP.

Theorem 5.1 ([4, Theorem 1]). Let X be an infinite Tychonoff space. Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) Cp(X) has the JNP;
(2) Cp(X) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p;
(3) Cp(X) admits a continuous linear surjection onto (c0)p.

This theorem, together with Theorems 3.3 and 4.2 and the fact that the JNP is preserved
under isomorphisms, implies the following criterion for a given space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) to contain
a complemented copy of (c0)p. Of course, by Theorem 3.3, the following result will remain
true if we exchange each occurrence of Cp(X,Cp(Y )) by Cp(X × Y, σ).

Theorem 5.2. Let X and Y be infinite Tychonoff spaces. Then, the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) Cp(X,Cp(Y )) has the JNP;
(2) Cp(X,Cp(Y )) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p;
(3) Cp(X,Cp(Y )) admits a continuous linear surjection onto (c0)p;
(4) Cp(X) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p or Cp(Y ) contains a complemented copy

of (c0)p;
(5) Cp(X) admits a continuous linear surjection onto (c0)p or Cp(Y ) admits a continuous

linear surjection onto (c0)p;
(6) Cp(X) has the JNP or Cp(Y ) has the JNP.
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Corollary 5.3. For any infinite Tychonoff space X, the space Cp(X) contains a complemented
copy of (c0)p if and only if Cp(X,Cp(X)) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p.

By [21, Corollary 11.5], for any infinite compact space X the space Cp(X ×X) contains a
complemented copy of (c0)p. Since Cp(βω) does not have any complemented copies of (c0)p,
Theorem 5.2 yields the following example.

Example 5.4. The space Cp(βω,Cp(βω)) does not have any complemented copy of (c0)p,
even though the space Cp(βω × βω) does have such a copy.

As a corollary to Theorem 5.2 we obtain also the following result providing a large class of
counterexamples to Problem 3.14.

Corollary 5.5. If X is such an infinite compact space that Cp(X) does not have the JNP,
then Cp(X,Cp(X)) does not contain any complemented copy of Cp(X ×X).

Proof. Assume that Cp(X,Cp(X)) contains a complemented copy of Cp(X ×X). Since X is
compact, by [21, Corollary 11.5], Cp(X × X) (and hence Cp(X,Cp(X))) contains a comple-
mented copy of (c0)p. By Corollary 5.3, Cp(X) also contains a complemented copy of (c0)p.
By Theorem 1, Cp(X) has the JNP, a contradiction. �

Example 5.6. Cp(βω × βω) is not complemented in Cp(βω,Cp(βω)).

If X is a Tychonoff space and κ a cardinal number, then we assume that Cp(X)κ is equipped
with the standard product topology, that is, the topology given by basic open sets of the form
∏

ξ<κUξ, where each Uξ is open in Cp(X) and for all but finitely many ξ < κ we have
Uξ = Cp(X). Using Theorem 5.1, it is easy to see that for every infinite Tychonoff space X
the space Cp(X)2 ≈ Cp(X ⊔X), where X ⊔X denotes the topological disjoint union of two
copies of X, contains a complemented copy of (c0)p if and only if Cp(X) contains such a copy.
The following proposition generalizes this result to any infinite power of Cp(X).

Proposition 5.7. Let X be an infinite Tychonoff space and κ an infinite cardinal number.
Then, the space Cp(X)κ contains a complemented copy of (c0)p if and only if Cp(X) contains
a complemented copy of (c0)p.

Proof. If Cp(X) contains a complemented copy of the space (c0)p, then trivially Cp(X)κ does
it, too, since Cp(X) is complemented in Cp(X)κ.

Conversely, assume that Cp(X) does not contain any complemented copies of (c0)p. Note
that for any infinite discrete space Y the space Cp(Y ) does not have the JNP, so if we equip
the set κ = {ξ : ξ < κ} with the discrete topology, then the space Cp(κ) does not have the
JNP. By Theorem 5.1, it follows that Cp(κ) does not contain complemented copies of (c0)p.
Theorem 5.2 yields that the space Cp(X,Cp(κ)) does not contain such a copy as well. Since
Cp(κ) ≈ R

κ, we get the following equalities:

Cp(X)κ = Cp(X,R)
κ ≈ Cp(X,R

κ) ≈ Cp(X,Cp(κ)),

which implies that Cp(X)κ does not contain any complemented copies of the space (c0)p. �

6. Complemented copies of (c0)p in Cp(X,E)

We start with the following simple observation.

Proposition 6.1. Let E be a locally convex space and X a Tychonoff space containing an
infinite compact subset. Then Cp(X,E) contains a closed copy of the space (c0)p.
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Proof. It is known that for such a space X, the space Cp(X) contains a closed copy of the
space (c0)p (see the proof of [23, Theorem 5] for K = R). The thesis follows now from the fact
that Cp(X) is complemented in Cp(X,E) (see [35, Theorem I.4.4]). �

Let us now prove the main result of this section. The proof follows closely the arguments
presented in the proof of Theorem 1 in Domański and Drewnowski [11].

Theorem 6.2. Let E be a barrelled locally convex space with the Josefson–Nissenzweig prop-
erty and let X be a Tychonoff space containing an infinite compact set. Then Cp(X,E) con-
tains a complemented copy of (c0)p.

Proof. Since E has the JNP, there is a weak∗ null sequence (x∗n)n∈ω in E′ which is not conver-
gent for the β∗(E′, E)-topology. Taking into account that E is barrelled this means that the
sequence is not strongly convergent and hence we may choose a bounded sequence (xn)n∈ω in
E with

〈x∗n, xn〉 = 1.

Let K ⊂ X be an infinite compact set. Using the Tychonoff property, we may choose a
sequence of continuous functions ϕn : X → [0, 1] with disjoint support and ϕn(tn) = 1 for
some tn ∈ K.

We set
J : (c0)p → Cp(X,E), (an)n∈ω

J
7−→

∑

n∈ω

anϕn(t)xn

and
P : Cp(X,E) → (c0)p, f

P
7−→

(

〈x∗n, f(tn)〉
)

n∈ω
.

The mapping J is well-defined, since the sequence (anxn)n∈ω is bounded and the functions
ϕn have disjoint support—this implies that the series converges uniformly on X, and hence it
defines a continuous function from X into E. Note that the condition of the supports of ϕn

implies that this function only takes values of the form anϕn(t)xn. Let us see why P is well-
defined, too. Since f is continuous the set f(K) ⊂ E is compact. Since on equicontinuous
subsets of E′ the weak∗ topology coincides with the topology of uniform convergence on
precompact subsets of E (see e.g. [17, Proposition 3.9.8]) and the sequence (x∗n)n∈ω, being
a weak∗ null sequence, is equicontinuous, we may conclude that 〈x∗n, e〉 → 0 uniformly for
e ∈ f(K).

We now check that these mappings are continuous. Let p be a continuous semi-norm on E
and C > 0 such that p(xn) ≤ C for all n (such C exists, since (xn)n∈ω is a bounded sequence).
For each t ∈ X, since the functions ϕn have disjoint supports, there is at most one mt with
ϕmt(t) 6= 0. We pick this mt if it exists and set mt = 1 otherwise (of course, any other mt

works as well in this case), and obtain that for every (an)n∈ω ∈ (c0)p and t ∈ X we have:

p
(

J((an)n∈ω)(t)
)

= p
(

∑

n∈ω

anϕn(t)xn

)

≤ C|amt | ≤ Cmax
n≤N

|an|

for all N ≥ mt. It follows that J is continuous. Now, let f ∈ Cp(X,E) be given and N ∈ ω be
arbitrary. Observe that since the functionals x∗n are continuous there is a continuous semi-norm
p on E and C̃ > 0 with

max
n≤N

|(P (f))n| = max
n≤N

|〈x∗n, f(tn)〉| ≤ C̃max
n≤N

p(f(tn)),

which implies the continuity of P .
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Since

P (J((an)n∈ω)) =
(〈

x∗n,

∞
∑

m=1

amϕm(tn)xm

〉)

n∈ω

= (an〈x
∗
n, xn〉)n∈ω = (an)n∈ω,

we have that J is an isomorphic embedding and P is a surjection. Since JPJP = JP , the
mapping JP is a projection onto the image of J . �

Remark 6.3. Note the following comment concerning Theorem 6.2.
(1) If X is infinite discrete and E is a Banach space, then Cp(X,E) ≈ EX , which does not

contain any closed copies of (c0)p, as the latter is not complete.
(2) The existence of an infinite compact subspace in X is not necessary for Theorem 6.2.

Indeed, if X is a pseudocompact space with all compact subsets being finite and K is an
infinite compact space, then:

Cp(X,C(K)) ≈ Ck(X,Ck(K)) ≈ Ck(X ×K),

which, by [22, Proposition 2.10], contains a complemented copy of (c0)p.
(3) If Cp(Y ) has the JNP for an infinite Tychonoff space Y , then Cp(Y ) is not barrelled

(by the Buchwalter–Schmets theorem [9] and [21, Lemma 4.11]), so it does not satisfy the
assumptions of Theorem 6.2, even though the space Cp(X,Cp(Y )) still has the JNP for every
space X (by Theorem 5.2).

As a corollary we immediately obtain the following Cp-variant of Domański–Drewnowski’s
Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 6.4. Let X be a Tychonoff space containing an infinite compact set and E a Fréchet
space which is not a Montel space. Then Cp(X,E) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p.

Proof. Since by [3, Theorem 2.3] a Fréchet space has the JNP if and only if it is not a Montel
space, the claim is a special case of Theorem 6.2. �

Using the Closed Graph Theorem one can easily derive a special case of Theorem 1.2 for
Fréchet spaces Ck(X,E). Thus, if X is compact and E infinite-dimensional Banach, we obtain
Cembranos’ and Freniche’s Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 6.5. Let X be a Tychonoff space containing an infinite compact subspace and let E
be a Fréchet space which is not Montel. If Ck(X,E) is an infinite-dimensional Fréchet space,
then Ck(X,E) contains a complemented copy of the Banach space c0.

Proof. Let τp and τk denote the pointwise topology of the space Cp(X,E) and the compact-
open topology of Ck(X,E), respectively. By Theorem 6.2, Cp(X,E) contains a (closed)
complemented subspace G which is isomorphic to (c0)p, i.e. (G, τp ↾ G) ≈ (c0)p. Let ξ
be the Banach topology on G such that τp ↾ G ⊆ ξ and (G, ξ) ≈ c0. The identity map
I : (G, τp ↾ G) → (G, τk ↾ G) has closed graph, so also I : (G, ξ) → (G, τk ↾ G) has closed
graph. The Closed Graph Theorem ([7, Theorem 4.1.10]) assures that both I and I−1 are
continuous, so (G, ξ) = (G, τk ↾ G), which completes the proof. �

Theorem 6.2 yields also the following dichotomy.

Corollary 6.6. Let X and Y be infinite Tychonoff spaces. Assume that Y is compact. Then
Cp(X,C(Y )) contains a complemented copy of Rω or a complemented copy of (c0)p.
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Proof. We need to consider the following three cases:
Case 1. X is not pseudocompact. Then Cp(X,C(Y )) contains a complemented copy of Rω

(since Cp(X) contains such a copy and is complemented in Cp(X,C(Y ))).
Case 2. X is pseudocompact and X contains an infinite compact subset. We apply Theorem

6.2 to get a complemented copy of (c0)p.
Case 3. X is pseudocompact and every compact set in X is finite. Since X × Y is pseudo-

compact, we apply [22, Proposition 2.10] to deduce that Cp(X,C(Y )) ≈ Ck(X × Y ) contains
a complemented copy of (c0)p. �

Recall that a Tychonoff space X is σ-compact if X is covered by an increasing sequence of
compact subsets. We provide the following extension of [22, Proposition 2.10].

Corollary 6.7. Let X and Y be infinite locally compact σ-compact spaces. Then Ck(X × Y )
contains a complemented copy of Rω or a complemented copy of the Banach space c0.

Proof. By [29, Corollary 2.5.7], the spaces Ck(X × Y ) and Ck(X,Ck(Y )) are isomorphic.
Assume first that Y is non-discrete. Since Ck(Y ) is not Montel (see [18, Theorem 11.8.7]) and
it is a Fréchet space [7, 10.1.25], we apply Corollary 6.5 to obtain a complemented copy of the
Banach space c0 (note that the space Ck(X,Ck(Y )) is Fréchet by [35, Theorem IV.1.3.(b)]).
On the other hand, if Y is discrete, then Y is countable, and hence the space R

ω = Ck(Y ) is
complemented in Ck(X,Ck(Y )) ≈ Ck(X × Y ). �

Remark 6.8. If X is a locally compact and σ-compact space without infinite compact subsets,
then X must necessarily be discrete and countable, and hence homeomorphic to ω. It follows
that for such X and any locally convex space E, the space Cp(X,E) = Ck(X,E) contains a
complemented copy of Rω (cf. Case 1 in the proof of Corollary 6.6).

Since (c0)p ≈ Cp(S) is linearly homeomorphic to Cp(S)×R, we obtain the following appli-
cation of Corollary 6.5.

Corollary 6.9. If X and Y are as in Corollary 6.6, then the space Cp(X,C(Y )) is isomorphic
to the space Cp(X,C(Y ))× R.

The above result may be thought of as a (partial) positive answer to a problem of Arkhangel’ski
for spaces of the form Cp(X,E). Recall that Arkhangel’ski (see [1]) asked if it is true that for
every infinite (compact) space K the space Cp(K) is linearly homeomorphic to Cp(K) × R.
For a wide class of spaces the answer to this question is affirmative, e.g. if the space X
contains a non-trivial convergent sequence, or X is not pseudocompact (see [1, Section 4]),
yet, in general, the answer is negative even for compact spaces K—namely, Marciszewski [28]
showed that there exists an infinite compact space K such that Cp(K) cannot be mapped
onto Cp(K)× R by a continuous linear surjection.

We finish this section with the following natural question motivated by Theorems 5.1 and
5.2.

Problem 6.10. Let X be a Tychonoff space (containing an infinite compact subspace) and
E a locally convex space. Assume that Cp(X,E) has the JNP. Does it follow that Cp(X,E)
contains a complemented copy of (c0)p?

7. Complemented copies of (c0)p in Cp(X,Ew)

In order to provide a “weak” version of Theorem 6.2, we need the following auxiliary result
proved by Domański and Drewnowski ([11, Lemma 1]). The lemma plays a similar role in
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proving Theorem 7.2 as [6, Theorem 2] does in the proof of Theorem 6.2. As usual, by ℓ1 we
mean the standard Banach space of all summable real-valued sequences.

Lemma 7.1 ([11, Lemma 1]). Let E be a locally convex space containing a copy of the Banach
space ℓ1. Then there exists an equicontinuous sequence (un)n in E′ which converges uniformly
on each weakly compact set in Ew but on some bounded set B in E one has supx∈B |un(x)| = 1
for each n ∈ ω.

Following the main idea of the proof of Theorem 6.2, Lemma 7.1 can be used to obtain the
next result.

Theorem 7.2. Let X be a Tychonoff space which contains an infinite compact subset. Let
E be a locally convex space which contains an isomorphic copy of the Banach space ℓ1. Then
Cp(X,Ew) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p.

Kąkol and Moll [24, Theorem 3] showed that for a Tychonoff space Y the space Ck(Y ) does
not contain a copy of ℓ1 if and only if every compact subset of Y is scattered. Hence, we have
the following

Corollary 7.3. Let X be a Tychonoff space which contains an infinite compact subset and let Y
be an infinite Tychonoff space containing a non-scattered compact subset. Then Cp(X,Ck(Y )w))
contains a complemented copy of (c0)p.

Recall that a Banach space E is a Grothendieck space if every weakly* convergent sequence
in the dual space E′ is weakly convergent. If X is a compact space such that C(X) is a
Grothendieck space (e.g. ifX = βω orX = ω∗), thenX is non-scattered (as otherwise it would
contain a non-trivial convergent sequence and hence C(X) would not be Grothendieck) and
Cp(X) does not contain a complemented copy of (c0)p (see [21, Section 6]). It follows that both
the spaces Cp(X,Ck(X)w) = Cp(X,C(X)w) and Cp(X,C(X)) contain a complemented copy
of (c0)p (Corollary 7.3 and Theorem 6.2, respectively), even though the space Cp(X,Cp(X))
does not contain such a copy (Corollary 5.3).

The next corollary implies that there is no continuous linear surjection from the space
Cp(βω,Cp(βω)) onto Cp(βω,C(βω)w) (cf. Problem 3.11).

Corollary 7.4. Let X be a non-scattered compact space such that Cp(X) does not contain a
complemented copy of (c0)p. Then there is no continuous linear surjection from Cp(X,Cp(X))
onto Cp(X,C(X)w).

Proof. For the sake of contradiction assume that there exists a continuous linear surjec-
tion from Cp(X,Cp(X)) onto Cp(X,C(X)w). Since X is non-scattered, by Corollary 7.3,
Cp(X,C(X)w) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p, hence there exists a continuous linear
surjection from Cp(X,C(X)w) onto (c0)p. It follows that Cp(X,Cp(X)) can be mapped onto
(c0)p by a continuous linear map. We apply Theorem 5.2 to derive that Cp(X) contains a
complemented copy of (c0)p, a contradiction. �

The last corollary yields a variant of Krupski–Marciszewski’s result ([26, Corollary 3.2]),
already mentioned in Section 3.

Corollary 7.5. Let X be an infinite compact space. Then the spaces Cp(X) and C(X)w are
not isomorphic.

Proof. Assume that an isomorphism T : Cp(X) → C(X)w exists. Consider two cases:
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Case 1. X is not scattered. Define a linear map

S : Cp(X,Cp(X)) → Cp(X,C(X)w)

by the formula S(f) = T ◦ f for each continuous f : X → Cp(X). By [29, Theorem 2.2.4]
the map S is continuous. Note that S is a surjection. Indeed, choose arbitrary continuous
h : X → C(X)w and define the continuous function f(x) = T−1(h(x)) for each x ∈ X—clearly,
S(f)(x) = T (f(x)) = h(x) for every x ∈ X.

By Corollary 7.4, the space Cp(X) contains a complemented copy of (c0)p. Since T is an
isomorphism, also the space C(X)w contains a complemented copy F of (c0)p. As both the
weak topology τw of C(X) and the normed topology τ∞ of C(X) have the same bounded
sets, we have τw ↾ F = τ∞ ↾ F , a contradiction (since C(X)w does not contain an infinite-
dimensional normed subspace).

Case 2. X is scattered. By [2, Theorem III.1.2] the space Cp(X) is Fréchet–Urysohn. Hence,
the space C(X)w is also Fréchet–Urysohn. By [20, Lemma 14.6] the weak and the Banach
topologies of C(X) coincide which implies that X is finite, a contradiction. �
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