arXiv:1801.08091v4 [math.FA] 23 Jan 2021

Mathematical Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, 118A (2018) 47–56

ON WEAK SUPERCYCLICITY I

C.S. KUBRUSLY AND B.P. DUGGAL

Abstract. This paper provides conditions (i) to distinguish weak supercyclicity form supercyclicity for operators acting on normed and Banach spaces, and also (ii) to ensure when weak supercyclicity implies weak stability.

1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to establish conditions to distinguish weak supercyclicity form supercyclicity for operators acting on normed spaces, and also to provide conditions on weakly supercyclic operators to ensure weak stability. Sections 2 and 3 deal with notation and terminology, and also offer a broad view on supercyclicity in the weak and norm topologies. Auxiliary results are considered in Section 4. Thus Sections 2, 3 and 4 present a brief survey on supercyclicity emphasizing the role played by weak supercyclicity. The new results appear in Sections 5 and 6. Theorem 5.1 characterizes weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vectors that are not supercyclic for a power bounded operator, and Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 exhibit a criterion to extend the results on supercyclicity and strong stability of [3] to weak l-sequential supercyclicity and weak stability. The main result is Theorem 6.2, and special classes of operators on Hilbert space are considered Corollaries 5.2 and 6.1.

2. Notation and Terminology

Let F stand either for the complex field C or for the real field R , and let X be an infinite-dimensional normed space over F . Let A^− denote the closure (in the norm topology of X ) of a set A ⊆ X . A subspace of X is a closed linear manifold of X . If M is a linear manifold of X , then its closure M^− is a subspace. By an operator on X we mean a linear bounded (i.e., continuous) transformation of X into itself. Let B[X ] be the normed algebra of all operators on X . A subspace M of X is invariant for an operator T ∈ B[X ] (or T -invariant) if T (M) ⊆ M, and it is nontrivial if {0} ≠ M ≠ X . Let ‖T ‖ stand for the induced uniform norm of T in B[X ].

An operator T ∈ B[X ] is power bounded if sup_{n≥0} ‖T^n‖ < ∞, it is a contraction if ‖T ‖ ≤ 1 (i.e., if ‖T^nx‖ ≤ ‖x‖ for every x ∈ X and every integer n ≥ 0), and it is an isometry if ‖T^nx‖ = ‖x‖ for every x ∈ X and every integer n ≥ 0. (On a inner product space, a unitary operator is precisely an invertible isometry). An operator T ∈ B[X ] is weakly or strongly stable (notation: T^{n w}−→ O or T^{n s}−→ O) if the X -valued sequence {T^nx}_{n≥0} converges weakly or strongly (i.e., or in the norm topology of X ) to zero for every x ∈ X . In other words, if T^nx^w−→ 0, which means f(T^nx) → 0 for every f in the dual X^∗ of X , for every x in X ; or T^nx −→ 0, which means ‖T^nx‖ → 0, for every x in X . An operator T ∈ B[X ] is uniformly stable (notation: T^{n u}−→ O) if the B[X ]-valued sequence {T^n}_{n≥0} converges to the null operator O in the induced uniform norm of B[X ], which means ‖T^n‖ → 0.

Date: December 7, 2017; Revised April 11, 2018.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47A16; Secondary 47A15. Keywords. Supercyclic operators, weak supercyclicity, weak stability. 1

The orbit O_T (y) of a vector y ∈ X under an operator T ∈ B[X ] is the set

O_T (y) = ⋃ n≥0 T^ny = { T^ny ∈ X : n ∈ N_0 } , where N_0 denotes the set of nonnegative integers — we write ⋃ n≥0T^ny for the set ⋃ n≥0T^n({y}) = ⋃ n≥0{T^ny}. The orbit O_T (A) of a set A ⊆ X under an operator T is the set O_T (A) = ⋃ n≥0 T^n(A) = ⋃ y∈A O_T (y). For any set A ⊆ X let span A be the (linear) span of A (the linear manifold spanned by A). The projective orbit of a vector y ∈ X under an operator T ∈ B[X ] is the orbit of the one-dimensional space spanned by the singleton {y}; that is, it is the orbit of span of {y}:

O_T (span{y}) = ⋃ n≥0 T^n(span{y}) = { αT^ny ∈ X : α ∈ F , n ∈ N_0 } . A vector y in X is a cyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if X is the smallest invariant subspace for T containing y. Equivalently, y ∈ X is a cyclic vector for T if its orbit spans X : ( spanO_T (y) )_− = X . Still equivalently, y is a cyclic vector for T if {p(T )y : p is a polynomial}^− = X , which means {Sy : S ∈ P(T )}^− = X , where P(T ) is the algebra of all polynomials in T with scalar coefficients. An operator T ∈ B[X ] is a cyclic operator if it has a cyclic vector. Stronger forms of cyclicity are defined as follows. A vector y in X is a supercyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if its projective orbit is dense in X in the norm topology; that is, if

O_T (span{y})^− = X .

An operator T in B[X ] is a supercyclic operator if it has a supercyclic vector. Moreover, a vector y in X is a hypercyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if the orbit of y is dense in X in the norm topology; that is, if

O_T (y)^− = X .

An operator T in B[X ] is a hypercyclic operator if it has a hypercyclic vector.

Versions in the weak topology of the above notions read as follows. Let A^{−w} denote the weak closure of a set A ⊆ X (i.e., the closure of A in the weak topology of X ). A vector y in X is a weakly cyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if ( spanO_T (y) )_{−w} = X , and T in B[X ] is a weakly cyclic operator if it has a weakly cyclic vector. (Weak cyclicity, however, collapses to plain cyclicity according to Remark 3.1(f) below). A vector y in X is a weakly supercyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if

O_T (span{y})^{−w} = X ,

and T in B[X ] is a weakly supercyclic operator if it has a weakly supercyclic vector. A vector y in X is a weakly hypercyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if

O_T (y)^{−w} = X ,

and T in B[X ] is a weakly hypercyclic operator if it has a weakly hypercyclic vector. (For a treatise on hypercyclicity see [14].)

Remark 2.1. Although we will not deal with n-supercyclicity in this paper, we just pose definitions for sake of completeness: an operator T ∈ B[X ] is n-supercyclic (weakly n-supercyclic) it there is an n-dimensional subspace of X whose orbit under T is dense (weakly dense) in X . So a one-supercyclic (weakly one-supercyclic) is precisely a supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) operator. For each n ≥ 1 there are examples of n-supercyclic operators that are not (n −1)-supercyclic (see, e.g., [4, p.2]).

3. Preliminaries

If T has a cyclic vector, then X is separable (because X is spanned by the countable set O_T (y) — see, e.g., [19, Proposition 4.9]), and so cyclic operators exist only on separable normed space; in particular, supercyclic and hypercyclic operators (as well as weakly cyclic, weakly supercyclic, and weakly hypercyclic) operators only exist on separable normed spaces (thus separability is not an assumption, but a consequence of cyclicity).

Remark 3.1. For each vector y ∈ X consider its punctured projective orbit; that is, its projective orbit under an operator T ∈ B[X ] excluding the origin, O_T (span{y})\{0} = { αT^ny ∈ X : α ∈ F \{0}, n ∈ N_0 } \{0}. For each z ∈ O_T (span{y})\{0} the set O_T (span{y})\O_T (span{z}) is a finite union of one-dimensional subspaces of X . So if y ∈ X is supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) for T, then every z ∈ O_T (span{y})\{0} is supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) for T :

(a) if a vector y is supercyclic or weakly supercyclic for T, then so is αT^my for every 0 ≠ α ∈ F and every integer m ≥ 0.

In particular, item (b) below on supercyclic and weakly supercyclic vectors are immediately verified, and item (c) is straightforward since supercyclicity is defined in terms of denseness in the norm topology (which is metrizable).

(b) Every nonzero multiple of a supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) vector for an operator is again a supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) vector for it. Hence an operator is supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) if and only if any nonzero multiple of it is supercyclic (weakly supercyclic).

(c) Since the norm topology is metrizable, a nonzero vector y in X is a supercyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if and only if for every x ∈ X there exists an F -valued sequence {α_k}_{k≥0} (which depends on x and y and consists of nonzero numbers) such that for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0} the X -valued sequence {α_kT^{nk} y}_{k≥0} converges to x (in the norm topology): α_kT^{nk} y −→ x. (i.e., ‖α_kT^{nk} y − x‖ → 0). If F = C and {α_k}_{k≥0} is constrained to be R - valued, then the notion of supercyclicity is referred to as R -supercyclicity [6].

(d) If a vector y is supercyclic (or hypercyclic) for an operator T, then y is supercyclic (or hypercyclic) for every positive power T^n of T [2, Theorems 1 and 2]. Hence if an operator is supercyclic (or hypercyclic) then so is every positive power T^n of it.

(e) If an operator T is supercyclic (weakly supercyclic), then the set of all supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) vectors for it is dense (weakly dense).

Indeed, if y is a supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) vector for T, then the punctured projective orbit O_T (span{y})\{0} is dense (weakly dense) in X . But according to item (a) O_T (span{y})\{0} is included in the set of all supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) vectors for T, and so the set of all supercyclic (weakly supercyclic) vectors is dense (weakly dense) in X as well. In fact, weakly dense can be extended to dense (in the norm topology) [25, Proposition 2.1].

(f) Denseness (in the norm topology) implies weak denseness (and the converse fails). However, if a set A is convex, then A^− = A^{−w} (e.g., see [23, Theorem 2.5.16]), and so cyclicity coincides with weak cyclicity, since span is convex.

(g) An operator has a nontrivial invariant subspace if and only if it has a nonzero noncyclic vector. Since cyclicity coincides with weak cyclicity, it follows that if every nonzero vector in X is cyclic for T in any form of cyclicity discussed here (see Diagram 1 below), then T has no nontrivial invariant subspace.

Definitions of Section 2 and Remark 3.1(f) ensure the following relations.

Hypercyclic =⇒ Weakly Hypercyclic

Supercyclic =⇒ Weakly Supercyclic

Cyclic ⇐⇒ Weakly Cyclic.

Diagram 1.

Thus cyclicity (i.e., cyclicity the norm topology), which coincides with weak cyclicity, is the weakest form (in the sense that it is implied by the other forms) of cyclicity among those notions of cyclicity considered here.

Proposition 3.1. Diagram 1 is complete.

Proof. (a) Classical examples. Consider the (complex separable) Hilbert space ℓ^2_+ (of all complex-valued square-summable sequences). Let S be the (canonical) unilateral shift (of multiplicity one) on ℓ^2_+ and take its adjoint S^∗; a backward unilateral shift on ℓ^2_+. Both S and S^∗ are cyclic operators, and while S^{∗2} is cyclic, S^2 is not cyclic [15, Problem 160], but S is not supercyclic [17, p.564] (actually, every isometry is not supercyclic — [3, Proof of Theorem 2.1]), while S^∗ is supercyclic (in fact, the adjoint of every injective unilateral weighted shift is supercyclic) [17, Theorem 3] but they are not hypercyclic (since S and so S^∗, S^2, and S^{∗2} are contractions); although 2S^∗ is hypercyclic [15, Solution 168] (and so S^∗ must indeed be supercyclic). This shows that there is no upward arrow on the left-hand column. (b) There are weakly supercyclic operators that are not supercyclic [25, Corollary to Theorem 2.2], and there are weakly hypercyclic operator that are not hypercyclic [9, Corollary 3.3]. (Examples were all built in [25] and [9] in terms of bilateral weighted shifts on ℓ^p for 2 ≤ p < ∞.) This shows that there is no leftward arrow between the two columns (except the lower row).

(c_1) There are weakly supercyclic operators that are not weakly hypercyclic. Indeed, it was shown in [25, Theorem 4.5] that hyponormal operators (on Hilbert space) are not weakly hypercyclic (neither supercyclic [8, Theorem 3.1]) but they can be weakly supercyclic: there are weakly supercyclic unitary operators [4, Example 3.6]. (c_2) Finally, to exhibit weakly cyclic operators that are not weakly supercyclic proceed, for instance, as follows. Every weakly supercyclic hyponormal operator is a multiple of a unitary [4, Theorem 3.4]. Since the canonical unilateral shift S, which is hyponormal, is cyclic (or, equivalently, weakly cyclic), and since it is a completely nonunitary isometry (and therefore not a multiple of a unitary), it is not weakly supercyclic. (Another proof is exhibited in the forthcoming Proposition 4.1(b).) (c) Form (c_1) and (c_2), there is no upward arrow on the right-hand column. □

Remark 3.2. This refers to items in the proof of Proposition 3.1. All examples in item (a) were based on the unilateral shift. However, a basic example of a cyclic operator that is not supercyclic is given by normal operators: no normal operator is supercyclic [17, p.564] (actually, no hyponormal operator is supercyclic [8, Theorem 3.1]) and there exist cyclic normal operators on separable Hilbert spaces (by the Spectral Theorem — see, e.g., [20, Proof of Theorem 3.11]). Although all examples in item (b) were built in [9] and [25] in terms of bilateral weighted shifts on ℓ^p for 2 ≤ p < ∞, it was shown in [24, Theorem 6.3] that a bilateral weighted shifts on ℓ^p for 1 ≤ p < 2 is weakly supercyclic if and only if it is supercyclic. The arguments used in items (a) and (c) where based on hyponormal and cohyponormal operators (an operator T ∈ B[X ] on a Hilbert space X is hyponormal if ‖T^∗x‖ ≤ ‖T x‖ for every x ∈ X , where T^∗ ∈ B[X ] is the adjoint of T, and cohyponormal if its adjoint is hyponormal). Such a circle of ideas has been extended from hyponormal to paranormal operators and beyond [10, Corollary 3.1], [11, Theorem 2.7] but we refrain from going further than hyponormal operators here to keep up with the focus on weak supercyclicity (and plain supercyclicity) only.

4. Auxiliary Results

Items (a) and (b) of next lemma first appeared embedded in a proof of another result in [3, Proof of Theorem 2.1]. The proof’s argument is to show that if an isometry has a supercyclic vector, then every vector is supercyclic, which leads to a contradiction if X is a Banach space. We isolate this result in Lemma 4.1(a,b).

Lemma 4.1. Let X be an arbitrary (nonzero) normed space.

(a) A supercyclic isometry on X has no nontrivial invariant subspace. (b) An isometry on a complex Banach space is never supercyclic. (c) There exist isometries on a complex Hilbert space that are weakly supercyclic.

Proof. (a) Let V ∈ B[X ] be an isometry on a normed space X , which means ‖V^nz‖ = ‖z‖ for every z ∈ X and every integer n ≥ 0. Suppose V is supercyclic. Let 0 ≠ y ∈ X be a supercyclic vector for V (with no loss of generality set ‖y‖ = 1) and take an arbitrary nonzero z ∈ X . Then there is a scalar-valued sequence of nonzero numbers {α_k}_{k≥0} such that α_kV^{nk} y −→ z for some subsequence {V^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {V^n}_{n≥0}.

Take an arbitrary ε > 0 so that ‖α_kV^{nk} y − z‖ < ε for k large enough. Observe that {α_k}_{k≥0} is bounded (reason: since V is an isometry, |α_k| = ‖α_kV^{nk} y‖ and so boundedness of the convergent sequence {α_kV^{nk} y}_{k≥0} implies boundedness of {α_k}_{k≥0}). Thus set α = sup_n |α_n| > 0. Take an arbitrary δ > 0. Since the above displayed convergence holds for every 0 ≠ z ∈ X , take an arbitrary nonzero x ∈ X so that for every δ > 0 there exists a nonzero number β and a positive integer m for which ‖β V^my − x‖ < δ. Note that ‖x‖ − δ < |β| (in fact, ‖x‖ − |β| = ‖x‖ − ‖β V^my‖ ≤ ‖β V^my − x‖ < δ since V is an isometry). Moreover, by the above inequality, for every n_k ≥ m ‖β V^{nk} y − V^{nk −m}x‖ = ‖V^{nk −m}(β V^my − x)‖ = ‖β V^my − x‖ < δ. In particular, take any δ such that 0 < δ <^{ε‖x‖}_{α+ε} . Thus δα < ε(‖x‖ − δ) < ε|β|. Multiply both sides of the above inequality by^{|αk |}_{|β|} to get ‖ ‖α_kV^nk y −^αk_β V^nk^{−m}x ‖ ‖ < δ^{|αk |}_{|β|} ≤ δ^α_{|β|} < ε for every n_k ≥ m. Therefore, since ‖α_kV^{nk} y − z‖ < ε for k large enough, ‖ ‖^αk_β V^nk^{−m}x − z ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖^αk_β V^nk^{−m}x − α_kV^nk y ‖ ‖ + ‖α_kV^nk y − z‖ < 2ε for k large enough, which means^{αk}_β V^{nk −m}x −→ z, and so there exists a sequence {α_j }_{j≥0} of nonzero numbers such that α_j V^{nj} x → z for some subsequence {V^{nj} }_{j≥0} of {V^n}_{n≥0}. Since z and x are arbitrary nonzero vectors in X , this ensures that every vector in X is supercyclic for V , and hence V has no nontrivial invariant subspace (cf. Remark 3.1(g)).

(b) The result in item (a) leads to a contradiction if X is a complex Banach space because in this case isometries do have nontrivial invariant subspaces. In fact, if an isometry V on a Banach space is not surjective, then R(V ) is a nontrivial invariant (hyperinvariant, actually) subspace for V because on a Banach space isometries have closed range (see, e.g., [19, Problem 4.41(d)]). On the other hand, since isometries are always injective, if V is a surjective isometry then it is invertible (whose inverse also is an isometry) so that ‖V^n‖ = ‖V^{−n}‖ = 1 for every n ≥ 0. Thus surjective isometries are power bounded with a power bounded inverse. But a nonscalar invertible power bounded operator on a complex Banach space with a power bounded inverse has a nontrivial invariant (hyperinvariant, actually) subspace. (See, e.g., [1, Theorem 10.79] — this is the Banach space counterpart of a well-known result due to Sz.-Nagy which says: an invertible power bounded operator on a Hilbert space with a power bounded inverse is similar to a unitary operator; see, e.g., [18, Corollary 1.16]). Thus an isometry on a complex Banach space has a nontrivial invariant subspace (see also [13, Theorem J]) and so it cannot be supercyclic according to (a).

(c) There are weakly supercyclic unitary operators on a complex Hilbert space [4, Example 3.6] (see also [26, Theorem 2] and [28, Theorem 1.2]). Thus there are (invertible) weakly supercyclic isometries on a Hilbert space. □

If X is a Hilbert space, then a completely nonunitary contraction is a contraction such that no restriction of it to a reducing subspace is unitary (i.e., such that every direct summand of if it is not unitary), and a completely nonunitary isometry (i.e., a pure isometry) is precisely a unilateral shift of some multiplicity. These are consequences of Nagy–Foiaş–Langer decomposition for contractions and von Neumann– Wold decomposition for isometries (see e.g., [29, pp.3,8] or [18, pp.76,81]).

Proposition 4.1. (a) A weakly supercyclic isometry on a Hilbert space is unitary. (b) Every unilateral shift on a Hilbert space is not weakly supercyclic.

Proof. (a) If a hyponormal operator is weakly supercyclic, then it is a multiple of a unitary [4, Theorem 3.4]. Since isometries on a Hilbert space are hyponormal with norm 1, then a weakly supercyclic isometry on a Hilbert space is unitary.

(b) A unilateral shift, of any multiplicity, on a Hilbert space is a completely nonunitary isometry, thus not weakly supercyclic by item (a). □

5. Weak and Strong Supercyclicity

The weak counterpart of the supercyclicity criterion described in Remark 3.1(c) was considered in [7] (also in [4] implicitly), and it was referred to as weak 1-sequential supercyclicity in [28]. Although there are reasons for such a terminology, we will change it here to weak l-sequential supercyclicity, replacing the numeral “1” with the letter “l” for “limit”. A nonzero vector y in X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for an operator T in B[X ] if for every x ∈ X there exists an F -valued sequence {α_k}_{k≥0} (which depends on x and y and consists of nonzero numbers) such that for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0} the X -valued sequence {α_kT^{nk} y}_{k≥0} converges weakly to x. That is, α_kT^{nk} y^w−→ x. This means the projective orbit O_T (span{y}) of the vector y under T is weakly l-sequentially dense in X in the following sense. For any set A ⊆ X let A^{−wl} denote the set of all weak limits of weakly convergent A-valued sequences, and A is said to be weakly l-sequentially dense in X if A^{−wl} = X . Thus y is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T if and only if O_T (span{y})^{−wl} = X . An operator T in B[X ] is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic operator if it has a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector. Observe that

Supercyclic =⇒ Weakly l-Sequentially Supercyclic =⇒ Weakly Supercyclic,

and the converses fail (see, e.g., [28, pp.38,39], [5, pp.259,260]).

We will be dealing with normed spaces X with the following property: an X -valued sequence {x_k}_{k≥0} converges strongly (i.e., in the norm topology) if and only if it converges weakly and the norm sequence {‖x_k‖}_{k≥0} converges to the limit’s norm; that is, x_k −→ x ⇐⇒ { x_k^w−→ x and ‖x_k‖ → ‖x‖ } . We say that a normed space X that has the above property is a normed space of type 1. (Also called a Radon–Riesz space, whose property is called the Radon–Riesz property — see, e.g., [23, Definition 2.5.26]). Hilbert spaces are Banach spaces of type 1[15, Problem 20].

Theorem 5.1. Suppose T is an operator on a type 1 normed space X . If (a) T is power bounded,

(b) y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T, (c) y ∈ X is not a supercyclic vector for T, then

(d) every nonzero f ∈ X^∗ is such that either

(d_1) lim inf_n |f(T^ny)| = 0, or (d_2) lim sup_k |f(T^{nk} y)| < ‖f‖ lim sup_k ‖T^{nk} y‖ for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. Proof. First we need the following auxiliary result.

Claim 1. If z_k, z ∈ X , where X is a normed space of type 1, and if the sequence {z_k}_{k≥0} is such that z_k^w−→ z and z_k −→/ z, then ‖z‖ < lim sup_k ‖z_k‖. Proof . If X is an arbitrary normed space, then z_k^w−→ z implies ‖z‖ ≤ lim inf_k‖z_k‖ (see, e.g., [16, Proposition 46.1]). Thus, if z_k −→/ z and X is a normed space of type 1, then ‖z_k‖ ↛ ‖z‖ so that ‖z‖ ≤ lim inf_k‖z_k‖ < lim sup_k ‖z_k‖. □ Now consider assumptions (a), (b), and (c), and suppose (d) fails; that is, suppose the contradictory (d) / of (d) holds: (d) / there exists a nonzero f_0 ∈ X^∗ such that (d_1) / 0 < lim inf_n |f_0(T^ny)| and (d_2) / lim sup_k |f_0(T^{nk} y)| = ‖f_0‖ lim sup_k ‖T^{nk} y‖ for every subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. According to assumption (b) let 0 ≠ y ∈ X be a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T. Thus for every x ∈ X there exists a scalar-valued sequence {β_ℓ}_{ℓ≥0} (depending on x and y) such that β_ℓT^{nℓ} y^w−→ x for some subsequence {T^{nℓ} }_{ℓ≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. By assumption (c) suppose y is not a supercyclic vector for T. So there exists a nonzero vector x_0 ∈ X such that γ_ℓT^{nℓ} y −→/ x_0 for every sequence of numbers {γ_ℓ}_{ℓ≥0} and every subsequence {T^{nℓ} }_{ℓ≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. Then there is a scalar-valued sequence {α_j }_{j≥0} (depending on x_0 and y) such that α_j T^{nj} y^w−→ x_0 for some subsequence {T^{nj} }_{j≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}, and α_iT^{ni} y −→/ x_0 for every subsequence {T^{ni} }_{i≥0} = {T^{nji} }_{i≥0} of {T^{nj} }_{j≥0} and every subsequence {α_i}_{i≥0} ={α_{ji} }_{i≥0} of {α_j }_{j≥0}. Next consider assumption (d) / which says: there is a nonzero f_0 ∈ X^∗ (which depends on y) satisfying (d_1) / and (d_2) / . Since α_j T^{nj} y^w−→ x_0 we get |f(x_0)| = lim_j |f(α_j T^{nj} y)| for every f ∈ X^∗. In particular, |f_0(x_0)| = lim_j |f_0(α_j T^{nj} y)| = lim_j |α_j | |f_0(T^{nj} y)|.

Hence lim sup_j |α_j | < ∞ by (d_1) / . (Indeed, 0 < lim inf_n |f_0(T^ny)| ∈ R by (a) and (d_1) / and so for every ε ∈ (0, lim inf_n |f_0(T^ny)|) there exists a positive integer n_ε such that if n ≥ n_ε then ε < |f_0(T^ny)|, and hence lim sup_j |α_j | < ∞ since |f_0(x_0)| ∈ R ). Thus there is a subsequence {α_k}_{k≥0} ={α_{jk} }_{k≥0} of {α_j }_{j≥0} such that {|α_k|}_{k≥0} converges.

Take this subsequence {α_k}_{k≥0} of {α_j }_{j≥0} and take the corresponding subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^{nj} }_{j≥0} so that α_kT^{nk} y^w−→ x_0 (because α_j T^{nj} y^w−→ x_0). Then α_kT^{nk} y^w−→ x_0 and α_kT^{nk} y −→/ x_0.

Therefore, according to Claim 1, ‖x_0‖ < lim sup_k‖α_kT^{nk} y‖. Again, since α_kT^{nk} y^w−→ x_0, it follows that |f_0(x_0)| = lim_k|f_0(α_kT^{nk} y)|.

Note: if {ξ_k}_{k≥0} and {ζ_k}_{k≥0} are bounded sequences of nonnegative real numbers such that {ξ_k}_{k≥0} converges, then lim_k ξ_k lim sup_k ζ_k = lim sup ξ_k ζ_k. (In fact, if ξ_k → ξ then for every ε>0 there exists an integer k_ε ≥1 such that if k ≥k_ε then ξζ_k − ξ_k ζ_k < εζ_k ≤ ε sup_k ζ_k, and hence lim_k ξ_k lim sup_k ζ_k ≤ lim sup ξ_kζ_k ≤ lim sup_k ξ_k lim sup_k ζ_k = lim_k ξ_k lim sup_k ζ_k). Thus, since sup_k |f_0(T^{nk} y)| < ∞ by assumption (a) and since {|α_k|}_{k≥0} converges, we get

lim sup_k|α_k| lim sup_k|f_0(T^{nk} y)| = lim_k|α_k| lim sup_k|f_0(T^{nk} y)| = lim sup_k|α_k| |f_0(T^{nk} y)| = lim sup_k|f_0(α_kT^{nk} y)| = lim_k|α_kf_0(T^{nk} y)|.

Then, by the above three displayed expressions and (d_2) / , lim_k|f_0(α_kT^{nk} y)| = |f_0(x_0)| ≤ ‖f_0‖ ‖x_0‖ < ‖f_0‖ lim sup_k‖α_kT^{nk} y‖ ≤ lim sup_k|α_k| ‖f_0‖ lim sup_k‖T^{nk} y‖ = lim sup_k|α_k| lim sup_k|f_0(T^{nk} y)| = lim_k|f_0(α_kT^{nk} y)|,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, (a), (b) and (c) imply (d). □

Corollary 5.1. If a power bounded operator T on a type 1 normed space X is such that T is not supercyclic, then either

(i) T is not weakly l-sequentially supercyclic, or (ii) if y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T, then every nonzero f ∈ X^∗ is such that either lim inf_n |f(T^ny)| = 0, or lim sup_k |f(T^{nk} y)| < ‖f‖ lim sup_k ‖T^{nk} y‖ for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. Proof. Immediate by Theorem 5.1. □

Remark 5.1. This remark deals with operators on Hilbert spaces as it will be considered in the forthcoming Corollaries 5.2 and 6.1. Whenever we refer to a Hilbert space, the inner product in it will be denoted by ⟨ ; ⟩. (a) Although hyponormal operators are never supercyclic [8, Theorem 3.1], neither weakly hypercyclic [25, Theorem 4.5], there exist weakly l-sequentially supercyclic hyponormal operators. In fact, every weakly supercyclic (in particular, every weakly l-sequentially supercyclic) hyponormal operator is a multiple of a unitary [4, Theorem 3.4], and there exist weakly supercyclic (in fact, weakly l-sequentially supercyclic) unitary operators [4, Example 3.6, pp.10,12] (see also [28, Question 1]). Thus a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic hyponormal contraction must be unitary. Corollary 5.2 below gives a condition for a hyponormal contraction (or a unitary operator) to be weakly l-sequentially supercyclic.

(b) The above discussion guarantees the existence of weakly l-sequentially supercyclic power bounded operators that are not supercyclic (see also [25, Corollary to Theorem 2.2]). Thus alternative (ii) in Corollary 5.1 cannot be dismissed. Actually, the existence of weakly l-sequentially supercyclic unitary operators (which are never supercyclic) shows alternative (ii) in Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3 below cannot be dismissed as well; that is, it shows the existence of unitary operators satisfying condition (ii) in Corollaries 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3.

Corollary 5.2. If a power bounded operator T on a Hilbert space X is hyponormal, then it is a contraction and either

(i) T is not weakly l-sequentially supercyclic, or (ii) if y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T, then T is unitary and every nonzero z ∈ X is such that either

lim inf_n |⟨T^ny ; z⟩| = 0, or lim sup_k |⟨T^{nk} y ; z⟩| < ‖z‖‖y‖ for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}.

Proof. It is well known that if T is hyponormal, then it is normaloid (i.e., ‖T ‖^n = ‖T^n‖ for every n ≥ 1), and every power bounded normaloid operator is a contraction. A hyponormal operator on a Hilbert space is not supercyclic [8, Theorem 3.1]. Then apply Corollary 5.1 (replacing f(x) with ⟨x ; z⟩ according to the Riesz Representation Theorem in Hilbert space), and recall that a weakly supercyclic hyponormal contraction is unitary (cf. Remark 5.1), thus an isometry. □

Corollary 5.3. If T is an isometry on a type 1 Banach space X , then either

(i) T is not weakly l-sequentially supercyclic, or (ii) if y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T, then every nonzero f ∈ X^∗ is such that either

lim inf_n |f(T^ny)| = 0, or lim sup_k |f(T^{nk} y)| < ‖f‖‖y‖ for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}.

Proof. If T is an isometry on a Banach space, then it is not supercyclic [3, Proof of Theorem 2.1] (Lemma 4.1). Thus apply Corollary 5.1. (In a Hilbert space setting this is a particular case of Corollary 5.2, where T is an invertible isometry). □

6. Weak Supercyclicity and Stability

It was proved in [3, Theorem 2.1] that a power bounded operator T on a Banach space X such that ‖T^nx‖ ↛ 0 for every 0 ≠ x ∈ X (i.e., a power bounded operator of class C_{1·}) has no supercyclic vector. The next result is a weak version of it.

Theorem 6.1. If a power bounded operator T on a type 1 normed space X is such that T^nx^w−→/ 0 for every 0 ≠ x ∈ X , then either

(i) T has no weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector, or (ii) if y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T, then every nonzero f ∈ X^∗ for which f(T^ny) ↛ 0 is such that either lim inf_n |f(T^ny)| = 0, or lim sup_k |f(T^{nk} y)| < ‖f‖ lim sup_k ‖T^{nk} y‖ for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. Proof. Consider the following result.

Claim 1. If a power bounded operator on any normed space is such that T^nx^w−→/ 0 for every 0 ≠ x ∈ X , then it has no supercyclic vector.

Proof . If an operator T on a normed space X is such that T^nx^w−→/ 0 for some (for every) 0 ≠ x ∈ X , then it is clear that T^nx −→/ 0 for some (for every) 0 ≠ x ∈ X (strong convergence implies weak convergence to the same limit). It was proved in [3, Theorem 2.1] that a if power bounded operator T on a Banach space X is such that ‖T^nx‖ ↛ 0 for every 0 ≠ x ∈ X , then it has no supercyclic vector, whose proof survives in any normed space. □

Thus under the theorem hypothesis, Claim 1 ensures T has no supercyclic vector. If, in addition, X is a type 1 normed space and T does not satisfy condition (i) — that is, if T has a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector y — then condition (ii) holds by Theorem 5.1 (or Corollary 5.1). □

It was proved in [3, Theorem 2.2] by using [3, Theorem 2.1] that a Banach-space supercyclic power bounded operator is strongly stable, whose proof in fact does not require completeness. Theorem 6.2 below is a weak version of it based on Theorem 6.1. Weakly l-sequentially supercyclic contractions on Hilbert space are characterized in Corollary 6.1 as a consequence of Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 6.2. If a power bounded operator T on a type 1 normed space X is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic, then either

(i) T is weakly stable, or (ii) if y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T such that T^ny^w−→/ 0, then for every nonzero f ∈ X^∗ such that f(T^ny) ↛ 0 either lim inf_n |f(T^ny)| = 0, or lim sup_k |f(T^{nk} y)| < ‖f‖lim sup_k ‖T^{nk} y‖ for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{n≥0}. Proof. First we show: if (i) fails, then there is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector y such that T^ny^w−→/ 0. That is, if T^nx^w−→/ 0 for some x ∈ X , then the set { y ∈ X : y is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T such that T^ny^w−→/ 0 } is nonempty.

Claim 1. Suppose T is a power bounded weakly l-sequentially supercyclic operator on a normed space X . If there exists a vector x ∈ X such that T^nx^w−→/ 0, then there exists a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector y ∈ X for T such that T^ny^w−→/ 0.

Proof . Let Y ⊆ X denote the set of all weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vectors for an operator T , and so T is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic if and only if Y ≠ ∅. The same argument of Remark 3.1(a) ensures O_T (span{y})\{0} ⊆ Y for every y ∈ Y (see [22, Lemma 5.1]). Since (O_T (span{y})\{0})^{−wl} = X for every y ∈ Y (definition of weak l-sequential supercyclicity), then Y ≠ ∅ =⇒ Y^{−wl} = X . However, more is true. Denseness is attained in the norm topology (cf. [22, Theorem 5.1]): Y ≠ ∅ =⇒ Y^− = X . (A weak version of the above implication was considered in [25, Proposition 2.1], where Y is replaced by the set of all weakly supercyclic vectors — see Remark 3.1(e)). Take an arbitrary x in X . If Y^− = X , then there exists a Y-valued sequence {y_k} such that ‖y_k − x‖ → 0. If T_ny^w−→ 0 for every y ∈ Y, which means f(T_ny) → 0 for every f in the dual X^∗ of X and every y in Y, then |f(T_ny_k)| → 0 for every f in X^∗ and every integer k. Therefore since |f(T_nx)| ≤ |f(T_n(y_k − x))| + |f(T_ny_m)| ≤ ‖f‖ sup_n‖T_n‖‖y_k − x‖ + |f(T_ny_k)| for every f ∈ X^∗ and every x ∈ X , we get T_nx^w−→ 0 for every x ∈ X . So if there is an x ∈ X such that T^nx^w−→/ 0, then there is a y ∈ Y such that T^ny^w−→/ 0. □

Now let T be an operator on a type 1 normed space X and consider the following assumptions.

(a) T is power bounded, and set β = sup_n ‖T^n‖ > 0. (b) T is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic.

(c) If y ∈ X is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for T such that T^ny^w−→/ 0, then for some f_0 ∈ X^∗ with ‖f_0‖ = 1 such that f_0(T^ny) ↛ 0, (c_1) 0 < lim inf_n |f_0(T^ny)| and (c_2) lim sup_k |f_0(T^{nk} y)| = ‖f_0‖ lim sup_k ‖T^{nk} y‖ for every subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {T^n}_{k≥0}. Claim 2. If y ∈ X is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic for T, then T^ny^w−→ 0.

Proof . Under assumption (b) there exists a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic unit vector y ∈ X (‖y‖ = 1) for T. Suppose T^ny^w−→/ 0. Under assumptions (a) and (c) Theorem 6.1 says there exists a unit vector v (i.e., ‖v‖ = 1) in X such that T^nv^w−→ 0. Since y is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic, there is a sequence {α_k}_{k≥0} of nonzero numbers such that α_kT^{nk} y^w−→ v for some subsequence {T^{nk} }_{k≥0}. So, f(α_kT^{nk} y) → f(v) for every f ∈ X^∗. Take a unit vector f ∈ X^∗ (‖f‖ = 1) for which^1_2 ≤ |f(v)| ≤ 1 (recall: 1 = ‖v‖ = sup_{‖f ‖=1} |f(v)|). Thus there exists a positive integer k_f such that if k ≥ k_f then | | |f(α_kT^nk y)| − |f(v)| | | ≤ |f(α_kT^{nk} y) − f(v)| <^{|f (v)|}_2 , and hence |f(v)| − |f(α_k T^{nk} y)| <^{|f (v)|}_2 , which implies

1 4 ≤^{|f (v)|}_2 = |f(v)| −^{|f (v)|}_2 < |f(α_kT^{nk} y)| ≤ ‖f‖|α_k| sup_n ‖T^n‖‖y‖ = β|α_k | accord- ing to (a). Thus, for k large enough, 1 4β < |α_k|. Now take any unit vector f_0 ∈ X^∗ (‖f_0‖ = 1) satisfying assumption (c) so that, according to (c_1), there exists a positive number δ such that δ < lim inf_n|f_0(T^ny)|.

Next take any positive γ such that γ <^δ_{4β2} . Take an arbitrary integer m ≥ 0. Note that |f_0(α_kT^{nk+m}y − T^mv)| = |f_0(T^m(α_k T^{nk} y − v))| = |(T^{m∗}f_0)(α_k T^{nk} y − v)| = |f_m(α_k T^{nk} y − T v)| for f_m = T^{m∗}f_0 ∈ X^∗, where T^{m∗} ∈ B[X^∗] is the normed-space adjoint of T^m ∈ B[X ] (see, e.g., [27, Section 3.2]). Since α_kT^{nk} y^w−→ v, there is a positive integer k_m such that if k ≥ k_m then |f_m(α_kT^{nk} y − v)| < β^γ_2 . Thus, for any m ≥ 0 and k large enough, |f_0(α_k T^{nk+m}y − T^mv)| < β^γ_2 . Finally, since T^nv^w−→ 0, take m sufficiently large such that |f_0(T^mv)| < β^γ_2 .

Then, by the above four displayed inequalities, for k and m large enough, δ 4β <^{lim infk |f0 (T nk +my)|} 4β < lim inf_k|f_0(T^{nk+m}y)|inf_k|α_k| ≤ lim inf_k|f_0(α_kT^{nk +m}y)|

≤ lim inf_k|f_0(α_kT^{nk+m}y − T^mv)| + lim inf_k|f_0(T^mv)|

< β^γ_2 + β^γ_2 = βγ <^δ_{4β} , which is a contradiction. Therefore if y ∈ X is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic for T, then T^ny^w−→ 0. □ By Claim 1 (which depends on assumptions (a) and (b)) if T^ny^w−→ 0 for every weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector y in X for T, then T^nx^w−→ 0 for every x in X . So the result in Claim 2 (which depends on assumptions (a), (b) and (c)) ensures T is weakly stable. Thus, under assumptions (a) and (b), T is weakly stable if assumption (c) holds; that is if assumptions (a) and (b) hold and if T is not weakly stable, then assumption (c) fails; equivalently, assumption (ii) holds. □

For a power bounded operator supercyclicity implies strong stability [3, Theorem 2.2]. Theorem 6.2 prompts the question. Consider a power bounded operator T. Does weak l-sequential supercyclicity implies weak stability?

T is supercyclic =⇒ T^{n s}−→ O

T is weakly l−sequentially supercyclic^?=⇒ T^{n w}−→ O .

In particular, can alternative (ii) be dismissed from Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 ?

Corollary 6.1. If a contraction T on a Hilbert space is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic, then either

(i) T is weakly stable, or

(ii) if y is a weakly l-sequentially supercyclic vector for the unitary part U of T such that U^ny^w−→/ 0, then for every nonzero z such that ⟨U^ny ; z⟩ ↛ 0 either

lim inf_n |⟨U^ny ; z⟩| = 0, or lim sup_k |⟨U^{nk} y ; z⟩| < ‖z‖‖y‖ for some subsequence {U^{nk} }_{k≥0} of {U^n}_{n≥0}.

Proof. Let T be a contraction on a Hilbert space X . By the Nagy–Foliaş–Langer decomposition for Hilbert-space contractions (see, e.g., [29, p.8] or [18, p.76]), X admits an orthogonal decomposition X = U^⊥ ⊕ U, where T is uniquely a direct sum of a completely nonunitary contraction C = T |_U ⊥ ∈ B[U] and a unitary operator U = T |_U ∈ B[U] (where any of these parcels may be missing): T = C ⊕ U, where C is the completely nonunitary part of T and U is the unitary part of T. Every completely nonunitary contraction is weakly stable (see, e.g., [12, p.55] or [18, p.106]). Thus T is weakly stable if and only if U is weakly stable; that is,

C^{n w}−→ O and T^{n w}−→ O if and only if U^{n w}−→ O.

Suppose U acts on a nonzero space (otherwise the result is trivially verified). If T = C ⊕ U is weakly l-sequentially supercyclic (or supercyclic), then both C and U are weakly l-sequentially supercyclic. Thus the result follows by Theorem 6.2 and by the Riesz Representation Theorem in Hilbert space, since U is an isometry. □

Weak l-sequential supercyclicity and weak stability for unitary operators are discussed in [21, Theorem 5.1] in terms of a condition similar to the so-called angle criterion for supercyclicity — see, e.g., [5, Theorem 9.1].

References

1. Y.A. Abramovich and C.D. Aliprantis, Invitation to Operator Theory, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, Vol. 50, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1991.

2. S.I. Ansari, Hypercyclic and cyclic vectors, J. Funct. Anal. 128 (1995), 374–383. 3. S.I. Ansari and P.S. Bourdon, Some properties of cyclic operators, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged) 63 (1997), 195–207.

4. F. Bayart and E. Matheron, Hyponormal operators, weighted shifts and weak forms of supercyclicity, Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. 49 (2006), 1–15.

5. F. Bayart and E. Matheron, Dynamics of Linear Operators, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009.

6. T. Bermúdez, A. Bonilla, and A. Peris, C -supercyclic versus R^+-supercyclic operators, Arch.

Math. 79 (2002), 125–130.

7. J. Bes, K.C. Chan, and R. Sanders, Every weakly sequentially hypercyclic shift is norm hypercyclic. Math. Proc. R. Ir. Acad. 105A (2005), 79–85.

8. P.S. Bourdon, Orbits of hyponormal operators, Michigan Math. J. 44 (1997), 345–353. 9. K.C. Chan and R. Sanders, A weakly hypercyclic operator that is not norm hypercyclic, J.

Operator Theory 52 (2004), 39–59.

10. B.P. Duggal, Weak supercyclicity: dynamics of paranormal operators, Rend. Circ. Mat.

Palermo 65 (2016), 297–306.

11. B.P. Duggal, C.S. Kubrusly, and I.H. Kim, Bishop’s property (β), a commutativity theorem and the dynamics of class A(s, t) operators. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 427 (2015), 107–113.

12. P.A. Fillmore, Notes on Operator Theory, Van Nostrand, New York, 1970. 13. R. Godement, Théorèmes tauberiens et théorie spectrale, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (3) 64 (1947), 119–138.

14. K.-G. Grosse-Erdmann and A. Peris, Linear Chaos, Springer, London, 2011. 15. P.R. Halmos, A Hilbert Space Problem Book, 2nd edn. Springer, New York, 1982. 16. H.G. Heuser, Functional Analysis, Wiley, Chichester, 1982.

17. H.M. Hilden and L.J. Wallen, Some cyclic and non-cyclic vectors of certain operators, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 23 (1974), 557–565.

18. C.S. Kubrusly, An Introduction to Models and Decompositions in Operator Theory Birkhäuser, Boston, 1997.

19. C.S. Kubrusly, The Elements of Operator Theory, Birkhäuser-Springer, New York, 2011. 20. C.S. Kubrusly, Spectral Theory of Operators on Hilbert Spaces, Birkhäuser-Springer, New York, 2012.

21. C.S. Kubrusly, Singular-continuous unitaries and weak dynamics, Math. Proc. R. Ir. Acad.

116A (2016), 45–56.

22. C.S. Kubrusly, Denseness of sets of supercyclic vectors, to appear. Available at (https://arxiv.org/pdf/1804.02613.pdf).

23. R. Megginson, An Introduction to Banach Space Theory, Springer, New York, 1998. 24. A. Montes-Rodrígues and S.A. Shkarin, Non-weakly supercyclic operators, J. Operator Theory 58 (2007), 39–62.

25. R. Sanders, Weakly supercyclic operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 292 (2004), 148–159. 26. R. Sanders, An isometric bilateral shift that is weakly supercyclic, Integral Equations Operator Theory 53 (2005), 547–552.

27. M. Schechter, Principles of Functional Analysis, 2nd edn. Graduate Studies in Mathematics Vol. 36, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 2002.

28. S. Shkarin, Non-sequential weak supercyclicity and hypercyclicity, J. Funct. Anal. 242 (2007), 37–77.

29. B. Sz.-Nagy and C. Foiaş, Harmonic Analysis of Operators on Hilbert Space, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1970.

Applied Mathematics Department, Federal University, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil Email address: carloskubrusly@gmail.com

8 Redwood Grove, Northfield Avenue, Ealing, London W5 4SZ, United Kingdom Email address: bpduggal@yahoo.co.uk