arXiv:2312.07054v1 [math.FA] 12 Dec 2023

EXTENDING FAMILIES OF DISJOINT HYPERCYCLIC OPERATORS

ÖZGÜR MARTIN AND REBECCA SANDERS

Abstract. In the present note, we solve two open questions posed by Salas in [33] about disjoint hypercyclic operators. First, we show that given any family T_1, . . . , T_N of disjoint hypercyclic operators, one can always select an operator T such that the extended family T_1, . . . , T_N , T of operators remains disjoint hypercyclic. In fact, we prove that the set of operators T which can extend the family of disjoint hypercyclic operators is dense in the strong operator topology in the algebra of bounded operators. Second, we show the existence of two disjoint weakly mixing operators that fail to possess a dense d-hypercyclic manifold. Thus, these operators satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property but fails to satisfy the Strong Disjoint Blowup/Collapse property, a notion which was introduced by Salas as a sufficient condition for having a dense linear manifold of disjoint hypercyclic vectors.

1. Introduction Since its introduction by Bernal [6] and independently by Bès and Peris [13], the notion of disjoint hypercyclicity has become one of the central themes in linear dynamics. Let X denote a separable and infinite dimensional Banach space, and let B(X) denote the algebra of bounded operators. Recall that an operator T ∈ B(X) is called hypercyclic if it posseses a dense orbit Orb(T, x) = {T^nx : n ∈ N} for some vector x ∈ X. Such a vector x is called as a hypercyclic vector for the operator T , and the set of hypercyclic vectors for T is denoted by HC(T ). Disjoint hypercyclicity provides a method for studying the independence of the orbits of a finite family of hypercyclic operators.

Definition 1.1. The operators T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X), with N ≥ 2, are disjoint hypercyclic, or d-hypercyclic for short, if there exists a vector x ∈ X such that the set {(T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_N x) : n ∈ N} is dense in X^N = X ×· · ·×X.

In other words, the operators T_1, . . . , T_N are disjoint hypercyclic if the direct sum operator T_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ T_N has a hypercyclic vector of the form (x, . . . , x) ∈ X^N . Following the hypercyclicity terminology, such a vector x is also called as a d-hypercyclic vector for the operators T_1, . . . , T_N . The set of d-hypercyclic vectors for the operators T_1, . . . , T_N is denoted by d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ). Moreover, whenever the set d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) of d-hypercyclic vectors is dense in X, we say the operators T_1, . . . , T_N are densely d-hypercyclic.

Date: December 5, 2023 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 47A16, 46A04; Secondary: 46A32. Key words and phrases. hypercyclic vectors, hypercyclic operators, disjoint hypercyclicity, 1

Over the last fifteen years, disjoint hypercyclicity has been studied extensively. Although at first, the dynamics of a single operator and disjoint dynamics of finite family of operators seem to be very similar (see [6], [13], [15], [32], [33], and [35]), later work in the area proved this to be false. Especially, the work in [14], [16], [30], [31], and [34] provide several aspects of their differing dynamical properties. Recent work reveal connections between disjoint hypercyclicity and other areas of mathematics such as the notion of multiple recurrence in topological dynamics [22] and Sidon sets in additive combinatorics [19]. Also, see [3], [29] and [30] for the study of disjointness among families of frequently hypercyclic operators.

In the present paper, we answer two questions posed by Salas [33] about disjoint hypercyclic operators. The first question posed by Salas focuses on the existence of disjoint hypercyclic operators. It has been shown independently by many authors that, given N ≥ 2, every separable infinite dimesional Fréchet space supports disjoint hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N (see [15], [32], and [35]). Salas raised the following natural question [33, Question 3]:

Question 1.2. Given d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X), can one select an additional operator T_{N+1} such that extended family of operators T_1, . . . , T_N , T_{N+1} remains d-hypercyclic?

In [31], the authors gave a partial answer to the disjoint supercyclic version of the question for families of weighted shift operators. They showed that if the weighted shifts B_1, . . . , B_N are d-supercyclic, one can always add another operator T_{N+1} such that B_1, . . . , B_N , T_{N+1} are still d-supercyclic although they also proved that it is not always possible to choose this additional operator as another weighted shift.

In Section 2, we give a complete positive answer to Question 1.2. In fact, we show that the set of operators T_{N+1} which extend the family to a new tuple of N + 1 of d-hypercyclic operators is dense in the strong operator topology (or, SOT-dense for short) in the algebra of operators B(X). The result also enables us to show the existence of two densely d-hypercyclic operators which fail to satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property, and it provides an alternative technique to establish the existence of d-hypercyclic operators on every separable infinite dimensional Fréchet space admitting a continuous norm.

In the rest of the paper, we focus on the set of d-hypercyclic vectors for finite families of operators. It is easy to see that if an operator T supports a hypercyclic vector, then the set of hypercyclic vectors HC(T ) is a dense G_δ. Furthermore, there is dense hypercyclic manifold in which every nonzero vector in the manifold is a hypercyclic vector for the operator [4, Theorem 1.30]. On the positive side, Salas [33] defined a stronger version of the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property (see [33, Definition 1]), and he showed this stronger version provided a sufficient condition for the existence of a dense manifold of d-hypercyclic vectors. Moreover, he showed that for finite families of weighted shift operators, the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property and its strong version are equivalent. This led Salas to raise the following question [33, Question 1]:

Question 1.3. Are the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property and its stronger version equivalent?

In Section 3, we provide a counterexample consisting of two d-weakly mixing operators whose set of d-hypercyclic vectors is dense but every d-hypercyclic manifold is one-dimensional. Since d-weakly mixing operators satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property, these operators provide a negative answer of Question 1.3.

2. Extending d-Hypercyclic Families In [20], Chan proved that the hypercyclic operators on a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space form a SOT-dense subset of the algebra of continuous linear operators. This result was later extended further to hypercyclic operators on Fréchet spaces by Bès and Chan [10]. Motivated by Chan’s result, we answer Question 1.2 in the positive by showing that for any finite family of d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X), the collection of operators which extend the operators T_1, . . . , T_N while maintaining dhypercyclicity is SOT-dense in B(X). Even more, we are able to maintain some control over the d-hypercyclic vectors in the extended family of d-hypercyclic operators.

Theorem 2.1. Let T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X) with N ∈ N be d-hypercyclic operators, and let A ⊆ d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ). If the set A is countable and linearly independent, then the collection {T ∈ B(X) : A ⊆ d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N , T )} is SOT-dense in B(X).

For a given hypercyclic operator B ∈ B(X), it was noted in [9] that its similarity orbit

S(B) = {L^{−1}BL : L ∈ B(X) invertible}

consists entirely of hypercyclic operators and is SOT-dense in B(X). The proof of Theorem 2.1 takes advantage of the relationship between a hypercyclic operator and its conjugates. The density portion of Theorem 2.1 utilizes an SOT-dense subset within the similarity orbit S(B).

Lemma 2.2. Let B ∈ B(X) be a hypercyclic operator, and let A_1, A_2 be two countable dense and linearly independent sets in X. The collection C = { L^{−1}BL : L ∈ B(X) invertible and L(A_1) = A_2 }

of hypercyclic operators is SOT-dense in in B(X).

Proof. For the hypercyclic operator B ∈ B(X), Lemma 2.2 follows after showing the collection C is norm dense within the SOT-dense similarity orbit S(B), which consists entirely of hypercyclic operators. Let L ∈ B(X) be any invertible operator. In [24, Lemma 2.1], Grivaux showed that for any ϵ > 0 and any two countable dense linearly independent sets ~A_1, ~A_2 in X, there exists an invertible operator J ∈ B(X) for which J( ~A_1) = ~A_2 and ‖J − I‖ < ϵ. From this result, we may select a sequence (J_n)^∞_{n=1} of invertible operators in B(X) with J_n(A_1) = L^{−1}(A_2) and ‖J_n − I‖ −→ 0 as n −→ ∞. Furthermore, since the mapping T → T^{−1} is norm-continuous on the invertible operators in B(X), it follows ‖J^{−1}_n − I‖ −→ 0 as n −→ ∞. Consider the sequence (L_n)^∞_{n=1} given by L_n = LJ_n. Each invertible operator L_n satisfies L_n(A_1) = LJ_n(A_1) = A_2, and so L^{−1}_n BL_n ∈ C. Furthermore, by the convergence of the sequence (J_n)^∞_{n=1}, we get ‖L^{−1}_n BL_n − L^{−1}BL‖ = ‖J^{−1}_n (L^{−1}BL)J_n − L^{−1}BL‖ −→ 0 as n −→ ∞. □ The proof that each conjugate in the similarity orbit of a hypercyclic operator is hypercyclic follows from the well-known fact that f is a hypercyclic vector for a conjugate L^{−1}BL if and only Lf is a hypercyclic vector for the operator B. This idea can be extended to d-hypercyclic vectors for a finite family of conjugates.

Lemma 2.3. Let B_1, . . . , B_M , L_1, . . . , L_M ∈ B(X) with M ∈ N and the operators L_1, . . . , L_M invertible. For each integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ M, let A_i = L^{−1}_i B_iL_i. The vector f ∈ d-HC(A_1, . . . A_M ) if and only if (L_1f, . . . , L_M f) ∈ HC(B_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ B_M ). Proof. Variations of Lemma 2.3 appear throughout the literature on disjoint hypercyclic. For example, see [34, Lemma 2.1]. The lemma follows from the observation that for any vectors f, x_1, . . . , x_M ∈ X, we have B^{nk}_i (L_if) −→ x_i as k −→ ∞ if and only A^{nk}_i f = (L^{−1}_i B_iL_i)^{nk} f = L^{−1}_i B^{nk}_i (L_if) −→ L^{−1}_i x_i as k −→ ∞. □

Theorem 2.1 is established using both of these lemmas.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. With Lemma 2.2 in mind, it suffices to find a hypercyclic operator B ∈ B(X) and two countable dense and linearly independent sets A_1, A_2 such that

A ⊆ d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_n, L^{−1}BL) whenever L ∈ B(X) is invertible and L(A_1) = A_2. (1) For the hypercyclic operator B ∈ B(X), recall that every separable, infinite dimensional Banach space admits a mixing operator (see Ansari [2], Bernal [5], or Grivaux [25]). Let B be any such mixing operator in B(X). For the set A_1, select any countable dense and linearly independent set A_1 with A ⊆ A_1. In order to define set A_2, let {(g_{1,j} , . . . , g_{N,j} , g_{N+1,j} ) : j ∈ N} (2) be a countable dense set in ⨁_{N+1} i=1 X. Since A ⊆ d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ), for each f ∈ A and each j ∈ N, there exists a strictly increasing sequence (n^{(f )}_{k,j} )^∞_{k=1} of positive integers such that T^n (f ) k,j i f −→ g_{i,j} as k −→ ∞ for each i with 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (3) A mixing operator in hereditarily hypercyclic with respect to the full sequence (n)^∞_{n=1}, and so the set HC({B^{n(f )k,j} }^∞_{k=1}) is a dense G_δ for each f ∈ A and each j ∈ N (see Bès, Peris [12]). It follows from the Baire

Category Theorem that the countable intersection ⋂ f ∈A ⋂_∞ j=0 HC({B^{n(f )k,j} }^∞_{k=1}) is also a dense G_δ. Let A_2 be any countable dense and linear independent set with

A_2 ⊆ ⋂ f ∈A ∞⋂ j=0 HC({B^{n(f )k,j} }^∞_{k=1}). To complete the proof it remains to show the condition in (1) is satisfied. Let L ∈ B(X) be an invertible operator with L(A_1) = A_2, and let f ∈ A. Since Lf ∈ A_2 ⊆ ⋂ f ∈A ⋂_∞ j=0 HC({B^{n(f )k,j} }^∞_{k=1}), for each j ∈ N, there exists a strictly increasing subsequence (n^{(f )}_{kr ,j} )^∞_{r=1} of positive integers for which B^{n(f )kr ,j} (Lf) −→ g_{N+1,j} as r −→ ∞. Furthermore, it follows from (3) that T^n

(f ) kr ,j i f −→ g_{i,j} as r −→ ∞ for each integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Therefore, for each j ∈ N, we have (T_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ T_N ⊕ B)^{n(f )kr ,j} (f, . . . , f, Lf) −→ (g_{1,j} , . . . , g_{N,j}, g_{N+1,j} ) as r −→ ∞. Since the set {(g_{1,j} , . . . , g_{N,j}, g_{N+1,j} ) : j ∈ N} is dense, it follows (f, . . . , f, Lf) ∈ HC(T_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ T_N ⊕ B), and so f ∈ d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N , L^{−1}BL) by Lemma 2.3. □

From Theorem 2.1, any finite collection of N d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N may be extended to N +1 d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N , T_{N+1}. When the original operators T_1, . . . , T_N are densely d-hypercyclic, the operator T_{N+1} may be selected so the extended collection T_1, . . . , T_N , T_{N+1} remains densely d-hypercyclic by simply selecting the countable linear independent A in Theorem 2.1 to also be dense.

Corollary 2.4. If T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X) with N ∈ N are densely d-hypercyclic operators, then the collection

{T ∈ B(X) : T_1, . . . , T_N , T are densely d-hypercyclic }

is SOT-dense in B(X). Moreover, for any countable and linearly independent set A ⊆ d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ), there is an SOT-dense subcollection of operators for which A ⊆ d-HC(T_1, T_2, . . . , T_N , T ).

Theorem 2.1 or Corollary 2.4 may be applied to generalize results about two d-hypercylic operators T_1, T_2 to a finite family of d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N with N ≥ 2. For an example, given any nonzero vector g ∈ X, it was shown in [34, Corollary 3.6] that there exists d-hypercylic T_1, T_2 and densely d-hypercyclic operators ~T_1, ~T_2 such that d-HC(T_1, T_2) = span{g} \ {0} and d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∩ d-HC( ~T_1, ~T_2) = ∅. This result showed that a set of d-hypercyclic can be extremely small and nowhere dense. By repeatedly applying Theorem 2.1 with operators T_1, T_2 and A = {g} and repeatedly applying Corollary 2.4 with operators ~T_1, ~T_2, we can construct d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N and densely d-hypercyclic operators ~T_1, . . . ~T_N with d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) = span{g} \ {0} and d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) ∩ d-HC( ~T_1, . . . , ~T_N ) = ∅. A single hypercyclic operator is always densely hypercyclic but may fail to be weakly mixing [23]. On the other hand, being weakly mixing, satisfying the Hypercyclicity Criterion, and satisfying the Blowup/Collapse property are all equivalent (see [12] and [28]). In the disjoint setting, none of these equivalences hold. Even the stronger notion of frequent d-hypercyclicity (see [29] or [30] for the definition) does not ensure being d-weakly mixing contrary to the single operator situation [26, Theorem 9.8]. The below chart summarizes these varying results regarding disjoint hypercyclic operators in the chart below with references:

d-Hypercyclicity Criterion ⇓ ⇑̸ [34] frequently d-hypercyclic ⇍ ⇏ d-weakly mixing [30] ⇓ ⇑̸ [16] Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse ⇓ [13] densely d-hypercyclic ⇓ ⇑̸ [34] d-hypercyclic

In [3, Theorem 3.1], Bayart provided an example of two frequently d-hypercyclic unilateral weighted shifts on the sequence space ℓ^1(N). As weighted shifts are never d-weakly mixing [16, Proposition 3.2], these weighted shifts give a constructive counterexample of frequently d-hypercyclic operators which fail to be d-weakly mixing. Corollary 2.4 provides a counterexample for the missing inverse implication between dense d-hypercyclicity and the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property

Corollary 2.5. For each integer N ≥ 2, there exists densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N which fail to satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property.

Proof. In [23], it is shown that there exists a (densely) hypercyclic operator T_1 which fails to be weakly mixing, and therefore, fails to satisfy the Blow-up/Collapse property. Starting with this operator T_1 and repeatedly applying Corollary 2.4, we extend to a finite family of densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N . Since the original operator T_1 fails to satisfy the Blow-up/Collapse property, the extended family of operators T_1, . . . , T_N must also fail to satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property. □

Other implications are missing in the above chart. Obviously, frequently d-hypercyclic operators are d-hypercyclic but, as far as we know, the following problems are still open:

Question 2.6. Are frequently d-hypercyclic operators also densely d-hypercyclic? Do frequently d-hypercyclic operators satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property?

Disjoint hypercyclicity is concerned with the phenomenon of concurrent approximations using orbits of differing operators with the same initial vector. A similar but weaker notion in the literature was introduced recently by Bernal and Jung [8].

Definition 2.7. [8, Definition 2.1] Operators T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X) with N ≥ 2 are called simultaneously hypercyclic, or s-hypercyclic for short, if there exists a vector f ∈ X such that Δ (^N⨁ i=1 X ) ⊆ {(T^n_1 f, . . . , T^n_N f) : n ∈ N},

where Δ (⨁_N i=1 X ) = {(x, . . . , x) : x ∈ X} denotes the diagonal of ⨁_N i=1 X. Such a vector f ∈ X is called a s-hypercyclic vector of T_1, . . . , T_N . If the set s-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) of s-hypercyclic vectors is dense in X, then the operators T_1, . . . , T_N are called as densely s-hypercyclic.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 may be modified to show any finite family of s-hypercyclic operators (or densely s-hypercyclic operators) T_1, . . . , T_N can also be extended. For s-hypercyclicity, it is only required that the diagonal {(x, . . . , x) : x ∈ X} is contained within the closure of the orbit orb(T_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ T_N , (f, . . . , f)). To adjust the proof of Theorem 2.1 for the s-hypercyclicity situation, replace the countable dense set {(g_{1,j} , . . . , g_{N,j}, g_{N+1,j} ) : j ∈ N} in (2) with a countable set {(g_j , . . . , g_j , g_j ) : j ∈ N}, which is dense in the diagonal Δ (⨁_{N+1} i=1 X ) and replace each subsequent vector g_{i,j} with the vector g_j .

With these minor modifications within the proof, we obtain following simultaneous hypercyclicity version of Theorem 2.1.

Corollary 2.8. Let T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X) with N ∈ N be s-hypercyclic operators, and let A ⊆ s-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ). If the set A is countable and linearly independent, then the collection {T ∈ B(X) : A ⊆ s-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N , T )} is SOT-dense in B(X).

As with Corollary 2.4, when the original operators T_1, . . . , T_N are densely s-hypercyclic, the operator T_{N+1} may be selected so the extended collection T_1, . . . , T_N , T_{N+1} remains densely s-hypercyclic by simply selecting the countable linear independent A in Corollary 2.8 to also be dense.

Remark 2.9. The proof of Theorem 2.1 does not depend on the Banach space structure of the underlying space except for the result of Grivaux [24, Lemma 2.1] used in Lemma 2.2. But Grivaux’s result has already been generalized to Fréchet spaces that admit a continuous norm by Albanese [1]. Therefore, the results in Section 2 also hold for these spaces. In [17], Bonet and Peris show that every separable infinite dimensional

Fréchet space supports a hypercyclic operator, and such spaces always support mixing operators (see [26, Theorem 8.9]). Thus, for any Fréchet space that admits a continuous norm, we can choose a (densely) hypercyclic operator T_1 acting on this space and add operators T_2, . . . , T_N iteratively using Corollary 2.4 such that T_1, . . . , T_N are densely d-hypercyclic. This process provides a new method to showing that any Fréchet spaces with a continuous norm support densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N for any integer N ≥ 2. 3. d-Hypercylic Subspaces and Manifolds The primary aim of Section 3 is to answer Question 1.3 in the negative by providing an example of operators which satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property but fail to satisfy its strong version defined by Salas [33, Definition 1]. In order to achieve this goal, we first prove the following theorem about generating dense d-hypercylic operators connected to a common closed subspace.

Theorem 3.1. Let Y be a closed subspace of the Banach space X with codimension dim(X/Y ) ≥ M. If the operator T_1 ∈ B(X) satisfies Y \ {0} ⊆ HC(T_1) and satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion, then there exists an operator T_2 ∈ B(X) for which the following hold:

(i) The direct sum operators ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2 are densely d-hypercyclic;

(ii) We have Y \ {0} ⊆ HC(T_1) ∩ HC(T_2) and Y ∩ d-HC(T_1, T_2) = ∅;

(iii) The set d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} contains a subspace of dimension M but fails to contain any subspace of dimension greater than M.

Proof. To construct the desired operator T_2 ∈ B(X), first note the codimension dim(X/Y ) ≥ M means we may select a linearly independent set {z_1, . . . , z_M } in X such that Y ∩ span{z_1, . . . , z_M } = {0}. For each integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ M, consider the closed subspace Y_i = Y ⊕ span{z_j : j ≠ i}. (4) For each integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ M, note that z_i ∉ Y_i, and so by a standard corollary of the Hahn Banach Theorem [21, Corollary 6.8], there exists a linear functional λ_i on X for which

λ_i(z_i) = 1 and λ_i(x) = 0 for all x ∈ Y_i. (5) Next, since the operator T_1 satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion, the direct sum operator ⨁_K i=1 T_1 is hypercyclic for each K ∈ N (see [7, Theorem 2.1]). Select any hypercyclic vector (h_1, . . . , h_M , g_1, . . . , g_M ) ∈ HC (_{2M}⨁ i=1 T_1 ) . (6)

Finally, select a scalar α satisfying 0 < α < (∑_M j=1 ‖λ_j ‖‖g_j‖ )_{−1} and define the operator L : X −→ X by

Lx = x + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (x)g_j

By the selection of α, we get ‖L − I‖ < 1, which in turn implies the operator L ∈ B(X) is invertible. Set

T_2 = L^{−1}T_1L.

The verification that the direct sum operators ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2 are densely d-hypercyclic is similar to

an argument presented in [34, Theorem 2.3]. Consider the set Γ = { (f_1, . . . , f_M ) ∈ M⨁ i=1 X : (f_1, . . . , f_M , g_1, . . . , g_M ) ∈ HC (_{2M} ⨁ i=1 T_1 )} .

By the selection of the vector in (6), one can show (T^{k1}_1 h_1, . . . , T^{kM}_1 h_M , g_1, . . . , g_M ) ∈ HC (⨁_{2M} i=1 T_1 ) for any positive integers k_1, . . . , k_M . Hence, the set Γ is dense in ⨁_M i=1 X since it contains the dense set

Orb(T_1, h_1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Orb(T_1, h_M ). Next, define the operator A : ⨁_M i=1 X −→ B(F^M ) by

A(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_M ) = λ_1(x_1) λ_1(x_2) · · · λ_1(x_M )

λ_2(x_1) λ_2(x_2) · · · λ_2(x_M ) . . . . . . . . . λ_M (x_1) λ_M (x_2) · · · λ_M (x_M ) .

Based on the definition of the linear functionals λ_1, . . . , λ_N in (5), one can easily verify the operator A is

onto. Since the set O of invertible matrices is open and dense in B(F^M ), the set A^{−1}(O) is open and dense in ⨁_M i=1 X. The direct sum operators ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2 are densely d-hypercyclic once we establish the dense

set Γ ∩ A^{−1}(O) ⊆ d-HC( ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2). To this end, let (f_1, . . . , f_M ) ∈ Γ ∩ A^{−1}(O). For any vectors

x_1, . . . , x_M , y_1, . . . , y_M ∈ X, there exists a strictly increasing sequence (n_k)^∞_{k=1} of positive integers such that

for integers j, ℓ with 1 ≤ j, ℓ ≤ M,

T^{nk}_1 (f_ℓ) −→ x_ℓ and T^{nk}_1 g_j −→ 1 α M∑ i=1 β_{i,j} (y_i − x_i) as k −→ ∞, where [β_{i,j} ]_{i,j=1,...,M} is the inverse matrix [A(f_1, . . . , f_M )]^{−1}. For any integer ℓ with 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ M, we have

T^{nk}_1 (Lf_ℓ) = T^{nk} ( f_ℓ + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (f_ℓ)g_j )

= T^{nk}_1 f_ℓ + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (f_ℓ)T^{nk}_1 g_j

−→ x_ℓ + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (f_ℓ) ( 1 α M∑ i=1 β_{i,j} (y_i − x_i) ) as k −→ ∞

= x_ℓ + M∑ i=1 M∑ j=1 β_{i,j} λ_j (f_ℓ)(y_i − x_i)

= x_ℓ + (y_ℓ − x_ℓ) = y_ℓ. Hence, (_{2M} ⨁ i=1 T_1 )_{nk} (f_1, . . . , f_M , Lf_1, . . . , Lf_M ) −→ (x_1, . . . , x_M , y_1, . . . , y_M ) as k −→ ∞.

We conclude that (f_1, . . . , f_M , Lf_1, . . . , Lf_M ) ∈ HC( ⨁_{2M} i=1 T_1). Applying Lemma 2.3 with the direct sum operators ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_1 and their conjugates ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2 = ⨁_M i=1 L^{−1}T_1L gives us that the vector (f_1, . . . , f_M ) ∈ d-HC( ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2).

To establish Y \ {0} ⊆ HC(T_1) ∩ HC(T_2) and Y ∩ d-HC(T_1, T_2) = ∅, observe that for any nonzero vector y ∈ Y \ {0} ⊆ HC(T_1), we have

Ly = y + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (y)g_j = y, by (4) and (5).

Since Ly = y ∈ HC(T_1) and (y, Ly) = (y, y) ∉ HC(T_1 ⊕ T_1), it follow y ∈ HC(T_2) and y ∉ d-HC(T_1, T_2) by applying Lemma 2.3 with T_1, T_2 = L^{−1}T_1L.

To show the set d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} contains a subspace of dimension M, select any d-hypercyclic vector (h_1, . . . , h_M ) ∈ d-HC( ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2) and set Y_0 = span{h_1, . . . , h_M }. In order for (h_1, . . . , h_M ) to be a d-hypercyclic vector for the direct sum operators ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2, the vectors h_1, . . . , h_M must be linearly independent, and so the subspace Y_0 has dimension M. To verify Y_0 ⊆ d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0}, consider a nontrivial linear combination f = γ_1h_1 + · · · + γ_M h_M in Y_0. Without loss of generality, assume γ_1 ≠ 0. Since (h_1, . . . , h_M ) ∈ d-HC( ⨁_M i=1 T_1, ⨁_M i=1 T_2), for any x_1, x_2, there exists a strictly increasing sequence (n_k)^∞_{k=1} of positive integers such that

T^{nk}_1 h_1 −→ 1 γ_1 x_1 and T^{nk}_2 h_1 −→ 1 γ_1 x_2 as k −→ ∞

and for integers i with 2 ≤ i ≤ M,

T^{nk}_1 h_i −→ 0 and T^{nk}_2 h_i −→ 0 as k −→ ∞.

It follows that T^{nk}_1 (f) = T^{nk}_1 (γ_1h_1 + · · · + γ_M h_M ) −→ x_1 and T^{nk}_2 f = T^{nk}_2 (γ_1h_1 + · · · + γ_M h_M ) −→ x_2 as k −→ ∞. Thus, f = γ_1h_1 + · · · + γ_M h_M is a d-hypercyclic vector for T_1, T_2.

Last, to show the set d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} fails to contain any subspace with dimension greater than M, it suffices to show that for any M + 1 linearly independent vectors x_1, . . . , x_{M+1} in X, there exists a nontrivial linear combination of these vectors outside of the set d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0}. Take any linearly independent vectors x_1, . . . , x_{M+1} in X and define the vectors b_1, . . . , b_{M+1} in F^M by

b_i = (λ_1(x_i), λ_2(x_i), . . . , λ_M (x_i)).

Since we have the M + 1 vectors b_1, . . . , b_{M+1} in the M dimensional space F^M , the zero vector in F^M is a nontrivial linear combination of the vectors b_1, . . . , b_{M+1}. That is,

(0, 0, . . . , 0) = β_1b_1 + β_2b_2 + · · · + β_{M+1}b_{M+1} (7) = (_{M+1}∑ i=1 β_iλ_1(x_i), M+1∑ i=1 β_iλ_2(x_i), . . . , M+1∑ i=1 β_iλ_M (x_i) )

for some nontrivial collection of scalars β_1, . . . , β_{M+1} ∈ F. Consider the nontrivial linear combination

x = β_1x_1 + · · · + β_{M+1}x_{M+1}.

By the definition of the invertible operator L, we have Lx = x + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (x)g_j

= x + α M∑ j=1 λ_j (_{M+1}∑ i=1 β_ix_i ) g_j

= x + α M∑ j=1 (_{M+1}∑ i=1 β_iλ_j (x_i) ) g_j

= x + α M∑ j=1 0 · g_j , by (7) = x. Hence, we have (x, Lx) = (x, x) ∉ HC(T_1 ⊕ T_1), and so the vector x ∉ HC(T_1, T_2) by applying Lemma 2.3 with T_1, T_2 = L^{−1}T_1L. □

As noted in the proof of Theorem 2.1, every separable infinite dimensional Banach space supports a mixing operator, and so it satisfy the Hypercyclicity Criterion. Given such a hypercyclic operator T ∈ B(X), one can easily find examples of closed subspaces Y which satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 3.1.

Applications of Theorem 3.1 generate interesting distinctions between hypercyclicity and disjoint hypercyclicity. For example, a hypercyclic subspace of an operator T ∈ B(X) is a closed infinite dimensional subspace in which every nonzero vector is a hypercyclic vector for the operator T . An application of Theorem 3.1 shows that two dense d-hypercyclic operators T_1, T_2, which share a common hypercyclic subspace, may still fail to have a d-hypercylic subspace.

Corollary 3.2. Every separable, infinite dimensional Banach space X admits densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, T_2 for which the operators T_1, T_2 have a common hypercyclic subspace but fail to possess a d-hypercyclic subspace. Furthermore, we may assume the only subspaces within the set d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} are one dimensional.

Proof. Let T_1 ∈ B(X) be any operator that satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion and possess a hypercyclic subspace Y with codimension dim(X/Y ) ≥ 1. See [26, Theorem 10.28] for an example of such an operator. Applying Theorem 3.1 with M = 1 yields an operator T_2 such that the operators T_1, T_2 are densely dhypercyclic and Y is a hypercyclic subspace for both T_1 and T_2. Moreover, the operator T_2 is selected so that the only subspaces contained within d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} are one dimensional. Since d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} fails to contain any infinite dimensional subspace, these densely d-hypercyclic operators fail to possess a d-hypercyclic subspace. □

It is well-known that a hypercyclic operator T ∈ B(X) always admits a dense hypercyclic manifold. That is, a dense linear manifold in which every nonzero vector in the manifold is hypercyclic vector for the operator T (see Herrero [27] and Bourdon [18] for the complex case and Bès [11] for the real case). In the disjoint setting, clearly being densely d-hypercylic is necessary condition for the existence of a dense d-hypercyclic manifold, especially since there are examples of non-dense d-hypercyclic operators (see [34, Corollary 3.5]). An application of Theorem 3.1 shows dense d-hypercyclicity fails to be sufficient condition to ensure the existence of a dense d-hypercylic manifold.

Corollary 3.3. For each integer N ≥ 2, every separable infinite dimensional Banach space X admits densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, . . . , T_N that fail to possess a dense d-hypercyclic manifold. Furthermore, we may assume the only subspaces contained within the set d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) ∪ {0} are one dimensional.

Proof. Let T_1 be any operator in B(X) which satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion, and let Y = span{f}, where f is a hypercyclic vector of T_1. Since the codimension dim(X/Y ) = ∞, applying Theorem 3.1 with M = 1 yields an operator T_2 for which T_1, T_2 are densely d-hypercyclic and for which the only subspaces contained within d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} are one dimensional. By Corollary 2.4, we may extend the operators T_1, T_2 to N densely d-hypercylic operators T_1, . . . , T_N . Furthermore, since d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) ⊆ d-HC(T_1, T_2), the only subspaces contained within the set d-HC(T_1, . . . , T_N ) ∪ {0} are one dimensional. Clearly, in this situation, these densely d-hypercyclic operators fail to possess a dense d-hypercyclic manifold. □

Formally, operators T_1, . . . , T_N ∈ B(X) with N ≥ 2 satisfy the Strong Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property (respectively, Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property) provided for each K ∈ N (respectively, for K = 1 only) and for any non-empty open sets W , U_{1−K} , . . . , U_0, U_1, . . . , U_N of X with 0 ∈ W , there exists an integer n ∈ N such that the following holds:

W ∩ T^{−n}_1 (U_1) ∩ · · · ∩ T^{−n}_N (U_N ) ≠ ∅ and U_ℓ ∩ T^{−n}_1 (W ) ∩ · · · ∩ T^{−n}_N (W ) ≠ ∅ for integers 1 − K ≤ ℓ ≤ 0. In the disjoint hypercyclicity literature, the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property arose first as the disjoint analog of the Blow-up/Collapse property. In [33], Salas provided the stronger version of the Disjoint Blowup/Collapse property and showed this Strong Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property is a sufficient condition to ensure the existence of a dense d-hypercyclic manifold for a finite family of operators. In the same paper, Salas also showed that among the class of weighted shift operators Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property and its stronger version are equivalent. In the next corollary, we show that this is not the case in general and, therefore, answer Question 1.3 in the negative.

Corollary 3.4. Every separable, infinite dimensional Banach space X admits operators T_1, T_2 which satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property but fail to satisfy the Strong Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property.

Proof. Let T_1 be any operator in B(X) which satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion, and let Y = span{f} where f is a hypercyclic vector of T_1. Applying Theorem 3.1 with M = 2 yields an operator T_2 such that the the direct sum operators T_1 ⊕ T_1, T_2 ⊕ T_2 are densely d-hypercyclic, but the set d-HC(T_1, T_2) ∪ {0} fails to contain a subspace of dimension great than two. Hence, the densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, T_2 fail to possess a dense d-hypercyclic manifold. Since the direct sum operators T_1 ⊕ T_1, T_2 ⊕ T_2 are densely d-hypercyclic, the operators T_1, T_2 must satisfy the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property (see [16, Proposition 1.11]). On the other hand, Salas [33] showed that operators which satisfy the Strong Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property must possess dense d-hypercyclic manifold, and so these densely d-hypercyclic operators T_1, T_2 fail to satisfy the Strong Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property. □ Even though the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property and the Strong Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property are similar in presentation, there is a significant difference between the operators satisfying these two properties. From the proof of our Corollary 3.4, we see that operators satisfying the Disjoint Blow-up/Collapse property may fail to have a dense d-hypercyclic manifold while those operators satisfying the Strong version of the property must have such a dense manifold.

References

[1] A. A. Albanese, Construction of operators with prescribed orbits in Fréchet spaces with a continuous norm, Math. Scand., 109 (1) (2011), 147–160.

[2] S.I. Ansari, Existence of hypercyclic operators on topological vector spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 148 (1997), 384-390. [3] F. Bayart, Disjoint frequent hypercyclicity of composition operators, Adv. in Math. 418 (2023), 108945. [4] F. Bayart and E. Matheron, Dynamics of linear operators. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics 179. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009.

[5] L. Bernal-González, On hypercyclic operators on Banach space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 127 (1999), 1003-1110.

[6] L. Bernal-González, Disjoint hypercyclic operators, Stud. Math. 182 (2) (2007), 113-130.

[7] L. Bernal-González and K.-G. Große-Erdmann, The Hypercyclic Criterion for sequences of operators, Studia Math., 157 (1) (2003), 17-32.

[8] L. Bernal-González and A. Jung, Simultaneous universality, J. Approximation Theory 237 (2018), 43-65. [9] J. Bès and K. Chan, Approximation by chaotic operators and by conjugate classes, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 284 (2003), 206-212.

[10] J. Bès and K. Chan, Denseness of hypercyclic operators on a Fréchet space, Houston J. of Math., 29 (1) (2003), 195-206. [11] J. Bès, Invariant manifolds of hypercyclic vectors for the real scalar case, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 127 (1999), 1801-1804. [12] J. Bès and A. Peris, Hereditarily hypercyclic operators, J. Funct. Anal., 167 (1999), 94-112. [13] J. Bès and A. Peris, Disjointness in hypercyclicity, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 336 (2007), 297-315. [14] J. Bès, Ö. Martin, and A. Peris, Disjoint hypercyclic linear fractional composition operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 381 (2011), 843-856.

[15] J. Bès, Ö. Martin, A. Peris, and S. Shkarin, Disjoint mixing operators, J. Funct. Anal., 263 (2012) 1283-1322. [16] J. Bès, Ö. Martin, and R. Sanders, Weighted shifts and disjoint hypercyclicity, J. Operator Theory, 72 (1) (2014), 15-40. [17] J. Bonet and A. Peris, Hypercyclic operators on non-normable Fréchet spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 159 (1998), 587–595. [18] P. S. Bourdon, Invariant manifolds of hypercyclic vectors, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 118 (1993), 845-847. [19] R. Cardeccia, Disjoint hypercyclicity, Sidon sets and weakly mixing operators, Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, Published online: August 2023.

[20] K. C. Chan, The density of hypercyclic operators on a Hilbert space, J. Operator Theory, 47 (2002), 131-143. [21] J. B. Conway, “A Course in Functional Analysis,” Second Edition, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1990. [22] G. Costakis and I. Parissis, Szemerédi’s theorem, frequent hypercyclicity and multiple recurrence, Mathematica Scandinavica, 110, (2) (2012), 251-272.

[23] M. De la Rosa and C. Read, A hypercyclic operator whose direct sum T ⊕ T is not hypercyclic, J. Operator Theory, 61 (2) (2009), 369-380.

[24] S. Grivaux, Construction of operators with prescribed behaviour, Arch. Math. 81 (2003), 291–299. [25] S. Grivaux, Hypercyclic operators, mixing operators, and the bounded steps problem, J. Operator Theory 54 (1) (2005), 147-168.

[26] K.-G. Grosse-Erdmann and A. Peris, Linear chaos. Universitext: Tracts in mathematics. Springer, New York, 2011. [27] D. A. Herrero, Limits of hypercyclic and supercyclic operators, J. Funct. Anal. 99 (1991), 179-190. [28] F. León-Saavedra, Notes about the hypercyclicity criterion, Math. Slovaca, 53 (3) (2003), 313-319 [29] Ö. Martin, Q. Menet, and Y. Puig, Disjoint frequently hypercyclic pseudo-shifts, J. Funct. Anal. 283 (1) (2022), 109474. [30] Ö. Martin and Y. Puig, Existence of disjoint frequently hypercyclic operators which fail to be disjoint weakly mixing, J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 500 (2021), 125106.

[31] Ö. Martin and R. Sanders, Disjoint supercyclic weighted shifts, Integr. Equ. Oper. Theory, 85 (2) (2016), 191-220. [32] H. Salas, Dual disjoint hypercyclic weighted shifts, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 374 (1)(2011), 106-117. [33] H. Salas, The strong disjoint blow-up/collapse property, J. Funct. Spaces Appl., 2013 (2013), Article ID 146517, 6 pages. [34] R. Sanders and S. Shkarin, Existence of disjoint weakly mixing operators that fail to satisfy the Disjoint Hypercyclicity Criterion, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 417 (2014), 834–855.

[35] S. Shkarin, A short proof of existence of disjoint hypercyclic operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 367 (2) (2010), 713-715.

(Ö. Martin) Department of Mathematics, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University, Silahşör Cad. 71, Bomonti Şişli 34380, Istanbul, Turkey Email address: ozgur.martin@msgsu.edu.tr

(R. Sanders) Department of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences, Marquette University, Milwaukee WI 53201 Email address: rebecca.sanders@marquette.edu