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Abstract

In this this paper, we introduce new classes of operators in complex
Banach spaces, which we call k-bitransitive operators and compound op-
erators to study the direct sum of diskcyclic operators. We create a set
of sufficient conditions for k-bitransitivity and compound. We show the
relation between topologically mixing operators and compound operators.
Also, we extend the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion for topologically mixing
operators to compound operators.

1 Introduction

A bounded linear operator 7" on a separable Banach space X is hypercyclic
if there is a vector x € X such that Orb(T,z) = {T™x :n > 0} is dense in
X, such a vector x is called hypercyclic for T, for more information on hyper-
cyclic operators the reader may refer to [4, [9]. Similarly, an operator T is called
diskeyclic if there is a vector x € X such that the disk orbit DOrb(T,x) =
{aT"x : a € C,|a| < 1,n € N} is dense in X, such a vector z is called diskcyclic
for T, for more details on diskcyclicity see [2, 3] 12].

In 1982, Kitai presented in her PhD thesis some sufficient conditions for hyper-
cyclic operators which are then called hypercyclic criterion [I1]. Then Geth-
ner and Shapiro [7] gave another form of this criterion. In 1987, Godefroy and
Shapiro [§] created another hypercyclic criterion which is called Godefroy-Shapiro
Criterion, that is a set of sufficient condition in terms of the eigenvalues of an
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operator to be hypercyclic.

It was proved that whenever the direct sum of n operators is hypercyclic, then
every operator is hypercyclic [11]. However, for the converse, Salas constructed
an operator 7" such that both it and its adjoint 7™ were hypercyclic, and so that
their direct sum 7@ T™* was not. Moreover, Herrero asked in [10] whether 7' T
is hypercyclic whenever is 7. In 1999, Bés and Peris showed that an operator
T satisfies the hypercyclic criterion if and only if T'& T is hypercyclic (see [B])
which gives a positive answer to the Herrero’s question.

For diskcyclic operators, Zeana proved that if the direct sum of n operators
is diskcyclic then every operator is diskcyclic [12]. However, the converse is
unknown. Particularly, we have the following question:

Question 1. If there are k diskcyclic operators, what about their direct sum?

The main purpose of this paper is to give a partial answer to this question. We
define and study k-bitransitive operators. We determine conditions that ensure a
linear operator to be k-bitransitive which is called k-bitransitive criterion. Then,
we define compound operators as a general form of topologically mixing operators
[6]. However, we show by an example that not every compound operator is
topologically mixing. Moreover, we define cross sets and junction sets to make the
arguments involving k-bitransitive and compound operators more transparent.
Then we extend Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion [] for topologically mixing operators
to compound operators. In particular, a special case of is when p = 1 which
is Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion [4]. Morever, we create compound criterion which
is a set of sufficient conditions for compound. Finally, We use these operators
to prove that in some cases if k operators are diskcyclic, then the direct sum of
them is k-bitransitive which answer E| for some special cases.

2 Main results

In this this paper, all Banach spaces are separable over the field C of complex
numbers. Let & > 1 and T, € B(X) for all 1 <i < k, and let T = @} | T; :
EB?ZI X = @le X then we call each operator 7; a component of 7. We denote
by D the closed unit disk in C and by N the set of all positive integers.

Definition 2.1. An operator T € B(X) is called k-bitransitive if there ex-
ist Ty, Ty, ... T, € B(X) such that T = Ty ® ... ® T}, and for any 2k-tuples
Uy, ...,Ue, Vi,.... Vi C X of nonempty open sets, there exist some n € N and
aq,...,ar € D\ {0} such that

(Teoehoe.. 0T (U1 @...00qU) n(Vid...o V) #¢



It is clear from the above definition that 1-bitransitive is identical to disk tran-
sitive which in turn identical to diskcyclic (see [2, Proposition 2.10]).

To simplify ﬂ, we define the following concepts

Definition 2.2. A set A C N x CP is called bifinite if there exist a cofinite
set K = {ny: k € N} C N and sequences <a,(f)> Cc Cyi=1,...,p such that
neN

{(nk,agk), . ,ag’?) . forall k € N} CA

Definition 2.3. Let k > 1 be fized. For oll 1 < i < k, let T; be bounded linear
operators on a Banach space X, and A;, B; be non-empty subsets of X. Let
T=T1®.. 0Ty, A=A, ®A®...0A, and B=B,® By ®...® By. The
cross set from A to B is defined as

CT(A,B):C(A,B):{TLENTn(OzlAl@@akAk)ﬂ(Bl@@Bk)#gﬁ}

for some o; € D\{0};i=1,...,k

In the above definition, if a; = ;1 for all + = 1,...,k — 1, the return set
N(aA, B) (see [1]) is equivalent to C'(A, B).

Definition 2.4. Let k > 1 be fixred. For all 1 < ¢ < k, let T; be bounded
linear operators on a Banach space X, and A;, B; be non-empty subets of X. Let
T=T1&.. 0T, A=A ®A®..®A, and B=B,® By ®...® By. The
gunction set from A to B is defined as Jr(A, B) = J(A,B) = {(n,aq,...,a4) €
N x D"\ {(0,...,0)} : T (A1 ® ... B apAr) N (B1 & ... ® By) # ¢}

The next proposition gives an equivalent definition to k-bitransitivity in terms
of cross and junction sets

Proposition 2.5. Let T'=T1 & ... & Ty. Then T is k-bitransitive, if and only
if for any 2k-tuples of nonempty open sets U;,V; C X, 1=1,...,k

k

(Cr (U Vi) # ¢

=1

or if and only if for any 2k-tuples of nonempty open sets U;, V; C X, there exists
a; € D\ {0} and n € N such that

(n,a;) € Jr,(Us, Vi)

The following theorem gives a set of sufficient conditions for r-bitransitivity.

Theorem 2.6 (r-bitransitive criterion). Let Ty,...,T, € B(X), suppose that
there exists an increasing sequence of positive integers (ny), and suppose that for
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all 1 < 1 < r there exist sequences <)\£f,2> C D\ {0} for all k > 1, dense sets
X;,Y; C X, and maps S; : Y; — X such that for all x; € X; and y; € Y;

1. ®::1 )\Slzﬂnk(xla s 7‘/'177") — (0, .. .,0);'

2. @gzl )\(11') S?k<y17 .. -7y7’) — <O7 .. 70);
nk

3. 69::1 anszlk(ylv s 7y7") — (y17 s 7y7") .
Then T1 @ ... DT, is r-bitransitive.

Proof. Let Uy, V; be open sets for all 1 <7 <r then @;_, U; is open in @;_, X.
Also @)_, X; and @;_,Y; are dense in @_, X. Let (zq,...,2,) € P,_,U;N
P, Xi and (y1,...,y.) € P._, ViNEP,_, Y;. By (2) we have

T 1 .
(x1,...,2,) +€B )\(i)Si’“(yl,...,y,,) — (z1,...,2) (1)
=1 "‘\Ng

By (1) and (3) we have

T ) . r 1 .
<@Aszﬂ ) ((azl,...,xw@A(i)sik<y1,...,yr>> S ey (2)
=1

i=1 "Nk

as k — o0o. From Equation (E|) and Equation (E), there exist N € N such that
(@ Aﬁfﬁﬂ"’“) (EB UZ-) NARV;# ¢ for all k> N
i=1 i=1 i=1

which is equivalent to

Gie..eT)* OWUie.. oAU NVie...aV,)#¢forallk >N

that is .
(VCr (U V) # ¢
i=1
By lﬂ, T @®...®T, is r-bitransitive. U

The following proposition gives another criterion for r-bitransitive operators
without the need of scalar sequences.

Proposition 2.7. LetTi, ..., T, € B(X), suppose that there ezists an increasing
sequence of positive integers (ng), and suppose that for all 1 < i < r there exist
dense sets X;,Y; C X, and maps S; : Y; — X such that for all x; € X; and
yi €Y

1' @::1 Enk(x17' * .,l’r) @;:1 Sznk(yh . '7?/7’) — (07 . '70);.
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2. P, Sy, yr) = (0,...,0);
8 @i TS (yns - yr) = (Y, ur)
Then T, ® ... ® T, is r-bitransitive.
The proof of the above proposition follows from the next proposition and @
Proposition 2.8. Both r-bitransitive criteria are equivalent
Proof. Let the hypothesis of E are given. By (1) and (2) in @ we get (
in ﬂ Since ﬁ> 4 0 for all 1 < i < r, then (2 ) in @ implies that

"Ic

D._, S (w1, ...yr) — (0,...,0); ie, (2) in A holds. It follows that the
hypothesis of hold true.

Conversely, suppose that the hypothesis of ﬂ are given. Then there exist a
large p € N and a small positive integer € such that

T

Z"k(xl,...,xr)@ka(yl,...,yr)

i=1

<é (3)

and
I8

D s, u)

i=1

whenever k£ > p. Equation (u) implies that for all 1 <i <rand k > p

(4)

155 yill < e
Let Aﬁf,z = %S{L’“yi which implies that Aﬁf,z < 1 and )\512 Syl = e. Tt follows
that 1
WSZ"“yi%Oforall1§i§7’andk2p

ng

and so
~N 1
@Wka(yl,...,yr)%Oask%oo (5)
i=1 Ang

Furthermore, by Equation (B)
(T STy, - T e Sy ) | = (T 0 ST |+ .+ [T, STy, || < €

Therefore, |[T7%o:SPyil| = T |
Then

Ne < @foralll <i<randk > p.

nk

> INT ] < ve
1=1

It follows that
I ()\gk)Tlnkxl, C AT || < e

Yo T
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SO

EB Aggﬂ"k(xl, x| <re
i=1
If we let € small enough we get
@Ag}iﬂ"k(xl,...,xr)—)(O,...,O) as k — oo (6)
i=1
The proof follows from Equation (B) and Equation (B) O

Now to answer EL we will define another class of operators which is called com-
pound operators.

Definition 2.9. An operator T € B(X) is called compound if for any nonempty
open sets U,V , there exist some N € N and a sequence (a,,) C D\ {0} such that

T, U) NV £ ¢
foralln > N

Proposition 2.10. An operator T is compound, if and only if for any two
nonempty open sets U,V C H,

J(U,V) is bifinite

It is clear that every compound operator is disk transitive. A special case of
compound operator is when «a,, = 1 for all n > N, and it is called topologically
mixing operators (see [6]). Therefore every topologically mixing operator is com-
pound. However, not every compound operator is topologically mixing as shown
in the following example

Example 2.11. Let T : (*(Z) — (*(Z) be the bilateral forward weighted shift
with the weight sequence

Rl anZO,
Wy =
R, an<0

where Ry, Ry € RT; Ry < Ry. Then T is compound not topologically mixing.

Proof. Let U and V' be two open sets. Since T satisfies diskcyclic criterion with
respect to the sequence (n), .. (see [2, Example 2.20.]), then there exist two

dense set Dy and Dy such that

1. For each y € V| lim,, ||B"y|| — 0 (where B is the bilateral backward
weighted shift)

2. Forall z € Dy and y € Do, lim,, o |[|T™z|| || B"y|| — O ;



3. For each y € Dy, T"B"y =y ;
Let r e UNDy,y e VNDyand A\, = %. For an arbitrary large N € N,
suppose that z = x + Ay BNy, then, ||z — 2| = (HTNZL’H HBNyH)% — 0 by
(Ttem E|) and thus z € U. Also, ANTNz = ANTNx + TNBYy = ATz +y
by (Item E) Then || ANTVNz —y|| = v ||TVz|| = (||TVz|| HBNyH)% — 0 by
(Item E) and so AyTNz € V. Since lim,, o, [|T"z|| — oo and lim,, o || B"z|| — 0
then lim,_,o A\, — 0. Therefore AyTVYU NV # ¢. Since N is arbitrary, we can
assume that J(U, V) = {(\,,n) : n > N} and hence T is compound. Since T is
not topological transitive (see [2, Example 2.20.]), then T' can not be topologically
mixing. ]

The following theorem extends the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion [§] for topologi-
cally mixing operators to compound operators.

Theorem 2.12. Let T € B(X). If there exists a p > 1 such that
A=span{zr € X : Tz = ax for some a € C;|a| < p};

B =span{y € X : Ty = \y for some A € C;|\| > p};
are dense in X, then T is compound.

Proof. Let U and V' be nonempty open sets in X. Since A and B are dense, then
there exist x € ANU and y € BNV. Then z = Zle a;x; and y = Zle biyi
where a;,b; € C for all 1 < i < k. Also, Tr; = a;x; and Ty; = \;y; where
loi| < pand [N > pforall 1 < i < k. Let ¢ € C be a scalar such that
p <le] < |\ forall 1 <i <k, and let

k
Zn = sz()\i)"yl foralln >0
i=1 ¢

Then

1 i «;

—T"x = a;(—)"z; — 0 and z, — 0 as n — oo

c" ; ( c )
and C%T "zn =y for all n > 0. It follows that there is a positive integer r such
that for all n > r

1 1 1
x4z, €U and —T"(zx+2z,)=—T"c+—=T"z,€Vioraln>r
cn cn

e
Therfore, c%T"U NV # ¢ for all n > r. It follows that T" is compound. O

Note that in the above theorem, if p = 1, then it will be a Godefroy-Shapiro
criterion for topologically mixing operators.



The following theorem gives another criterion for compound operators.

Theorem 2.13. Let T € B(X), suppose that there ezist a sequence (\,) C
C\ {0} such that |\, < 1 for all n € N, two dense sets Dy, Dy C H and a

sequence of maps S, :' Y — H such that as n — oo:
1. \,T"x — 0 for all x € Dy;
2. ﬁSny — 0 for ally € Dy,
3. TS,y —y for ally € D,.
Then T is compound and it is called compound with respect to the sequence (\,).

Proof. Let U,V be non empty open sets, and let z € UN Dy and y € V N Ds.
Then x+ﬁ5ny —x € Uasn — oo and )\nT”(:L’—l—ﬁSny) =\NI"e+y —yeV.
Thus there exists a large positive integer N such that T"\, U NV # ¢ for all
n > N. It follows that T is compound. O

The following theorem gives another criterion for compound operators.

Theorem 2.14. Let T € B(X). If there exist two dense sets Dy, Dy C H and
a sequence of maps S, : Y — H such that:

1. (T"z)(Spy) = 0 for allz € Dy andy € Dy ;
2. Spy — 0 for all y € Dy;
3. TS,y — y for ally € D,.

Then T is compound.

The proof of the above theorem can be followed by showing that both compound
criteria in E and m are equivalent by using the same lines in

Now, the following two theorems give a partial answer to m

Theorem 2.15. LetT =T\ ®...DT}. If every component of T' is disk transitive
and at least (k — 1) of them is compound then T is k-bitransitive.

Proof. We will prove the case £k = 2 and the other cases are same. Let T}
and T, be disk transitive operators and let 77 be compound without loss of
generality. Let Uy, Us, V1, V5 be nonempty open sets, then there exist Ny, Ny € N,
a; € D\ {0} and a sequence (5,), .y C D\ {0} such that T, ayU; N Uz # ¢ and
178, Vi N Vy # ¢ for all n > N,. Since Jp, (U, Us) is infinite then there exist
N eN,N > N, and a € D\ {0} such that T¥aU,NU, # ¢ and TN By ViNVy # 6.
It follows that Cr, (U, Us) N Cry(Vi, V) # ¢ and hence T is 2-bitransitive. O



Theorem 2.16. Ifr operators satisfy diskcyclic criterion for the same sequence
(k) e then their direct sum is an r-bitransitive operator.

Proof. Let T; satisfies diskcyclic criterion with respect to the sequence (n), oy
for all 1 <i <. Then for all 1 < < r, there exist 2k dense sets D;, D., r maps
S; such that

Si*y; =0 (8)
TSy — ys (9)

as k — oo. By equation (), we get

(T 21087 1, . T, S y,) — (0,...,0)
(T xy .., T, ) (ST Y, .o, Si*y,.) — (0,...,0)

@ﬂnk(l‘h- <. axr)@sz‘nk(yla .. ~>yr) — (Oa o 70) (10)
=1 i=1

By equation ([I0), condition () of ﬂ holds.
Also by equation (&), we get

(ST*y1, ..., S™y,.) — (0,...,0)
P s .- u) = (0,...,0) (11)
=1

It follows by equation (), that condition (2)) of b4 holds.
Finally, by equation (@), we get

(T{%S{lkyl’ s 7TrnkS:ka7’) — <y17 Tt 7y7’)

@j}nksz‘nk(yla"-uyr)—><y1""’yr) (12)

i=1

It follows by equation (I2]), that condition (B]) of B4 holds. By ﬂ, D, T;is
r-bitransitive. O

Conclusion

We define new classes of operators on Banach spaces which are called k-bitransitive
operators and compound operators. We create some criteria for them, and we ex-
tend the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion for topologically mixing operators to com-
pound operators. We use these operators to show that the direct sum of k-
diskcyclic operators is k-bitransitive for some special cases. However, it seems
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that the E| remains open. Therfore, one may answer a special case of that

question, that is, when all k diskcyclic operators are identical. Particularly.

If T is a diskcyclic operator. What about the k-fold direct sum of T ?
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