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Abstract

We study recurrent operators from a new perspective by introducing the notion of hyper-
recurrent operators and establish robust connections with quasi-rigid operators. For exam-
ple, we prove that a recurrent operator on a separable Banach space is quasi-rigid if and
only if it is a linear factor of a hyper-recurrent operator, and show that the quasi-rigid op-
erators found in Costakis, Manoussos and Parissis’s work, along with many others, are,
in fact, hyper-recurrent operators. Furthermore, we provide a negative answer, using a
class of operators introduced by Tapia, to the question by Costakis et al. whether T ⊕ T is
recurrent whenever T is.
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1 Introduction

In this note, we discuss recurrence properties of a continuous operator T acting on a Fréchet
or Banach space X by analysing the asymptotic behaviour along subsequences (ωn) such that
limn Tωn(x) = x for some x ∈ X. In order to do so, we begin with recalling the notions of
recurrence, rigidity and quasi-rigidity. That is, T is referred to as recurrent if there exists a dense
subset Λ of X such that each element of this set is an accumulation point of its forward orbit.
This implies that for each x in this dense subset, there exists a subsequence (ωn) such that
limn Tωn(x) = x. Furthermore, if this subsequence can be chosen independent of x ∈ Λ, then
the operator is called quasi-rigid. Or in other words, there exists a subsequence (ωn) such that
limn Tωn(x) = x for all x ∈ Λ. If Λ = X, then a quasi-rigid operator is referred to as rigid.

We now change our point of view and consider, for a given strictly increasing sequence ω,
the set L(ω) := {x : limn Tωn(x) = x}. In analogy to hypercyclic operators, we introduce the
notion of hyper-recurrent operators as follows. We refer to T as hyper-recurrent if there exists

a recurrent vector x ∈ X such that x ∈ L(ω) implies that L(ω) = X. Or in other words,
recurrence in x implies convergence to the identity on a dense set with respect to the same
sequence. As it easily can be seen,

hypercyclic ⇒ hyper-recurrent ⇒ quasi-rigid ⇒ recurrent.

The aim of this note is to study hyper-recurrence and, in particular, analyse the gaps between
recurrence, quasi-rigidity and hyper-recurrence. To start, we remark that the these implications
are strict: for the first, it suffices to consider the identity operator whereas Propositions 3.11,
4.6 and 4.13 below provide negative answers to the remaining ones.

The recent interest in recurrent operators probably was initiated by the publications [15, 16]
by Costakis, Manoussos and Parissis. In there, the authors provide a systematic study of the
spectral properties of recurrent and rigid operators and obtained characterizations of relevant

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.17904v1


2 Quasi-rigid Operators and hyper-recurrence

classes of recurrent operators on classical Fréchet and Banach spaces like weighted shifts, com-
position operators, multiplication operators, power-bounded operators (for the definition, see
Section 2) and operators on finite dimensional spaces. Furthermore, [15] contains several open
questions, which are now discussed by the community.

For example, Mazet and Saias recently constructed a class of rigid operators in [31], which
are either non-invertible or have a non-rigid inverse. In particular, this class provides a neg-
ative answer to two of the questions in [15]. However, the main focus of research of the last
decade was put on hypercyclic vectors and their relation to Devaney chaos, i.e. the density of
periodic points. A recent breakthrough in this direction is due to Menet ([32]) who showed
that a Devaney chaotic operator is reiteratively hypercyclic but not necessarily frequently hy-
percyclic (for the definitions, see [32]).

In here, our focus is on recurrence instead of hypercyclicity. Motivated by the successful
analysis of hypercyclic operators in terms of frequent, U-frequent or reiterative hypercyclicity
(see, e.g., [6, 7, 32]), these concepts recently also were transferred to recurrent, but not neces-
sarily hypercyclic operators. That is, one refers to an operator T as reiteratively/ U-frequently/
frequently recurrent if the set {n ∈ N : Tnx ∈ A} has a strictly positive upper Banach density/
upper density/ lower-density ([16, 10, 24, 25]) for x in a dense set and any neighbourhood U
of x. For example, Costakis, Manoussos and Parissis related U-frequent recurrence to multi-
ple recurrence ([16]), and Grivaux and López-Martı́nez showed in [24] that these recurrence
properties coincide in case of a reflexive Banach space. Furthermore, the notion of subspace
hypercyclicity, introduced by in [30], recently was carried to recurrent operators in [33].

However, as one might see from the definition of hyper-recurrence, our approach is differ-
ent as we are asking not for rates of returns but for a qualitative, global behaviour. That is, if x
is hyper-recurrent and Tωn x → x, then Tωn converges to the identity on a dense set.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall underlying concepts and collect
some basic results on the set of recurrent points. In Section 3, we then show that quasi-rigidity
is equivalent to

⊕n
i=1 T : Xn → Xn being recurrent for any n ∈ N (Theorem 3.3) and use

this characterization and a construction by Augé ([3]) and Tapia ([42]) in order to construct a
recurrent operator which is not rigid (Theorem 3.10 and Proposition 3.11). This, in particular,
answers question 9.6 in [15]. Here, we would like to point out that the same results was inde-
pendently obtained by Grivaux, López-Martı́nez and Peris in the preprint [25] by a different
method.

In Section 4, we then, among other things, introduce the notion of hyper-recurrence, give
examples of quasi-rigid operators which are not hyper-recurrent (Propositions 4.6 and 4.13)
and show in Theorem 4.11 that an operator on a Fréchet space is quasi-rigid if and only if
it is a factor of a hyper-recurrent one. Section 5 then is devoted to a discussion of hyper-
recurrence for certain classes of operators. In particular, we show that recurrence implies
hyper-recurrence in the following cases.

(a) Power bounded operators on a separable complex Hilbert space (Theorem 5.2).

(b) Multiplication operators on a unital Banach algebra (Theorem 5.5), Banach spaces of
holomorphic functions (Theorem 5.10), or Lp(ν) with respect to a σ-finite measure (The-
orem 5.12).

(c) Invertible operators with discrete spectrum acting on a separable complex Fréchet space
(Theorem 5.15), and operators with a dense set of periodic vectors on a Fréchet space
(Theorem 5.16).

(d) Composition operators on H(C), H(C∗) H(D), the Hardy space H2(D), the Weighted
Hardy space of entire functions and the Hardy space of Dirichlet series (Theorem 5.19).
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2 Preliminaries

We now introduce some basic notions of recurrence. In order to do so, fix a continuous operator
T on a Fréchet space X. Then x ∈ X is referred to as recurrent if there exists a strictly increasing
sequence (ωn) such that limn→∞ Tωn(x) = x. Furthermore, we refer to Rec(T) as the set of all

recurrent vectors, and recall that T is a recurrent operator if Rec(T) = X. In order to study
recurrent operators in more detail, we consider the collection C of sequences in N defined by

C :=
{

(ωn)n∈N : ωn ↑ ∞ and there is x ∈ X \ {0} with lim
n→∞

Tωn x = x
}

,

and observe that C is always non-trivial if T is recurrent. Also note that the shift map σ :
(ω1, ω2, . . .) 7→ (ω2, ω3, . . .) acts on C. For ω = (ωn)n∈N ∈ C, set

L(ω) ≡ LT(ω) := {x ∈ X : lim
n→∞

Tωn x = x}. (1)

We now collect some immediate consequences of these definitions. Note that T(L(ω)) ⊂
L(ω) and that Rec(T) =

⋃

ω∈C L(ω). Moreover, L(ω) and Rec(T) are T-invariant subsets of
X and T acts injectively on them. However, if Rec(T) = X then T is not necessarily invertible
(see [31]).

An important class of operators in the context of recurrent operators is defined as follows
(for more details, see Subsection 5.1 below).

Definition 2.1. We refer to T as power-bounded if for all x ∈ X, the orbit Ox = {Tn(x) : n ∈ N}
is van Neumann-bounded in X. Or, in other words, for each neighborhood U of 0, there exists a positive
number r such that for all z ∈ C with |z| ≥ r, Ox ⊂ zU.

Furthermore, in the context of bounded operators on Banach spaces, T is power-bounded
if and only if supn ‖Tn‖ < ∞. We now collect some basic facts about recurrent operators (for
more results on power-bounded operators, see Subsection 5.1 below).

Proposition 2.2. Let T be a recurrent operator on a Fréchet space X. Then L(ω) and L(ω) are T-
invariant linear subspaces, L(σ(ω)) = L(ω) and L(ω) ⊂ L(µ) for any subsequence µ of ω ∈ C.
Moreover, if T is power-bounded, then Rec(T) = X and L(ω) is closed for any ω ∈ C.

Proof. We only prove the statements on power-bounded operators as the first three are imme-
diate. As the the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [15] applies in verbatim to Fréchet spaces by choosing
an invariant metric on X, one obtains that Rec(T) always is closed. Hence, Rec(T) = X by
recurrence. In order to show that L(ω) is closed in X for any ω ∈ C, it suffices to employ
the Banach-Steinhaus theorem for Fréchet spaces in order to obtain that {Tn}n is equicontinu-
ous.

Moreover, one should not expect that L(ω) has finite dimension.

Proposition 2.3. Let T be a recurrent operator on an infinite-dimensional Fréchet space X. Then the
set {x ∈ Rec(T) : if x ∈ L(ω) then dim(L(ω)) = ∞} is dense in X.

Proof. For x ∈ X, set Ex := span({Tnx : n ≥ 0}). Now assume that x ∈ Rec(T) and dim(Ex) <
∞. As Ex is a T-invariant subspace and dim(Ex) < ∞, it follows from the structure theorem
for recurrent operators on finite dimensional spaces (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 in [15]) that T|Ex

is conjugated to a unitary matrix. For y ∈ Rec(T) with dim(Ey) < ∞, it then follows that
{Tn(x + y) : n ≥ 0}) is a bounded subset of Ex + Ey and that there exists a strictly increasing
sequence (ωn) such that Tωn(x + y) converges. As T is power-bounded on Ex + Ey, T|Ex+Ey is
an invertible isometry by Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 in [15]. Hence,

lim
n→∞

‖Tωn−ωn−1(x + y)− x + y‖2 = lim
n→∞

‖Tωn(x + y)− Tωn−1(x + y)‖2 = 0.
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As one may assume without loss of generality that (ωn − ωn−1) is strictly increasing, x + y ∈
Rec(T). This implies that A := {x ∈ Rec(T) : dim(Ex) < ∞} is a T-invariant subspace of X.

Case (i). So assume that A 6= X and that Rec(T) \ A is not dense in X. However, this would
imply that A contains a neighborhood of 0, which is absurd. Hence, if A 6= X, then Rec(T) \ A
is dense. Finally, if x ∈ L(ω) \ A for some ω ∈ C, then dim(L(ω)) = ∞ as Ex ⊂ L(ω).
Case (ii). If A = X, then dim(Ex) < ∞ for each x ∈ X and Rec(T) = X. As Rec(T) =
X, it follows that T is injective. We now fix p ∈ X. Then T|Ep : Ep → Ep is an injective
endomorphism of a finite dimensional subspace and hence invertible. Therefore, there exists
q ∈ Ep with T(q) = p. Thus, T is invertible by the open mapping theorem.

Now choose x ∈ X and a closed subspace Mx such that X = Ex ⊕ Mx. Then, as Mx ∩
T−1(Ex) = Mx ∩ Ex = {0}, it follows that Mx is T-invariant and that Ex ∩ Ey = {0} for
all y ∈ Mx. We now proceed by induction as follows. Assume that x0 := x, ǫ > 0 and
that x1, . . . , xn ∈ X are chosen so that Exi

∩ Exj
= {0} for i 6= j and that d(0, xi) < ǫ2−i for

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Then, as above, there exists a closed and T-invariant subspace Mn ⊂ X with
X = Ex1

⊕ · · · ⊕ Exn ⊕ Mn. Hence it suffices to choose xn+1 ∈ Mn with d(0, xn+1) < ǫ2−n−1 in
order to proceed by induction.

By the bounds on d(0, xi), it follows that z := x + ∑
∞
i=1 xi ∈ X and d(x, z) < ǫ. Moreover,

by construction,
⊕

i Exi
⊂ L(ω) for any ω with z ∈ L(ω). As ǫ > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily,

the statement is proven.

3 Quasi-rigid operatores

The question whether the hypercyclicity of an operator T implies that T ⊕ T is hypercyclic (cf.
[29]) was intensively discussed in the scientific community due to its relation to weak mixing
and the hypercyclicity criterion. In fact, it turned out that the three properties are equivalent
([9]) and that there are hypercyclic operators which do not satisfy this property ([19]). This
brings forth a natural question in the context of recurrent operators.

Question 3.1 (Question 9.6, [15]) Let T : X → X be a recurrent operator on a separable Banach
space X. Is it true that T ⊕ T is recurrent on X ⊕ X?

In the remaining part of this section, we discuss possible solutions to this question. Re-
cently, a negative answer based on a construction of Augé in [3] was abtained by Grivaux,
López-Martı́nez and Peris (cf. [25, Theorem 3.2]). However, we want to point that we inde-
pendently arrived at the same conclusion in Theorem 3.10 and Proposition 3.11 through similar
but different arguments, based on the Mycielski Theorem and the class of operators introduced
by Tapia in [42].

Definition 3.2. We refer to the recurrent operator T as quasi-rigid if there exists a sequence θ ∈ C with

L(θ) = X. Moreover, if L(θ) = X, then we refer to T as a rigid operator.

As a first remark with respect to this definition, note that Proposition 2.2 implies that for

any recurrent operator T and ω ∈ C(T), the restriction T : L(w) → L(w) is quasi-rigid. If, in
addition, T is power-bounded, then the restriction is rigid. In order to have a precise criterion
for quasi-rigidity at hand, we study finite cartesian products of T. For ease of notation, we
write (Xm, Tm) for the action of

⊕m
n=1 T on the m-fold product space of X.

Theorem 3.3. Consider a recurrent operator T : X → X on a separable Fréchet space X. The following
assertions are equivalent.

(1) T is a quasi-rigid operator.

(2) For each m ∈ N, Tm : Xm → Xm is recurrent.
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We now recall the statement of Mycielski’s Theorem. A set K is referred to as a Mycielski
set if the intersection of K and any nonempty open set U contains a Cantor set.

Theorem 3.4 (Mycielski Theorem, Corollary 1.1 in [40]). Suppose that X is a separable complete
metric space without isolated points, and that for every n ∈ N, the set Rn is residual in the product
space Xn. Then there is a Mycielski set K in X such that

(x1, x2, · · · , xn) ∈ Rn

for each n ∈ N and any pairwise different n points x1, x2, . . . , xn in K.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. If the subspace L(θ) is dense in X for some sequence θ ∈ C, then L(θ)m is
dense in Xm. As L(θ)m ⊂ Rec(Tm) for each positive integer m, we obtain that (1) implies (2).

Conversely, the recurrence of Tm implies that Rec(Tm) is a residual subset of Xm for every
m ∈ N. Thus, by the Mycielski Theorem, there exists a dense set K ⊂ X with Km ⊂ Rec(Tm)
for all m ∈ N. Through the separability of X, one obtains a countable dense set {yj}j∈N ⊂ K.

For k ∈ N, set Hk :=
⋂k

j=1 N(yj, B(yj, 1/k)), with N(a, A) := {n ∈ N : Tn(a) ∈ A}. As each of

the Hk is unbounded, there exists a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers θ := (θk)k

with θk ∈ Hk. Hence L(θ) contains the sequence {yj}j∈N. This implies that L(θ) is dense in
X.

Remark 3.5. Our proof of Theorem 3.3 is based on Mycielski’s Theorem which gives rise to a shorter
proof of the result. It is worth noting that the Mycielski Theorem also finds application within the
domain of nonlinear dynamics, as illustrated in [11, 22, 39]. However, we want to stress here that
Grivaux et al. (cf. [25, Theorem 2.5]) recently established Theorem 3.3 in the context of Polish spaces
through a completely different proof, and that we only became aware of their result after already having
proved Theorem 3.3.

3.1 Augé-Tapia operators

By the Banach-Steinhaus Theorem for Banach spaces, the set of points with unbounded orbit
is either empty or dense. Moreover, for finite-dimensional vector spaces, the stronger property
holds that AT = {x ∈ Km : limn→∞ ‖Tnx‖ = ∞} is either empty or dense. Motivated by this
fact, Prăjitură conjectured that this property might hold for general Banach spaces (see [35]).
However, the conjecture was answered to the negative by Hájek and Smith in [27] in the same
year. Thereafter, the techniques were extended and improved through works of Augé ([3]) and
Tapia ([42]) on wild dynamics.

Definition 3.6 ([3]). Let T be a linear bounded operator on a Banach space X. We say that T is a wild
operator if AT and Rec(T) have nonempty interior and form a partition of X, where the set AT is given
by

AT = {x ∈ X : lim
n→∞

‖Tnx‖ = ∞}.

The first examples of wild operators were obtained by Augé in [3], who showed that each
infinite dimensional separable Banach space admits a wild operator through an explicit con-
truction based on the following object.

Definition 3.7 ([3]). We say that a subset F of X is asymptotically separated if there exists a sequence
(gn) ⊂ X∗ such that lim inf |gn(x)| = 0 for all x ∈ F, and lim |gn(x)| = +∞ for all x /∈ F.

Note that, if F is an asymptotically separated set, then it is automatically a Gδ-set. More-
over, as shown by Augé ([3, Th. 1.1]) and Tapia ([42, Th. 3.1]), each asymptotically separated
set gives rise to a bounded operator with the following property.
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Theorem 3.8 (Augé, Tapia). Let X be a separable infinite dimensional complex Banach space, V
be a complemented, infinite codimensional subspace of X and P a bounded projection onto V. Then
there exists for any asymptotically separated set F ⊂ V and a bounded operator T such that AT =
P−1(V \ F) and Rec(T) = P−1(F).

However, the operators constructed by Augé are not recurrent as he put his focus on non-
empty interiors of AT and Rec(T). This is where Tapia’s work stands out by showing that any
real or complex Banach space of dimension greater or equal to 2 admits an asymptotically sep-
arated set U such that U and U c are dense for the norm topology (Corollary 2.12 in [42]). As an
immediate consequence, one then obtains that every infinite dimensional separable complex
space Banach space admits an operator T such that AT and Rec(T) form a partition of X and
both are dense (Cororally 3.3 in [42]).

Definition 3.9. We refer to a bounded linear operator defined on a separable infinite-dimensional Ba-
nach space T as an Augé-Tapia operator of finite type n if T is as in Theorem 3.8, where the space V has
dimension n and F is an asymptotically separated set such that both F and Fc are dense in V.

Furthermore, it almost immediately turns out that these operators form a class of operators
that are recurrent but not quasi-rigid.

Theorem 3.10. A Augé-Tapia operator of finite type is recurrent but not quasi-rigid.

Proof. Assume that V, F and P are as in Theorem 3.8, and that T is quasi-rigid. Then there
exists ω ∈ C such that L(ω) is dense in X. Hence, P(L(ω)) is dense in V, which then implies
that V = P(L(ω)) by finite dimensionality. Hence,

V = P(L(ω)) ⊂ P(Rec(T)) = F ( V.

This proves the theorem.

We now recall the construction by Augé. As X is a separable Banach space, there exist by
Theorem 1 in [34] sequences (en, e∗n)n∈N ⊂ X × X∗ such that

(1) span{en : n ∈ N} is dense in X,

(2) e∗n(em) = δn,m,

(3) for each n ∈ N, ‖en‖ = 1 and M := supn∈N ‖e∗n‖ < ∞.

It then follows from the third property that P(x) := ∑
d
i=1 e∗i (x)ei defines an operator from X to

V := span(e1, e2, · · · , ed) and that ‖P‖ ≤ dM. Choose an asymptotically separated set F ⊂ V
with associated sequence (gn) in X∗, as well as an increasing sequence (mk) with mk|mk+1 for
all n ∈ N and

∑
k≥d+1

mk−2

mk−1
‖gk‖ < ∞.

We now define an operator S based on these sequences as follows. With λk := 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ d
and λk = exp iπ

mk
for k > d, define

S : ∑
ℓ
j=1 xkek 7→ ∑

ℓ
k=1 λkxkek,

acting on span(e1, e2, · · · , eℓ), for ℓ ∈ N. Observe that S extends to a bounded operator, S :
X → X. We are now in position to define the operator introduced by Augé in [3]. For x ∈ X,
let

Tx = Sx +
∞

∑
k=d+1

1

mk−1
gk(Px)ek. (2)
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As it easily can be verified by induction (cf. Lemma 3.5 in [3]), we have for any x ∈ X and
n ∈ N that

Tnx = Snx +
∞

∑
k=d+1

∑
n−1
j=0 λ

j
k

mk−1
gk(Px)ek = Snx +

∞

∑
k=d+1

λn
k − 1

mk−1(λk − 1)
gk(Px)ek.

As shown by Augé, this continuous linear operator T satisfies (cf. [3, p. 2108,2109]) that
AT = P−1(V \ F) and Rec(T) = P−1(F). Furthermore, it follows from the underlying esti-
mates, for any sequence θn ↑ ∞, that

lim
n→∞

‖T2mθn−1(x)− x‖ = 0 ⇐⇒ lim
n→∞

gθn
(Px) = 0. (3)

In particular, if F and Fc are dense in V, T is an Augé-Tapia operator of finite type d. As a first
application, we show that the d-th product of the above operator no longer is recurrent.

Proposition 3.11. Let X be a separable infinite dimensional complex Banach space and T be the Augé-
Tapia operator of finite type d defined through (2) with respect to an asymptotically separated set F ⊂ Cd

such that F and Fc are dense. Then Td is not recurrent.

Proof. Assume that Td is recurrent. Then the set Rec(Td) ⊂ Xd is residual. Furthermore, as

X0 := X \
⋃

k≥d+1

{

x ∈ X : e∗k x = − gk(Px)
(λk−1)mk−1

}

⊂ X

also is residual, there exist y1, . . . , yd ∈ X0 such that (y1, y2, . . . , yd) ∈ Rec(Td), and such that
{P(yi)}

d
i=1 is linearly independent in span({e1, . . . , ed}). By recurrence, there is a sequence

θ = (θℓ)ℓ ∈ C such that limℓ Tθℓ(yi) = yi for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By applying e∗k to the iterates
of T, we obtain for k ≥ d + 1 that

e∗k (T
θℓ(yi)− yi) = e∗k



Sθℓyi + ∑
k≥d+1

∑
θℓ−1
j=0 λ

j
k

mk−1
gk(Pyi)ek − yi





= (λθℓ
k − 1)

(

e∗k (yi) +
gk(Pyi)

(λk − 1)mk−1

)

Now observe that the second term in the above identity does not vanish as yi ∈ X0. Hence, by

recurrence, λ
θℓ
k has to converge to 1 as ℓ tends to infinity. Hence, span(ei : i > d) ⊂ L(θ) and

Wd ⊂ L(θ), for Wd := span({yi}). However, P(Wd) = span({e1, . . . , ed}), which implies that

L(θ) = X. This contradicts Theorem 3.10.

Remark 3.12. It is worth pointing out the differences to the results by Grivaux, López-Martı́nez and
Peris in [25]. In there, the authors gave an example of an operator T, also defined through (2), such that
Td−1 is recurrent and Td is not. However, instead of using linear forms coming from an asymptotically
separated set, they use a given sequence of linear forms (λngn) such that {gn} is dense in the unit
sphere and λn growths in an appropriate way.

4 Hyper-recurrent operators

In this section, we analyze a class of operators such that there exist a vector who, in rough
terms, describes the complete recurrrent behaviour of T. Due to their similarity with hyper-
cyclic operators, we will refer to them as hyper-recurrent vectors (see Definition 4.7). Note that
it follows immediately from the definitions that a hyper-recurrent operator is quasi-rigid. Fur-
thermore, as shown below, quasi-rigid operators are factors of hyper-recurrent ones. As a first
step, we introduce the concept of stationary sequences.
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4.1 Stationary sequences

Recall that an operator on X is quasi-rigid if L(ω) = X for some ω ∈ C. In particular, L(ω) =

L(µ) for each µ subsequence of ω. However, in order to study recurrent operators without this
property, like, e.g. the Tapia operators (cf. Theorem 3.10), we give the following definition.

Definition 4.1. The sequence ω ∈ CT is stationary if L(ω) = L(µ) for each µ subsequence of ω.

We now show that stationary sequences always exist on separable Fréchet spaces.

Theorem 4.2. Let T : X → X be a recurrent operator in a separable Fréchet space. Then each sequence
in C admits stationary subsequence.

Proof. For a fixed a sequence ω ∈ C, define A(ω) as the set of all subsequences of ω. We
introduce a strict partial order on A(ω) given by

µ ≺ ν if ∃n ≥ 0 such that σn(ν) is a subsequence of µ with L(µ) ( L(ν).

Our aim is to show that every totally ordered subset of A(ω) has an upper bound, thereby
invoking Zorn’s Lemma to establish the existence of a maximal element, which will be a sta-
tionary subsequence of ω.

Assume {µi}i∈I is a totally ordered subset. If there exists an upper bound µ within {µi}i∈I ,
we are done. Otherwise, using the separability of X, we can construct a sequence {νn}n∈N ⊂

{µi}i∈I such that
⋃

i∈I L(µi) =
⋃

n∈N L(νn). It’s clear that {νn}n∈N ⊂ A(ω) is totally ordered.
We now show that for each α ∈ {µi}i∈I there exists n ∈ N such that α ≺ νn. Suppose the
opposite, i.e. that there exists β ∈ {µi}i∈I with νn ≺ β for each n ∈ N. This implies that
⋃

n∈N L(νn) ⊂ L(β), which, due to β not being an upper bound, leads to the strict inclusion

L(β) (
⋃

i∈I L(µi), a contradiction.
Hence, it remains to establish an upper bound for {νn}n∈N. To do this, we first may assume

without loss of generality that νn ≺ νn+1 for all n ∈ N. As {νn} is totally ordered, there exists
an increasing sequence (mk) such that σmk(νk) is subsequence of σmk−1(νk−1) for each k ≥ 2.
Now choose a sequence (ak)k such that ak ∈ σmk(νk) and ak ↑ ∞ for all k ∈ N.

For ψ = (ak), it then follows by construction that σk(ψ) is a subsequence of νk and by
Proposition 2.2, that L(ψ) ⊃ L(νk) for all k ∈ N. This proves that each totally ordered subset
of (A(ω),≺) has an upper bound. Applying Zorn’s Lemma, a maximal element ψ exists. If

γ is a subsequence of ψ, then by maximality, L(ψ) = L(γ), indicating that ψ is a stationary
subsequence of ω.

We remark that the above proof in verbatim applies to also to recurrent maps on Polish
spaces. We now proceed with a dynamical characterizations of stationary sequences. In order
to do so, for ω ∈ C and A open, set Nω(A) := {n ∈ N : T−n(A) ∩ A 6= 0}.

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a Fréchet space, T : X → X be a recurrent operator and ω = (ωn)n∈N a
stationary sequence for T.

(1) We have L(ω) = X if and only if |Nω(A)| = ∞ for each non-empty open set A.

(2) If T is power bounded, then L(ω) = {x : |Nω(B(x, ǫ))| = ∞ for all ǫ > 0}.

Proof. We begin with the first assertion. So assume that L(ω) = X. Then, for any non-empty
open set A and x ∈ A ∩ L(ω), it follows that Tωn x ∈ A eventually. Hence, |Nω(A)| = ∞.

On the other hand, if |Nω(A)| = ∞ for any non-empty and open set A, then, for any x ∈ X,
ǫ > 0 and N ∈ N, there exist y ∈ B(x, ǫ), δ > 0 and n > N such that

B(y, δ)) ⊂ B(x, ǫ) and Tn(B(y, δ)) ⊂ B(x, ǫ).
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Hence, by inductively applying this observation, one obtains sequences xn and ǫn such that

xn ∈ B(x, ǫ), ǫn ↓ 0, B(xn+1, ǫn+1) ⊂ B(xn, ǫn) and Tωkn (B(xn+1, ǫn+1)) ⊂ B(xn, ǫn) for some
subsequence ν := (ωkn

) of (ωn). By Kuratowski’s theorem, {y} :=
⋂

n B(xn, ǫn) is nonempty.
Furthermore, y ∈ L(ν) as limn→∞ Tωkn (y) = y by construction. Then, as ω is stationary, X =

L(ν) = L(ω). Finally, as x and ǫ can be chosen arbitrarily, L(ω) is dense in X.
We now proceed to the second assertion. Set Ω := {x ∈ X : |Nω(B(x, ǫ))| = ∞ for all ǫ >

0}. Then y ∈ Ωc if and only if there exists ǫ > 0 such that Nω(B(y, ǫ)) is a finite set. As Nω(A)
is finite for any A ⊂ B(y, ǫ), it follows that Ωc is open and that B(y, ǫ) ⊂ L(ω)c. Hence, Ω is a

closed set and L(ω) ⊂ Ω

So it remains to show that L(ω) = Ω. For x ∈ Ω, one can see that there exists a sequence
(xk)k ⊂ X and a subsequence ωnk

of ω such that xk ∈ B(x, 1/k) and Tωnk xk ∈ B(x, 1/k). As
T is power bounded, this implies that limk→∞ Tωnk (x) = x. Therefore, x ∈ L(ω) since ω is
stationary

The concept of mixing recurrence was introduced by Amouch, Lakrima and Jadida in [2] as
follows. They refer to a dynamical system T : X → X as mixing recurrent if, for every nonempty
open subset U of X, there exists a positive integer N such that Tn(U) ∩ U 6= ∅ for all n ≥ N.
It is evident that each topologically mixing operator is mixing recurrent. As an immediate
consequence, we obtain the following relation between quasi-rigidity and stationarity.

Corollary 4.4. Let T be a mixing recurrent operator on X and let ω ∈ C. Then ω is a stationary

sequence if and only if L(ω) = X.

We now discuss stationary sequences from a dual point of view by considering those ele-
ments in X whose recurrent sequences are automatically stationary. That is, we consider the
set

St(T) := {x ∈ Rec(T) : if x ∈ L(ω) for some ω, then ω is a stationary sequence}.

Proposition 4.5. Let T ∈ L(X) be a recurrent operator of a Fréchet space X and assume that x ∈
Rec(T). Then x ∈ St(T) if and only if there exists a closed T-invariant subspace Y of X such that

Y = L(ω) for all ω ∈ C with x ∈ L(ω).

Proof. Set Z := {ω ∈ C : x ∈ L(ω)} and assume that ω, θ ∈ Z . Then, with ω ∪ θ referring
to the strictly increasing sequence which contains the elements of ω and θ, it follows that x ∈

L(ω ∪ θ). Hence, if x ∈ St(T), then ω ∪ θ is stationary and, in particular, L(θ ∪ ω) = L(ω) =

L(θ). Hence, the first direction follows for Y := L(θ), which is T-invariant by Proposition 2.2.
The other direction is immediate.

It is natural to ask whether St(T) is non-empty.

Proposition 4.6. Let X be a non-separable complex Hilbert space. Then there exists a rigid operator
T : X → X such that St(T) = ∅.

Proof. Assume that ψ := (an)n is a sequence such that G = {λ ∈ T : λan −→ 1} forms an
uncountable group. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the Hilbert space is ℓ2(G).
So assume that {xλ}λ∈G is an orthonormal basis and that T is defined through

T

(

∑
λ∈G

cλxλ

)

:= ∑
λ∈G

λcλxλ.

Then T is a surjective isometry with span{xλ : λ ∈ G} ⊂ L(ψ). Hence T is rigid by Proposition
2.2.
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We now make use of the minimality of the torus rotation (see, for example, [43]). In par-
ticular, we will refer to a subset M of T as log-rationally independent if for any finite subset
{λ1, . . . λk} ⊂ M and n1, . . . , nk ∈ Z, the identity ∏i λni

i = 1 implies that n1 = · · · = nk = 0 (see

also Proposition 5.3). So choose a sequence (λk)k∈N in G and assume that x ∈ span({xλk
}).

Then, as G is uncountable, there exists λ ∈ G such that λ is not a root of unity and such that λ
is log-rationally independent from any finite subset of {λk}. Hence, for any k ∈ N, there exists
Ik ⊂ {1, . . . , k} such that {λi : i ∈ Ik} ∪ {λ} is log-rationally independent and that each λj with
j ≤ k, j /∈ Ik is rationally dependent from {λi : i ∈ Ik} ∪ {λ}.

Now fix β ∈ T\{1}. As log-rationally independence implies that the torus rotation is
minimal and the remaining λi can be written as rational combinations of the elements in {λi :
i ∈ Ik} ∪ {λ}. Hence, by minimality, there exists θk arbitrary large such that

|λθk − β| < 1/k, |λθk
i − 1| < 1/k ∀i = 1, . . . , k.

Hence, there exists a strictly increasing sequence (θk) with limk λθk = β and limk λ
θk
i = 1 for

all i ≥ 1. In particular, xλ /∈ L(θ). Hence, L(θ) 6= L(ψ) which implies that x /∈ St(T) by
Proposition 4.5.

4.2 Hyper-recurrent operators

We now introduce the class of hyper-recurrent operators. For a recurrent operator T, set

Hr(T) := {x ∈ Rec(T) : if x ∈ L(ω) for some ω, then L(ω) = X}.

In order to give an example, it suffices to consider hypercyclic operators. In this case, each
hypercyclic vector is an element of Hr(T).

Definition 4.7. Let T : X → X be a recurrent operator on a Fréchet space X. A recurrent vector

x ∈ X is hyper-recurrent if for every ω ∈ C with x ∈ L(ω) we have that L(ω) = X. The set of
hyper-recurrent vectors is denoted by Hr(T) and we say that T is a hyper-recurrent operator if there
exists a hyper-recurrent vector for T.

In other words, a recurrent vector x is hyper-recurrent if limn Tan(x) = x for some sequence
implies that Tan converges pointwise to the identity on a dense set in X. As a consequence, if
T is a hyper-recurrent operator then T is quasi-rigid. Furthermore, it follows from Proposition
4.5 for T with St(T) 6= ∅ that the restriction of T to Y as given in there is hyper-recurrent.

Furthermore, hypercyclic operators are by far not the only examples of hyper-recurrent
operators as shown in Section 5 below. However, by Proposition 4.6, there exist rigid opera-
tors which are not hyper-recurrent. We now collect some basic properties of hyper-recurrent
operators.

Proposition 4.8. If T is hyper-recurrent then Tm and Tm are also hyper-recurrent for every positive
integer m.

Proof. Let x be a hyper-recurrent vector for T. According to [15, Proposition 2.3], x is recur-
rent for Tm for each positive integer m. Now, consider a fixed positive integer m. If (Tm)ωn x
converges to x for some sequence ω := (ωn)n, then Tmωn x converges to x. Since x is hyper-
recurrent for T, we can conclude that (Tm)ωn converges pointwise to the identity operator on
a dense set in X.

On the other hand, it is clear that the m−tupel (x, 0, . . . , 0) is recurrent for Tm. Furthermore,
if Tωn

m (x, 0, . . . , 0) converges to (x, 0, . . . , 0), then Tωn converges pointwise to the identity on a
dense set X0 ⊂ X by hyper-recurrence of T. It is then clear that Tωn

m converges to the identity
on the dense set Xm

0 . Hence, Tm is hyper-recurrent.
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From Corollary 4.4, one immediately obtains the following for mixing recurrent operators,
using the fact that St(T) 6= ∅ if T is topologically mixing.

Proposition 4.9. Let X be a Fréchet space and T ∈ L(X) be a recurrent operator on X. If T is mixing
recurrent, then St(T) = Hr(T). In particular, if T is topologically mixing then St(T) = Hr(T) is
dense in X.

On the other hand, in case of an Augé-Tapia operator, St(T) and Hr(T) might differ. In
here, Yq stands for the invariant set given by Proposition 4.5, for q ∈ St(T).

Theorem 4.10. Let X be a separable infinite-dimensional complex Banach space. Then, there exists a
recurrent operator T acting on X such that {q ∈ St(T) : dim(X/Yq) = 1} is dense in X, and the set
Hr(T) is empty.

Proof. We will show that the Augé-Tapia operator of Proposition 3.11 for d = 2 satisfies this
property. That is, we consider the operator defined through

Tx = Sx +
∞

∑
k=3

1

mk−1
gk(Px)ek,

where P : X → V := span({e1, e2}) is the canonical projection, (gk) is the sequence in V∗

associated with an asymptotically separated set F ⊂ V and the mk are as above. Furthermore,
without loss of generality, we assume that gk 6= 0 for all k ∈ N.

Now choose a countable and dense set G ⊂ V contained within the residual set defined by

G ⊂ F ∩

(

V \

(

∞
⋃

k=1

ker(gk)

))

.

In analogy to the proof of Proposition 3.11, we now consider the set

X0 =
{

p + ∑
ℓ
j=3 αjej : p ∈ G, ℓ ≥ 3, αk 6= − gk(p)

(λk−1)mk−1
∀k ≥ 3

}

.

Observe that X0 is dense in X and that X0 ⊂ Rec(T) by construction of the mk. We will now
show that X0 ⊂ St(T) and dim(X/Yq) = 1 for each q that belongs to X0. In order to do so, fix

q = p + ∑
ℓ
j=3 αjej ∈ X0. If q ∈ L(ω) for some ω := (ωn)n, then

Tωn(q)− q =
ℓ

∑
k=3

(λωn

k − 1)

(

αk +
gk(p)

(λk − 1)mk−1

)

ek +
∞

∑
k=ℓ+1

(λωn

k − 1)gk(p)

(λk − 1)mk−1
ek

n→∞
−−−→ 0

By applying e∗k for 3 ≤ k ≤ ℓ, this implies as in the proof of Proposition 3.11 through the
construction of X0, that λωn

k has to converge to 1. On the other hand, for k > l, it follows that

(λωn

k − 1)gk(p)

(λk − 1)mk−1

n→∞
−−−→ 0.

Hence, λωn

k converges to 1 as n → ∞ for each k ≥ 3. In particular, as Tωn(ek) = λωn

k ek for each

k ≥ 3, it follows that W := span(ek : k ≥ 3) ⊂ L(ω). Hence, L(ω) = span(p)⊕W by Theorem
3.10. This is, Yq = span(p)⊕W and dim(X/Yq) = 1.

A further remarkable fact is that hyper-recurrent operators are not so far from beeing quasi-
rigid, as shown in the next result.

Theorem 4.11. For a recurrent operator T on a separable Fréchet or Banach space X, the following
assertions are equivalent.
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(1) The operator T is quasi-rigid.

(2) The operator T is a linear and continuous factor of a hyper-recurrent operator S acting on a
separable Fréchet or Banach space such that Hr(S) is dense in Y.

Proof. We will give the proof within the framework of a separable Fréchet space. We start with
an explicit construction of a hyper-recurrent operator which has a given quasi-rigid operator
T as a factor. Choose ω ∈ C such that LT(ω) is dense in X. Due to the separability of X, there
exists a countable set {qk}k∈N ⊂ L(ω) which is dense in X. We now consider the separable
Fréchet space

ℓ1(X) = {(xm)m∈N : xm ∈ X ∀m ∈ N, ∑m∈N d(xm, 0) < ∞},

equipped with the metric d1((xm)m, (ym)m) = ∑m d(xm, ym), and the operator S defined through
S((xm)m) = (Txm)m. As T is quasi-rigid, S is a recurrent operator on ℓ1(X). Furthermore, the
projection Θ : ℓ1(X) → X onto the first coordinate is continuous and satisfies Θ ◦ S = T ◦ Θ.

We proceed with the proof that Hr(S) is dense in ℓ1(X). To achieve this, consider an ar-
bitrary positive integer ℓ > 1 and ǫ > 0. For a vector x = (x1, . . . , xℓ, 0, . . . , 0, . . .) in ℓ1(X),
there are qk1

, . . . , qkℓ such that ∑
ℓ
i=1 d(xi, qki

) < ǫ/3. It is evident that for each k, the set
{Tωn qk}n ∪{qk} is bounded in X. Hence, there exist rk ∈ (0, 1) such that {rkTωn qk}n ∪{rkqk} ⊂
B(0, ǫ/2k+1). Set

z := (qk1
, . . . , qkℓ , r1q1, r2q2, r3q3, . . . , rkqk, . . .) ∈ ℓ1(X)

One can see that d(x, z) < ǫ, and z ∈ LS(ω). We claim that z is a hyper-recurrent vector for S.
If z ∈ LS(θ) for some θ := (θn)n, then

d1(S
θn z, z) ≥

∞

∑
k=1

d(rk(T
θn qk − qk), 0) −−−→

n→∞
0

As consequence, {qk}k ⊂ LT(θ). Therefore, LS(θ) = X. To prove the remaining direction, it
suffices to note that a factor of a quasi-rigid operator is always quasi-rigid.

In order to study the gap between quasi-rigidity and hyper-recurrence, we introduce the
notation

η(T) := min{|A| : A ⊂ Rec(T) is a countable set, such that if A ⊂

L(ω) for some ω, then L(ω) = X}.

Observe that the quantity η(T) can be perceived as the minimal number of vectors which
are necessary to capture the essence of quasi-rigidity. For example, an operator T is hyper-
recurrent if and only if η(T) = 1. Moreover, assuming n > 1, it follows that η(T) = n if and
only if Tn is hyper-recurrent while Tn−1 is not.

Proposition 4.12. Let X be a separable Banach space and T ∈ L(X) be a quasi-rigid operator. Then
the following holds.

(1) η(T) = 2 if and only if, T2 is hyper-recurrent and for every (p, q) ∈ Hr(T2) and every r ∈
(0, ∞), there exists a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers (aℓ)ℓ∈N such that

lim
ℓ→∞

‖Taℓ p − p‖

‖Taℓq − q‖
= r.

(2) η(T) = ∞ if and only if, for every n and for every (q1, · · · , qn) ∈ Rec(Tn), there exists a
sequence ω ∈ C such that L(ω) is not dense in X and {qi : i = 1, . . . , n} ⊂ L(ω).
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Proof. We begin with the proof of the first statement. If η(T) = 2, then T2 is always hyperrecur-
rent. So assume that (p, q) ∈ Hr(T2). Then p and q are not periodic. Furthermore, suppose
that there exists r > 0 such that r /∈ A(p, q), with

A(p, q) :=

{

t ∈ (0, ∞) : ∃ (aℓ)ℓ such that lim
ℓ→∞

‖Taℓ p − p‖

‖Taℓq − q‖
= t

}

.

It is then clear that p + rq is a recurrent vector for T. Moreover, if p + rq lies in L(ω) for some
ω ∈ C, then

‖Tωn q − q‖

∣

∣

∣

∣

r −
‖Tωn p − p‖

‖Tωn q − q‖

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖Tωn(p + rq)− (p + rq)‖ −−−→
n→∞

0.

Hence, limn ‖Tωn q − q‖ = 0 as the second term does not converge to 0 by assumption. There-
fore, limn ‖Tωn p − p‖ = 0 which then implies that (p, q) belongs to LT2

(ω) and that LT2
(ω)

is dense in X2. So we obtain that p + rq ∈ Hr(T) and η(T) = 1, which is a contradiction.
To prove the converse, it remains to show that T is not hyper-recurrent, or equivalently, that
Hr(T2) ∩ {(x, x) : x ∈ X} = ∅. However, this follows from the condition on the quotients.

The second, remaining statement is an immediate consequence of the definition.

Recall that Proposition 4.6 implies that there exist rigid, non-hyper-recurrent operators on
non-separable Hilbert spaces. In order to answer the question whether there are quasi-rigid
operators which are not hyper-recurrent defined on a separable Hilbert space, we adapt a
construction in [25] in order to show the following.

Proposition 4.13. Let X be a separable and infinite dimensional complex Hilbert space. Then there
exists a rigid operator T : X → X with η(T) = ∞ and St(T) = ∅. In particular, T is not hyper-
recurrent.

Proof. Fix an orthonormal basis {ek : k ∈ Z} of X, set E := span({ek : k < 0}), S := {x ∈ E :
‖x‖ = 1} and let P : X → E refer to the canonical projection. In order to define the operator,
we now make use of a sequence (ωk : k ≥ 0) in S and an increasing sequence (mk : k ≥ 0) in
N such that the following holds.

(1) {ωk} is dense in S,

(2) mk|mk+1 for all k ≥ 0 and limj→∞ mj ∑k>j m−1
k = 0.

Let λk := e
2πi
mk . The operator T is now defined by, for x = ∑k∈Z xkek,

Tx = ∑
k<0

xkek + ∑
k≥0

λkxkek + ∑
k≥0

1

mk−1
〈ωk, P(x)〉ek.

It then follows in analogy to the Augé-Tapia operators that (see Fact 3.3.1 in [25] for our setting)
that

Tn(x)− x = ∑
k≥0

(λn
k − 1)xkek + ∑

k≥0

λn
k − 1

(λk − 1)mk−1
〈ωk, P(x)〉ek.

For n = mℓ, the property that mk+1 is a multiple of mk implies that

Tmℓ(x)− x = ∑
k>ℓ

(λmℓ

k − 1)xkek +
λmℓ

ℓ+1 − 1

(λℓ+1 − 1)mℓ

〈ωℓ+1, P(x)〉eℓ+1

+ ∑
k>ℓ+1

λ
mℓ

k − 1

(λk − 1)mk−1
〈ωk, P(x)〉ek = I1 + I2 + I3.
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It is now not hard to show that I1 and I3 tend to 0 as ℓ → ∞ (cf. Fact 3.3.3 and the proof of
Proposition 3.4 in [25]). Furthermore,

lim
ℓ→∞

λ
mℓ

ℓ+1 − 1

(λℓ+1 − 1)mℓ

= 1.

Hence, as in the case of the Augé-Tapia operators, the recurrence of x along (mℓ) is given by
the asymptotics of 〈ωk, P(x)〉.

We now use this observation in order to show that T is rigid. So choose a sequence (kℓ)ℓ
such that limℓ→∞ ‖ωkℓ+1 − eℓ‖ = 0. Then, for each x ∈ X,

|〈ωkℓ+1, P(x)〉| ≤ |〈eℓ, P(x)〉|+ |〈ωkℓ+1 − eℓ, P(x)〉|

(⋆)

≤ |〈eℓ, P(x)〉|+ ‖ωkℓ+1 − eℓ‖‖P(x)‖
∗

−−→
ℓ→∞

0,

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in (⋆) and the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma
in (∗). Hence, limℓ Tmkl (x) = x. As x can be arbitrarily chosen, T is rigid.

In order to show that η(T) = ∞, we now construct a further sequence (kℓ)ℓ for a given
n-tupel q1, . . . qn ∈ X as follows. Choose ω ∈ S in the orthogonal complement of span({Pqi :
i = 1, . . . n}). By density, there exists a sequence (kℓ) such that (ωkℓ+1) converges to ω. For
x ∈ X, this implies that

lim
ℓ→∞

‖Tmk
ℓ (x)− x‖ = lim

ℓ→∞
|〈ωkℓ+1, Px〉| = |〈ω, Px〉|.

Hence, L((mkℓ)ℓ) is the kernel of the linear form ω∗ ◦ P and {q1, . . . , qn} ∈ L((mkℓ)ℓ). In
particular, L((mnℓ

)ℓ) is not dense and therefore, η(T) = ∞ by Proposition 4.12. So it remains
to show that St(T) = ∅. Suppose the contrary, that is there exists p ∈ St(T). Since T is rigid,
Yp = X, which is a contradiction as T is not hyper-recurrent.

We would like to point out that the construction in the proof is clearly inspired by the one
in [25]. The only difference is that we are considering a Hilbert space instead of a Banach space
and that in our case, E has infinite dimension. We would also like to remark that we are not
aware of examples of operators with 1 < η(T) < ∞.

5 Exploring hyper-recurrence

In this section, we analyse the existence and properties of hyper-recurrent vectors for spe-
cific classes of operators. That is, we study power bounded operators in 5.1. multiplication
operatores in 5.2, operators with discrete spectrum 5.3 and composition operators acting on
holomorphic functions in 5.4.

5.1 Power bounded operators

Recall from Definition 2.1 that a linear and continuous operator on a Fréchet space is power-
bounded if, for all x ∈ X, the orbit Ox := {Tn(x) : n ∈ N} is bounded in X. In other words,
for any neighborhood U of 0, there exists a positive number r such that for all z ∈ C with
|z| ≥ r, Ox ⊂ zU. Furthermore, if T is a bounded operator on a Banach space, then T is power
bounded if supn ‖Tn‖ < ∞.

In the context of power bounded operators on Fréchet spaces, there are the following two
important tools. Recall that the Banach-Steinhaus theorem guarantees the equicontinuity of the
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family {Tn} whenever T is power bounded [37, Theorem 2.6]. Moreover, if d is a translation-
invariant metric on X and T is power-bounded, then

d∗T(x, y) := sup
ℓ≥0

d(Tℓx, Tℓy)

defines a translation-invariant metric on X with d∗T(Tx, Ty) ≤ d∗T(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X, which
is equivalent to d by the Banach-Steinhaus theorem.

If one adds recurrence in the setting of Banach spaces, it follows from Proposition 3.2 [15])
that T−1 is also power bounded and recurrent. This result for Banach spaces motivates us to
obtain the same behavior for Fréchet spaces.

Proposition 5.1. Let T be a power-bounded operator on a Fréchet space X.

(1) If T is recurrent, then T is invertible and T−1 is power-bounded and recurrent. Moreover, T is an
isometry with respect to d∗T .

(2) If T is hyper-recurrent, then Hr(T) = Hr(T−1) and T−1 is hyper-recurrent.

Proof. We begin with the proof of (1). As T is recurrent, there exists, for each x, y ∈ X, a
strictly increasing sequence (an)n∈N such that Tan(x − y) converges to (x − y). Furthermore,
as d∗T(Tx, Ty) ≥ d(Tan x, Tan y) for each n ∈ N, we have that d∗T(Tx, Ty) ≥ d(x, y). Thus,
d∗T(x, y) = d∗T(Tx, Ty).

Note that a sequence is a Cauchy sequence for d if and only if it is a Cauchy sequence for
d∗T as the metrics are equivalent. In particular, if x ∈ X and (an)n∈N with limn Tan x = n, then
(Tan x) is a Cauchy sequence with respect to d∗T . As T is an isometry, (Tan−1x) is a Cauchy
sequence as well. Hence, Ty = x for y := limn Tan−1x. Since T is a continuous bijection, it
follows from the open mapping theorem that T is invertible.

Moreover, Rec(T−1) = Rec(T) due to the simple fact that

d∗T(T
nx, x) = d∗T(x, T−nx) (4)

for all x ∈ X and n ∈ N. As Rec(T) = X by Proposition 2.2, the remaining statement of (1) is
proven. Assertion (2) follows from a further application of the identity in (4).

For power-bounded operators in separable Hilbert spaces, we can assume that T is unitary
(see [15, Remark 9.4]). By the spectral theorem for unitary operators, this implies that T is
conjugated to a multiplication operator on a L2-space with finite measure. That is, there exists
a measure space (Y, C, ν) where ν is a non-negative finite Borel measure and a function u ∈
L∞(Y, ν) with |u| = 1 and a unitary map Φ : H → L2(Y, ν) such that

Mu = Φ ◦ T ◦ Φ−1 : L2(Y, ν) → L2(Y, ν), f 7→ u f .

Observe that, since Mu and T are conjugated by an isometry, Hr(T) = Φ−1(Hr(Mu)). We
now show that recurrent, power bounded operators in separable Hilbert spaces are always
hyper-recurrent.

Theorem 5.2. Let H be a separable, complex Hilbert space and T ∈ B(H) a power-bounded, recurrent
operator. Then T is hyper-recurrent and Hr(T) is dense in H.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that T is a multiplication operator on L2(Y, ν) with
u ∈ L∞(Y, ν) and |u| = 1. For any f ∈ L2(Y, ν) and ǫ > 0, consider g defined by

g(x) :=

{

f (x) : | f (x)| ≥ ǫ
2ν(Y)1/2 ,

ǫ
2ν(Y)1/2 : | f (x)| < ǫ

2ν(Y)1/2 .

Clearly, ‖ f − g‖L2(ν) < ǫ. Furthermore, as |g| is bounded from below, if ω ∈ C with g ∈ L(ω),

then
∫

Y |uωn − 1|2dν −−−→
n−→∞

0. Hence, L∞(Y, ν) ⊂ L(ω) and g ∈ Hr(T). As ǫ can be chosen

arbitrarily, Hr(T) is dense in X.
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The following illustrates which kind of rigidity one may encounter in the presence of
hyper-recurrent vectors and a unitary operator on a Hilbert space. In here, we say that u ∈ T

and the set Λ ⊂ T are log-rationally dependent if there exists a finite subset {λ1, . . . , λk} ⊂ Λ

and n1, . . . nk+1 ∈ Z such that unk+1 = ∏
k
i=1 λ

ni
i and ni 6= 0 for at least one i = 1, . . . , k + 1.

Proposition 5.3. Let T : H → H be a recurrent and power-bounded operator on a separable Hilbert
space H (i.e. T is recurrent and unitary) such that there exists an invariant closed subspace V ⊂ H
and an orthonormal basis {ei}I , for some I ⊂ N, of eigenvectors of T|V with eigenvalues {λi}I . With
respect to this basis of V, the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The vector ∑i∈I hiei ∈ V is hyper-recurrent in (H, T) for a sequence (hi)i∈I contained in C such
that hi 6= 0 for all i ∈ I .

(2) {∑i giei ∈ V : gi 6= 0 ∀i ∈ I} ⊂ Hr(T)

(3) (H, T) is conjugate by an unitary operator to ((
⊕

α∈F Hα))2 , S), where F ⊂ T is a countable
set such that {λi : i ∈ I} ⊂ F and each α ∈ F is log-rationally dependent from {λi}. Moreover,
each Hα is a Hilbert space and S|Hα

(v) = αv.

Proof. The implication from (2) to (1) is immediate. For the backward direction, assume that
y ∈ V is a hyper-recurrent vector with y = ∑i∈I giei with gi 6= 0 for all i ∈ I . Hence, if
y ∈ L(ω) for some sequence ω ∈ C, then

‖Tωn y − y‖2 = ∑
i∈I

|gi|
2|λωn

i − 1|
2
−→ 0.

In particular, this is equivalent to limn λωn

i = 1 for each i ∈ I . As this equivalence only requires
that the gi 6= 0, it follows that (1) implies (2).

We now show that (1) implies (3). By the spectral theorem for unitary operators, (H, T) is
conjugated by a unitary operator Φ to (L2(Y, ν), Mu). For β ∈ T, set

L(β) := {ω = (ωn)n∈N : ωn ∈ N, ωn ↑ ∞ and βωn −→ 1}

For x = ∑ hiei ∈ Hr(T) given by (1), it then follows as above that

Φ(x) ∈ LMu(ω) ⇐⇒ ω ∈
⋂

i∈I

L(λi).

Claim. u(y) and 〈(λi)i∈I〉 are log-rationally dependent for ν-almost every y ∈ Y.

If ω ∈ C with Φ(x) ∈ LMu(ω), then LMu(ω) = L2(Y, ν). In particular, for the function
1 ∈ L2(Y, ν), we have that

‖Mωn
u 1 − 1‖2 =

∫

Y
|(u(y))ωn − 1|2dν(y)

n→∞
−−−→ 0.

Hence, there exists a subsequence θ := (θn)n of ω such that (u(y))θn converges to 1 as n → ∞

for ν-almost every y ∈ Y. Or, in other words, there exists a mensurable set Y′ ⊂ Y such that
ν(Y′) = ν(Y) and θ ∈ L(u(y)) for all y ∈ Y′. Hence,

θ ∈
⋂

y∈Y′

L(u(y)) ∩
⋂

i∈I

L(λi). (5)

Now assume, for y ∈ Y′, that u(y) is log-rationally independent from {λi : i ∈ I}. It then
follows as in the proof of Proposition 4.6 that there exists β ∈ T \ {1} such that there is a strictly
increasing sequence of positive integers (ψℓ)ℓ∈N with

(u(y))ψℓ
ℓ→∞
−−→ β, λ

ψℓ

i
ℓ→∞
−−→ 1, ∀i ∈ I ,
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which is a contradiction to (5). This proves the claim.

This now gives rise to the following construction. Set

F := {α ∈ T : α and {λi} are Q-dependent, ν({y ∈ Y : u(y) = α}) > 0} .

As the set of finite subsets of a countable set and Z are countable, it follows that F is at most
countable. It now follows from our claim that {y ∈ Y : u(y) ∈ F} is a set of full measure. In
particular, we have that, for each f ∈ L2(Y, ν),

Mu f = ∑
α∈F

α
(

f χ{y:u(y)=α}

)

.

In particular, one obtains the desired conjugation with respect to Hα := L2({y : u(y) = α}, ν)
Moreover, as Mu(Φ(ei)) = λiΦ(ei), there exists for each i ∈ I an α ∈ F with α = λi. This
proves that (1) imples (3).

The remaining direction, that is (3) implies (1), is not very difficult to verify.

We now show, that in the context of an isometry on a complex Banach, hyper-recurrence
implies that Hr(T) is not very small.

Proposition 5.4. Let X be an infinite-dimensional complex Banach space and T ∈ L(X) be a hyper-

recurrent and surjective isometry. Then, the set Hr(T) contains an infinite-dimensional T-invariant
subspace.

Proof. Note that Rec(T) = X and L(ω) always is closed as isometries are power-bounded.
We begin with showing that, if x is a hyper-recurrent vector for T, then span{OT(x)} ⊂

Hr(T) and that αx + βTx is also hyper-recurrent for each α, β ∈ C\{0} with |α| 6= |β|. Without
loss of generality, assume that |α| < |β|. For ω ∈ C with αx + βTx in L(ω), we use the
triangular inequality and that T is an isometry to obtain that

‖Tωn(αx + βTx)− (αx + βTx)‖ ≥ (|β| − |α|)‖Tωn x − x‖ −−−→
n→∞

0.

Hence x ∈ L(ω) and, as x ∈ Hr(T), L(ω) = X. In particular, αx + βTx ∈ Hr(T).

We now use this result to show that P(T)(x) belongs to Hr(T) for any polynomial P. So
assume that P is of the form P(t) = ξ ∏

m
i=1(t − λi) for some complex numbers ξ, λ1, . . . , λm. If

|λi| 6= 1 for all i, then the above implies that P(T)(x) ∈ Hr(T). Furthermore, in order to analyse
the general case, it suffices to approximate P as follows. Assume that Qk(t) = ξ ∏

m
i=1(t − λi,k)

is a polynomial Qk of degree m with roots {λi,k}
m
i=1 such that the sequence λi,k converges to

λi as k → ∞ and |λi,k| 6= 1. Then Qk(T)(x) → P(T)(x) and Qk(T)(x) ∈ Hr(T), which then

implies that P(T)(x) ∈ Hr(T).
The following two scenarios arise for Ex := span({Tnx : n ≥ 0}). If Ex has infinite dimen-

sion, then Hr(T) contains an infinite-dimensional T-invariant subspace. On the other hand,
if the dimension of Ex is finite, then T|Ex is conjugated to a diagonal matrix with unimodular
entries [15, Theorem 4.1]. Hence, there exists a finite basis of eigenvectors {ei} with eigenval-
ues λi. Moreover, by construction, x = ∑ hiei with hi 6= 0 for all i and x ∈ L(ω) if and only if
limn λωn

i = 1 for all i.
As Ex has finite dimension, there exists a closed subspace L ⊂ X such that X = Ex ⊕ L. For

q ∈ L and p = ∑ uiei with ui 6= 0 for all i, we then have, for ωn ↑ ∞, that

lim
n→∞

Tωn(p + q) = p + q ⇐⇒ lim
n→∞

Tωn(p) = p and lim
n→∞

Tωn(q) = q

⇐⇒ lim
n→∞

Tωn(x) = x and lim
n→∞

Tωn(q) = q

⇐⇒ lim
n→∞

Tωn(x + q) = x + q.

Hence, p + q ∈ L(ω) if and only if x + q ∈ L(ω). It now follows from hyper-recurrence of x
that L(ω) = X whenever x ∈ L(ω). It follows from this that p + q ∈ L(ω) = X for any q ∈ L
and p as above. This concludes the proof.
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5.2 Multiplication Operators

Note that the spectral theorem for normal operators on separable Hilbert space implies that
the operator is conjugated to a multiplication operator. In order to generalize this setting, we
now consider operators of the form

Mφ : X → X, f 7→ φ f ,

where X is a Banach space and φ f is well-defined pointwise multiplication. For example,
in case of a normal operator, one may consider X = L2(X, ν) and ϕ ∈ L∞(X, ν). A further
classical example are multiplication operators on unital Banach spaces, i.e. Banach Algebras
with a multiplicative identity element. Recall that, in a unital Banach algebra X, the set of
invertible elements, denoted by G(X), is open (cf. [37, Theorem 10.12]).

Theorem 5.5. Let X be a unital Banach algebra, θ ∈ X and let Mθ refer to the operator given by
multiplication either from the left or from the right. Then Mθ is recurrent if and only if Mθ is hyper-
recurrent. In both cases, G(X) ⊂ Hr(Mθ).

Proof. Assume Mθ is a left-multiplication operator on X and is recurrent. Then, there exists a
recurrent vector x in G(X) since G(X) is open in X. By the open mapping theorem, the right
multiplication Rx : X → X, y → yx is an isomorphism. Hence, there exists a constant c(x) > 0
such that ‖yx‖ ≥ c(x)‖y‖ for all y ∈ X.

Let us show that x is a hyper-recurrent vector. Choose ω ∈ C such that x ∈ L(ω). Then

‖Mωn
θ x − x‖ = ‖θωn x − x‖ ≥ c(x)‖θωn − e‖

n→∞
−−−→ 0,

which implies that the sequence θωn converges to e. Therefore, L(ω) = X, as for each y ∈ X,

‖Mωn
θ y − y‖ = ‖θωn y − y‖ ≤ ‖θωn − e‖‖y‖

n→∞
−−−→ 0.

Consequently, every element in X is a recurrent vector and x ∈ Hr(Mθ). This implies that
G(X) ⊂ Hr(Mθ).

Example 5.6 Consider a compact and connected metric space (K, d). For any φ ∈ C(K), if
the left-multiplication operator Mφ is recurrent, then there exists β ∈ T such that φ(p) = β

for every p ∈ K (see [15, Theorem 7.1]). Now, let us consider a continuous non-zero function
g : K → C. It is clear that there exists some q ∈ K with g(q) 6= 0. If g ∈ L(ω) for some sequence
ω, then

‖Mωn
φ g − g‖

∞
= sup

p∈K

|βωn g(p)− g(p)| ≥ |βωn − 1||g(q)|
n→∞
−−−→ 0

Consequently, we can conclude that βωn converges to 1 as n → ∞, which implies that L(ω) =
C(K). In particular, Rec(Mφ) = C(K) and Hr(Mφ) = C(K) \ {0}.

Example 5.7 If K is a compact Hausdorff space, then C(K) has a dense invertible group if
and only if dim(K), the covering dimension of K, is not more than 1 (see [18]). Under these
conditions, for φ ∈ C(K), if the multiplication operator Mφ on C(K) is recurrent, then Hr(Mφ)
is dense in C(K) by Theorem 5.5.

Now we turn our attention to the multiplication operator on a Banach space of holomor-
phic functions defined on a non-empty open subset of C. In the work of Costakis et al. [15,
Subsection 7.4], they analyzed the recurrence of the multiplication operator on Banach spaces
of holomorphic functions on the unit disk D. More precisely, they showed in the context of the
Hardy spaces Hp(D) and Bergman spaces Ap(D) for 1 ≤ p < ∞, the Bloch space B, and the
Dirichlet space D that the multiplication operator is recurrent if and only if φ is a constant in
T. The proof in there makes implicitly use of the following notion.



Manuel Saavedra and Manuel Stadlbauer 19

Definition 5.8. Let X be a nontrivial Banach space of holomorphic functions in a given open set Ω ⊂ C.
We say that each point-evaluation functional is bounded if, for each z ∈ Ω, there exists a constant
C(z) > 0 such that | f (z)| ≤ C(z)‖ f‖, ∀ f ∈ X.

Example 5.9 For 1 ≤ p < ∞, the Hardy space Hp(D) consists of all holomorphic functions f
on D such that

‖ f‖Hp(D) := sup
0≤r<1

(

1

2π

∫ 2π

0
| f (reiθ)|

p
dθ

)1/p

< ∞.

With respect to this norm, Hp(D) becomes a Banach space. Moreover, for each f ∈ Hp(D), we
have for each z ∈ D that

| f (z)| ≤
‖ f ‖H p(D)

(1−|z|2)1/p
.

For the other spaces, namely the Bergman, Bloch and Dirichlet spaces, the growth estimate can
be found in [1]. For some φ ∈ X, consider the multiplication operator Mφ : X → X. If Mφ is
recurrent then, there exists β ∈ T such that φ(z) = β for each z ∈ D by [15, Theorem 7.4 and
7.5]. It is not very hard to show that Mφ is hyper-recurrent.

The ideas presented in the above example motivated us to extend certain concepts from
its proof to Banach spaces of holomorphic functions defined on a general non-empty open
set. The following result both extends and generalizes Theorems 7.5 and 7.6 in [15] in two
ways. First of all, we consider abstract spaces of holomorphic functions defined on open sets
with bounded point-evaluation functional instead of the Hardy, Bergman, Bloch and Dirichlet
spaces. Moreover, we add hyper-recurrence to the list of equivalences.

Theorem 5.10. Let Ω ⊂ C be an open set and {Ai}i∈I its connected components. Furthermore, assume
that (X, ‖ · ‖) is a non-trivial Banach space of holomorphic functions on Ω such that 1 ∈ X, each point-
evaluation functional is bounded and, for every g ∈ X, we have {gχAi

}i ⊂ X and ∑i∈I ‖gχAi
‖ < ∞.

Then, for a holomorphic function φ on Ω such that the multiplication operator Mφ : X → X is well-
defined, the following are equivalent.

(1) Mφ is recurrent,

(2) Mφ is rigid,

(3) φ|Ai
is constant for all i ∈ I and |φ(z)| = 1 for all z ∈ Ω,

(4) Mφ is hyper-recurrent,

(5) Hr(Mφ) is dense in X.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we will write fi := gχAi
and assume that I ⊂ N in order to have

an order at hand.
We now show that (1) implies (3). So assume that Mφ is recurrent. Then, for each i ∈

I, there exists an f ∈ Rec(Mφ) such that fi is not identically zero. Consequently, we have
(Man

φ f )i −−−→
n→∞

fi for some ω = (an)n ∈ C. By boundedness of the point-evaluation functional,

there exists for each z ∈ Ai with fi(z) 6= 0 a positive constant c(z) such that

| fi(z)||φi(z)
an − 1| ≤ c(z)‖(Man

φ f )i − fi‖
n→∞
−−−→ 0.

Hence, φi(z)
an

n→∞
−−−→ 1 and |φi(z)| = 1 for each z ∈ Ai with fi(z) 6= 0. As Z( fi) = {z ∈

Ai : fi(z) = 0} is countable, |φ(z)| = 1 for each z ∈ Ai. Therefore, by the open mapping
theorem for holomorphic functions, there exists bi ∈ T such that φ(z) = bi for each z ∈ Ai.
Consequently, (1) leads to (3)

Claim. If ω = (an)n satisfies ban
i

n→∞
−−−→ 1 for each i ∈ I, then L(ω) = X.
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For any ǫ > 0 and g ∈ X choose i0 ∈ I such that ∑i>i0 ‖gi‖ < ǫ/4. Moreover, there is n0 such
that |ban

i − 1| ≤ ǫ
2i0(1+maxi≤i0

‖gi‖)
for 1 ≤ i ≤ i0 and n > n0. Hence, for n > n0,

‖Man
φ g − g‖ ≤ ∑

i∈I

|ban
i − 1|‖gi‖ ≤ ∑

i≤i0

|bℓn
i − 1|‖gi‖+ 2 ∑

i>i0

‖gi‖ < ǫ.

This proves the claim.
Furthermore, as the rotation on any finite dimensional torus is recurrent, a simple diagonal

argument shows that such a sequence ω exists. This proves that (3) implies (2). Now, we will
show that (3) implies (4) and (5).

Claim. Any h ∈ X with hi 6= 0 for each i ∈ I is hyper-recurrent.

If h ∈ L(ω) for some ω = (an) ∈ C, then for each i ∈ I we have (Man
φ h)i

n→∞
−−−→ hi. For z ∈ Ai

with hi(z) 6= 0, there is a positive constant c(z) > 0 such that

|hi(z)||b
an
i − 1| = |hi(z)||φi(z)

an − 1| ≤ c(z)‖(Man
φ h)i − hi‖ −−−→

n→∞
0.

Hence ban

i −−−→
n→∞

1 for each i ∈ I. By the above claim, we have L(ω) = X.

The remaining implications are trivial.

Example 5.11 For each k ∈ N, let Dk := {z ∈ C : |z| < k}. Define A(Dk), the disk algebra on
the disk Dk, as

A(Dk) := { f : Dk → C : f is continuous on Dk and holomorphic on Dk}

equipped with the norm ‖·‖k given by ‖ f‖k := supz∈Dk
| f (z)| for f ∈ A(Dk). Equipped with

pointwise multiplication, (A(Dk), ‖·‖k) forms a unital Banach algebra. For φ ∈ A(Dk), let
Mφ be the multiplication operator on A(Dk). We can use two approaches to show that if Mφ

is recurrent, then it is hyper-recurrent. The first case is by observing that A(Dk) is a unital
Banach algebra, and then Mφ is hyper-recurrent by Theorem 5.5. The second case is obtained
by observing that (A(Dk), Mφ) satisfies the conditions of the Theorem 5.10. Therefore, φ ≡ β

for some β ∈ T. With a similar argument as in Example 5.6, we can conclude that Hr(Mφ) =
A(Dk) \ {0}.

To conclude this subsection, we will examine multiplication operators on Lp-spaces. Costakis
et al. characterized the recurrence of the multiplication operator on Lp-spaces of finite measure
for 1 ≤ p < ∞ through a certain behavior of the function φ ∈ L∞ (see Theorem 7.6 in [15]).
In here, we now extend the result to spaces equiped with a σ-finite measure and again add
hyper-recurrence to the list of equivalences.

Theorem 5.12. Let (Y, ν) be a measure space where ν is a non-negative σ-finite measure. For φ ∈
L∞(Y, ν) consider the multiplication operator Mφ : Lp(Y, ν) → Lp(Y, ν) for some 1 ≤ p < ∞. The
following are equivalent.

(1) Mφ is recurrent,

(2) Mφ is rigid,

(3) there exists a strictly increasing sequence (an)n∈N such that limn→∞ φan = 1 almost surely,

(4) Mφ is hyper-recurrent,

(5) Hr(Mφ) is dense in Lp(Y, ν).

Proof. If µ(X) = ∞, then there exists a partition of X into mensurable sets {Aj}j∈N with 0 <

ν(Aj) < ∞ for each j ∈ N. We now show that, if Mφ is recurrent, then |φ| = 1 almost surely.

In order to do so, for m, j ∈ N, set Aj,m := {y ∈ Aj : |φ(y)| > 1 + 1
m}. If ν(Aj,m) > 0 for some a
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positive integer m, then there is f ∈ Rec(Mφ)) such that
∫

Aj,m
| f |pdν = h > 0. We can see that

for each ℓ ∈ N:

‖Mℓ
φ f − f‖

p

Lp(Y,ν)
≥
∫

Ej,m

|(φ(y))ℓ − 1|
p
| f (y)|pdν(y) ≥

(

ℓ

m

)p

h,

which is a contradiction since f is recurrent. Thus ν(
⋃

j,m Aj,m) = 0. A similar argument shows
that ν({y ∈ Y : |φ(y)| < 1}) = 0.

In particular, the multiplication operator Mφ is a isometry. Therefore, Rec(Mφ) = Lp(Y, ν).
Now assume that g ∈ Lp(Y, ν) satisfies ci := infy∈Ai

|g(y)| > 0 for all i ∈ N. Then, for
ω = (an) ∈ C with g ∈ L(ω), we have

‖Man
φ g − g‖

p

Lp(Y,ν)
=

∞

∑
j=1

∫

Ej

|φ(y)an − 1|p|g(y)|pdν ≥
∞

∑
j=1

c
p
j

∫

Ej

|φ(y)an − 1|pdν
n→∞
−−−→ 0,

which implies that limn φ(y)an = 1 for ν-almost everywhere y. This proves that (1) implies (3).
The implication from (3) to (2) now is a consequence of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem. The remaining statements follow from the observation that infy∈Ai

|g(y)| > 0 for all
i ∈ N implies that g is hyper-recurrent.

5.3 Operators with discrete spectrum

We now study the hyper-recurrence of operators with the property that the vector space gen-
erated by the set E(T) := {x ∈ X : Tx = λx for some λ ∈ T} is dense in X. Moreover, recall

that T is said to have discrete spectrum if span(E(T)) = X.

Proposition 5.13. Let T be a linear and continuous operator with discrete spectrum on a complex,
separable Fréchet space X. Then T is quasi-rigid. In particular, if T is power-bounded then T is rigid.

Proof. For any finite set {λj}j∈F ⊂ T, there exists a strictly increasing sequence of positive
integers (an)n∈N such that for each j ∈ F, the sequence λan

j converges to 1 as n → ∞. It is

easy to see that for every m ∈ N, the set of all recurrent vectors of Tm contains the dense set

(span(E(T)))m. By Theorem 3.3, there exists a sequence ω ∈ C such that L(ω) = X. The
remaining assertion follows from Proposition 2.2.

When studying aspects of recurrence, one can approach it by considering stronger notions
of recurrence, like uniform, reiterativ, frequent or upper frequent recurrence, as well as recur-
rence along certain Furstenberg families (see, e.g., [12, 10, 7, 24, 25]). In here, we only will work
with the following notion which is related to E(T) by a result of Grivaux and López-Martı́nez
in [24].

Definition 5.14. Let X be a Banach space and let T : X → X be a continuous operator. We say that
x ∈ X is uniformly recurrent for T if for any non-empty open set U of x, the set N(x, U) is a syndetic
set. We will denote by URec(T) the set of such points and refer to T as uniformly recurrent if URec(T)
is dense in X.

Grivaux and López-Martı́nez obtained that span(E(T)) = URec(T) for power-bounded
operators on complex reflexive Banach spaces ([24, Th. 1.9]). Moreover, it follows from the
work of Bonilla and Grosse-Erdmann ([10, Corollary 3.2]) that either URec(T) is of first cate-
gory or URec(T) = X, where T is a uniformly recurrent operator on a Banach space X. How-
ever, it is not known whether uniformly recurrence on a complex Banach spaces always implies
that span(E(T)) is dense in X ([24, Question 1.8]).

We now present two results in which the space generated by E(T) is dense. The first result
ensures that if the operator T is invertible, then T is hyper-recurrent. The second result states
that if the set of periodic points is dense, then the operator is hyper-recurrent, noting that it is
not required for the operator to be invertible.
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Theorem 5.15. Let T be a complex separable Fréchet space and T ∈ L(X) be an invertible operator

with discrete spectrum (i.e. span(E(T)) = X). Then T is hyper-recurrent and Hr(T) = X.

Proof. As X is a complex Fréchet space, the metric on X can be defined using a countable family
of seminorms {pk}k∈N associated with X. For x, y ∈ X, we have

d(x, y) =
∞

∑
k=1

1

2k

pk(x − y)

1 + pk(x − y)

As a consequence, for λ ∈ T and x ∈ X, d((λ − 1)x, 0) ≤ d(2x, 0).
Now assume that α is an eigenvalue of the operator T. For any vector q with Tq = αq, set

A(q) := Cq. A(q) possesses a topological complement, denoted by M(q). As T is invertible,
it follows that Mq is T-invariant. Let Pq be a continuous projection operator onto A(q). It is
worth noting that for each eigenvalue β 6= α of the operator T, we have {y ∈ X : Ty = βy} ⊂
Ker(Pq). On the other hand, by the separability of X, there exists a countable set of eigenvalues
G = {λi}i∈N ⊂ T of the operator T such that

span{x ∈ X : Tx = λx for some λ ∈ G} = X.

Claim. If ω := (ωn)n is a sequence such that limn λωn = 1 for each λ ∈ G, then L(ω) = X.

This follows immediately by noting that the span of vectors x ∈ X such that Tx = λx for some
λ ∈ G is contained in L(ω).

Now we will show that Hr(T) is dense in X. So assume that y = ∑
m
j=1 qj for some qj ∈ E(T)

and β j ∈ T with Tqj = β jqj, for 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Moreover, assume that 0 < ǫ < min |qj|/m and
choose ξi 6= 0 with Tξi = λiξi for each i ∈ N such that ∑

∞
i=1 d(ξi, 0) < ǫ.

Claim. z := y + ∑
∞
i=1 ξi is hyper-recurrent.

For the countable set G ∪ {β j}
m
j ⊂ T, there is a strictly increasing sequence of positive

integers θ := (θn)n such that λθn

i and βθn

j converge to 1 as n → ∞ for each i, j. We will show that

z is recurrent. For any fixed δ > 0, there exists i0 such that ∑ℓ>i0 d(2ξℓ , 0) < δ/2. In addition,

there exists n0 such that for each n > n0 we have ∑
m
j=1 d(Tθn qj, qj) + ∑

i0
ℓ=1 d(Tθn ξℓ, ξℓ) < δ/2.

Therefore, for n > n0,

d(Tθn z, z) ≤
m

∑
j=1

d(Tθn qj, qj) +
i0

∑
ℓ=1

d(Tθn ξℓ, ξℓ) + ∑
ℓ>i0

d(Tθn ξℓ, ξℓ)

< δ/2 + ∑
ℓ>i0

d((λθn

ℓ
− 1)ξℓ, 0)

(∗)
< δ/2 + ∑

ℓ>i0

d(2ξℓ , 0) < δ,

where we have used that the metric was constructed from seminorms in (∗). We will now
demonstrate that z is hyper-recurrent. If z ∈ L(ω) for a sequence ω := (ωn)n, it then follows
that Tωn(y + ∑

∞
ℓ=1 ξℓ) −−−→

n→∞
y + ∑

∞
ℓ=1 ξℓ. Hence, For each i ∈ N,

Pξi

(

m

∑
j=1

βωn
j qj +

∞

∑
ℓ=1

λωn

ℓ
ξℓ

)

−−−→
n→∞

Pξi

(

m

∑
j=1

qj +
∞

∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ

)

,

λωn

i ξi −−−→
n→∞

ξi,

λωn
i −−−→

n→∞
1.

Thus, L(ω) is dense in X.
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Theorem 5.16. Let X be a Fréchet Space and T ∈ L(X). If Per(T) = X then T is a hyper-recurrent
operator and Hr(T) is dense in X.

Proof. Let A(T) refer to the subset of N such that n is the (prime) period of some periodic
vector. That is, for each n ∈ A(T), there exists x ∈ X with Tnx = x and Tkx 6= x for 0 < k < n.
In this situation, we write p(x) := n.

Claim. If A(T) is finite, then TmaxA(T) = Id and Hr(T) is dense in X.

If A(T) is finite, then combining the pigeonhole principle with the density of periodic points,
it follows that for each x ∈ X, there exists k ∈ A(T) and a sequence (yn) of periodic points of
period k converging to x. Hence, by continuity, p(x) ≤ k ∈ A(T). In fact, p(x) divides k.

We now show that A := {x : p(x) = maxA(T)} is dense. However, if A would not be
dense, then there would exist x ∈ A and yn → x with p(x) > p(yn) for all n, a contradiction.
Hence, it follows from the density of A and the above argument that each element in A(T)
divides maxA(T). The claim now follows from the observation that A = Hr(T).

Claim. If A(T) is infinite, then Hr(T) is dense in X.

We now fix an invariant metric d on X. For p a periodic vector, set

a(p) := min
0≤i<j<p(p)

d(Ti p, T j p), b(p) := max
0≤i<j<p(p)

d(Ti p, T j p).

Now assume that A(T) = {mi : i ∈ N} for a strictly increasing sequence (mi : i ∈ N). Hence,
using the fact that scalar multiplication in X is continuous, there exists a sequence (pℓ : ℓ ∈ N)
in Per(T) that such

(1) p(pℓ) = mℓ for all ℓ ∈ N,

(2) 4b(pℓ+1) < a(pℓ) for all ℓ ∈ N,

(3) q := ∑ℓ∈N pℓ ∈ X.

Observe that q ∈ L((n!)) as, by translation invariance of the metric,

d(Tn!q, q) = d( ∑
mℓ>n

Tn! pℓ, ∑
mℓ>n

pℓ)) ≤ ∑
mℓ>n

d(Tn! pℓ, pℓ)

≤ ∑
mℓ>n

b(pℓ) < a(p1)

(

∑
mℓ>n

1

4ℓ

)

n→∞
−−−→ 0.

We can see that if q ∈ L(ω) for a sequence ω := (ωn)n, then for each mℓ there is n0 such that
mℓ|ωn for n ≥ n0. The proof is by induction. Let’s show only the case ℓ = 1,

d(Tωn q, q) ≥ d(Tωn p1, p1)− ∑
ℓ>1

d(Twn pℓ, pℓ)

≥ d(Tωn p1, p1)−
a(p1)

12

As a consequence, d(Tωn p1, p1) < a(p1)/2 with n ≥ n0 for some positive integer n0. There-
fore, m1|ωn with n ≥ n0. This is, if q ∈ L(ω) for a sequence ω := (ωn)n, then for each
mℓ there exists an integer n0 such that mℓ divides ωn for all n ≥ n0. Recall that, Per(T) =
(
⋃

ℓ≥1 Ker(Tmℓ − Id)
)
⋃

{fixed points}. It is clear that Ker(Tmℓ − Id) ⊂ L(ω) for every ℓ ≥ 1.
Thus, L(ω) is a dense set of X and therefore, q ∈ Hr(T). Let us now prove the density of the
set Hr(T) in X. Take x ∈ Ker(Tm1 − Id), and consider y = x + t(∑ℓ>1 pℓ) ∈ Hr(T) for t ≪ 1.

It’s evident that Ker(Tm1 − Id) ⊂ Hr(T), and this argument can be extended to the case where
ℓ > 1.
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Example 5.17 For a sequence λ = (λk)k∈N ∈ ℓ∞(N), we define the diagonal operator Tλ given
by

Tλ : (X, ‖.‖∞) −→ (X, ‖.‖∞),

(xk)k 7−→ (λkxk)k,

where X = c0(N) or X = ℓp(N) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. If Tλ is recurrent, then Tλ is an invertible
operator by Theorems 5.3 and 5.4 in [15]. Therefore, Tλ is hyper-recurrent and Hr(Tλ) is dense
in X by Theorem 5.15.

Example 5.18 Let X be a separable Banach space and T ∈ L(X). We say that (X, T) is Devaney
chaotic if T is topologically transitive and the periodic points are dense in X. In this setting, we
have that Hr(T) \ HC(T), with HC(T) referring to the set of hypercyclic vectors, is dense in
X since we can choose hyper-recurrent vectors with bounded orbit as in the proof of Theorem
5.16.

5.4 Composition operators on spaces of holomorphic functions

Let X be a Banach or Fréchet space consisting of holomorphic functions from Ω ⊂ C to C, and
φ : Ω → Ω. The composition operator Cφ : X → X associated to ϕ is then defined as g 7→ g ◦ φ,
provided that the operation is well-defined.

We begin with reminding the reader that the space of holomorphic functions H(Ω) on an
open subset Ω ⊂ C is a Fréchet space with respect to the topology of uniform convergence on
compact sets. In here, Ω will be either C, D, or C∗ := C \ {0}. Furthermore, we will consider
X ⊂ H(Ω), where X is either H(Ω), the Hardy space H2(D) (cf. Example 5.9 in Subsection
5.2), the weighted Hardy space of entire functions Ep(β) (see (6) below) or the Hardy space of
Dirichlet series H (see (8) below).

Theorem 5.19. Consider X = H(C), H(C∗), H(D), H2(D), Ep(β), or H. If the composition operator
Cφ on X is recurrent, then Cφ is a hyper-recurrent operator and Hr(Cφ) is dense in X.

For the proof, we consider three distinct groups: Group 1 consists of H(C), H(C∗), H(D)
and H2(D), group 2 comprises the spaces Ep(β) and group 3 only contains H.

Main reductions steps for group 1

For φ ∈ H(C), the composition operator Cφ : H(C) → H(C) is recurrent if and only if φ(z) =
az + b with a, b ∈ C and |a| = 1 (Th. 6.4 in [15]). This leads to three cases: If a = 1 and b 6= 0,
then Cφ is hypercyclic (see [8, Example 1.4]), if a = 1 and b = 0, then Cφ = Id, whereas a 6= 1
requires further analysis.

For an automorphism φ of C∗, when the composition operator Cφ on H(C∗) exhibits recur-
rence, two possibilities arise: either φ(z) = a/z for some a ∈ C∗ or φ(z) = az for some a ∈ T

[15, Theorem 6.6]. It is evident that analyzing the second case is sufficient.
For the spaces H(D) and H2(D), we consider specific holomorphic functions φ : D → D

corresponding to well-known linear fractional maps. In other words, we can express φ in the
form φ(z) = (az + b)/(cz + d), where a, b, c, d ∈ C with ad − bc 6= 0. A classification of these
maps can be found in [38], among which the elliptic automorphisms stand out. Recall that if
φ is an elliptic automorphism, then there exists a linear fractional map S and λ ∈ T such that
φ = S−1ψS, where ψ(z) = λz, z ∈ D. Furthermore, if the composition operator Cφ on H(D) or
H2(D) is recurrent, it falls into one of two scenarios: either Cφ is hypercyclic or φ is an elliptic
automorphism, as discussed in [15, Theorems 6.9 and 6.12]. Hence, it is sufficient to focus on
the scenario where the map φ is an elliptic automorphism. We also refer the reader to the books
[38, 17] for a reference to the theory of composition operators on Hardy and other spaces.
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Form of Map Spaces

φ(z) = az + b, a ∈ T \ {1} and b 6= 0 H(C)

φ = az, a ∈ T H(C), H(D), H(C∗), H2(D)

Proof of Theorem 5.19 for Group 1. For H2(D), it suffices to employ Theorem 5.2, whereas the
remaining cases are consequences of the Baire category theorem.

(1) Assume that φ(z) = az with a ∈ T acts on H2(D). Then, as the norm of f ∈ H2(D) is
given by (see Example 5.9)

‖ f‖H2(D) = sup
0≤r<1

(

1

2π

∫ 2π

0
| f (reiθ)|

2
dθ

)1/2

< ∞,

it immediately follows that Cφ is an isometry. It is now evident that Cφ is a surjective
isometry on a separable Hilbert space. Consequently, by Theorem 5.2, Cφ is hyper-
recurrent and Hr(Cφ) is dense in H2(D).

(2) Assume that φ(z) = az with a ∈ T acts on X = H(Ω) where Ω = C, C∗ or D and
consider the set

A =
⋃

θ

{ f ∈ X : f (θz) = f (z) ∀z ∈ Ω}

where θ 6= 1 runs through all the roots of unity. It’s worth noting that the set A is a
countable union of closed subspaces that are never dense in X. Therefore, by the Baire
Category Theorem, the set Rec(T) \A is dense in X. If aωn converges to 1 for some strictly
increasing sequence of positive integers ω := (ωn)n, then Cωn

φ f converges to f as n goes

to infinity in the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets, this is, L(ω) = X.
It’s not difficult to verify that Rec(T) \ A is contained in Hr(T).

(3) Assume that φ(z) = az + b with a ∈ T \ {1} and b 6= 0 acting on H(C) and consider the
set

F =
⋃

θ

{

f ∈ H(C) : f
(

θz + θ−1
a−1 b

)

= f (z), ∀z ∈ C
}

where θ 6= 1 runs through all the roots of unity. By similar arguments to the previous
item, we have that the set Rec(T) \ F is dense in H(C) and contained in Hr(Cφ).

Main reduction steps for group 2

We now recall the definition of the weighted Hardy space of entire functions. Let β = (βn)n≥0 be
a sequence of positive real numbers such that ((n + 1)βn/βn+1)n≥0 is bounded. This sequence
induces a Banach space of entire functions through

Ep(β) =







f =
∞

∑
n=0

anzn : ‖ f‖ =

(

∞

∑
n=0

|an|
p
β

p
n

)1/p

< ∞







, (6)

where 1 < p < ∞. The polynomials form a dense subset of Ep(β). For p = 2, this setting
corresponds to the weighted Hardy space, initially introduced in [14]. The hypercyclic behav-
ior of translation operators within this space has been studied in [14], and the boundedness
and compactness of composition operators on entire functions of several variables have been
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explored in [21]. The boundedness of such operators relies on the behavior of the sequence of
weights, as discussed in [41].

To study the composition operator over the space Ep(β), we first aim to determine the form
of the entire function φ when the composition operator Cφ is continuous on the Banach space
Ep(β). In analogy to the results in [21, 13, 41], there are high expectations that these operators
have a simple form.

Proposition 5.20. Assume that φ is an entire function on C such that the composition operator Cφ

acting on Ep(β) is continuous.

(1) There exist a, b ∈ C with |a| ≤ 1 such that φ(z) = az + b.

(2) If Cφ is recurrent, then |a| = 1.

Proof. For each z ∈ C, consider the linear functional Az ∈ (Ep(β))∗ given by Az( f ) = f (z). It
follows from Hölder’s inequality that

‖Az‖ ≤

(

∞

∑
n=0

|z|qn

β
q
n

)1/q

where q is the conjugate exponent of p. Moreover, for Φz(t) := ∑n β
−q
n |z|qnz−ntn, we have

‖Φz‖ < ∞ as βn grows faster than n!, and ‖Az‖ = |Az(Φz)|/‖Φz‖ = Φ1(|z|
q)1/q. As C∗

φ(Az) =
Aφ(z) for each z ∈ C, it follows that

‖Cφ‖ = ‖C∗
φ‖ = sup

Λ 6=0

‖C∗
φ(Λ)‖

‖Λ‖
≥ sup

z∈C\{0}

‖C∗
φ Az‖

‖Az‖
= sup

z∈C\{0}

(

Φ1(|φ(z)|)

Φ1(|z|)

)1/q

Hence, Φ(|φ(z)|q)/Φ(|z|q) is uniformly bounded. It then follows from Lemma 4.5 in [21] that

lim sup
|z|→∞

|φ(z)/z| ≤ 1.

As φ is an entire function on C, φ(z) = az + b, for some a, b ∈ C with |a| ≤ 1. This proves the
assertion in (1). In order to prove (2), assume that |a| < 1. Then

φn(z) = anz + an−1b + · · ·+ b = anz +
1 − an

1 − a
b

n→∞
−−−→

b

1 − a
.

Hence, if |a| < 1, then the only Cφ-recurrent functions are the constant functions.

We now consider the following four cases. If a = 1 and b 6= 0, then Cφ is hypercyclic (see
[26, Exercise 8.1.2]). Moreover, if a = 1 and b = 0, then φ is the identity. In the third case, that
is a 6= 1 is root of unity and b ∈ C, it follows from

φn(z)− z = anz + 1−an

1−a b − z = (an − 1)(z + b/(a − 1)) (7)

that Cϕ is periodic (i.e. there exists n > 1 such that Cn
ϕ is the identity. In particular, in these

three cases, Hr(Cφ) is dense in Ep(β). In the remaining case, that is a 6= 1, it follows from (7)
and the norm on Ep(β) that any polynomial is recurrent. In order to show that Hr(Cφ) is dense
in Ep(β) also in this case, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.21. For a, b ∈ C with a ∈ T \ {1} and b 6= 0, there exists a dense and uncountable set
M = M(a, b) ⊂ C such that for any k ≥ 1 and any pairwise different points c1, . . . , ck in M, the
following holds:

k

∑
j=1

cjb
j

(

θ − 1

a − 1

)j

6= 0

for all roots of unity θ with θ 6= 1.
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Proof. Consider the sets An for each n ≥ 1 defined as:

An =
⋃

θ

{

(c1, . . . , cn) ∈ Cn :
n

∑
j=1

cjb
j

(

θ − 1

a − 1

)j

= 0

}

where θ 6= 1 runs through all roots of unity. For every n ∈ N, the set Rn = Cn \ An is a
residual set in Cn. By the Mycielski Theorem, there exists a dense uncountable set M ⊂ C such
that (c1, . . . , ck) ∈ Rk for any k ≥ 1 and any pairwise different k points c1, . . . , ck in M.

Proof of Theorem 5.19 for Group 2. It is enough to show that the operator Cφ is hyper-recurrent
for φ(z) = az + b such that a ∈ T \ {1} and b ∈ C. It’s worth noting that the set of polynomials
is contained in Rec(Cφ). We distinguish the two cases b = 0 and b 6= 0.

b 6= 0. In order to show the density of the hyper-recurrent vectors, we will build a dense
collection of polynomials which are hyper-recurrent vectors, whose coefficients are ob-
tained using the Lemma 5.21 . That is, for a 6= 1 and b 6= 0, using the set M of Proposition
5.21, we let F refer to the set of all non-constant polynomials of the form P(z) = ∑

ℓ
j=0 cjz

j

where c0 ∈ C and {cj}
ℓ
j=1 ⊂ M are pairwise distinct.

Claim. F is dense in Ep(β) and F ⊂ Hr(Cφ).

It is evident that the set F is dense in X. Furthermore, note that convergence of gk to g
in Ep(β) implies that gk(z) converges to g(z) for each z ∈ C. Now assume that g ∈ F
belongs to L(ω) for some ω := (ωn)n. , we will show that the sequence (aωn)n converges
to 1.

g

(

aωn z +
aωn − 1

a − 1
b

)

−−−→
n→∞

g(z)

for each z ∈ C. Suppose aωn does not converge to 1, then there is β ∈ T \ {1} a limit

point of (aωn)n such that g(βz + β−1
a−1 b) = g(z) for each z ∈ C. We observe that β is a root

of unity since g is a non-constant polynomial.

Now, we can write g(z) = c0 + ∑
ℓ
i=j cjz

j for some c0 ∈ C and {cj}
ℓ
j=1 ⊂ M. Thus, for each

z ∈ C we have that

c0 +
ℓ

∑
j=1

cj

(

βz +
β − 1

a − 1
b

)j

= c0 +
ℓ

∑
i=1

ciz
j

in particular, for z = 0 in the above equation,

ℓ

∑
i=1

cj

(

β − 1

a − 1

)j

bj = 0

This leads to a contradiction. If aθn converges to 1 for some θ := (θn)n, then L(θ) contains
all polynomials. This concludes the claim.

b = 0. It’s worth noting that in this case, the composition operator Cφ is an isometry, which
implies that Rec(T) = Ep(β). Let us consider the dense set G defined by

G :=

{

f ∈ Ep(β) : f (z) =
∞

∑
n=0

cnzn with c1 6= 0

}

We now show that G is contained in Hr(Cφ). If f ∈ G ∩ L(ω) for some ω ∈ C, then

‖Cωk
φ f − f‖

p
=

∞

∑
n=0

|cn|
p|anωk − 1|p

β
p
n −−→

k→∞
0.

Hence aωn converges to 1 and therefore, L(ω) = Ep(β).
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Main Steps for Group 3

The Hardy space of Dirichlet series H is defined as

H =







f (s) =
∞

∑
n=1

an

ns
with ‖ f‖ =

(

∞

∑
n=1

|an|
2

)1/2

< ∞







(8)

and was introduced by Hedenmalm, Lindqvist, and Seip in [28]. As it is well-known, Dirichlet
series are well defined on half-spaces of the form Cθ := {s ∈ C : R(s) > θ}, and if θ ∈ R

is minimal with this property, then θ is referred to as the abscissa of convergence of the series
(for further details on the theory of Dirichlet series, we refer to [36, 20]). In the case of f ∈ H,
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that f converges in the the half-plane C1/2 and in fact
is holomorphic in there ([28]).

Gordon and Hedenmalm characterized the composition operators on H in [23] through the
following result:

Theorem 5.22 (Gordon and Hedenmalm, [23]). An analytic function φ : C1/2 → C1/2 defines a
continuous composition operator Cφ : H → H if and only if

(1) The function is of the form φ(s) = c0s + ϕ(s), where c0 ∈ N ∪ {0} and ϕ(s) = ∑
∞
1 cnn−s

admits a representation by a Dirichlet series that is convergent in some half-plane Cθ.

(2) φ has an analytic extension to C0 = {s : R(s) > 0}, also denoted by φ, such that

φ(C0) ⊂

{

C0 if c0 ≥ 1,

C1/2 if c0 = 0.

It follows from [23, Remark p. 329] that the composition operator is contractive if and
only if c0 ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . .}. In the ensuing result, we provide a characterization of recurrence for
composition operators on the Hardy space of Dirichlet series.

Theorem 5.23. Let φ be an analytic self-map of C1/2 such that the composition operator Cφ : H → H
is continuous. Then Cφ is recurrent if and only if φ(s) = s + it for some t ∈ R. In particular, if Cφ is
recurrent, then the operator is hyper-recurrent and Hr(Cφ) is dense H.

Proof. We first show that Cφ is not recurrent if φ(s) 6= s + it. Indeed, if φ(s) 6= s + it for any
t ∈ R, then there exists η > 0 such that φ(C1/2) ⊂ C1/2+η by Lemma 11 in [4]. Let r := r(η) be
given by

r = 2 +
2

1
2+η(1 + 2(ζ(1 + η))1/2)

2
η
2 − 1

,

where ζ represents the zeta function. Then, f (s) = r2−s /∈ Rec(Cφ) due to the following
arguments. Suppose the contrary. Then there exists a recurrent vector g(s) = ∑

∞
1 ann−s with

‖g − f‖ < 1. Thus, we have

r − 1 < |a2|, ∑
n 6=2

|an |
2
< 1.

Furthermore, g(φωk( 1+η
2 )) converges to g( 1+η

2 ) as k → ∞ for some ω = (ωk) ∈ C. However,
for each ℓ ∈ N,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞

∑
n=1

an

n
1+η

2

−
∞

∑
n=1

an

nφℓ(
1+η

2 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ |a2|

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
1+η

2

−
1

2φℓ(
1+η

2 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

− ∑
n 6=2

(

|an |

n
1+η

2

+
|an|

nR(φℓ(
1+η

2 ))

)

≥ (r − 1)

(

1

2
1+η

2

−
1

2
1
2+η

)

− 2(ζ(1 + η)1/2) > 1,
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which is a contradiction.
Hence, we assume from now on that φ(s) = s + it. In particular, as it easily can be verified,

Cφ then is a surjective isometry. To proceed, we select a strictly increasing sequence ω =
(ωk)k∈N such that

nitωk −−−→
n→∞

1

for each n ≥ 2 and aim to show that L(ω) = H. So assume that f (s) = ∑
∞
n=1 ann−s is in H.

Then

‖Cωk
φ f − f‖

2
=

∞

∑
n=1

|an |
2|n−itωk − 1|

2
−−→
k→∞

0.

Hence, Rec(Cφ) = H. It now follows from Theorem 5.2 that Cφ is hyper-recurrent and Hr(Cφ)
is dense.

The following statement is a consequence of the above proof as an isometry never is hyper-
cyclic. For an alternative proof, we refer to [5, Proposition 4.1].

Corollary 5.24. No composition operator on H is hypercyclic.

We conclude the paper with the following open problems.

Question 5.25 Let X be an infinite-dimensional separable Banach space. Is it true that for any
quasi-rigid operator T on X, either T is hyper-recurrent or η(T) = ∞?

Question 5.26 Is Hr(T) always dense in X if T is hyper-recurrent on a separable Fréchet space
X?
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