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ON VARIOUS CLASSES OF SUPERCYCLIC OPERATORS ON
BANACH SPACES

STEFAN IVKOVIĆ

Abstract. In this paper, we characterize supercyclic weighted composition
operators on various function spaces. Moreover, we also characterize super-
cyclic adjoint operator of weighted composition operator, and supercyclic left
multipliers on the space of compact operators. Finally, we illustrate our results
by concrete examples. In addition, we introduce a class of non-porous subsets
of the space of continuous functions on the real line vanishing at infinity. As
an application, we consider weighted composition operator on this space and
we give sufficient conditions that ensure that the set of non-hypercyclic vectors
for this operator is non-porous.
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1. Introduction

Linear dynamics of operators have been studied in many articles during sev-
eral decades; see [4] and [2] as monographs on this topic. Among other concepts,
hypercyclicity, topological transitivity and supercyclicity, as important linear dy-
namical properties of bounded linear operators, have been investigated in many
research works. For example, Salas in [14] characterized supercyclic bilateral
weighted shift operators on lp(Z). Supercyclicity of several kind of operators have
been also studied in for instance [11, 12, 16] .
Now, in [6, Section 4] we have considered a special class of operators on C∗-
algebras and we have characterized hypercyclic such operators. The operators
which we considered are in fact a composition of an isometric *-isomorphism and
a left multiplication operator. A special case of this theory are weighted composi-
tion operators on the C∗-algebra of continuous functions vanishing at infinity on a
locally compact, non-compact Hausdorff space; left multipliers on the C∗-algebra
of compact operators on a separable Hilbert space etc... In [8] we have charac-
terized hypercyclic weighted composition operators on Segal algebras, and in [9]
we have characterized topologically transitive adjoints of weighted composition
operators. These adjoints which we have considered act on the space of Radon
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2 STEFAN IVKOVIĆ

measures on a locally compact, non-compact Hausdorff space Ω. Moreover, in
[3] Chen and Tabatabaie have characterized hypercyclic weighted composition
operators on solid Banach function spaces with certain properties.

The aim of this paper is to extend these results obtained in [6, 8, 9, 3] from the
hypercyclic case to the supercyclic case, thus to provide necessary and sufficient
conditions for the above mentioned classes of operators to be supercyclic. To
keep the paper sufficiently self-contained, we recall now the following definitions.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a separable Banach space. A sequence (Tn)n∈N of
bounded operators in B(X) is called supercyclic if there is an element x ∈ X

(called supercyclic vector) such that the set {λTnx : n ∈ N, λ ∈ C \ {0}} is
dense in X. The set of all supercyclic vectors of a sequence (Tn)n∈N is denoted
by SC((Tn)n∈N). If SC((Tn)n∈N) is dense in X, the sequence (Tn)n∈N is called
densely supercyclic. An operator T ∈ B(X) is called supercyclic if the sequence
(T n)n∈N is (densely) supercyclic.

Definition 1.2. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈ B(X). We say that T is
topologically semi-transitive on X if for each pair of open non-empty subsets
O1 and O2 of X there exists some n ∈ N and some λ ∈ C \ {0} such that
λT n(O1) ∩O2 6= ∅.

In [11, Definition 1.2], topological semi-transitivity is actually called topologi-
cal transitivity for supercyclicity. Moreover, in [11, Proposition 1.3] it has been
proved that if X is a separable Banach space, then an operator T ∈ B(X) is
topologically semi-transitive if and only if T is supercyclic.

At the end of this section, we give also the following auxiliary remark which
we will use later in the proofs.

Remark 1.3. If T ∈ B(X) is invertible and topologically semi-transitive, then
there exists a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N and sequence {λk} ⊆ C\{0}
such that λkT

nk(O1) ∩ O2 6= ∅ for all k. Indeed, since T is topologically semi-
transitive, we can find some n1 ∈ N and some λ1 ∈ C\{0} such that λ1T

n1(O1)∩
O2 6= ∅ . Now, since λ1T

n1 is invertible, it is an open map, hence λ1T
n1(O1)

is open. Therefore, there exists some ñ2 ∈ N and some λ̃2 ∈ C \ {0} such that

λ̃2T
ñ2(λ1T

n1(O1)) ∩ O2 6= ∅. Put n2 = n1 + ñ2 and λ2 = λ1λ̃2. Proceeding
inductively, we can construct the desired sequences {nk}k and {λk}k.

2. Main results

Let A be a non-unital C∗-algebra such that A is a closed two-sided ideal in
a unital C∗-algebra A1. Let Φ be an isometric ∗-isomorphism of A1 such that
Φ(A) = A. Assume that there exists a net {pα}α ⊆ A consisting of self-adjoint
elements with ‖ pα ‖≤ 1 for all α and such that {p2α}α is an approximate unit
for A. Suppose in addition that for all α there exists some Nα ∈ N such that
Φn(pα) · pα = 0 for all n ≥ Nα (which gives that 0 = (Φn(pα) · pα)

∗ = pα · Φn(pα)
since Φ is a ∗-isomorphism). Let b ∈ G(A1) and TΦ,b be the operator on A1 defined
by TΦ,b(a) = b ·Φ(a) for all a ∈ A1. Then TΦ,b is a bounded linear operator on A1

and since A is an ideal in A1, it follows that TΦ,b(A) ⊆ A because Φ(A) = A. The



ON VARIOUS CLASSES OF SUPERCYCLIC OPERATORS ON BANACH SPACES 3

inverse of TΦ,b, which we will denote by SΦ,b, is given as SΦ,b(a) = Φ−1(b−1)·Φ−1(a)
for all a ∈ A1. Again, since Φ−1(A) = A and A is a two-sided ideal in A1, we
have that SΦ,b(A) ⊆ A, hence TΦ,b(A) = A = SΦ,b(A).

By some calculations one can check that T n
Φ,b(a) = b ·Φ(b) . . .Φn−1(b)Φn(a) and

Sn
Φ,b(a) = Φ−1(b−1)Φ−2(b−1) . . .Φ−n(b−1) · Φ−n(a) for all a ∈ A.

The next theorem characterizes topological semi-transitivity of the operator
TΦ,b.

Theorem 2.1. Under the above assumptions, the following statements are equiv-
alent.
i) TΦ,b is topologically semi-transitive on A .
ii) For every pα there exists a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N and se-
quences {qk}k, {dk}k in A such that

lim
k→∞

‖ qk − p2α ‖= lim
k→∞

‖ dk − p2α ‖= 0

and

lim
k→∞

√

‖ Φnk−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1dk ‖‖ Φ−nk(b) . . .Φ−1(b)qk ‖ = 0.

Proof. We prove first i) ⇒ ii). Let pα be given. Since TΦ,b is topologically semi-
transitive, by Remark 1.3 there exists some n1 ≥ Nα , some a1 ∈ A and some
λ1 ∈ C with λ1 6= 0 such that

‖ a1 − pα ‖<
1

4
and

‖ λ1bΦ(b) . . .Φ
n1−1(b)Φn1(a1)− pα ‖<

1

4
.

By the same arguments as in the proof of [6, Proposition 4.1], we can deduce that

‖ Φn1(a1)pα ‖<
1

4
and ‖ (a1 − pα)pα ‖<

1

4
. Moreover, we can also obtain that

‖ λ1Φ
−n1(b)Φ−n1+1(b) . . .Φ−1(b)a1pα ‖

=‖ λ1Φ
−n1(b)Φ−n1+1(b) . . .Φ−1(b)a1pα − Φ−n1(pα)pα ‖

=‖ Φ−n1(λ1bΦ(b) . . .Φ
n1−1(b)Φn1(a1)− pα)pα ‖

≤‖ λ1bΦ(b) . . .Φ
n1−1(b)Φn1(a1)− pα ‖<

1

4
and

‖ λ1bΦ(b) . . .Φ
n1−1(b)Φn1(a1)pα − p2α ‖<

1

4
,

which further induces that

‖ λ−1
1 Φn1−1(b−1)Φn1−2(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1(λ1bΦ(b) . . .Φ

n1−1(b)Φn1(a1)pα) ‖

=‖ Φn1(a1)pα ‖<
1

4
.
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Put q1 = a1pα and d1 = λ1bΦ(b) . . .Φ
n1−1 (b) Φn1 (a1) pα. Then ‖q1 − p2α‖ ≤

1

4
,

‖d1 − p2α‖ <
1

4
and

√

‖ Φn1−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1d1 ‖‖ Φ−n1(b) . . .Φ−1(b)q1 ‖ =

=
√

‖ λ−1
1 Φn1−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1d1 ‖‖ λ1Φ−n1(b) . . .Φ−1(b)q1 ‖ <

1

4
.

Next, since TΦ,b is topologically semi-transitive, again by Remark 1.3 we can
find some a2 ∈ A , some n2 > n1 and some λ2 ∈ C with λ2 6= 0 such that

‖ a2 − pα ‖<
1

42
and ‖ λ2T

n2
Φ,b (a2) − pα ‖<

1

42
. Then we can continue as above

and find some q2 und d2 in A such that ‖ q2 − p2α ‖<
1

42
, ‖ d2 − p2α ‖<

1

42
and

√

‖ Φn2−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1d2 ‖‖ Φ−n2(b) . . .Φ−1(b)q2 ‖ <
1

42
.

Proceeding inductively, we can construct the desired sequences {nk}k , {qk}n ,
and {dk}n .

Next we prove i) ⇒ ii). Let O1 and O2 be two con-empty open subsets of
A. Then O1 \ {0} , and O2 \ {0} are also open and non-empty. Choose some
x ∈ O1 \{0} and y ∈ O2 \{0}. As in the proof of [6, Proposition 4.1], we can find
some α such that p2αx ∈ O1 \ {0} and p2αy ∈ O2 \ {0}, so we may without loss of
generality assume that x = p2αx and y = p2αy for sufficiently large α. Choose then
the sequences {nk}k, {qk}k, {dk}k that satisfy the conditions of ii) with respect
to pα. Then qkx ∈ O1 \ {0} and dky ∈ O2 \ {0} for sufficiently large k. Indeed
‖ qkx − p2αx ‖≤‖ qk − p2α ‖‖ x ‖→ 0 and ‖ dky − p2αy ‖≤‖ dk − p2α ‖‖ y ‖→ 0 as
k → ∞. Therefore, we may in fact choose {nk} , {qk} , {dk} in a such way that
qkx 6= 0 and dky 6= 0 for all k. Since TΦ,b is invertible and SΦ,b = T−1

Φ,b, we get that
T nk

Φ,b(qkx) 6= 0 and Snk

Φ,b(dky) 6= 0 for all k.
For each k ∈ N, set

xk = qkx+

√

∥

∥T nk

Φ,b (qkx)
∥

∥

∥

∥Snk

Φ,b (dky)
∥

∥

Snk

Φ,b (dky) .

Then

‖xk − x‖ =
∥

∥xk − p2αx
∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥qk − p2α
∥

∥ ‖x‖+
∥

∥T nk

Φ,b (qkx)
∥

∥

1
2
∥

∥Snk

Φ,b (dky)
∥

∥

1
2

=
∥

∥qk − p2α
∥

∥ ‖x‖+

‖ bΦ(b) . . .Φnk−1(b)Φnk(qkx) ‖
1
2‖ Φ−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−nk)b−1Φ−nk(dky) ‖

1
2

=
∥

∥qk − p2α
∥

∥ ‖x‖+

‖ Φ−nk(b) . . .Φ−1(b)qkx ‖
1
2‖ Φnk−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1dky ‖

1
2
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≤
∥

∥qk − p2α
∥

∥ ‖x‖+

‖ Φ−nk(b) . . .Φ−1(b)qk ‖
1
2‖ Φnk−1(b−1) . . .Φ(b−1)b−1dk ‖

1
2

√

‖ x ‖‖ y ‖ → 0

as k → ∞ ( where we have used that Φ is an isometric ∗− isomorphism). Simi-
larly, we have that

√

∥

∥Snk

Φ,b (dky)
∥

∥

∥

∥T nk

Φ,b (qkx)
∥

∥

T nk

Φ,b (xk) → y

as k → ∞. Therefore, there exists some N ∈ N such that
√

∥

∥Snk

Φ,b (dky)
∥

∥

∥

∥T nk

Φ,b (qkx)
∥

∥

T nk

Φ,b (O1) ∩ (O2) 6= ∅

for all k ≥ N, which proves the implication. �

Remark 2.2. We notice that the assumption that for all α there exists some
Nα ∈ N such that Φn(pα) · pα = 0 for all n ≥ Nα is only needed for the proof of
the implication i) ⇒ ii) in Theorem 2.1, whereas the opposite implication holds
for general isometric ∗-isomorphism Φ.

The following example is motivated by [6, Example 4.5].

Example 2.3. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space, C0(X) be the C∗-
algebra of all continuous functions on X vanishing at infinity equipped with
the supremum norm, Cb(X) be the the C∗-algebra of all continuous bounded
functions on X equipped with the supremum norm, and Cc(X) be the space
of continuous functions on X with compact support. In this case, we let A =
C0(X), A1 = Cb(X) and Φ be given by Φ(f) = f ◦ α for all f ∈ Cb(X) where α

is a homeomorphism of X. Put

S = {f ∈ Cc(X) | 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 and f|K = 1 for some compact K ⊂ X}.

If S̃ = {f 2 | f ∈ S}, then S̃ is an approximate unit for C0(X). Suppose that
α is aperiodic, that is for each compact subset K of X, there exists a constant
NK > 0 such that for each n ≥ NK , we have K ∩ αn(K) = ∅. Then, for every
f ∈ S, there exists some Nf ∈ N such that Φn(f) · f = 0 for all n ≥ Nf . By some
calculations it is not hard to see that in this case the conditions of Theorem 2.1
are equivalent to the requirement that for every compact subset K of Ω there
exists a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N such that

lim
k→∞

[

(

sup
t∈K

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

b ◦ αj−nk
)

(t)

)
1
2

·

(

sup
t∈K

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

b ◦ αj
)−1

(t)

)
1
2

] = 0.

As a concrete example, let X = R, α : R → R be given by α(t) = t − 1 for
all t ∈ R and b be a continuous bounded positive function on R. If there exist
some M, δ,K1, K2 > 0 such that 1 < M − δ ≤ b(t) ≤ M for all t ≤ −K1 and
1
M

≤ b(t) ≤ 1 for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied.
Similarly if α(t) = t + 1 for all t ∈ R, 1

M
≤ b(t) ≤ 1

M−δ
for all t ≤ −K1 and

1 ≤ b(t) ≤ M for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Theorem 2.1 are also
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satisfied. Moreover, if α (t) = t − 1 all t ∈ R, 1 ≤ b (t) ≤ M for all t ≤ −K1

and
1

M
≤ b (t) ≤

1

M − δ
for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Theorem 2.1 are

satisfied. Finally, if α (t) = t+1 for all t ∈ R,
1

M
≤ b (t) ≤ 1 for all t ≤ −K1 and

M − δ ≤ b (t) ≤ M for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Theorem 2.1 are also
satisfied. In fact, in all these cases we have that for any compact subset K of R
it holds that

lim
n→∞

[

(

sup
t∈K

n−1
∏

j=0

(

b ◦ αj−n
)

(t)

)

·

(

sup
t∈K

n−1
∏

j=0

(

b ◦ αj
)−1

(t)

)

] = 0.

The next example is motivated by [6, Example 4.3].

Example 2.4. Let H be a separable Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis
{ej}j∈Z and U be a unitary operator on H. Set Φ to be the ∗-isomorphism on
B(H) given by Φ(F ) = U∗FU. For each m ∈ N, let Pm denote the orthogonal
projection onto Span{e−m, . . . , em}. Then, {Pm}m∈N is an approximate unit for
B0(H) by [13, Proposition 2.2.1], where B0(H) denotes the C∗-algebra of all
compact operators on H. Thus, here we consider the case when A1 = B(H)
and A = B0(H). Suppose that for every m ∈ N there exists an Nm ∈ N such
that PmU

nPm = 0 for n ≥ Nm. Then, for all n ≥ Nm we have Φn(Pm)Pm =
U∗nPmU

nPm = 0. For examples of unitary operators satisfying this assumption,
please see [7, Example 2.6]. If W is an invertible bounded linear operator on

H, we can consider the operator T̃U,W on B0(H) given by T̃U,W (F ) = WFU for

all F ∈ B0(H). As observed in [6, Example 4.3], we have T̃U,W = TΦ,WU . The
conditions in Theorem 2.1 are in this case equivalent to the condition that for
every m ∈ N there exist sequences of operators {Dk}k, {Gk}k in B0(H) and a
strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N such that

lim
k→∞

‖ DkPm ‖= lim
k→∞

‖ GkPm ‖= 0

and

lim
k→∞

‖ W nkDk ‖ · ‖ W−nkGk ‖= 0.

Motivated by this example and keeping the same notation, we provide now the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. If there exist dense subsets H1 and H2 of H and a strictly
increasing sequence {nk}k of natural numbers such that for every f ∈ H1 and
g ∈ H2 we have that

lim
k→∞

‖ W nkf ‖ · ‖ W−nkg ‖= 0,

then T̃U,W is topologically semi-transitive on B0(H).

Proof. The main idea in this proof comes from the proof of [7, Proposition 2.7].

Given m ∈ N, for every j ∈ {−m, . . . ,m} we can find sequences {f
(j)
i }i ⊆ H1

and {g(j)i }i ⊆ H2 such that f
(j)
i → ej and g

(j)
i → ej as i → ∞ for every j ∈
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{−m, . . . ,m}. Since by the assumption, for all i ∈ N and j, l ∈ {−m, . . . ,m} we
have that

lim
k→∞

‖ W nkf
(j)
i ‖ · ‖ W−nkg

(l)
i ‖= 0,

we can find some nk1 such that ‖ W nk1f
(j)
1 ‖‖ W−nk1g

(l)
1 ‖≤ 1

4m24
for all j, l ∈

{−m, . . . ,m}. Then, by the same reason, we can find some nk2 > nk1 such that

‖ W nk2f
(j)
2 ‖ · ‖ W−nk2g

(l)
2 ‖≤

1

4m242

for all j, l ∈ {−m, . . . ,m}. Proceeding inductively, we can construct a subse-
quence {nki}i ⊆ {nk}k such that

‖ W nkif
(j)
i ‖ · ‖ W−nkig

(l)
i ‖≤

1

4m24i

for all j, l ∈ {−m, . . . ,m} and all i ∈ N. Next, for each i ∈ N, as in the proof
of [7, Proposition 2.7], we define the operators Di and Gi on H by

Diej =

{

f
(j)
i , for j ∈ {−m, . . . ,m}

0 else,

Giej =

{

g
(j)
i , for j ∈ {−m, . . . ,m}

0 else,

and deduce that

lim
k→∞

‖ Di − Pm ‖= lim
k→∞

‖ Gi − Pm ‖= 0.

Further, we have for all i ∈ N that

‖ W nkiDi ‖ · ‖ W−nkiGi ‖

≤
1

2m
maxj∈{−m,...,m}{‖ W nkiDiej ‖} ·

1

2m
maxl∈{−m,...,m}{‖ W−nkiGiel ‖} =

=
1

4m2
maxj,l∈{−m,...,m}{‖ W nkif

(j)
i ‖ · ‖ W−nkig

(l)
i ‖} <

1

4i
.

Hence, by the arguments from Example 2.4, it follows that the conditions of
Theorem 2.1 are satisfied in this case. �

Example 2.6. Let H = L2(R) and W be the operator on H defined by W (f) =
b · (f ◦ α) for all f ∈ H, where α is a homeomorphism of R and b is a contin-
uous, bounded positive function on R satisfying that b−1 is also continuous and
bounded. Then, W is a bounded invertible linear operator on H. If m ∈ N and
f ∈ L2(R) with supp f ⊆ [−m,m], then, by some calculations, it is not hard to
see that for all n ∈ N we have that

∫

∣

∣W−n (f)
∣

∣

2
dµ ≤ sup

t∈[−m,m]

n−1
∏

j=0

(b ◦ αj)−1(t))2 ‖f‖22
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and
∫

|W n (f)|2 dµ ≤ sup
t∈[−m,m]

n−1
∏

j=0

(b ◦ αj−n)(t))2 ‖f‖22 .

Therefore, for any f, g ∈ Cc(R), we obtain that

lim
n→∞

‖ W n(f) ‖2 · ‖ W−n(g) ‖2≤

lim
n→∞

[

(

sup
t∈[−m,m]

n−1
∏

j=0

(b ◦ αj−n)(t)

)

·

(

sup
t∈[−m,m]

n−1
∏

j=0

(b ◦ αj)−1(t)

)

] ‖ f ‖2‖ g ‖2= 0,

where m ∈ N is chosen in a such way that supp f, supp g ⊆ {−m, . . . ,m}. By
Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 2.1 it follows then that the operator T̃U,W is topo-
logically semi-transitive on B0(H) for every unitary operator U on H. Hence, if
we let α and b be as in Example 2.3, then the above conditions are satisfied.

We let now A = C0(R) and τ ∈ Cb(R), that is τ is a bounded continuous
function on R. Put

Aτ := {f ∈ A :
∞
∑

k=0

‖fτk‖∞ < ∞}.

For each f ∈ Aτ we define

‖f‖τ :=
∞
∑

k=0

‖fτk‖∞.

Then, Aτ is a Banach algebra [5]. We will call this algebra Segal algebra corre-

sponding to τ . As in [8, Section 3], we shall denote by K
(τ)
ǫ a compact subset of

|τ |−1([0, ǫ]), where ǫ ∈ (0, 1).
Let w be a positive function on R with w,w−1 ∈ Cb(R). If τ ∈ Cb(R) and

α is a homeomorphism of R such that τ ◦ α = τ, then, by [8, Lemma 3.9], the

operator T̃α,w defined by T̃α,w(f) = w · (f ◦ α) for all f ∈ A is a bounded linear
self-mapping on Aτ . In the sequel, we shall assume that α is aperiodic (recall
this notion from Example 2.3). Under these assumptions and keeping the same
notation, we provide the following proposition.

Proposition 2.7. The following statements are equivalent.
(1) T̃α,w is topologically semi-transitive on Aτ .

(2) For each positive ǫ and every compact subset K
(τ)
ǫ ⊆ |τ |−1([0, ǫ]) there exists

a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N such that

lim
k→∞

[

(

sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj−nk
)

(t)

)

·

(

sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)−1

(t)

)

] = 0.

Proof. Assume that (1) holds. Let ǫ1, ǫ2 ∈ (0, 1) with ǫ2 < ǫ1 and K
(τ)
ǫ2 be a

compact subset of |τ |−1([0, ǫ2]). By [8, Lemma 3.2] we can choose a function

µ
K

(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

∈ Aτ satisfying that µ
K

(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

= 1 on K
(τ)
ǫ2 and that supp µ

K
(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

is compact
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subset of |τ |−1([0, ǫ1]). Hence, we shall denote supp µ
K

(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

by K
(τ)
ǫ1 . Since α is

aperiodic, we can find some n1 ∈ N such that αn1(K
(τ)
ǫ1 ) ∩ K

(τ)
ǫ1 = ∅. It follows

that αn1(K
(τ)
ǫ2 ) ∩ K

(τ)
ǫ1 = ∅ since K

(τ)
ǫ2 ⊆ K

(τ)
ǫ1 . Now, since T̃α,w is topologically

semi-transitive, we can find some f ∈ Aτ and some λ1 ∈ C \ {0} such that

‖ f − µ
K

(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

‖τ<
1
2

and ‖ λ1T̃
n1
α,w(f) − µ

K
(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

‖τ<
1
4
. Since ‖ · ‖τ≥‖ · ‖∞, we

obtain that ‖ f − µ
K

(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

‖∞< 1
4

and

‖ (λ1

n1−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj))(f ◦ αn1)− µ
K

(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

‖∞<
1

4
.

By exactly the same arguments as in the proof of [8, Theorem 2.7] we can deduce
that

sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ2

|λ1|
n1−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj−n1)(t) <
1

2

and

sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ2

1

|λ1|

n1−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)−1(t) <
2

3
.

Therefore,


 sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ2

n1−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj−n1)(t)



 ·



 sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ2

n1−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)−1(t)



 <
1

3
.

Next, we can find some n2 > n1, some λ2 ∈ C \ {0} and some g ∈ Aτ such

that αn2(K
(τ)
ǫ1 )∩K

(τ)
ǫ1 = ∅, ‖ g−µ

K
(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

‖τ<
1
22

and ‖ λ2T̃
n2
α,W (g)−µ

K
(τ)
ǫ2,ǫ1

‖τ<
1
42
.

Then, as above, we can conclude that



 sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ2

n2−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj−n1)(t)



 ·



 sup
t∈K

(τ)
ǫ2

n2−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)−1(t)



 <
1

42 − 1
.

Proceeding inductively, we can construct a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆

N satisfying the assumptions in (2) with respect to K
(τ)
ǫ2 , so the implication (1) ⇒

(2) follows.
Suppose now that (2) holds. In the same way as in the proof of the implication

ii) ⇒ i) in Theorem 2.1, given two non-empty open subsets O1 and O2 of Aτ , we

can find some f ∈ O1 \ {0} and g ∈ O2 \ {0}. Then T̃α,w(f) 6= 0 and S̃α,w(g) 6= 0

because T̃α,w and S̃α,w are invertible. By [8, Corollary 3.4] we may assume that
supp f and supp g of are compact and contained in |τ |−1([0, ǫ]) for some ǫ ∈

(0, 1). Then supp f ∪ supp g is also a compact subset of |τ |−1([0, ǫ]). Put K
(τ)
ǫ =

supp f ∪ supp g and choose the strictly increasing sequence {nk}k satisfying the

assumptions of (2) with respect to K
(τ)
ǫ .
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For each k ∈ N, set

vk = f +

√

‖ T̃ nk
α,w(f) ‖τ

‖ S̃nk
α,w(g) ‖τ

S̃nk
α,w(g).

By the proof of [8, Theorem 3.10] we have

‖ T̃ nk
α,w(f) ‖τ≤ sup

t∈K
(τ)
ǫ

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj−nk)(t) ‖ f ‖τ

and

‖ S̃nk
α,w(g) ‖τ≤ sup

t∈K
(τ)
ǫ

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)−1(t) ‖ g ‖τ

for each k ∈ N. Therefore, it follow that vk → f and
√

‖ S̃nk
α,w(g) ‖τ

‖ T̃ nk
α,w(f) ‖τ

T̃ nk
α,w(vk) → g

as k → ∞ in Aτ . Hence, we conclude that T̃α,w is topologically semi-transitive on
Aτ . �

Remark 2.8. It follows that if α and b are as in Example 2.3, then the conditions
of Proposition 2.7 for the operator T̃α,b are satisfied, so T̃α,b is topologically semi-
transitive on Aτ in this case. Also, we notice that the assumption that α is
aperiodic is only needed for the proof of the implication (1) ⇒ (2) in Proposition
2.7, whereas the opposite implication holds for a general homeomorphism α of R.

Now, if we consider T̃α,w as an operator on C0(Ω) where Ω is a locally compact

Hausdorff space, then the adjoint T̃ ∗
α,w is a bounded linear operator on M(Ω)

where M(Ω) stands for the Banach space of all Radon measures on Ω equipped
with the total variation norm. It is straightforward to check that

T̃ ∗
α,w(µ)(E) =

∫

E

w ◦ α−1 dµ ◦ α−1

for every µ ∈ M(Ω) and every measurable subset E od Ω. Here µ ◦ α−1(E) =
µ(α−1(E)) for every µ ∈ M(Ω) and every measurable subset E od Ω. Then it is
not hard to check that

T̃ ∗n
α,w(µ)(E) =

∫

E

n−1
∏

j=0

w ◦ αj−n dµ ◦ α−n

and

S̃∗n
α,w(µ)(E) =

∫

E

n
∏

j=1

(w ◦ αn−j)−1 dµ ◦ αn.

In the sequel, for every Radon measure µ on Ω, we let as usual |µ| denote the
total variation of µ. Also, we assume as before that α is an aperiodic homeomor-
phism of Ω. Under these assumptions and keeping this notation, we provide the
following proposition.
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Proposition 2.9. The following statements are equivalent.
i) T̃ ∗

α,w is topologically semi-transitive on M(Ω).
ii) For every compact subset K of Ω and any two measures µ, v in M(Ω) with
|µ|(Kc) = |v|(Kc) = 0 there exist a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N and
sequences {Ak}k, {Bk}k of Borel subsets of K such that αnk(K) ∩K = ∅ for all
k ∈ N and

lim
k→∞

|µ|(Ak) = lim
k→∞

|v|(Bk) = 0,

lim
k→∞

[

(

sup
t∈Ac

k
∩K

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)

(t)

)

·

(

sup
t∈Bc

k
∩K

nk
∏

j=1

(

w ◦ α−j
)−1

(t)

)

] = 0.

Proof. We will prove i) => ii) first. Suppose that T̃ ∗
α,w is topologically semi-

transitive on M(Ω). For a given compact subset K of Ω, choose some µ, v ∈ M(Ω)
with |µ|(Kc) = |v|(Kc) = 0. Similarly as in the proof of [9, Proposition 3.1], by
Remark 1.3 we can find a sequence {η(k)}k ⊆ M(Ω), a strictly increasing sequence
{nk}k ∈ N and a sequence {λk}k ⊆ C \ {0} such that |η(k) − µ|(Ω) < 1

4k
and

|γ(k) − v|(Ω) < 1
4k
, where γ(k) = λkT̃

∗nk
α,w (η

(k)) for each k ∈ N, that is

γ(k)(E) =

∫

E

λk

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj−nk)dη(k) ◦ α−nk

for every measurable subset E of Ω and for each k ∈ N. Then we also have that

1

λk

S̃∗nk
α,w(γ

(k)) = η(k),

that is
∫

E

1

λk

nk
∏

j=1

(w ◦ αnk−j)−1dγ(k) ◦ αnk = γ(k)(E)

for every measurable subset E of Ω and each k ∈ N. Thus we have that

|λk||T̃
∗nk
α,w (η

(k))|(Kc) = |λkT̃
∗nk
α,w (η

(k))|(Kc) = |λkT̃
∗nk
α,w (η

(k))− v|(Kc)

≤ |λkT̃
∗nk
α,w (η

(k))− v|(Ω) <
1

4k

and, similarly, we have that

1

|λk|
|S̃∗nk

α,W (γ(k))|(Kc) = |ηk|(K
c) <

1

4k

for each k ∈ N, so, for all k ∈ N we obtain that

|T̃ ∗nk
α,w (η

(k))|(Kc) <
1

|λk|4k
, |S̃∗nk

α,W (γ(k))|(Kc) <
|λk|

4k
.

By exactly the same arguments as in the proof of [9, Proposition 3.1], we can
deduce that

|η(k)|(Ak) <
1

2k−1
, |γ(k)|(Bk) <

1

2k − 1
,
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where for each k ∈ N we put

Ak = {t ∈ K |
nk−1
∏

i=0

(w◦αi)(t) >
1

|λk|4k
}, Bk = {t ∈ K |

nk
∏

i=1

(w◦α−i)−1(t) >
|λk|

4k
}.

This gives for all k ∈ N that

|µ|(Ak) <
1

2k−1
+

1

4k
, |v|(Bk) <

1

2k−1
+

1

4k
.

Moreover, we have for all k ∈ N that
(

sup
t∈K∩Ac

k

nk−1
∏

i=0

(

w ◦ αi
)

(t)

)

·

(

sup
t∈K∩Bc

k

nk
∏

i=1

(

w ◦ α−1
)−1

(t)

)

<
1

16k
,

which proves the implication i) ⇒ ii).
Next ve prove ii) ⇒ i). As in the proof of [9, Proposition 3.1], given two non-

empty open subsets O1 and O2 of M(Ω), we can find some µ ∈ O1 \ {0} and
some v ∈ O2 \ {0} such that |µ|(Kc) = |v|(Kc) = 0 for some compact subset
K of Ω. Choose the strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ∈ N, and the sequences
{Ak}k, {Bk}k of Borel subsets of K satisfying the assumptions of ii) with respect
to µ, v and K. As in the proof of [9, Proposition 3.1]„ for each k ∈ N, let µ̃k, ṽk
be the measures in M(Ω) given by µ̃k(E) = µ(E ∩ Ac

k) and ṽk(E) = v(E ∩ Bc
k)

for every measurable subset E of Ω, and deduce that

‖ T̃ ∗nk
α,w (µ̃k) ‖≤ ( sup

t∈Ac
k
∩K

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)

(t)) ‖ µ ‖, (1)

‖ S̃∗nk
α,w(ṽk) ‖≤ ( sup

t∈Bc
k
∩K

nk
∏

j=1

(

w ◦ α−j
)−1

(t)) ‖ v ‖, ∀k ∈ N. (2)

Since

lim
k→∞

(µ− µ̃k) = lim
k→∞

(v − ṽk) = 0,

we may without loss of generality assume that µ̃k ∈ O1 \ {0} and ṽk ∈ O2 \ {0}
for all k ∈ N. Then, T̃ ∗

α,w(µ̃k) 6= 0 and S̃∗
α,w(ṽk) 6= 0 for all k ∈ N since T̃ ∗

α,w and

S̃∗
α,w are invertible. For each k ∈ N, set

ηk = µ̃k +
‖ T̃ ∗nk

α,w (µ̃k) ‖
1
2

‖ S̃∗nk
α,w(ṽk) ‖

1
2

S̃∗nk
α,w(ṽk).

By combining (1) and (2) together with the arguments from the proof of the
implication ii) ⇒ i) in Theorem 2.1, we can deduce from the assumptions in ii)
that ηk → µ and

‖ S̃∗nk
α,w (ṽk) ‖

1
2

‖ T̃ ∗nk
α,w (µ̃k) ‖

1
2

T̃ ∗nk
α,w (η

(k)) → v

in M(Ω) as k → ∞, so T̃ ∗
α,w is topologically semi-transitive on M(Ω). �
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Also for this proposition, we notice that the assumption that α is aperiodic
is only needed for the proof of the implication i) ⇒ ii). Therefore, we obtain
the following corollary, which holds for general (not necessarily aperiodic) home-
omorphism α of Ω.

Corollary 2.10. We have that ii) ⇒ i).
i) T̃ ∗

α,w is topologically semi-transitive on M(Ω).
ii) For every compact subset K of Ω, we have that

lim
n→∞

[

(

sup
t∈K

n−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)

(t)

)

·

(

sup
t∈K

n
∏

j=1

(w ◦ α−j)−1(t)

)

] = 0.

The next example is actually a symmetrically opposite version of Example 2.3.

Example 2.11. Let Ω = R, α : R → R be given by α(t) = t + 1 for all
t ∈ R and w be a continuous bounded positive function on R. If there exist
some M, δ,K1, K2 > 0 such that 1 < M − δ ≤ w(t) ≤ M for all t ≤ −K1 and
1
M

≤ w(t) ≤ 1 for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Corollary 2.10 are satisfied.
Similarly if α(t) = t − 1 for all t ∈ R, 1

M
≤ w(t) ≤ 1

M−δ
for all t ≤ −K1 and

1 ≤ w(t) ≤ M for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Corollary 2.10 are also
satisfied. Moreover, if α (t) = t+ 1 all t ∈ R, 1 ≤ w (t) ≤ M for all t ≤ −K1 and
1

M
≤ w (t) ≤

1

M − δ
for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Corollary 2.10 are

satisfied. Finally, if α (t) = t − 1 for all t ∈ R,
1

M
≤ w (t) ≤ 1 for all t ≤ −K1

and M − δ ≤ w (t) ≤ M for all t ≥ K2, then the conditions of Corollary 2.10 are
also satisfied.

In sequel, the set of all Borel measurable complex-valued functions on a topo-
logical space X is denoted by M0(X). Also, χA denotes the characteristic function
of a set A. We recall the following definitions from [3].

Definition 2.12. Let X be a topological space and F be a linear subspace of
M0(X). If F equipped with a given norm ‖ · ‖F is a Banach space, we say that
F is a Banach function space on X.

Definition 2.13. Let F be a Banach function space on a topological space X,
and α : X −→ X be a homeomorphism. We say that F is α-invariant if for each
f ∈ F we have f ◦ α±1 ∈ F and ‖f ◦ α±1‖F = ‖f‖F .

Definition 2.14. A Banach function space F on X is called solid if for each
f ∈ F and g ∈ M0(X), satisfying |g| ≤ |f |, we have g ∈ F and ‖g‖F ≤ ‖f‖F .

For the next results we shall also assume that the following conditions from [3]
on the Banach function space F hold.

Definition 2.15. Let X be a topological space, F be a Banach function space on
X, and α be an aperiodic homeomorphism of X. We say that F satisfies condition
Ωα if the following conditions hold:

(1) F is solid and α-invariant;
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(2) for each compact set E ⊆ X we have χE ∈ F ;
(3) Fbc is dense in F , where Fbc is the set of all bounded compactly supported

functions in F .

Under these assumptions and keeping the same notation, we provide now the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.16. The following statements are equivalent.
i) T̃α,w is topologically semi-transitive on F .

ii) For each compact subset K of X, there exist a sequence of Borel subsets
{Ek}

∞
k=1 of K and a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N such that

lim
x→∞

∥

∥χK\Ek

∥

∥

F
= 0

and

lim
k→∞

[

(

sup
x∈Ek

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)−1

(x)

)

·

(

sup
x∈Ek

nk
∏

j=1

(w ◦ α−j)(x)

)

] = 0.

Proof. We prove first that i) ⇒ ii). Given a compact subset K ⊆ X, since T̃α,w

is topologically semi-transitive on F , we can find a strictly increasing sequence
{nk}k ⊆ N, a sequence {λk}k ⊆ C \ {0} and a sequence {fk}k ⊆ F such that

αnk (K) ∩ K = ∅ , ‖fk − χk‖F ≤
1

4k
and ‖ λkT̃

nk
α,w(fk) − χK ‖F≤

1

4k
for all k.

This follows from Remark 1.3. Now, for each k ∈ N, we put

Ck = {x ∈ K : |λk(

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)(x))(fk ◦ α
nk)(x)− 1| ≥

1

2k
},

Dk = {x ∈ K : (

nk
∏

j=1

(w ◦ α−j)(x))|λk| |fk(x)| ≥
1

2k
}.

By exactly the same arguments as in the proof of [3, Theorem 1], since

‖ λk(

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)(fk ◦ α
nk)− χk ‖F=‖ λkT̃

nk
α,w(fk)− χK ‖F≤

1

4k
,

we can get that ‖ χCk
‖F≤

1

2k
and ‖ χDk

‖F<
1
2k
. Further, as in the proof of [3,

Theorem 1], we let

Ak = {x ∈ K | |fk(x)− 1| ≥
1

2k
}, Bk = {x ∈ Kc | |fk(x)| ≥

1

2k
}.

Since, by the definition of Ck, we have for all x ∈ K \ Ck that

(

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)(x)

)−1

<
|λk| |fk ◦ α

nk(x)|

1− 1
2k

,
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by exactly the same arguments as in the proof of [3, Theorem 1] we obtain that

(

nk−1
∏

j=0

(w ◦ αj)(x)))−1 <
|λk|

2k − 1

for all x ∈ K \ (Ck ∪ α−nk(Bk)). Moreover, for all x ∈ K \ (Dk ∪Ak), we have
nk
∏

j=1

(w ◦ α−j)(x) <
1
2k

|λk| |fk(x)|
<

1
2k

|λk|(1−
1
2k
)
=

1

|λk|(2k − 1)

for each k ∈ N. As in the proof of [3, Theorem 1], we put

Ek = K \ (Ak ∪ α−nk(Bk) ∪ Ck ∪Dk)

and deduce that ‖ χK\Ek
‖F<

4
2k

for all k. Finally, we also have that
(

sup
x∈Ek

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)−1

(x)

)

·

(

sup
x∈Ek

nk
∏

j=1

(w ◦ α−j)(x)

)

≤
| λk|

2k − 1
·

1

|λk|(2k − 1)
=

1

(2k − 1)2
for all k ∈ N.

Next we prove ii) ⇒ i). Let O1, and O2 be non-empty open subsets of F .

Then we can find some f ∈ (O1 \ {0}) ∩ Fbc and g ∈ (O2 \ {0}) ∩ Fbc since
O1 \ {0}),O2 \ {0}) are also open, non-empty and Fbc is dense in F . As in the
proof of [3, Theorem 1], set K = supp f ∪ supp g. Choose the strictly increasing
sequence {nk}k ⊆ N and the sequence of Borel subsets {Ek}k of K that satisfy
the assumptions of ii) with respect to K. As shown in the proof of [3, Theorem
1], we have that ‖ f − fχEk

‖F→ 0 and ‖ g − gχEk
‖F→ 0 when k → ∞, so we

may without loss of generality, asume that fχEk
∈ O1 \ {0} and gχEk

∈ O1 \ {0}
for all k. Therefore, T̃ nk

α,w(fχEk
) 6= 0 and S̃nk

α,w(gχEk
) 6= 0 for all k because T̃α,w

and S̃α,w are invertible. As in the proof of [3, Theorem 1], we have for each k ∈ N

that

‖ T̃ nk
α,w(fχEk

) ‖F≤‖ f ‖F sup
x∈Ek

nk
∏

j=1

(

w ◦ α−j
)

(x) (3),

‖ S̃nk
α,w(gχEk

) ‖F≤‖ g ‖F sup
x∈Ek

nk−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)−1

(x) (4).

Set

vk = fχEk
+

‖ T̃ nk
α,w(fχEk

) ‖
1
2

‖ S̃nk
α,w(gχEk

) ‖
1
2

S̃nk
α,w(gχEk

).

By combining (3) and (4) together with the assumptions in ii), it is not hard to
deduce that vk → f and

‖ S̃nk
α,w(gχEk

) ‖
1
2

‖ T̃ nk
α,w(fχEk

) ‖
1
2

T̃ nk
α,w(vk) → g

as k → ∞. Hence, T̃α,w is topologically semi-transitive on F . �
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We notice once again that the assumption that α is aperiodic is only needed
for the proof of the implication i) ⇒ ii) in Proposition 2.16.Therefore, we obtain
the following corollary, which holds for a general homeomorphism α of X.

Corollary 2.17. We have that ii) ⇒ i)
i) T̃α,w is topologically semi-transitive on F .

ii) For every compact subset K of X, we have

lim
n→∞

[

(

sup
x∈K

n−1
∏

j=0

(

w ◦ αj
)−1

(x)

)

·

(

sup
x∈K

n
∏

j=1

(w ◦ α−j)(x)

)

] = 0.

Remark 2.18. If X = R and α, b are as in Example 2.3, then the conditions of
Corollary 2.17 are satisfied for the operator T̃α,b.

The next definition provides a concept which is actually an extension and a
generalization of topological semi-transitivity.

Definition 2.19. [11, Definition 1.2] Let X be a Banach space and B(X) de-
note the space of all linear bounded operators on X. We say the operators
T1, T1, . . . , TN ∈ B(X) are d-topologically transitive for supercyclicity provided
for every non-empty open subsets V0, V1, . . . VN of X, there exist n ∈ N and λ ∈ C

such that
V0 ∩ (λT−n

1 )(V1) ∩ · · · ∩ (λT−n
N )(VN) 6= ∅.

We have then the following proposition regarding disjoint topological transi-
tivity for supercuclicity in the context of weighted composition operators on solid
Banach function spaces which we considered in Proposition 2.16.

Proposition 2.20. Let r1, ..., rN ∈ N with r1 < ... < rN . Then, under the as-
sumptions of Proposition 2.16 and keeping the same notation, the following state-
ments are equivalent.
(i) The operators T̃ r1

α,w1
, . . . , T̃ rN

α,wN
are disjoint topologically transitive for superci-

clicity on F .
(ii) For each compact subset K of X there exist a sequence {Ek}k of Borel sub-
sets of K and a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k of natural numbers such that
limk→∞ χEk

= χK in F , for each s, l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} we have

lim
k→∞

[(

sup
x∈Ek

rlnk−1
∏

j=0

(

wl ◦ α
j
)−1

(x)

)(

sup
x∈Ek

rsnk
∏

j=1

(ws ◦ α
−j)(x)

)]

= 0,

and for each distinct j, l ∈ {1, . . . , N} we have

lim
k→∞

sup
x∈Ek

∏rlnk

i=1 (wl ◦ α
rjnk−i) (x)

∏rjnk−1
i=0 (wj ◦ αi)(x)

= 0.

Proof. We prove first (i) ⇒ (ii). Let K ⊆ X be compact. By the similar argu-
ments as in Remark 1.3, we can deduce that there exist a sequence {λk}k ⊆ C\{0}
and a strictly increasing sequence {nk}k ⊆ N such that ‖ fk − χK ‖F<

1
4k

and

‖ λkT̃
rlnk
α,wl

fk − χK ‖F<
1
4k

for every l ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Since {nk} is strictly increas-
ing, we may without loss of generality assume that n1 ≥ M where M ∈ N is such
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that αn(K)∩K = ∅ for all n ≥ M (because α is aperiodic by assumption). This
gives that αrlnk(K) ∩K = ∅ and, hence α−rlnk(K) ∩ K = ∅ for all k ∈ N and
l ∈ {1, . . . N}. Moreover, since (rj − rl)nk ≥ (rj − rl)n1 ≥ n1 whenever j > l, it
follows that α(rj−rl)nk(K) = ∅ for all k ∈ N and each distinct j, l ∈ {1, . . . N}.

For each k ∈ N and l ∈ {1, . . . , N}, put

Cl,k = {x ∈ K : |λk(

rlnk−1
∏

j=0

(

wl ◦ α
j
)

(x))(fk ◦ α
rlnk) (x)− 1| ≥

1

2k
},

Dl,k = {x ∈ K : (

rlnk
∏

j=1

(

wl ◦ α
−j
)

(x))|λkfk (x) | ≥
1

2k
},

Fl,k = {x ∈ X −K : |λk(

rlnk−1
∏

j=0

(

wl ◦ α
j
)

(x))fk(α
rlnk (x))| ≥

1

2k
}.

Since for each k ∈ N and l ∈ {1, . . . N} we have ‖ λkT̃
rlnk

α,Wl
fk −χK ‖F<

1
4k
, by the

same arguments us in the prof of [15, Proposition 3.3, 3.4, 3.5], we obtain that

‖ χCl,k
‖F , ‖ χDl,k

‖F , ‖ χFl,k
‖F<

1

2k

for all k ∈ N and l ∈ {1, . . . , N} .

Put Ak = {x ∈ K : |fk(x) − 1| ≥
1

2k
} and Bk = {x ∈ X − K : |fk(x)| ≥

1

2k
}.

Then, by the same arguments as in the proof of [15, Proposition 3.1, Proposition
3.2] we get that ‖ χAk

‖F , ‖ χBk
‖F<

1
2k
. Let

Ek = (K−A)−
N
⋃

l=1

(α−rlnk(Bk)∪Cl,k∪Dl,k)−
N
⋃

j,l=1

(α(rj−rl)nk(Fj,k)∪α
(rj−rl)nk(Fl,k)).

By the same arguments as in the proof of [15, Proposition 3.6] we can deduce

that ‖ χK − χEk
‖F≤

1 + 3N + 2N2

2k
for all k ∈ N.

Now, by the same arguments as in the prof of [15, Proposition 3.7] we can show
that for each k ∈ N, l ∈ {1, . . . , N} and x ∈ K − (Cl,k ∪ α−rlnk(Bk)) we have

(

rlnk−1
∏

j=0

(

wl ◦ α
j
)

(x))−1 ≤
|λk| |fk ◦ α

rlnk (x) |

1− 1
2k

≤
|λk|
2k

1− 1
2k

=
|λk|

2k − 1
.

Also, by the same arguments as in the proof of [15, Proposition 3.8], we can show
that for each k ∈ N, l ∈ {1, . . . , N} and x ∈ K − (Dl,k ∪ Ak) we have

rlnk
∏

j=1

(

wl ◦ α
−j
)

(x) ≤

1

2k

|fk(x)| |λk|
≤

1
2k

(1− 1
2k
)|λk|

=
1

(2k − 1)|λk|
.

Hence we get for all l ∈ {1, . . . , N} and k ∈ N that
(

sup
x∈Ek

rlnk−1
∏

j=0

(

wl ◦ α
j
)−1

(x)

)(

sup
x∈Ek

rsnk
∏

j=1

(ws ◦ α
−j)(x)

)

≤
|λk|

2k − 1
·

1

(2k − 1)|λk|
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=
1

(2k − 1)2
.

Next, by the same arguments as in the proof of [15, Proposition 3.9] we can obtain
that for each l ∈ {1, . . . , N}, k ∈ N and x ∈ K − Cl,k we have

|λk(

rlnk−1
∏

i=0

(

wl ◦ α
i
)

(x))fk(α
rlnk (x))| ≥ 1−

1

2k
,

and for each k ∈ N, j, l ∈ {1, . . .N} with j 6= l and x ∈ K − α(rj−rl)nk(Fj,k) we
have that

|λk(

rjnk
∏

i=1

(

wj ◦ α
rlnk−i

)

(x))fk(α
rlnk (x))| ≥

1

2k
.

This gives that for all k ∈ N and j, l ∈ {1, . . .N} with j 6= l we have

sup
x∈Ek

∏rjnk

i=1 (wj ◦ α
rlnk−i) (x)

∏rlnk−1
i=0 (wl ◦ αi) (x)

= sup
x∈Ek

|λk(
∏rjnk

i=1 (wj ◦ α
rlnk−i) (x))fk(α

rlnk (x))|

|λk(
∏rlnk−1

i=0 (wl ◦ αi) (x))fk(αrlnk (x))|

≤

1

2k

1−
1

2k

=
1

2k − 1
.

Now we prove (ii) → (i). As in the proof of Proposition 2.16, given non-empty,
open subsets O, V1, ..., VN of F , we can find some f ∈ (O \ {0}) ∩ Fbc and some

gl ∈ (Vl \ {0}) ∩ Fbc for each l ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Set K = supp f ∪
N
⋃

l=1

supp gl. Then

K is compact. For each k ∈ N put

vk = fχEk
+

N
∑

j=1

N
∑

j=1

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl

(fχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

N
∑

l=1

‖ S̃rlnk
α,wl

(glχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

S̃rjnk
α,wj

(gjχEk
).

We have for each j ∈ {1, . . .N} and k ∈ N that

N
∑

l=1

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl

(fχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

N
∑

l=1

‖ S̃rlnk
α,wl(glχEk

) ‖
1
2
F

‖ S̃rjnk
α,wj

(gjχEk
) ‖F

≤

N
∑

l=1

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl

(fχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

N
∑

l=1

‖ S̃rlnk
α,wl(glχEk

) ‖
1
2
F

(

N
∑

l=1

‖ S̃rlnk
α,wl

(glχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

)2

=

(

N
∑

l=1

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl

(fχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

)(

N
∑

l=1

‖ S̃rlnk
α,wl

(glχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

)
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=
∑

1≤l,m≤N

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl

(fχEk
) ‖

1
2
F‖ S̃rmnk

α,wm
(gmχEk

) ‖
1
2
F

≤
∑

1≤l,m≤N

(

sup
x∈Ek

rlnk
∏

i=1

(

wl ◦ α
−i
)

(x)

)
1
2
(

sup
x∈Ek

rmnk−1
∏

i=0

(wm ◦ αi)−1(x)

)
1
2
√

‖ f ‖F ‖ g ‖F .

Therefore, it follows that vk → f in F as k → ∞ by the assumptions in (ii).
Moreover, since for each j, l ∈ {1, . . . , N} with j 6= l we have that for all k ∈ N

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl

(S̃rjnk
α,wj

(gjχEk
) ‖F≤‖ gj ‖F sup

x∈Ek

rlnk
∏

i=1

(wl ◦ α
rjnk−i) (x)

rjnk−1
∏

i=0

(wj ◦ αi) (x)

,

(as shown in the proof of [15, Theorem 2.12]), we can deduce by the similar
arguments as above together with the assumptions in (ii) that

N
∑

l=1

‖ S̃rlnk
α,wl

(glχEk
) ‖

1
2
F

N
∑

l=1

‖ T̃ rlnk
α,wl (fχEk

) ‖
1
2
F

T̃ rjnk
α,wj

(vk) → gj

in F as k → ∞ for each j ∈ {1, . . .N}. �

Once again we notice that the assumption that α is aperiodic is only needed for
the proof of the implication (i) ⇒ (ii) in Proposition 2.20.Therefore, we obtain
the following corollary, which holds for a general homeomorphism α of X.

Corollary 2.21. We have that (ii) implies (i).

(i) The operations T̃ r1
α,w1

, . . . , T̃ rN
α,wN

are disjoint topologically transitive for super-
cyclicity.
(ii) For each compact subset K of X and reach s, l ∈ {1, . . . N} we have

lim
n→∞

[(

sup
x∈K

rln−1
∏

i=0

(

wl ◦ α
i
)−1

(x)

)(

sup
x∈K

rsn
∏

j=1

(ws ◦ α
−j)(x)

)]

= 0,

and for each distinct j, l ∈ {1, . . . , N} we have

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K

rln
∏

i=1

(wl ◦ α
rjn−i) (x)

rjn−1
∏

i=0

(wj ◦ αi)(x)

= 0.

Example 2.22. Let r1 ∈ N, r2 = 6r1, X = R and α(t) = t − 1 for all t ∈ R.

Put w1 = χR− + 1
2
χR+ and w2 = 3χR− + 1

3
χR+ . By some calculations one can

check that the operators T̃ r1
α,w1

and T̃ r21
α,w2

satisfy the conditions of the part (ii) in
Corollary 2.21.

Next we recall the concept of porosity in metric spaces.
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Definition 2.23. Let 0 < λ < 1. A subset E of a metric space X is called
λ-porous at x ∈ E if for each δ > 0 there is an element y ∈ B(x; δ) \ {x} such
that

B(y;λ d(x, y)) ∩ E = ∅.

E is called λ-porous if it is λ-porous at every element of E. Also, E is called
σ-λ-porous if it is a countable union of λ-porous subsets of X.

The following lemma plays a key role in the proof of main results of this section.
This fact is a special case of [17, Lemma 2]; see also [1, Lemma 2].

Lemma 2.24. Let F be a non-empty family of non-empty closed subsets of a
complete metric space X such that for each F ∈ F and each x ∈ X and r > 0
with B(x; r) ∩ F 6= ∅, there exists an element J ∈ F such that

∅ 6= J ∩ B(x; r) ⊆ F ∩ B(x; r)

and F ∩ B(x; r) is not λ-porous at all elements of J ∩ B(x; r). Then, every set
in F is not σ-λ-porous.

In the sequel, we shall consider an arbitrary number 0 < λ ≤ 1
2

and for the
simplicity, we shall just write σ-porous instead of σ-λ-porous for a general λ with
0 < λ ≤ 1

2
.

The proof of the next proposition is motivated by the proof of [1, Theorem 1]
and [10, Theorem 2.3].

Proposition 2.25. For each g ∈ C0(R), the set

Γg := {f ∈ C0(R) | |f(m)| ≥ |g(m)| for all m ∈ Z}

is not σ− porous in C0(R).

Proof. Let 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1
2

and fix some 0 < β < λ. Put

F :=
{

Γg : g ∈ C0(R)
}

.

We will show that the collection F satisfies the conditions of Lemma 2.24. Let
g ∈ C0(R). Without loss of generality, we can assume that g is a nonnegative
function. Obviously, Γg is closed, nonempty subset of C0(R). Let f ∈ C0(R) and
r̃ > 0 be such that B(f, r̃) ∩ Γg 6= ∅. Our aim in the rest of this proof, as in
the proof of [1, Theorem 1] and [10, Theorem 2.3] will be to find a nonnegative
function h ∈ C0(R) such that ∅ 6= B(f, r̃)∩Γh ⊆ B(f, r̃)∩Γg. Let k ∈ B(f, r̃)∩Γg

and r ∈ (0, r̃ − ‖k − f‖∞). Since, k, f, β−1g ∈ C0(R), there exists some N ∈ N

such that

|k(t)|, |f(t)|, β−1g(t) <
r

6
for all t ∈ R with |t| ≥ N. We let δ ∈

(

0, r
100

)

and we define the function

h(t) =



















g(t) + δ for t ∈ [−N,N ],

β−1g(t) for t ∈ (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞),

β−1g(t−N − 1) + (t +N + 1) (δ + g(−N)− β−1g(−N − 1)) , for t ∈ (−N − 1,−N),

g(N) + δ + (t−N) (β−1g(N + 1)− δ − g(N)) for t ∈ (N,N + 1).
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Then h ∈ Γg. To simplify notation, we set M = 2N and for each j ∈ Z∩ [−N,N ],
we put xj = j − N for j ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M}. We let then η be the function from

{x0, x1, . . . , xM} into R given by η(xi) =

{

k(xi)
|k(xi)|

if k(xi) 6= 0, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M},

1 if k(xi) = 0, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M}.

Further, we let η̃ be the piecewise linear function on [−N,N ] connecting the points
(x, η(xi)) where i ∈ {0, . . . ,M}. More precisely, on each segment [xi−1, xi] with
i ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, the function η̃ is given by η̃(t) = η(xi−1)+

t−xi−1

xi−xi−1
(η(xi)− η(xi−1))

for t ∈ [xi−1, xi].
Finally, we construct the function E : R → C by

E(t) =



















k(t) + δη̃(t) for t ∈ [−N,N ],

h(t) for t ∈ (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞),

h(−N − 1) + (t+N + 1) (k(−N) + δη̃(−N)− h(−N − 1)) for t ∈ (−N − 1,−N),

k(N) + δη̃(N) + (t−N) (h(N + 1)− k(N)− δη̃(N)) for t ∈ (N,N + 1).

.

Then E ∈ C0(R) since h ∈ C0(R), and k, η̃ are continuous. We notice that by the
triangle inequality, for all t ∈ (N,N + 1) we have

|E(t)| = |(N + 1− t)(k(N) + δη̃(N)) + (t−N)h(N + 1)|

≤ (N+1−t)(|k(N)|+δ)+(t−N)β−1g(N+1) ≤ (N+1−t)
(r

6
+

r

100

)

+(t−N)
r

6

≤
r

6
+

r

100
<

r

3
.

Similarly, we have for all t ∈ (−N − 1,−N ] that |E(t)| < r
3
. Therefore,

|E(t)− f(t)| ≤ |E(t)|+ |f(t)| ≤
r

3
+

r

6
=

r

2
< r̃.

for all t ∈ (−N − 1,−N) ∪ (N,N + 1). Let now t ∈ [−N,N ]. Then there exists
some i ∈ {1, . . . ,M} such that t ∈ [xi−1, xi], hence, we obtain that

|k(t)− E(t)| = δ|η̃(t)| = δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

η(xi−1) +
t− xi−1

xi − xi−1
(η(xi)− η(xi−1))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δ

[(

1−
t− xi−1

xi − xi−1

)

|η(xi−1)|+
t− xi−1

xi − xi−1
|η(xi)|

]

≤ δ.

This holds for all t ∈ [−N,N ]. Therefore, for all t ∈ [−N,N ] we obtain

|E(t)− f(t)| ≤ |E(t)− k(t)|+ ‖k − f‖∞ < δ + ‖k − f‖∞ < r + ‖k − f‖∞ < r̃

Finally, for all t ∈ (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞), we get that

|E(t)− f(t)| ≤ |E(t)|+ |f(t)| = β−1g(t) + |f(t)| <
r

3
< r̃.

Hence, ‖E − f‖∞ < r̃. Moreover, for all m ∈ Z ∩ [−N,N ], we have that

|E(m)| = |k(m) + δη(m)| = |k(m)|+ δ,

since η̃(m) = η(m) for all m ∈ Z ∩ [−N,N ]. Hence, we deduce that

|E(m)| = |k(m)|+ δ ≥ g(m) + δ = h(m),

and for each m ∈ Z ∩ (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞), |E(m)| = h(m), so E ∈ Γh.

Thus, ∅ 6= B(f, r̃) ∩ Γh ⊆ B(f, r̃) ∩ Γg.
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As in the proof of [1, Theorem 1] and [10, Theorem 2.3], we let then u ∈
B(f, r̃) ∩ Γh, r

′

= min {δ, λ(r̃ − ‖f − u‖∞)} and we pick some v ∈ B(u, r
′

). We
let Θ be the function from

Z ∩ ((−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞))

into C given by Θ(m) =

{

v(m)
|v(m)|

if v(m) 6= 0,

1 if v(m) = 0,
and we let Θ̃ be the piecewise

linear function from (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞) into C connecting the points
(m,Θ(m)) where m ∈ Z∩((−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞)) . More precisely, on each

segment [m− 1, m] with m ∈ Z ∩ ((−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 2,∞)), the function Θ̃
is given as

Θ̃(t) = Θ(m− 1) + (t+ 1−m)(Θ(m)−Θ(m− 1))

for t ∈ [m− 1, m]. By the triangle inequality, it follows that |Θ̃(t)| ≤ 1 for all t ∈
(−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞).
Finally, we construct the function γ : R → C given by

γ(t) =



















v(t) if t ∈ [−N,N ],

v(t) + β|u(t)− v(t)|Θ̃(t) for t ∈ (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞),

v(t) + (t−N)|β|u(N + 1)− v(N + 1)|Θ̃(N + 1) for t ∈ (N,N + 1),

v(t)− (t +N)β|u(−N − 1)− v(−N − 1)|Θ̃(−N − 1) for t ∈ (−N − 1,−N).

Since Θ̃ is continuous, |Θ̃(t)| ≤ 1 for all t ∈ (−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞) and
u, v ∈ C0(R), it is not hard to see that γ ∈ C0(R). Also, from the construction
of the function γ it follows that ‖γ − v‖∞ ≤ β‖u − v‖∞ ≤ λ‖u − v‖∞. For
m ∈ Z ∩ ((−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞)) we have

γ(m) =

{

v(m)
(

1 + β|u(m)−v(m)
|v(m)|

)

if v(m) 6= 0,

β|u(m)| if v(m) = 0,
because Θ̃(m) = Θ(m) for all

m ∈ Z∩((−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞)) . Thus, since |u(m)| ≥ h(m) for all m ∈ Z,

we get

|γ(m)| = |v(m)|+ β|u(m)− v(m)| ≥ β|u(m)| ≥ βh(m) = g(m)

for all m ∈ Z ∩ ((−∞,−N − 1] ∪ [N + 1,∞)) .
Moreover, since v ∈ B(u, r

′

), we have ‖u− v‖∞ ≤ r
′

≤ δ, hence
|γ(m)| = |v(m)| ≥ |u(m)| − δ ≥ h(m) − δ = g(m) for all m ∈ Z ∩ [−N,N ].
Therefore, B(v, λ‖u− v‖∞) ∩B(f, r̃) ∩ Γg 6= ∅. �

We obtain the following corollary of Proposition 2.25.

Corollary 2.26. Consider the weighted composition operator T̃α,w on C0(R) given

by T̃α,w(f) = w · (f ◦ α), where 0 < w,w−1 ∈ Cb(R), and α is a homeomorphism
of R.
If limn→∞

∏n

k=1(w ◦ α−k)−1(n) = 0, then the set
{

f ∈ C0(R) : ‖T̃
n
α,w(f)‖∞ ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N

}

is not σ-porous. In particular, the set of non-hypercyclic vectors for the operator T̃α,w

is not σ-porous in C0(R).
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Proof. We let g be the piecewise linear function on R
+ connecting the points

(

n,
∏n

k=1(w ◦ α−k)−1(n)
)

where n ∈ N. More precisely, for each n ∈ N, we let

g(t) =

n
∏

k=1

(w ◦ α−k)−1(n)

+(t− n)

(

n+1
∏

k=1

(w ◦ α−k)−1(n+ 1)−
n
∏

k=1

(w ◦ α−k)−1(n)

)

for t ∈ [n, n+ 1], whereas for t ∈ [0, 1], we put g(t) = t(w ◦ α−k)−1(1). Moreover,
we let g(t) = 0 for t ≤ 0. It is easily seen that g ≥ 0 and g ∈ C0(R) since
limn→∞

∏n

k=1(w ◦ α−k)−1(n) = 0 by the assumption. By Proposition 2.25 , the
set Γg is not σ-porous. Now, for each f ∈ Γg and n ∈ N, we have that

‖T̃ n
α,w(f)‖∞ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∏

k=1

(w ◦ αn−k)(f ◦ αn)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∏

k=1

(w ◦ α−k)f

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

≥
n
∏

k=1

(w ◦ α−k)(n)|f(n)| ≥
n
∏

k=1

(w ◦ α−k)(n)g(n) = 1.

�
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