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Trichotomy for the orbits of a hypercyclic operator on a Banach space

Jian Li

Abstract. We obtain a trichotomy for the orbits of a hypercyclic operator ) on
a separable Banach space -: (1) every vector is mean asymptotic to zero; (2)
generic vectors are absolutely mean irregular; (3) every hypercyclic vector is
mean divergent to infinity. Examples of weighted backward shifts on ℓ ? show
that all three cases can happen.

1. Introduction

Let (-, ‖ · ‖) be a separable Banach space and ) : - → - be a bounded linear
operator. For a vector G ∈ -, the orbit of G is the set {)=G : G ≥ 0}, where )= is
the =th composition of ). The study of the behaviors of the orbits of an operator
has attracted a lot of attention. Particularly, the Chapter III of the book [3] is
entitled The Orbit of a Linear Operator. According to [3, Chapter III], by “regular”
orbits, we mean for instance that the orbit may tend to infinity, or may tend to
zero, or may stay inside a ball centered at 0, or may stay outside a ball centered
at 0. Thanks to the Jordan decomposition theorem, every orbit for an operator on
a finite-dimensional space is regular, see e.g. [8, Proposition 2.57]. The opposite
case is the irregular orbits, that is which satisfy

lim inf
=→∞

‖)=G‖ = 0 and lim sup
=→∞

‖)=G‖ = ∞.

A special case of irregular orbits are those of hypercyclic vectors. A vector G ∈ -
is called a hypercyclic vector if the orbit of G is dense in the whole space, and
an operator ) is called hypercyclic if there is some hypercyclic vector in -. In
fact, a hypercyclic vector is called a transitive point in the context of topological
dynamics. By the Birkhoff transitivity theorem (see e.g. [8, Theorem 1.16]), if )
is hypercyclic then the collection of hypercyclic vectors is a dense �� subset of
-.

In [4, Theorem 5], Bermúdez et al. characterized Li-Yorke chaos in terms of
the existence of irregular vectors. Recall that an operator ) : - → - is called
Li-Yorke chaotic if there exists an uncountable subset ( of - such that every pair
G, H ∈ ( of distinct points we have

lim inf
=→∞

‖)=G − )=H‖ = 0 and lim sup
=→∞

‖)=G − )=H‖ > 0.
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In the study of distributional chaos of operators on Banach spaces [6], Bernardes
et al. introduced the concept of absolutely mean irregular vectors, that is a vector
G ∈ - is an absolutely mean irregular if

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0 and lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

Furthermore, in [5] Bernardes et al. characterized mean Li-Yorke chaos in terms
of the existence of absolutely mean irregular vectors, and characterized dense
mean Li-Yorke chaos in terms of the existence of a dense (or residual) set of
absolutely mean irregular vectors. Recall that an operator ) : - → - is called
(dense) mean Li-Yorke chaotic if there exists a (dense) uncountable subset ( of -
such that every pair G, H ∈ ( of distinct points we have

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G − ) 8H‖ = 0 and lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G − ) 8H‖ > 0.

In this paper, we study behaviors of orbits in the mean sense of a hypercyclic
operator and obtain the following trichotomy.

Theorem 1.1. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a separable Banach space -. If )
is hypercyclic, then exactly one of three assertions holds:

(1) every vector is mean asymptotic to zero, that is for every G ∈ -,

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0;

(2) generic vectors are absolutely mean irregular, that is there exists a residual subset
-0 of - such that for every G ∈ -0,

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0

and

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞;

(3) every hypercyclic vector is mean divergent to infinity, that is for every hypercyclic
vector G ∈ -,

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

Let ℒ(-) be the collection of all bounded linear operators from - to itself.
The strong operator topology on ℒ(-) is defined as follows: every ) ∈ ℒ(-) has a
neighborhood basis consisting of sets of the form

+G1 ,... ,G= ,�,) = {( ∈ ℒ(-) : ‖(G8 − )G8 ‖ < �, 8 = 1, . . . , =},

where G1, . . . , G= ∈ - and � > 0. It is not easy to see that, the Rolewicz’s operator,
) : ℓ ?(N) → ℓ ?(N), (G1, G2, . . . ) ↦→ �(G2, G3, . . . ) with |�| > 1, has a residual set
of absolutely mean irregular vectors, see e.g. [5, Corollary 30] or Corollary 3.2
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in Section 3. The following result reveals that there are plenty of hypercyclic
operators with a residual set of absolutely mean irregular vectors.

Theorem 1.2. If - is an infinite-dimensional separable Banach space, then the collection
of hypercyclic operators with a residual set of absolutely mean irregular vectors is dense
in ℒ(-) with respect to the strong operator topology.

It is shown in [5, Theorem 17] that if ) : - → - is a bounded linear operator
on a separable Banach space - then ) is a densely mean Li-Yorke chaotic if and
only if it has a residual set of absolutely mean irregular vectors. So we have the
following consequence.

Corollary 1.3. Every infinite-dimensional separable Banach space admits a dense mean
Li-Yorke chaotic operator.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are proved in Sections 2 and 3 respectively. In Section 3
we also strengthen Theorem 1.2 a litter bit for operators on a Hilbert space, see
Theorem 3.5, and present some examples of weighted backward shifts on ℓ ? for
the three cases in Theorem 1.1.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. To this end, we need some
preparations.

For a (general) dynamical system, we mean a pair (-, )), where (-, 3) is a
metric space and ) : - → - is a continuous map. Following [10], we say that
a dynamical system (-, )) is mean equicontinuous if for every � > 0 there exists
� > 0 such that for every G, H ∈ - with 3(G, H) < �,

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

3() 8G, ) 8H) < �,

and mean sensitive if there exists � > 0 such that for non-empty open subset * of
-, there exist two points G and H in * satisfying

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

3() 8G, ) 8H) ≥ �.

It is show in [10, Corollary 5.5] that for a dynamical system on a compact
metric space, if it is minimal then it either mean equicontinuous or mean sen-
sitive. The authors in [9] studied mean equicontinutity and mean sensitivity
for endomorphisms of completely metrizable groups and obtained the following
dichotomy.

Theorem 2.1 ([9, Theorem 4.9]). Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a Banach space
-. Then either ) is mean equicontinuous or mean sensitive.

Combining [9, Lemma 4.5 and Proposition 4.33], we have the following result.
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Proposition 2.2. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a Banach space -. Then ) is
mean sensitive if and only if there exists a residual subset -0 of - such that for every
G ∈ -0,

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

We have the following property about the orbits of mean equicontinuous
operators.

Proposition 2.3. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a Banach space -. Assume
that ) is mean equicontinuous.

(1) For a vector G ∈ -, if lim inf=→∞ ‖)=G‖ = 0, then

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0.

(2) The collection of vectors G in - satisfying

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0.

is a closed subspace of -.

Proof. As ) is mean equicontinuous, for every � > 0 there exists � > 0 such that
for any D, E ∈ - with ‖D − E‖ < �,

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8(D − E)‖ < �.

(1) Fix a vector G ∈ - with lim inf=→∞ ‖)=G‖ = 0. For the above �, there exists
@ ∈ N such that ‖)@G‖ < �. Then

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8()@G)‖ < �.

and

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = lim sup
=→∞

1
= + @

=+@∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖

= lim sup
=→∞

(
=

= + @

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8()@G)‖ +
1

= + @

@∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖

)

< �.

By the arbitrariness of �, one has

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0.

(2) By the triangle inequality of norm, it is easy to see that

-0 =

{
G ∈ - : lim

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0
}
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is a subspace of -. Let H ∈ - be an accumulation point of -0. For the above �,
there exists a vector I ∈ -0 such that ‖I − H‖ < �. Then

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ ≤ lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

(‖) 8(I − H)‖ + ‖) 8I‖) < �.

By the arbitrariness of � again, one has

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ = 0.

This shows that -0 is closed. �

We divide the proof of Theorem 1.1 into two parts. First by the dichotomy
result of Theorem 2.1, we have the following dichotomy on the orbits, which
implies the case (1) in Theorem 1.1 and its opposite side.

Proposition 2.4. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a separable Banach space -. If
) is hypercyclic, then either for every G ∈ -,

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0

or there exists a residual subset -0 of - such that for every G ∈ -0

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, ) is either mean equicontinuous or mean sensitive. First
assume that ) is mean equicontinuous. For every hypercyclic vector G ∈ -, one
has lim inf=→∞ ‖)=G‖ = 0. Then by Proposition 2.3 (1),

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0.

As the collection of hypercyclic vectors is dense in -, by Proposition 2.3 (2) one
has for every H ∈ -,

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ = 0.

Now assume that ) is mean sensitive. Then by Proposition 2.2, there exists a
residual subset -0 of - such that for every G ∈ -0

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

This ends the proof. �

By the proof of Proposition 2.4, we have the following consequence.
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Corollary 2.5. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a Banach space -. If ) is
hypercyclic then ) is mean equicontinuous if and only if for every G ∈ -,

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0.

For a subset � of N, the upper density of � is defined by

dens(�) = lim sup
=→∞

#(� ∩ [1, =])
=

,

and the lower density of � is

dens(�) = lim inf
=→∞

#(� ∩ [1, =])
=

,

where #(·) denotes the number of elements of a finite set.
Let ) : - → - be a bounded linear operator on a Banach space -. We say

that ) is frequently hypercyclic provided that there exists a vector G ∈ -, called
a frequently hypercyclic vector for ), such that for any non-empty open subset *
of -, {= ∈ N : )=G ∈ *} has positive lower density, and U-frequently hypercyclic
provided that there exists a vector G ∈ -, called a U-frequently hypercyclic vector
for ), such that such that for any non-empty open subset * of -, {= ∈ N : )=G ∈

*} has positive upper density.

Remark 2.6. Assume that ) : - → - is U-frequently hypercyclic. For any U-
frequently hypercyclic vector G ∈ -, one has

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ ≥ lim sup
=→∞

1
=

#({1 ≤ 8 ≤ = : ) 8G ∈ - \ {H ∈ - : ‖H‖ ≤ 1}) > 0.

By Proposition 2.4, there exists a residual subset -0 of - such that for every
G ∈ -0,

lim sup
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

Now we consider the case (3) in Theorem 1.1 and its opposite side.

Proposition 2.7. Let ) be an operator on a separable Banach space -. If ) is hypercyclic,
then either there exists a residual subset -0 of - such that for every G ∈ -0

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0,

or for every hypercyclic vector G ∈ -

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = ∞.

Proof. Assume that there exists a hypercyclic vector G ∈ - such that

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ < ∞.
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Let

" = lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖.

Then for every < ∈ N,

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8()<G)‖ = ".

For every : ∈ N, let

-: =

{
H ∈ - : lim inf

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ ≤ "
:

}
.

It is easy to see that

-: =

∞⋂

#=1

{
H ∈ - : ∃= ≥ # s.t.

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ < "
: + 1

#

}
.

Then -: is a �� subset of -. As G is hypercyclic, {)<G : < ∈ N} is dense in -.
Note that { 1

:)
<G : < ∈ N} ⊂ -: . Therefore -: is dense in -. As

-0 :=

{
H ∈ - : lim inf

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ = 0

}
=

∞⋂

:=1

-: .

we have that -0 is residual in -. �

Now combining Propositions 2.4 and 2.7, we get Theorem 1.1.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 and some examples

We say that a bounded linear operator ) on a Banach space - satisfies the
Kitai criterion if there exist two dense subsets � and � of - and a map ( : � → �

such that )(H = H, ) :G → 0 and (:H → 0 as : → ∞ for any G ∈ � and H ∈ �, and
a vector subset . of - is an absolutely mean irregular manifold if every non-zero
vector in . is absolutely mean irregular for ).

Theorem 3.1 ([5, Theorem 29]). Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a separable
Banach space -. If

{
G ∈ - : lim

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0
}

is dense in -, then either

(1) for every G ∈ -, lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0, or

(2) ) admits a dense absolutely mean irregular manifold.

Corollary 3.2. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a separable Banach space -. If
) satisfies the Kitai criterion and has a non-trivial periodic point then ) admits a dense
absolutely mean irregular manifold.
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Proof. Let � be the dense subset of - in the definition of the Kitai criterion. For

every G ∈ �, lim
=→∞

‖)=G‖ = 0, then lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0. As ) has a non-trivial

periodic point, the case (1) in Theorem 3.1 can not happen. Then ) admits a
dense absolutely mean irregular manifold. �

By the proof of Theorem 1.1, it is easy to see that the collection of absolutely
mean irregular vectors is ��. If an operator admits a dense absolutely mean
irregular manifold, then the collection of absolutely mean irregular vectors is
residual. Therefore, Theorem 1.2 is a directly consequence of the following
result.

Theorem 3.3. If - is an infinite-dimensional separable Banach space, then the collection
of hypercyclic operators admitting a dense absolutely mean irregular manifold is dense
in ℒ(-) with respect to the strong operator topology.

Proof. By the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [12], there exists a bounded linear operator
�+) on - satisfying the Kitai criterion. Then �+) is mixing (see e.g. [8, Theorem
3.4]). In particular, �+) is hypercyclic. Let G0 be the point in the proof of Lemma
2.5 in [12]. Then ‖G0‖ = 1 and )G0 = 0, which implies that G0 is a non-trivial
fixed point for � + ). By Corollary 3.2, � + ) admits a dense absolutely mean
irregular manifold. By the proof of Theorem 8.18 in [8], the similarity orbit of
� + ),

S(� + )) = {�−1(� + ))�;� : - → - invertible},
is dense in ℒ(-) with respect to the strong operator topology. It is clear that
the property of admitting a dense absolutely mean irregular manifold is invari-
ant under similarity. So the collection of hypercyclic operators with a dense
absolutely mean irregular manifold is dense in ℒ(-) with respect to the strong
operator topology. �

We will need the following result about a sufficient condition for the case (2)
in Theorem 1.1. We refer the reader to [1, Chapter 5] about ergodic measures of
an operator.

Proposition 3.4. Let ) be a bounded linear operator on a separable Banach space -.

If ) admits an ergodic measure � with full support such that
∫
-
‖G‖3�(G) < ∞, then

there is a residual subset of absolutely mean irregular vectors.

Proof. As the function 5 : - → R, G ↦→ ‖G‖, is integrable, by the Birkhoff ergodic
theorem (see e.g. [1, Theorem 5.3]) for �-a.e. vector G ∈ -,

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ =

∫

-

‖I‖3�(I) > 0.

As � is ergodic with full support, the collection of hypercyclic vectors has full
measure. In particular, there exists a hypercyclic vector G ∈ - such that

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ =

∫

-

‖I‖3�(I) > 0.
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So cases (1) and (3) in Theorem 1.1 can not happen. This implies that there is a
residual subset of absolutely mean irregular vectors. �

If in addition - is a separable Hilbert space. The strong∗ operator topology on
ℒ(-) is defined as follows: any ) ∈ ℒ(-) has a neighborhood basis consisting
of sets of the form

+ ∗
G1 ,... ,G= ,�,)

= {( ∈ ℒ(-) : ‖(G8 − )G8 ‖ < �, ‖(∗G8 − )∗G8 ‖ < �, 8 = 1, . . . , =},

where G1, . . . , G= ∈ -, � > 0 and )∗ is the adjoint operator of ). It is clear that
the strong operator topology is coarser than the strong∗ operator topology. For
" > 0, the closed ball ℒ"(-) = {) ∈ ℒ(-) : ‖)‖ ≤ "} with respect to strong
operator topology or strong∗ operator topology becomes a Polish (separable and
completely metrizable) space, see e.g. [13, Section 4.6.2]. For the operators on a
Hilbert space, we can strengthen Theorem 1.2 as follows.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that - is an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space and
" > 1. Then the intersection of the collection of hypercyclic operators with a residual
subset of absolutely mean irregular vectors and ℒ"(-) is a dense �� subset of ℒ"(-)

with respect to the strong∗ operator topology.

Proof. Fix " > 1. We first show that the collection of hypercyclic operators with
a residual subset of absolutely mean irregular vectors is a �� subset of ℒ"(-)

with respect to the strong operator topology. Let U be a countable topological
basis of - consisting of non-empty open subsets. For every two sets * and + in
U , let

T (*,+) = {) ∈ ℒ(-) : ∃= ∈ N s.t. )=* ∩+ ≠ ∅}

For every = ∈ N, the map ℒ"(-) → ℒ"(-), ) ↦→ )= is continuous with respect
to the strong operator topology, see e.g. [7, Lemma 2.1]. Then T"(*,+) is an
open subset of ℒ"(-). By the Birkhoff transitivity theorem (see e.g. [8, Theorem
1.16]), the collection of hypercyclic operators is the set

⋂

*,+∈U

T (*,+),

which is a �� subset of ℒ"(-).
For every set * in U and # ∈ N, let

ℳ(*, #) =

{
) ∈ ℒ"(-) : ∃= > # and G ∈ * s.t.

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ <
1
#
,

∃< > # and H ∈ * s.t.
1
<

<∑

8=1

‖) 8H‖ > #

}
.

Then ℳ(*, #) is an open subset of ℒ"(-). It is not hard to check that the
collection of operators with a residual subset of absolutely mean irregular vectors
is the set ⋂

*∈U ,#∈N

ℳ(*, #),

which is a �� subset of ℒ"(-).
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Since the strong∗ operator topology is finer than the strong operator topology,
this collection is also a �� subset of ℒ"(-) with respect to the strong∗ operator
topology. By [7, Corollary 2.12] the collection G-MIX(-) of operators in ℒ"(-)

which admit a mixing invariant measure in the Gaussian sense with full support
is dense in ℒ"(-) with respect to the strong∗ operator topology. By Fernique’s
integrability theorem (see e.g. [1, Exercise 5.5]), every Gaussian measure �

has finite moments of all orders, in particular,
∫
-
‖G‖3�(G) < ∞. According

to Proposition 3.4, every operators in G-MIX(-) admits a residual subset of
absolutely mean irregular vectors. This end the proof. �

To conclude this paper, we provide some examples for each case of Theo-
rem 1.1. Following [11], we say that an operator ) : - → - is absolutely Cesáro
bounded if there exists a constant � > 0 such that

sup
=∈N

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ ≤ �‖G‖

for all G ∈ -. It is shown in [9, Theorem 4.32] that an operator is absolutely
Cesáro bounded if and only if it mean equicontinuous.

Example 3.6. According to [11, Theorem 3.5 and Remark 3.6], for each 1 ≤ ? < ∞

there exists a mixing unilateral weighted backward shift operator ) on ℓ ?(N)
which is absolutely Cesáro bounded. As it is also mean equicontinuous, by
Corollary 2.5 for any G ∈ ℓ ?(N), one has

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ = 0.

This operator ) satisfies the case (1) in the Theorem 1.1.

By Theorems 1.2 and 3.5, there are plenty of hypercyclic operators which
satisfy the case (2) in the Theorem 1.1. The following example in [5] is more
subtle.

Example 3.7. According to [5, Theorem 37], for each 1 ≤ ? < ∞ there exists a
bilateral shift ) on ℓ ?(E,Z) such that ) is hypercyclic and completely absolutely
mean irregular, that is every non-zero vector is absolutely mean irregular.

Example 3.8. According to [2, Theorem 7], there exists a frequently hypercyclic
weighted shift ) on 20(Z) that is not distributionally chaotic. In fact, it is proved in
subsection 6.3 of [2] that the orbit of every non-zero vector is not distributionally
near 0, that is for every non-zero vector G ∈ - there exists � = �(G) > 0 such that

dens({= ∈ N : ‖)=G‖ ≥ �}) > 0.

Then for every non-zero vector G ∈ -,

lim inf
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖) 8G‖ ≥ �dens({= ∈ N : ‖)=G‖ ≥ �}) > 0.

This shows that ) satisfies the case (3) in the Theorem 1.1.
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If one does not require the frequent hypercyclicity, there are relatively simple
examples for the case (3) in the Theorem 1.1 as follows.

Proposition 3.9. There exists a hypercyclic weighted backward shift �F on ℓ ?(Z) with
1 ≤ ? < ∞ such that for every non-zero vector G ∈ ℓ ?(Z),

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖�8
FG‖ = ∞.

Proof. Let 08 = 22+8 , 18 = 08 + 8 − 1 + 8, and 28 = 18 + 28 for 8 ∈ N. Define a weight
F = (F=)=∈Z as follows:

F= =




2, = > 0;
1
2
, 08 + 1 ≤ −= ≤ 18 for some 8 ∈ N;

2, 18 + 1 ≤ −= ≤ 28 for some 8 ∈ N;

1, otherwise,

The product
∏0

9=−=
F 9 is decreasing for −= in [08 + 1, 18] and increasing for −=

in [18 + 1, 08+1]. In particular, for every 8 ∈ N,

0∏

9=−18

F 9 =
1
28
, and

0∏

9=−=

F 9 = 28 for 28 ≤ −= ≤ 08+1.

Let �F be the weighted backward shift on ℓ ?(Z) with the weight F. It is clear
that

lim
8→+∞

0∏

9=−18

F 9 = 0, lim
=→+∞

=∏

9=1

F 9 = ∞.

As 1
2
≤ |F 9 | ≤ 2 for all 9 ∈ Z, for any : ∈ Z,

lim
8→+∞

:∏

9=:−18

F 9 = 0 lim
8→+∞

18+:∏

9=:+1

F 9 = ∞.

By the hypercyclic characterization of weighted backward shifts (see e.g. [8,
Example 4.5]), �F is hypercyclic.

Note that

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖�8
F40‖ = lim

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

0∏

9=−8+1

F 9

≥ lim
8→∞

1
28

28−1(08 − 28−1) = ∞.

For all 9 ∈ Z, as there exists a positive constant 
 = 
(9) such that 4 9 = 
�
−9
F 40,

we have

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖�8
F4 9 ‖ = lim

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖�8
F(
�

−9
F 40)‖ = ∞.
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For every G = (G=)=∈Z ∈ ℓ ?(Z), if G ≠ 0, there exists 9 ∈ Z such that G 9 ≠ 0. Then

lim
=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖�8
FG‖ ≥ lim

=→∞

1
=

=∑

8=1

‖�8
F(G 94 9)‖ = ∞.

This ends the proof. �
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