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Distributionally chaotic �0-semigroups on complex sectors

Zhen JIANG, Jian LI, and Yini YANG

Abstract. We explore distributional chaos for �0-semigroups of linear opera-
tors on Banach spaces whose index set is a sector in the complex plane. We
establish the relationship between distributional sensitivity and distributional
chaos by characterizing them in terms of distributionally (semi-)irregular vec-
tors. Additionally, we provide conditions under which a �0-semigroup admits
a linear manifold of distributionally irregular vectors. Furthermore, we delve
into the study of distributional chaos for the translation �0-semigroup on
weighted !?-spaces with a complex sector as the index set. We obtain a
sufficient condition for dense distributional chaos, expressed in terms of the
weight. In particular, we construct an example of a translation �0-semigroup
with a complex sector index set that is Devaney chaotic but not distributionally
chaotic.

1. Introduction

In the past twenty years, a lot of researches has focused on various chaotic
behaviors of linear operators, such as Devaney chaos [15], Li-Yorke chaos [4, 6],
distributional chaos [5, 8], and mean Li-Yorke chaos [7]. To study the asymp-
totic behavior of the solutions of some differential equations, Desch, Schap-
pacher, and Webb carried out a systematic study of the chaotic properties of
a C0-semigroup in [13]. Now many of these results have been extended to
�0-semigroups, which can be regarded as a continuous generalization com-
pared with the iteration of a single operator. We refer the reader to the
monographs [15, 3] for more details on linear systems and to the book [14]
for �0-semigroups.

Recall that a one-parameter family {)C}C∈R+ of continuous linear operators
on a Banach space - is a �0-semigroup if )0 = �, )B ◦ )C = )B+C for all B, C ≥ 0,
and limB→C )BG = )CG, for all G ∈ - and C ≥ 0. Researchers have established
connections between the behavior of full orbits under the �0-semigroup and
the behavior of discrete orbits corresponding to the iterates of the operators
in the semigroup. In [10], Conejero et al. proved that every single operator
in a hypercyclic �0-semigroup is also hypercyclic. Similar results hold for the
property of distributional chaos [1] and mean Li-Yorke chaos [7].

Recently, researchers have discussed various kinds of the dynamical prop-
erties of the translation �0-semigroups on complex sectors of the form Δ :=

Δ(
) = {A4 8� : A ≥ 0, |� | ≤ 
}, for some 
 ∈ (0,�/2), such as Devaney chaos [11],
hypercyclicity [12] and recurrent hypercyclicity criterion [18]. In [20], Yao et al.
studied distributional chaotic translation �0-semigroups on complex sectors.
In [9], Chaouchi et al. discussed the 5 -frequently hypercyclicity �0-semigroups
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on complex sectors. In [16], He et al. investigated transitivity and Li-Yorke
chaos for �0-semigroups on complex sectors.

For the �0-semigroup on complex sectors {)C}C∈Δ, the situation becomes
more complicated. On the one hand, the �0-semigroup {)C}C∈Δ and its non-
trivial operators no longer exhibit similar dynamical properties. For example,
Conejero and Peris [12] constructed a hypercyclic �0-semigroups {)C}C∈Δ with a
non-hypercyclic operator )C0 for any C0 ∈ Δ. On the other hand, the dynamical
behavior of the semigroup on a complex sector index set is much richer. It is
well known that a continuous linear operator ) : - → - must be sensitive if it
is Li-Yorke chaotic (resp. distributional sensitive if it is distributional chaotic).
In fact, this result is also valid for the �0-semigroup {)C}C∈R+ . Surprisingly,
He et al. [16] constructed a �0-semigroup on a complex sector that is Li-Yorke
chaotic but not sensitive.

Using techniques from topological dynamics, the authors in [17] character-
ize three types of chaos within the framework of continuous endomorphisms
of completely metrizable groups. In this paper, we extend this investigation
to explore distributional chaos for �0-semigroups on complex sectors. We
provide a characterization of distributional chaos in terms of semi-irregular
vectors (respectively, irregular vectors) for �0-semigroups on complex sectors.
Unlike Li-Yorke chaos, we observe that a distributionally chaotic semigroup
on a complex sector index set must exhibit distributional sensitivity. The key
insight is to demonstrate that the upper density of a measurable set in a com-
plex sector remains invariant under translation (See Lemma 2.1). Furthermore,
in [2] the authors showed that Devaney chaos implies distributional chaos for
the translation semigroup with R+ as an index set. However, we present an
example illustrating that Devaney chaos does not necessarily imply distribu-
tional chaos for �0-semigroups on complex sectors (See Example 4.9). Notably,
the translation semigroup constructed in this example exhibits distributional
chaos when restricted to a ray, which contrasts with the case of nonnegative
real number indices (See [1] and [8]).

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some notations and
preliminaries. In Section 3, we study distributional sensitivity and distribu-
tional chaos for a �0-semigroup with a complex sector index set. In particular,
using the so-called distributional semi-irregular vectors and distributional ir-
regular vectors, we characterize distributional sensitivity and distributional
chaos, and investigate their relationships for the �0-semigroup with a com-
plex sector as an index set. In Section 4, we further study the translation
�0-semigroup on weighted !?-spaces. We give a sufficient condition for dense
distributional chaos expressed in terms of the weight. In particular, we con-
struct an example of a translation �0-semigroup on a complex sector that is
Devaney chaotic but not distributional chaotic.

2. Preliminaries

Let N denote the set of all positive integers, R the set of all real numbers and
C the complex plane. A complex sector in C is defined as Δ(
) = {A4 8� ∈ C : A ≥
0, |� | ≤ 
}, for some 
 ∈ (0,�/2). For every A > 0, we define ΔA(
) = {C ∈
Δ(
) : |C | < A}. It is clear that every complex sector Δ(
) forms a semigroup
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under the operation of addition. When the parameter 
 is unambiguous, we
will denote Δ(
) simply by Δ for brevity.

Let � be a Lebesgue measurable subset of a complex sector Δ. The Lebesgue
measure of � is denoted by �(�). The upper density of � (with respect to Δ) is
defined as

dens(�) = lim sup
A→∞

�(� ∩ ΔA)
�(ΔA)

,

and the lower density of � is defined as

dens(�) = lim inf
A→∞

�(� ∩ ΔA)
�(ΔA)

.

If dens(�) = dens(�), the common value is called the density of �, denoted by
dens(�).

For � ⊂ Δ and C0 ∈ Δ, let � − C0 = {B ∈ Δ : B + C0 ∈ �} and � + C0 = {B ∈
Δ : B − C0 ∈ �}. We will need the following key lemma, which shows that the
upper density of a measurable set is invariant under translation.

Lemma 2.1. Let � ⊂ Δ be a measurable subset and C0 ∈ Δ. Then

dens(�) = dens(� − C0) = dens(� + C0).

Proof. Since C0 ∈ Δ, we denote C0 = A04
8�0 where A0 > 0 and |�0 | < 
. First we

show that dens(�) = dens(�− C0). For any A > 0, C0 +ΔA ⊂ ΔA+A0 . Thus we have

(� ∩ ΔA+A0) \ (ΔA+A0 \ (C0 + ΔA)) − C0 = � ∩ ΔA+A0 ∩ (C0 + ΔA) − C0
⊂ � ∩ (C0 + ΔA) − C0 = (� − C0) ∩ ΔA

⊂ � ∩ ΔA+A0 − C0,
and �(� ∩ ΔA+A0) − �(ΔA+A0) + �(ΔA) ≤ �((� − C0) ∩ ΔA) ≤ �(� ∩ ΔA+A0). Then

dens(� − C0) = lim sup
A→∞

�((� − C0) ∩ ΔA)
�(ΔA)

≥ lim sup
A→∞

�(ΔA+A0)
�(ΔA)

1
�(ΔA+A0)

(�(� ∩ ΔA+A0) − �(ΔA+A0) + �(ΔA))

= lim sup
A→∞

�(� ∩ ΔA+A0)
�(ΔA+A0)

= dens(�)

and

dens(� − C0) = lim sup
A→∞

�((� − C0) ∩ ΔA)
�(ΔA)

≤ lim sup
A→∞

�(ΔA+A0)
�(ΔA)

�(� ∩ ΔA+A0)
�(ΔA+A0)

= dens(�).

This implies that dens(� − C0) = dens(�).
Since (� + C0) − C0 = �, dens(� + C0) = dens(�). �

Let - be a topological space. A subset of - is called a �� set if it can be
expressed as the countable intersection of open subsets of -, a Cantor set if it is
homeomorphic to the Cantor ternary set in the unit interval. In a completely
metrizable space -, a subset of - is called residual if it contains a dense ��
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subset of -. The following classical result is due to Mycielski [19], which is an
important topological tool to construct a chaotic set.

Theorem 2.2. Let - be a completely metrizable space without isolated points and '
be a dense �� subset of - × -. Then for every sequence ($ 9)9 of nonempty open
subsets of -, there exists a sequence ( 9)9 of Cantor sets with  9 ⊂ $ 9 such that

∞⋃

9=1

 9 ×
∞⋃

9=1

 9 ⊂ ' ∪ Δ- ,

where Δ- = {(G1 , G2) ∈ - × - : G1 = G2}. In addition, if - is separable then we can
require that the �-Cantor set

⋃∞
9=1  9 is dense in -.

Let - be a Banach space and !(-) be the set of all continuous linear operators
) : - → -. A one-parameter family of operators {)C}C∈Δ ⊂ !(-) is a semigroup
if )0 = �, and )C)B = )B+C for all C , B ∈ Δ. A semigroup {)C}C∈Δ is said to
be a strongly continuous semigroup or a �0-semigroup if for all B ∈ Δ we have
limC→B )CG = )BG in the norm for all G ∈ -. By the Banach-Steinhaus Theorem,
the �0-semigroup {)C}C∈Δ is locally equicontinuous, i.e., for every A > 0 we
have sup{‖)C ‖ : C ∈ ΔA} < ∞. Moreover, similar to the case of nonnegative
real number indices, the operator norm of a �0-semigroup is exponentially
bounded. The following propositions generalize [15, Lemma 7.1] and [15,
Propposition 7.3], whose proofs are immediate.

Proposition 2.3. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a family of operators on a Banach space -.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) limB→C )BG = )CG, for all G ∈ - and C ≥ 0;
(2) {)C}C∈Δ is locally equicontinuous and there is a dense subset -0 of - such that

lim
B→C

)BG = )CG,

for all G ∈ -0 and C ≥ 0;
(3) the map

Δ × - → -, (C , G) → )CG

is continuous.

Proposition 2.4. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup of operators on a Banach space

-. Then there exist " ≥ 1 and F ∈ R such that ‖)C ‖ ≤ "4F |C | for all C ∈ Δ.

3. Distributional chaos for �0-semigroups on complex sectors

In this section, we will discuss the distributional chaos for the �0-semigroup
defined on a complex sector.

3.1. Distributional asymptoticicity and distributional proximality. In this
subsection, we study the distributionally asymptotic relation and the distri-
butionally proximal relation.

Definition 3.1. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. A pair (G, H) ∈ - ×-
is called distributionally asymptotic if for every � > 0,

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )CH‖ < �}) = 1,
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and distributionally proximal if for every � > 0,

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )CH‖ < �}) = 1.

The distributionally asymptotic relation and the distributionally proximal relation of
T , denoted by DAsym(T ) and DProx(T ) , are the set of all distributionally
asymptotic pairs and distributionally proximal pairs respectively.

For any G ∈ -, the distributionally asymptotic and the distributionally proximal
cell of G are defined by

DAsym(T , G) = {H ∈ - : (G, H) ∈ DAsym(T )}

and
DProx(T , G) = {H ∈ - : (G, H) ∈ DProx(T )},

respectively.

Remark 3.2. It is clear that DAsym(T ) ⊂ DProx(T ) and DAsym(T , G) ⊂
DProx(T , G) for every G ∈ -.

Lemma 3.3. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then for every G ∈ -,
DProx(T , G) is a �� subset of -. Similarly, DProx(T ) is a �� subset of - × -.

Proof. We will show that DProx(T , G) is a �� subset of -. The proof of the
case of DProx(T ) is similar.

For any G ∈ - and = ∈ N, denote

-= =
{
H ∈ - : ∃A > = s.t. �({C ∈ ΔA : ‖)CH − )CG‖ < 1

= }) > �(ΔA)(1 − 1
= )
}
.

Then DProx(T , G) = ⋂∞
==1 -= . We will show that -= is open for every = ∈ N.

Fix = ∈ N and H ∈ -=, then there exists A1 > = such that

�({C ∈ ΔA1 : ‖)CH − )CG‖ < 1
= }) > �(ΔA1)(1 − 1

= ).
By the regular property of the Lebesgue measures, there exists some close set
 such that

 ⊂ {C ∈ ΔA1 : ‖)CH − )CG‖ < 1
= }

and
�( ) > �(ΔA1)(1 − 1

= ).
Since the �0-semigroup {)C}C∈Δ is locally equicontinuous, " := supC∈ΔA1

{‖)C ‖} <

∞. By Proposition 2.3, the map Δ × - → -, (C , G) → )CG is continuous. Let
� := 1

= − maxC∈ ‖)CH − )CG‖ > 0. For any I ∈ �‖·‖(H, �
2" ) and C ∈  we have

‖)CI − )CG‖ = ‖)CI − )CH + )CH − )CG‖
≤ ‖)C ‖‖I − H‖ + ‖)CH − )CG‖

≤ " · �

2"
+ ‖)CH − )CG‖ <

1
=
.

Then {C ∈ ΔA1 : ‖)CI − )CG‖ < 1
= } ⊃  . Consequently,

�({C ∈ ΔA1 : ‖)CI − )CG‖ < 1
= }) ≥ �( ) > �(ΔA1)(1 − 1

= ),

which means that I ∈ -=. Thus, -= is an open set. �
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3.2. Distributional sensitivity. In this subsection we investigate distributional
sensitivity.

Definition 3.4. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. The semigroup T is
said to be distributionally sensitive if there exists � > 0 such that for any G ∈ -
and � > 0, there exists H ∈ - with ‖G − H‖ < � such that

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )CH‖ > �) = 1.

The number � is called a distributionally sensitivity constant for {)C}C∈Δ.

Now we introduce distributionally unbounded vectors and characterize dis-
tributional sensitivity.

Definition 3.5. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. A vector G ∈ - is
called distributionally unbounded if there exists a measurable subset � of Δ with
dens(�) = 1 such that

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG‖ = ∞.

Denote the collection of all distributionally unbounded vectors as DUnbd(T ).
Proposition 3.6. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) T is distributionally sensitive;
(2) T admits a distributionally unbounded vector;
(3) DUnbd(T ) is a dense �� subset of -.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (3). For any = ∈ N, denote

-= :=
{
G ∈ - : ∃A > = s.t. �({C ∈ ΔA : ‖)CG‖ > =}) > �(ΔA)(1 − 1

=
)
}
.

Then DUnbd(T ) = ⋂∞
==1 -= . Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, we know that

-= is open for every = ∈ N.
Fix = ∈ N, we now show that -= is dense. For any nonempty open set

* , there exists G0 ∈ - and � > 0 such that �‖·‖(G0, �) ⊂ * . Let � be the
distributionally sensitive constant. There exists G′ ∈ - with ‖G′‖ ≤ " := ��

4=2

and A1 > = such that

�({C ∈ ΔA1 : ‖) 8G′‖ > �}) ≥ �(ΔA1)
(
1 − 1

2=

)
.

Consider the vectors

GB := G0 +
�BG′

2="
(B = 0, 1, ...2= − 1).

We find that

‖GB − G0‖ =




 �BG
′

2="




 ≤ �.

Then we have that {GB : 0 ≤ B ≤ 2= − 1} ⊂ * . We show that there exists some
0 ≤ B0 ≤ 2= − 1 such that GB0 ∈ -= . Let � := {C ∈ ΔA1 : ‖)CG′‖} > �}. Then
�(�) ≥ �(ΔA1)(1 − 1

2= ). Let �B := { 9 ∈ ΔA : ‖)9GB ‖ ≤ =}. If B, < ∈ {0, 1, ..., 2= − 1}
and B ≠ <, then �B ∩ �< ∩ � = ∅. If not, there exists some B ≠ < and
C1 ∈ �B ∩ �< ∩ �. Then

‖)C1GB − )C1G<‖ =
‖B − <‖ · �‖)C1G′‖

2="
>

��

2="
= 2=
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and
‖)C1GB − )C1G<‖ ≤ ‖)C1GB ‖ + ‖)C1G< ‖ ≤ 2=,

which is a contradiction. So there exists some 0 ≤ B0 ≤ 2= − 1 such that
�(�B0 ∩ �) ≤

�(�)
2= . Then

�(� \ �B0) ≥ �(ΔA1)
(
1 − 1

2=

)2 ≥ �(ΔA1)
(
1 − 1

=

)
.

For any C ∈ �\�B0 we have ‖)CGB0 ‖ > =, which implies that GB0 ∈ -=, as desired.
(3) ⇒ (2) is trivial.
(2) ⇒ (1). Let G0 be a distributionally unbounded vector. For any G ∈ - and

� > 0, there exists some :0 ∈ K \ {0} such that ‖:0G0‖ < �. Clearly, :0G0 is also
distributionally unbounded. For any " > 0, we have ‖G + :0G0 − G‖ < � and

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)C(G) − )C(G + :0G0)‖ > ") = 1.

Hence, {)C}C∈Δ is distributionally sensitive. �

Now we will introduce the definition of distributionally semi-irregular vec-
tors and distributionally irregular vectors.

Definition 3.7. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. A vector G ∈ - is
called distributionally semi-irregular if there exist measurable subsets �, � ⊂ Δ

with dens(�) = 1 and dens(�) = 1 such that

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG‖ = 0 and lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG‖ > 0,

and distributionally irregular if there exist measurable subsets �, � ⊂ Δ with
dens(�) = 1 and dens(�) = 1 such that

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG‖ = 0 and lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG‖ = ∞.

He et al. [16] observed that there exists a semigroup T = {)C}C∈Δ admits
a semi-irregular vectors but not sensitive. However, we will prove that if a
semigroup T = {)C}C∈Δ admits a distributionally semi-irregular vector, then it
is distributionally sensitive.

To this end, we need the following proposition, which shows that the set of
all distributionally semi-irregular vectors is a T -invariant set.

Proposition 3.8. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then the set of all
distributionally semi-irregular vectors is a T -invariant set. Similarly, the set of all
distributionally irregular vectors is a T -invariant set.

Proof. We will show that the set of all distributionally semi-irregular vectors is
a T -invariant set. For the case of the set of all distributionally irregular vectors,
the proof is similar.

Suppose that G0 ∈ - is a distributionally semi-irregular vector. Then there
exists a measurable subset � ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1 such that

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG0‖ = 0,

and there exists a measurable subset � ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1 such that

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG0‖ > 0.
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Fix C0 ∈ Δ, we will show that )C0G0 is a distributionally semi-irregular vector.
By Lemma 2.1, dens(� − C0) = dens(�) = 1 and dens(� − C0) = dens(�) = 1. It
is clear that

lim
C∈�−C0 , |C |→∞

‖)C()C0G0)‖ = lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG0‖ = 0

and
lim

C∈�−C0 , |C |→∞
‖)C)C0G0‖ = lim

C∈�, |C |→∞
‖)CG0‖ > 0,

which implies that )C0G0 is a distributionally semi-irregular vector. �

Theorem 3.9. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. If {)C}C∈Δ admits a
distributionally semi-irregular vector, then {)C}C∈Δ is distributionally sensitive.

Proof. Suppose that G0 ∈ - is a distributionally semi-irregular vector. Then for
any � > 0, there exists some C1 ∈ Δ such that ‖)C1G0‖ < �. By Proposition 3.8,
)C1G0 is also distributionally semi-irregular, which means that there exists a
measurable subset � ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1 such that limC∈�, |C |→∞ ‖)C()C1G0)‖ =

0 and there exists a measurable subset � ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1 such that

2� := lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)C()C1G0)‖ > 0.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that for every C ∈ �, ‖)C()C1G0)‖ ≥ �.
Thus, for any G ∈ -,

� ⊂ {C ∈ Δ : ‖)C()C1G0)‖ ≥ �} = {C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )C(G + )C1G0)‖ ≥ �}.
Then

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )C(G + )C1G0)‖ ≥ �}) ≥ dens(�) = 1.

Since G + )C1G0 ∈ �‖·‖(G, �) and by the arbitrariness of �, T is distributionally
sensitive. �

3.3. Distributional chaos. In this subsection we will characterize distribu-
tional chaos by distributionally semi-irregular and distributionally irregular
vectors. Then we will further investigate the relation of distributional chaos
and distributionally sensitive.

First, we introduce the definitions of distributional chaotic and dense distri-
butional chaotic.

Definition 3.10. Let {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. A pair (G, H) ∈ - × - is
called distributionally chaotic if there exists � > 0 such that for any � > 0, we
have

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )CH‖ < �}) = 1,

and
dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )CH‖ > �}) = 1.

A �0-semigroup {)C}C∈Δ is called distributionally chaotic if there exists an un-
countable set  , such that any two distinct points G, H of  form a distributional
chaotic pair, and the set  is called distributionally scrambled set.

A �0-semigroup is called densely distributionally chaotic if {)C}C∈Δ admits a
dense distributional scrambled set.
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Remark 3.11. From the definition we can see that (G, H) ∈ - × - is a distri-
butionally chaotic pair if and only if G − H is a distributionally semi-irregular.
Thus if the semigroup T := {)C}C∈Δ is distributionally chaotic, then there exists
a distributionally semi-irregular vector.

Now we give a characterization of the existence of a dense set of distribu-
tionally semi-irregular vectors for �0-semigroups on complex sectors.

Theorem 3.12. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) T admits a dense set of distributionally semi-irregular vectors;
(2) T admits a residual set of distributionally irregular vectors;
(3) DProx(T ) is dense in - × - and T is distributionally sensitive;
(4) for every sequence ($ 9)9 of nonempty open subsets of -, there exists a sequence

( 9)9 of Cantor sets with  9 ⊂ $ 9 such that
⋃∞
9=1

 9 is a distributionally

scrambled set.

In particular, if in addition - is separable, the above assertions are also equivalent to
the following:

(5) T is dense distributional chaos.

Proof. (2) ⇒ (1) is trivial.
(1) ⇒ (3). By Theorem 3.9, T is distributionally sensitive. Now we will

show that DProx(T ) is dense in - × -.
Denote by  the set of distributionally semi-irregular vectors. Then  is

dense in -. For any nonempty open subsets *,+ ⊂ -. Fix G ∈ * . It is clear
that G +  is also dense in -. Thus we can choose I ∈ + ∩ (G +  ). It is easy
to see that (G, I) ∈ DProx(T ) , which yields that the distributionally proximal
relation is dense in - × -.

(3) ⇒ (2). We first show that the set DProx(T , 0) is a dense �� set. By
Proposition 3.3, DProx(T , 0) is a ��-subset.

Now we further show that DProx(T , 0) is dense in -. For any nonempty
open subset* ⊂ -, there exists an open neighborhood, of 0 and a nonempty
open subset + ⊂ * such that + +, ⊂ * . Since DProx(T ) is dense in - × -,
there exists (G, H) ∈ DProx(T )∩(,×(++,)), then we have H−G ∈ DProx(T , 0)
and H − G ∈ (+ +,) −, = + ⊂ * . Therefore DProx(T , 0) is dense �� in -.

Since T is distributionally sensitive, by Proposition 3.6(3), the set

'2 :=
{
H ∈ - : ∃� ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1 s.t lim

C∈�, |C |→∞
‖)CH‖ = ∞

}

is a dense �� subset of -. Then DProx(T , 0) ∩ '2 is also a dense �� set. It is
clear that for any G ∈ DProx(T , 0) ∩ '2, G is a distributionally irregular vector.
Thus T admits a residual set of distributionally irregular vectors.

(3) ⇒ (4). Since T is distributionally sensitive, by Proposition 3.6, DUnbd(T )
is dense in -. Then it is easy to verify that the set

'1 =
{
(G, H) ∈ - × - : dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)CG − )CH‖ > "}) = 1,∀" > 0

}

is a dense �� subset of - ×-. Thus '1 ∩ DProx(T ) is also a dense �� set. For
any (G, H) ∈ '1 ∩ DProx(T ) with G ≠ H, (G, H) is a distributionally scrambled
pair. So the result follows from Theorem 2.2.
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(4) ⇒ (3). We fix arbitrary nonempty open sets *1, *2 ∈ -. Then there
exists two Cantor sets  1 ⊂ *1 and  2 ⊂ *2 such that  1∪ 2 is distributionally
scrambled. Thus the collection of all distributionally chaotic pairs is dense in
- × -. For any (G, H) ∈ - × -, if (G, H) is a distributionally chaotic pair, then
(G, H) ∈ DProx(T ), which implies that DProx(T ) is dense in - × -. Besides,
if (G, H) is a distributionally chaotic pair, then G − H is a semi-irregular vector.
Thus T is distributionally sensitive by Theorem 3.9.

Now we obtain that (1) ⇔ (2) ⇔ (3) ⇔ (4), it is easy to verify that if in
addition - is separable, (1) ⇔ (2) ⇔ (3) ⇔ (4) ⇔ (5). �

Applying Theorem 3.12, we have the following characterization of distribu-
tional chaos for the �0-semigroup {)C}C∈Δ.

Theorem 3.13. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) T admits a distributionally semi-irregular vector;
(2) T admits a distributionally irregular vector;
(3) T is distributionally chaotic;

(4) the restriction of T to some closed invariant subspace -̃ has a dense �� set of
distributionally irregular vectors.

Proof. (4) ⇒ (2) ⇒ (1) and (3) ⇒ (1) are trivial.
(4) ⇒ (3). It follows from Theorem 3.12.
(1) ⇒ (4). Let G0 ∈ - be a distributionally semi-irregular vector. Denote

-0 := {H ∈ - : limC∈�, |C |→∞ ‖)CH‖ = 0}. Then G0 ∈ -0 and there exists � ⊂ Δ

with dens(�) = 1 such that limC∈�, |C |→∞ ‖)CG0‖ = 0.
For any C1 ∈ Δ and G ∈ -0,

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)C)C1G‖ = lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)C1)CG‖ ≤ ‖)C1 ‖ lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG‖ = 0.

Thus -0 is a T -invariant set.
For any G1, G2 ∈ -0 and 
, � ∈ K,

lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)C(
G1 + �G2)‖ ≤ |
 | lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG1‖ + |� | lim
C∈�, |C |→∞

‖)CG2‖ = 0.

Thus -0 is a T -invariant subspace. Let -̃ be the closure of -0 in -. Then -̃ is
also a T -invariant subspace of -. Since G0 ∈ -̃ , by Theorem 3.9, (-̃ ,T ) is dis-
tributionally sensitive. It is clear that -0 ⊂ DProx(T |-̃ , 0). Thus DProx(T |-̃ , 0)
is dense in -̃ and DProx(T |-̃) is dense in -̃ × -̃. Now (4) follows from
Theorem 3.12. �

By the proof of (1) ⇒ (4) in Theorem 3.13, we have the following Corollary:

Corollary 3.14. Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then the set of dis-
tributionally irregular vectors is dense in the set of distributionally semi-irregular
vectors.

In the following we will show that if {)C}C∈Δ admits a residual distributionally
scrambled set, then actually - is a distributionally scrambled set.

Theorem 3.15. Let {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Then the following assertions
are equivalent:
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(1) {)C}C∈Δ admits a residual distributionally scrambled set;
(2) every vector in - \ {0} is distributionally semi-irregular for {)C}C∈Δ;
(3) - is a distributionally scrambled set for {)C}C∈Δ.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Let  be the distributionally scrambled set of {)C}C∈Δ. Then  
is residual. For any G ∈ - \{0}, ( −G)∩ is also residual. Take H ∈ ( −G)∩ .
One has (H, H + G) is a distributionally chaotic pair, so as (4 , G). Thus G is a
distributionally semi-irregular vector.

(2) ⇒ (3) and (3) ⇒ (1) is trivial. �

Let T be a �0-semigroup. A vector subspace . of - is called a distribution-
ally irregular manifold if every vector H ∈ . \ {0} is distributionally irregular
for T .

Theorem 3.16. Let - be a separable Banach space and T := {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-
semigroup. If DAsym(T , 0) is dense in -, then T is distributionally sensitive if and
only if T has a dense distributionally irregular manifold.

Proof. (⇐) It follows from Theorem 3.9.
(⇒) If T is distributionally sensitive, then by Proposition 3.6, the set

� :=
{
G ∈ - : ∃� ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1 s.t. lim

C∈�, |C |→∞
‖)CG‖ = ∞

}

is a dense �� subset of -. First, we need the following claim.

Claim: For any set � ⊂ Δ with dens(�) = 1, the set

%(�) =
{
G ∈ - : ∃�′ ⊂ � with dens(�′) = 1 s.t. lim

C∈�′ , |C |→∞
‖)CG‖ = 0

}

is a dense �� subset of -.

Proof of the Claim. Since Asym(T , 0) ⊂ %(�), %(�) is dense in -. Note that

%(�) =
∞⋂

==1

{
G ∈ - : ∃A > = s.t. �({C ∈ ΔA : ‖)CG‖ < 1

= } ∩ �) > �(ΔA)(1 − 1
= )
}
.

Thus, %(�) is a �� subset of -. �

Fix a dense sequence (H8)8 in -. We will recursively construct a sequence
(G8)8 in - such that ‖G8 − H8 ‖ < 1

8 and span{G8 : 8 ∈ N} is a distributionally
irregular manifold.

By the completeness of -, -1 := %(Δ)∩� is a dense �� subset of -. We pick
G1 ∈ -1 with 3(G1, H1) < 1. Then, there exist two subset �1,1 ⊂ Δ and �1 ⊂ Δ

with dens(�1,1) = 1 and dens(�1) = 1 such that

lim
C∈�1,1 , |C |→∞

‖)CG1‖ = 0 and lim
C∈�1 , |C |→∞

‖)CG1‖ = ∞.

It is clear that KG1 is a distributionally irregular manifold.
Assume that G8 ∈ -, sets �8,9 ⊂ Δ and �8 ⊂ Δ have been constructed for

8 = 1, 2, . . . , = and 9 = 1, . . . , 8 such that

(1) 3(G8 , H8) < 1
8 for 8 = 1, 2, . . . , =;

(2) for 8 = 2, . . . , = and 9 = 1, . . . , 8 − 1, �8,9 is a subset of �8−1,9 , and �8,8 is
a subset of �8−1;
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(3) for 8 = 2, . . . , = and 9 = 1, . . . , 8, dens(�8,9 ) = 1, dens(�8) = 1,

lim
C∈�8 , 9 , |C |→∞

‖)CG8 ‖ = 0 and lim
C∈�8 , |C |→∞

‖)CG8 ‖ = ∞.

(4) span{G1 , G2, . . . , G=} is an distributionally irregular manifold.

By the Claim,

-=+1 :=
=⋂

9=1

%(�=,9) ∩ %(�=) ∩ �

is also a dense �� subset of -. Now take G=+1 ∈ -=+1 with 3(G=+1, H=+1) < 1
=+1 .

For 9 = 1, . . . , =, there exists a subset �=+1,9 of �=,9 such that

lim
C∈�=+1, 9 , |C |→∞

‖)CG=+1‖ = 0,

a subset �=+1,=+1 of �= such that

lim
C∈�=+1,=+1 , |C |→∞

‖)CG=+1‖ = 0,

and a subset �=+1 ⊂ Δ such that

lim
C∈�=+1 , |C |→∞

‖)CG=+1‖ = ∞.

For any
∑=+1
ℓ=1


ℓ Gℓ ∈ span{G1 , . . . , G= , G=+1} \ {0}, we have

lim
C∈�=+1,1 , |C |→∞






)C
(=+1∑

ℓ=1


ℓ Gℓ

)




 ≤
=+1∑

ℓ=1

|
ℓ | lim
C∈�=+1,1 , |C |→∞

‖)CGℓ ‖ = 0.

Let 8 = min{ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , = + 1} : 
ℓ ≠ 0}. If 8 < = + 1, then

lim
C∈�=+1,8+1 , |C |→∞

‖)C(
=+1∑

ℓ=8


ℓ Gℓ )‖ ≥ |
8 | lim
C∈�=+1,8+1 , |C |→∞

‖)CG8 ‖ −
=+1∑

ℓ=8+1

|
ℓ | lim sup
C∈�=+1,8+1 , |C |→∞

‖)CGℓ ‖

= ∞− 0 = ∞.
If 8 = = + 1, then by the construction one has

lim
C∈�=+1 , |C |→∞

‖)C(G=+1)‖ = ∞.

So span{G1, . . . , G= , G=+1} is a distributionally irregular manifold. A recursive
argument gives us a sequence (G8)8 fulfilling that the subspace span{G8 : 8 ∈ N}
is a dense distributionally irregular manifold. �

4. Distributionally chaos for translation �0-semigroups on complex sectors

In this section, we will investigate distributional chaos for translation �0-
semigroups. First, we introduce the translation �0-semigroups, which has
been generalized to complex sectors in [12].

Definition 4.1. Let Δ be a complex sector. A measurable function E : Δ → R is
said to be an admissible weight function if it verifies E(C) > 0 for every C ∈ Δ, and
there exist constants " ≥ 1 and F ∈ R such that

E(C) ≤ "4F |C′ |E(C + C′) for all C , C′ ∈ Δ.

Now, we can define the spaces where the translation �0-semigroup will act.
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Definition 4.2. Let E : Δ → R be an admissible weight function. For 1 ≤ ? < ∞
and K = R or C, we define the space

!
?
E(Δ) := { 5 : Δ → K : 5 is measurable and ‖ 5 ‖ ≤ ∞},

with ‖ 5 ‖ :=
(∫

Δ
| 5 (C)|?E(C)dC

) 1
?
< ∞.

Definition 4.3. Let - := !
?
E(Δ). For C ∈ Δ and 5 ∈ -, we define )C 5 as

)C( 5 (B)) := 5 (B + C) for every B ∈ Δ. We call {)C}C∈Δ the translation semigroup on
-.

The second condition in Definition 4.1, as in the real case, allows the trans-
lation semigroup to be �0-semigroup on our spaces (see Example 7.4 of [15]
for the real case).

First, we will characterizes distributional chaos for the translation semigroup
on complex sectors.

Theorem 4.4. Let E be an admissible weight function and T = {)C}C∈Δ be the

translation semigroup on - = !
?
E(Δ), Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) there exist some 5 ∈ - and � > 0 such that dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ ≥ �}) = 1;
(2) T is distributionally sensitive;
(3) T is densely distributionally chaotic;
(4) T admits a dense distributionally irregular manifold.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Assume that there exists 5 ∈ - and � > 0 such that dens({C ∈
Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ ≥ �}) = 1. Let � := {C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ ≥ �}. Since 5 ∈ - := !

?
E(Δ), for any

: > 0, there exists <: ∈ N such that
∫
Δ\Δ<:

| 5 (C)|?�(C)dC < 1
:? . Define

ℎ(C) =
{
5 (C), Δ \ Δ<:

;

0, Δ<:
.

then

‖ℎ‖ =
(∫

Δ\Δ<:
| 5 (C)|?�(C)dC

) 1
?

<
1
:
.

For any B ∈ Δ \ Δ<:
, B + Δ ⊂ Δ \ Δ<:

, then for any C ∈ Δ we have

)B ℎ(C) = ℎ(B + C) = 5 (B + C) = )B 5 (C).
Now we define � := �∩ (Δ \Δ<:

), then dens(�) = 1 since dens(�) = 1. For any
6 ∈ -, let 61 := 6 + ℎ then ‖6 − 61‖ = ‖ℎ‖ < 1

: , and for any B ∈ �
‖)B 6 − )B 61‖ = ‖)Bℎ‖ = ‖)B 5 ‖ ≥ �,

which implies that dens{C ∈ Δ : ‖)B 6 − )B 61‖ ≥ �} = 1. Hence, {)C}C∈Δ is
distributionally sensitive.

(2) ⇒ (4). Let -0 be the set of all functions in - with compact support.
Then -0 is dense in - and -0 × -0 is dense in - × -. Now we show that
-0×-0 ⊂ DAsym(T ). For any 5 , 6 ∈ -0, since 5 , 6 are functions with compact
support, there exists A0 such that when |B | > A0, ‖)B 5 ‖ = ‖)B 6‖ = 0. Thus for any
� > 0, dens{C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 −)C6‖ < �} = 1, which implies that ( 5 , 6) ∈ DAsym(T ).
Then DAsym(T ) is dense in - × -. Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.12
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(3) ⇒ (1), we can show that DAsym(T , 0) is dense in -. Then the result follow
from Theorem 3.16.

(4) ⇒ (3). It follows from Theorem 3.13.
(3) ⇒ (1) is trivial. �

Now we will give a sufficient condition for dense distributional chaos, ex-
pressed in terms of the weight are given.

Theorem 4.5. Let E be an admissible weight function and T = {)C}C∈Δ be the

translation �0-semigroup on - = !
?
E(Δ(
)). If there exists a subset  ⊂ N with

dens( ) = 1 such that
∑

:∈ 

∫

Δ:,:+1

E(B)dB < ∞,

where Δ:,:+1 = {C ∈ Δ : : ≤ |C | ≤ : + 1}, then the translation �0-semigroup
T = {)C}C∈Δ is dense distributionally chaotic.

Proof. Denote  ∩ [1, =] = {=1 , . . . , =:= } with =1 < . . . < =:= .

dens(
⋃

:∈ 
Δ:−1,:) = lim sup

A→∞

�(⋃:∈ Δ:−1,: ∩ ΔA)
�(ΔA)

≥ lim sup
=→∞

�(⋃:∈ ∩[1,=] Δ:−1,:)
�(Δ=:= )

≥ lim sup
=→∞


(Σ:∈ ∩[1,=](2: − 1))

=2

≥ lim sup
=→∞


(2Σ:=
8=1
8 − :=)


=2

= lim sup
=→∞

:2
=

=2
=

(
lim sup
=→∞

#( ∩ [1, =])
=

)2

= 1.

Let

5 (B) =
{

1 B ∈ ⋃
:∈ Δ:,:+1;

0 others .

Since ‖ 5 ‖ =
∫
Δ
| 5 (B)|?E(B)dB =

∑
:∈ 

∫
Δ:,:+1

E(B)dB < ∞, 5 ∈ !
?
E(Δ(
)). By

the admissibility of the weight, pick � > 0 such that E(B) ≥ �?


 for every
B ∈ Δ2. For any C ∈ ⋃

:∈ Δ:−1,: , there exists : ∈  such that C ∈ Δ:−1,: . Then
�((C + Δ2) ∩ Δ:,:+1) ≥ �(Δ1) = 
. Thus,

‖)C 5 ‖ ≥
(∫

Δ2

|)C 5 (B)|?E(B)dB

) 1
?

≥ �

(
1



∫

Δ2

| 5 (B + C)|? dB

) 1
?

= �

(
1



∫

C+Δ2

| 5 (B)|? dB

) 1
?

≥ �

(
1



∫

(C+Δ2)∩Δ:,:+1

| 5 (B)|? dB

) 1
?

= �

(
1


�((C + Δ2) ∩ Δ:,:+1)

) 1
?

≥ �.

Then {C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ ≥ �} ⊃ ⋃
:∈ Δ:−1,: and dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ ≥ �}) ≥

dens(⋃:∈ Δ:−1,:) = 1, and the result follows from Theorem 4.4. �

Using Theorem 4.5 we provide two examples of dense distributional chaotic
for the transition �0-semigroups on complex sectors.
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Example 4.6. Let 1 ≤ ? < ∞. Consider the translation �0-semigroup ()C)C∈Δ(�
4
)

defined on - = !
?
E(Δ(�4 )) with E(C) = 4−|C |, C ∈ Δ(�4 ). Then, for any C1 ∈ Δ(�4 )

and C2 ∈ Δ(�4 ), we have

4 |C2 |E(C1 + C2) = 4 |C2 |4−|C1+C2 | ≥ 4−|C1 | = E(C1).
Thus E satisfies the admissible weight condition (see Definition 4.1) and {)C}C∈Δ(�

4
)

is a �0-semigroup on - = !
?
E(Δ(�4 )). Since
∫

Δ(�
4
)
E(C)dC =

�

2
< ∞,

the translation �0-semigroup is densely distributional chaotic by Theorem 4.5.

Example 4.7. Let 1 ≤ ? < ∞. Consider the translation semigroup ()C)C∈Δ(�
4
)

defined on - = !
?
E(Δ(�4 )) with E(C) := 1

|C |4+1
, C ∈ Δ(�4 ).

One can easily verify that E satisfies the admissible weight condition (see
Definition 4.1) and thus {)C}C∈Δ(�

4
) is a �0-semigroup on - = !

?
E(Δ(�4 )). Since

∫

Δ(�
4
)
E(C)dC =

�2

8
< ∞

the translation �0-semigroup is densely distributional chaotic by Theorem 4.5.

Let T = {)C}C∈Δ be a �0-semigroup on -. Recall that the �0-semigroup
{)C}C∈Δ(
) is called hypercyclic if there exists G ∈ - such that the orbit {)CG : C ∈
Δ} is dense in -. If in addition the �0-semigroup {)C}C∈Δ(
) admits a dense set
of periodic points, then it is called Devaney chaos.

In [11, Corollary 1], Conejero and Peris gave the following sufficient condi-
tion for a translation semigroup to be Devaney chaos.

Proposition 4.8. Let - = !
?
E(Δ) and let ' ⊂ Δ be a ray that it is not contained in

the boundary of Δ. The following are equivalent:

(1) There exists C ∈ ' such that
∞∑

:=0

E(:C) < ∞;

(2) The restriction {)C}C∈' of the translation semigroup to the ray ' admits a
non-trivial periodic point.

Besides, any of these conditions implies that the translation semigroup {)C}C∈Δ on -
is Devaney chaotic.

In [2, Corollary 2.6], Barrachina and Peris showed that Devaney chaos implies
distributionally chaos for the translation �0-semigroup with R+ as an index set,
where R+ = {C ∈ R : C ≥ 0}. However, in the following we provide an example
to illustrate that for the translation �0-semigroup T = {)C}C∈Δ on - = !

?
E(Δ(
)),

Devaney chaos does not imply distributional chaos.

Example 4.9. Consider the translation semigroup T = {)C}C∈Δ(�
4
) on - :=

!
?
E(Δ(�4 )) with E(G + 8H) = 42H.
For any C1 := (G1 + 8H1) ∈ Δ(�4 ) and C2 := (G2 + 8H2) ∈ Δ(�4 ), we have

42|C2 |E(C1 + C2) = 42
√
G2

2
+H2

2 42H1+2H2 ≥ 42H1 = E(C1).
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Thus E satisfies the admissible weight condition (see Definition 4.1) and {)C}C∈Δ(�
4
)

is a �0-semigroup on - = !
?
E(Δ(�4 )).

Consider the ray ' := {A − A
2 8 ∈ Δ(�4 ) : A ∈ R+} ⊂ Δ(�4 ) and C1 := 2 − 8 ∈ '.

Since
∞∑

:=0

E(:C1) =
∞∑

:=0

4−2:
=

42

42 − 1
< ∞.

By Proposition 4.8, {)C}C∈Δ(�
4
) is Devaney chaotic.

For any 5 ∈ !?E(Δ(�4 )) and � > 0, there exists A(�) ∈ N such that
∫

Δ\ΔA(�)
| 5 (C)|?E(C)dC < �? .

Let � = {G + 8H ∈ Δ(�4 ) : H ≥ 0}. For any C ∈ (Δ \ΔA(�)) ∩�, C +Δ ⊂ Δ \ΔA(�) and
E(B) ≤ E(B + C) for all B ∈ Δ, then we have

‖)C 5 ‖ =
(∫

Δ

| 5 (B + C)|?E(B)dB

) 1
?

≤
(∫

Δ

| 5 (B + C)|?E(B + C)dB

) 1
?

=

(∫

C+Δ
| 5 (B)|?E(B)dB

) 1
?

≤
(∫

Δ\ΔA(�)
| 5 (B)|?E(B)dB

) 1
?

< �.

Thus {C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ < �} ⊃ (Δ \ ΔA(�)) ∩ �. This implies that dens{C ∈ Δ :
‖)C 5 ‖ < �} ≥ dens((Δ \ ΔA(�)) ∩ �) = 1

2 . Therefore

dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ ≥ �}) = 1 − dens({C ∈ Δ : ‖)C 5 ‖ < �}) ≤ 1 − 1
2
=

1
2
.

By Theorem 4.4, {)C}C∈Δ(�
4
) is not distributionally chaotic.

In fact, in Example 4.9 we can further show that the restriction {)C}C∈' of the
translation semigroup T = {)C}C∈Δ(�

4
) to the ray ' := {A − A

2 8 ∈ Δ(�4 ) : A ∈ R+} ⊂
Δ(�4 ) is distributionally chaotic. By Proposition 4.8, there exists C1 ∈ ' and
51 ∈ !?E(Δ(�4 )) such that )C1 51 = 51. Let -0 be the dense subspace of continuous
functions with compact supports. It is easy to check that lim=→∞ )=C1 5 = 0 for
any 5 ∈ -0. Therefore, by [8, Corollary 35] )C1 is distributional chaotic. Then
by [8, Theorem 5] {)C}C∈' is distributionally chaotic.
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