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Weak disjointness of hypercyclic operators
Jian Li, Qijing Liao, and Yonghang Ruan

AsstracT. We study the weak disjointness of hypercyclic operators to advance
the classifications of hypercyclic operators. We establish an analogue of the
Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem from topological dynamics within the framework
of linear dynamics, which gives a characterization of the weak disjointness of
each class of mixing operators with respect to a given Furstenberg family. The
key ingredient is the analogues of Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma from topological
dynamics, which gives a characterization of subsets of non-negative integers
which can be realized by the return time sets of mixing operators with respect
to a given Furstenberg family. We also provide several examples to distinguish
some classes of hypercyclic operators and end with the characterization of the
weak disjointness of backward shifts on Fréchet sequence spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1967, Furstenberg introduced the concept of disjointness in topological dy-
namics and ergodic theory in the seminal paper [15], and characterized some
certain classes of systems by their disjointness relations. Two compact dynam-
ical systems (X, T) and (Y, S) (continuous self-maps on compact metric spaces)
are said to be disjoint if X X Y is the only closed T X S-invariant subset whose
coordinate projections are surjective. It is easy to see that if two transitive com-
pact dynamical systems (X, T) and (Y, S) are disjoint, then the product system
(X XY, T xS) is transitive. Later in 1972, Peleg introduced the concept of weak
disjointness in topological dynamics in [24], which, as the name suggests, is a
condition weaker than disjointness. Two compact dynamical systems (X, T') and
(Y, S) are said to be weakly disjoint provided that the product system (XxY, TXS)
is transitive.

In 2000, Weiss characterized in [26] the compact dynamical systems which
are weakly disjoint from all weakly mixing systems, are exactly the syndetically
transitive ones. Let F be a Furstenberg family (a hereditary upward collection
of subsets of non-negative integers). A topological dynamical system (X, T) is
said to be ¥ -transitive provided that N(U,V) :={n e Ny : T"U NV # 0} € F
for any non-empty open subsets U,V of X; and ¥ -mixing provided that the
product system (X x X, T xT) is ¥ -transitive. In 2001, Akin and Glasner studied
in [2] the ¥ -transitivity of compact dynamical systems and provided a method
to characterize the compact dynamical systems which are weakly disjoint from a
prescribed class of compact dynamical systems, generalizing Weiss’ result. The
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key ingredient is the realization of every set in a shift-invariant thick Furstenberg
family ¥ by the return time sets of ¥ -transitive compact dynamical systems.
The corresponding result of the characterization of compact dynamical systems
is known as the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem, and the realization result is called
the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma, see e.g. [22] and [23]. It turns out that the notion
of weak disjointness plays a significant role in the classification of transitive
compact dynamical systems, see e.g. [2, 18, 22].

Furstenberg showed in [15] that the return time sets of any weakly mixing
system form a filter base. By this result it is easy to see that a topological
dynamical system (X, T) is weakly mixing if and only if N(U, V) is thick for
any non-empty open subset U and V of X, and (X, T) is ¥ -mixing if and only
if it is F -transitive and weakly mixing. This implies that for a thick family
¥, the ¥ -transitivity is equivalent to the ¥ -mixing. Then the ¥ -transitive
system in the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma is in fact #-mixing. On the other
hand, the family generated by the return time sets of a non-trivial #-mixing
system must be a shift-invariant thick family. Therefore, the Weiss-Akin-Glasner
Lemma gives a characterization of subsets of non-negative integers which can
be realized by the return time sets of # -mixing compact dynamical systems (see
Lemma 2.12), and the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem characterize the compact
dynamical systems which are weakly disjoint from ¥ -mixing compact dynamical
systems (see Theorem 2.13).

Linear dynamics has become an active area of research in the last decades, see
the monographs [5] and [20] for the introduction of dynamics of linear operators.
In particular, the study of hypercyclic operators constitutes a subject of consid-
erable interest. A linear dynamical system (a continuous linear operator on an
infinite-dimensional Fréchet space over R or C) is said to be hypercyclic provided
that the orbit of some vector is dense. Although linear dynamical systems lack
compactness compared to compact dynamical systems, by different methods and
techniques many conclusions in linear dynamical systems are parallel to those
in compact dynamical systems.

As every linear dynamical system has a fixed point, two linear dynamical
systems can never be disjoint in the sense of Furstenberg. In [7] and [9] the
authors introduced the notion of disjoint hypercyclicity, which is weaker than
disjointness. In [7, 9, 11, 12, 25], the authors studied the hypercyclicity of direct
sums, which is in fact the weak disjointness in linear dynamics. In 1992, Herrero
asked in [21], whether T @ T is hypercyclic or not provided that T is hypercyclic.
In 1995, Salas gave an affirmative answer in [25] for the case where T is a
weighted backward shift on £2(Ny) or ¢?(Z), and also provided two hypercyclic
operators T, S on ¢%(Z) such that T & S is not hypercyclic. De la Rosa and Read
[14] constructed a hypercyclic operator on a suitable Banach space such that the
direct sum is not hypercyclic, while Bayart and Matheron [4] showed that this
kind of operators exists on many classical Banach spaces like £”(Np), 1 < p < oo,
co(Np), etc. To provide more hypercyclic operators without hypercyclic direct
sums, it is natural to ask: which operators are weakly disjoint from a given class
of hypercyclic operators?
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In [11], Bes et al. studied the ¥ -transitivity of operators. They formulated a
criterion for an operator to be ¥ -transitive and characterized the ¥ -transitivity
of weighted backward shifts. In [12], Cardeccia studied the hypercyclicity of
the direct sum of an operator and its iterates. Cardeccia also proved that the
operators which are weakly disjoint from all weakly mixing operators, are exactly
the syndetically transitive ones, and that the operators which are weakly disjoint
from all syndetically transitive operators, are exactly the piecewise syndetically
transitive ones.

The aim of this paper is to study the weak disjointness of hypercyclic oper-
ators, advancing the classifications of hypercyclic operators. Motivated by the
Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem from topological dynamics and Cardeccia’s results
for operators, we characterize the weak disjointness of more classes of operators.
We first present some preliminaries in Section 2. In Section 3, we state some basic
properties of weak disjointness in linear dynamics, and give sufficient conditions
for F -mixing operators (Theorem 3.9) and mild mixing operators (Proposition
3.15). We also illustrate some examples to show that a weak mixing operator
may not be weakly disjoint from its iterates. In Section 4, as the analogues
of Weiss-Akin-Glasner theorem from topological dynamics, we formulate the
corresponding results (Theorem 4.3) in linear dynamics, which gives a charac-
terization of the weak disjointness of # -mixing operators. The key ingredient of
the proof is the analogues of Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma from topological dy-
namics, see Lemma 4.1, which gives a characterization of subsets of non-negative
integers which can be realized by the return time sets of # -mixing operators.
We also provide several examples of operators with some prescribed properties.
In Section 5, we characterize the weak disjointness of unilateral and bilateral
backward shifts on Fréchet sequence spaces, by the basis of the spaces.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall some basic notions and results that will be used
consistently throughout the paper.

2.1. Subsets of non-negative integers. By N, Ny and Z, we denote respectively
the set of positive integers, the set of non-negative integers, and the set of
integers.

Before proceeding further, we briefly recall the relevant notations concerning
a Furstenberg family (detailed discussions can be found in [1] and [16]). Let ¥
be a collection of subsets of No. We say that ¥ is a Furstenberg family (or family for
short) provided that it is hereditary upward, that is, for any A € ¥ and B C Ny
with A C B we have B € ¥ . Denote the family of all infinite subsets of Ny by Fin¢
and the family of all cofinite subsets of Ny by F¢¢. For a family #, we say that a
collection ¥ of subsets of Ny is a subfamily of ¥ if ¥’ is a family with ¥’ C F.

Throughout this paper, for each Furstenberg family #, we adopt the con-
ventions that 0 ¢ ¥ and ¥ # 0.

For asubset Fof Zand i € Z,let F +i = {m +i: m € F}. We say that a family
¥ is

o shift-invariant if F + i € ¥ for eachi € Nypand F € F;
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o shift_-invariant if (F —i) "\Np € ¥ for each i e Nypand F € ¥;
o shift-invariant if (F +i) NNy € ¥ foreachi € Z and F € .

Definition 2.1. Let ¥ be a family. The dual family ¥~ is given by:
F*={AcCNy:ANB#0forall BeF}.

We say that F is a full family if F N F’ is infinite for any F € ¥ and F’ € ¥, F is
a filter it FfNFy € ¥ forany Fi,F, € .

Remark 2.2. The following statements can be checked easily.
(1) A family ¥ is full if and only if FNF’ € ¥ for any F € ¥ and F’ € ¥;
(2) each shift-invariant family is full;
(3) for each full family ¥, we must have Fs C F;
(4) a family ¥ is full if and only if ¥~ is full.

We recall some standard families:

e Fi: the family of subsets of Ny containing intervals of arbitrary length,
which are said to be thick;

o ¥5: the family of subsets of Ny with bounded gaps, which are said to be
syndetic;

e Fps: the family of subsets of Ny with the form F; N F», where F; € ¥ and
F; € ¥, and these are said to be piecewise syndetic;

o Fis: the family of subsets A of Ny such that for each k € Ny, there exists

F € 5 with Ui.‘zo(F + i) C A, and these are said to be thickly syndetic.

It is easy to see that ;" = #; and Tp*s = Fis.
We turn to a property of families (see [1, 2]) which plays a significant role in
our later discussion.

Definition 2.3. Let ¥ be a family. We say that ¥ is a thick family if for any F € ¥
and k € Ny,

k
m(F—i)ﬂNo €F.
i=0
Remark 2.4. We have the following easy facts:

(1) each thick family is shift_-invariant;

(2) each thick family is a subfamily of 7;

(3) each shift-invariant filter is a thick family.

(4) a family ¥ is a shift-invariant thick family if and only if for each F € ¥
and any k1, k2 € Ny,

neNg:{n—ki,n-ki+1,...,n+k}CcF} eF;
(5) both ¥ and Fs are shift-invariant thick families.
Following [11], for a given family ¥, we denote

—~ k
T:{FefzforanykeNo,m(F+i)ﬂN0€T}.
i=—k
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Then ¥ is the maximal shift-invariant thick subfamily of F provided that it is
not empty. Note that if ¥ is full, then Fs C F.

2.2. Topological dynamics. For a topological dynamical system, we mean a pair
(X, T), where X is a metric space and T is a continuous map of X into X. If
in addition X is a compact metric space, then we say that (X, T) is a compact
dynamical system. See [15, 16] for details of compact dynamics.

A topological dynamical system (X, T) is said to be topologically transitive (or
transitive for short) if for any pair U,V of non-empty open subsets of X, the
return time set Nr(U,V) = N(U,V) :== {n e No : T"U NV # 0} is non-empty.
A topological dynamical system (X, T) is said to be weakly mixing if the product
system (X x X, T x T) is transitive, and strongly mixing if for any pair U,V of
non-empty open subsets of X, N(U, V) € F.

Given a family ¥, we say that a topological dynamical system (X, T) is

o ¥ -transitive if for any non-empty open subsets U,V of X, N(U,V) € F;
e ¥ -mixing if the product system (X x X, T x T) is ¥ -transitive.
For each family ¥, since 0 ¢ ¥, the ¥ -transitivity is stronger than topological
transitivity. It can be verified that a topological dynamical system is transitive
if and only if it is Fine-transitive. A topological dynamical system is said to be
topologically ergodic if it is Fs-transitive.

We have the following characterization of weak mixing of topological dynam-

ical systems, which is essentially contained in the proof of [15, Proposition II.3].

Proposition 2.5. Let (X, T) be a topological dynamical system. Then (X, T) is weakly
mixing if and only if it is Fe-transitive and if and only if

Nr = {A c No: N(U, V) c A for some non-empty open subsets U,V ofX}
is a filter.

By Proposition 2.5, it is easy to see that a topological dynamical system (X, T')
is F -mixing if and only if it is ¥ -transitive and weakly mixing. We have the
following folklore result on the return time sets of # -mixing systems, see e.g.
[11, Lemma 2.3] in setting of linear dynamics.

Proposition 2.6. Let (X, T) be a topological dynamical system where X is not a singleton
and ¥ be a family. Then (X, T) is F -mixing if and only if

Nr = {A cNy: N(U, V) C A for some non-empty open subsets U,V of X}
is a shift-invariant thick subfamily of F .

Proof. On the one hand, suppose that T is F -mixing. It is clear that Nt is a
subfamily of . By Proposition 2.5, Nr is a filter. By Remark 2.4, it suffices to
show that Nt is a shift-invariant family. Let U, V be non-empty open subsets of
X and i € Np. Since T is transitive, it has a dense range and then T~'U # @ and
T~'V # 0. Since T is weakly mixing and X is not a singleton, we have that X has
no isolated points. Then there are non-empty open subsets Wy ¢ T~'U, W, Cc V
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with N(W;, W) C [i,+0). Note that N(T~'U, V)N [i,+o) c N(U,V) +i. So we
have
N(Wi, W,) € N(T™'U, V) N [i, +00) € N(U, V) +1,
and
NU,T™'V) c (N(U, V) —i) N Np.

By the fact that N7 is a filter, Nt is a shift-invariant thick family.

On the other hand, suppose that Nt is a shift-invariant thick subfamily of
¥ . Then we have Nt C ¥;. By Proposition 2.5, T is weakly mixing. Since T is
¥ -transitive, we have that T is ¥ -mixing. O

Remark 2.7. Let 1 and %, be two families. If there exists an ¥;-mixing (X, T)

which is not #»-transitive, then by Proposition 2.6, there exists a shift-invariant
thick subfamily %o of ¥ such that Fy \ %2 # 0.

Definition 2.8. Two topological dynamical systems (X,T) and (Y, S) are said
to be weakly disjoint provided that their product (X XY, T X S) is topologically
transitive.

In 2000, Weiss found in [26] that the compact dynamical systems which are
weakly disjoint from all weakly mixing compact dynamical systems, are exactly
the topologically ergodic ones. Later in 2001, Akin and Glasner generalized
Weiss” result, to more classes of compact dynamical systems in [2], and the
generalized result is known as the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem. In this theo-
rem, they characterized the weak disjointness of  -transitive compact dynamical
systems where ¥ is a shift-invariant thick family, and connected the study of
topological dynamics and combinatorial number theory.

Theorem 2.9 (Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem, [2, Theorem 4.15]). Let (X, T) be a
compact dynamical system and F be a shift-invariant thick family. Then (X,T) is
F *-transitive if and only if (X,T) is weakly disjoint from all F -transitive compact
dynamical systems.

The key ingredient of the proof of the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem is the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.10 (Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma, [2, Lemma 4.16]). Suppose that F is
a shift-invariant thick family and F € ¥ . Then there exists an F -transitive compact
dynamical system (X, T), and a non-empty open subset U of X such that

N(U,U) = Fu{0}.

Remark 2.11. As ¥ is a shift-invariant thick family, by Remark 2.4 the ¥ -
transitive compact dynamical system (X, T) in the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma
is in fact # -mixing.

By Proposition 2.6, the family generated by the return time sets of an ¥ -mixing
system whose underlying space is not a singleton must be a shift-invariant thick
family. So the condition that ¥ is a shift-invariant thick family in the Weiss-
Akin-Glasner Lemma is necessary for all sets in ¥ to be realized by the return
time sets of # -mixing systems.
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Recall that (f: is the maximal shift-invariant thick subfamily of a full #. Then
we can restate the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma as follows:

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that F be a full family and F C No. Then F € F if and only
if there exists an ¥ -mixing compact dynamical system (X, T), and a non-empty open
subset U of X such that

N(U,U) = Fu{0}.

We also restate the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem as follows:

Theorem 2.13. Let (X, T) be a compact dynamical system and F be a full family. Then

(X,T) is (?P:)*-tmnsitive if and only if (X, T) is weakly disjoint from all ¥ -mixing
compact dynamical systems.

The concept of mild mixing was originally introduced by Furstenberg and
Weiss in the context of ergodic theory [17], and was later introduced inde-
pendently in topological dynamics by Glasner [18] and by Huang and Ye [23],
inspired by its ergodic-theoretic counterpart.

Definition 2.14. A compact dynamical system (X, T) is said to be mildly mixing
if it is weakly disjoint from all transitive compact dynamical systems.

The return time sets of mild mixing systems are related to IP-sets. For a
sequence (x,)nen in N, the finite sum set of (x,)nen is given by

FS((xp)nen) = {xil + Xyt X, i1 <ip<---<iyne&N}
A set A C Ny is called an IP-set if there is a sequence (x,)en in No with infinitely
many non-zero terms such that FS((x,)nen) C A. Denote by Fp, the family of all

IP-sets, and by A, the family of the sets of the form (F — F) N Ny, where F € F,
and F —F = {m —n : m # n € F}. We denote the dual family of A;, by Ai*p. For

a topological dynamical system (X, T),x € X and a subset U of X, we denote
Nr(x,U) = N(x,U) ={n € Ng : T"x € U}. Recall that a point x € X is recurrent if
for every neighborhood U of x, N(x,U) is infinite. In 1981, Furstenberg proved
the following result for compact dynamical systems, which is in fact true for
topological dynamical systems.

Theorem 2.15 ([16, Theorem 2.17]). Let (X, T) be a topological dynamical system. If
a point x € X is recurrent, then for any neighborhood U of x, we have N(x, U) € Fip.

The following characterization of mild mixing was obtained by Glasner [18],
and by Huang and Ye [23], independently.

Theorem 2.16 ([18, Theorem 10.7] or [23, Theorem 6.6]). A compact dynamical
system is mildly mixing if and only if it is A;p-tmnsitive.

2.3. Linear dynamics. In recent years, there has been growing interest in the
study of linear dynamical systems, see [5] and [20] for further information.

Let X be an infinite-dimensional separable Fréchet space over R or C. For an
operator (i.e. a continuous linear self-map) T on X, the pair (X, T) is called a linear
dynamical system. Usually we simply call the operator T or T: X — X a linear
dynamical system. If in addition T is an invertible map such that T~! is also an
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operator on X, then we say that (X, T) (or T for short) is invertible. In this paper,
for a Fréchet space X, the symbol || - ||x = || - || denotes an F-norm defining the
topology of X. If in particular X is a Banach space, then the symbol || - [[x = || - |
denotes a norm defining the topology of X.

While infinite-dimensional Fréchet spaces are lack of compactness, many re-
sults in linear dynamical systems remain similar to their counterparts from
compact dynamical systems, despite being obtained by different methods.

Definition 2.17. An operator T: X — X is said to be hypercyclic provided that
there is some x € X whose orbit under T is dense in X. Such x is called a
hypercyclic vector for T. We denote the set of hypercyclic vectors for T by HC(T).

Remark 2.18. By the Birkhoff transitivity theorem (see e.g. [20, Theorem 1.16])
we know that for a separable infinite-dimensional Fréchet space X, an operator
T on X is hypercyclic if and only if it is topologically transitive and if and only
if HC(T) is a dense G; subset of X.

A well-known result to imply the weak mixing of a given operator is the
so-called Hypercyclicity Criterion.

Theorem 2.19 (Hypercyclicity Criterion, see e.g. [20, Theorem 3.12]). Let T: X —
X be an operator. If there exist dense subsets Xo, Yo C X, a sequence (ny)ken in N and
a sequence of maps Sy, : Yo — X such that for any xo € Xo, yo € Yo,

(1) klim T"x9=0;

(2) kh_I,I;o SmYo=0;

(3) 1<h_1>1<>10 T™ S5, 90 = Yo,
then T is weakly mixing.

A remarkable feature of the Hypercyclicity Criterion is that it is actually equiv-
alent to an operator being weakly mixing. In [8], Bés and Peris achieved this
result by hereditarily hypercyclic operators.

Theorem 2.20 ([8, Theorem 2.3]). Let T: X — X be an operator. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:
(1) T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion;
(2) T is weakly mixing;
(3) T is hereditarily hypercyclic.
Unlike the case for compact dynamical systems, a tool for the study of linear

dynamical systems is provided by the neighborhoods of 0. We recall the Blow
up/Collapse condition for weak mixing.

Theorem 2.21 ([20, Theorem 2.47]). Let T: X — X be an operator. Then T is weakly
mixing if and only if for any non-empty open sets U,V C X and any neighborhood W

of 0,
NU,W)NNW,V) #0.

Let X = ¢p(Np) or ¢#(Np), 1 < p < oo, and let w = (wy)nen, be a bounded
sequence of positive real numbers. Define a map B, : X — X by

(XO, X1,%X2,.. ) = (wlxll waxz, ... )
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The map By, is clearly an operator on X, and is called a unilateral weighted backward
shift. Similarly one can define bilateral weighted backward shift on each space of
co(Z) or £7(Z), 1 < p < oo. In [11], Bes et al. characterized the ¥ -transitivity of
such operators, and one of their results is restated here.

Proposition 2.22 ([11, Proposition 3.1]). Let ¥ be a family and By, be a bilateral
weighted backward shift on X = co(Z) or ¢P(Z), 1 < p < oo. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) By is F -transitive;
(2) By is ¥ -mixing (i.e. F -transitive and weakly mixing);
(3) for any M > 0 and j € N, we have Ap,; N Am,j € F, where

— . A — . 1
AM,]‘ = {n eN: Wit1Wj42 ** Witn > M},AM/]' = {n eN: WjWj-1 - Wj—n+1 < M}

We denote by w the Fréchet space of all sequences in K (equals R or C), that
is,
w: =K = {(x,)n; x, € K, n € Np},

with the topology given by the seminorms: p,(x) = sup,_, |xi,n € No. The
canonical basis of w is denoted by e, = (0 n)ien,, 1 € No. -

Let X be an infinite-dimensional separable Fréchet space. If X can be embed-
ded continuously (by a linear map, 0 say) into w, then X is called a unilateral
Fréchet sequence space. Roughly speaking, the convergence in a Fréchet sequence
space implies the convergence of each coefficient in K. Since for each n € Ny,
E, = 07'e, € X must be unique, we denote it still by e,,.

Let X be a unilateral Fréchet sequence space in which (ey)en, is a basis (i.e.
20 xie; converges for each x € X). Define a linear map B : X — w by:

(x0, x1,%2,...) = (x1,%x2,...),

o0

where x = 3 oo Xiei € X. If B maps X into X, then it must be continuous
and we say that B is the unilateral backward shift on X. Define a map F : {x €
X: there is | € Ny such that x; =0 for each i > I} — X by:

(x0, x1,%x2,...,x1,0...)—(0,x0,x1,%x2,...,%x1,0...).

The map F is called the unilateral forward shift for finite sequences of X. Bilateral
backward (and forward) shifts on bilateral Fréchet sequence spaces are defined similarly.
See [10], [11], [20] and [25] for more details of weighted backward shifts.

3. WEAK DISJOINTNESS IN LINEAR DYNAMICS

In this section we introduce the notion of weak disjointness of linear dynamical
systems. We will give a criterion for # -mixing, and a sufficient condition for
mild mixing. Also, we illustrate that a weakly mixing operator may not be
weakly disjoint from its iterates.

Definition 3.1. Let T: X — X and S: Y — Y be two operators. We say that T
and S are weakly disjoint provided that their direct sum T @ S is hypercyclic.
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Weak disjointness of finitely many operators is defined similarly. By Remark
2.18, two operators T: X — X and S: Y — Y are weakly disjoint if and only if for
every non-empty open subsets Uj, U of X and non-empty open subsets V1, V, of
Y, N(Uy, Uz) NN(V1, Vo) # 0. In fact we have the following observation, which is
in fact true for topological dynamical systems. Recall that for a given family ¥,
an operator T: X — X is ¥ -transitive if N(U, V) € ¥ for any non-empty open
subsets U and V of X.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that F is a shift -invariant family. LetT: X — Xand S: Y — Y
be two operators. If S is hypercyclic, then T ® S is F -transitive if and only if for any
non-empty open subsets Uy, Uy of X and non-empty open subset V of Y, we have

N(Uq,Uy) N N(V, V) eEF.

Proof. The condition is obviously necessary.

Conversely, by the hypothesis, both T and S are hypercyclic. Fix non-empty
open subsets U7, U, of X and non-empty open subsets Vi,V, of Y. By the
hypercyclicity of S, there must be m € Ny such that V1 N 57V, # 0. By the
hypercyclicity of T, T™" Uy # 0. Let V = ViNS™"V,. We then have N(V,V)+m C
N(Vl, Vz) and N(Ul, T_MUQ) +m C N(Ul, Uz). Finally

(N(Uy, TT"U2) " N(V,V)) +m C N(Uy, U2) N N(Vq, Va).
We are done since N(Uq, T""U;) N N(V,V) € F and F is shift,-invariant. O

Since the family of non-empty subsets of Ny is shift,-invariant, applying
Lemma 3.2 we have the following version for weak disjointness.

Lemma 3.3. Let T: X — X and S: Y — Y be two operators. If S is hypercyclic, then
T and S are weakly disjoint if and only if for any non-empty open subsets Uy, Us of X
and non-empty open subset V of Y, we have

N(U,U)) NNV, V) # 0.

Given a hypercyclic operator T and k € N, we consider the weak disjointness
of T and T*. We will see in the following examples, that T may not be weakly
disjoint from T*, even if T is weakly mixing.

Example 3.4. Let X = co(Np) or {/(Np), 1 < p < co. Then there is a weighted
backward shift B, on X such that B, is weakly mixing but By, @ B2 is not
hypercyclic.

Proof. For any n € N, we define two finite blocks A, and B,, by

An=12,2,2,...,2,%],8,=[1,1,1,...,1].
N~—— ——— N—— ——
n terms n terms

Define a sequence (b,,),en of positive integers by
bi1=2,by,41=2b,+n+2, neN.

Let By, be the unilateral weighted backward shift on X defined by the weight w,
where w = (w;)ien, is given by

w = (Bllﬂ118b1/ﬂ218b2/ s /ﬂn;an/ .. )
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For a finite block u, denote the length of u by |u|. For each n € N, one has
n
> (Al +18By,)) = 2b,..
i=1

For each n € N, it is easy to see that for each k € [b, — 1,2b,] NNy, wiwy - - wy =
1, and for each k € [2b, + 1,2b, + n + 1] N Ny, wiw,---wy = 2¥20». Then
limsup,_, wiw; - - wi = oo. By [20, Example 4.9], B, is weakly mixing.

For each k € N with wiw;---wy > 2, we have either k = 1 or k € [2b, +
1,2b, + n + 1] for some n € N. If k = 1 then wiwy - -wy = wiwy, = 1. If
k € [2b, +1,2b, + n + 1] for some n € N, since 2k € [4b, + 2,4b, + 2n + 2] C
[bn+1 — 1,2by41], we have wiw; - - - wyr = 1. Consider the non-empty open set

W ={xeX:|x-el <1}
Assume that there is m € Ny o2 (W@ W, W & W) \ {0}. Then there is a pair

(x,y) € W W with B, ® B2(x,y) € W@ W. Since x,y € W and m # 0, we
have |x,,| < % and |yom| < % Since Bl'x € W, we have [wijwy - wpyx, — 1| < L

wlwﬂx—w > 2. Then wiwsy---way, = 1 by the above
m
1

analysis. Since Bfumy € W, we have |wiws -+ wauy2m — 1| < 3, and then again
wiwWsy - - - Way, > 2, which is a contradiction. Then NBweBB%U WeW,Wae W) ={0},

which implies that B, ® B2 is not hypercyclic. ]

and then wywy---w, =

Example 3.5. Let X = ¢o(Np) or ¢’(Ny), 1 < p < co. Then there is a weighted
backward shift B, on X such that B, & B2, is weakly mixing but B;, @ B3, is not
hypercyclic.

Proof. Assume that X = co(Np), the case X = ¢#(Np), 1 < p < oo is similar. For
any n and m € N, we define three finite blocks A, B,,,» and C, by
ﬂ?’l = [2/2/21- --12]1 Bn,m = [111/1/- . -/11 2Lm]/ Cn = [111111- /1]

———— ———— —————
n terms n terms n terms

Let s = 1,51 = 3 and s;+1 = 2(8(sy — 1)+ n + 1) + n for n € N. Define two
sequences (by,)nenv and (¢, )neny of positive integers by

by =5,—1—-[3(sp-1—1)+n],c,=2(s,—1)—1, neN.
Let By, be the unilateral weighted backward shift on X defined by the weight w,
where w = (w;);ey, is given by
w = (Cll ﬂ].IBbl,ll CC1/ L /ﬂn/ Bb”,n/ CCnI L )

Fix n € N. One has w;, =27". If k € [s,,3(s, —1)] NNy then ww;---wy = 1.
If k € [3(5, —1)+1,3(sp, — 1) + n] NNy then wiws---wy = 2k36=D If k €
[3(Sn - 1) +n+1,s,41 — 1] NNy then wiws -« - wy = an+l

For each finite sequence x = (xo, x1,x2,...,x,0,...) € X, let

— Xo X1 X2 X
Swx = (0, wl,wz,m,...,le,O,...).

Denote T = B, ® B%,, S=S5,® S%, and Y = X @& X. Let Xy be the set of finite
sequences in X. Then Yy = Xo® X is a dense subset of Y. Put a, = 3(sy—1—1)+n
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for each n € N. We shall show that T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion
(Theorem 2.19) with S, Yy and (a,,)yen-

To see this, fix (u,v) € Yy and € > 0. Write u = (ug,u1,...,u;,0,0,...)
and v = (vg,v1,...,01,0,0,...). Let My = max({|luj|] : i € No} U{|v;| : i €
No}) +1, My = max{wiw,---w; : i € Ny,i < I}. Pick N7 € N such that n > N;
implies s, —2n—7 > . For any n > Nj we have [+2a,—a, < s,—1-(3(sp-1—1)+n)
and then {a,,a, +1,...,2a,,...,1+2a,} C [3(sy-1—1) +n,s, —1]. By the above
analysis, we have wq -+ w,, = w1+ W41 = ... = W1+ Wig2q, = 2". Pick N € N
such that n > N implies 3 < v Put N = max{Ni, Na}. For any n > N, one
has

|u4j] wiwy -+ wiluj|
ISe ull = sup,, d = sup., Sl
= Wi Wi, =wiwy - Wiy - Wi,
wiwy - - wijlu;| B wiwy -+ - wjlu;|
= supjg — Pis MM,
€
< E <€,
and
vl wrwy -+ wjlvj|
153 0]] = sup,., ——— = sup,, —
= Wi+l Wjt2a, T Wwa Wil c Wit2a,
B wiwy -+ wjlvj wiwy - - - wjlvj|
= sup; o <supj MM,
<f<e
5 <€

This gives that lim S*(u,v) = 0, while it is clear that TS(u,v) = (u,v) and
n—oo
lim T%"yy = 0 for each yo € Yp. So T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion

n—o00

(Theorem 2.19) and then it is weakly mixing.

But whenever there is n € N with wyw, - --w, > 2, we have either n € {1,2} or
n € [3(sk —1)+1,sk.1 — 1] for some k € N. If n € {1,2} then wywy---ws, = 1. If
n €[3(sk —1)+1,sk+1 — 1] for some k € N, since 3n € [9(sx — 1) +3,3(sxg+1 — 1)] C
[Sk+1,3(sk+1 — 1)], we have wiw, - - - w3z, = 1. Consider the non-empty open set

W:{xeX: ||x—eoll<%}.

As in Example 3.4, Np o5 (W @& W, W & W) = {0} and then By, & B3 is not
hypercyclic. O

Remark 3.6. By the similar method, for any k € N and X = co(Np) or ¢#(Np),
1 < p < o0, one can construct a unilateral weighted backward shift B, on X such
that B, ® B2, @ - -- ® B is weakly mixing but B, ® BX is not hypercyclic.

3.1. The ¥ -Mixing Criterion. It is easy to observe that an operator is weakly
mixing if and only if it is weakly disjoint from itself. We consider how is a
weakly mixing operator weakly disjoint from itself. In the aspect of families,
we study the ¥ -transitivity of the direct sum of an operator and itself when a
family ¥ is given.
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Definition 3.7. Let # be a family. An operator T: X — X is said to be F -mixing
provided that T @ T is ¥ -transitive.

Recall that the Blow up/Collapse condition characterizes the weak mixing
of operators (see Theorem 2.21). We formulate here the Blow up/Collapse
condition for F -mixing.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¥ be a family. Then an operator T: X — X is ¥ -mixing if and only
if for any non-empty open subsets U,V of X and neighborhood W of 0, we have

N(U, W) N(W,V) e F.

Proof. The condition is obviously necessary.

Conversely, let U,V be a pair of non-empty open subsets of X. Pick non-
empty open subsets U’ € U,V’ C V and a neighborhood W of 0 such that
U'+Wcl,V'+W c V. The observation N(U’, W)NN (W, V’) c N(U, V) gives
that T is ¥ -transitive. Since ) ¢ ¥, by Theorem 2.21, T is weakly mixing. So T
is F -mixing. m|

Inspired by the Hypercyclicity Criterion (Theorem 2.19), we formulate a crite-
rion for # -mixing in the aspect of limitations, which is especially applicable to
backward shifts. Before this, we need a notion, which requires the specific shape
of the indices of convergent subsequences.

Suppose that X is a metric space and ¥ is a family. Let (x,),en, be a sequence
in X. We say that a point x € X is the ¥ -limit of (x,)sen, denoted by ¥ -
lim x, = x, if for any neighborhood U of x we have

n—oo
{neNyg:x,el}eF.

In [11], Bes et.al. gave a criterion [11, Theorem 2.4] for an operator to be ¥ -
mixing, requiring that {F C Np: ﬂi.‘:_k(lf +i)N Ny € ¥ forany k € Ng} is a
filter. The following criterion has a strong requirement on the limitations but no
requirement for the family.

Theorem 3.9 (¥ -Mixing Criterion). Let T: X — X be an operator and F be a family.
If there exist dense subsets Xo, Yo C X and a sequence (Sy)nen, of maps of Yo into X
such that for any xo € Xo, yo € Yo,

f(q:— nlgl;lo(Tnxo, SnyOI TﬂSnyO) = (OI O/ yO)/
then T is ¥ -mixing.

Proof. Let U, V be non-empty open subsets of X and let W C X be a neighborhood
of 0. Pick xp € XoNU and yo € YoN V. Then

A= {Tl € Np : T”xo € W,Snyo ew, T”Snyo € V} eF.
Since AC N(U,W)NnN(W,V), T is ¥ -mixing, by Lemma 3.8. O
Remark 3.10. It is clear that an operator satisfying the Hypercyclicity Criterion
(Theorem 2.19) must satisfy the Fin-Mixing Criterion. Once an operator satisfied

the Fin-Mixing Criterion, it is weakly mixing and then by Theorem 2.20 it satisfies
the Hypercyclicity Criterion (Theorem 2.19). The F-Mixing Criterion coincides
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with Kitai’s Criterion ([20, Theorem 3.4]). Generally, the ¥ -Mixing Criterion
is not equivalent to ¥ -mixing. For example, Grivaux has construed a strong
mixing operator who does not satisfy Kitai’s Criterion (see [19, Theorem 2.5]).

3.2. Mild mixing. It is natural to consider the property of operators which are
weakly disjoint from a given class of operators. In 2024, Cardeccia characterized
in [12] the operators which are weakly disjoint from all weakly mixing opera-
tors, and the operators which are weakly disjoint from all topologically ergodic
operators. We restate these results, in the language of weak disjointness.

Theorem 3.11 ([12, Theorem 5.3]). Let T: X — X be an operator. The following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) T is topologically ergodic;

(2) T is weakly disjoint from all weakly mixing operators;

(3) T ® S is weakly mixing for each weakly mixing operator S: Y — Y.

Theorem 3.12 ([12, Theorem 5.4]). An operator T: X — X is Fps-transitive if and
only if T is weakly disjoint from all topologically ergodic operators.

It is clear that the operators which are weakly disjoint from all strongly mixing
operators, are exactly the hypercyclic ones. We wonder if there is a non-mixing
operator which is weakly disjoint from all hypercyclic operators? We introduce
the concept of mild mixing in the frame work of linear dynamical systems, and
show that the mild mixing of operators is a property which lies strictly between
strong mixing and weak mixing.

Definition 3.13. An operator T: X — X is said to be mildly mixing provided that
it is weakly disjoint from all hypercyclic operators.

Proposition 3.14. Let T: X — X and S: Y — Y be two operators. Then T © S is
mildly mixing if and only if both T and S are mildly mixing.

Proof. The condition is obviously necessary.

Conversely, fix a hypercyclic operator R: Z — Z. Since S is mildly mixing, we
have that S® R is hypercyclic. Since T is mildly mixing, we have that T & (S ® R)
is hypercyclic. This gives that (T @ S) ® R is hypercyclic and then T & S is mildly
mixing. O

Next we deduce a sufficient condition for an operator to be mildly mixing.

Proposition 3.15. Each Afp—tmnsitive operator is mildly mixing.

Proof. Suppose that T: X — X is a Ai*p-transitive operator. Fix a hypercyclic
operator S: Y — Y. Let Uj, U be non-empty open subsets of X and let V be
a non-empty open subset of Y. Let x € V be a hypercyclic vector for S. Since
each hypercyclic vector is recurrent, by Theorem 2.15, we have N(x, V) € ¥, and
N(V,V)=(N(x,V)-N(x,V))NNg (i.e. N(V,V) € Ajp). Since N(Uy, L) € Al
we have that N(U;, U2) N N(V, V) # 0. By Lemma 3.3, T is weakly disjoint from
S and then T is mildly mixing. O
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Recall in Theorem 2.16 we know that the mild mixing of compact dynamical
systems is equivalent to the A’i‘p—transitivity. In Proposition 3.15 we have shown

that each A’i‘p-transitive operator is mildly mixing, so we ask:
Question 3.16. Is each mildly mixing operator A}, -transitive?

Now we deduce that for linear dynamical systems, mixing is not equivalent
to mild mixing. Let A = {A Cc Ny : there is F € Fins with (F — F) NNy c A}. Since
Fip C Fint, by Proposition 3.15, each A*-transitive operator is mildly mixing.
Bes et al. have constructed a A*-transitive weighted backward shift on co(Np) or
{?(Np),1 < p < oo which is not strongly mixing in [11, Proposition 5.5]. So we
have the following.

Proposition 3.17. There exists a mildly mixing operator which is not strongly mixing.

Remark 3.18. For an operator T on ¢*(Z), it is natural to consider the weak
disjointness of T and its adjoint T*. But it can be easily checked that this will
never happen, see e.g. [20, Remark 4.17].

Salas constructed in [25, Corollary 2.6] two weakly mixing operators T, S on
¢2(Z) such that T and S are not weakly disjoint. He also constructed in [25,
Corollary 2.3] an operator T on ¢%(Z) such that both T and T* are weakly mixing,
while T and T* can never be weakly disjoint by Remark 3.18. It is illustrated in
Example 3.5 that there is a weakly mixing operator T on ¢!(Ny) such that T and
T? are not weakly disjoint. All of the above examples show that mild mixing is
not equivalent to weak mixing.

Proposition 3.19. There exist some weakly mixing operators which are not mildly
mixing.

It is observed that each strongly mixing operator is mildly mixing and each
mildly mixing operator is weakly mixing. By Propositions 3.17 and 3.19, the
mild mixing of operators lies strictly between strong mixing and weak mixing.
In 1993, Ansari has shown in [3] that an operator is hypercyclic if and only if
each of its iterates is hypercyclic.

Theorem 3.20 ([3, Theorem 1]). Let T: X — X be an operator and p € N. Then
HC(T) = HC(T?).

By Ansari’s result, we have the following two more sufficient conditions for
mild mixing. Recall that an operator is said to be chaotic in the sense of Devaney
(or chaotic for short) if it is hypercyclic and has a dense set of periodic points.
In 2007, Badea and Grivaux constructed in [13, Corollary 4.7] a chaotic operator
which is not strongly mixing, by which we know that chaos does not imply
strong mixing. But we have that chaos does imply mild mixing. We also obtain
that an operator is mildly mixing if some iterate of it is mildly mixing.

Proposition 3.21. Let T: X — X be an operator.

(1) If T is chaotic, then it is mildly mixing;
(2) If TP is mildly mixing for some p € N, then T is mildly mixing.
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Proof. (1). Let S: Y — Y be a hypercyclic operator. Fix a non-empty open subset
V of X and two non-empty open subsets U7, Uy of Y. Since T is chaotic, there
isv € V and p € N such that TPv = v. By Theorem 3.20, S? is hypercyclic,
then there is n € N such that SP"U; N U, # 0. Since TP"v = v, we have pn €
N(V,V)n N(Uy,Uz). By Lemma 3.3, T is weakly disjoint from S. Thus T is
mildly mixing.

(2). Let S: Y — Y be a hypercyclic operator. By Theorem 3.20, S is also
hypercyclic. Since T? is mildly mixing, we have that T? is weakly disjoint from
SP. Then T is weakly disjoint from S. This implies that T is mildly mixing. O

It is natural to consider the following question.

Question 3.22. Let T: X — X be a mildly mixing operator. Is T mildly mixing
for all p € N?

4. Tue WEiss-AKIN-GLASNER THEOREM FOR OPERATORS AND SOME APPLICATIONS

In this section, by showing an analogue of the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Lemma,
we formulate the counterpart of the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem within the
framework of linear dynamical systems, and provide some applications.

4.1. The Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem for operators. We have the following
characterizations of subsets of non-negative integers which can be realized by
the return time sets of ¥ -mixing operators, which is an analogue of the Weiss-
Akin-Glasner Lemma (Lemma 2.12) from topological dynamics.

Lemma 4.1. Let ¥ be a full family and F C Ny. Then F € F if and only if there is an
invertible F -mixing weighted backward shift By, on X, and a non-empty open subset
W of X such that

N, (W, W) € F U {0},
where X = co(Z) or tP(Z), 1 < p < o0.
Proof. <. By Proposition 2.6, N3, is a shift-invariant thick subfamily of #. Then
Fu{0} e N3, C F. It is observed that (F U {0}) "N C F. Since ¥ is full, F is

also full. Then (FU{0}))NNeF.SoFe¥.

=. We divide the proof into two cases.

Case A: F € F. Let L € Ny be such that [L,+00) NNy Cc F. Let w be the
bilateral weight given by

2, nelL,+),
w, =41, nel0,L-1],
%, n € —N.

Let By, be the bilateral weighted backward shift on X defined by the weight
w. Since both (w;);cz and (ﬁ)iez are bounded, By, is an invertible operator on

X. By [20, Example 4.15], By, is strongly mixing and then ¥ -mixing. Note that
for each n € [L, +0), wiwy ---w, > 2 and for each n € [0,L — 1], wiwy---w, = 1.
Consider the following non-empty open set

W:{xeX: ||x—eO||<%}.
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Fix m € Np (W, W)\ {0}. Then there is a vector x=(..,x1,X0,X1,%2,...) EW

such that Bl'x € W, which glves that [x,,| < 3 L and |w1w2 WX — 1] < % Then

we have w1wy -+ Wi |X | > 5 2 and then wywy - - - Wy, = wlqul—W > 2, which gives

that m € [L, +oo)ﬂN0CF That is, Np,, (W, W)CFU{O}

Case B:F € ¥ \ Fet. Write F as the disjoint union of a sequence (Ix)ken
of maximal finite integer intervals. By the definition of F, it is easy to see
that {n € No: {n — 1,n} ¢ F} € F. Without loss of generality, we require
that 0 ¢ F and |I[x|] > 2 for each k € N. Also we assume that the sequence

(min Ix)ken is increasing. Let J; = [0,min]; — 1] N Ny. For each k € N, let
Jk+1 = [max Iy +1, min ;1 — 1] N Ny. For n € N, let

[2,2,.. 2,%,;,...,2] if |I,| = 2m for some m € N,
AK—/A/_/

m
2,2,...,2,%,%,...,%,1], if |I,| = 2m + 1 for some m €N,

n terms m terms
and
I =11,1,...,1].
|
|Jn| terms

Let By, be the bilateral weighted backward shift on X defined by the weight w,
where w = (w;);ez is given by

w = (%/ %/%/g?l/z-ll'--/gj;l/-z—n/”-)-

|
-N

Nop

Since both (w;);cz and (ﬁ)iez are bounded, By, is an invertible operator on X.

We claim that if m € Ny satisfies {m —r,m —r+1,...,m+r +1} C F for
some r € Ny, then wy---w, > 2". Since (Ix)keny are disjoint, there is a unique
k € N such that {m —r,m —r+1,...,m +r + 1} C Ix. Denote a = minI
and b = maxIy. Then |I[x| > 2r+2 and m € [a +r,b —r — 1]. Suppose |Ix| is
even. If a+r <m < b“#_l, then wy - Wy = W1 Wayr = 271 If % +1<
m<b-r—1, then wy--wy > w1 Wp_41) = 2", Suppose |Ix| is odd. If
a+r<m< b%—l,thenwl---wm > Wy Waey = 27 Ifb% <m<b-r-1,
then w1 - wy, > w1 - wp-1)—, = 2". So the claim holds. Also, it is observed that
for each m € Ny \ F we have wy---w,, = 1.

To show that B, is # -mixing, by Proposition 2.22 it suffices to show that for
any M >0and j €N, Ay, OZM,]' € ¥, where

. A — . 1
AM,]' = {TZ eN: Wjir1Wjt2 " Wjtn > M},AM,]' = {1’1 eN: WjwWj-1 - Wj-n+1 < M}

Now fix M > 0 and j € N. There is g € N with 29 > Mwyw, - --w;. Consider the
set

E:{meNo:{m—q—j—l,m—q—j,...,m+q+j+1}CF}.
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Recall that F is the maximal shift-invariant thick subfamily of # and F € F, by
Remark 2.4, E € . Fixn € E. Wehave {(j+n)—q,(j+n)—q+1,...,(j+n)+q+1} C
F. By the above analysis, wiwz -+~ wjy =29 > Mwyw, ... w;. That is

Wwiw2 - Wiy  Mwjwsy ... w;
Wi 1Wjs2 Wjyn = > = M.
wle"'wj wlwz...w]

It can be easily seen that E C [ +j+1,+00) NNy C ZM,]'. So E C Am,jN ZM,]'.

This gives that Ay, N ATM,]- € . Hence By, is ¥ -mixing, by Proposition 2.22.
This ends the construction of the # -mixing operator By,.
Consider the following non-empty open set

W ={xeX:|x-el <1}

Fix m € N, (W, W) \ {0}. Then there is a vector x = (..., x_1, X0, X1,X2,...) €W

such that B"x € W, which gives that |x,,| < 3 and [wiw; - Wy Xy, — 1| < 3. Then

we have wwy - - - Wy x| > % and then wiw, - - w,, = %w'mlx’"' > 2, which gives
m

that m € F. That is, Np (W, W) c F U {0}. O

Remark 4.2. Given a full family ¥ and F € ¥, by the similar strategy as in the
proof of Lemma 4.1 one can find an ¥ -mixing unilateral weighted backward shift
By on X, and a non-empty open subset W of X such that N (W, W) c F U {0},
where X = ¢o(Np) or £#(Np), 1 < p < oo.

By Lemma 4.1, for a given full family ¥, we characterize the operators which
are weakly disjoint from all #-mixing operators, which is an analogue of the
Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem (Theorem 2.13) from topological dynamics.

Theorem 4.3. Let T: X — X be an operator and let ¥ be a full family. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) T is (F) -transitive;

(2) T is weakly disjoint from all ¥ -mixing operators;

(3) T is weakly disjoint from all invertible F -mixing bilateral weighted backward
shifts on Y, where Y = co(Z) or {P(Z),1 < p < oo.

Proof. The implications (1)=(2)=(3) are clear.

(3)=(1). Let U,V be a pair of non-empty open subset of X. Our goal is to
show that Nt(U, V) intersects each member in . Fix F € #. By Lemma 4.1,
there exists an invertible # -mixing bilateral weighted backward shift S on Y, and
a non-empty open subset W of Y such thatNs(W, W) c F U {0}. Since T & S is
hypercyclic, N7 (U, V)N Ns(W, W) is an infinite set, while N7(U, V)N Ngs(W, W) C
Nt(U, V)N(FU{0}) = (NT(U, V)NF)U(Nt(U, V)N{0}). Consequently, Nr(U, V)NF
is an infinite set, and then Np(U, V) € (F)". Hence T is (¥ ) -transitive. O

For a shift-invariant thick family 7, if every ¥ *-transitive operator is weakly

mixing, then the characterization of the weak disjointness of ¥ -transitive oper-
ator can be strengthened as follows.
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Proposition 4.4. Let T: X — X be an operator and let F be a shift-invariant thick
family. If every ¥ *-transitive operator is weakly mixing, then the following assertions
are equivalent:

(1) T is F *-transitive;

(2) for any F -transitive operator S: Y — Y, T @ S is weakly mixing;

(3) for any invertible F -transitive bilateral weighted backward shift S on Y, where
Y =co(Z), or P(Z), 1 < p < oo, T ®S is weakly mixing.

Proof. The implication (2)=(3) is clear. (3)=(1) follows from Theorem 4.3.
(1)=>(2). Let S: Y — Y be an ¥ -transitive operator. Fix non-empty open
subsets U, V7 of X, and Uy, V> of Y. Let k € Ny. By the hypothesis, T is
weakly mixing and ¥ *-transitive. So T is ¥ *-mixing. Then A = {n € Ny :
{n,n+1,...,n+k} C NT(LIl,Vl)} € ¥*. By the ¥ -transitivity of S and the
thickness of F, we have B = {n eNg:{n,n+1,...,n+k}C NS(UZ,Vz)} €F.
Now @ #AnNnBc{neNy:{n,n+1,...,n+k} c Nr(Uy, V1) N Ns(Up, V»)} and
then Nt(Ujy, V1) NNs(Ua, V2) € . By Proposition 2.5, T®S is weakly mixing. O

Since Fis and ¥ are shift-invariant thick families, and the topological ergodicity
of operators implies weak mixing, by Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.4, we can
strengthen Cardeccia’s results (Theorems 3.11 and 3.12) as follows.

Corollary 4.5. Let T: X — X be an operator. Then the following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) T is topologically ergodic;

(2) T is weakly disjoint from all weakly mixing operators;

(3) T is weakly disjoint from all invertible weakly mixing bilateral weighted backward
shifts on' Y, where Y = co(Z) or {P(Z),1 < p < oo;

(4) for any invertible weakly mixing bilateral weighted backward shift S on Y, where
Y = co(Z) or tP(Z),1 < p < oo, T &S is weakly mixing;

(6) for any weakly mixing operator S: Y — Y, T @ S is weakly mixing.

Corollary 4.6. Let T: X — X be an operator. Then the following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) T is Fps-transitive;

(2) T is weakly disjoint from all topologically ergodic operators;

(3) T is weakly disjoint from all invertible topologically ergodic bilateral weighted
backward shifts on Y, where Y = co(Z) or tP(Z),1 < p < co.

As we can see, if a family # can be realized by the return time sets of ¥ -
transitive operators, then the # *-transitivity of an operator is equivalent to the
weak disjointness from all # -transitive operators. By Lemma 4.1, each shift-
invariant thick family can be realized completely by # -mixing operators. How-
ever, one can construct a family & which can be realized by the return time sets
of F -transitive operators but is not thick, using the following result.

Theorem 4.7 ([14, Theorem 4.1] or [6, Theorem 1.2]). There is a hypercyclic operator
which is not weakly mixing.
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Let T: X — X be a hypercyclic operator which is not weakly mixing and let
Nr ={A CcNp: N(U, V) c A for some non-empty open subsets U, V of X}. It is
easy to check that an operator S: Y — Y is N -transitive if and only if it is weakly
disjoint from all Nr-transitive operators if and only if it is weakly disjoint from
T. But since T is not weakly mixing, we have N (Uy, Vp) ¢ ¥ for some non-empty
open subsets Uy, Vp of X and then Nr is not a thick family. Lemma 4.1 gives
a characterizations of subsets of non-negative integers which can be realized by
the return time sets of # -mixing operators. But the characterization of return
time sets remains open for hypercyclic operators which are not weak mixing.
This raises the following question:

Question 4.8. Besides shift-invariant thick families, what kind of family ¥ can
be realized by the return time sets of ¥ -transitive operators?

By the Weiss-Akin-Glasner Theorem (Theorem 2.9), there is no family # such
that the F -transitivity of compact dynamical systems is equivalent to the weak
disjointness from all ¥ -transitive compact dynamical systems, since there exists
a topologically ergodic compact dynamical system which is not weakly mixing.
But things change under the framework of linear dynamical systems, since each
topologically ergodic operators must be Fis-transitive, thus weakly mixing, so
we ask:

Question 4.9. Is there a family ¥ such that an operator is ¥ -transitive if and
only if it is weakly disjoint from all ¥ -transitive operators?

In 1995, Salas provided in [25, Corollary 2.3] a hypercyclic operator T on
?(Z) such that T* is also hypercyclic. In Lemma 4.1, if we restrict the underlying
space X to £?(Z), require that Ny \ F is large enough, and modify our construction
slightly, then the operator we obtain possesses a hypercyclic adjoint.

Proposition 4.10. Let ¥1 and ¥, be shift-invariant thick families. If there are Fi €
F1,F2 € 2 with F1 N Fy = 0, then there is an invertible operator T on (%(Z) such that
T is F1-transitive and T* is Fo-transitive.

Proof. Let F = F;. It is clear that both F and Ny \ F are not cofinite. Write F
as the disjoint union of a sequence (Ix)reny of maximal finite integer intervals.
Since {n eNg:{n-2,n} CF } € 71, without loss of generality, we require that
0¢F,1¢Fand |l > 3 for each k € N. Also we assume that the sequence
(min Iy )ken is increasing. Let J1 = [1,min]; — 1] N Ny. For each k € N, let
Jks1 = [maxIx_q1 + 1, minI;,1 — 1] N Ny. For n € N, let

[2,2,...,2,% l,...,%], if |I,| = 2m for some m € N,

)
~———
— m terms m terms
Iy = 1117 i =
2,2,...,2,5,5,--+,3%,1], if || =2m + 1 for some m € N,

—_—
m terms m terms
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and

[3,1,...,3,2,2,...,2], if |]s| = 2m for some m € N,
N———

terms m terms
,2,2,...,2,1], if |J,| = 2m + 1 for some m € N,

—_—
m terms m terms

[1], if [Ju] = 1.

N|—

7

:

In =11

J ey

m
1
72

N|—=
N—=

Also, let

[2,2,...,2,4,1,..., 3], if I,| = 2m for some m €N,
R S
_ m terms m terms
" [1,2,2,...,2,%,%,...,%], if |I;| = 2m + 1 for some m € N,
—_— —
m terms m terms

and

N[—

[1.1,...,4,2,2,...,2], if |]4| = 2m for some m €N,
—_—

m terms m terms
I n =3 [1,%,%,...,%,2,2,...,2], if |J,] = 2m + 1 for some m € N,
N

m terms m terms

[1], if || = 1.

Let By, be the bilateral weighted backward shift on X defined by the weight w,
where w = (w;);ez is given by

w:("'fi’l/?n/"'jlrﬁll [1] /g?i/]i/---/gy;’llfi’l/“')-
—_——
N 0 N

For each n € —N, we have w, = w%n Since both (w;)nez and (——),ez are

Wn+1
bounded, By, is an invertible operator on t2(Z). Let v = (wi—n)n. Itis easy to see

that the adjoint of By, is conjugate to B,.

By the same argument as the one in Case B of the proof of Lemma 4.1, we
have the following facts:

e if m € Ny satisfies {m —r,m —r+1,...,m+r+ 1} C F for some r € Ny,
then wy ---wy,; > 27;

e if m € Ny satisfies {m —r,m—r+1,...,m+r+1} C N\ F for some r € Np,
then wy ---wy, < %

To show that By, is #1-transitive, by Proposition 2.22 it suffices to show that
forany M > 0 and j € N, Ay j(w) N Ay, j(w) € F1, where

Apj(w) ={n e N: wj 1 Wjyp -+ Wiy > M},ZM,j(w) ={neN:wjwj1- Wj_n41 < ﬁ}

Fix j e Nand M > 0. There is g1 € N with 27* > Mw; ---w;. Consider the set

E1:{mENO:{m—q1—j—1,m—ql—j+1,...,m+q1+j+1}CF}.
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Since 7 is a shift-invariant thick family and F € ¥;, by Remark 2.4, E; € #.
Fix n € Ey, wehave {(n+j)—q1,(n+j)—gq1+1,...,(n+j)+ g1 +1} C F and
{(n=j-1)—q1,(n—j-1)—gq1+1,...,(n—j=1)+g1+1} C F. Thenwiws - - - wj4, = 27
and wyws - - wy-j-1 = 27. We have

WIW2 ** Witp S 27

Wi Wi+ Wign = > M,

wlwz...wj _wlwz...wj
and
1 wiwy 1

WiWi_1 - WoW—-1 " Wi—p+1 = WoW1 - W;j < < —.
Ihad} j—n ]wl"'wn—j—l 27 M

This gives that E; C Ay, j(w) OZM,j(w). Then Ay, j(w) HZM,j(w) € ¥1, and By, is
F1-transitive by Proposition 2.22.
To show that B, is #>-transitive, by Proposition 2.22 it suffices to show that for

any M >0and j €N, Ay j(v) N A7M,]-(v) € ¥>, where
Apm,j(v) ={n €N: 011042 Vj4n > M},ZM,]'(U) ={n eN:0jvj_1++0j_p41 < ﬁ}.
Fixj e Nand M > 0. Thereis g2 € N with 292 > M max{wow_1 - - - W-jt+1,VjVj-1 " o}
Consider the set

E, = {mENO:{m—qz—j,m—qz—j+1,...,m+q2+j+1}CN\F}.

Since Ny \ F € #, and ¥, is full, we have N \ F € %,. Since %5 is a shift-invariant
thick family, by Remark 2.4, E; € #,. Fixn € E;. Wehave {(n+j)—q2, (n+j)—q2+
1,...,(n+j)+g2+1} c N\F and {(n—j)—q2, (n—j)—q2+1,...,(n—j)+q2+1} C N\F.
By the above analysis, we have wiw; - wjiy-1 < 2%2 and wywy -+ Wy-j < 2%2
Note that

1 1
U1 f()]-+n = — .
W12+ Wjn-1  WQWIW2 *** Wjtn-1
We have
1
WIW2 Wjgn-1 212
Vjp1 " Vjin = > > M,
Ul...vj wow_l...w_]-+1
and
0j0j-1--02 1
’(J]'Z)]'_l c 20001 ’(J]'_n+1 = Z)]"(J]'_l s D2Wowiwy - - - w_]'+n < T < M
This gives that E» C Ap,j(v) N ZM,]'(U). Then A, j(v) N ZM,]-(U) € ¥,, and B, is
Fo-transitive by Proposition 2.22. O

4.2. Some Examples. Applying Lemma 4.1, we can provide a large amount of
operators with some prescribed properties. We give firstly two general results
and then provide certain examples.

Proposition 4.11. Let ¥ be a shift invariant thick family and ¥, be a family. Then
there exists an invertible F1-transitive operator which is not F-transitive if and only if

Fi\F2 #0.
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Proof. =. Let T: X — X be an invertible ¥-transitive operator which is not %>-
transitive. Then there are non-empty open subsets U, V of X with N(U, V) ¢ ¥>.
We are done since N(U, V) € F;.

&. By Lemma 4.1, there exists an invertible #1-transitive operator T: X — X,
and a non-empty open subset W of X such that:

N(W, W) c F; U{0}.

It is clear that N(W, W) N F, c (F1 U{0}) N F, C (F1 N Fp) U {0} = {0}.

Since X has no isolated points, there are non-empty open sets W/, W ¢ W
with N(W’, W) c [1, +c0). Finally we have N7(W’, W) N F, = 0. Hence T is
not ,’-transitive. O

Proposition 4.12. Let F1 and ¥, be shift invariant thick families. Then there exists
an invertible F1-transitive operator T: X — X and an invertible F>-transitive operator
S:Y — Y such that T is not weakly disjoint from S if and only if there are F1 € F1 and
F> € 5 such that F1 N F, = 0.

Proof. On the one hand, let T: X — X be an invertible ¥-transitive operator
and S: Y — Y be an invertible #,-transitive operator such that T is not weakly
disjoint from S. Then there are non-empty open subsets Uj, V1 of X and U, V>
of Y with N(Uy, V1) N N(Up, V) = 0. We are done since N(Uj,V7) € 1 and
N (UQ , Vz) S 972

Conversely, by the hypothesis, F1 € 7 \ ¥, By Proposition 4.11, there exists
an invertible #3-transitive operator which is not ,'-transitive. Since ¥ is a shift-
invariant thick family, by Theorem 4.3, there exists an invertible #>-transitive
operator S: Y — Y such that T is not weakly disjoint from S. O

In 2019, Bés et al. has constructed several operators to distinguish the transitiv-
ity along some different families [11]. We provide here more invertible operators
of such kind. We recall the definitions of density and Banach density of a subset
of No.

Definition 4.13. Let A C Nj.
e The upper and lower density of A are given by

jeA:j<n-1
n

feA:j<n-1
,D(A) = liminf S J=n }l,

n—oo n

D(A) = limsup

n—oo

e The upper and lower Banach density of A are given by

75 €A:m<j<n-1 ieA:m<i<n-1
BD(A) = limsup LS4 ET =MD gy iy g U €A =T == T

N—1—0co n—m n—m-—oo n—m

It is observed that for any A c Ny, we have BD(A) < D(A) < D(A) < BD(A).
We denote

. ?'pud:{AcNO:E(A)>0}; Fola = {A C Ny : D(A) > 0};
o Fur ={AcCNo:D(A)=1};  Far={AcNyp:D(A)=1};
o Fpubd = {A CNg: BD(A) > 0}; Fipa1 = {A ¢ No: BD(A) = 1}.
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It can be checked that the above six families are shift-invariant and %41, Fibd1
are filters. By Remark 2.4(5), both #141 and Fipq1 are shift-invariant thick families.
Besides, we have #}, = Fpud and ¥ ; = Fpubd. By Proposition 4.11, once we
have found a subset of Ny with some prescribed properties, we will obtain an

operator to distinguish certain classes of hypercyclic operators.

Proposition 4.14. Let X = co(Z) or tP(Z), 1 < p < 0.
(1) There exists an invertible weakly mixing operator on X which is not Fpug-

transitive.

(2) There exists an invertible topologically ergodic operator on X which is not Ti;-
transitive.

(3) There exists an invertible topologically ergodic operator on X which is not Fyq1-
transitive.

(4) There exists an invertible F141-transitive operator on X which is not topologically
ergodic.

(6) There exists an invertible Fi,q1-transitive operator on X which is not strongly
mixing.

(6) There exists an invertible Ti;—tmnsitive operator on X which is not A*-transitive.
(7) There exists an invertible A’i*p—tmnsitive operator on X which is not Ti;—tmnsitive.

Proof. (1). Let F = Upen{2",2" +1,...,2" +n}. Itis clear that F € F; \ Fpug. Since
¥+ is a shift-invariant thick family, the result follows from Proposition 4.11.

(2). Let F = Ny \ FS((10"),,en). It can be verified that F € Fs \ f;) Since Fs is
a shift-invariant thick family, the result follows from Proposition 4.11.

(3). For each n € Ny, let F,, = {(n3")k +i: k e N,i € {0,1,...,n —1}}. Then
F, is syndetic and D(F,) = D(F,) = 3% Let F = U7, Fy. Then F is thickly
syndetic and D(F) < X7 D(F,) = % This shows that F € i \ Fuq1. Since Fis is
a shift-invariant thick family, the result follows from Proposition 4.11.

(4). Let F =No \ Upen{2",2" +1,...,2" + n}. By the proof of (1), F € Fiq1 \ Fs.
Since Fiq; is a shift-invariant thick family, the result follows from Proposition
4.11.

(5). Let F =Np \ {2": n € N}. It is clear that F € Fipq1 \ Fer- Since Fpgi is a
shift-invariant thick family, the result follows from Proposition 4.11.

(6). Let (sn)nen be a sequence of positive integers such that s, 41 > 4(X7_; si+n)
foreachn e N. Put S = {s,: n e N} and A =Ny \ (S = S). The family

k
Fa = {B C N : there exist my, my, ..., my € Z with ﬂ(A + mi)}
i=1
is a shift-invariant thick subfamily of 7:1; (see [23, Example B]). Now we have

A € Fa \ A*. Then the result follows from Proposition 4.11.
(7). Let (sp)nenw be the same sequence as the one in the proof of (6). Put
A =Ny \ FS((sp)nen). For each k € N, let Ay = N°__, (A +i). The family

Fa = {B C Ny : there exists k € Z with Ay C B}
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is a shift-invariant thick subfamily of Ai*p (see [23, Example C]). Now we have
A€Fal\ ?:; Then the result follows from Proposition 4.11. m]

We provide examples of weakly mixing operators without hypercyclic direct
sums.

Corollary 4.15. There exist an invertible weakly mixing operator T and an invertible
Fra1-transitive operator S such that T is not weakly disjoint from S.

Proof. Since there are F1 € ¥ and F, € Fig1 with F1 N F, = 0 (see the proof of
Proposition 4.14(4)), the result follows from Proposition 4.12. O

In Section 3 we have demonstrated that the mild mixing of operator lies strictly
between strong mixing and weak mixing. By Proposition 4.14 and Corollary 4.15,
we immediately obtain that the mild mixing of invertible operators lies strictly
between strong mixing and weak mixing.

Corollary 4.16.

(1) There exists an invertible Fiq1-transitive operator which is not mildly mixing.
(2) There exists an invertible mildly mixing operator T which is not strongly mixing.

Proof. (1). The Fiq;1-transitive operator S: Y — Y in Corollary 4.15 is not mildly
mixing since it is not weakly disjoint from some weakly mixing operator.
(2). By Proposition 4.14(7), there exists an invertible Ai*p-transitive operator

T: X — X which is not f;—transitive. By Proposition 3.15, T is mildly mixing.
It is clear that T is not strongly mixing. O

We provide a further example of weakly mixing operator with weakly mixing
adjoint. By Proposition 3.18, this is also an example of weakly mixing operator
T: X — X such that both T and T* are not mildly mixing.

Corollary 4.17. There exists an invertible Fi41-transitive operator T on (%(Z) such that
T* is weakly mixing.

Proof. Since there exist F; € Fig1 and F, € ¥ with F1 N F, = 0 (see the proof of
Proposition 4.14(4)), the result follows from Proposition 4.10. O

5. WEAK DISJOINTNESS OF BACKWARD SHIFTS

In this section, we characterize the weak disjointness of (bilateral and uni-
lateral) backward shifts on Fréchet sequence spaces. And we show that the
¥ -mixing of the direct sums of such operators, is equivalent to the #-Mixing
Criterion.

Recall that in 1995 Salas gave in [25] a characterization of the weak disjointness
of weighted backward shifts on ¢?(Z) and ¢*(Np). Indeed, the weak disjointness
of weighted backward shifts on c¢o(Z) and ¢7(Z),1 < p < o (or co(Np) and
{?(Np),1 < p < o) is already characterized by Salas in [25], although he only give
a proof for £2(Np). We restate these results in the language of weak disjointness.
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Theorem 5.1 ([25, Theorem 2.5]). Two weighted backward shifts By,, B, on {%(Z) are
weakly disjoint if and only if for any € > 0 and q € Ny, there exists n € N such that for

any |jl < q,

min{wj+le+2 CWitn, Vj+10j42 0+ Uj+n} > %/
and

max{ijj_l o Wion+1, 05010 ?J]'_n+1} <E.

Theorem 5.2 ([25, Theorem 2.8]). Two weighted backward shifts By, and B, on £*(Np)
are weakly disjoint if and only if

sup{min{IT}_,ws, IT}_,vs}} = co.
n>1

Let X be a bilateral Fréchet sequence space in which {...,e_,e_1,ep,€1,€2,...}
is a basis. Given a bilateral weighted backward shift B, on X, it is not hard to see
that By, is conjugate to a (non-weighted) backward shift on a Fréchet sequence
space with the basis

e_n e_1
{ C I w_qwo’ wo ! €p, wiey, wiwzeéy, . .. }

This strategy works also for unilateral weighted backward shifts. Since the weak
disjointness and the ¥ -transitivity of operators are preserved under conjugacy,
in what follows we consider the weak disjointness of backward shifts, and then
transfer the results into the form of weighted backward shifts.

5.1. Weak disjointness of bilateral backward shifts. We first discuss the weak
disjointness of bilateral backward shifts on Fréchet sequence spaces.

Theorem 5.3. Let X1, Xo, ..., X be bilateral Fréchet sequence spaces in which (e,)nez
is a basis and B1, By, . .., By be the backward shifts on X1, Xy, ..., Xy respectively. Let
¥ be a family. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(1) Eszl B; is F -transitive;
(2) @, B is F-mixing;
(3) @le B; satisfies the F -Mixing Criterion;
(4) for each € > 0 and N € N, ﬂ?’:_N ﬂle(C:/].(Xi) N C;].(XZ-)) € F, where for
jeZandie{1,2,...,k},
Coi(Xi) ={n € No : llejenllx; < €}, C;(Xi) = {n € No : llej-nllx; < €}.

Proof. The implications (3)=(2)=(1) are clear.

(1)=(4). Fix e > 0and N € N. Foreach i € {1,2,...,k}, since (e;;),ez is a basis
of X;, we have that {h,e,: n € Z} is bounded for each I = (h,),ez € X;. By the
Banach-Steinhaus Theorem ([20, Theorem A.10]), for each i € {1,2, ..., k}, there
exists 0; > 0 such that for any x) e X; with ||x(i)||X,. < 0;, we have that

€
z’<§, TZEZ,

and
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Letd =min{d;:i=1,2,...k}and u = Zf.\i_N e;. Foreachi € {1,2,...,k}, denote
U; ={y € X;: |ly — ullx, < 6}. Since By @ B, is hypercyclic, we have

k
Q = Ng,(U;, U;) N [2N + 1, +00) # 0.
i=1
Fix n € Q. There is a vector (x1,x@, .. .x) e ;@ U, & ... ® Uy such that:
(B7xW, Bix®,  Bix el olho... o U.
That is, we have [j —n| > N,j+n > N for |[j| < N and for each i € {1,2,...,k},
we have the following:
(i) |x§"> ~1<tfor|jl<N;
Qi) x| < L for [k| > N;
(i) [1(x}” = Dejllx, < § for [jl < N;
(iv) Il exllx; < § for [k| > N;
(v) |xf;1]. ~1<Lfor|j| < N;
wi) x| < 1 for |k| > N;
(vii) I(x}); = Defllx, < § for ljl < N;
(vidi) [l exllx, < § for [k| > N.
Fix i € {1,2,...k}. By (viii), we have that ||x;i)ej_n||xi < 5 for |j| < N. Then by
(ii), we have that for |j| < N,
(i)

. i a0, ,
le-als = [ = 1) "eion + 20era

i

+ [l enlly,

<l =1 I ejally,
]

A
m

By (iv), we have that ||x;?nej+nllxi < 5 for |j| < N. Then by (v), we have that for
iI<N,

—[|(2 (@) (@)
||ej+n||Xg = (x(i) - 1)x]'+nej+n + x]'+nej+n X
j+n

1 (@) (@)
<|(=—-1)x" ej +|x‘ e
— (i) ]+I’l ]+7’l
x]}M j+n Xi j+n Xi
@ . @ .
< x].+ne]+n « + x].+ne]+n .
1
<e.

Hence we have that

Nk
Qc ) m(C;j(Xi)ﬂC;j(Xi))-
j=-N i=1
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Since 691.‘21 X; has no isolated points, foreach i € {1, 2, ..., k} there are non-empty
open subsets W; and V; of U; such that

k
(N5, (W;, Vi) C 2N +1, +00).
i=1

Then
k N &k
(\NB,(Wi, Vi) cQ c (1) ((CE(Xi) N CZ (X0
i=1 j=-Ni=1
We are done since the hypothesis gives that N*_, N5, (W;, Vi) € F.
4)=@3). Leta = (a®,a@, ..., a®)and b = @D, 1D, ..., W) be two k-tuples
of finite sequences in eaf.‘zlxi. For eachi € {1,2,...,k}, write

) _ (@) (i) (@) (1)
a(’)—(...,O,O,a_l,...,aO ,ay,-..,a,,0,0,...),

i) _ (i) (i) 1) (i)
b =(..,0,0,b",...,by,0",...,5",00,. ).
Let F1, F> ..., Fi be the forward shifts for finite sequences of X1, X5 . . ., X respec-

tively. Denote T = 6]9;‘21 Biand S = 6]9;‘21 Fi. Fix 6 > 0. Foreach i € {1,2,...,k},
there exists €; > 0 such that for any z\) € X; with ||z\||x, < €;, we have for |j| < I,
0

20 +1 20 +1°

Let € = min{e;: i = 1,2,...,k}. Fix n € mj.:_l mj;l(c;].(xi) N C, (X)) and
ie{l,2,...,k}. We have

la"zllx, < 162 Vllx, <

[F7ally, =

|
™

b
~L A~
-

N

~

+

Iy

1
0, o _
. sj:Z_]Ha]. ejnlly, < @+ D)= =0,
and

1
| l. . 5
Bro Iy, =11 20 b ejnf| < [0 eally, < 21+ g =9

Then we obtain:
F - lim (T"b,S"a, T"S"a) = (0,0, a).

n—oo

Hence T satisfies the #-Mixing Criterion. O

We immediately obtain a characterization of the weak disjointness of bilateral
backward shifts.

Corollary 5.4. Let X1, Xy, ..., Xy be bilateral Fréchet sequence spaces in which (e,)nez
is a basis. Let By, By, ..., By be the backward shifts on X1, Xy, ..., X respectively.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) B1, By, ..., By are weakly disjoint;

(2) @le B; is weakly mixing;



Weak disjointness of hypercyclic operators 29

(3) there is a strictly increasing sequence (n,), in N such that for any j € Z we have

lim [le;on lx; = 0, lim [lej llx, = 0,i = 1,..., k.
r—00 r—00

Proof. By Theorem 5.3, it suffices to show that (3) is equivalent to (4) in Theorem
5.3 with F = Fins.

Suppose that (3) holds. To show (4) in Theorem 5.3 with F = ¥, we fix
€ > 0and N € N. By (3), for each j € Z with [j| < N, there exists R; > 0 such
that for each r € N with r > R; we have |lejs,llx; < € and |lej_p,llx; < €,i =

., k. Let R = max{R;: |[j| £ N}. It is observed that for r > R, we have
nreﬂN ~NE 1(C2(X) N CLi(Xi)-

Conversely, suppose that (4) in Theorem 5.3 holds with ¥ = Fis. Let e =1
and N; = 1. By Theorem 5.3(4), we can choose

N1k
ni € m m(c,;,]‘(xi) N Ce_w'(Xi))-

j=—Nj i=1

Let €2 = 1 and N, = 2. By Theorem 5.3(4), we can choose

N2 k
nae () [ \CL(X)NC, (Xi)\{0,1,2,...,m}.

j=—Na i=1
Now for j € Z with |j| < 2, we have |lejin,llx, < 3 and |le;- mllx, <2,i=1,...,k
Assume that n; < Ny < ...< 1y, are chosen such that for j € Z w1th lil <r, we
have |lejin,|Ix; < 1 and ||e] nr”X <=+,i=1,...,k Lete,y1 = % and N,y =r+1.
By Theorem 5. 3(4) we can choose’
Nrs1
ma€ ) ﬂ(ce L XDOCE XDV, 1,2, m
j=—Nrq1 i=1

Inductively we obtain a strictly increasing sequence (1,), in N.
Now we fix j € Z and € > 0. Then there exists R > 0 such that + < €

and |j| < R. For any r > R, since [j| < r, we have |lejin,|lx; < 1«1 <eand

T R
lejonllx, <t <% <e€i=1,...k O

5.2. Weak disjointness of unilateral backward shifts. Now we turn to the weak
disjointness of unilateral backward shifts on Fréchet sequence spaces.

Theorem 5.5. Let X1, X3, . .., Xy be unilateral Fréchet sequence spaces in which (e, )nen,
is a basis and By, Bo, ..., By be the backward shifts on X1, Xa, ..., Xy respectively. Let
¥ be a family. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) ®*%_, B; is F -transitive;

(2) 695.;1 B; is F -mixing;

(3) @*_, B; satisfies the F -Mixing Criterion;

(4) for each € > 0 and N € N, ﬂflzo N, Ce (X)) € F, where for j € Ny and
ie{l1,2,...,k},

Cej(Xi) = { € Mo llewslx, < e}
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Proof. The implications (3)=(2)=(1) are clear.

(1)=>(4). Fixe > 0 and N € N. For each i € {1,2,...,k}, since (e;)nen, is a
basis of X;, we have that {h,e,: n € Ny} is bounded for each I = (hy)en, € Xi.
By the Banach-Steinhaus Theorem ([20, Theorem A.10]), for each i € {1,2, ..., k},

there exists 6; > 0 such that for any x® e X; with ||x(i)||X,. < 6;, we have that

j €
I enllx, < 5, n €N,

and

oL
|x]. |<3, j=0,1,2,...,N.
Letézmin{éi:i:1,2,...,k}andu:Z?]:Oej.

For each i € {1,2,...,k}, denote Z; = {y € X;: |lyllx, < 6} and U; = {y €
Xit|ly —ullx, < 6}. Now we fix i € {1,2,...,k} and n € Np,(Z;,U;), there is a

vector ¥ € Z; with B/x® € U;. That is for j = 0,1,2,...,N, ||xfji].en+j||xi <<
and |x(i) -1 < % Finally for j =0,1,2,...,N,

n+j

1 (@) (i)

e 'XiSH = 1)x 7 enyil|  H||x) L ena
|| Tl+]|| <x(”lj ) n+j n+j X; n+j n+j X
(i) ‘ (i) ,

<e.

Thatis Ng,(Z;, U;) C m;i o Ce,j(Xi) and then MK, N (Z;, U;) € m;i oMK Ce i(X0).
Since 69:.‘:1 B, is F -transitive, we have ﬂf.‘zl Ng,(Z;,U;) € ¥ . Finally ﬂ;io ﬂle Ce,j(Xi) €
F.

(4)=(1). For each i € {1, 2, ..., k}, let W;, V; be non-empty open subsets of X;.
Let a = (aW,a®, ..., a®) ¢ GB;‘:lW,- and b = (0D, 0@, ..., b0) e EBZ‘: V; be two
k-tuples of finite sequences. Pick 6 > 0 such that for each i € {1,2,...,k}, we
have {y € X;: |ly - a(i)llxi <O} C W,

For each i € {1,2,...,k}, write

20 = (a(()i), agi), . agi),O, 0,...),

b = (bg), bgi), o, b;i), 0,0,...).

For eachi €{1,2,...,k}, let
Q; = {af) . j € Ng}U {b;i) cjeNgyu{al —b 1 s, t € Np).

Then Q; is a finite. set for each i € {1,2,...,k}. Foreachi € {1,2,...,k} and
keN,let a® = p® and
iy _ () (@) (i) @) 4@ 4,0 1) (i)
al )—(ao 40,8y ., by, by, by, 0)7,0,0, .0,

Now for each k e Ngand i € {1,2,...,k}, Bf.‘a(i'k) =p),



Weak disjointness of hypercyclic operators 31

For any i € {1,2,...,k}, pick €; > 0 such that for any z; € X; with ||zi||x; < €;,
we have for any gq; € Q;,
lgizillx; < T+1

Lete =min{e;:i=1,2,...,k}. Fixi€{1,2,...,k}and n € mj.zo Nk, Ce j(X)). I
n —1 > 1, we have that

I
: : : 5
”a(z,n) _ a(l)”Xi < Z(;||b]('1)en+j||xi <+ 1)m = 0.
]:
If n —1 < I, we have that
l

ot = 2y, < ;()H(ﬂfflj =0 )ensjlly, <+ Dy = 0.
That is

k k

([ Cej(Xi) c{neNg:a"™ e W;,i=1,2,...k} c [ Ng,(W;, Vi).

l
j=0 i=1 i=1

Then ﬂle Ng,(W;, Vi) € ¥ and 695.‘:1 B; is ¥ -transitive.

(1)=(3). Let B = EB;‘:l Biand S = EB;‘:l F;, where Fq, F», ..., Fi are respectively
the forward shifts for finite sequences of Xi,X»,...,Xs. As in the proof of
(1) = (4), for each € > 0 and N € N, there are non-empty open subsets U* and
V* of ®_ X; with

N k
Nr(U*, V*) € (1)) Ce j(X0)
j=0 i=1

Since EBi.‘zl X; has no isolated points, there are non-empty open subsets U™ C U*
and V* C V* such that

Nr(U™, V™) C [N +1,+c).
Then Gy := ﬁjl\io ﬂ;‘:l Cej(Xi) N[N +1,+00) € ¥. For any finite sequences

a=a"0,a?, . ,a®)yand b=0W,0?,. .. p0)e EBi.‘zl X;, write them as in the
proof of (4) = (1). Fix 6 > 0. For each i € {1,2, ..., k}, there exists €; > 0 such
that for any z; € X; with |[|z||x, < €;, we have for any t <,

loi”z

Let € = min{e;: i = 1,2,...,k} and n € Gje. It is clear that T"b = 0 and
T"F"a = a. Foreachi € {1,2,...,k}, we have

1 ! ,
[Ezal =[S enss | < Sl ensil <
J= togE

Hence we obtain

¥ - lim (T"b,S"a, T"S"a) = (0,0, a).
Then the ¥ -Mixing Criterion is satisfied. O



32 J. Li, Q. Liao, and Y. Ruan

We immediately obtain a characterization of the weak disjointness of unilateral
backward shifts.

Corollary 5.6. Let X1,Xp,..., Xk be unilateral Fréchet sequence spaces in which
(en)nen, is a basis. Let Bi,By,..., By be the backward shifts on X1,Xo, ..., Xk re-
spectively. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) By, By, ..., By are weakly disjoint;
(2) 69:.‘:1 B; is weakly mixing;
(3) there is a strictly increasing sequence (n,), in N such that for any j € N we have

lim |lejn,llx, =0,i=1,2,..., k.
r—00

Proof. By Theorem 5.5, it suffices to show that (3) is equivalent to Theorem 5.5(4)
with Fin¢, which can be done by the same strategy as the one in the proof of
Corollary 5.4. 0O
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