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AN EPSILON-HYPERCYCLICITY CRITERION AND ITS APPLICATION

ON CLASSICAL BANACH SPACES

SEBASTIÁN TAPIA-GARCÍA

Abstract. We provide a criterion for ε-hypercyclicity. Also, complementing the ideas of
Badea, Grivaux, Müller and Bayart, we construct ε-hypercyclic operators which are not
hypercyclic in a wider class of separable Banach spaces, including several classical Banach
spaces. For instance, our results can be applied to separable infinite dimensional Lp spaces
and C(K) spaces.
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1. Introduction

Let X be a separable infinite dimensional real or complex Banach space and T be a lin-
ear bounded operator on X . For each x ∈ X , the orbit of x under the action of T is the
set OrbT (x) := {T nx : n ∈ N}. During the last decades, the study of orbits of bounded
operators has been a prolific area in Functional Analysis. Indeed, this is related with the
following invariant subspace/subset problem: Does there exist a linear bounded operator T
without non-trivial invariant closed subspace/subset? One of the most important properties
in terms of the dynamic generated by an operator is the so-called hypercyclicity, which ap-
peared for first time in [10] for Fréchet spaces and in [16] for Banach spaces. According to
[6], an operator T is called hypercyclic if there exists a point x ∈ X such that OrbT (x) is
dense in X . The vector x is said to be a hypercyclic vector of T . It easily follows that an
operator T has no non-trivial invariant closed subset if and only if each nonzero vector is
hypercyclic. The invariant subset (or subspace) problem has been solved in some particular
cases, but it remains open in reflexives spaces. In particular, this is an open problem in the
separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space, see for instance [13, 15]. The effort of researchers
to understand linear bounded operators in terms of their dynamic has increased along the
last 40 years. Nowadays, there are several different properties which are somehow related to
hypercyclicity. Further information can be found in [6] and references therein.

Let us write down the principal object of our research, which was introduced for first time
in [3].

Definition 1.1. Let X be a Banach space and let ε > 0. A linear bounded operator T on
X is called ε-hypercyclic if there exists a vector x such that for all y ∈ X \ {0}, there exists
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n ∈ N for which

‖T nx− y‖ ≤ ε‖y‖.

The vector x is said to be an ε-hypercyclic vector of T .

By the very definition, it is clear that every hypercyclic operator is ε-hypercyclic for every
ε > 0. So, we already know that ε-hypercyclic operators exist in every separable infinite
dimensional Banach space, see [2] and [8]. Also, every linear operator is 1-hypercyclic, since
0 is a 1-hypercyclic vector. However, up to the best of our knowledge, it remains open the
question if every separable infinite dimensional Banach space admits an ε-hypercyclic which
is not hypercyclic (with ε ∈ (0, 1)). Up to the best of our knowledge, in the literature we can
find the construction of such an operator in the spaces ℓ1(N) and ℓ2(N), see [3] and [4] respec-
tively. We point out that the technique used by Bayart in [4] is motivated by the one used
by Badea, Grivaux and Müller in [3]. Also, we can find other mentions of ε-hypercyclicity in
[5, 7, 18].

In this work, we introduce the following ε-Hypercyclicity criterion (Theorem 1.2) and
we use it to provide several examples of ε-hypercyclic operators which are not hypercyclic
(Theorem 1.3, Corollary 4.2, Corollary 4.3).

Theorem 1.2 (ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion). Let X be a separable Banach space, let T be a
bounded operator on X and let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let D1 be a dense set on X. Let D2 be a countable
subset of X. Let us fix an enumeration of D2 := {yk : k ∈ N}. Assume further that for
each x ∈ X \ {0}, there are infinitely many integers k ∈ N such that yk ∈ B(x, ε‖x‖). Let
(n(k))k ⊂ N be an increasing sequence and let Sn(k) : D2 → X be a sequence of maps such
that:

(1) limk→∞ ‖T n(k)x‖ = 0 for all x ∈ D1,
(2) limk→∞ ‖Sn(k)yk‖ = 0,

(3) limk→∞ ‖T n(k)Sn(k)yk − yk‖ = 0.

Then, T is δ-hypercyclic for all δ > ε.

Provided with the preceding criterion, we construct ε-hypercyclic operators which are not
hypercyclic in more general separable infinite dimensional Banach spaces. For instance,
separable infinite dimensional Lp spaces, with p ∈ [1,∞) and C(K) spaces are enclosed by
our result. Concretely, a consequence of our results reads as follows

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a separable Banach space. Assume that X contains a complemented
subspace isomorphic to c0(N) or ℓp(N), for p ∈ [1,∞). Then X admits an ε-hypercyclic
operator which is not hypercyclic.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we provide all necessary definitions
to carry out our results. In the third section we recall the Hypercyclicity Criterion and we
prove our ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion. Also, we present a sufficient condition to ensure that the
direct sum of a hypercyclic operator and an ε-hypercyclic operator remains ε-hypercyclic in
the product space. The fourth section is devoted to prove an abstract version of Theorem 1.3.
In the fifth section, we discuss why a natural choice for an ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion implies
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that the operator satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion. Finally, we end this manuscript with
some proofs of simple but useful facts used previously through this work.

2. Notation and Preliminaries

Let us start fixing the notation used in this work. We denote by X and Y infinite dimen-
sional real or complex separable Banach spaces. By X∗ we denote the dual space of X . For
x ∈ X and r > 0, B(x, r) denotes for the closed ball centered at x with radius r. By operator
on X we mean a linear bounded map from X to X . A sequence (en, e

∗
n)n ⊂ X ×X∗ is called

a biorthogonal system if e∗n(em) = δn,m, where δn,m stands for the Kronecker’s symbol.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a Banach space. We say that a biorthogal system (en, e
∗
n)n ⊂

X × X∗ is a bounded M-basis on X if X = span(en : n), X∗ = spanω∗

(e∗n : n) and
supn∈N ‖en‖‖e

∗
n‖ < ∞.

A classical result of Ovsepian and Pe lczyńki asserts that each separable Banach space
admits a bounded M-basis, see [17].

Definition 2.2. Let X be a Banach space. We say that (en)n ⊂ X is a basis of X if, for each
vector x, there exists a unique sequence (xn)n ⊂ K such that x =

∑∞

n=1 xnen. Its associated
biorthogonal system, denoted by (e∗n)n, is the sequence of linear bounded forms on X defined
by e∗n(x) = xn.

Definition 2.3. Let (en)n be a basis on X. We say that (en)n is C-unconditional, for C ≥ 1,
if for any sequences of scalars (an)n, (bn)n ⊂ K such that |bn| ≤ |an| for all n ∈ N, the
following holds:

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m−1
∑

n=0

bnenk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m−1
∑

n=0

anen

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, ∀m ∈ N.

We say that (en)n is unconditional if it is C-unconditional for some C ≥ 1.

The following space is constructed as a generalization of the spaces c0(X) or ℓp(X), for
p ∈ [1,∞).

Definition 2.4. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. Suppose that (fn)n ⊂ Y is a normalized
1-unconditional basis for Y . We denote by

⊕

Y X the vector space defined by

⊕

Y

X := {(xn)n ∈ XN :
∞
∑

n=0

‖xn‖Xfn ∈ Y }.

We endow this space with the norm ‖ · ‖ defined by ‖(xn)n‖ = ‖
∑∞

n=0 ‖xn‖Xfn‖Y .

Observe that, since the basis (fn)n is 1-unconditional, the proposed norm for
⊕

Y X triv-
ially satisfies triangle inequality. A standard argument shows that

⊕

Y X is a Banach space.
Clearly, the space constructed in Definition 2.4 depends on the chosen basis (fn)n of Y , but
we omit it for sake of brevity. Observe that, if X is either c0(N) or ℓp(N), for p ∈ [1,∞),
then X is isometric to

⊕

X X , whenever we use the canonical basis of X . Also, notice that
for all (xn)n ∈

⊕

Y X , the sequence (‖xn‖X)n tends to 0.
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3. Epsilon-hypercyclicity criterion

In the literature we can find sufficient conditions to prove that a given operator has a
vector whose orbit satisfies some property. For instance, the Hypercyclicity Criterion or the
Supercyclicity Criterion. We start this section recalling the former one. However, there are
hypercyclic operators which does not satisfy this criterion. For instance, see [11].

Theorem 3.1 (Hypercyclicity Criterion). Let X be an infinite dimensional separable Banach
space and let T be a bounded operator on X. If there exist a sequence of integers (n(k))k,
two dense sets D1, D2 ⊂ X and a sequence of maps Sn(k) : D2 → X such that:

(1) T n(k)x → 0 for all x ∈ D1.
(2) Sn(k)y → 0 for each y ∈ D2.

(3) T n(k)Sn(k)y → y for each y ∈ D2.

Then T is hypercyclic.

Now, we continue with the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion. Let us construct a δ-hypercyclic vector of T , for any
δ > ǫ. Let (ηk)k ⊂ R

+ be any sequence of positive numbers such that (k2ηk)k converges to 0.
Observe that the series

∑

k ηk is convergent. Let {zk : k ∈ N} be a countable dense subset
of X . Let m0 ∈ N such that

‖z0 − ym0‖ ≤ ε‖z0‖, ‖Sn(m0)ym0‖ < η0 and ‖T n(m0)Sn(m0)ym0 − ym0‖ < η0.

By density of D1 and continuity of T , there is x0 ∈ D1 such that ‖x0‖ < η0 and ‖Tm0x0 −
ym0‖ < η0. Let k ≥ 1 and let us assume that (xi)i ⊂ D1 and (mi)i ⊂ N are already defined
for all i ≤ k−1. Let ρk > 0 be a positive number such that ‖T n(mi)u‖ ≤ 2−k for all ‖u‖ ≤ ρk
and for all i < k. Redefine ηk := min{ηk, ρk}. Let mk be an integer such that mk > mk−1,
‖T n(mk)xi‖ < ηk for all i < k,

‖zk − ymk
‖ ≤ ε‖zk‖, ‖Sn(mk)ymk

‖ < ηk and ‖T n(mk)Sn(mk)ymk
− ymk

‖ < ηk.

By density of D1, there is xk ∈ D1 such that ‖xk‖ < ηk and ‖T n(mk)xk − ymk
‖ < ηk.

Now, since ‖xk‖ < ηk for all k ∈ N, the vector x =
∑∞

k=0 xk ∈ X is well defined. We claim
that x is a δ-hypercyclic vector for T , for all δ > ε. Indeed, let j ∈ N. Then:

‖T n(mj)x− zj‖ ≤

j−1
∑

k=0

‖T n(mj)xk‖ + ‖T n(mj)xj − ymj
‖ + ‖ymj

− zj‖ +

∞
∑

k=j+1

‖T n(mj)xk‖

≤ (j + 1)ηj + ε‖zj‖ +

∞
∑

k=j+1

2−k.

Now, let z ∈ X and let (j(l))l be an increasing sequence such that (zj(l))l converges to z.
Then
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‖T n(mj(l))x− z‖ ≤ ‖T n(mj(l))x− zj(l)‖ + ‖zj(l) − z‖

≤ (j(l) + 1)ηj(l) + ε‖zj(l)‖ +

∞
∑

k=j(l)+1

2−k + ‖zj(l) − z‖,

expression which tends to ε‖z‖ as l tends to infinity. Therefore, if δ > ε and z 6= 0, for l
large enough, we have that ‖T n(mj(l))x− z‖ ≤ δ‖z‖. �

Remark 3.2. From the proof, notice that if the sequence (zj(l))l converges to z, then

lim sup
l→∞

‖T n(mj(l))x− z‖ ≤ ε‖z‖.

Remark 3.3. The previous criterion can be applied to the operators constructed in [3] and
[4]. In fact, this can be done similarly as we do in Theorem 4.4.

By definition, every hypercyclic operator is ε-hypercyclic for all ε > 0. In [3] it is shown
that the converse is also true, i.e. if an operator is ε-hypercyclic for each ε > 0, then it is
hypercyclic. In this line, we have the following result.

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a separable infinite dimensional Banach space and let T be
a bounded operator on X. If T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion, then it satisfies the
ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion for every ε > 0.

Proof. Let T be a bounded operator satisfying the Hypercyclicity Criterion. Let D1,D2 ⊂ X ,
(n(k))k ⊂ N and (Sn(k))k given by the mentioned criterion. Since X is separable, with-
out loss of generality, we can assume that D2 is a countable dense set. Let us enumerate
D2 := {yk : k ∈ N}. To achieve the ε-Hypercyclic-Criterion we only need to construct a
subsequence of (n(k))k, namely (m(k))k, which satisfies hypothesis (2) and (3) of Theo-
rem 1.2. To this end, let us define m(0) ∈ {n(k) : k ∈ N} such that ‖Sm(0)y0‖ ≤ 1 and

‖Tm(0)Sm(0)y0 − y0‖ ≤ 1. Let k ≥ 1 and suppose that we have constructed (m(j))j for all
j ≤ k − 1. Let us fix m(k) ∈ {n(j) : j ∈ N} such that

m(k) > m(k − 1), ‖Sm(k)yk‖ ≤ k−1, and ‖Tm(k)Sm(k)yk − yk‖ ≤ k−1.

Now, it is straightforward that hypothesis (1), (2) and (3) of the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion
are satisfied for the sequence (m(k))k and the maps (Sm(k))k. Finally, since D2 is dense, the
intersection of D2 with any open set must be an infinite set. Therefore, T satisfies the
ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion for each ε > 0. �

Proposition 3.5, combined with Theorem 4.4, allows us to construct ε-hypercyclic operators
which are not hypercyclic in several classical spaces. Bearing Proposition 3.4 in mind, this
result can be seen as a generalization of the necessity part of the following Theorem of Bès
and Peris: T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion if and only if T ⊕ T is hypercyclic. See [9,
Theorem 2.3].

Proposition 3.5. Let X and Y be two separable infinite dimensional Banach spaces and let
ε ∈ (0, 1). Let T ∈ L(X) satisfying the Hypercyclicity Criterion. Let S ∈ L(Y ) satisfying the
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ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion. Further, assume that the sequences of integers provided by both
criteria are the same. Then, the operator T ⊕ S is δ-hypercyclic on X ⊕ Y , for all δ > ε,
where X ⊕ Y is equipped with the norm of the maximum.

Before proceeding with the proof of Proposition 3.5, we recall the following simple fact: If
T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion under some sequence (n(k))k, then, it will satisfies
the criterion for any subsequence (n(k(j)))j .

Proof. Let (n(k))k be an increasing sequence of integers, let DX
1 ,D

X
2 ⊂ X be two dense sets

and let (Un(k))k a sequence of maps, provided by the Hypercyclicity Criterion for T . Let
DY

1 ⊂ Y be a dense set, let DY
2 := {zk : k ∈ N} ⊂ Y and let (Vn(k))k be a sequence of maps

provided by the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion for S, all of them related to the sequence (n(k))k.

Let (vk)k ⊂ Y \ {0} be a dense sequence such that vi 6= vj if i 6= j. Summarizing the
constructive proof of Theorem 1.2, we can obtain a subsequence of (zk)k, which we still
denote by (zk)k, a sequence (yk)k ⊂ DY

1 and a fast decreasing null sequence (ηk)k ⊂ R
+ such

that:

• ‖vk − zk‖ ≤ ε‖vk‖, for all k ∈ N,
• ‖yk‖ ≤ ηk for all k ∈ N,
• ‖Sn(k)yi‖ ≤ ηk for all i < k,
• ‖Sn(k)yk − zk‖ ≤ ηk for all k ∈ N.

Further, the vector y =
∑

k yk is δ-Hypercyclic, for all δ > ε. For each i ∈ N, let us
consider an increasing sequence (k(i, j))j such that vk(i,j) converges to vi, as j tends to
infinity. Inductively, we define the sets N0 := {k(0, j) : j ∈ N} and, for i ≥ 1, Ni := {k(i, j) :
j ∈ N}\

⋃

k<iNk. Since the sequence (vk)k is injective, the sets Ni are infinite for each i ∈ N.
Observe that, by Remark 3.2, the expression

lim sup
t∈Nk , t→∞

‖Sn(t)y − vk‖ ≤ ε‖vk‖,(1)

holds true for each k ∈ N.

Now, let us construct a hypercyclic vector x of T adapted to y in the following sense: the set
{T nx : n ∈ Nj} is dense in X for each j ∈ N. Assume that DX

2 is a countable set and fix an
enumeration of it, i.e. DX

2 = {wl : l ∈ N}. Let us define the following total order on N
2: for

(i, j), (k, l) ∈ N
2, we write

(i, j) � (k, l) if i + j < k + l or i + j = k + l ∧ i ≥ k.

Let m(0, 0) ∈ N0 and x0,0 ∈ DX
1 such that ‖Um(0,0)w0‖ ≤ 1, ‖x0,0‖ ≤ 1 and ‖Tm(0,0)x0 − w0‖ ≤ 1.

Now, let us proceed by induction. Let k, l ∈ N. Suppose that we have constructed m(i, j)
and xi,j for all (i, j) ≺ (k, l). Let m(k, l) ∈ Nk and xk,l ∈ DX

1 such that

• m(k, l) > m(i, j) for all (i, j) ≺ (k, l).
• ‖Tm(k,l)xi,j‖ ≤ ρ(k, l), for all (i, j) ≺ (k, l),
• ‖Tm(i,j)xk,l‖ ≤ 2−k−l, for all (i, j) ≺ (k, l),
• ‖Um(k,l)wl‖ < ρ(k, l),
• ‖x(k,l)‖ ≤ ρ(k, l),
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• ‖Tm(k,l)x(k,l) − wl‖ ≤ ρ(k, l),

where ρ : N
2 → R

+ is a decreasing function (for �) such that (k + l)3ρ(k, l) tends to
0 whenever (k, l) tends to infinity through the order �. Thus, we claim that the vector
x =

∑

i,j≥0 xi,j is well defined and a hypercyclic vector of T . Moreover, for each i ∈ N, the
set

{Tm(i,j)x : j ∈ N} is dense in X.(2)

Indeed, the claim follows from the next computation and the fact that (wl)l is dense in X .
Let (k, l) ∈ N

2. Then we get

‖Tm(k,l)x− wl‖ ≤
∑

(i,j)≺(k,l)

‖Tm(k,l)xi,j‖ + ‖Tm(k,l)xk,l − wl‖ +
∑

(k,l)≺(i,j)

‖Tm(k,l)xi,j‖

≤ ρ(k, l)

(

(k + l + 1)(k + l + 2)

2
+ 1

)

+
∑

(k,l)≺(i,j)

2−i−j,

where the last expression tends to 0 as k tends to infinity. Observe that, by construction,
the sequence (m(i, j))j ⊂ Ni for all i ∈ N.

Let us equip the product space X ⊕ Y with the norm of the maximum, i.e. ‖(a, b)‖ =
max{‖a‖X , ‖b‖Y }, for all (a, b) ∈ X ⊕ Y . Let us prove that the vector (x, y) is δ-hypercyclic
for T ⊕ S, for all δ > ε. Combining (1) and (2), we obtain that

inf
j∈N

‖(T ⊕ S)m(i,j)(x, y) − (a, vk)‖ ≤ ε‖(0, vk)‖ ≤ ε‖(a, vk)‖, ∀ a ∈ X, ∀ k ∈ N.

Let (a, b) ∈ X ⊕ Y 6= (0, 0), using triangle inequality and the previous inequality we get

inf
n∈N

‖(T ⊕ S)n(x, y) − (a, b)‖ ≤ inf
k∈N

ε‖(a, vk)‖ + ‖(a, b) − (a, vk)‖ ≤ ε‖(a, b)‖.

Since (vk)k is dense in Y and (a, b) 6= (0, 0), by definition of infimum we finally conclude that
(x, y) is δ-hypercyclic for each δ > ε.

�

4. Construction of epsilon-hypercyclic operators

In this section we prove Theorem 4.10, which is a technical version of Theorem 1.3. We
start with some applications of Theorem 1.3.

Corollary 4.1. The following Banach spaces admit ε-hypercyclic operator which are not
hypercyclic: ℓp(X) for p ∈ [1,+∞) and c0(X) whenever X is a (finite or infinite dimensional)
separable Banach space.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3. �

Corollary 4.2. Let X be a separable infinite dimensional Lp space, with p ∈ [1,∞). Then
X admits an ε-hypercyclic which is not hypercyclic.

Proof. Any separable infinite dimensional Lp space admits a complementable subspace iso-
morphic to ℓp(N). Therefore, we can apply Theorem 1.3. �
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For the next corollary we recall the following classical result of Sobzyck [19]: Let X be
separable Banach space and E be closed subspace of X . Let T : E → c0(N) be a bounded

operator. Then there exists a bounded operator T̃ : X → c0(N) such that T̃ |E = T . We
denote by C(K) the Banach space of continuous functions on the compact space K. This
space is endowed with the norm of the maximum.

Corollary 4.3. Let X be a separable infinite dimensional containing c0(N). Then X admits
an ε-hypercyclic which is not hypercyclic. Particularly, all separable infinite dimensional
C(K) spaces enjoy this property.

Proof. By Sobzyck Theorem, c0(N) is complementable on X . Therefore, by Theorem 1.3, X
admits an ε-hypercyclic which is not hypercyclic. Now, let us assume that X is a separable
infinite dimensional C(K). Then, K must be an infinite metrizable compact set. Hence,
X admits a complemented subspace isometric to c0(N). For details see [1, Proposition
4.3.11]. �

To prove Theorem 1.3, we show first the existence of ε-hypercyclic vector which are not
hypercyclic in a particular class of Banach spaces, using mainly Bayart’s ideas, [4].

Theorem 4.4. Let X and Y be two infinite dimensional separable Banach spaces. Assume
that Y admits a 1-unconditional basis (fn)n such that the associated backward shift operator is
continuous. Then, for every ε > 0, the space

⊕

Y X, related to (fn), admits an ε-hypercyclic
operator which is not hypercyclic.

The first part of the proof consists in the formal construction of the ε-hypercyclic operator,
whereas in the second part we prove that our operator satisfies the statement of Theorem
4.4. As a remark, in the second part, step 3, we apply our ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion.

Let us start the proof of Theorem 4.4.

First part: Let (en)n ⊂ X be a normalized bounded M-basis given by the classical result
of Ovsepian and Pe lczyński, and let (e∗n)n ⊂ X∗ be the associated coordinates sequence.
Let b = supn ‖e

∗
n‖ < ∞. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), let α > 1 and let d ∈ N, with d > 1, such that

2α−db < ε. Let (∆k)k ⊂ N be a rapidly increasing sequence which will be specified later on,
in Proposition 4.8. Let (nk)k and (n′

k)k be two increasing sequences defined by n0 = n′
0 = 0,

nk = n′
k−1 + d+ 1 + ∆k and n′

k = nk + d + 1 + ∆k, for all k ≥ 1. It is clear that k ≤ n′
k−1 for

all k ≥ 2. For k ∈ N and σ, β ∈ K, we define the diagonal operator, with respect to (en)n,
Dk,σ,β on X by:

Dk,σ,β = σId + (1 − σ)e∗0 ⊗ e0 + (β − σ)e∗k2 ⊗ ek2.

Since Dk,σ,β is a rank 2 perturbation of σId, it is a bounded operator with norm

‖Dk,σ,β‖ ≤ |σ|(1 + 2b) + |β|b + b.

Moreover, whenever σ and β are different from 0 and k ≥ 1, D−1
k,σ,β = Dk,σ−1,β−1 easily follows.

For each k ∈ N, we define the operator Nk := e∗
k2

⊗ e0, i.e. Nk(x) = e∗
k2

(x)e0 for all x ∈ X .
Notice that (‖Nk‖)k is uniformly bounded. Indeed, ‖Nk‖ ≤ b, for all k ∈ N. Also, for each
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j ≥ 1, we define the operator Sj on X as follows. Let k ∈ N be the unique integer such that
n′
k−1 < j ≤ n′

k, then we set:

Sj :=























































Dk, 1
α
,α n′

k−1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ n′
k−1 + d,

Dk, 1
α
,1 −Nk j = n′

k−1 + d + 1,

Dk, 1
α
, 1
α

n′
k−1 + d + 2 ≤ j ≤ n′

k−1 + d + 1 + ∆k = nk,

Dk, 1
α
,α nk + 1 ≤ j ≤ nk + ∆k,

Dk, 1
α
,1 + Nk j = nk + ∆k + 1,

Dk, 1
α
, 1
α

nk + ∆k + 2 ≤ j ≤ nk + d + ∆k,

D
k,α

n′

k
−n′

k−1
−1

, 1
α

j = nk + d + 1 + ∆k = n′
k.

Notice that each Sj is an upper-triangular operator on X with respect to the sequence
(en)n. Further, observe that (Dk, 1

α
,1 ± Nk)−1 = Dk,α,1 ∓ Nk. The following three properties

are direct from the definition of the operators Sj.

(Q0) Sje0 = e0 for all j ≥ 1.
(Q1) Sn′

k
· · ·S1 = Id for all k ≥ 1.

(Q2) For k ≥ 1, p /∈ {0, k2} and i ∈ {n′
k, · · ·, n

′
k+1 − 1}, S−1

1 · · ·S−1
i ep = αi−n′

kep holds.

Let us now formally define the operator T on
⊕

Y X . Let z = (xn)n ∈
⊕

Y X , then:

Tz = (S−1
1 x1, S

−1
2 x2, · · ·),

i.e., T is a backward shift on
⊕

Y X with weights (S−1
n )n.

Second part: Step 1: T is a well-defined, bounded operator on
⊕

Y X.

Proposition 4.5. Each operator Sj is bounded and invertible. Moreover, the sequence
(‖S−1

j ‖)j is uniformly bounded.

Proof. Let j ≥ 1. Assume that there are k ∈ N and σ, β ∈ R such that Sj = Dk,σ,β.
Recalling that S−1

j = Dk,σ−1,β−1, we get that ‖S−1
j ‖ ≤ |σ−1|(1 + 2b) + |β−1|b + b. Since

σ ∈ {α−1, αn′

k
−n′

k−1−1} and β ∈ {α−1, 1, α}, we conclude that ‖S−1
j ‖ ≤ α(1 + 3b) + b, which

is a constant independent of j. Otherwise, if Sj = Dk,α−1,1 ± Nk, then S−1
j = Dk,α,1 ∓ Nk.

Therefore, ‖S−1
j ‖ ≤ ‖Dk,α,1‖ + b ≤ α(1 + 2b) + 2b, which is a constant independent of j as

well. �

Let (fn)n be the 1-unconditional basis on Y used to construct the space
⊕

Y X . Thanks
to Proposition 4.5, we know that there exists a constant C > 0 such that ‖S−1

n x‖ ≤ C‖x‖
for all x ∈ X and for all n ∈ N. Let K > 0 be the norm of the Backward shift operator
associated to the basis (fn)n. Then, for z = (xn)n ∈

⊕

Y X we get

‖Tz‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=1

‖S−1
n xn‖Xfn−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Y

≤ K

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=0

C‖xn‖Xfn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Y

= KC‖z‖,

which implies the well definition and continuity of T .

Step 2: T is not a hypercyclic operator.
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Proposition 4.6. The sequence (‖SjSj−1 · · ·S1‖)j is bounded by a constant M(d) which
depends only on d.

Proof. Let j ≥ 1 and let k ∈ N such that n′
k−1 ≤ j < n′

k. Then, by property (Q1),
SjSj−1 · · ·S1 = Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1. Let X1 = span(e0, ek2) and let X2 = span(en : n 6= 0, k2).
Observe that X is isomorphic to X1 ⊕ X2. Indeed, let P = e∗0 ⊗ e0 + e∗

k2
⊗ ek2 and let

Q = I − P . Then, P and Q are bounded parallel projections onto X1 and X2 respectively.
In fact, ‖P‖ ≤ 2b. Since Id = P + Q, we get that ‖Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1‖ ≤ ‖Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1P‖ +

‖Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1Q‖. Thanks to (Q1) and (Q2), it follows that Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1Q = α−(j−n′

k−1)Q.

Thus, ‖Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1Q‖ ≤ ‖Q‖ ≤ 1 + 2b. On the other hand, regarding the operator

Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1P , we can notice that

Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1P = (e∗1 + σje
∗
k2) ⊗ e1 + βje

∗
k2 ⊗ ek2 , where |σj |, βj ∈ [0, αd],

with which we conclude that ‖Sj · · ·Sn′

k−1+1P‖ ≤ b(1 + 2αd), a constant independent of j.

Finally, the proof is finished choosing M(d) = 1 + 3b + 2bαd. �

Let us check that T is a non-hypercyclic operator. Suppose that z = (e0, 0, · · · ) is a
cluster point of the orbit of some w ∈

⊕

Y X , under the action of T . Therefore, there
exists (mk)k ⊂ N an increasing sequence such that (Tmkw)k converges to z. Hence, the first
coordinate of Tmkw, which is S−1

1 · · ·S−1
mk

wmk
, tends to e0 as k tends to infinity. However, we

have that

‖wmk
− e0‖ = ‖Smk

· · ·S1(S
−1
1 · · ·S−1

mk
wmk

− e0)‖(3)

≤ M(d)‖S−1
1 · · ·S−1

mk
wmk

− e0‖,

which implies that (wmk
)k converges to e0. This contradicts the fact that w ∈

⊕

Y X because
(‖wk‖)k does not converge to 0.

Remark 4.7. The operator T is not δ-hypercyclic for any δ < 1/M(d). Indeed, let w ∈
⊕

Y X .
Thanks to triangle inequality and replacing the vector z by the vector λz in (3) we get that

‖λz‖

M(d)
−

sup{‖wk‖ : k ∈ N}

M(d)
≤

‖λe0‖

M(d)
−

‖wk‖

M(d)

≤ ‖S−1
1 · · ·S−1

k wk − λe0‖

≤ ‖T kw − λz‖, for all k ∈ N.

Let us fix δ < 1/M(d). Since sup{‖wk‖ : k ∈ N} is finite, we can choose λ ∈ K with large
modulus to show that w is not a δ-hypercyclic vector of T . Finally, since w is an arbitrary
vector, T is not a δ-hypercyclic operator.

Step 3: T is an ε-hypercyclic operator.

Proposition 4.8. There exist two sequences (xk)k, (zk)k ⊂
⊕

Y X such that

(1) (xk)k is dense in
⊕

Y X,
(2) ‖zk − xk‖ ≤ 2α−db‖xk‖, for all k ≥ 2, and
(3) ‖Snk+j · · ·Sj+1z

k
j ‖ ≤ 2−k for every k ≥ 2 and for every j = 0, · · · , k − 1.
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(4) For each k, there is Nk ∈ N such that zkj = 0 for all j ≥ Nk.

Proof. Let (xk)k ⊂
⊕

Y X \ {0} be a sequence which satisfies the following two properties:

(1)
⊕

Y X = {xk : k ∈ N}.
(2) For each k ∈ N, xk = (xk

0, · · · , x
k
k−1, 0, · · · ), where each xk

j ∈ span(en : n ≤ k − 1).

Let k ≥ 2. In order to define zk, let us fix j < k and l ∈ N such that n′
l−1 ≤ j < n′

l. We
know that l < k. Let us define vkj ∈ X by:

αd+j−n′

l−1vkj =



















e∗0(x
k
j )ek2 if n′

l−1 ≤ j ≤ n′
l−1 + d,

(e∗0 + αj−(n′

l−1+d+1)e∗
l2

)(xk
j )ek2 if n′

l−1 + d + 1 ≤ j ≤ n′
l−1 + d + 1 + ∆l = nl

(e∗0 + α∆l−(j−nl)e∗
l2

)(xk
j )ek2 if nl + 1 ≤ j ≤ nl + ∆l,

e∗0(x
k
j )ek2 if j ≥ nl + ∆l + 1.

Set vk = (vk0 , v
k
1 , · · · , v

k
k−1, 0, · · · ) and zk = xk + vk. Observe that ‖vkj ‖ ≤ 2α−db‖xk

j‖, for all
j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , k − 1}. Since the space

⊕

Y X is constructed with a 1-unconditional basis of
Y , we conclude that ‖zk − xk‖ ≤ 2α−db‖xk‖. So, it only remains to prove property (3). Let
k ≥ 2 and j ∈ {0, · · · , k − 1}. For the sake of brevity, let us set ckj ∈ K by vkj = ckjek2 . Let
l ∈ N such that n′

l−1 ≤ j < n′
l. Then, we get

Snk+j · · ·Sj+1z
k
j = Snk+j · · ·S1(S

−1
1 · · ·S−1

j zkj )

= Snk+j · · ·Sn′

k−1+1(S
−1
n′

l−1+1 · · ·S
−1
j (xk

j + vkj ))

= Snk+j · · ·Sn′

k−1+1(S
−1
n′

l−1+1 · · ·S
−1
j (xk

j ) + αj−n′

l−1vkj ),

= Snk+j · · ·Sn′

k−1+1(S
−1
n′

l−1+1 · · ·S
−1
j (xk

j )) + αj−n′

l−1(−αdckje0 + αd−∆k+jckj ek2).

where the second equality comes from (Q1), the third one is due to (Q2) and the fact that
l < k and in the last line we have assumed that ∆k is bigger than k. To continue, let us set
the vector h := S−1

n′

l−1+1 · · ·S
−1
j (xk

j ) and the operators P = e∗0 ⊗ e0 and Q = I − P . Then,

since the operators {Sj : j ≥ 1} are upper-triangular with respect to the M-basis (en)n, we
conclude that Qh ∈ span{en : 0 < n < k}. Thus, we get

Snk+j · · ·Sj+1z
k
j = Snk+j · · ·Sn′

k−1+1(Ph + Qh) + αj−n′

l−1(−αdckj e0 + αd−∆k+jckjek2),

= [Ph− αd+j−n′

l−1ckj e0] + α−(nk+j−n′

k−1)Qh + αj−n′

l−1+d−∆k+jckj ek2,

where in the second line we have used property (Q0) and that the operator Sj restricted to
span(en : 0 < n < k) is equal to α−1Id for all j ∈ [n′

k−1 + 1, n′
k − 1]. Since nk + j − n′

k−1 =
j + ∆k + d + 1 and ‖Qh‖ does not depend on ∆k, because l < k, the third term in the last
expression tends to 0 as ∆k tends to infinity. Also, since l < k and |ckj | = ‖vkj ‖ ≤ 2α−db‖xk

j ‖
does not depend on ∆k, the fourth term in the last expression tends to 0 as ∆k tends to
infinity. On the other hand, the coefficients ckj were chosen to cancel the expression enclosed
in square brackets. Finally, if we choose ∆k large enough (with ∆k > k), we can ensure that
‖Snk+j · · ·Sj+1z

k
j ‖ ≤ 2−k. �
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Proof of Theorem 4.4. We already know that T is a bounded non-hypercyclic operator on
⊕

Y X . Let us show that T is ε-hypercyclic, using the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion, Theorem
1.2. Let (xk)k and (zk)k be sequences given by Proposition 4.8. Let us set

D1 := {(yi)i ∈
⊕

Y

X : ∃N ∈ N, yi = 0, ∀i ≥ N},

which is in
⊕

Y X . Let D2 := {zk ∈
⊕

Y X : k ≥ 2}. Let w ∈
⊕

Y X be a vector different
from 0 and let (xmk)k be a subsequence of (xk)k which converges to w. Let ρ > 2α−db. We
claim that, for k large enough, zmk ∈ B(w, ρ‖w‖). In fact, applying Proposition 4.8 (2) we
obtain that

‖w − zmk‖ ≤ ‖w − xmk‖ + ‖xmk − zmk‖ ≤ ‖w − xmk‖ + 2α−db‖xmk‖,

Since ρ > 2α−db and (xmk)k converges to w, the claim is proved. Thus, there are infinitely
many k ∈ N such that zk ∈ B(w, ρ‖w‖). Let (n(k)) = nk be the sequence constructed in
the first part. Now, we check the three hypotheses of the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion. Let us
define the map U : D1 → D1 as the formal right inverse of T . i.e. U is defined by

U(yi)i = T−1(yi)i = (0, S1y0, S2y1, · · · ), ∀(yi)i ∈ D1.

Let Un(k) := T−n(k). With this, hypothesis (1) and (3) are straightforward. Indeed, let

y ∈ D1. Since (n(k))k tends to infinity and T is a backward shift, we have that T n(k)y = 0 for
k large enough. Hypothesis (3) follows from the formula T n(k)Un(k) = Id, which is valid in
D2 thanks to Proposition (4.8) (d). Finally, hypothesis (2) is implied by Proposition 4.8 (c).
Indeed, let k ≥ 2. By triangle inequality we have that

‖Un(k)z
k‖ ≤

k−1
∑

j=0

‖Un(k)(0, · · · , 0, z
k
j , 0, · · · )‖ ≤ k2−k,

expression which tends to 0 as k tends to ∞. Hence, T is a ρ′-hypercyclic operator for any
ρ′ > ρ. Finally, since ρ can be chosen arbitrary close to 2α−db, and then ρ < ε, we finally get
that T is an ε-hypercyclic operator. �

Remark 4.9. Notice that the sequence (∆k)k used in the construction of the ε-hypercyclic
operator T can be replaced by any sequence of integers (∆′

k)k so that ∆k ≤ ∆′
k, for all k ∈ N.

Observe that the operator constructed in Theorem 4.4 satisfies the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion
associated to the sequence (nk)k, where

nk = (2k − 1)(d + 1) + ∆k + 2
k−1
∑

j=1

∆j , ∀k ≥ 1.

In order to extend further our result we recall that there exist hypercyclic operators in
each separable Banach space, see [2] and [8]. Further, in [14], León-Saavedra and Montes-
Rodŕıguez showed that the operator constructed in [8] satisfy the Hypercyclicity Criterion.

Theorem 4.10. Let X be a separable Banach space. Assume that X admits an infinite
dimensional complemented subspace V of the form V =

⊕

Y Z, where Y and Z satisfy the
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assumptions of Theorem 4.4. Then X admits an ε-hypercyclic operator which is not hyper-
cyclic.

Observe that Theorem 1.3 is just Theorem 4.10 whenever the space V is either c0(N) or
ℓp(N), for p ∈ [1,∞).

Proof. Let ε > 0. Let V =
⊕

Y Z be the complemented subspace given by the statement. Let
W be a topological complement of V on X . Without loss of generality, we assume that W is
infinite dimensional. Otherwise, considering (fn)n as the basis of Y used in the construction
of V , we replace Y for span(fn : n ≥ 1) and W for W ⊕Z, which is infinite dimensional. Let
us consider T be any bounded hypercyclic operator on W that satisfies the Hypercyclicity
Criterion. Let (nk)k be a sequence of integers provided by the Hypercyclicity Criterion for
T . By Theorem 4.4, there is an ε-hypercyclic operator S on V which is not hypercyclic.
Moreover, by Remark 4.9, we can chose S such that satisfies the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion
for a sequence (mk)k of the form

mk = 2k(d + 1) + 2

k−1
∑

j=1

∆j + ∆k, for all k ≥ 1.

Since, for each j ∈ N, we can chose ∆j as large as we want, we can (and shall) assume
that the sequence (mk)k is a subsequence of (nk)k. Therefore, since T also satisfies the
Hypercyclicity Criterion for the sequence (mk)k, we can apply Proposition 3.5 to deduce that
S ⊕ T is δ-hypercyclic on V ⊕W , for all δ > ε. However, S ⊕ T is not hypercyclic. Indeed,
notice that V and W are complemented spaces and both are invariant for S ⊕ T . If S ⊕ T
were hypercyclic, then both restriction, S ⊕ T |V and S ⊕ T |W would be hypercyclic as well.
However, S ⊕ T |V = S, which is not hypercyclic. �

5. A remark on the ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion

One of the main differences between the proposed ε-Hypercyclicity Criterion and the Hy-
percyclicity Criterion is the necessity of an enumeration of the set D2. In fact, in the litera-
ture we can find several criteria, having a structure similar to the Hypercyclicity Criterion,
in which the corresponding set D2 is not necessarily enumerated. For instance, regarding
the criteria for supercyclicity, cyclicity or frequent hypercyciclity stated in [6, Theorem 1.14,
Exercise 1.4 and Theorem 6.18] respectively, the conditions on every point of D2 is identical.
However, the next result says that we cannot naively avoid this technicality.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be an infinite dimensional separable Banach space, let T be a
bounded operator on X and let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let D1 be a dense set on X. Let D2 be a subset
of X such that D2 ∩ B(x, ε‖x‖) is nonempty for all x ∈ X \ {0}. Let (n(k))k ⊂ N be an
increasing sequence and let Sn(k) : D2 → X be a sequence of maps such that:

(1) limk→∞ ‖T n(k)x‖ = 0 for all x ∈ D1,
(2) limk→∞ ‖Sn(k)y‖ = 0, for all y ∈ D2,

(3) limk→∞ ‖T n(k)Sn(k)y − y‖ = 0 for all y ∈ D2.

Then, T satisfies the Hypercyclicity criterion.
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Before proceeding with the proof, we recall that an operator T on X is cyclic if there exists
a vector x ∈ X such that span(OrbT (x)) is dense in X .

Proof. The proof follows by showing that T ⊕ T is a cyclic operator on X × X . Indeed, if
T ⊕ T is cyclic, then T ⊕ T is hypercyclic by [12, Proposition 4.1] and, finally, T satisfies
the Hypercyclicity criterion by [9, Theorem 2.3]. Since the argument is analogous to the one
presented in the proof of Proposition 3.5, we present only a sketch of the proof. First, we
fix a sequence (vk) ⊂ X \ {0} which is dense in X . Let us consider a countable partition of
N given by infinite countable set, namely, N =

⋃

j Nj . By Remark 3.2, we can construct a

vector z1 ∈ X and an increasing sequence (k(i))i ⊂ N such that:

lim sup
i∈Nj , i→∞

‖T n(k(i))z1 − vj‖ ≤ ε‖vj‖, ∀ j ∈ N.

Now, we construct a vector z2 adapted to z1 in the following sense:

lim inf
i∈Nj , i→∞

‖T n(k(i))z2 − x‖ ≤ ε‖x‖, ∀x ∈ X \ {0}, ∀ j ∈ N.

Finally, (z1, z2) is an ε-hypercyclic vector of T ⊕T on X×X whenever this space is endowed
with the norm of the maximum. Hence, by Proposition 6.2 (z1, z2) is a cyclic vector of T ⊕T ,
and so T satisfies the Hypercyclicity Criterion. �

6. Elementary results

Proposition 6.1. Let (X1, ‖ · ‖1) and (X2, ‖ · ‖2) be two isomorphic Banach spaces. Assume
that, for each ε > 0, X1 admits an ε-hypercyclic operator which is not hypercyclic. Then X2

enjoys the same property.

Proof. Let T ∈ L(X1, X2) be an isomorphism between X1 and X2. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and let
S be an ε-hypercyclic operator on X1 which is not hypercyclic. We claim that TST−1 is
a ‖T‖‖T−1‖ε-hypercyclic but not hypercyclic operator on X2. Indeed, let x ∈ X1 be an
ε-hypercyclic vector of S. Let y ∈ X2 and n ∈ N be an integer such that ‖Snx − T−1y‖1 ≤
ε‖T−1y‖1. Now, we can observer that

‖TSnT−1(Tx) − y‖2 ≤ ‖T‖‖Snx− T−1y‖1 ≤ ‖T‖‖T−1‖ε‖y‖2,

concluding that Tx is an ‖T‖‖T−1‖ε-hypercyclic vector of TST−1. Finally, TST−1 cannot
be hypercyclic since this property is preserved under conjugacy. �

Proposition 6.2. Let T be an ε-hypercyclic operator on X, with ε ∈ (0, 1). Then T is a
cyclic operator.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of the following well-known result. Let Y be a closed
subspace of X different from X , then for any δ > 0 there exists a unitary vector z ∈ X \ Y
such that dist(z, Y ) ≥ 1− δ. Indeed, assume by contradiction that T is a non-cyclic operator
and let Y = span(OrbT (x)), where x is an ε-hypercyclic vector of T . Let δ ∈ (ε, 1) and let
z ∈ X \ Y be a unitary vector such that dist(z, Y ) > δ. Therefore B(z, δ) ∩ Y = ∅. Hence,
x is not a δ-hypercyclic vector, and thus, x cannot be an ε-hypercyclic vector, which is a
contradiction. �
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