arXiv:2403.13227v2 [math.CV] 27 Jul 2024

PULLBACK OPERATORS ON BARGMANN SPACES

REID JOHNSON

Abstract. We characterize boundedness and compactness of pullback operators under holomorphic maps between Bargmann spaces of entire holomorphic functions with quadratic strictly plurisubharmonic exponential weights, extending the result of [CaMcSc03], obtained in the case of the radial quadratic weight. We also show that the pullback operator between Bargmann spaces is compact precisely when it is of trace class, with sub-exponentially decaying singular values.

1. Introduction and statement of results

The study of pullback (composition) operators on spaces of holomorphic functions has a long tradition in complex analysis and operator theory [CoMc95], [GoHe99]. In the setting of the radial Bargmann space

H_{Φ0} (C^n ) = Hol(C^n ) ∩ L^2(C^n , e^{−2Φ0} L(dx)), Φ_0(x) = 1 4 |x|^2 , (1.1)

where L(dx) stands for the Lebesgue measure on C^n , such operators were considered in [CaMcSc03], and a complete characterization of bounded and compact pullback operators on H_{Φ0} (C^n ) has been established in [CaMcSc03]. Now in numerous situations one naturally encounters Bargmann spaces of form (1.1), where the radial weight Φ_0 is replaced by a more general strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form Φ on C^n , n∑ k,ℓ=1 ∂^2Φ(x) ∂x_k∂x_ℓ ζ_kζ_ℓ > 0, x ∈ C^n , 0 ≠ ζ ∈ C^n . (1.2)

Here and in what follows we use the standard notation ∂_{xj} = 1 2 ( ∂_{Re xj} − i∂_{Im xj} ) , ∂_{xj} = 1 2 ( ∂_{Re xj} + i∂_{Im xj} ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ n. In the theory of metaplectic FBI transforms [Sj95], [HiSj15], Bargmann spaces

H_Φ(C^n ) = Hol(C^n ) ∩ L^2(C^n , e^{−2Φ} L(dx)), (1.3)

where Φ is a strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form on C^n , occur naturally as the image spaces of such transforms acting on L^2(R^n ), and the flexibility afforded by this approach has been very useful in several works on spectral theory of non-self-adjoint operators, [Hi04], [HiSjVi13], [CaGrHiSj12], [HiPrVi18], [Vi22], in particular. It seems therefore natural to try to extend the results of [CaMcSc03] to pullback 1

operators under holomorphic maps acting on Bargmann spaces of the form (1.3), with Φ quadratic strictly plurisubharmonic, and it is precisely the purpose of this note to do so. Along the way, we shall be able to sharpen the description of pullback operators that are compact, and it also seems that our proofs may be of some independent interest even when specialized to the radial case (1.1). Let us now proceed to describe the assumptions and state the main results of this work.

Let Φ_1, Φ_2 be strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic forms on C^{n1} , C^{n2} , respectively. Associated to the quadratic forms Φ_j are the corresponding Bargmann spaces H_{Φj} (C^{nj} ), j = 1, 2, defined as in (1.3). Let φ : C^{n2} → C^{n1} be a holomorphic map and let us define the corresponding pullback (composition) operator C_φu := u ∘ φ, (1.4) for u : C^{n1} → C holomorphic. It will be fruitful to view C_φ as a metaplectic Fourier integral operator in the complex domain, see [CaGrHiSj12, Appendix B] and the discussion in Section 3 below. Our first result, which is an extension of [CaMcSc03, Theorem 1, Theorem 2], is as follows. Theorem 1. The pullback operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) is bounded if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) There exist a complex n_1 × n_2 matrix A and b ∈ C^{n1} such that φ(x) = Ax + b, x ∈ C^{n2} . (1.5) (2) The matrix A satisfies Φ_2(x) ≤ 0 =⇒ Ax ≠ 0, 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} . (1.6) (3) We have e^{Φ1∘φ−Φ2} ∈ L^∞(C^{n2} ). (1.7)

Remark. Condition (1.7), where φ is given by (1.5), holds precisely when the real quadratic polynomial C^{n2} ∋ x → Φ_1(Ax + b) − Φ_2(x) is bounded above on C^{n2} . Using Taylor’s formula we may write Φ_1(Ax + b) = Φ_1(Ax) + 2Re ((∂_xΦ_1)(Ax) · b) + Φ_1(b), (1.8) and therefore (1.7) holds precisely when Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_2(x) ≤ 0, x ∈ C^{n2} , (1.9) and Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_2(x) = 0 =⇒ Re ((∂_xΦ_1)(Ax) · b) = 0. (1.10)

It is in this form that the boundedness result is stated in [CaMcSc03], when n_1 = n_2 and Φ_1(x) = Φ_2(x) = Φ_0(x) in (1.1). Condition (2) holds automatically in the latter case.

The compactness of the pullback operator (1.4) as a map: H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) can also be characterized. The following result provides an extension of [CaMcSc03, Theorem 1, Theorem 2] and furnishes some additional quantitative information.

Theorem 2. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) The pullback operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) is of trace class, with the singular values s_j(C_φ) satisfying

s_j(C_φ) ≤ C exp ( − j^{1/n2} C ) , j = 1, 2, . . . , (1.11)

for some C > 0.

(2) The pullback operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) is compact.

(3) There exist a complex n_1 × n_2 matrix A and b ∈ C^{n1} such that φ(x) = Ax + b, x ∈ C^{n2} , and the quadratic form C^{n2} ∋ x → Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_2(x) is negative definite,

Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_2(x) < 0, 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} . (1.12)

Remark. In the case of the radial weight Φ_0 in (1.1), it was remarked in [JiPrZh17], [Do*17] that the pullback operator C_φ : H_{Φ0} (C^n ) → H_{Φ0} (C^n ) belongs to all Schattenvon Neumann classes C_p(H_{Φ0} (C^n )), p > 0, as soon as it is compact, and the exponential decay of the singular values of C_φ in this case has been established in [Do*17] in dimension n = 1. To the best of our knowledge, the sub-exponential decay of the singular values (1.11) in higher dimensions has not been shown previously, even for the radial weight.

Remark. The work [Le17] characterized the boundedness and compactness of the pullback operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) for radial weights Φ_1(x) =^1_2 |x|^2, x ∈ C^{n1} and Φ_2(x) =^1_2 |x|^2, x ∈ C^{n2} , essentially extending the results of [CaMcSc03] to the case when n_1, n_2 are not necessarily equal. Hence, our characterization results can be seen as further extensions of those in [Le17].

Remark. Quite general plurisubharmonic weights on C^n are considered in the work [ArTo19], and the boundedness and compactness of (weighted) composition operators on the corresponding exponentially weighted spaces of holomorphic functions are characterized in [ArTo19], in terms of certain integral transforms associated to the weight. Restricting the attention in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 to strictly plurisubharmonic weights that are quadratic, we are able to obtain characterization results that are quite explicit.

Example. We shall briefly interpret our results in the case when n_1 = n_2 = 1. For j = 1, 2, let Φ_j be a strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form on C , meaning there are constants r_j > 0, s_j ∈ C such that

Φ_j (x) = r_j |x|^2 + Re (s_jx^2), x ∈ C . (1.13)

For φ : C → C holomorphic, Theorem 1 implies that C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C ) → H_{Φ2} (C ) is bounded if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) There exist complex numbers a, b ∈ C such that φ(x) = ax + b, x ∈ C . (1.14) (2) If |s_2| /r_2 ≥ 1 (i.e. Φ_2 is not positive definite), then a ≠ 0. (3) We have | |s_1a^2 − s_2 | | ≤ r_2 − r_1 | |a^2 | | , (1.15)

and b belongs to the real subspace of C determined by

(s_1a^2 − s_2)x^2 = r_2 − r_1 | |a^2 | | =⇒ Re ((r_1ax + s_1ax)b) = 0, x ∈ S^1 ⊂ C . (1.16)

Here we have used the equivalence of (1.7) with (1.9), (1.10) to simplify condition (3). Theorem 2 implies that C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C ) → H_{Φ2} (C ) is compact if and only if φ is of the form (1.14), and (1.15) holds with strict inequality. We observe in particular that bounded composition operators between fixed Bargmann spaces need not exist if the strictly plurisubharmonic weight associated with the target Bargmann space is ”too far from” positive definite. Indeed, using our one dimensional characterizations above, one can show that for Φ_1, Φ_2 as in (1.13), there exists a bounded pullback operator from H_{Φ1} (C ) to H_{Φ2} (C ) if and only if |s_2| /r_2 < 1 or |s_2| /r_2 ≤ |s_1| /r_1, while there exists a compact pullback operator from H_{Φ1} (C ) to H_{Φ2} (C ) if and only if |s_2| /r_2 < 1 or |s_2| /r_2 < |s_1| /r_1.

The plan of the note is as follows. The necessity part of Theorem 1 is proved in Section 2, proceeding essentially as in [CaMcSc03] and letting the (bounded) pullback operator, or rather its adjoint, act on the space of normalized coherent states for the Bargmann space. See also [CoHiSj23]. The sufficiency part of Theorem 1 is then established in Section 3. Compared with [CaMcSc03], where a major idea in the proof of sufficiency is to use the singular value decomposition and to exploit the orthogonality of monomials in the radial Bargmann space H_{Φ0} (C^n ), we proceed differently, viewing C_φ as a complex Fourier integral operator and obtaining its boundedness by an application of Schur’s lemma. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2. Our notation is standard and we follow the convention that C denotes a positive constant whose value may change from line to line.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Michael Hitrik for recommending this project, and for many essential suggestions. The author would also like to thank the anonymous referee for their careful reading and helpful comments.

2. Necessary conditions for boundedness of pullback operators

The purpose of this section is to prove the forward direction of Theorem 1. It will be helpful to decompose Φ_1 = Φ_{herm} + Φ_{plh}, (2.1) where Φ_{herm}(x) = (Φ_1)^{′′}_{xx} x · x is Hermitian positive definite and Φ_{plh}(x) = Re f(x), with f(x) = (Φ_1)^{′′}_{xx} x · x, is pluriharmonic on C^{n1} .

We need to establish that three conclusions (1), (2), (3) in Theorem 1 follow from the boundedness of the operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ), which we accomplish (out of order) in the following three lemmas:

Lemma 2.1. Let Φ_1, Φ_2 be strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic forms on C^{n1} , C^{n2} , respectively. If the pullback operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) is bounded for some holomorphic φ : C^{n2} → C^{n1} , then we have e^{Φ1∘φ−Φ2} ∈ L^∞(C^{n2} ).

Proof. Following [CaMcSc03], we shall consider the action of the adjoint C^∗_φ : H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) → H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) on the space of ”coherent states”, i.e. the normalized reproducing kernels for the Bargmann space H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ). For j = 1, 2, let us set k_{j,w}(x) = b_{Φj} e^{2Ψj (x,w)−Φj (w)}, w ∈ C^{nj} . (2.2) Here Ψ_j is the polarization of Φ_j , i.e. the unique holomorphic quadratic form on C^{2nj} such that Ψ_j(x, x) = Φ_j (x), x ∈ C^{nj} , and b_{Φj} > 0 is a suitable constant depending on Φ_j only, such that || k_{j,w} ||_{HΦj (C}^nj_) = 1, w ∈ C^{nj} . Let us recall from [Sj95, Section 1], [Zw12, Chapter 13] that the orthogonal projection Π_{Φj} : L^2(C^{nj} , e^{−2Φj} L(dx)) → H_{Φj} (C^{nj} ), j = 1, 2 (2.3) is given by

Π_{Φj} u(w) = b_{Φj} e^{Φj (w)}⟨u, k_{j,w}⟩_{L2(C} n_{j , e}−2Φ_{j L(dx))} = b^2_{Φj} ∫ C^{nj} e^{2Ψj (w,x)}u(x) e^{−2Φj (x)} L(dx). (2.4) Here we have also used that Ψ_j(x, w) = Ψ_j(w, x), x, w ∈ C^{nj} . By using (2.4) to rewrite both sides of the trivial equation

(Π_{Φ2} C_φu)(w) = (C_φu)(w) = u(φ(w)) = (Π_{Φ1} u)(φ(w)), u ∈ H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ), (2.5) it is easy to see that C^∗_φk_{2,w} = b_{Φ1} b_{Φ2} e^{Φ1(φ(w))−Φ2 (w)}k_{1,φ(w)}, w ∈ C^{n2} , (2.6)

and the boundedness of C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) implies therefore that the norms

|| C^∗_φk_{2,w} ||_{HΦ1 (C} n1_) = b_{Φ1} b_{Φ2} e^{Φ1(φ(w))−Φ2 (w)}, w ∈ C^{n2} , (2.7)

are bounded uniformly in w ∈ C^{n2} , completing the proof. □

Lemma 2.2. Let Φ_1, Φ_2 be real quadratic forms on C^{n1} , C^{n2} , respectively, with Φ_1 strictly plurisubharmonic. If e^{Φ1∘φ−Φ2} ∈ L^∞(C^{n2} ) (2.8) for some holomorphic φ : C^{n2} → C^{n1} , then we must have φ(x) = Ax + b, x ∈ C^{n2} , for some complex n_1 × n_2 matrix A and some b ∈ C^{n1} .

Proof. Assumption (2.8) holds precisely when the function Φ_1 ∘ φ − Φ_2 is bounded above on C^{n2} . We then get, recalling the decomposition (2.1), 1 C_1

|φ(x)|^2 + Re f(φ(x)) ≤ C ( 1 + |x|^2 ) , x ∈ C^{n2} , (2.9) for some constants C > 0, C_1 ≥ 1. Here we have also used that Φ_2(x) ≤ C |x|^2 , 1 C_1

|y|^2 ≤ Φ_{herm}(y), x ∈ C^{n2} , y ∈ C^{n1} . (2.10) Letting B(0, R) be the open ball of radius R > 0 in C^{n2} and writing |·| for the Lebesgue measure on C^{n2} , we get in view of (2.9), 1 C_1 |B(0, R)| ∫ B(0,R) |φ(x)|^2 L(dx) + 1 |B(0, R)| ∫ B(0,R) Re f(φ(x)) L(dx) ≤ C(1 + R^2), R > 0. (2.11)

See also [Le14, Proposition 2.1] for a related idea. The mean value property for the entire holomorphic function C^{n2} ∋ x → f(φ(x)) gives that

f(φ(0)) = 1 |B(0, R)| ∫ B(0,R) f(φ(x)) L(dx) (2.12)

and combining (2.11), (2.12), we obtain 1 |B(0, R)| ∫ B(0,R) |φ(x)|^2 L(dx) ≤ C(1 + R^2), R > 0. (2.13)

Another application of the mean value property to the holomorphic function φ together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.13) implies that |φ(x)|^2 ≤ 1 |B(x, |x|)| ∫ B(x,|x|) |φ(y)|^2 L(dy) ≤ 1 |B(x, |x|)| ∫ B(0,2|x|) |φ(y)|^2 L(dy) ≤ C ( 1 + |x|^2 ) , 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} , (2.14)

and the result follows by Liouville’s theorem. □

Lemma 2.3. Let Φ_1, Φ_2 be strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic forms on C^{n1} , C^{n2} , respectively, and let φ(x) = Ax + b, for some complex n_1 × n_2 matrix A and b ∈ C^{n1} . If the operator C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) is bounded, then for any 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} with Φ_2(x) ≤ 0, we have Ax ≠ 0.

Proof. The decomposition (2.1) shows that e^f ∈ H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) and therefore we have C_φ(e^f ) = e^{f∘φ} ∈ H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ). In other words, the integral

|| C_φ(e^f ) ||^2_{HΦ2 (C} n_{2 )} = ∫ C^n2 | |e^{f(φ(x))} | |^2 e^{−2Φ}2^{(x)} L(dx) = ∫ C^n2

e^{2(Re f(φ(x)))−2Φ2 (x)} L(dx) (2.15) converges, and the principal part of the real quadratic polynomial Re f(φ(x)) − Φ_2(x) on C^{n2} , given by the quadratic form Re f(Ax) − Φ_2(x), is therefore negative definite, Re f(Ax) − Φ_2(x) < 0, 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} .

The result follows. □

3. Sufficient conditions for boundedness of pullback operators

The purpose of this section is to prove the backward direction of Theorem 1, so we can assume that conditions (1), (2), and (3) in Theorem 1 are all satisfied. Given u ∈ H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ), let us write using (2.3), (2.4),

(C_φu)(x) = u(φ(x)) = (Π_{Φ1} u)(φ(x)) = b^2_{Φ1} ∫ C^n1

e^{2Ψ1(φ(x),y)}u(y) e^{−2Φ1(y)} L(dy). (3.1)

It follows that |(C_φu)(x)| e^{−Φ2(x)} ≤ ∫ C^n1 K(x, y) |u(y)| e^{−Φ1(y)} L(dy), (3.2) where K(x, y) ≤ C e^{2Re Ψ1(φ(x),y)}e^{−Φ2(x)−Φ1(y)}, x ∈ C^{n2} , y ∈ C^{n1} . (3.3) In view of Schur’s lemma, in order to show that C_φ ∈ L(H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ), H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} )), it suffices to verify that sup_{x∈C n2} ∫ C^n1 K(x, y) L(dy) < ∞, sup_{y∈C n1} ∫ C^n2 K(x, y) L(dx) < ∞. (3.4) To this end, using the fundamental estimate

2Re Ψ_1(z, y) − Φ_1(z) − Φ_1(y) = −Φ_{herm}(z − y) ≍ − |z − y|^2 , y, z ∈ C^{n1} , (3.5) see [Zw12, Chapter 13], together with (3.3) we obtain that K(x, y) ≤ C e^{−|φ(x)−y|2/C+Φ1(φ(x))−Φ2 (x)}, C > 0. (3.6) It follows from (3.6) that to establish (3.4), we need to show that sup_{x∈C n2} ∫ C^n1 e^{−|φ(x)−y|2/C+Φ1(φ(x))−Φ2 (x)} L(dy) < ∞, (3.7) sup_{y∈C n1} ∫ C^n2 e^{−|φ(x)−y|2/C+Φ1(φ(x))−Φ2 (x)} L(dx) < ∞. (3.8) Here (3.7) is easily seen using (1.7): ∫ C^n1 e^{−|φ(x)−y|2/C+Φ1(φ(x))−Φ2 (x)} L(dy) ≤ C ∫ C^n1 e^{−|φ(x)−y|2/C} L(dy) ≤ C ∫ C^n1 e^{−|y|2/C} L(dy), (3.9) and thus, (3.7) holds. It only remains for us to prove (3.8), which is the more interesting estimate, depending also on condition (2) in Theorem 1.

When showing (3.8), we may ignore the complex structure, identifying C^{nj} ≃ R^{mj} , m_j = 2n_j , meaning that we now regard Φ_j as a real quadratic form on R^{mj} , j = 1, 2. We shall also view φ as a real affine map from R^{m2} → R^{m1} , regarding A as a real m_1 × m_2 matrix and b as an element of R^{m1} . We can introduce real linear coordinates on R^{m2} , still denoted by x ∈ R^{m2} , with the decomposition x = (x_1, . . . , x_{m2} ) = (x^′, x^{′′}) ∈ R^{m2 −d} × R^d , (3.10) such that the null space Ker A ⊂ R^{m2} is given by the d real linear equations Ker A = {(x^′, x^{′′}) ∈ R^{m2} ; x^{′′} = 0}. (3.11)

Here 0 ≤ d ≤ m_2. We need to show that sup y∈R^m1 ∫ R^d ∫ R^m2^{−d} e^{−|φ(x′,x′′)−y|2/C+Φ1(φ(x′,x′′))−Φ2(x′,x′′)} dx^′ dx^{′′} < ∞. (3.12) Here we know in view of (3.11) and (1.6) that the quadratic form Φ_2(x^′, 0) satisfies Φ_2(x^′, 0) ≍ |x^′|^2 , x^′ ∈ R^{m2 −d}. (3.13)

In order to proceed, we require the following essentially well known lemma, see [HiSj15, Proposition 2.4.3].

Lemma 3.1. Consider a decomposition R^{m2} ∋ x = (x^′, x^{′′}) ∈ R^{m2 −d} × R^d , and let q be a real quadratic form on R^{m2} such that x^′ → q(x^′, 0) is a non-degenerate quadratic form on R^{m2 −d}. Let x^′_c(x^{′′}) ∈ R^{m2 −d} be the unique critical point of R^{m2 −d} ∋ x^′ → q(x^′, x^{′′}), which is a linear function of x^{′′} ∈ R^d . We have

q(x^′, x^{′′}) = q(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) + q(x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′}), 0), (x^′, x^{′′}) ∈ R^{m2 −d} × R^d . (3.14)

Proof. We have |q^′_x′ (x^′, 0)| ≍ |x^′| , x^′ ∈ R^{m2 −d}, (3.15) and hence the equation q^′_x′ (x^′, x^{′′}) = 0 (3.16) has a unique solution x^′ = x^′_c(x^{′′}) ∈ R^{m2 −d} for each x^{′′} ∈ R^d , depending linearly on x^{′′}. By Taylor’s formula we can write q(x^′, x^{′′}) = q(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) + 1 2 q^{′′}_x′_x′ (x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′})) · (x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′})) = q(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) + q(x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′}), 0). (3.17) The proof is complete. □

We get, applying Lemma 3.1 to the quadratic form Φ_2 and using (3.13),

Φ_2(x^′, x^{′′}) = Φ_2(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) + Φ_2(x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′}), 0) ≥ Φ_2(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) + 1 C |x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′})|^2 , (3.18) and therefore,

Φ_1(φ(x^′, x^{′′})) − Φ_2(x^′, x^{′′}) ≤ Φ_1(φ(x^′, x^{′′})) − Φ_2(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) − 1 C |x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′})|^2 = Φ_1(φ(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′})) − Φ_2(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) − 1 C |x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′})|^2 ≤ C − 1 C |x^′ − x^′_c(x^{′′})|^2 . (3.19) Here we have also used that

φ(x^′, x^{′′}) = A(x^′, x^{′′}) + b = A(0, x^{′′}) + b = φ(0, x^{′′}) = φ(x^′_c(x^{′′}), x^{′′}) (3.20) is independent of x^′, in view of (3.11), as well as the fact that Φ_1 ∘ φ − Φ_2 is bounded above on R^{m2} .

It follows from (3.19) and (3.20) that the integral in (3.12) does not exceed a constant times the integral ∫ R^d ∫ R^m2^{−d} e^{−|φ(0,x′′)−y|2/C−|x′−x′c(x′′)|2/C} dx^′ dx^{′′} = (∫ R^m2^{−d} e^{−|x′|2/C} dx^′ ) (∫ R^d e^{−|φ(0,x′′)−y|2/C} dx^{′′} ) . (3.21) Here we have carried out the integration with respect to x^′. It only remains for us to show therefore that sup y∈R^m1 ∫ R^d e^{−|A(0,x′′)−y|2/C} dx^{′′} < ∞, (3.22) and to this end, we observe that |A(0, x^{′′}) − y|^2 ≥ |A(0, x^{′′}) − Πy|^2 , (3.23) where Π : R^{m1} → R^{m1} is the orthogonal projection onto Im A ⊂ R^{m1} . We get sup y∈R^{m1} ∫ R^d e^{−|A(0,x′′)−y|2/C} dx^{′′} ≤ sup_{z′′∈Rd} ∫ R^d e^{−|A(0,x′′)−A(0,z′′)|2/C} dx^{′′} ≤ sup_{z′′∈Rd} ∫ R^d e^{−|x′′−z′′|2/ ~C} dx^{′′} < ∞. (3.24) Here we have also used that |A(0, u^{′′})|^2 ≍ |u^{′′}|^2 , u^{′′} ∈ R^d , (3.25) in view of (3.11). The proof of Theorem 1 is complete. Remark. Let us write following (3.1), for u ∈ H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ), C_φu(x) = b^2_{Φ1} ∫ ∫ Γ e^{2(Ψ1(φ(x),θ)−Ψ1 (y,θ))} u(y) dy dθ (2i)^{n1}

. (3.26) Here Γ ⊂ C^{2n1}_{y,θ} is the contour of integration given by the anti-diagonal θ = y and φ(x) = Ax + b, x ∈ C^{n2} . (3.27) The holomorphic quadratic polynomial F (x, y, θ) = 2 i (Ψ_1(φ(x), θ) − Ψ_1(y, θ)) , (x, y, θ) ∈ C^{n2}_x × C^{n1}_y × C^{n1}_θ , (3.28) is a non-degenerate phase function in the sense of Hörmander [Hö71], rank ( F^{′′}_{θx} F^{′′}_{θy} F^{′′}_{θθ} ) = n_1, (3.29) since det (Ψ_1)^{′′}_{θy} ≠ 0, and the operator C_φ in (3.26) can therefore be regarded as a metaplectic Fourier integral operator in the complex domain associated to the complex canonical relation κ : C^{2n1} ∋ (y, −F^′_y(x, y, θ)) → (x, F^′_x(x, y, θ)) ∈ C^{2n2} , F^′_θ(x, y, θ) = 0. (3.30) Here we may recall from [CaGrHiSj12] that the canonical relation (3.30) is the graph of a (complex affine) canonical transformation precisely when n_1 = n_2 = n and det ( F^{′′}_{xy} F^{′′}_{xθ} F^{′′}_{θy} F^{′′}_{θθ} ) ≠ 0 ⇐⇒ det F^{′′}_{xθ} ≠ 0, (3.31)

and in view of (3.27), (3.28), the latter condition is equivalent to the invertibility of A. Assuming that A is invertible and introducing the real linear subspace

Λ_{Φ1} = {( x, 2 i ∂Φ_1 ∂x (x) ) , x ∈ C^n } ⊂ C^{2n} = C^n_x × C^n_ξ , (3.32)

we get, after a simple computation using (3.27), (3.28), and (3.30), κ : C^{2n} ∋ (y, η) → (A^{−1}(y − b), A^tη) ∈ C^{2n} , (3.33) and κ(Λ_{Φ1} ) = Λ_{Φ1∘φ}. (3.34) Here we may notice that the quadratic polynomial Φ_1∘φ is strictly plurisubharmonic on C^n . The mapping property (3.34) of the canonical transformation in (3.33) corresponds to the operator mapping property C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^n ) → H_{Φ1∘φ}(C^n ), (3.35) immediate in the case when A is bijective. In this work, representation (3.26), allowing us to view C_φ as a metaplectic Fourier integral operator in the complex domain, plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 1. As we shall see in Section 4, arguments of the complex FIO theory continue to be essential when proving Theorem 2.

4. Characterizing compact pullback operators

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 2. It is trivial that (1) implies (2) and we shall first check that (2) implies (3). To this end, proceeding as in Section 2 and continuing to follow [CaMcSc03], we shall consider the action of the compact operator C^∗_φ : H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) → H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) on the space of coherent states k_{2,w}, w ∈ C^{n2} , given by (2.2). We have k_{2,w} → 0 weakly in H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ), as |w| → ∞, in view of [CoHiSj23, Lemma 3.1], and therefore, C^∗_φ(k_{2,w}) → 0 in H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ), as |w| → ∞. Recalling (2.7), we obtain that e^{Φ1(φ(w))−Φ2 (w)} → 0 as |w| → ∞. (4.1)

An application of Lemma 2.2 gives therefore that φ(x) = Ax + b, for some complex n_1 × n_2 matrix A and some b ∈ C^{n1} , and then we have in view of (4.1), (1.8), Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_2(x) + 2Re ((∂_xΦ_1)(Ax) · b) → −∞, as |x| → ∞. (4.2) It is clear that (4.2) holds precisely when the quadratic form C^{n2} ∋ x → Φ_1(Ax)−Φ_2(x) is negative definite.

We shall finally prove that (1) is implied by (3). When doing so we shall first show that the composition operator C_φ is bounded, C_φ : H_{Φ1} (C^{n1} ) → H_{Φ3} (C^{n2} ), (4.3) where Φ_3 is a strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form on C^{n2} given by Φ_3(x) = Φ_2(x) − δ |x|^2 , (4.4) for δ > 0 small. Here the Bargmann space H_{Φ3} (C^{n2} ) is defined as in (1.3). To establish the mapping property (4.3), we shall apply Theorem 1. In light of assumption (1.12), for sufficiently small δ > 0, the quadratic form Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_3(x) is negative definite, Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_3(x) < 0, 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} , (4.5) so for any 0 ≠ x ∈ C^{n2} with Φ_3(x) ≤ 0, we must have Ax ≠ 0. It only remains for us to check that e^{Φ1∘φ−Φ3} ∈ L^∞(C^{n2} ), (4.6) and to this end we write using (1.8),

Φ_1(φ(x)) − Φ_3(x) = Φ_1(Ax) − Φ_3(x) + 2Re ((∂_xΦ_1)(Ax) · b) + Φ_1(b). (4.7) Finally, (4.5) tells us precisely that the principal part of the quadratic polynomial in (4.7) is negative definite on C^{n2} , and therefore (4.6) holds. We have thus verified the mapping property (4.3) for Φ_3 in (4.4) with δ > 0 small enough.

The proof of Theorem 2 can now be completed by an application of the following general result, established in [CoHiSj19, Proposition 3.3], [AlVi18, Corollary 2.6], using the theory of metaplectic Fourier integral operators in the complex domain, [CaGrHiSj12, Appendix B].

Proposition 4.1. Let Φ_2, Φ_3 be strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic forms on C^{n2} such that Φ_2(x) − Φ_3(x) ≍ |x|^2 , x ∈ C^{n2} . (4.8) Then the inclusion map: ι : H_{Φ3} (C^{n2} ) → H_{Φ2} (C^{n2} ) is of trace class, with the singular values s_j (ι) satisfying

s_j (ι) ≤ C exp ( − j^{1/n2} C ) , j = 1, 2, . . . , for some C > 0.

References

[AlVi18] A. Aleman and J. Viola, On weak and strong solution operators for evolution equations coming from quadratic operators, J. Spectr. Theory 8 (2018), 33—121.

[ArTo19] H. Arroussi and C. Tong, Weighted composition operators between large Fock spaces in several complex variables, J. Funct. Anal. 277 (2019), 3436—3466.

[CaGrHiSj12] E. Caliceti, S. Graffi, M. Hitrik, and J. Sjöstrand, Quadratic PT-symmetric operators with real spectrum and similarity to selfadjoint operators, Journal of Physics A 45 (2012), 20 pp.

[CaMcSc03] B J. Carswell, B. D. MacCluer, and A. Schuster, Composition operators on the Fock space, Acta Sci. Math. 69 (2003), 871–887.

[CoHiSj19] L. Coburn, M. Hitrik, and J. Sjöstrand, Positivity, complex FIOs, and Toeplitz operators, Pure Appl. Anal. 1 (2019), 327—357.

[CoHiSj23] L. Coburn, M. Hitrik, and J. Sjöstrand, Characterizing boundedness of metaplectic Toeplitz operators, Int. Math. Res. Not., to appear, arXiv:2303.01558.

[CoMc95] C. Cowen and B. D. MacCluer, Composition operators on spaces of analytic functions, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1995.

[Do*17] M. L. Doan, B. Hu. L. H. Khoi, and H. Queffélec, Approximation numbers for composition operators on spaces of entire functions, Indag. Math. 28 (2017), 294—305.

[GoHe99] J. Gordon and H. Hedenmalm, The composition operators on the space of Dirichlet series with square summable coefficients, Michigan Math. J. 46 (1999), 313—329.

[Hi04] M. Hitrik, Boundary spectral behavior for semiclassical operators in dimension one, Int. Math.

Res. Not. 64 (2004), 3417—3438.

[HiPrVi18] M. Hitrik, K. Pravda-Starov and J. Viola, From semigroups to subelliptic estimates for quadratic operators, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018), 7391—7415.

[HiSj15] M. Hitrik and J. Sjöstrand, Two minicourses on analytic microlocal analysis, ”Algebraic and Analytic Microlocal Analysis”, Springer Proceedings in Mathematics and Statistics 269 (2018), 483–540.

[HiSjVi13] M. Hitrik, J. Sjöstrand, and J. Viola, Resolvent estimates for elliptic quadratic differential operators, Anal. PDE 6 (2013), 181—196.

[Hö71] L. Hörmander, Fourier integral operators I, Acta Math. 127 (1971), 79—183. [JiPrZh17] L. Jiang, G. Prajitura, and R. Zhao, Some characterizations for composition operators on the Fock spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 455 (2017), 1204—1220.

[Le14] T. Le, Normal and isometric weighted composition operators on the Fock space, Bull. London Math. Soc. 46 (2014), 847—856.

[Le17] T. Le, Composition operators between Segal-Bargmann spaces, J. Operator Theory 78 (2017), 135–158 [Sj95] J. Sjöstrand, Function spaces associated to global I-Lagrangian manifolds, Structure of solutions of differential equations, Katata/Kyoto, 1995, World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ (1996).

[Vi22] J. Viola, Norms of embeddings between quadratically weighted spaces of holomorphic functions, arXiv:2209.13440.

[Zw12] M. Zworski, Semiclassical Analysis, AMS, 2012.

Department of Mathematics, University of California, Los Angeles, CA 90095, USA.

Email address: reid@math.ucla.edu