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CYCLICITY OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON THE FOCK SPACE

FREDERIC BAYART AND SEBASTIAN TAPIA-GARCIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we provide a full characterization of cyclic composition operators
defined on the d-dimensional Fock space F(C?) in terms of their symbol. Also, we study the
supercyclicity and convex-cyclicity of this type of operators. We end this work by computing
the approximation numbers of compact composition operators defined on F(C?).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let C¢ be the d-dimensional complex Euclidean space with d > 1. The classical Fock space
on C? is defined by

1 _lz?
FEi= {1 € ME) 17 = s [ 1P F () < oo .
(27T) Qd
where dA stands for the Lebesgue measure on C?, |z| = \/(z, z) and (z,w) = Z?:l 2,05
The space F(C?) is a separable Hilbert space equipped with the inner product
1 —— _ Lz

(f.9):= @) o f(2)g(z)e” = dA(2).

Observe that we do not distinguish between the inner products of C¢ and F(C?). The space
F(C9) is also a reproducing kernel Hilbert space. It is well-know that the reproducing kernel
function is given by

ky: 2 € C% s ky(2) = exp (<Z’2w>) ,

[w]?

which has norm ||k,| = exp (T) Also, the set of polynomials {z* : @ € N} forms an

orthogonal basis of F(C¢) and
d
) = 2 [ Lt
j=1

In this paper, we are interested in composition operators on F(C%). Let ¢ : C? — C? be a
holomorphic function. The composition operator with symbol ¢ is defined by

fEH(CY = Cu(f) = foep.
Carswell et al [5] have characterized when C, defines a bounded composition operator on

F(C%): this holds if and only if p(z) = Az + b where A € €4, with ||A|| < 1 and b € C¢
which satisfy (Av,b) = 0 for all v € C? with |Av| = |v]. Moreover, C,, is compact if and only
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if [|A]| < 1. Since then, many works have been done to characterize properties of C,, in terms
of the properties of the symbol ¢, sometimes only when d = 1: see for instance [8, 9] [10] [I1].

In this paper we are concerned in the dynamical properties of composition operators defined
on F(C%). Let us recall the relevant definitions. Let X be a separable Banach space, let
T € L(X) be a bounded linear operator defined on X and let x € X. The orbit of z under
the action of 7' is the set orb(T,x) := {T"x : n € N}. The operator T € L(X) is said cyclic
if there is € X such that span(orb(7’,z)) is dense in X. In this case, we say that z is a
cyclic vector for T'. Similarly, we say that T is supercyclic or hypercyclic if there is x € X
such that C - orb(T,z) or orb(T, z) is dense in X respectively.

There is a rich literature concerning cyclicity, supercyclicity or hypercyclicity of composi-
tion operators defined on the Hardy space, Bergman space, Dirichlet space; see for instance

[, 3, [7, 18].

Regarding Fock spaces, the cyclic composition operators on the Fock space of C have been
characterized in [I0, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem A. Let a,b € C be such that C,,.p induces a bounded composition operator on
F(C). Then, Cy.yyp is cyclic on F(C) if and only a # 0 and a is not a root of unity.

In higher dimensions, cyclicity has only been characterized in the very particular case
where A is diagonal and unitary (note that this implies b = 0).

Theorem B. [I1, Theorem 5.3] Let A = diag(e, ..., %) € C¥*?. The composition operator
Ca. is cyclic on F(C?) if and only if the set {m, 0y, ...,0,} is Q-linearly independent.

Our main result, which extends both Theorem [Al and Theorem [Bl solves the problem of
cyclicity in full generality.

Theorem 1.1. Let A € C? b e C? and p(z) = Az + b be such that C,, induces a bounded
composition operator on F(C?). Then, C,, is cyclic if and only if the following conditions are
satisfied :

e A is invertible;
e A is diagonalizable or its canonical Jordan form admits at most one Jordan block,
whose size is exactly 2;

o if \:= ()\j);-lzl denotes the sequence of eigenvalues of A, repeated by geometric multi-
plicity (therefore d = d or d — 1), then for any o € Z4\ {0}, \> £ 1.

Observe that the third condition may be rewritten by saying that if A := (Aj)le denotes

the sequence of eigenvalues of A2 repeated by geometric multiplicity (therefore d =d or
d — 1), then for any a € Z¢\ {0}¢ such that \* = exp(if) for some 6 € R, the pair {, 0} is
Q-linearly independent.

0101
Example 1.2. o Let A= (? 632). Then Ca, is cyclic on F(C?) for all values of

3
01, 0.
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eiel
o Let A= (? 622). Then Ca. is cyclic on F(C?) if and only if 0y — 20, ¢ 7Q.

1

o Let (p;)d_; C (—00,0) be Q-linearly independent, let A = diag(exp(p1), ..., exp(pa))

and let b € C?. Then Cy.y is cyclic on F(CY).

The proof of Theorem [L.I] will be rather long. We will start in Section 2] by studying two
simple cases which are significant enough to point out the main ideas behind the proof. In
the same section, we will also expose several lemmas. In Section [3] we prove the sufficient
condition of Theorem [[.]] whereas the necessary condition of Theorem [I.1] will be presented
in Section [ In Section Al we characterize the set of cyclic vectors for compact composition
operators on F(C?). The remainder of the paper is devoted to solve several problems on
composition operators on F(C?) where the techniques introduced to prove Theorem [ are
useful. In Section [{ we show that bounded composition operators on F(C¢%) are never super-
cyclic with respect the pointwise convergence topology (and thus neither weakly-supercyclic)
nor convex-cyclic. In Section [{] we compute the approximation numbers of compact compo-
sition operators on F(C%).

Notation. For z € C\ {0}, we denote by arg(z) € [0,27) the number such that z =
|z| exp(i arg(2)). For a matrix A € C¥9, its norm is defined by || A|| := sup{|Av| : |v| =1},
its transpose is denoted AT and its Hermitian transpose is denoted by A*. For (xj);-lzl c C,
we denote by diag(z1, ..., z4) the diagonal matrix with entries (x;)%_,. For any a € Z¢, we
denote the length of a by |a := Zle |ov;| and for any vector A € C? we write \* := Hle A
We also consider the partial order < on IN? defined as follows: o < 3 if and only if a; < B for
all j =1,...,d. By D,D and T we respectively denote the open complex unit disc, its closure
and its boundary. Finally, when dealing with the adjoint of composition operators, we will
require to introduce weighted composition operators: for ¢ : C* — C% and v : C¢ — C, the
weighted composition operator with symbols (1, ) is defined by

feH(C) = Wyu(f) =0 fop
Further information about weighted composition operators defined on F(C) can be found in

[4l 13, [14], [15] and references therein.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Two particular cases. This subsection is purely expository. It aims to point out the
main difference between Jordan blocks of size 2 and of size 3. Denote for d > 1 and N > 0
by Phom (N, d) the set of all homogeneous polynomials of degree N in d variables, namely

Phom (N, d) = span(zy" -+~ 25"t + -+ ag = N).

Let us recall that dim(Pyom (N, d)) = (N ;_dl_ 1). Let Py 4 be the the orthogonal projection on

Phom(N,d) in F(C?). Let us also denote

1/2 a 0
A = (1/2 “) A= 0 1/2 a
0 172 0 0 1/2
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where a € C\{0} is so that Cy,. and Cj4,. are bounded operators on F(C?) and F(C?)
respectively. We are going to show that

(a) for any N large enough, for any f € F(C?), span(PMg(C’ﬁbzf) : j > 0)is not dense in
Prom (N, 3), which prevents f to be a cyclic vector for Ca,.; _

(b) for any N > 0, there exists f € F(C?) such that span(C% _f : j > 0) is equal to
Phom(N, 2).

Let us start with (a) and write f =) ¢,2*. Computing Al we easily get that, for all j > 0,
] Ca . . « . oo
Chod = 3 g+ 2502 230 = D)™ o+ 25
ac

so that, expanding the product,
‘ TR
Pys(Ch,.f) = SN ijLk
k=0

where Ly, ..., Loy are fixed polynomials in Py (N, 3). Therefore
dim(span(Py3(C%,. f) : j > 0)) < 2N + 1 < dim(Phom (NN, 3))

provided N is large enough.
Regarding (b), let f = ZM:N 2% = Z]kV:O 2825 =F Then, for all j > 0,

N
; 1 . _
Ch.(f) = W(Zl + 2jazy)Fzy 7k

0

B
Il

== Ji"L

J

2|~
] =

2

e
i
o

where (Lo, ..., Ly) is a basis of Ppom(N,2). Now,
2MCh, ()

iy — Ly € span(CﬁhZf 27 >0).

Hence,
2NjCiX1z(f) - jNLN
jN-1

— Ly_1 € span(CY . f: j > 0)

and iterating we get that span(C’ihzf : 7>0) = Ppom(N,2).

The proof of Theorem [LI] will rely on the two ideas exposed above. We will also need
a supplementary argument, based on Kronecker’s theorem, to handle different eigenvalues.
Working with matrices which are maybe not unitarily equivalent to their Jordan form and
with affine maps instead of linear ones will cause some extra troubles which require the
introduction of the tools which are described in the remaining part of this section.
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2.2. Useful lemmas. In this section we collect some facts which will help us in the forth-
coming proof of Theorem [I.1l

Proposition 2.1. Let f,g € F(C%) be two functions. Assume that there are two disjoint
sets Iy, Iy C {1, ,d} such that f(z) = f((2i)ier,;) and g(2) = g((2i)icr,). Then the function
defined by z + h(z) := f(2)g(z) belongs to F(C).

Proof. Tt follows from the definition of the norm on F(C9). Indeed ||| = ||f]| - ||g]|- O

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢(z) := Az+0b be such that C, induces a bounded composition operator
on F(C?). Then, there are S € C™? and v € C? such that C, is similar to Cs,., and

T 0
=0 0)

where T'" € CP*P 4s an upper triangular matrix such that its diagonal contains all the eigen-
values of A of modulus lower than 1 and U € C\P)*(4=P) js q diagonal matriz containing all
the eigenvalues of A of modulus 1. Moreover v € CP x {0}47P.

Proof. Let P, S € C% be an orthogonal matrix and an upper triangular matrix obtained by
the Schur decomposition of A, that is, A = PSP*. Further, assume that in the first p entries
of the diagonal of S we find all the eigenvalues of A of modulus strictly lower than 1.

Since |P|| = ||P*|| =1 and P~! = P*  we have that Cp,,Cp«, are invertible elements of
L(F(CY), with Cp,Cp-, = Id, and that

Coipry = Cp.C,Cper € L(F(CY).
Now, noticing that S is an upper triangular matrix, ||S|| < 1 and the last d — p entries of
its diagonal have modulus equal to one, we get

5= (i o)

where T" € CP*P is an upper triangular matrix such that its diagonal contains all the eigenval-
ues of A of modulus lower than 1 and U € C@P)*(¢=P) i a unitary diagonal matrix. Finally,
since Cg.4 p+p is bounded, v := P*b € CP x {0}P.

O

Lemma 2.3. Let p(z) := Az +b be such that C, induces a bounded composition operator on
F(C%). Then b € Ran(I — A).
Proof. By [I1, Lemma 5.2], b € ker(I — A*)+ = Ran(I — A). O

For the sake of completeness, we state the following two results which are taken from [3]
and [B] respectively.

Proposition 2.4. [3| Proposition 2.7] Let H be a Hilbert space and let T € L(H). If there
is A € C such that dim(ker(T* — XI)) > 2, then T is not cyclic.

Proposition 2.5. [5 Lemma 2] Let p(z) := Az + b be such that C, induces a bounded
composition operator on F(C?). Then Cy = Wy, 5, that is, the weighted composition operator
with symbols ky and p(z) := A*z.
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Albeit simple, the following proposition will help us in the forthcoming computations. We
recall that the symbol ¢ of a bounded composition operator C,, on F(C?) always has a fixed
point, [11, Lemma 5.2].

Proposition 2.6. Let ¢(2) := Az+0b be such that C, induces a bounded composition operator
on F(C?). Let A = (\;)4, be the eigenvalues of A repeated by algebraic multiplicity . Let
(v;)92, C (C)* be a basis of generalized eigenvectors of A associated to X such that, for all
j=1,...,d, either ATv; = N\jv; or ATv; = \v; +v;j_1. Let £ € C? be a fized point of .
Then there is L = (L;)}_, a basis of span(z, — & : k=1,...,d) such that

AT'U]' = )\j'Uj (07" = )\jvj -+ Uj—l) = CgpLj = )\ij (7"65]). = )\ij + Lj—l)a
forallj=1,...,d.
Proof. Observe that each v;, as a linear form on C? can also be seen as an element of

F(C% and that Ca.(v;) = ATv;. Now, noticing that p(z) = A(z — &) + &, we get that the

polynomial L; := v;(- — &;) satisfies C,L; € {\;L;, \;L; + L;_1} and that (L;)7_, is a basis

of span(zy — & k=1,...,d). O

Remark 2.7. Observe that {L® : o € N} is a basis of the space of all polynomials in d
variables.

We will also need the following combinatorial lemma (the partial order of IN? that we
consider has been defined at the end of the introduction).

Lemma 2.8. Let p > 1 and E C NP. There exists a finite partition {D; : i € I} of E such
that, for all i € I, there exists (i) € D; satisfying o > a(i) for all a € D;.

Proof. We shall proceed by induction on p, the case p = 1 being trivial. Let p > 2 and
assume that the result has been proven up to p — 1. Consider any § € E and split F into
the finite partition Ey, ..., E, with

Ey={acE: a>p}
E,={aecFE: aj<fj}\(E1U---UE;_4), j=1,...,p.
For each j =1,...,p, we can decompose E; into the finite partition Ejg,- -, Ej 3,1 where
Eip={a€cE;: o =k}.

Since one coordinate of each element of E;j, is fixed, one can apply the induction hypothesis
to E;j to find a finite partition {D; ., : i € I} of E; such that, for all (j, k, ), there exists
a(j, k,i) € Dj,; satisfying

(1) Ya € Dj,kﬂ" oy > Oé(j, k’,i)l for [ € {1, . ,p}\{j}

Now since for o € D,x, a; = a(j, k,i); = k, ([0 is true for all [ = 1,...,p, namely o >
a(j, k,q) for all « € Dj ;. Therefore, EgU{D;;: j=1,...,p, k=0,...,8;—1, i€ I(j,k)}
is the partition we are looking for. O

We will finally require the invertibility of a Vandermonde-like matrix.
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Lemma 2.9. Let N > 1. Let {a(n): n=1,..., N} C Z%, where a(n) = a(m) only if n =m
Then, there is {w(n): n=1,.., N} C T? such that the matriz (w(i)*D), j—1_ n € CV*N is
invertible.

Proof. Let us proceed by induction on N. If N = 1, the result is clear and we assume that
Lemma 29 holds true for some N > 1. Let us choose {w(i) : i =1,..., N} C T? such that
the matrix M = (w(i)*")); ;=1 n € CV*¥ is invertible. Therefore, det(M) # 0. Now, let

-----

where w(N +1) = z. Developing the determinant that defines f(z) using the last row, thanks
to the induction hypothesis and the fact that a(N +1) # a(n) forn = 1,..., N, we get that
f is a trigonometric polynomial with at least one non-zero coefficient. Therefore, there is
z € T4 such that f(z) # 0. O

3. CYCLIC COMPOSITION OPERATORS
In order to provide the proof of Theorem [T, we need the following auxiliary results.

Proposition 3.1. Let C, be a bounded composition operator on F(C?). Let p > 1 and
A\ € DP, where N\, = \,. Assume that there is L := (L;)!_, C F(C?) a finite sequence of
polynomials such that C,L; = \;L; for alli=1,....,p—1 and C,L, = \y_1L, + L,_y. Then,
there is J € IN such that for any j > J, for any n € N and for any D C {oa € NP : |a| = n},
we have

Cc; (Z L“) =Y (e, D)L, foralli=1,..p

aeD acNP
|a|=n

where |c(a, D, 7)| < 1.
Proof. Let j € IN. We compute

o (xe)- il

aeD aceD =1
~1
= Z (h )\?ijLal) L +])\ )ap
acD \i
y ap—p3
S {fle) £ e
= Z Lo <H )\Jm) )\J ap-1+op) Z (72) (L)’m—az}
|a€\]Np Z yEIN2 Ap )‘:n—l
o |v[=ap—1+ap
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Now, let us fix &« € N, with |a| = n and set N := a,, + a,,—1. Observe that

AN V2 i\ AN i J e
4 < A _J
P 2 (O‘p) (Ap—l) < Poal™ 2 (O‘WL%) <|>\p—1\)

YEN?, |y|=N yeN?
(ai,...,ap—2,Y)€D Iv[=N
Y2Zap Y2>ap

. N
- J
< Pyl (1+_)
! |>‘p—1‘

= (|)‘p—l|j +j|)‘p—1|j_1)N-
Since \,_1 € D, there is J € N such that |A,_1]? + j|A\p,—1)""* < 1 for all j > J. Notice that
J does not depend on a. O

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < p < d. Let (\,p) := (Aj)]—y x (1)}, 41 € (D\ {0})P x TP Let
f: TP — F(CY be a function. Let R € (0,1) and N := {a € N’ : |A\*| = R}. Let
(20)aen C F(C) be a sequence of linearly independent functions such that, for each o € N
the function w € TP s f(w)z, € F(CY) is well defined and continuous. Assume that

(H) there is no (o, B) € ZP x Z47P\ {{0}9} such that \*u” = 1.

Then, for any fized v € N, the closure of the linear space spanned by the accumulation points

in F(CY) of the sequence
n n )\a "
f(Mp—l—lv"-uMd) Z F Lo
aeN n

contains the set {f(w)r, : a € N, w € TP},

Observe that hypothesis (H)) is equivalent to: {7r, arg (X”,uﬁ)} is Q-linearly independent
for all (o, B) € (ZP x 7Z47P) \ {{0}}? such that [\¥| = 1.
Proof. If N' = (), there is nothing to prove. So, we assume that N # (). First, let us write
N = erie for all j = 1,...,p and p; = €% for all j = p+ 1,...,d, where (p;);, (0;); C R.
Observe that, for any a € 7P, [\*| = 1 if and only if > ¥ a;p; = 0. Let £ = {a €
Q7 : Z;’:l a;p; = 0}. We extract from {py,...,p,} a Q-linearly independent family of
maximal cardinality, namely {p1, ..., p,} and we set (a;x);x C Q such that

q
P = — Zaj7kpj, forall k=q+1,....p.

j=1
Then, it follows that

p
(2) acl = o= Z a;roy, forall j=1,..q.
k=q+1
Claim. The set {7} U {0y + 23:1 ajpf; k=q+1,...ptU{ly: k=p+1, ..,d}is
Q-linearly independent.
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Indeed, otherwise there are m, (ry)r C Z such that

d
0—m7r+Z7“k 9k+Za]k9 Zr;ﬂk

k=q+1 k=p+1
q p d
(3) =mm + Z ( Z rkaj7k> 9]' + Z erk.
j=1 \k=q+1 k=q+1

Let us define a € Q¢ by

o = Zz:q-i-l /rk‘aj,k‘ lf] — ]., . q.
S O ifj=q¢+1,..,d

Thus, thanks to ), a € E. However, for some K € N, Ka € Z¢N E. Then (@) contradicts
assumption (H]) and the claim is proved.
Let us fix ¥ € A/. Observe that (o — ) x {0}47? € E for any a € N, i.e.

P

(4) aj ==Y ajrlon— ), forall j=1,..¢

k=q+1

Now, notice that

A\
Gn - = f(:uz—i-la 7#3) Z (F) Lo

aeN

p
_ f(ein€p+17 ...,€in9d) E Tg H ein(ek—i-zg-:l aj,kej)(ak—fyk)'

aeN k=q+1

Therefore, thanks to the above claim and Kronecker’s Theorem, we conclude that, for any
w € TY, there is a sequence of integers (n(l)); such that

ap— ’Yk
g()ﬁpr—l-lu"'v Zxa H wy,
aeN k=qg+1
Finally, Lemma follows directly from Lemma and the fact that the function a €
N = (ak — Yk )k=q+1,..p is one-to-one by (H). O

Now we are ready to prove the first half of Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[I1l: Sufficient condition. Let ¢(z) := Az + b be an affine map such that
C, induces a bounded composition operator on F(C?). Let us assume that the canonical
Jordan form of the invertible matrix A admits exactly one Jordan block of size 2 and d — 2
Jordan blocks of size 1. Also, we assume that the eigenvalues of A satisfy the hypothesis of
the statement of Theorem [Tl If A is diagonalizable, the proof is completely similar (in fact,
simpler). The details of this case are left to the reader.
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By Proposition[Z2] we can (and shall) assume that A = <T 0) , where T" € CP*P is an up-

0 U
per triangular matrix and U € C@=P)*(@=P) i5 a unitary diagonal matrix, and b € CP x {0}¢~7.
Let us call A € C? the diagonal of T', i.e. A\ contains all the eigenvalues of A of modulus lower
than 1 and we further assume that \,_; = \,.

Thanks to Proposition 28] there is L = (L;)}_, € F(C?%) a finite sequence of linearly
independent polynomials of degree 1 such that C,L;(2) = \;L;(z) forall i =1,....p—1, and
CyoLy(2) = Ap—1Ly + Ly—1. Observe that, for each i = 1,...,p, the polynomial L; depends
only on {2, ..., 2,}. Therefore, {L*: a € IN?} is a basis of the vector space of polynomials
on (21,...,2).

In order to continue, we define py = 1 and for each k € N, k£ > 1:

—1
Pk = 2_k< Z ’|La||) N Pr-1-

acINP
loo|=k

Let us set w := {0}? x {1}¢7? € C%. Observe that, since k,(z) = eXp(
only on (z){ .. Let us consider the function % defined by

z€Ch i h(2) <de )
acNP

where d,, = pj) > 0 for all @ € IN?. Observe that, thanks to Proposition2.Iland the definition
of (pr )k, the function h belongs to F(C?), with [|A| < 2|k

)k, depends

We claim that h is a cyclic vector for Cy,. Let us denote H :=span(C7h : j € IN). In what
follows, we proceed by induction to prove that, for every a € IN? and every @ € {0}? x T4?,
kgsL® € H. A key point will be to understand how the multiindices « are ordered.

Let us consider a decreasing enumeration (R(n)), of the set {|\*| : a € IN?}. Also, for
n € N, we define N'(n) := {a € NP : |A\*| = R(n)}. Observe that R(0) =1, N'(0) = {{0}*},
that each N(n) is finite and that {N(n) : n € IN} is a partition of IN?. At step n, we will
show that kzL® € H for all « € N'(n) and all @ € {0} x TP,

As in Proposition 2.5 we write (z) = A*z. This notation allows us to state the following
fact which will be used without special mention.

Fact. C’ékw = kgi(w) for all j > 1. Indeed, using Proposition 2.3, for any f € F(C%) we
get

(Cokw, ) = (W, 3) kw, f) = (Fw, W, (/)
= (kuw, ko f 0 @) = kp(w) f(P(w))
= ky(w)(kz), f)-
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But ky(w) = exp({w, b)/2) = 1, proving the fact for 5 = 1. Inductively, since (b, p’(w)) = 0
for all j, we obtain that C’ékw = kgi(w) for all j > 1. Here we use that

P (w) = {01 x (U*Y ({1}*7) € {0} x T,

Initialization step. We prove that H contains the set {kg : @ € {0}? x T4 P}. Let us
consider {D; : i = 1,...,p} a partition of N\ {{0}%} such that, for all i € {1,...,p} and all
a € D;, a; > 1. Denote by e(i) C IN? the multi-index satisfying |e(i)| = 1 and e(i); = 1 for
all7=1,...,d. For 7 € N, we compute

p
Coh = ki) CY, (do +Y L Y daLa-e@)
1=1

aeD;
p—1l
= k@j(w)do + ]{J@j(w) Z )\gLZCgo (Z daLa—e(z)>
i=1 aeD;

+ k(N 1Ly + N 1L, )C | Y do LW

aeDy

We claim that the second and third summand of the last expression tend to 0 in F(C?) as
j tends to +o00. Indeed, fix i € {1,...,p} and let D;(n) = {a € D; : |a|] = n}. Then by
definition of d, and Proposition B.1],

+oo
Cgo (Z daLa—e(i)> _ ancgjo Z La—e(i)
n=1

a€D; aeD;(n)
+oo
=> pn > cla, Di(n), j)L”
n=1 | olzelel

with |e(a, Di(n), )| <1 for j bigger than some J, with J independent of ¢ and n. Now,

+o0o
Lh | YD L)< pn YO ILY <1
n=1

a€D;(n) |a)=n

Taking into account that

1Kz | = exp(|@ (w))[?/4) = exp(|w]*/4),
and since \; € D, Proposition 2] achieves the proof of the claim.

Therefore, the sequence (C7h); accumulates at the same points that the sequence (dokgzi(w));
does. Observe that @7 (w) = {0}P x U*({1}47P) where U* := diag(exp(ify11), ..., exp(ify)).
Moreover, thanks to the hypothesis of the eigenvalues of A, the set {m, 6,.1,....,04} is Q-
linearly independent. Hence, due to Kronecker’s Theorem, for any @ € {0} x T9"P, there is
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a sequence (j(1)); C IN such that (dokgzjm ()i converges to dokg. This finishes the proof of
the initialization step.

Inductive step. Let n > 1 and assume that kzL* € H for all « € J{N(m): m <n—1}
and all @ € {0} x T4P. We prove that kgzL* € H for all « € N'(n) and all @ € {0}? x T>.

Let us fix @ € N(n) such that @,_; is maximum among «,_1, for a € N(n). Also, let
{D; : i € I} be a finite partition of NP\ [ J{N(m) : m < n}, given by Lemma 2.8 satisfying
the following condition: for each i € I, there is (i) € D; such that for each aw € D; we have
a > «a(1). Let us define

g:=h— kZZdLO‘ k:ZZdL“

m=0 aeN(m) m=n aeN (m)

and notice that, thanks to the induction hypothesis, g € H. In order to simplify the notation,
let us set A = A\*. Observe that |[A| = R(n). Thus, for j € IN we have that

ng a—a(t
Ajjgp,l = ki (w) Z A]jap 1 Z Ajjap . (Z d, Lot ) € H.

CMGN ) aeD;

(5)

Let us check that the second summand of ([l tends to 0 as j tends to infinity. Indeed, let
us fix @ € I. Then

Cj (La(z)) )\ja(i) ] ai)p
¥ _ a(i)m
Aijer—1 — AJjar <LP+ A LP—1> H Lo

p—1
)\a(i))j 1 a(i)p (a(i)p)( j )a(z)p—ﬁ ()b p—1 '
= — Lo Pre I Laton
( A j%fl ; B )\p—l p=1 pnl;[l
a(i)p p—1
=: Z a(i, ]>5)La(2 ﬁLB H LO‘(’
B=0 m=1

where (a(i, j, 8));,p are the respective coefficients. By definition of R(n) and M (n), we have
that |A\*?| < R(n) = |A|. Therefore, all the coefficients a(i, , 3) of the above expression tend
to 0 as j tends to infinity, whatever the value of @,_;. It is now straightforward to modify
the proof of the initialization step to show that

@J(w Z A]jap N <Zd Lo Oéz) — — .

el aeD;



CYCLICITY OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON THE FOCK SPACE 13

Thus, the sequence (Cg/AJj%-1) accumulates at the same points as the first sum of ().
Now, observe that

ap p—1
N odonLy =N dAJO‘(L+ J Lpl) i‘[L%

a€EN(n) aeN(n)

; ap—p
Z Zd ( ),\Ja (Aj ) Lot ﬁLBHL‘“

aeN(n) =0 -1

Rearranging the last expression and recalling that d, = pjo, we get

S d.CiL) = Z A NLe %12+%<5) (L)B_%
Qap A

aEN(n) aeN(n B=ap p—1

So, for all & € N(n), the coefﬁ01ent that multiplies L* tends to 0 as the same rate as
R(n)?j%=1. Let us consider now

N(n,m):={aeN(n): ap1=m}.

It follows that {N(n,m): m =0,...,q, 1} is a partition of N'(m). Also, the accumulation
points of the sequence (C’ég /A9 j%=1) coincide with the accumulation points of the sequence

bow 3 do <ap_1%+ %) G_) %
aeN (n,ap—1) j
Thanks to the hypothesis of the eigenvalues of A and Lemma B2, we get that
{kgL*: a € N(n,a, 1), © € {0}’ x TP} C H.
Inductively, we obtain that for all m =0, ..., @, 1,
{ksL®: a € N(n,m), @ € {0}* x T"?} C H.

Indeed, let us assume that the last inclusion holds true for m = M +1,...,a,_;. To show
that it also holds true for m = M, we proceed as above but considering the sequence

ap—1 ap—1tap . B—ayp
AJE'M Clg — Z Z da N L Z (fp) <)\L) €H, Vj=>1

m=M+1 aeN (n,m) B=ayp Pt

Conclusion. To conclude the proof, one only need to show that H = F(C?). Since
{L*: a € NP} is a basis of the vector space of polynomials on (21, ...,2,), we have proved
that

{2%g: a € NP x {0}*P, @ € {0} x T"*?} C H.
Let f € F(C%) be such that (f,g) =0 for all g € H. Let us write f(z) :== >yt @az®. We
know that, for any @ € {0}? x C*~?, we have

]{;@(Z) = Z Ca2®,

ae{0}PxCd—p
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for some sequence (c,)o C C depending on @. Let us fix 8 € IN? x {0}477 and let P : N¢ —
IN? x {0}97P be the canonical projection onto the first p coordinates. Also, let us consider

the function fz € H(C?) defined by

D e =2 Y e = f(2).

acN? acN?
P(a)=p P(a)=p

Observe that fz and kg only depend on (241, ..., 24). Then, it follows from the orthogonality
of the monomials {z* : « € INP} that

0= (f,2"ka) = (" fa, 2" ka) = ||2"||* fs(®).

Thus, f5 vanishes on {0}? x T?"P. Since fz is an entire function depending only on the last
d — p coordinates, we conclude that fz = 0. Therefore, a, = 0 for all P(«) = 3, where 3 is
any arbitrary multi-index in IN? x {0}4~?. This yields that f = 0 and the proof of cyclicity
of C, is complete. ([l

4. NON-CYCLIC COMPOSITION OPERATORS

We split the proof of the necessary condition of Theorem [[.T] in the following four propo-
sitions.

Proposition 4.1. Let A € C™? be a non-invertible matriz and let b € C? be such that C 4,4
induces a bounded composition operator on F(C?). Then Ca.4y is not cyclic.

Proof. Since cyclicity is stable under conjugacy, let us assume that A and b have the form
given by Proposition 2.2 We may even assume that the eigenvalue 0 is placed at the first
position of the diagonal of A. This implies that the first column of A only has 0’s. Therefore,
for any j € IN, with j > 1, the vector ¢/(z) does not depends on z;. Thus, for any f € F(C?)
and 7 > 1, the function C{; f depends only on (z;)%_,. Hence, f cannot be cyclic for C,,. Since

f is arbitrary, C, is not a cyclic operator.
O

Proposition 4.2. Let A € C™? be an invertible matriz and let b € C? be such that Ca.qy
induces a bounded composition operator on F(C%). Let X :== (A1, ..., \,) € D" be the eigen-
values of A repeated by geometric multiplicity, 1 < n < d. If there is a« € Z™ \ {0}" such that
A =1, then Ca,yp is not cyclic.

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, let us consider Ly, ..., L, be n linearly independent polynomials
of degree 1 such that C3L; = A;L;. Let ¢ € C? be such that (I — A)c = £ (see Lemma Z3).
Then for any o € IN", the function z — L®!*¢ (which belongs to F(C?) as a product of an

exponential function with a polynomial) is an eigenvector of C7, = My, Cp associated to A%
Indeed,
b)

C;(Lae<z’c>) = ky(2)Cp(Le) = e N Lo — N [apleActs) _ X Lagte)

Suppose now that o € Z\{0}¢ satisfy A* = 1. If @ € N, then the functions {L"*e(*<) :
n > 0} are linearly independent eigenvectors of Cy associated to the eigenvalue 1. Thus
by Proposition 24, C, is not cyclic. If o € ZN\IN?, let o™ = (max(a;,0)); and o~ =
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(—min(a;,0)); so that a*,a= € N and \*" = A . Now, L* e and LO‘ (=) are
two linearly independent eigenvectors of C7 associated to the same eigenvalue )\ . Again,
Proposition 2.4] provides the conclusion. ]

In order to proceed with the remaining cases of non-cyclic composition operators on F(C%),
we need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Let ¢ € C? and N € N. Let Py = span{(z — £)*: a € N¢ |a| = N}
and Qy :=span{(z — &)*: a € N |a| # N}. Then, the linear map Py, defined by

1

2w
feF(C = Py(f)(z) = o |/, F(e?(z — &)+ €)e Mg,

is a bounded projection onto Py parallel to Q. In particular, F(C?) = Py & Qn.

Proof. Let us start showing that Py is bounded. Let p € N and let f =" _naca2® be such
that ¢, = 0 for all |a] > p. Recall that

d
1P =Y 2ea [ et
j=1

|| <p

Now we compute

Z Ca/ —ZNOH 10 5] +€])aJd9

la|<p

B Z Ca / Z —iN6 2€|B\H <%) _gj)ﬁjg;?‘j_ﬁjde

\Ol|<p

=22 caH (“) (2 — )76

|lal<p [B|]= N j=1
B<
«
- > Sac-oe 1 (f).
|B|=N a=f

Fix any 8 € IN? such that |3| = N. Since there are finitely many d-tuples of size N, in order
to prove that Py is bounded we just need to find C' > 0 such that

3 Jeallé® B|H (“) <l

a>f
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In fact, considering M = |£| and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

S fealle| H (“) < feaJa? M

a>f a>f
/2 o] d 2], 1/2
<Z|c | QIQ\Ha v) <Z< ) ) < Il
a>p3 a>p Jj=1

where C' < co. Thus, Py is a bounded linear operator on F(C?).

Now, by definition of Py, it easily follows that

g = {9 o

Therefore Py C Ran(Py). In fact, there is equality. Indeed, let f € F(C¢) and ¢ > 0.
Since (2%),ene is an orthogonal basis of F(C¢) and span{z® : |a| < ¢} coincides with
span{(z — &)*: |a| < ¢}, for all ¢ € N, we know that there is 7 > N and (ca)|a|<, such that

Therefore,

which implies that Ran(Py) C Py = Py since Py is finite dimensional.
Now, we show that Qn = ker(Py). We already know that Qy C ker(Py). Conversely, if
Pn(f) =0, approximating f by a polynomial Zla\gr co(z — &)* as above, we know that

H|anz— || <e,

which implies that

Hence, f € Ox. O

Proposition 4.4. Let ¢(z) := Az +b be such that C,, induces a bounded operator on F(C?).
If the canonical Jordan form of A admits two Jordan blocks of size 2, then C,, is not cyclic.

Proof. Let us assume that the canonical Jordan form of A admits two Jordan blocks of size
2 associated to the eigenvalues \; and \y. Let & € C? be a fixed point of ¢. In particular,
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thanks to Proposition 2.6 there are four linearly independent polynomials of degree one
(L;)j—; € F(C?) such that, for j € {1,2},
Colaj1 = AjLaj—1 + Lo;
CQDLQj - )\]L2]

For N > 0, consider Py, Oy and Py as in Proposition associated to £&. Thanks to
Proposition 3] F(CY) = Py @& Qn.

Again thanks to Proposition 2.6, we fix (L;)?_; C F(C?) be linearly independent polyno-
mials of degree 1 such that {L; : j=1,...,d} is a basis of P; and, for each j =5, ....d, C,L;
belongs to span(Ly : k=5,...,d). Observe that {L®: o € N¢, |a| = N} is a basis of Py.

Let now n,m > 2. Set N = n + m and define
Yom = span{LYLY " LLLT™ k=0,...n, 1 =0,..,m}
Zpm =span{L®: a € N |a| =N, L* ¢ Y,..}.
Fact. Py, Qu, Y, and Z, ,, are Cy-invariant subspaces.
Indeed, this easily follows from the values of C,L;, for j =1,...,d.

Now, let R, ,, : Py — Y, be the linear projection associated to Py =Y, , ® Z, . Let
us check that the following expression holds true:

(6) RymoPyoC,=C,0R,,,0Py.

Indeed, let f € span(L® : o € IN%), namely, f = Y i CaLl®, where there are only finitely
many c, different from 0. Then, thanks to the previous fact we get:

Rym o Py o Cy(f) = Rum Y caCy(L?)

lal=N

1o\" 1o\™
= ) A (L1+)\—L2) Lg? (L3+A—L3) Ly
ol =N 1 2

a1+tas=n
aztas=m

= Cy 0 Rymo Pn(f).

We are now ready to prove that C, is not cyclic. Pick any f € F(C?) and write it
f= ZM:N cal® + g with g € Qn. Let us call cxy = (s n—k1m—1)x{oya-1- Thanks to (@), for
any j > 0, we have that

Romo PyoCL(f) = exsCLLYLy LI

k=0 [=0
n o m . k . l
= Z Z Cp l)\{nA%mL;L_kLT_l L1 + iLg L3 + iL4
i M A2

n+m

r=0
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where (f.), C Y., are some fixed polynomials that do not depend of j. Therefore, the
dimension of span{ Ry, o Py o CI(f): j > 0} is at most n +m + 1. It cannot be dense in
Rymo Py(F(C?) =Y, which has dimension (n+ 1)(m+ 1), for instance if n = m = 2. [

Now, we proceed with the last case.

Proposition 4.5. Let ¢(z) := Az +b be such that C,, induces a bounded operator on F(C?).
If the canonical Jordan form of A admits a Jordan block of size larger than or equal to 3,
then Cy, is not cyclic.

Since we apply a technique that follows the lines of the proof of Proposition [£.4] we only
present a sketch of the proof of Proposition E.5]

Proof. Let us assume that the canonical Jordan form of A admits a Jordan block of size p > 3.
Let & € C? be a fixed point of . Let {L;: j=1,...,d} C F(C?) be a linearly independent
set of polynomials of degree 1 given by Proposition such that C,L; = A\ L; + Lj for all
j=1,..,p—1and C,L, = A\ L,.

Let N € IN and consider Py, Qx and Py as in Proposition [4.3] associated to &. Let us now
define
p
Yy = span{ e Nk = N},
Jj=1 Jj=1

Iy = span{La o] = N, Lo ¢ YN}.

It follows that Py, Qu, Yn and Zy are Cy-invariant. Let us define Ry : Py — Yx be the
linear bounded projection associated to Py = Yy @ Zy. Moreover, as in (@), we have that

(7) RNOPNOC@:C¢ORNOPN.

Now, let us prove that C, is not cyclic. Indeed, pick any f € F(C?), with Py(f) =
Z|a\:N co L® and observe that, for any 7 > p — 1, we have

RyoPyoCi(f)= Y  caCi(L?)
a€NPx{0}d-r
la|=N

P P j 1 Ak
_ JN
~ Y e H( (7%) rﬁ)
a€NP x {0}4-P k=1 \I=k
la|=N

- N1
=X " s
m=0
where {f,, : m=0,.... N(p—1)} C Yy are some fixed polynomials that do not depend of j.
Therefore, the dimension of span{Ry o Py o CJ(f): j > 0} is at most N(p —1) +p — 1. It
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N+p-—1

cannot be dense in Ry o Py(F(C%)) = Yy which has dimension ( po1

it N =3.

) , for instance

O

Proof of Theorem[I1: Necessary condition. Let us proceed by a contrapositive argument.
Observe that Proposition .1l Proposition [£.2] Proposition [4.4] and Proposition cover all
the possible cases of the necessary condition of Theorem [[.I. Thus, the proof of Theorem [I.1]
is now complete. O

5. CYCLIC VECTORS OF COMPACT COMPOSITION OPERATORS

In this section we characterize the set of cyclic vectors for compact cyclic composition
operators defined on F(C%). In order to state the main result of this section, we need to
fix some notations. Let us consider ¢(z) := Az + b such that ||A| < 1 and let £ € C?
be a fixed point of p. Also, for any N € IN, the subspace Py and the projection Py are
given by Proposition B3l Set L = (L;)?_, € F(C%) be the polynomials of degree 1 given by
Proposition 2.0 related to ¢ and £. Recall that the set {L%: o € N¢, |a] = N} is a basis of
Py. Thus, for any f € F(C?), by considering the power series of f centered at &, there is a
unique sequence (fo)aent C € such that f(z) =377, fal®(z) for all z € C.

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢(z) := Az + b be such that C, induces a compact cyclic composition
operator on F(C?). The following assertions hold true.

(1) If A is diagonalizable, then f € F(C?) is a cyclic vector for Cy, if and only if fo # 0
for all a € INY,

(2) If A is not diagonalizable (and therefore its canonical Jordan form admits a block of
size 2), and if (L;)9_, is ordered so that (Lj)?;i are eigenvectors of C, and Cy,L4 €
span(Lg_1, Lg), then f € F(C?) is a cyclic vector for Cy, if and only if fo # 0 for all
a € N with ag_q = 0.

In order to prove Theorem [B.J] we need several intermediate results.
Proposition 5.2. For any N € N and any f € F(C?), Py(f) = > jal=n fa L.

Proof. This easily follows from the following facts:
o Py(F(C?) =Py =span{(z —§)*: |a| =N} ={L": |af = N},
o (I — Py)(F(CY) =span{(z — ) : |a| # N} and
o if (f,), C F(C?) converges to f € F(C?), then for any a € IN? the a-partial
derivative of (f,), converges to the a-partial derivative of f for the locally uniform
convergence topology.

O

From now on, let us further assume that the canonical Jordan form of A admits only one
Jordan block whose size is exactly 2. Set A = (A;)9_; € D?\ {{0}“} such that the first d —1
elements of \ are the eigenvalues of A, \y = A\gq_1 and C,Lg = A\g—1Lq+ Lg_1.
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Proposition 5.3. Let f € F(C?) be an eigenvector of Cy,. Then, fo = 0 for any o € IN?
such that ag # 0.

Proof. Let us proceed towards a contradiction. Let f € F(C?) be an eigenvector of C, such
that there is 7 € N with 7; # 0 and f5 # 0. Let us denote by A € C the eigenvalue
associated to f. Let v € N be such that v; =7, forall j = 1,....d—2, |v| = |7, f, # 0 and
74 is maximal.

Now, notice that for any z € C¢

00 +00 d-1
Cof(2) =D D ful®(0(2) =D D faNarLa(z) + Laa ()™ [[ A7 LT (2)-
n=0 qeN? n=0 ocN? J=1
|a|=n |a|=n

Recalling that A is the eigenvalue associated to f, for any z € C? we have that

®) Cof () =AY 3 fuL(2).

n=0 qecN4
|a|=n

Since for every function g € F(C?) there is a unique sequence (ga)aene such that g =
e > jaj=n Yo L, the coefficients of both sides of (8) coincide. Therefore, regarding the

coefficients that multiply L7 and LY+e(@=D=¢@) we get that

)\Fyf’y :Af’Y
Aw_e(d)q/df’y + >\7f’7+6d71—ed :Af’H‘edfl_ed'

Thus, since f, # 0, it follows that A = A # 0. However, since 74 # 0 and \7~¢@ £ 0, the
second equality gives us that f, = 0 which is a contradiction.
O

As a direct consequence of Proposition we get:
Proposition 5.4. The spectrum of C,, is 0(C,) = {\*: a € Nt x {0}} U {0}.

Proof. Since C,, is a compact operator, we know that o(C,) = 0,(C,) U{0}. It follows from
the proof of Proposition 5.3l that the eigenvalues of C,, are of the form A*, with a € N"! x{0}.
Conversely, we have that C,L* = A*L for all « € N~ x {0}. O

Observe that, in fact, we have shown that for any o € N~ x {0}, ker(C, — \*[d) =
span{L” : B € N1 x {0}, x> =1}.

Let us now fix an enumeration (3(n)), of N~ x {0} such that the sequence (|]\*™]),,
is nonincreasing. Also, consider (R(n)), C R a strictly decreasing enumeration of the set
{IN*™)] . n € N}. For any n € N let us consider the set

I(n) :={aeN": B(n)g1 =y 1+ag a;=pB(n);forj=1,.,d—2}

which is a finite subset of N%. Let N € IN and denote by Yy the subspace of F(C?) defined
by
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Yy = {fe]—"(@d): =y faLa(z)}.

a€INNUN_ T(n)

Also, let us denote by Zy the linear projection on F(C?) defined by

FEFE) = En(fz) = Y fal®(2), forall z € C”.

a€NNUN_ T (n)

In the following proposition we collect some facts related to Yy and Zy.

Proposition 5.5. Let N € N. Then:

(a) Zn is a bounded projection onto Y. In particular, Yy is a closed subspace.
(b) =n and C, commute.
(c) Yy is an invariant subspace of Cl,.

(d) o(C,lyy) = {N™: n>N}uU{0}.

Proof. (a): Observe that I —Z is the linear operator defined by (I—Zy) f = Zaeu,’f_o 2(ny JoL®
for all f € F(C?). Therefore, since Z(n) is a finite subset of IN¢ for each n € IN, by Proposi-
tion 23] and Proposition we get that I — Zy is bounded. Thus, Zy is bounded as well.
(b): It easily follows from the fact that I — =y and C,, commute.

(c): It directly follows from (a) and (b).

(d): By (c), Cylyy € L(Yy) is a compact operator. Followed by some straightforward mod-

ifications, the argument presented in the proof of Proposition [B.4] can be used to show that
o(Cylyy) = {X*™ : n > N} uU{0}. O

Now we are in shape to prove Theorem (.11

Proof of Theorem[5.1. Let us assume that A is non-diagonalizable. The case where A is di-
agonalizable is simpler and the argument to prove this theorem follows the same line as the
presented proof. Since A is compact and cyclic, by Theorem [[LT| we know that ||A|| < 1, that
Ais invertible and that the canonical Jordan form of A admits a Jordan block of size exactly 2.

Let f € F(C%) be a cyclic vector for C,. Let us assume, towards a contradiction, that
there is @ € IN? such that @;_; = 0 and f; = 0. Observe that, for any j € IN, we have that

— i Z fa® (Ld(z) + N )adﬁLk

n=0 qcN?
lor|=n

Qg—1 -l
ayja aq + l J
— E E LN g ( I )—)\il_lfa—le(d—l)-i-le(d)-

n=0 ncN?
lor|=n

Therefore, we have that (C';f Ja = 0 for all ; € IN. This implies that the sequence
(Pa(CLf)); is contained in a subspace of Pjg of dimension dim(Pjz)) — 1. Thus, f is not a
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cyclic vector.

Conversely, let f € F(C%) be such that f, # 0 for all & € N with ay_; = 0. In order
to prove that f is a cyclic vector for C, we follow an argument which is similar to the one
given in the proof of Theorem [Tl So here we only sketch the proof, highlighting the main
differences with that of Theorem [Tl

For n € N, let us set R(n) := {a € N¢ : |\* = R(n)}. Since A C DI, the set R(n)
is finite for any n and {R(n) : n € IN} is a partition of IN%. Observe that R(0) = 1 and
R(0) = {{0}*}. Let H =span{C%f : j € N}. In what follows, we prove that H = F(C?)
by induction in the following way: at each step we show that {L*: a € R(n)} C H.

Initialization step. Set O = (0,...,0) € N For any j € IN, we have that
CLf = fo+ CL(f = fo) = fo + CL(Zo(f))-

Notice that Zy(f) € Yy and o(Cyly,) C D. Indeed, by Proposition (4), 0(Cylyy) =
A a e N1 x {0} \ {O}}. Thanks to the spectral radius formula and since A € D, the
sequence (]|C¢|§O||)j tends to 0 as j tends to infinity. Hence, the sequence (C7f); converges
to fo € H and thus, since fo # 0, the constant functions belong to H.

Inductive step. Let us assume that for some n > 1, {L*: a € R(k), k <n—1} C H.
We prove that {L* : o« € R(n)} C H. Let us consider the sequence (m(k)); defined by
m(k) = max{j € IN : 5(j) € R(k)}. Observe that, thanks to the induction hypothesis,
Emmn-1)f € H. Also, notice that

Em(n—l)f = Z faLa + Em(n)f
a€R(n)
By Proposition .5l =) f € Vi and o(Cyly,,,,) C R(n + 1)D. Therefore, since R(n +
1) < R(n), there is € > 0 and J € IN such that

HCH{/ < (R(n) —¢), for all j > J.

Thus, for any o € R(n), A7*CL(Epmm) f) tends to 0 as j tends to infinity. At this point,
the proof follows closely the lines of the proof of Theorem [Tl Indeed, observe that

Qq—1 -l
] — a\ o C]{d _I_ l ]
Clemm-nf = Z LN Z ( ; )Kfa—le(d—l)-i—le(d)

a€R(n) =0

Thus, the coefficient associated to L%, with a € R(n), is M* times a polynomial on j of
degree gy due to the fact that fo_o, |e@—1)+ay je@) 7 0. Now, consider & € R(n) and
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K = max{ay_1: a € R(n)}. We study inductively the sequences

(Cgpam(n—l)f) (Cngm(n—l)f - pj,l) o (Cgoam(n—l)f - pj,K)
ja ;K ) ja ;K —1 ’ ’ ja )
A4y J A4y i N i

where (p;x);x C F(C?) are the polynomials defined as follows:

Qg1 g
Djk = Z LN Z (adl+ l) )\‘Z—fa—le(d—l)ﬂe(d).
a€R(n) =0 d—1
ag_1>K+1-k

By sending j to infinity on the first sequence and mimicking the proof of Theorem [[LT] (see
in particular Lemma [B.2]), we obtain that each L, with a@ € R(n), such that its associated
coefficient is M* times a polynomial of degree K on j, belongs to H. Observe that in the
second sequence p;; cancels all the L® of C’é ZaeR(n) foL® such that their coefficient is M
times a polynomial on j of degree K. Thus, the second sequence is contained in H. By send-
ing j to infinity on the second sequence, we obtain that each L®, with o € R(n), such that
its associated coefficient is M® times a polynomial of degree K — 1 on j belongs to H. The
polynomial p;, cancels all the L of C{; ZaeR(n) foL® such that the associated coefficient is
M times a polynomial on j of degree K or K — 1. This procedure leads to a finite induction
which ends in K + 1 steps obtaining that {L*: a € R(n)} C H.

Conclusion. Since span{z® : « € N} = span{L® : a € N?} C H we obtain that
H = F(C%). Thus, f is a cyclic vector for C,. O

Remark 5.6. If A is diagonalizable, we actually have that

Clf(z) = Z Z faNLY(2), for all z € C%.
n=0 qcN?
|a|=n

As an immediate corollary of Theorem [B.1] we can state the following result.

Corollary 5.7. Let C, be a compact cyclic composition operator on F(C?) and denote by
Cyc(C,) its set of cyclic vectors. Then Cyc(C,)U{0} does not contain a subspace of dimen-
sion 2.

6. FURTHER DYNAMICAL PROPERTIES OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS

This section is devoted to prove that composition operators on F(C%) are never weakly-
supercyclic nor convex-cyclic.

A bounded linear operator T' defined on a separable Banach space X is said supercyclic
with respect to the topology 7 if C - orb(7, z) is dense in (X, 7). In [II, Theorem 5.4] it
is proven that composition operators defined on F(C?) are never supercyclic. Also, in [13]
Theorem 1.7] it is proven that weighted composition operators defined on F(C) are never
supercyclic with respect to the pointwise convergence topology. The proof of our next result
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is an adaptation of that of [I3] Theorem 1.7]. Regardless, we provide it for the sake of
completeness.

Theorem 6.1. Let ¢(z) := Az + b be a holomorphic map such that C, induces a bounded
composition operator on F(C?). Then, C,, is not supercyclic with respect to the pointwise con-
vergence topology. In particular, there is no weakly-supercyclic composition operator defined

on F(C?).

Proof of Theorem[61l. Let & € C? be a fixed point of . Thus, p(z) = A(z — &) + £ for all
z € C%. Let us proceed towards a contradiction. Assume that there is f € F(C?) such that
f is a supercyclic vector for C,, with respect to the pointwise convergence topology. It easily
follows that f(¢) # 0. Thus, by [2, Proposition 4], we have that for any z,2 € C% with

z# 2,

fle"(2))
9 "
) e
Since f(&) # 0, there is 7 > 0 such that 0 ¢ f(£ 4+ rD). Also, since ||A|| < 1, we have that
e(&+7rD) C &+ rD. Now, let us fix z € (rD + &) \ {¢{} and set 2’ = £. Then

fle"(2))
flem(2))
This clearly contradicts ().

neN,ﬂw@W#O}ZC

sup{|f(w)|: we &+ rD}
| £(6)]

E

O

Now, we turn our study to the concept of convex-cyclicity. A linear operator T' € L(X) is
said convex-cyclic if there is € X such that co(orb(T, z)) is dense in X, where co(A) means
the convex hull of the set A. Up to the best of our knowledge, this concept was introduced
in 2013 by Rezaei [16]. Further, in [I3], Mengestie characterized the convex-cyclicity of
weighted composition operators defined on F(C). In what follows, we show that there is no
convex-cyclic composition operators on F(C?).

Theorem 6.2. Let ¢ : C* — C? be a holomorphic map such that C, induces a bounded
composition operator on F(C?). Then, C, is not convez-cyclic.

Proof. Let £ € C¢ be a fixed point of ¢ and let f € F(C%). According to Proposition 1.3
F(CY = Py ® Qp. Moreover, Py and Qy are invariant subspaces for C, and P, and C,,
commute. Let us denote by fo := Py(f), which is a constant function. Now, observe that,
for any sequence (0y)rewy C R* with finitely many non-zero terms, such that ), o, = 1, we
have that

F <Z deif) = ZUJQC:ZPOJC = Jo.
k=0 k=0

Therefore, f is not a convex-cyclic vector for C,. Since f is an arbitrary function on F(C?),
the operator C,, is not convex-cyclic. 0
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7. APPROXIMATION NUMBERS

In order to simplify the notations, in this section we use the convention 0° = 1.

Let us recall that for a linear bounded compact operator 7' € L£(X), the n-th approximation
number a,(7) is defined by

an(T) = inf{|T— S| : S € LX), dim(S(X)) <n—1}.

When X is a separable Hilbert space, it is well-known that the sequence (a,(T")), coincides
with the decreasing enumeration of the singular values of T', that is, the square roots of the
eigenvalues of T*T' (equivalently, the eigenvalues of vVT*T).

The computation (or, at least, the estimation) of the approximation numbers of compact
composition operators has been the subject of many investigations in the recent years (see for
instance [12] and the references therein). We compute these numbers for compact composition
operators defined on F(C?). To do this we gather some results which can be found in [20]
Theorem 1.2] and [9, Proposition 2.5]:

Proposition 7.1. [9, 20] Let p(2) := Az + b be such that C, induces a bounded compact
composition operator on F(C?), i.e. ||A|l < 1. Further, assume that A is self-adjoint.
Then, Wy, is a bounded self-adjoint weighted composition operator on F(C?). Moreover,
the operator Wi Wy, . is unitary equivalent to exp({(I — A)~'b,b))Caa-..

In [9, Theorem 1.1] we can find the spectrum of bounded normal weighted composition
operators defined on F(C?). A straightforward modification of the proof of Proposition [5.4]
gives us the multiplicity of each non zero eigenvalue.

Lemma 7.2. Let A € C™? be an Hermitian matriz of norm ||A|| < 1. Let X := (X\;)%_, be
the eigenvalues of A. Then,

o(Ca.) = {\*: a e N} u{0}.
Moreover, the multiplicity of the eigenvalue p € 0,(Ca,)\{0} is exactly #{a € N?: p = \*}.

Theorem 7.3. Let p(z) := Az + b be such that C, induces a bounded compact composition
operator on F(CY) with A # 0. Let A = (\;)9_, C RT be the singular values of A. Let

j
(an)n € N be an enumeration of the set {oae € N4 : \* 5 0} such that the sequence (A\°"),

15 monincreasing. Then

an(C,y) = exp (W - B;‘lv,w |1|2> Ao

where B = v/ AA* and v = (I + B)~'b. In particular,

ganw - («f —5)'v.v) W) 1 - Aj'

J=1
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Proof. Let us first notice that, since C,, is compact, ||A|| < 1. Thanks to Proposition 2.5 we
know that C’; = Wi, a+-. Thus

[yp— * p—
T := C@Csp = ka,AA*z-i-b-

In order to continue, set B := v/ AA* and recall that B is a self-adjoint matrix. Observe
that ||B]| < 1 as well. Let v := (I + B)~'b and define

0]

S = exp (—T) Wi, Bzt

We claim that S := +/T. Indeed, thanks to Proposition [}, S is a bounded self-adjoint
weighted composition operator on F(C?). Moreover, observe that for any f € F(C?) we have

[0]*

S%()(2) = exp (—7) ky(2)ky(Bz +v) f(B*2 + Bv +v)

2
+ (z + (Bz +
o ( |’U| < ,'U> < 'U,U>

5 ) f(AA*z + (I + B)v)

= exp (Q) FIAA™2 +b) = T(f)(2).

Since S is a self-adjoint operator, T' = S*S. Again thanks to Proposition [ZI], 7" is unitarily
2
equivalent to exp({(I — B) 'v,v) — %)CBzZ. Now, thanks to Lemma [.2] and recalling that
B? = AA*, we get that the eigenvalues of T are

[l

o(T) = {exp (<(1 — B) "\, v) — 7) M2 ae ]Nd} .

Moreover, if (a,), € N? is an enumeration of the set {a € IN : \* # 0} such that the
sequence (A*"), is nonincreasing, then

a,(Cy) = (eXp (((1 — B)'o,0) - g) /\20‘")1/2 = exp («] - B2>_1”’”> - %) A,

Finally, the formula of geometric series gives us that

- I —B) v, v|? 1
Z:lan(C@) = exp <<( 2) ) —%) ].:[11_)\]"

O

Remark 7.4. With this theorem, we get another proof that a compact composition operator
on the Fock space belongs to all Schatten classes (see [§] or [11]).
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