
ON THE GEOMETRY OF SIMPLY CONNECTED WANDERING DOMAINS

LUKA BOC THALER

Abstract. We study the geometry of simply connected wandering domains for entire functions and

we prove that every bounded connected regular open set, whose closure has a connected complement,

is a wandering domain of some entire function. In particular such a domain can be realized as an

escaping or an oscillating wandering domain. As a consequence we obtain that every Jordan curve is

the boundary of a wandering Fatou component of some entire function.

1. Introduction

A general goal in discrete dynamical systems is to describe qualitatively the possible dynamical

behaviour under iteration of maps satisfying certain conditions, be they algebraic or analytic. In this

paper we consider the dynamical system given by the iterates of an entire function f : C → C. We

use fn to denote the n’th iterate of f . There is a natural dichotomy of the complex plane associated

to such dynamical system. We say that a point p ∈ C belongs to the Fatou set Ff if and only if there

exists an open neighbourhood of p on which the sequence of iterates (fn) forms a normal family. The

Julia set Jf is then defined as the complement of the Fatou set. The connected components of the

Fatou set are called the Fatou components. We say that a Fatou component Ω is pre-periodic if there

are non-negative integers n 6= m such that fn(Ω) ∩ fm(Ω) 6= ∅. A Fatou component which is not

pre-periodic is called a wandering Fatou component or a wandering domain.

One of the main goals in complex dynamics is to obtain a complete classification of all possible

Fatou components for a given class of maps in terms of their dynamics and their geometry.

In the class of entire functions we have a complete classification of the pre-periodic Fatou compo-

nents, see [20, 22], and the recent developments in studies of wandering domains show that we are also

getting closer to a complete classification of wandering domains.

By Sullivan’s non-wandering theorem [23] we know that polynomials cannot have wandering do-

mains, hence they can only appear in the class of the entire transcendental functions. The first example

of such a domain was given by Baker [2] who proved that a certain entire function has a multiply con-

nected Fatou component, which is necessarily a wandering domain [1]. Since then several examples of

simply connected wandering domains have been constructed, see [17, 3, 11]. In [18] Kisaka-Shishikura

proved that the eventual connectivity of a wandering domain is constant, equal to either 1, 2 or ∞.

Moreover they showed that for every p ≥ 2 there exists an entire function with a Fatou component of

connectivity p.

On a wandering domain all limit functions must be constant [13], therefore we can classify wan-

dering domains into the following three classes. Those wandering domains for which the only limit

function is the point at infinity are called escaping, while the rest are either oscillating (if the point at

infinity and some finite point are both limit functions) or dynamically bounded (if all limit functions

are finite points).

Note that Baker’s first wandering domain was of the escaping type. The first example of an

oscillating wandering domain was given by Eremenko and Lyubich in [11]. In the same paper they

proved the existence of an entire function f having a wandering domain Ω, so that fn|Ω is univalent

for all n ≥ 1. They were also the first who used an approximation theory for the construction of
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entire functions in complex dynamics. A major open problem in transcendental dynamics is whether

dynamically bounded wandering domains exist at all.

A complete description of the interior dynamical behaviour in a multiply connected wandering

domain was given in [6]. In [7] the authors classified simply connected wandering domains in terms of

the hyperbolic distance between orbits of points and in terms of convergence to the boundary. They

show that there are in total nine types of simply connected wandering domains all of which can be

realized as an escaping wandering domain. Recently, in [12] the authors have shown that only six out

of these nine types can be realized by an oscillating wandering domain. Let us just mention that there

are several important works proving the existence of wandering domains for entire functions in the

Eremenko-Lyubich class that consists of all entire functions with bounded singular set, see [8, 14, 19].

Whether or not all of the previously discussed types of wandering domains can be realized in this class

is presently unknown.

Throughout this paper we will use ∆(p, r) to denote an open disk of radius r centered at p. We

will also use U , to denote the closure of the set U , and ∂U to denote the boundary of U . By V b U

we mean that V is compactly contained in U .

The aim of this paper is to study the geometry of simply connected wandering domains of entire

functions. In particular we study which bounded simply connected domains can be realized as a

wandering domain of an entire function. Recall that an open set U is called regular if it coincides with

the interior of its closure. The following are our main results.

Theorem 1. Let Ω ⊂ C be a bounded connected regular open set whose closure has a connected

complement. There exists an entire function f for which Ω is an escaping wandering domain and the

iterates fn|Ω are univalent.

Theorem 2. Let Ω ⊂ C be a bounded connected regular open set whose closure has a connected

complement. There exists an entire function f for which Ω is an oscillating wandering domain and

the iterates fn|Ω are univalent.

As an immediate consequence of these results we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3. Every Jordan curve is the boundary of a wandering Fatou component of some entire

function.

Note that every regular open set whose closure has a connected complement is a simply connected

set. The condition that Ω is a regular open set is not only sufficient but also necessary. Indeed, let Ω

be a wandering domain of an entire function f and assume that Ω is not regular. Since int(Ω)∩Jf 6= ∅
it follows that ∪∞n=0f

n(int(Ω)) covers the whole plane with at most one exception. On the other hand

since Ω is a wandering domain and f is a continuous open map we have fn(int(Ω)) ∩ fm(int(Ω)) = ∅
for all n 6= m which brings us to the contradiction.

The other two conditions in our theorems, namely that Ω is bounded and that C\Ω is connected, are

needed for the application of the following stronger version of the well-known Runge’s Approximation

Theorem.

Theorem 4. Let K1, . . . ,Kn ⊂ C be pairwise disjoint compact sets whose complements C\Kj are

connected. Let Lk ⊂ Kk be a finite set of points and fk : Kk → C a holomorphic map for every

1 ≤ k ≤ n. For every ε > 0 there exists an entire function f satisfying:

(1) ‖fk − f‖Kk
< ε

(2) f(x) = fk(x) for all x ∈ Lk

(3) f ′(x) = f ′k(x) for all x ∈ Lk

for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

For the proof of Theorem 4 we refer the reader to the Appendix. Let us remark that we do not

know whether the condition of C\Ω being connected is also a necessary condition. In fact this problem
2



is closely related to the question about the existence of shielded components (also known as hidden

components), see [4, 10].

Question: Is it true that the closure of any bounded simply connected Fatou component, of an

entire function, has a connected complement?

If the answer is positive, then our result describes all possible geometries of bounded simply

connected wandering domains.

Finally we give a brief sketch of the proof of our theorems. Observe that Ω is a regular open set if

and only if ∂Ω = ∂(C\Ω), hence Ω is regular if and only if there exists a sequence of points (xn) ∈ C\Ω
which accumulates everywhere on ∂Ω. Using Theorem 4 we inductively construct a sequence of entire

functions that converges uniformly to the entire function f with the following properties. The f -iterates

of Ω have uniformly bounded diameters, which implies that Ω is contained in the Fatou set. We make

sure that fn|Ω is univalent for all n ≥ 1, and that the points xn are pre-images of an attracting fixed

point of f . Since these points accumulate everywhere on ∂Ω it follows that Ω is a Fatou component.

The fact that the orbit of Ω is escaping/oscillating will follow directly from the construction.

Similar ideas were previously used by the author [9], to prove the existence of bounded wandering

domains for holomorphic automorphisms of Cn. In particular the author proved that any bounded

regular open set, whose closure is polynomially convex, is a wandering domain of some holomorphic

automorphism of Cn. For example any convex domain in Cn satisfies these conditions.

Acknowledgments. I would like to express my sincere gratitude to the anonymous referees for their

constructive remarks which lead to a much improved presentation. In particular I would like to thank

the referee for pointing out that my hypothesis, that Ω is regular, is not only sufficient, but also

necessary.

2. Proof of Theorem 1

We start the proof by choosing a sequence (Un)n≥0 of compact neighbourhoods of Ω that satisfies:

(i) C\Un is connected for all n ≥ 0,

(ii) Un+1 ⊂ int(Un) for all n ≥ 0,

(iii) Ω =
⋂

n≥0 Un.

Note that such a sequence can be obtained by defining Un as the union of Vn = {z ∈ C | d(z,Ω) ≤ 1
n}

and all bounded components of C\Vn. Next we choose a sequence (xn) ∈ C\Ω that satisfies the

following properties:

(1) xn ∈ int(Un−1)\Un for all n ≥ 1,

(2) ω((xn)) = ∂Ω, i.e. (xn) accumulates everywhere on the boundary of Ω.

We assume, without loss of generality, that 3 ∈ Ω ⊂ U0 ⊂ ∆(3, 1). Note that this can be always

achieved with a linear change of coordinates.

As we have mentioned in the introduction the idea is to construct an entire function f so that the

iterates of Ω will escape every compact set and will have a uniformly bounded diameter. Moreover

we will make sure that all iterates of f are univalent on Ω and that the points xn are pre-images of

an attracting fixed point of f . Such function will be obtained as a limit of an inductively constructed

sequence of entire functions given by the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Let (Un)n≥0 and (xn)n≥1 be as above. There exists a sequence (fk)k≥1 of entire functions

and sequences of points (xj
n)n>j≥1, such that the following properties are satisfied for all k ≥ 1:

(a) ‖fk+1 − fk‖∆(0,4k+1) ≤ 2−k,

(b) fn
k (Uk) ⊂ ∆(4n + 3, 1), for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

(c) fn
k |Uk

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

(d) f j
k(xn) = xj

n for all 1 ≤ j < n ≤ k,

(e) fn
k (xn) = 0 for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

3



(f) fk(0) = 0 and f ′k(0) = 1
2 .

Proof of the Lemma: Let us first construct a function f1 that satisfies:

(1) ‖f1(z)− 1
2z‖∆(0,1) ≤ 2−1,

(2) f1(U1) ⊂ ∆(7, 1),

(3) f1|U1 is univalent,

(4) f1(x1) = 0,

(5) f1(0) = 0 and f ′1(0) = 1
2 .

Let K1 = ∆(0, 1), K2 = {x1} and K3 = U1 be disjoint compact sets and observe that their complement

is connected. Moreover let h1(z) = 1
2z, h2(z) = 0 and h3(z) = z + 4. By Theorem 4 for every ε1 > 0

there exists an entire function f1 such that

• ‖f1 − hj‖Kj ≤ ε1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3

• f1(x1) = 0,

• f1(0) = 0 and f ′1(0) = 1
2 .

By choosing ε1 sufficiently small we also get f1(U1) ⊂ ∆(7, 1) and f1|U1 univalent. Finally we define

x1
2 := f1(x2) and observe that f1 satisfies all the conditions of the lemma for k = 1.

Now let us assume that we have already constructed entire functions f1, . . . , fk and points xj
n,

where 1 ≤ j < n ≤ k + 1, that satisfy all conditions (a) − (f). We proceed with the constructions

satisfying the conditions for k + 1.

By the induction hypothesis we know that fk
k |Uk+1

is univalent and fk
k (Uk+1) ⊂ ∆(4k + 3, 1).

Moreover xk
k+1 /∈ fk

k (Uk+1) and C\fk
k (Uk+1) is connected. Let us define compact sets

K1 = ∆(0, 4k + 1), K2 = {xk
k+1}

and choose a compact set K3 that satisfies

• fk
k (Uk+1) ⊂ int(K3)

• K3 ∩ (K1 ∪K2) = ∅,

• C\K3 is connected.

Next we define functions

h1(z) = fk(z), h2(z) = 0, h3(z) = z + 4.

Clearly K1, K2 and K3 satisfy all the conditions of Theorem 4, therefore for every εk+1 > 0 there

exists an entire function fk+1, such that:

(1) ‖fk+1 − hj‖Kj ≤ εk+1 for every 1 ≤ j ≤ 3,

(2) fk+1(xj
n) = fk(xj

n) for all 0 ≤ j < n ≤ k, (here x0
n := xn)

(3) fk+1(xj
k+1) = fk(xj

k+1) for all 0 ≤ j < k, (here x0
k+1 := xk+1)

(4) fk+1(xk
k+1) = 0,

(5) fk+1(0) = 0 and f ′k+1(0) = 1
2 ,

where we can choose εk+1 ≤ 1
2k small enough such that:

(i) fn
k+1(Uk+1) ⊂ ∆(4n + 3, 1), for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k + 1,

(ii) fn
k+1|Uk+1

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k + 1.

Indeed, for (i) recall that by the induction hypothesis we have fn
k (Uk) ⊂ ∆(4n+3, 1), for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

hence for all small εk+1 we also have fn
k+1(Uk+1) ⊂ ∆(4n + 3, 1), for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k. By taking even

smaller εk+1 if necessary, we may assume that fk
k+1(Uk+1) ⊂ K3, hence fk+1

k+1 (Uk+1) ⊂ ∆(4(k+1)+3, 1)

follows from the fact that h3(z) = z + 4 on K3.

For (ii) recall that by the induction hypothesis fn
k |Uk

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k, hence fk
is univalent on ∪k−1

n=0f
n
k (Uk) ⊂ K1. Since we Uk+1 ⊂ int(Uk) we can choose εk+1 so small that

4



Figure 1. The figure shows the first three iterates of f acting on the wandering

domain Ω, which lies inside the black disk. There are four points around this disk

which are part of the sequence of points that accumulates everywhere on the boundary

of Ω. Points x1, x1
2, x2

3 and x3
4, that belong to the orbit of a point x1, x2, x3 and x4

respectively, are mapped to the attracting fixed point at the origin. The action of f

on the orbit of Ω is approximately a translation by 4.

fn
k+1|Uk+1

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k. By taking even smaller εk+1 if necessary, we may assume that

fk
k+1(Uk+1) ⊂ K3 and since h3 is univalent on K3 we can conclude that also fk+1

k+1 |Uk+1
is univalent.

Finally we define xj
k+2 := f j

k+1(xk+2) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1. The entire function fk+1 now satisfies

all the conditions (a)− (f) of the Lemma, hence this completes the inductive step.

�

Let us continue with the proof of Theorem 1. Let (fn) be a sequence of entire functions as given

by the lemma above. The sequence of entire functions (fn) converges uniformly on compacts to an

entire function f satisfying:

(1) fn(Ω) ⊂ ∆(4n + 3, 1), for all n ≥ 0,

(2) fn|Ω is univalent for all n ≥ 0

(3) fn(xn) = 0 as for all n ≥ 1,

(4) f(0) = 0 and f ′(0) = 1
2 .

It follows from (1) that the orbit of Ω leaves every compact set and that the Euclidean diameter of

fn(Ω) is uniformly bounded for all n ≥ 0, hence Ω is contained in the Fatou set. By (4) the origin is

an attracting fixed point of f whose basin of attraction is clearly disjoint from Ω. Finally (3) implies

that the pre-images of the origin accumulate everywhere on the boundary of Ω, hence Ω is a Fatou

component.

Remark 2.1. According to the classification in [7] a simply connected wandering domain Ω is eventu-

ally isometric if and only if there are z, z′ ∈ Ω for which the hyperbolic distance distΩn(fn(z), fn(z′)) =

c(z, z′) > 0 for all sufficiently large n, where Ωn is a Fatou component containing fn(Ω) and c(z, z′) :=

limn→∞ distΩn
(fn(z), fn(z′)). Note that if this is the case for the points z, z′ then the same holds of

all pairs of points in Ω that are not pre-images of the same point. In our case the iterates of f are

univalent on Ω and Ωn = fn(Ω), therefore distΩ(z, z′) = distΩn
(fn(z), fn(z′)) for all n > 0. This

shows that the wandering component in Theorem 1 is eventually isometric.

With a small adaptation of the proof we can also obtain any of the three possible types of behaviour

of the orbits of points in terms of convergence to the boundary:

• convergent type, i.e. distEucl(f
n(z), ∂Ωn)→ 0 for all z ∈ Ω.

• bungee type, i.e. there are sequences (nk) and (mk) such that distEucl(f
nk(z), ∂Ωnk

)→ 0 and

lim infk→∞ distEucl(f
mk(z), ∂Ωmk

) > 0 for all z ∈ Ω.

• all orbits stay away from the boundary, i.e. lim infn→∞ distEucl(f
n(z), ∂Ωn) > 0. for all z ∈ Ω.
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The least work is needed to make sure that all orbits stay away from the boundary. Indeed, let

h(z) = z + 4 and observe that for every n ≥ 0 our function f satisfies ‖hn − fn‖Ω <
∑n

k=0

∑∞
j=k+1 εj .

Now given a point z′ ∈ Ω we can chose εj ’s sufficiently small so that
∑∞

n=0

∑∞
j=n+1 εj <

1
2distEucl(z

′, ∂Ω).

This implies that

distEucl(f
n(z′), ∂Ωn) ≥ distEucl(h

n(z′), hn(∂Ω))− |fn(z′)− hn(z′)| − sup
w∈∂Ω

|fn(w)− hn(w)|

≥ distEucl(z
′, ∂Ω)− 2‖hn − fn‖Ω > 0,

for all n ≥ 0. Since the above inequality holds for the point z′ ∈ Ω it follows that it holds for all points

in Ω, see [7, Theorem 4.2], hence this concludes the argument.

Finally let us mention that in order to achieve the convergent type and the bungee type one only

needs to make an appropriate choice of a linear map h3 in every step of the induction.

3. Proof of Theorem 2

As before we start the proof by choosing a sequence (Un)n≥0 of compact neighbourhoods of Ω that

satisfies:

(i) C\Un is connected for all n ≥ 0,

(ii) Un+1 ⊂ int(Un) for all n ≥ 0,

(iii) Ω =
⋂

n≥0 Un.

Next we choose a sequence (xn) ∈ C\Ω that satisfies the following properties:

(1) xn ∈ int(Un−1)\Un for all n ≥ 1,

(2) ω((xn)) = ∂Ω, i.e. (xn) accumulates everywhere on the boundary of Ω.

We assume, without the loss of generality, that Ω ⊂ U0 b ∆( 2
3 ,

1
9 ). Note that this can be achieved

with a linear change of coordinates.

We will obtain or function f by taking a limit of an inductively constructed sequence of entire

functions given by the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Let (Un)n≥0 and (xn)n≥1 be as above. Let Ak := ∆(0, 1
2k+1 )\∆(0, 1

2k+3 ) and let Nk :=
k(k+1)

2 . There exists a sequence (fk)k≥1 of entire function and a sequence (xj
n)n,j≥1 of points such that

the following properties are satisfied for all k ≥ 1:

(a) ‖fk+1 − fk‖∆(0,4k−2) ≤ 2−k,

(b) fNk

k (Uk) ⊂ Ak

(c) fn
k (∆(0, 1

2k+1 )) ⊂ ∆(4n, 1) for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k

(d) fn
k |∆(0, 1

2k+1 ) is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

(e) fn
k |Uk

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ Nk + k,

(f) f j
k(xn) = xj

n for all 1 ≤ j < Nn, all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

(g) fNn

k (xn) = 1 for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

(h) fk(1) = 1 and f ′k(1) = 1
2 .

Proof of the Lemma: Observe that Ω b U0 ⊂ A0. We first construct a function f1 that satisfies:

(1) f1(U1) ⊂ A1

(2) f1(∆(0, 1
3 )) ⊂ ∆(4, 1)

(3) f1|∆(0, 13 ) is univalent,

(4) fn
1 |U1 is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ 2,

(5) f1(x1) = 1

(6) f1(1) = 1 and f ′1(1) = 1
2 .

Define compact sets K1 = {1}, K2 = {x1}, K3 = ∆(0, 1
3 ) and K4 = U1 and observe that they are

disjoint and their complement is connected. Let h1(z) = 1
2z + 1

2 , h2(z) = 1, h3(z) = z + 4 and let h4

6



be a non-constant linear map that maps h4(K1) ⊂ A1. By Theorem 4, for every ε1 > 0 there exists

an entire function f1 that satisfies:

• ‖f1 − hj‖Kj ≤ ε1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 4

• f1(x1) = 1

• f1(1) = 1 and f ′1(1) = 1
2 .

Clearly (1) and (2) are satisfied as long as ε1 is sufficiently small. For (3) and (4) note that h4

is univalent on U1 and h3 is univalent on ∆(0, 1
3 ) and that h4(U1) ⊂ A1 ⊂ ∆(0, 1

3 ) , hence for ε1

sufficiently small the function f1 is univalent on U1 ∪∆(0, 1
3 ) and f2

1 is univalent on U1. To conclude

the first step we define xj
2 = f j

1 (x2) for 1 ≤ j < 3 = N2. Clearly f1 satisfies all the conditions of the

lemma for k = 1.

Now let us assume that we have already constructed entire functions f1, . . . , fk and points xj
n, where

1 ≤ j < Nn and 1 ≤ n ≤ k + 1, that satisfy all the conditions (a)− (h). Note that Nk+1 = Nk + k + 1.

We proceed with the constructions satisfying the conditions for k + 1.

Let us define compact sets K1 := ∆(0, 4k − 2), K2 := {xNk+k
k+1 }. By the induction hypothesis we

have:

• fNk

k (Uk) ⊂ ∆(0, 1
2k+1 )\∆(0, 1

2k+3 ) ⊂ ∆
(

0, 1
2k+1

)
,

• fn
k |∆(0, 1

2k+1 ) is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

• fn
k

(
∆
(

0, 1
2k+1

))
⊂ ∆(4n, 1) for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k.

This implies that compact sets K1, K2, fk
k

(
∆
(

0, 1
2k+3

))
and fNk+k

k (Uk+1) are pairwise disjoint and

have connected complement, hence there are compact sets K3 and K4 that satisfy:

• fk
k

(
∆
(

0, 1
2k+3

))
⊂ intK3,

• fNk+k
k (Uk+1) ⊂ intK4,

• K1, K2, K3 and K4 are pairwise disjoint and have connected complement.

Now we define functions

h1(z) := fk(z), h2(z) := 1, h3(z) := z + 4,

and let h4 be a non-constant linear map that satisfies h4(K4) ⊂ Ak+1.

By Theorem 4, for every εk+1 > 0 there exists an entire function fk+1, such that:

(1) ‖fk+1 − hj‖Kj ≤ εk+1 for every 1 ≤ j ≤ 4,

(2) fk+1(xj
n) = fk(xj

n) for all 0 ≤ j < Nn and 1 ≤ n ≤ k, (here x0
n := xn)

(3) fk+1(xj
k+1) = fk(xj

k+1) for all 0 ≤ j < Nk + k, (here x0
k+1 := xk+1)

(4) fk+1(xNk+k
k+1 ) = 1,

(5) fk+1(1) = 1 and f ′k+1(1) = 1
2 ,

where we can choose εk+1 ≤ 1
2k small enough such that:

(i) f
Nk+1

k+1 (Uk+1) ⊂ Ak+1

(ii) fn
k+1(∆(0, 1

2k+3 )) ⊂ ∆(4n, 1) for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k + 1

(iii) fn
k+1|∆(0, 1

2k+3 ) is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k + 1,

(iv) fn
k+1|Uk+1

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ Nk+1 + k + 1,

Indeed, for (i) recall that Nk+1 = Nk + k + 1, hence for small εk+1 we have

f
Nk+1

k+1 (Uk+1) = fk+1(fNk+k
k+1 (Uk+1)) ⊂ fk+1(K4) ⊂ Ak+1.

For (ii) and (iii) recall that by the induction hypothesis fn
k |∆(0, 1

2k+1 ) is univalent and fn
k (∆(0, 1

2k+1 )) ⊂
∆(4n, 1) for all 1 ≤ n ≤ k. Since fn

k (∆(0, 1
2k+1 )) ⊂ K1 for 0 ≤ n < k and since (1) holds, we can

choose εk+1 so small that fn
k+1(∆(0, 1

2k+3 )) ⊂ ∆(4n, 1) and that fn
k+1|∆(0, 1

2k+3 ) is univalent for all

7



Figure 2. The figure shows the first six iterates of f acting on the wandering domain,

which lies inside the black disk. There are three points around this disk which are part

of the sequence of points that accumulates everywhere on the boundary of Ω. Points

x1, xN1+1
2 and xN2+2

3 , that belong to the orbit of points x1, x2 and x3 respectively,

and are mapped to the attracting fixed point 1.

1 ≤ n ≤ k. By taking even smaller εk+1 if necessary we may assume that fk
k+1(∆(0, 1

2k+3 )) ⊂ K3,

and since h3(z) = z + 4 is univalent on K3 it follows that fk+1
k+1 (∆(0, 1

2k+3 )) ⊂ ∆(4(k + 1), 1) and that

fk+1
k+1 |∆(0, 1

2k+3 ) is univalent for all sufficiently small εk+1.

For (iv) recall that by the induction hypothesis fn
k |Uk

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ Nk + k. Since

fn
k (Uk) ⊂ K1 for all 0 ≤ n < Nk + k and since (1) holds, we can choose εk+1 so small that fn

k+1|Uk+1

is univalent for all 1 ≤ n ≤ Nk + k. Next observe that by taking even smaller εk+1 if necessary we can

assume that fNk+k
k+1 (Uk+1) ⊂ K4 and since h4 is univalent on K4 and h4(K4) ⊂ Ak+1 ⊂ ∆(0, 1

2k+3 ), it

follows that f
Nk+1

k+1 |Uk+1
is univalent for sufficiently small εk+1 (recall that Nk+1 = Nk +k+ 1). Finally

since f
Nk+1

k+1 (Uk+1) ⊂ ∆(0, 1
2k+3 ) and since (iii) holds we can conclude that fn

k+1|Uk+1
is univalent for

all 1 ≤ n ≤ Nk+1 + k + 1.

Finally we define xj
k+2 := f j

k+1(xk+2) for all 1 ≤ j < Nk+2. The entire function fk+1 now satisfies

all the conditions (a)− (h) of the Lemma, hence this completes the inductive step. �

Let us continue with the proof of Theorem 2. Let Nn = n(n+1)
2 and let f be the limit of the

sequence of entire functions (fn) given by the lemma above. Observe that for every n ≥ 1 we have:

(1) fNn(Ω) ⊂ ∆(0, 1
2n+1 ),

(2) fNn+n(Ω) ⊂ ∆(4n, 1),

(3) fn(Ω) ⊂
⋃

j≥0 ∆(4j, 1),

(4) fn|Ω is univalent,

(5) fNn(xn) = 1,

(6) f(1) = 1 and f ′(1) = 1
2 .

These properties clearly imply that Ω is contained in the Fatou set. Since the pre-images of the

attracting fixed point 1 accumulate everywhere on the boundary of Ω it follows that Ω is a Fatou

component. Finally properties (1) and (2) imply that Ω is an oscillating wandering domain.
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Remark 3.1. Using the same argument as in Remark 2.1 we can conclude that the oscillating wan-

dering domain from Theorem 2 is eventually isometric. Moreover it follows from the proof of Lemma 6

that the diameter of fn(Ω) converges to 0 as n goes to infinity, hence distEucl(f
n(z), ∂Ωn)→ 0 for all

z ∈ Ω, e.g. all orbits of points converge towards the boundary. With a small adaptation of the proof,

namely by choosing different linear map h3 in every step of induction, we could also obtain a bungee

type behaviour in terms of the convergence of the orbits of points towards the boundary.

4. Appendix

Although the result of Theorem 4 is well known by many specialists in the theory of holomorphic

approximation and could be attributed to several authors, e.g. [5, 16, 21], we were not able to find

any reference where the result would be stated in such a form. Note that a very similar approximation

result was given by Eremenko-Lyubich, see [11, Main Lemma]. For more information about the theory

of holomorphic approximation we refer the interested reader to the recent survey [15].

The proof of Theorem 4 that is presented bellow is a slight modification of the proof of the Main

Lemma given Eremenko and Lyubich which relies on following lemma.

Lemma 7. Let A be a locally convex linear topological space, let V be a domain in A, let W be a convex

dense subset in V and let S be an affine subspace of A of finite codimension, such that S ∩ V 6= ∅.

Then S ∩W is dense in S ∩ V .

For the proof of this lemma we refer the reader to [11, p.420].

Proof of Theorem 4. Let Uj be a simply connected open neighbourhood of Kj , such that fj is holo-

morphic on Uj and Uj ∩Ki = ∅ for all j 6= i. Consider the space O(U) of all holomorphic functions on

U := ∪nj=1Uj equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets and let F ∈ O(U)

be a function that satisfies F |Uj
≡ fj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. We define

V :=
{
g ∈ O(U) | ‖g − fj‖Kj

< ε for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n
}

which is a convex set in O(U), and let be W be the subset of V consisting of polynomials. By Runge’s

theorem W is dense in V . Moreover W is also convex. Now consider an affine subspace of O(U) given

by

S := {g ∈ O(U) | g(z) = fj(z), g′(z) = f ′j(z) for all z ∈ Lj and all 1 ≤ j ≤ n}.
Since by the assumption all Lj are finite sets it follows that S is an affine subspace of O(U) of finite

codimension. Finally since F ∈ V ∩S it follows by Lemma 7 that W ∩S is dense in V ∩S, hence there

exists a polynomial f such that for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n we have

‖f − fj‖Kj
< ε,

and

f(z) = fj(z), f ′(z) = f ′j(z) for all z ∈ Lj .

�
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[13] P. Fatou, Sur les équations fonctionnelles., Bull. Soc. Math. France, 48:208–314, 1920.

[14] N. Fagella, X. Jarque, K. Lazebnik, Univalent wandering domains in the Eremenko-Lyubich class. J. Anal. Math.

139, 369-395, 2019
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