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Let H(£2) be the space of analytic functions on a complex region €2, which is not
the punctured plane. In this paper, we prove that if a sequence of automorphisms
{@.}ns0 Of 2 has the property that for every compact subset K< £ there is a
positive integer # such that Kn ¢,(K) = ¢, then there exists an infinite dimensional
closed vector subspace F< H(Q) such that for all fe F\{0} the orbit {f~¢,}, 5.
is dense in H($2). The corresponding result for the punctured plane is somewhat
different and is also studied.  © 1995 Academic Press. Inc.

1. INTRODUCTION AND TERMINOLOGY

Throughout this paper C will stand for the complex plane, £ a region
contained in C, D the open unit disk and C* the extended complex plane
and C* = C\{0} the punctured plane. H(£2) denotes, as usual, the space of
holomorphic functions on £, endowed with the topology of uniform
convergence on compact subsets.

If K is a compact subset of C, we denote by A(K) the set of functions
which are holomorphic in the interior of K and continuous on K. We
denote by .#,(£2) the set of all compact subsets K < £ whose complement
1s connected and by #7(£2) the set of all compact subsets whose comple-
ment with respect to £ has no connected, relatively compact components;
in other words, the compact subsets which are Runge in Q. It is obvious
that #(Q2)c #(Q2). If ScC, then we call each connected component of
C”\S a hole, including the connected component containing oo. Aut(Q2)
denotes the set of automorphisms of € and 9°Q the boundary of £ as
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a subset of C”. By /> we denote the Hilbert space of the sequences of
complex numbers for which the norm

I{all}“>0“2:< Z Ian|2> :

is finite. Finally, we denote by L*(T) the Hilbert space of the complex
functions on the torus T={zeC: |z| = 1} for which the norm

ST L 2" 0\ 2 1”2
Hf\i:—(zn [ e do>

is finite. We shall make use of the isomorphism between these Hilbert
spaces.
In 1929 G. D. Birkhoff [2] proved the following:

THEOREM. There exists an entire function f(z) such that to an arbitrary
entire function g(z) corresponds a sequence {a,} -, depending on g(z) and
satisfying

" — o

uniformly on any compact set.

Such a function is called universal. Since then, other authors have
worked on this subject. In 1941 W. P. Seidel and J. L. Walsh [22] estab-
lished an analogous theorem for the unit disk, replacing z +a,, by (z —a,,)/
(z+d,) and letting g{z) be holomorphic on a subregion of the unit disk.

In 1976 Luh [18] stated that given a sequence {a,}, o with limit oc,
there exists an entire function f such that for every compact set K with con-
nected complement in the complex plane and for every function g e A(K),
there exists a subsequence {a,,},., such that

kliﬂm‘ flz+a,)=g(z)

uniformly on K.

In 1989 Zappa [23] replaced the additive group of complex numbers C
by the multiplicative group C* and pointed out a generalization for a non-
compact general Riemann surface S. He remarked the following: assume
that the action of the group G of automorphisms of S is properly discon-
tinuous, ie., for every compact subset K of S there exists ¢ € G such that
Kno(K)=F; then under these conditions there exists a holomorphic
function f on § such that for every compact subset K, with a fundamental
system of simply connected neighborhoods, for every g holomorphic in the
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interior of K and continuous on its boundary, and for every ¢> 0 there
exists @ € G such that

max |f-p—g|l<e
K

In 1984 Duios-Ruis [8] proved that in Birkhoff’s theorem on transla-
tions, the universal vectors can have “arbitrarily slow growth.” This result
is refined further, and given an operator-theoretic twist, by Chan and
Shapiro in [6]. Gethner and Shapiro furnished in [11] a single sufficient
condition that provides a unified proof of universality in several situations,
including theorems of Birkhoff, MacLane, Seidel and Walsh and many
others. This same point of view is further advanced in the papers of
Godefroy and Shapiro [ 12; Sections 4 and 5] and of Bourdon and Shapiro
[5]. From the definition of universality it is derived that universal vectors
form a residual set. See also [3], [13], [14], [19], and {20] for addi-
tional interesting results on universality, specially about derivative
operators.

If {@,} 50 Aut(£2), then we may define their corresponding sequence
of composition operators T,: H(Q2)— H(Q) (n=20) by T,(f)=f-¢,.
Obviously, every T, is a continuous linear operator on H(Q). If fe H(Q),
then f is said to be universal on H(Q) (respectively on A(K), where K< Q
is compact) if the orbit { T,(f)=/f"@,} .5, is dense in H(£2) (A(K), respec-
tively). It is clear that the above results can be expressed in these terms.

In [ 1] we introduced the following definition:

DerFINITION L.I. Let {¢,}, .0 < Aut(Q2). We say that {@,},-, is run-
away if for each compact subset K< Q there exists a positive integer
ny=no(K) such that Kn e, (K)=.

In other words, the action of {¢,},-, is properly discontinuous on £.
The name run-away is introduced for the sake of brevity. It is an easy exer-
cise to check that if ¢ is an isomorphism from 2 onto €, then {¢,},50
is run-away on Q if and only if {y ¢, ¢ '}, is run-away on Q,. It is
clear from the definition that if {K,,}, ., is an exhaustive sequence of com-
pact subsets in £, we only have to verify the condition on every K,,. In fact,
we shall always assume, by extracting a subsequence of {@,},.o if
necessary, that if {¢,} ., is run-away on £ and an exhaustive sequence of
compact subsets {K,},, is given, then K, "o (K,)= . If it is so, then
every subsequence of {¢,}, -, is also run-away.

In [1] we characterized the sequences {9,}, < Aut(2) where 2 is C,
D or C* which are run-away and we proved that if we have a run-away
sequence {@,} o< Aut(2), where Q is not isomorphic to C*, then the set
of universal functions on H(£2) is a residual set of H(£) and, in addition,
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that the condition on {¢,},., of being run-away is necessary. In the case
that Q is isomorphic to C* we only have that the set of the functions which
are universal on A(K) for all Ke () is a residual subset of H(Q).

In a different setting it is well known that the set of nowhere diferentiable
functions is a residual set in the space of the continuous functions.
Recently, some authors have proved the existence of non-finite dimensional
spaces of nowhere diferentiable functions, except the null function, of
course (see [9], [15], and [21]). Since the set of universal functions is a
residual set too, we ask for the existence of non-finite dimensional closed
spaces of universal functions and give a positive answer. So, there are, not
only topologically but also algebraically, a large number of universal
functions. Our aim is to prove the following theorem:

THEOREM 1.2. Let Q = C be a region, which is not isomorphic to C*. Let
{@n}nso< Aut(2) be a run-away sequence. Then there exists a non-finite
dimensional closed vector subspace F< H(Q) such that each fe F\{0} is
universal on H(8).

This result complements a recent one of P. Bourdon [5], which states
that if an operator T on a Banach space X has a hypercyclic ( = universal)
vector, then there is a dense, invariant subspace of X that consists, except
for the zero vector, entirely of hypercyclic vectors. Special cases of Bourdon’s
result were proved by Godefroy and Shapiro in [12].

If 2 is a region of finite connectivity greater than 2, then Aut(2) i1s a
finite set (see [16] for instance). So, there is not any sequence of
automorphisms which can be run-away. If C*\Q has two connected com-
ponents, then 2 may be isomorphic to the punctured unit disk, an annulus
or C* (see [17, pp. 68-69] for instance). It is easy to check that in the
first and the second cases there is not any sequence of automorphisms
which can be run-away either. So, apart from C*, the only interest of
Definition 1.1 is in simply connected regions and regions with infinite
connectivity.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Some topological lemmas will be needed to prove Theorem 1.2. Defini-
tion 2.1, and Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 can also be found in [ 1]. We repeat them
here for the sake of completeness.

DEerFINITION 2.1. Let 2 = C be a region with infinity connectivity. We
say that a connected component C of C*\£2 is isolated if there exists an
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open set U <= C* such that C < U and U €' = J for the remaining
components C' of C*\Q.

At this point it is convenient to point out that if Ke #(), then C*\K
has finitely many connected components. Further, if C*\K has / connected
components so has C™\@(K), where ¢ is an automorphism of 2.

LEMMA 22. Let Q<C be a region of infinite connectivity and
{@utnso< Aut(82) a run-away sequence. Then there exists a non-isolated,
connected component C of C*\Q, and a run-away subsequence {@,} -0
such that for every compact set K< Q and for every open set Uc C™ with
Cc U, there exists a positive integer kg such that for every k =k, we have
9 (K) < U.

Proof. We may choose an exhaustive sequence {K,},., of connected
compact subsets in @ satisfying C*\K,, = U, ., U7, where the union is dis-
joint, J, 1s a finite set and each U7 is an open subset of C™, in such a way
that either U7y contains a unique, isolated, connected component of C*\,
or it contains a non-isolated, connected component. At this last case, it
must contain infinitely many components of C*\Q. We may suppose that
C*\K, has three or more components for each n. Since {¢,},-, Is
run-away we have that, by extracting a subsequence, if necessary,
K, ¢, (K,) = for each n; hence, ¢,(K,) = C\K, and, from the connec-
tion of ¢,(K,), there exists j,eJ, with ¢,(K,)< U} where U contains a
non-isolated, connected component of C*\, say, C,.. Hence, by the com-
pactness of C*, there exists a connected component C of C*\£2 and a sub-
sequence {C,,} o With the following property: given an open set Uc C*
with C< U, there is a positive integer k, such that C, < U for all k> k,.
Then it is readily seen that C is non-isolated and {¢,,} ., satisfies the
required conditions. Indeed, C is “approximated” by {C,.} and, if Kc Q is
compact and U< C* is open with C < U, then K< K, for k = k,. But the
sets U (j, certain index in J,,) can be made small containing C, . so
Uik < U for k large enough. Thus ¢, (K) < ¢, (K,)cUxcU. |

In the sequel, if © has infinite connectivity and {@,}, o< Aur(2} is a
run-away sequence, we may assume that {¢,}, ., satisfies the property of
the previous lemma by extracting a subsequence, if necessary.

LemMMA 23. Let Q = C be a region of infinite connectivity, {@,},50<
Aut(Q) a run-away sequence and K, Ke 4 (). Then there exists a positive
integer ng such that K, no, (K)= (& and K, v ¢, (K)e A(Q).

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that K, and K are connec-
ted. Now, let /, and / be the number of holes of K, and K, respectively. Consider
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the connected component C furnished by Lemma 2.2. Then U, = C*\K, is
an open neighborhood of C. Since C is non-isolated there is an open
neighborhood U and a connected component C, of C*\Q such that
CcUcU, and Co,cUN\U. By Lemma?22, there exists a positive
integer ng such that ¢, (K) < U. Clearly, K, n ¢, (K) = . Then, the number
of holes of K, L ¢,(K) is /; + 1~ 1. It may happen that K, lies on a
bounded connected component of C"“\(p,,U(K ), or ¢, (K) lies on a bounded
connected component of C*\K,, or neither of both. In this last case there
is nothing to prove. In the first two cases, K, U¢,(K) has, at least,
I, +1—2 holes that contain a hole of €. Let us suppose that ¢, (K) lies on
a bounded connected component of C*\K, (the case that K, lies on a
bounded component of C*\¢, (K) can be handled analogously). We have
to prove that there is a hole of Q in the non-bounded connected compo-
nent of C*\g, (K) which lies on the same hole of K, that ¢, (K), since this
shows that the complement of K, U ¢, (K} has no relatively compact con-
nected components. But, by the above construction, C, lies on the non-
bounded connected component of C”*\¢, (K) and, consequently, it lies on
the same hole of K that ¢, (K). |

In the remaining of this paper we may assume that the exhaustive
sequence {K,},., is in .#(Q). By using the previous lemma, it is easy to
prove by induction the following lemma:

LEMMA 24. Let Q = C be a region of infinite connectivity, {@,},50<
Aut(2) a run-away sequence and {K,}, ., an exhaustive sequence of com-
pact subsets of Q. Then there exists a run-away subsequence { @, }, - and
a subsequence of compact subsets {K,, } o such that, for all finite set I of
natural numbers with first element | and last element s, we have K, 0
(Uies (p,,k,(K,,h)) is a disjoint union which belongs to X (§2) and is contained
in K,,k‘\_ ‘1

The statement of the previous lemma is obvious if Q is simply connected.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Without loss of generality we may suppose that
DcQ. Let {¢,},,-0 be a sequence of positive numbers such that

v otm<l. Let {K,},-, be an exhaustive sequence of compact subsets of
Q such that D < K,. Actually, we consider that {K,},>, and {®,},-o
satisfy the same property as the subsequence obtained in Lemma 2.4. At
last, let {p,(z)},-, be a denumerable dense subset of H(L).

Since the proof has two very different parts, it will be convenient to

divide it into two steps.

First step. By setting i(m,n)=m+m)n+m+1)/2+m, we divide
{@,} n>0o Into infinitely many disjoint subsequences { @, »)} =0 (m=0),
for each of them we will construct a corresponding function f,, such that:
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(a) Each f,, is a universal function for {@;,, mbas0e. SO is for
{®,},50- In fact we have

max | fol @im n(2)) — pulz)l < 5— (n=0).
Ky 2

(b) For k#m the sequence {f, (@ n)} 10 converges uniformly to
zero on compact subsets. In fact, we have

8"7
max |fak @iie m(2))] < o n= 0).

(C) maxf) lfm(:)—:ml<gm'

Since {@,} .50 and {K,},.o satisfy the property of the subsequence
obtained in Lemma 2.4, we have for each natural number m >0 that the
set L,,, o =Ko u (U2 ¢,(K,)) is a disjoint union which is in .#(£2) and it
is contained in K,(m, 0) + 1. Define on the compact subset L,, , the following

function:

", if zekKg;
hm.O{:) = PO((piTnl.O)(:))ﬂ lf ZE(pi(m.O)(Ki(m.()));
0, if ze@i(K;) for 0<j<i(m,0)

Clearly, h,, o(z}e A(L,, ,). Hence, by Mergelyan’s approximation
theorem (see, for instance, [10, p. 119]), for each m =0, there exists a
rational function g¢,, o€ H(), with at most one pole in every connected
component of C*\L,, ;, (by the definition of #°(£)) and no other poles,
such that max, |4, of2) =g, o(2)| <&,/2"" "+ So, we have

£
P - - m
n}é:x lan. O("‘) = l <2!'(m,0)+ [
. 1 . Epm
max lanO("‘) —pO((piqnl,O)(“))l <—i(_m-.—0_)—-+-_l‘
Pitm, 0 Kipm, 01) 2
8" . .
gl(;}g() lqn,,o(f)|<W (0 j<i(m, 0)).
/(K

Observe that the third maximum fails to appear when m=0.

By induction, we may define, for each m >0, theset L,, ,=K,,, ._1,+1 Y
(U 141 @,(K;)) and again we have that it is a disjoint union which
1s in J#'(£2) and it is contained in K, ,,,,. Define on the compact subset
L,, . the following function:
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qm.nll(z)’ lf ZGK,-(,,,_,,,“+|;
hm, ,,(Z) = P,,((P,'(‘,,E_,,)(Z)), lf Ze (Pi(m nl(Ki(m n)).
0, il zeg)(K;) (ilm, n—1)<j<ilm,n)).

Clearly, 4, (z)e A(L,, .} for every m > 0. Hence, by Mergelyan’s
approximation theorem again, for each m >0, there exists a rational func-
tion ¢,, ,€ H(Q), with at most one pole in every connected component of
C*\L,, , (by the deﬁnition of #(Q)) and no other poles, such that
max..,, . |1, (2)—q, (2)] <&, /2% So, we have

&

- n
Kl(m,n:afxl)+ . lqm‘ n("') G n— l("‘)l < 2,‘(,,1‘")4- 12
. o Em
max |qm n( ) pn((pllm = ))I 2llm ny+1°
@i,  Kitm, m))
8”1

max |q,, .{(2)| < (i(m, n—1)<j<i(m, n)).

(K 2x'(m‘n)+l
(K

Plainly, {q,, .} >0 converges uniformly on compact subsets of Q to a
function f,, € H(£2) for every m = 0. These functions may be written, for any
n=0, as

fm(' =, n + Z (‘Im k+ \( —qm, k(z))‘
k=n
Hence, since D c Ky K, «,, for all k>0 we have

o
max Ijm(:) _Zml < max ,qm, O(z) _zm‘ + Z max Iqm.k+l( - ) qm k(:)’
D Ky k=0 Kimk+1

< Z 21(»1 k)+l 8""

for every m = 0. Therefore we have (c).
To see, for each m >0, that f,, is universal for {@,,,, .} . >0, it suffices to
observe that for z€ @, /(K. wy) S K. m +1 We have

'fm( ) pn((pllm n)(w))l

SIqm,n(z) ( 4(m n)( ))I+ Z lqm k+l( qn,k(:)l

k=n

Em
< Z r1m k)+1 zi(m.n)'
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So, we have
n}(ax lfm((pi(m. ni(:)) —pn(z)|

< max ‘fm((pi(m. n)(:)) —pn(z)l

Kiim. my

= max |fm( pn r(m Il)( ))l

Pitm, nfl Kim, )}
< En b
2i1n1,n) 2n‘

Hence, for every m >0

hm |fm((pitm, n)( pn | -

uniformly on compact subsets.

Since, for every m >0, the sequence {f,(®@,.m n)}n=0 1S near enough to
{Pu}n>o and we can extract from the latter a subsequence converging
uniformly on compact subsets to any fe H(2) we have that we can extract
from the former a subsequence converging uniformly on compact subsets
to any fe H(Q). Which proves the universality of f,, for every m = 0. This
is (a).

We are ready to prove that {f, (@i a)}.»0 cOnverges uniformly on
compact subsets to the null function for k#m. Fix ne {0, 1, 2, ..} and
denote by r the unique natural number such that i(m, r— 1) <i(k, n) <
im,r). Since K,<Kyx,, and @i o(Kik ) < Kig my+1< Kig, )11, the
following inequalities hold:

max | f,{ @ik (2|
Ky

< max l.fm((pi(k‘ nb(:)l
Kitke.n)

gmax |qm,r(¢l(k n) )l + Z max ‘q"z /+1( )—an /( )|
Kiik.m =7 Kim i+
8"7 8"7 8’"
< Z l(m /)+I 2f(n1,r)<2itk,r1)<?'

This is (b). So, (a), (b), and (c) are fulfilled.

Second step. Let E be the vector space consisting of all the series
o %m [ Which converge uniformly on compact subsets of 2 and F the

closure of E in H(Q). Clearly, F is closed. So, we have only to prove that
it is a non-finite dimensional vector space of universal functions.

640/82/3-5
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First, we prove that {f,,}, -, is a basic sequence on L’(T), so they are
linearly independent on H(R2). Let {z*}, ., be the coeflicient functionals
_,’71

corresponding to the basic sequence {z”'}, ... By using (c¢) and the fact
that |z}, =1 for all m, we have on L*(T)

o

o oA
> lzEl =" =A< max 12" —ful < X em<l.

m =0 m=0 m=0

As {z"},, >0 is a basic sequence on L*(T), we have that { £}, 1s a basic
sequence equivalent on LT) to {z™},,., (see [7, Theorem 9, p. 46]).
This means that the closed linear span in L*(7T) generated by {z”} ., is
isomorphic to the closed linear span in L*(T)} generated by {f,.} .50 So,
we can associate to each element of F a unique sequence {«,,},,-, which
is in /%, This may be made in the following way. If /e F, then there is a
sequence of series of £ which converges to f. By the continuity of | .|, with
respect to the maximum norm we have that this sequence of series con-
verges to fon L*T). Thus f has a representation as a series on L*(7T). Of
course, this series may not converge uniformly on compact subsets.
Moreover, by using the maximum modulus principle, it is easy to see that
the only function that we associate the null sequence is the null function.

Now we prove that for each series > 7_, «,, f,, converging uniformly on
compact subsets, which is not the null function, is a universal function for
{@utuso- Since 37 _, o, f,, is not the null function there is an a, # 0. Since
every non-zero scalar multiple of a universal function is again universal, we
may suppose that o, = 1. To see that 3% _, «,, f,, is universal for {®,} .
we have only to check that

lim < Z am.fm((pl(k.n)(:))—pn(:)>:0 (1}

"
' n =0

uniformly on compact subsets. This is readily seen by computing

max
4yl

iamfm((pitk. ,,,(Z))‘p,.(:))}- (2)

¢}
By triangle inequality (2) is less than
m]?x |fk((pi(k‘n))(z)) _pn(z)l + max Z Iam,/;n(gpﬂk, n)(:)l' (3)
n T o m#k
By using (a) and (b) we have that (3) is less than

e)

€ &, 1
st L bl =5 X ol e (4)

n
2 m#k n=0
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and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain that (4) is less than

“{am}m;()HZ H{gnl}mZOHZ < H{am} mz()HE

2!1 2)1 M

which tends to 0 when #n tends to oc, so we have (1).

[t remains to show that for all f'€ E except the null function, fis a univer-
sal function for {¢,},-,. Let 37 _,«, f,, be its representation on L*(T).
We suppose again that there is an a,=1. Let {¥7_,a! f,.},., be a
sequence of series of E converging on H(£2) to f. It is obvious that we may
consider that «f =1 for all /e N. Analogously as before, to see that f is a

universal function, it suffices to verify that

lim (f(gol(/\n)(:))_pn(:)):o (5)

n—
uniformly on compact subsets. For this, fix / and # and estimate

n‘}\?x lf((puk, n)(:)) _p,,(:)l

f((pi(k.ul(z))—- Z :xfn.fm((Pi(k, n)(:))l

m=0

< max
K,

+ max
Ka

Z afn.fm((pi(k.u)(:))_pn(:)l
m=0

f((pi(k.nl(:))— Z afyyf;;y((Pi(k.rz)(:))‘

< max
K m=0
H { a’fn} m;()]] 2

2'1 (6)

+

As the sequence of series converges to f and |{al}, 0ll, does it to
[{%,,} m>oll- when [ tends to oo, we have that there is a /(n) such that (6)
is less than 12" + (J{a,,} m 5ol + 1)/27, which tends to 0. So, we have (5).
This ends the second step and the proof. ||

3. THE CAseE C*

If 2=C* we find some differences. We have no function that can be
universal on H(C*) (see [1] and [14]). But given a run-away sequence
{@.}.>0 in C* there are universal functions for {¢,},, on A(K) for all
Ke #,(C*). As a matter of fact, we also have that the set of such functions
is a residual set. Moreover, it is possible to construct a closed non-finite
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vector space of universal functions on A(K) for all Ke . #(C*). More
precisely, we have the following theorem:

THEOREM 3.1. Let 2 < C be any complex region. Let {@,}, o< Aut(Q)
be a run-away sequence. Then there exists a non-finite dimensional closed
vector subspace F< H(Q) of functions such that every fe F\{0} is universal
on A(K) for all Ke #,(£2).

To prove this theorem we need the following lemma:

LEMMA 3.2, For every region Q < C there exists a sequence {K,}, o<
F(82) such that for every Ke ¥ () there is a positive integer n, such that
KcK

ny”

Proof. Consider the denumerable set {U,},., of all connected, finite
unions of chordal balls with rational centers and rational radii, which con-
tain the compact set L, = C*\Q. Define K,=C>\U,. If Ke .#,(Q), then
we may construct a connected compact set L of C* with L K= ¥ and
L, < L. Let r be a positive rational number with the chordal distance
between K and L greater than r. Cover L by chordal balls of radius r with
rational centers such that the intersection of each of these balls with L is
not empty. We may extract a finite covering by such balls. Denote by U the
union of these balls. It is obvious that X is contained in C*\U and that
U= U, for some positive integer n, which ends the proof. |

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof is rather the same as that of
Theorem 1.2 but with a few modifications. We suppose again that Dc Q.
Let {¢,} .0 be a sequence of positive numbers such that 37  ¢,, < 1. We
also consider a denumerable dense subset of H(2), {p,(z)} .50, and we
consider the sequence of compact subsets { K}, ., given by Lemma 3.2.
Note that it is suficient to prove the theorem for A(X’,) for all n.

By using that {¢,}, . is run-away we choose an exhaustive sequence of
compact subsets of 2, {K,},.,< # (), such that for a subsequence of
{ ¥} n>0o that we re-enumerate by {¢, ,:0<r<n} we have that the com-
pact subsets L, =K, u(J7_, @, (K’ ,)}} is a disjoint union which is con-
tained in K, ., and it is in £ (£2) for every natural number n > 0. We also
assume that D < K. It is clear that L, is in #7(Q) for all n. We also divide
the proof into two steps.

First step. We again put i{m,n)=(n+m)n+m+1)/2+m and we
obtain, for each r>0 and m>0, a subsequence {@, ;. :n=0;
i{m,n) =1} from {¢, ,} .-, From these subsequences, by a way of double
induction, we will construct a sequence of functions f,, e H(2) (m>0) in
such a way that:
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(a) For every m>=0 and each r>0, f,, is a universal function for
L@, smm t im,n) =1t} on AK'). So is for {¢,},-00n A(K") for all natural
number 7> 0. In fact we have

Em

3 (nz0;i(mn)=1).

nllg'x |f”'((pl. itm, n](:)) —P,,(Z)| <

'

(b) For every m>=0 and for each =0, if k#m the sequence
{ ol @e iim) - ilk, n) = 1} converges uniformly to zero on X'. In fact, we
have for n = n(1):

. . € .
n}?’x 'fm(wl,i(k‘ny(z)), <§7{ (nBO’ I(kv I1)>I)

(¢) maxg |f,(2)—z"<e,,

We consider L,, =K, u (U™ (Ul_q @, (K}))) which are in ()
and are contained in K, 4, . respectively. Define on each compact subset
L, o the following function:

=, if zekKy;
hm.O(z): pO((Pli-i:m‘())(z))s lf ZE(PI,i(nI,O)(KIl) (O<I<l("l, O))s
0, if zep, (K)) (0<1<j<i(m,0)).

Clearly, h,, 4(z)€ A(L,, o). Then, for each m, by Mergelyan’s approxima-
tion theorem there exists a rational function ¢,, o € H(2), with at most one
pole in every connected component of C*\L,, , and no other poles, such
that max,, , [, ol2) — 4, o(2)] <&,,/2"™ . So, we have

£
¢ ol L —_—_
n}‘,li)x ]qrih()("') “ | <2i1m‘0)+l’

y 6”1 .
max |G, ol2) = Pol @, 4 0)( )] <im0+ (0<1<i(m, 0)),
im0l K )
6”7 . .
max (g, ol )| <oimorsT 0<t<j<i(m,0)).
@ (K 2

By induction, for any s, we have that

i{nt, n) J
Lmvn:Kitm,n—l)+1U< U < U qplj(K:)))
=0

J=imon—1)+1
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is a compact subset which is contained in X, ,,, ., and belongs to .#'(Q).
Define, for each m =0, on L,, , the following function:

G 12D 2€Kimn-ty+1
ho o (z)= Pl @ 2D ZEQ im K (0<t<im, n));
e 0, zep, (K, (i{lmn—1)<j<i(m 0
0<r<y).

Clearly, for each m = 0, we obtain that 4, ,(z)e A(L,, ,). Then, for each m,
by Mergelyan’s approximation theorem there exists a rational function
4, . € H(Q), with at most one pole in every connected component of
C“\L,, , and no other poles, such that max, |, (z)—gq, (2)]<e,/
2é4m i+ 1 8o, we have

Em
max ’q:n. n( :) /P (: )l < Am.n)+1°
Kemeon - 1141 2

£
. - 1 - m .
ma)((m 1 (2} = 2@, s (ZN < ST T (0< 1 <i(m, n)),
Proivm mh Ky -

Em
l(m, ny+1

max |¢,, .(2)] < (ilm,n—1)<j<i(m n); 0 <t <j).

g

It is clear, for each m =0, that {g,, ,(2)},., converges uniformly on
compact subsets of 2 to a function f,,e H(£2). These functions may be
written, for any # >0, as

f( ) qm n + Z (qml\+l( ) qm.k(:”'

k=n

Hence, analogously as in Theorem 1.2 we may obtain ( c).
To see that f,, is universal on A(K)) for {@, ;o . i(m.n) =1} for all
t =0 we compute, for z€ @, ;,, . K)) < K, 4+ the following:

Ifm( ) pn((pt i, Il)( ))l

= Iqm n( ) n((pl i, n) l+ Z lqm k+1( ) /O k(:)l

k=n

& &
I)I m n
< Z 21117: A)+l 2i(m,;T|<F‘

k=n
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So we have, for all 1 >0,
n}f’i,x lfm((PL i(m.n)(:)) —pn(:)l

€

= max '.fm(:) —pn((ptji:m.ni(:)‘)l <ﬂ'

@ itm il K7) i
Hence, for all r >0

llm (fm((pl, i, n)(:)) Apn(:)) = 0

n— oG

uniformly on K’. Let n(m, ) be the first natural number for which
i{m, n) 2 . Since by Mergelyan’s approximation theorem {p,}, ., is dense
in A(K') we have that {p,},- ..., is dense in A(K') for all natural
number 1>0. So we have proved the universality of f,, on A(K') for all
t=0. This 1s (a).

It remains to prove that, for fixed m =0, 1 =0 and k = 0 with & £ m, the
sequence { f,(@, ix.m) 1 =0; i(k, n) >t} converges uniformly on compact
subsets to zero on K. Note that, for nzn(s), K'c K, ,,< Ky, and
@ik Kig. ) < Ky omy+1- If r is the unique natural number with
im, r—1)+1<ik, n)<i(m,r), we estimate

n‘},‘dx Ifm((pl. ik, ) )

t

S max |qm.n((pr. ik, n)(:))l + Z max |qm.l+ l(:) —qm.l(;:)'
!

Kik, i _, Kimotiet

& 6m ?"n!

< 2i(k.n} < 2;1 ‘

s

Em m
S Z 2i(m.l)+1 < 2i1mvr)
I=r

So (b) and the first step are completed.

Second step.  All this step is analogous to that of Theorem 1.2. So, we
define E and F as before. To see that 37 «,, f,, is universal for {¢,}, -,
where o, = 1, we have only to check that

lim < Z Cx'r:ufl;l((pl.itk,n)(:))_pn(:)>:0 (7)

n— %
nm =0

uniformly K’ for all 1 =20. Again, we can see it by computing for n large
enough

max
e

Z cxmj‘m( (pl. ik, n)(:)) —pn(:)) , ,
0

t
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which handled as before is less than |[{«,,} .50l /2" This tends to 0 when
n tends to oo so we have (7).

Let {37 _,al f,.},=0 be a sequence of series of E converging on H({2)
to f. This implies the sequence of series conveges uniformly on X', for all
1> 0. We also consider that o =1 for all /e N. Analogously as before, to

see that fis a universal function, 1t suffices to verify that

m ({9, i (2D —pa(2))=0 (8)

uniformly on K, for all ¢ = 0. For this, fix / and » large enough and estimate

n}?"x ]f((pl ik, ni(‘:)) _pn(z)]

t

Sma;x f((Pl.i(k.n)(z))” Z Oli,,f,,,((p,‘,-(k.,,,(z))l
’ m=0
+IT}3X Z afnfm((pl,i(k‘n;(:))_‘p,,(z)’
4 m=0
<rri\,a;x f’(¢1,i1k.n)(:))- Z afn./;n((pl,ﬂk,n)(:,))l
! m=0

{0} mzoll2

R 9

2 (9)

As the sequence of series converges to f and [[{al}, .,l, does it to

1{ &t} msoll. when / tends to co, we have that there is a /(n) such that (9)

(s less than 1727 4+ ([[{e,,} m»oll2 + 1)/2”, which tends to 0. So, we have (8).
This ends the second step and the proof. |
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