(5 419

B =& (£ k¥ T) On the class H, of func-
~ tions analytic in the unit-circle.

f(@) » lzi<1 ZRTERT, B2FHfH mpy(r)
=21i8;?f(76"0)ipd0 (>0, 0=r<1) VHRLT LK
f(2) 1z class Hy BT 5L 5D, AN TIZ
O class Hp (2B 2 KO=ZEHZ AT %:

FEM 1. f(2) 25 Hy “BTDETHIE, FRAEWT:
Hum 6 kLT, ROMWHEZ AT % ¥MPA Jordan
#hfs Co 2 FET D

(i) z=ei DIHNIBAFINIZTERE L Ho z=eit (it
THAM : BERZHT 5.

(i) lim f(2)=f(eib) HIFET L. T2 Dp it Cy

(;.,D,Zzﬂ
SR BT AT D,
SGEF 2..f(2) H Hp BT H &I, IREAHIL
&5
lim|f(2) | =lim|f(ei®) .
(‘z..eio =0
1z/<1
EH 3. f(2) » Hpy BT H&ThidE, &L

lim f(ei®)=«a, limf(ei®)=R
¢—>0+0 ¢=>0—0

BEET S LT, LAKIZ =B T, 25 MAXD
eib 1T3E S LI F(2) 1—HRIZ @ IS <.

#M¥I* FFE (XHKH) On the proper discon-
tinuity of a linear group which is combined

with two elliptic groups.
3 2n,
Gi: #=K™z, Ki=el, m=0,12,-1-1;

2n;
=8 g, 26 —em 5.=0.1.2 ..
AT, T e, e " 0,1,2,,

| 8 H A %% &
mofn 31 4 B 4E &
ER T T7TAPFPZ P
EIIE - S

H-20 H)

m—1; &, & 1% G OFH)L,
{G, G3}=G rt¥%. ROEMZIEMT S DM
EfITdh%.
EH. &/8=M (M=<1) ZFEHREETS.
r r
: ,7_:- (3> 4)-~(A)

M>1 7, IST, m=
«©

28—
=3
Xix
0<M<1 ¢, IST, m=—T (3<1=)...(B)
@ R_ZB 4
2
o G IIMAREETHS. H, B=tan"'WL, @ (T

[RdsA 0 Go Dfk7: isometric circle 125\ 7= 54
YHBILEDOIER[LETS.

GEFHONE]. G % Gy DAITLTEMR L= ! {HDORE
DfFEEMAE T L+5x, (A) x (B) »5 I p3HliARE
DT L2 RMTHEACIERAEERS. GOoTRTox
¥ TGy DR S L OEMAGERKS. T OEHR
BiMsFRERDE/ Ve I ~HOMETCHAIERD O
ThHb. '

BEMEE (LA S|EEERCOWT

12| <R T Grétzsch-AADEWY T pseudo-analytic

1
THARSHR (SK) A lim (D) —f()|/izi K 517
T HER7 B % pseudo-analytic {K} TH D &\ 5.
1952 4EH5%edl, &K1z Ahlfors OEIRER Y —A%{k
LT Tw=f(2) & lzl.<R G meromorphic T, F %
w=f(2) IZX>T wsphere FIZEHND Riemann@
L4%. Dy Ds, -+, Dy (g_2_3) % w-sphere +® ¢q ¥
OEICER ¥MESAERE L, Di(=L2,,9) LkiT
b5 F OARTOMBERBEORHE TP E L mi




(mi IEEE T o) BAEETS. ADK, HL

aq
-21 1—-)>2 5 % Dy, Ds,-+,Dg \ZDHK
=
HFI5— /1#(& LT R<k(1+if0)I1D/if(0)} AL
’DJ ZIFBHL7:. FZT4 20 EHO meromorphic

% pseudo-meromorphic {K} T E»x, TOflitk
EH L [ & 1O T TR RO IC 2 TEDRRT,
sk2te) €, C% Dy, Dy, Dg TORKET D —E
s LT R<{C+ 7)1 flim{ LSO 51

[2I K

Sh z L z—20 KM (Cauchy O
regular 7B DY G ~D—2D analogy) #ixlJ Tik
AT %.

EEREE (DAY SEANENEHOSE
RB1:=BOHKZTARECOVT
- ops lzi<l TIERIZR S L & (W ()1
<l7%45r% w(Z) i 1zl <1 THE. (BCERERGE

SHEEKE) COFRIEEL T IR O R

753 ® pseudo-

bR T %
ER 1. w(2)

2r
(i) 1w"'|<2, (iii) Slu/’(e‘”)|d0<1 nh kX, wz)
0

=z 2% |2l <1 CER (@) |w’i<],

i 121<1 TERELMUEE, —hRcmy, S0
EThD.
2
2. p(2) # 121 <1 TERL, Slp(e’”)ldﬁ<°° % &
om0 DR 121<1 THIREOFLE 6.
(Amer. J. Math. 1950, No. 3, 689-697.) = DRERIZH
MLT, ROFERMRILT D
EHE 2. p(2) 2% |21<1 TIERAI

2r
- 2L @) Slp(e“’)ldﬂ <2,
0

< W' +pw=0 Ofif

# w(z)=z+az*+

2n

o WHER ver=1 0if, i) {Ip(e?)1d0<20s, 0213
0

FER ser=L OB, GiD) p@)I<es, o5 15 xe®

B, Gv) 1p(2)|<cp 51k xe¥= g DI, O

= 1‘
2
AZIIECT w(2) kR4 lzI<licswT (1) B35, (i)
BmEsE, (i) WRHKLE (v) —HECGETHS.
# OSREE GRS AMT) EREHORBAFRKC

21T
W P12 A TER B 7 B A
f(z) z+a2% a2+
IRT, WY A e NFELT

f (reila+0)) — f(reila—0))
reila+0) —yeila—0)

BT RCD 0 TOWTRI—-FKBNTH LR, [aalSn s

o(r, 0)._ , 71,

LPEEIRT .
HHE—F (SR REREOFHICOVT
A ERI EE R R ORI R T 5 D BRTF R H X
hEXEFTTH 5.
h(z)=e~to(z+c(22+cz°+c3zi+4--++) )
ABRTRET . O k(z, t)=e~ (=0 (z+c ()7
+) Ix
0h(z,t) _ oh(z, 1) l+x(t)z 2)
ot oz I—x(®)z
AWM BRAMET D k() =2, h(z,0)=h(2).
@ &

cn'(o=nc,,<t>+é'>51<ﬂ+1>cu(t>x<t>n—ﬂ (»n=1). 3)

s(t)y=eid() = L, 0(t) DIRIE UB0(t)—0(t) =T
O les(8) =4 b T 2 &iEHT %

Res (D=4 75 L HAEMRTHIZEFTHS. Res()
1z 0St=ty, ORI TRKEZEDSPH, TOLZ
0<7 <ty =FHid, B) X9

m%&:o, t=v BT H. #C

Res(B)=— 2 R{(O*+ 261 (DR (O +3exO} ()

o

L 75 %. R 4=0 CTRANEE & % LT huE Sﬁ—fi‘ti_s_o,
t=0 PKLT 525

Res(OS— 2RO+ 201D +30: s (B}
=2 @O0 300} 6)
CNORY

2 1600+ 200 (O(0) +3ea(8) | S
LT E L V. (RBRZE & 1E [ea() IS8 ZIiE#T
HEZLEZOLNIOHMBEFTHS.)

16(8)242c, (&) (@) +3ca(t) | VbR ES, t=71 I
PeTRAEZES. e(r)=—1 = LT—fitz%kDb
. (COMOEHRT (@) OREITATSHL) —7F

to
cl(t)=—2ets e-wx(7)dr,
t

to

?Rcl(t)=—2ets ¢—7 cos 0(z)dr=0 6)
t
to
Sﬁcg(t)=§7ic{-’(t)—-2e2’s e—2t cos 0(t)dr,

t

to
S -2 cos 0(0)dr=0 (7)

t

THHPH

Re2(t) — Rea(t) =0. @)

6), (M ZAVWT (4) =2H<.
PIEABE RA¥EX) REEBO—RIERLD

ERELNDS L. FOfl, MixDSE

wT
MEEWEROLN (W=f(2) £¥5%

(2—7)>0

e HLSR— ﬂxftl, , W=f(2) #», w=p(z) (z=p7'(w)
=gq(w) +3<) CHALTEMTHH L AERL, £

4(/\

?R(zA = EPWK; )>0
(st Re( W - %%)w)

2%, COEROWHKLHELLT, HIXE
@Y ﬂ‘i(2~g;i)>0 ------ starlike,

©) Sh(em’ -)>0-....spirallike,

DNTDFER
o ARY

WOR—F (ZA¥EN) S4AALTENR Lau
rent {E(ZDOLT

Laurent %%

f(a)= ’>" a-nZ‘”JrZanZ”
n=0

Z jzi=1 J:TIEEUI r g, Thotffce Ay TEDS
1z Taylor &%k

o
9(2)=ao+ 2 (@n+a-n)2",

h(z)= ao+§‘(an a_p)z"

e
1t 12=1 TERITHDT, bLoOEK f(2) LOMIT
Re(2)=Rf(2), If(2)=3h(z) for |zi=1

o lE S D ZORFRERAVT

(1) f(@ » izl=1 J;fi*.izi-fa%az, (f(@ k%
120 =1 O{gihEs MK THD) 72D TH5%kHE
wRD 5.

@) f(2) » lzi=1 £T, —JHFIZ order p TH%
L X OEEGEM (sharp) Yooz, izi=1 & lzl=0(<
1) OmED ET—FHMC order p TH5 L X DOFRHIF
{ii (sharp 7 & 5 MIEAREE) ZKD%.

FErRE—E (KRAAT) BESREOFHERHCO
WwT

G % BilEEMEg, 2=0eG HENDS G OHERET
OREEMY P, Azl LTEEROAFEGE
07ED % Sp, [RAIZ log. pole 7% f§>7: Green FEL
% 9(2,0; G) T 5. ROFERAMPEILT D

Sg(z,o G) do— Sg(zo G) do=2r log X2
SRi SR2 B

—C(P) er RZ) (R’ R1>P)
zzic
_4 . Re—P_p o aR—P
C(P, Ry, Rs) = R_Z{R2 sin-1 b Ry sin R E

2P tan-ty/Re —tant/ Ri)_ZP(JRg—JRi)}_

CoRDE G HREMIFRYT 2EE w=,(2), f(0)
=0 iZx LT

Slog f(2) 1do<log(RIf'(0)! )—~ {Ram

+2p(tan—1/,R_ )-2vPWR-v5)}
| (s>0) DIz &mﬂ*

aR=P

2r R+P

Fiiz, G oBERA 1

F(0)2 exp[ {sm"1 = —’—9(1 e)(tan“}/l

)_z¢1—s(1—dl—e)}]
#G5. ZOREMEOT, WxABOEROFRICHT
7, Ostrowski % ¢° Landau @7EEEA %L Zhy sharp 7
POITAD
AREME GUIIIEL) Lowner BORSHER
cownT
Lowner 05N
L{;;_t) =—f(z, Op(f 1)

p(f, ) =1+a () f+ax(O)f*+ -
EEACE i<l NTFICBILERIT, Rep(f,)>0T
#oF > parameter ¢ (0=t<o0) DifigEk s T %
Torx, & 2=0 OEfET,

f(z, )=etz+pa(t) 2+

LB THhOWN&N: f(2,0)=2 ZiGRETHLIHD
oS HRRNOMOBAM 1zl <1 RIZkT 5 ERM
B IOMERT D xRS, kL LTI, BRELE
¥ X ORI N TEEIER 5 ERIEECC BT 2 EH 2 H
w5,

HREEE (HEAEE
functiens.

12| <7 1BV T kR ERTREREK F(2) =2+azktt
+a:.,z'-'-"¢+1-i—a,,z("‘1)k+1+~ CHLT, lzi<r Tk
7 kR ERHOABEK 6(2) BEELT, RIF(2)/¢' (2]
>0, 1z1<r, 75k X%, l2i<r IZHWVWT F(@e(Cr) &
Lz kicd . EER (Cr) 55k ExtFREREEIRS
IO FDhDEKEX 51 T L3 k=1 04 (Kaplan,
Michigan Math. J. 1952) » RfRICIERAS LS. F(2) €

(Cr) i F(2) \XEETHOT, lam__( 11)' i

A class of univalent




(:; + 1)(;: +2)..-( 24— n —2) %> Carathéodory D jE

#Hr ¢(2) OFRFEMZAV-TAEAEN%. (M. Reade,
C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 1954 DSETH %) ZOFEE
ZRALCROEHZE5: F(2)e(Cr), 12)<1 725
i, F(2) © (n—Dk+1 ko@Hf G(2) 1% lzi<
1
{1—(2TZ)an}k— ZHEWT G(2) e (Cpr) -
249 2 4+1

727U nZexplka/2(k+1)], al: ak =2k (4

+ka) OF/NERTHS.

7. n>3 % oiF 2] <X/E2(k+1) 7 G(2)e(Ch).
F=2 75 7 OMMIZA2b ST EiIdMAT
G(2) € (Cp).

MABEAEE (1K) A coefficient problem for
functions univalent in an annulus.

1<iz!<R IZH\TIERIEER K w=F(2) i2X>
T, ZORWHERA [zi=1 (2 EH/'T-’J‘JL fwi=1 Z N

DEEFI S LT % BELFIINE DO —2 D S IS A~TFR S
Wb :+5. »EH F2) 7>£éf4:ﬁ>)ﬁia)@ub;
PR TEbT. % F(2)eFr 1%, TOERERCEN
T, RI<|z|<R TEAIMERELICE CERIND .
%@ Laurent ER§% F(2)=Z‘ i 2 (R1< iz
<R) L4 %. BAIMANHZERLOREBIETEL T,

Bieberbach D FiEZH N % L DRI LINTET
THIZHIET % Tr @{,4»4?*]@::0' :
El RFOHDFEIZE 2T, FHI—BE
wi=1 ZHET5HTEMD,
Sleni?=1 TH%. EOTHIC, MRDOHE (FE) &
B, LTonilB/rERLIEELSG Y. M
KOS D Littlewood DFERICHIEL, ThEERD

Ealbs

1 o
A (. }

O

Al
\\:1'

fl\v-x’a 1zi=1 A

|

Wk LTatss BRI O BET % & FO¥M 22 8 2 h
3.

PEXRBE (FR%EAR) pEEREO=DOOHA
I DOWT

F(2) =20+ peqz*T+ap g1 20T 4o (pegR0) 75
fafﬁr}afxto@-ﬁ f(2) »

9 " f’

Jt(1+z 1)>0, E7=is, m(’f )>0

T 5L E, PpSHIODMHSIRICOWT, ElE

B, iz,
A r
ﬁtﬁ“ldt i - pto-1dt ) -
SOW)"'FTF f@)i S Ke=nr (lzt=n),
felfizE B, B,
’ arg——— f;gf? . “p sin~1 74 (lz}=7r)

%@ genau 7 FF(lEE 7o T OAl,

’ q.
{f;p(_zl) !Zl’(l—lﬂ"?) (z=reib)

super-harmonic 7

b5 LEOETOBELE 7.

WAR—F (FR¥EX) BEHRHOKZMAED clas-
ses [CDWT
0
f()=2P+ 3 ayz® % |z\<1l TIEAIT, [RH%28
n=p+1
H—ERDOLR, ROGE S L EEBO LRI PR
BRI L &%, ThTh sharp 7 (R EGH

FOK S @« TEED

PIKILT B ‘—@Efﬁﬂ@fﬁ':ﬂ/ﬁlﬂi’fﬂ‘« VT, A

G(2) —f( f__T:C )(Erc)c(l—))"/f(z) =94

7»%, Bieberbach it MR GH - FRIC LT, BT
DEMEE, BHZEH, p EERRER, p ELRER
= “"Ii‘&h% ZhSoiZlt sharp 74,0 4, sharp T
~HOLEENE. Ik, EOFRICEOT G(s).t
f(Z) LR WEARET S (FS, =1 O8dE
'3, A Y OFF(liAt sharp B THESND.)
FRERE (LEL) SERHECETI=—=n=zZ

KD ES O EMA DD,
F(z)=z0+apy 20+ % (2i<1 Tix p—1 @D
M Zfr o TIERN, p EETH. F(2) » lzi<l T, [

EEZhz ¢, RIZIZWLT §—CciSR 55T <TD §
ZEbRwWD, R=lcl(dPlel—1)/(4Pici+1) A3RRAL
L, B2 ZOFRERIHETH 5.

F(2)=zP+ap 2t % (2i<p (p>1) TIEH,
12i=p Ti#ligE, Aoz T (F@QI=SM LT 5%.

LU F(2) » 1z2i<l T p FERY, Kl LE,

F(z) %8 n(X0) iZ/2 LT,
ini >{p*?*'+B(0*—0) }/[{0*?*'+B(o—1)},
B=226-1[— pp—26(4- M2 — M)
PRI %
st ERE (L%AH) On the moduli of closed
Riemann surfaces.

F % closed Riemann surface of genus p=1 - L
#ZLftho Riemann [ F/ »5 F 21—xb—1, FEMIZF

G nThER HIE F/ 13 F L[ U class VJE,’J‘». AR
B/ % class | manifold M =2 %. it M D5
class &3 1—pf—1 23S T 5. M @ (%) ki
g3 hiE Mx ¢ @D real parameter TFEb
h%. Zh#% moduli &\ 5.

4 C wBifrH, Ly 2¥EH L 2iheThiL,
F @ schlichtartig 7 covering surface 2 schlicht 7

ﬁ‘( R v

|
;
‘
3
I
| S

domain IZF§F % T LiC k2T, ROEHHIEMAHIE
¥}
EH. p=1 7 HIE u=2, M=CxL,,
p=2 5 HIE up=6p—6.
M=Cox Lypx L6 »i¥, M x8k% singular
STilff{F{@> connected manifold M;

1=t =1z T %A

manifold (2
Zahhs. % W ix class &
5, Mzt 5ZEnliks.
B9 % 4% Picard, Traité II |

A3, Elfﬂﬂrﬁfl") EhLTwiswv.

s ERE (L% kM) Analogue of Blichfeldt’s
theorem for Fuchsian groups.

G % Fuchsian group, Dy & JAGHE, o(Dp) < X

LALH D D

F%. {8 do(z)= g""‘” (z=reid) |1E=—7

MEH, Dy oz k HOH 208 (@=1,k) HEXD
., @ equivalent @ 4:{k7 lattice points £ Z5.

7Y 5 Vi

.., z+a
Ta: 7=11%;

2l <1l NOTWRIESE
ints O¥E wE@), i B)=\ aE@)ds(a),

(la!<1l) # translation 2\5. E %

L L, T(E) »&%r lattice po-

lal<r
r
o(r, E)=§ A(r, Edr 14 g,
0
2 4

. 2(r,E) / 1 2_: 2rka(E)

L‘E}SO 1—7» e (logl—r) (Do)
Zhat, E #iYic translate ThiE, A<k %
ks(E) {E o lattice points # & ikRICHIES. X, @A

a(Dy)
ks(E) @ lattice points Z&TRICHEKL. Th
a(Dy)

% Santalé (Journ. Math. Soc. Japan 7 (1952)) A3k

BLTH DA, AP EECITHRAAAHL KT
Bbhi.

i ERE (L% kM) Remark on Fatou’s
theorem.

C # lzi<l ohizH>T, z2=1 T izi=1 TN
'J‘Z, Jordan curve & L, Zh 0 72 [aldE L7l %z
L hif, Littlewood (Journ. London Math. Soc.
(1927)) BFRREFRTHOCHLT, z 22 Cp D=
DHFEDNSHAD—275 eil ~ES < K, imf(2) 73
HELEVE 12) <L THERAGIEMEN fQ1XHFET
LT E#EM L. 4 C % l2I<l Nizdhh 2=1 T
tzi=1 2T % Jordan arc & L, TOREGBERE
n P

1-r=2(0)(0=0=7r) &L, &L So’%dkoo 75 HHE
FRAETXTD O

3L KE im f(2) BHEELR VR (21 <1

ZHLT, 2 5 Cp D LD eib i

THRER R
¥ f(2) BEET -
it ERE GLEKH)
on subharmeonic functions in a unit circle.
Littlewood (Proc. London Math. Soc. 28 (1929))}%

IRDOEHZIFRAL7:. w(z) %
2r
S lu(reit) |do=0(1) (0=r<1) X3 hi¥,
0
TDOITHLT, lin’iu(reiﬂ) PEETS.
r—>

u(z)=v(z) —w(2),v(2) ¥ |z]<1l T harmonic,

Littlewood’s theorem

|z| <1 T subharmonic;
FhA E+ X

- OB

2
| locreiny ido=0(1), w(x)={ 1og
0 lal<1’
9(2) 12PN THFRA EF 2T D el (i LT 2 25 eit
12 Stolz domain > 5iESFE lim v(2) =v(e) 73

z-ell

| 1—a@z!
= d/_c(a)

HET 5.
w(z) THLTEBRAETRTO el (2
lim w(7eif) =0.

r—1

LT
Littlewood ODEF Tk
approach | % Stolz domain 7> ® approach T|i#
SHX DL aHER. RESESEOND. 4

1
o=\ du@w =+, S.Q(r)dr<oo e R
0

lal <7
e s, 9(’) AL LR EZ2TT
Q(r)-—o( )(0<A<1) L hig, RO
MAEHh%.
EHL. el ZE D, ElbE e A TEBE lh(e) &
T hid, %1'/\/:.')-”\ TDOIZHRLT s FAA 51’/\’:0)77

MOEH l9(e) O LMD, 2z 2 el (TE5 K
lim w(z)=0.

BINEAE (CHAH)
mapping of a Riemann surface onto itself.

itk 9=2 O Riemann [{DEH 5 EHED E~DE
AFGREEKON~E G L5k, ord.G=84(9—1) TH
7 (Hurwitz, 1893).

Wik g, RGOS k 72 HBEf % L > Riemann
T N(g,k)=Max(ord. G) L%, Xif¥k g9 O
Riemann [/ 5 & GO S 2RV IZED ICOWT, (Al
 N'(g, k) #EHETHE, ROFHERXAFOND:

29+k—1=2 7251,

N’(g9,k)=N(g,k)=12(9—1) +6k.

Heins(1946) 1%, N’(0,k)=N(0,k) TiH5H T L&
L, BBz TRTikEL (R=3).

foxtx N'(Lk) kDb EHBHRKS.

N’(1, k) =6k,
{8, k=m>+3n°, m,n=0,1,2,-

Notes on conformal

il 2 g

, k=1, Tofh.




W =EE Gikm)
relation on open Riemann surface.

PAv 7 Riemann [ R ki Ry(¥ijli5E) % - h R=R,
L2k Zo0dhigkEae% 2 5: 1) {C}; Ce{C}13H
IREI DI F 7 iR HTHY Jordan B A5 7% b, C~oR,.
@ {r}; {C} oxXTH+OLERHIMR R #HImH=>
DT 5 C o&fk. 3) {Llg; dR=Lue{I'} 7:
% R o exhaustion E |23 % ghigfi
We=U{L). =21z (L} 1t Ly 241
(Ln D#BS%ET: Ting domain D) 1245 h
{r} o2tk#%+. R ED extremal Iength ¥ A T
FbT L% MH{C}=01x ReOg L[S L% 2. ’f:
Mr}i=0, E0'%% E 2%t L 2{L}£=0 7 % Riemann
o class Zk~x O, O L hif 0/cO cO,. 4
F I class O, 0”7 DHWEEXNET S (Heins 0%
LEEREZEL). KT Ay, By, -+, A, By, - #R ko
canonical homology basis “ L, Fortio A., By,
=, Akn, Bkn 't Ry O relative basis 717 izt 2.
ReO” ok x (FIRE D) Wik %R % Dirichlet
SRR dfy, dfs 12X L, EIREOFO A, B AT
RN 7 Riemann 0—, - (bilinear) BH{%#*3
T %. X, DRiEEIL du (3 dvs) »HIREOLBT
Rl L 2 FE_FR%E ReOnp TIMHLI-A
ZiX ReOpp TIXWIL LN C L FUdu ~ dvs 32 Re
Onp ETHREOZR FTHhYvy A @AMEL DL %123
DF TR T AL R EET L.

EREALE (RAIEk)
subsets of the ideal boundary.

On Riemann’s period

annulus

A

B % &M

On the capacity of

R 7 positive boundary ¢ Riemann it +7 » %
FOEROATEL Y, non-compact 73 ffif® D iZou»
T, {(R=Rn) ND} (n=0, 1, 2, --) 72 5 H| T X+
%; ZZ7T {Rx} 1 R ® exhaustion TH%. ZOD
OTERIhEROERIIHLT, TS FE

WMThoL X, FROFRI AL LS nEHkrss
D. NN TORERDFELTIE, F 02 DIFREA
BABMTH DI, T CTRHFO—DODMM AL
LSX500ENTHS. ZOBEXER T@J‘Jfﬂ@d’t
ZERIZHYT % P potential L[l U X 5 A Ex b0z
EHBmoNL . ZO—20[EMHE LT quasiconformal
mapping (25T class Ompp DAL TH2 - L ASE
HlIZHShA.

M|E ERF (£KX) On a property of analy-
tic functions on some Riemann surfaces.

U—=vili FEZ, FRNICERLAY E4 8RO
BASCEBHAR BT B TN 7S G 2% 2. 5. paps b AL

>

”iﬁft*%m*ﬂﬂfﬁﬂtfiﬁro@Gf’qm—‘{ﬂﬁﬁﬂ
FENTBRECASE S (WRIMITHEES) 1R % & %, F i
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