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L Rf% # (FEAT) On mean l-valent and
meromorphic functions.

M7y mean 1-valent (Biernacki DFERTD) M
“2> meromorphic 7¢EE% f(2)=z+ ay2®+-- HE% 2.
() %3 univalent P AMEN TV BERD 5 BT
fURM)7z Montel-Bieberbach o FEH® At - DHFEITDH
BLT 22 iRt hode, S¥0EBYERT 5. &
B. 9(2)=1/z+bo+biz+-- 13 0<|z|<1 TIEflAD
mean 1-valent 7@ ET5. g(z) w5 |2]<1
RESA D, L+ 5. [E lwj=7r 1% Dy Ik » TES
I cover Shigh b D EF5. pmd r OESL S,
ET5. Sy DEBEY b, FBE a L3l Sr 13—
0 connected set 2 57c ), b—a<4. —hXb
2B~ & hz Montel-Bieberbach o7 pi/a
bha. (i) S5 (@ OFEMH f(2) B3 % EihE
BECOWTHONS.

2. MIEKED (FR¥EK) HBEO k BERHIC
WwT

f(2) E—FEEPARR D. CIERAI, /9 C. k¢ f'(2)
*0 L33, ow) 12 w DO—{liEKET 5. % F
czdargdf(z)=2p7r DFEENT, HLC.ntHED
EEDOW Ly lsy-, I Xt LT

tzi:—ljl‘(d arg df(Z)+d¢(f(z)))>(l_2(k_p+ 1)x

N E=1,2,, k—p+1 DFRTOFRITDONTR D 57
Db, f(2) ik D THA k ETHB. —L Eo
EEEND, RM MEROKEROH 2MONEL B 1
AL, F, FEMERCOVLTY, Zhi oL
ROBOIRB Z L AR,

. BE # (EMIA) #HRESBTENLREKICD
WwT '

WRER |32/ <n/2 T (3f(2)| <n/2 & RICT R
F@) 2T A MO BT R LY. ThefAunT, ik
REECKHET 5 ERXBS. Tihbb, £ED ¢(0<a
<r/2) R LT, FADER ¢ BFELT, I192[<e &
BT Re»oo D L EF—BIZ f(2)—2-c, de’(?) /de* —c,
(es)*ldmer () /(de®)" >0 (n=2,3,--) A D>, Kic
>0 DL Eik, BOZONL fl(2)->1, f™(2)-0 (n
=2,3,.).

WA= (GXH) AERWEROBMEOEN
@ totally-disconnected 7¢ compact %4
';'C’ﬁ HEK 2 OIEHETL {2n}n=0,1,2, 1L,
SDHAERS R 05T NCEBEETHS &
’i'v(z) ¥ {2} BDOVWTDL ot 2 D
0 % 5 >TEH L UL, niveau MR u(2)
(B HAPAIEBR 77, (1SE=n(r)) 5570 5.
¥t 00— 2 (n>m) DR DRIES D= E ks 7
;; % O ? harmonic modulus # u(yrr) &

13 8

4. HEAR— (MILAH) HERHOEHCOWL
FICFER L=z TEERR OG>0 T 12
MBo1eDT, HERHE LIS L2ET. hika
R (32) % R

s[,f(s)e‘zﬂr K(s)e'-‘j” 2x(su)e™"1ds, ) =0

(n=2 o =minisksn(u(yr,x) L3:<. Carleson Dy
n(n »-1 €, MEC O ~7EokER s X o Carleson o
3[ (s _ne-m+ { Do a
* ( ) lg-’ p?:‘iplpfzi:—l

B¥0 L5 CHYHREND. & Rue (174
oy, K504 limpap ()= +o0 125, E i
O DFAER AR b 0 ofy B G Kk,
T EoMxBRE, F~CoOftir @ HCEEE

Pi_a—1

> pi—l(K"_l'l+l(S) (n—p1+ l)e_("_”l

Pi—1=2

j" 26" (sy)e” M 2

o5 B IS g
j o1 (sy)e” PV g, B

oo

: % (HILAH) On the valence of a me-
function on an abelian covering sur-

+ ") (pr— pa)e™ M1

r 26" 1(55)e” (P25 j":’. .

Si— - — - :
j’r. 12'(1»{_1 '(s;)e (71‘_1 ”"'ds;---

N B1e ) —~< Vi, f % W LoAEMELK L
valence vy % vi(w)=3rm=uwn(p; f) ic
P EORB L LCEHTS. 2T (b f)
Bi75 f o multiplicity T5%. AMBCiL,
B R 1 I B BB B B 5 7 — <
WeO; Diitiic >\ TR~ 5.

0 - N
ds:j 2/(”—1’1”(81)6' (n- nl+1)sldsl+“'
s
+ 27 ) (P~ 1)e” et

0
jZKn—)uIH(Sl)e—(n—le)xl

s

s . et So
j‘xzum (gy)e™ " vz>-‘zj 2.

s

—H (ETA) BY—<-EmOH3HEOD
Ty (oW T

EROM ) —~vELTHEE, S Lo—(iif
Btk HB(S) ixzhitc~7 b 2 Akt o
BT 5. £ 2T~ b RO FRBLE A ]
BHB(S) 13z DlEkA 77 L DEM S* Lol
i C(S*) LABCS. IHKk, S+S* i
vhT S* # S @ boundary ¢#% %= &
":@ S* DB OWTON, Frozhro
‘(s) DEB D 20D FEED KEF A 00 =

.[Si-22k"“2_ i=1(sg_y)e” Pemr P01,
s

dsadsy)} =0 (123 0 ¥)
%1% ZORMSHRRLWE LI L v 5T

5. B (KT X) On the main theoren
angular derivative. ]
f(2) #BEETEDRBY b OFEAERET 5.
FRBUCBI % Wolff-Julia »FEMc X - T, Stol
BIZH - T 2o DL E, f(2)/2—c, fl(2)=c; »
¢ RATRVIER. HMEOMETIL, =0k ErHl
T 2" M(2)»0 (n=2,3,-) ki Z & &bk
SEEEREOBABID OB EA FIA LT,
ERVEDIEDEDHICET—RIL X h B = & %
5 pEEBRERETHEE, f(2) D —p.
HHE (P ROBY) D 2f(2) wxtLT z=r'D 7l
=¢/T (p+2)(—oc0Lp<L + o). 3

—# (HTk) F.and M. Riesz QF=E(cD
—~VES ko—RETHLE, WRORM
HB(S)>C(S¥) 12X » T, wnlf¥)=(p"1F*¥)(p)
) & LT S* Lz Radon measure u, H\5E
ftC@ wp 25T S Ed AB-function

F 73 S* 0 py-measure EEDEA FCEBERES 3
DlebiX F=const TH %" L\+5 F. and M. Riesz
DEHDRLT S Z L&KL, DA D TR~
5.

10. F=2 (ZKH) HER du=Pu ([C2WT, IV

P=0 n#& & PEO B4 L CREMOWEIC AR
MEBbhaHBAEEZ E0B5. FOME LTI,
PE0 DA O MY 5 DA ELS § 4~
NI DER, BBV NROERENREN L DTH
5. REROGIHZ—2H FhiE, PP(R) %IEMathk,
PP(R-R,) % R—R, FOEMT aRy +Bird D4
hE3+5L %, PEO Ko PP(S)~PP(R—R,). = o
IS THEDEFT ZFHROKGA X HEITES LES 5
EDORFEREDONS:

5-SRondxdy§ Sa Z—:ds.

Ry
i uk Ri—Ry FOMT u=0 55 Ry | u=0
EL, vk Ry LOMRT aR, I u=v L43%.

11. hH#=F (ZKH) H. HRICOWT

U % BEBAFK U %HOAMR, C % HfE,
He % U N0 AB BN 2BED LR/ A a2 L 535 »
M, U* % Ho OEAAFYALZER, L2t - T
UcU* LU, I'=U*~U % U 0 He R E L 5.
&, U* 55 U E~0O#HEFR = T U* §o U
5 U WO U~DESFRES b DIEETB; 1o
L m(U)=U. % feH- xtL {f(p); p=r(et%)}
=Dg(f, €¥) LiehZ thkDNEB. ZO—EHLE LT,
Su fron fa€Heo 23 33| fr] 28>0 230 N3, Cu( fi, €9)
PO BFRCD eeC ixt LTREZTIE, TEHR
R fig1+fogat - +fugn=1 % Ho NCHT 22 & 0HE
bbb,

12. fHZ=ZF (%4KH) o4 FoBROGH

R#%Y)—<vil; R T, 4 ZzhEh R OuqF
vIEBE, rA T UEIR I X O o RIS (GAFuss
R ¥lew 2T LOERRPEELTS. 1r—-2v.
7Y e 7REH]. ECI 5o wE)>0; G % R o
BIEATED R* Bl G »' E DEHHTHE » Tl
5L%%5. f % G THERTE &S CHEEMERE
FrboLT5. 3L, f 1k G CEHENECTHS.
2. R #Hcly) —~vili F o@HE R % F o
R oli#é+5. R* 3 R 0o¥0fEkcn [HKE
H (R* =, R) L LTRBTE%. n i R* » R




DEADHBEFERT R* hd R 75 R d R ~0
BEERTHS. TOLE, W) o (p)Nd#o2p »
R—R R SEAOMBICAS; @ ECR—R o#
FREE 2 w(xY(E)>0. —ZhbDCAfE =0
B

13. &% EH— (& KET) On a compactification
of an open Riemann surface and its application.

R&Og 5BV —~<v@E R ®© %% compactifica-
tion rFDEHOWTERNRS. R D¥EHAET R=
EBAEAR K |z2|<1 CEAERTS. K 5 R ~
DEAEHRY T L35, R Eodgh i ERIERK
% f &L, limy_foT(rei) 53 linear measure zero
¥BRWTHEETAL I f O2lhx § TRT. § ik
Ifll=supgrlfl T/ raBiH2< 5. & OWAKEL
T, Fo={e; poT(ei)=0(a.e.)} HLV Fe={p; 0 D
carrier compact} # & 5. & OBKA F7AnBDL
5Hh 5 compact Hausdorff space % Ry* T/R7. R
it Rg* ohic®ich,> open CF%. ¥fz, & 1k HB
L §o EFME 5> T 5 (Royden o 5 fif i %t JE 5
%). Royden oFRFBERCHICT 5Dk, o %L
BAATF7VOESR 45 TH5H. HRILHRAMD 50k
BEAMERE 45 LOBRIFET S o 45 ©
Carathéodoy #} Ul ¥ ## A L, Nakai ¢ canonical

¥

KRHEEZ (FTK) Jenkins OFEHTER(COWT

AT HER B OB s\ THA Jenkins
DHBRBEBICOWTHENT S,

1954 fFICHFE & o Jenkins D—RFHEER (3]
ik, HEZHLOXTWS X 5, Teichmiiller o fRE
FHOce VY b 2BbDTHA SN TDOEXHIR
Grotzsch o—H DMy x FT 5 extremal metric
DHETHSH. ¥3, —MEBERCOWTHBATS.

R # KR Y —= viHl, Q@)dz* xxn L CHER,
Eo—Kk#m»EL, TOMUEDBAY H —{IDOHTs
IUOEEY C Epd. ZOZRMH D trajectories
(Q(2)dz*>0 & 1g- Tuv% maximal curves) 2k » C
AT AEE 45 j=1,2,---, k, © admissible family
{4} [4] & L, B&% fi(2), j=1,2,-,k, ®» admissble
family {f} &iX, 2E¥D&GEHZi-THinET LT
b5:

i) fi(2) & 45 % R I~FEAHEGR

W% Pri Pu b0 %, ZThbO—HRRETHK
B+7%. Picds, j<r 0L %, filz) 510 Q2)
JORMFE Y a9 BLV o, j>r DLE P
@ my & LT, fi(z) © z 0> EDRBAGRE ((iv)
BQ(2) DRADREAGE X ThEh ally oL

-4

n
“Re{zammg @+ 3 atvan }<0.

jET+L
E log e =log|a®|—id(F,pj) (j=r). zzT%
B+ 7% & %, D¥D=00BAK fi 1k 4 CE
Keiss.
h W= EDf A D B £, () 4 O=fE
L a=1 DL x, (i) 4 H—LoErS
" * foli— (LB - T 5 trajectory O—

5. B % (BAE) Y—< @ LOERHY L AICH D L X,
RUEKICOWT 1 ,;, i LAAMIE L, BIERBGRIC 1) 5 E B okl

) —=vii R kT generating pair (F,G) 4 WU R KX DECEICL 5T, EDOFEED
btk ¥, pure differential o X LT operak ’éhﬁ [4].

=Re(F*p)—iRe(G*p) ## 2 5. Tp ' closed £ TiXZ OEBOM i EM & LT Teichmiller
%% %, p ik (F G)-differential X\-5. Bers i BB 7 VI L, SO IS ER KR S bl
U= DHAic Abel differential & [ UB AL ‘_Efm%&%@’\’a.
LRAZEERBRRTE. 22Tk, — DY —~< Y ‘Bieberbach D RHEME X 12X ThaBIREL
Lo T R Eo (F,G)-differential %X (F,G i BER > BT A REMEICE, el =2,
analytic function oUW TH~<X%. g T" BT, —BERERXEHLR T, L

ERYBRIECE » T, EOEBICELDOWL L 2hD

AEICLICL 5T, ChETBLRIIRE
2 ERERHNCBL X TES. Tihobb,

measure * ZDHRIE L DBRAESLNRS. Parr
» HP-function o4 fExbhbhoyBHnH8%
MTEA.

4. & RAR¥ (Z@HIK) On deformable map
a Riemann surface. 3

Yy —~vE R 5% BAEHOHA~O—(iSHEY
B TER/NERY &1 & ¥, R (% deformable
BL\ 5. Heins i3, BB & % BRTIL]
A% deformable TH 5 7= DLE+HSMHEL, REQ
THhHZ EREW L. =DM Lindelofian m
DEDBRTL 3% FhidE oXELRFECEbh
DT, ZDRFExRBXS.

las =3 [6], (laa), |as!) o REFR O RE (7], ba]
=2/3 [2,8], |bs|=1/2+eC [1] Ie &' TH 5. “hbd
DFEFIE 1957 4£ Princeton 2 3siF % Conference on
Analytic functions i\ T Jenkins Hiic k - T
S hic [5].

RRiZ, ChboDERAME -, CREMECHTs==
DEFEXDONE.
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(i) 4) RIch B A 1K L fA)=4; 10 B 14 H
(ifi) AN Nfld)=p, j#L, j, 1=1,2, ks 2
(iv) A 2% d; A m I (m=2) OBiHE A LSRRI (0ANT) - 3% HE 4 (5K0KKE)  f¢k, Phragmen-Lindelof mSERAf##i/RT 5L

BT fi(2)=2z+@m-3/2™ 3+ higher powers of 23
o (ZhHUBRS) BATER MRS ORI LB
(v) {f} ZThBEHEEEERLESOEOER
FBrEIE-FFT. ke bE— F Ll
digitc F(P,t), Pe Udj, 0=t=<l, %L, (a) F(P
=fi(P), (b) F(P,1)=P, (c) Q(z)dz* » U4; HOMS
ikt L F(P,t)=P, (d) R WO S it L F(P,H)#
P#S, it E b E—Th%. Ik, AcH il
lim,., 4 dsargF (P, t) % d(F,A) &»<; i
(vi) % b~ F (% strip domain [4] D]
hb AcsH 2o\ Tik diF,A)=0 it h 5.
%’f-&%ﬁﬁﬁﬂo?@liﬂ@&ghb::
EH. R CEQZKMS Q2)dz, {4}, {f} 7'
HhTnb e, Qz)dz? o_u@&z Py, Pr 3

ghing (COWT (% 2#)

iz & A L itk o C A CHEIRPICHHE O BERLAS
wl:ﬁk*f‘é'%ib«»%fr@ﬁ%uou T, HiE
T MEO@JLOL TFMEERE YR A L. SEX
ﬂAL03 Green ¥ #Y)7s— A%
H'.t h, ZOBRROMHF R, REROF
'C AL0 DHFHEDHBR dutru=0 DOfFDOH;
n 5 75 screening DFRORLT S Z Lt
D% A>0 DFEICIEFE 2 T 5 RIROFHEFER
PRIE/ IR L, A niz DEHRELREAEELL
L o I & 13 BRI LW SEBBLRNE D 18 5.

— (BTKR) BH¥FAECKT SHBPFEL

N D % FFE BB L Cik, Ahlfors-Heins, Lelong-
Ferrand, it7c & DOW%EH» H 5. Riesz 45 L ¥ Nevan-
linna DFRMEHOEGICHA LT, HEFHEN O
b— R LAFEB ORI XEE, ThExGHAL T
Heins D#EROIKE, L O'REHICBT% Boas @
ERORBELERR I

18. /JuR & (BETK) On the growth of minimal
positive harmonic functions.

z=oc0 LDHZEFEXLH 5 AHAMTHMMREETHE L
IR D BT 5 z=o00 iChr% b0 IESRFNER/ MR EL
u(z) LT, —#IC M(r)=max;=ru(z) Lk &
03 M(r)/log 7 (r>re) K. L, EHICT z=00 1 D
B LIERIE Th B b DFERSEME M(r)/log r<N




<+ ftBZ L Ths. EEASTH B 1o DFEL Sk
W limy.w (M(r)/log r)=co #c % 2 L T 2. f(2) 118
EHBEL, If(2)>a (@>0) T» % g% D BIL T
2=c0 REAIRTH b DFELEMIT, f(2) DL IERK
KAZETHS.

18. BHEAR (Jbim) Singular points @ ex-
ample

R %EHER# 4oy —XVEEL, Ro ¥FDav.e
7 MeHRET S R—Ryp—s& p % &3 % *Green
BEB% Nz,p) L L, #hXt b N-Martin DbHEr
—% R—Ry ZHAT 2. p capacity p\[F7c 3 & %
singular point L IE7Y, X5 harmonic measure »:
Eﬁhu?&kétLtﬂgrﬁzﬁﬁhug—ﬁ¢m
SLT5. 1) BoMOKREATHET B 3 A8, H—
HEROBREL LOEE LI N185.2) p 4 singular
point, G # p # N-approximately CELHERE T
5. P BE_MMIO G PO (X ERTE T BT 7 T i
BRFELRGY, b 28— L SRR R i

VEBGHFET 5. Lo LEREND G iRy+5
LRXTE L.

20. BEHEL (LAE) 1 —YCELOKRFL
JL class H.N.D. [cD\\T

R %30 R—Ry #i8LFAREL+5. H.N.D. N
2V —=YHEH®D class ¥#x 521 R-R, ¢ 3R,
ETHE%B H.D. &#x’-%:&&biﬁ@r'@b%. (R
—Ro)= % [z|<1 wBQ LT singular point b D&
¥ [z]=1 k1 LB KEETHLE, oF¥pLnt
#5h 5. 1) Constantinescu » HD indivisible set
(XZE—f o singular point DIRTH h oz 5 — 4F
? singular point ¢ image (3 HD indivisible set
TH%. 2) G% R—Ry Dk +%. G » H.N.D.
CEEh544% R-R, DbHErL—TRDE 2.
—o ¥R, Rtz ~XVEHEDRFVY oL,
KIEFE 7 L 12on TR~ 3.

2l. BiGRiE (FTprL) Riemann-Liouville in-
tegral of ultrahyperbolic type and its applica-
tions.

28 P(xy, xm), Q€+, Em) fdl o BE i o S 55 %
’%P=(x1 £1)° 4 4 (X —E,)? —(Tpg1—Epugn)? — = (Xm
~t) (42 L3 5. JFP)=(1/Knle)) |, o f(@rign
-dQ, Kyu(a)=n(m-1)/2 r(2+e—2)/2)r (@I ((1—a)/2)+
r(2+e—u)/2)Ir((n—a)/2) % R.-L. By et ¢

'bﬁ#%uTﬁﬁﬁ&%fd.Pmoéﬁm
- U“(P) »fIR(E#E Lo L limesr,
_fkﬁ:o w DEETAZE, LA, T Q
T OMEXEENCHR SN D 2 L RET
Lk Rich S5,

15 77570t 4=8%/axi+--- +0%/ox;, —3? :
= —2%/ex,, LT%. M. Riesz 1cic s > THA
ZH L J(JPf(P)=J*Bf(P), d4Jetrf (P)=Jaf
J'f(P)=£(P). %1, JoEu(P)=J*** du, du]dn,§
- (1/K".(¢+z»j p 47 55 "AQ +(1/ Ko+ 2) {j

S

dnergg —udr"*“"‘/dn)ds} 3 T = (1x%%) On the inholomorphic

v of a region in C".
;h&ﬁmﬁmfﬁ%ﬁﬁu%ﬁmk&ﬂ&%t
BT EEA T Iebh T 5. Bk C* o—f#D
Uﬁﬁ&&o&@ﬁﬁ%ibTrTEmEJt
x_WELf. FlziE, ZOREAMREIZ—ED
BBy L. Mo xiE, Cr OERABITC
';zivzbamumau,xﬁmu%EWﬁ
DE*’)%T&‘:‘ Zhix Levi ofJBEO—FEDOK
5. XT, "z,(€C kHL dz ) =30z
FDCC™ it L, dp(z)=inf¢cond(z, () LEHR
(FxsO0p kxt L, D(x,p)=lz; zeD, dp(2)
)} LEHTB. C" DEROMES D KL,
aHDD&&LTE%ﬁﬁAIJmﬁﬁfblS
plinf ¥ D OREARLTS. ¥f D OFE
7 L+5 ¥, D7) % D OEARS &FL,
“rmutmono_au.:omwmﬁmﬁL
Doz . Bz D icisid s Cousin
D EABA TORICIT 5.

=J3F.9.k(P)=f(P), J-»fg.K(P)=arf(P) 5§ .
R-L. BA%AT, WEAHHER du=F %2
HiE S kT u=g, su/on=h i %% u %Skaba
DBTED. BIE LT u=2p—1, m=2l DBE

= 4= 1)1/ (21— mwnuUpﬂQdQ+jmu

+J',,h (B)ds|, B,

22. Z=EE (BRiiAH) #T//V}l«ﬁlu&“’
KEOFEE(COWT

K(x,y) 8 X0 N(x,y) RETlih, r=y Cit |
HLHTENHENDEY K 3he 5. &K
N FC%T%%?"‘/“/*/L&%;{Z,. ATE] D % %
DEN T 5RO FEL, % K o N 3
BRREOFECFETEHS 2 & 2B Lo, 250
DRREDFHRICOWTHN TR FOER, |
bt Cartan ORAMEDFEEAIKE Ui § o 28
NBZLHTERTS. m(23) ATEEMICH AT o K
RTvven Ubx) %2 5. m—2<a<m e %
D e THLT, a RD=FAFE —FRIcEH 2 v
FOEDWE v LEBOEDRE v it LT, w 0f
DLET ULDSULR) 7o, 0<psm—2 f¢ 544
TO B KHLTRBMT USRSUSR) 2R b o)

KER— (TAHE) SHEBEOWT
2> Mémoire I HD=EIEM (Lemme de Car-
EROX¥DFERTHD. {n23 DL E, n WRE

¥ 5l

23. RBE (5 (LEAE) —ﬂﬁ#T//ﬂW)lﬁ
HERICOWT

Rffav- s B0 0 AD—HEF v v 1 UL
=J0(P, Q)dwn(Q) D RBATHIHE L, — DD
2 Te. MHDADIIXIEL L, Ne, 124 Py 0 358
% SuRWERDEZ 2 FHTELDOL T2, PP,
1sc<eo, Lix, Py MY A TR, £ Ne, icxf
Th, PES.CNp 725 1 2EELT, limp.,p, UX(P,
>climpes,, pop, UMP) % Zt-d o & b4 5. P
=Ne>1Pe LK. 2¥ PieQ 343, ED Ng,
*LTh, SucNe, © S, k Us(P) BERLAL
NIFERT v BIFETHCL LTS, b, Tt B
Lik QCPw, M Q=Pu? Th., 1. Smiz §
L 2x 2 DR ERER DN CROER LS, 5o P

£ 8 (RAT) HRRAOBRERUBLEICOL

Sbe [8] (1908) i D HAEHE % b > PEEURIL,
QDI % 7oik A X 0 T B EIRIC 111 Ao S A E
ZETHAHD LD Tl ITl. = h% Koebe
T fsnormierungsprinzip ruwi. LI, oM@
oebe [9], Fischer [4], Georgi [5], Denneberg
B & 4B DB Ao\ TR X hfe s, Grotz-
6] (1935) (1 4R(E» vollkommen punktférmig
OMET@HTHICS D) I EBER L Lo BA
lEchsc o %EH L. o hp BRI weak
S e nB bk TH 5. Lo Koebe DR,

Bo(xne DEMHTOED X 5 Ie=> D HIEFIR
WEZH. dit o6 Loy (22| <y | %3] L7y (X400,
X)ED; da: | x| K11y pe> X2 <1ay | 23| <73y (X45000,
X)ED; byt |x| <ryy %2 <12y p3Ll | x3| <13y (%4500
€D (r>p=0, D KEFEO BERK). 6T,
31=d:N 43, 82=43N4dy, 53=4iN4d L TH. ZDLE,
L L& & CIEAICEE gi(xn %a) 2FEZ LR, &N
52N HWLWTEEMC g1+0:+9:=0 THhE %
4y TR WTIEAITCERE b 2FELT & 90 (X 01 T
\=hs—hs, 8s T ga=hs—hy, 8 T ga=hi—hs LB 5
bEh5. Y LELRD - T, ARlkE b SLERKOS
AR DEBEYRIER, HFLIRIALAENT L
Hbh ot EORGIER Y IOHED LER O HE,
criterion #h~X%.

Xn)

26. HMEEL (kM) Normalité analytique et
normalité algébrique d’une variété algébrique
complexe.

MEEEo S I FH DD lemme fondamental
T E x5 SESRARENSERTS 2HEC
11, RDHBERE LT, TRTIREE R LD ENT
¥%. COZEERAWT DEDOZLAbrS. (1) ir
réductible /e EHERES G, @HC normal T
B 51k, i normal ThHAHZ LABLEN
S>+H5Th B 2 REMLER D oD, F o
polycylindre o kizd %45 4 CTEAI7cEEE, D T
FEAIRBERT 4 KW TABE—RICELUTE 5.

(3) EESUR KL ko, H. Cartan DFEIKRTO
normalisé (¥, =i b ERFURBLHEECTLS.

= S

b - &~ MEESEF RO SEATERRM I TL, £
BUEROMIEXTAND Z LRLBERL XNHEHZ LT
5. BEARKTERLSEHE 11 oS/ FRTE
ez LIRAMOEETH DA, ERELHFERTIIA
b bl BERBA GG (Dl b 2 REEL) b
L AERRASCHIET RIS THHH. TN
Lo, Sario [12](1954) AE# D open 7z Rie-
mann H_E® extremal problem & LT -7 &
5, FDOWEIERITIL - 2.
FEERDERRSOME L ER Y 5 2 5 (Keré-
kjarto-Stoilow). {Qp}mey 2 ¥ D X 5 7o P H HEIK
Dc(z| =) OFA/EATIETSH. (i) 202D ; (ii)




N O

AP N NS R

HXBER 220D ik D N 7212 1 S DFAHTIER 25 75
% (ili) N3o2y=¢. 22007 {2,} & {2} iX{F¥
D hCHLT, 2,09, 0,C8Q, Lith m NEET
% & & equivalent Lu5. D OEEREME {2} ©
equivalent class & L CEHEENS. '=N;2, it
SDIDEBRBCEDIEREASLE—HTS. W%, w
=f(2) % D »5HFEFER D' ~DOHEHRETS. £
DEZEND f1x D L D DERKSOMD 1:1 5
HEXBZ LB TOFERT f Es T of
* f(I') THKbT.

f(2) # D TEBSNIEED BIEMTERE T 5.
xDLE D DERBAS T 22F0 X5 nET 5
(Sario[13]): (1) f(I") Aotz 1 Aicbi¥, I' % weak
L5 (2) () piohic#ifethic 51, I' # strong
Ew5; (3) I' H weak T# strong T 7t
unstable ..., weak } strong #L .-, L:iC LT
stable +1.5.

UROZOMEAIES: (A) 1 EAnbRBERKS M
LEzbhtcb %, Fhh weak 2 unstable % X

B) #fithn His RO G2 bhick ¥, *
At strong »» unstable 2% X 5.

z2=0 #SLFIR D ATIEAHIET £(0)=0, f/(0)=
m2 f(I) 2% f(D) DABERTH DEK fl2) OlFEx
Sr &35, oFie, 8r P+ functional »5EH
3% (Rengel [11]):

R(r)=snpregm(f), (m(f)=minw=sr)|wl);
r(M)=infrey M(f), (M(f)=mazxpesr) |w]).

BHIT R(I')<ooI strong, n(IM')=co&DI" weak
bbb,

Sario [14] (X fE£35» open 7¢ Riemann i | T4
iz functional #%E#§ L, #® extremal problem %
e L1z, £ LT capacity #E#%L, Thu AL T
weak DEQAIEE L. LDk, strong DRIFEA I
extremal method 12 X YEX D ik » 7c. FEFERDOHE
Iz, Z® extremal problem & »(I'), R(I') oBEM
Rdbbhb. weak -OU-Tik, local property T3
i, REAGRTAEREETHSZ LixAbhT
WA A, strong iDL TIRBLEE A o Tlrisls.
[ (A) w2\ Tix, Grotzsch [6] DH|ESLEDIZH
iz, I' » weak 7% 7% extremal length #
ToHIE S (Jurchescu [7]), modulus # Fius 7o 3% 4
{4 (Savage [15], Oikawa [10]) bR TV 5. Zh
brAWadZ itk h, HBREROBERKSD weak,

unstable 23~ & f 5 (Oikawa [10], Akaza ff
[2]). fibF, strong D> Tik, DX 5 HHh
ERGIBED L ZAMSA TRV bhbhit
Pl X 5T FEFIC HIR S hACEBRIC OV T, R
<o&I strong AIFLIZ L, EDERBRH D\
ME (B) AMRENBZ L XMBDHETHS (Oika
[10]). L#=#'5 T, strong iwouTik, SHOHMN
e bR LS.
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