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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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L ROR— (FZA¥I5K) @b p ETHB1-0HD
TARECOWT

MR X% p 4t “|z|=r TEMA> f(2)
S (2)#0(0<| 2|<7) I BEMK f(2) =20+, —oD
%ﬁk&|ﬂ=r®EE®%(3KﬁLT‘Jdugﬂu)
+kdarg f(2))>—n HRT B HE, £(2) 12|z <r
TP ETHD"” %, bk NHEROBACETIEL,
ThhH¥hhd Z =D p ELMROWTHND. 4
MISBELE LT, ROBEZUENBORS: LM
WD NFEAEEER, BOER CH R2—1 krEE
B kicxt LT, dargdz+dargz¢>0(z=C) it
WM THDETD. (k BNEKDO L 213, C LR
REBLTHRTH %) f(2)=2+ 2HBER D <
A, R(etf'(2)(f(2)/2)¥)>0, zeD, 1608, f(2) i
D it WTHIETH .

2. Rf& #F (FIBKT) On some analytic fune-
tions in an annulus.

WERKDF LR T, HARL P9 38 34 BRI B K0 B 5 5
Montel-Bieberbach » 5% mean univalent D
BNHEEERDOE I X WKE L. 4E: BN HE
HEME Ko\ T Montel-Bieberbach o sharp
ISKERWFEH T 5. FHkix symmetrization = & .
ZHICBH LT mean univalent D#AIc o\ TE 2
5. RICHIEIFEROHE & L CHAM DB A pole %
explicit ICED /=& XFDFERICONTONE.

3. SREE (LK)
BOEFEH(COWT

w=f(z)=z+- ik |z| <1 CTEARRIET, |z|<1 %
B D OECE§TS. D* i1 D 4 &t Wliss ik
T, &b J. Math. Soc. Japan 13 (1961), p. 106 1=
EBINTVWHEE Uk o=p(D*¥) Th-o. f O
B f ik D* TIEAI, D* % igsfRk D* (LB
¥ Riemann E LIk 3) O LRFEGT 5. bz 60) i1
ze D% oc(a, b] CHifE, 0 XEET DL E, D* ot
WT z DIEABRETHS. ¢(0) % [a, b] CTHH, K
HIEETXER TV UEDREN S B & %, 5 5
0=e=2r L3 XTD zeD¥, 0(a, b] K LT ato
<Largp(z, 0)<n+a—p, p<n/2 fe it F(z):j::dq/(e)
ipt 0r/©dc 1 DE CEREECH B, Kok, <

HBEOMATEbENIFE

2

TOEMERE D, TXTo (¥ ERCS
il (779 ARERUHE) 1T 35\ TR Bl (77 A B %k
ool COEKIEEEERRTHD. O
BH L CROIY B, hoEhIcoL TEREDN
BgIE, f(2)=/1 (sin(r2))+cos(nz)-f: (sin(rz)) &
oBBEE ., ™) (1=0, 1, 2, -; [=0,
B2, ) 2 F NTEBIEICHS & 510D< > T
SHic L > T r>r T M(r)=exp(exp(r('+9)), &
BB BRIEES > DBl —F, B e<0 T
BGR % i1 & 5 IO LTEE LR\ 2 £
BH 50T, COBEKICIT, IR G
M (r)=exp(exp((z+&)r)), €>0 1L 5l =
BIETH5H, T5 CTlhlebE, &2 cTUE
B8, 50 Lz rbnb L.

2 B

DRO_=DFHIcSn 5.

4. SREE (LRLK)
(N q

R, NI D BIEVEHIE 42 2 o—RE LT, }
DESWERTS. I % z=2(t), ast=b T 34}
EMIE L, w=F(2) % T ECERAL f/(2)%0 &4
(W) XRBfx & 5 —{liEKT, 2(f(2(8) 1t ¢t of
DAMELTH. ZDLE asth<tbsb O X 5 I{E#e
fu £ KAELC [Rarg df(e(0) +ho (F2(0)]* 2~a
5, f(2) 2 I' T (h, kp; a)-convex r»aa%a\ ¥
ST h20, k20, a0 (XEH, arg (—(lilik i §
SIRLB. ZOFEFBXAGLEELE LTH KDY
F(2)=cf"(2)9(2)/g'(2), ¢ LD MRER (£0) of
5LE, f(2) » D HOFEMR |9(2)|=—7E (arg g
=—3%E) OLT (h, 0; a)-convex 7¢b, F(z) (xxfg
FFEBET (0, hargf: a)-convex TH b, bR
+5.

aﬂ.gﬂa&o—&kﬁ

{5 (LKE)
WL ATEY) Y B
b0 R 47 6 B 5 R T 03 % I 7 R,
TR SIBIC X ABEBGHL LV 5 A LT
1 RE X b o, FKifih E oK [EC #s\ Tk Taylor
X b4 Tchebycheff BEDIE5 1AM THS. [
DM (115 % 0 E) % 5 5OICHTE TR, Hht
LTSS LT L, n ARELLE, &M
LT, KOBBERARE NS 1) REIhOA 5
*) O BEEEC KR R B D L X m~n(logR/log2R)
RO = 1): 2) fK p (0<p<o0) DYEMNL &
'ﬁwa%%M.tok#Lwﬁm&ibuu,
B an DL (n—o0) BT I ROLETH
8 (1 30 15 & O A TR TG T (& < 1 )
E%f LCAk L, Maehly o4 (UNESCO/NS/
2/Al, No. 12) O HSIF A AL 5.

BRI D SERELUC ST

5. {EBEKXABR (H#iKk) L. Bicberbach @)
YICOWT (BHEREEHKICOWT)

L. Bieberbach ¥, Arch. Math. 4 (1953), p. 23 ¢,
KDOER LB~ EHE f(2) L EDTRTOBERE
BB 2=0, 2, -, k—1 @ k [l & CHEMEA oH
O, ZHITHBEERKS, F/20k lim sup,. M(r)
exp(—r¥)=1 ThB. COFHDELL b o &idy
k=ADHE D f(2)=exp (2(z—1)(2—2)(z—3)/2) L v §
brdr, —ROBEK, KOlEFhicowTOERE
DN%. {EHE D order p=k, ¥ 7:i% order p=k, type
Zoe=[V(L 1, -, B)]7F % $ OFEEREO @R
BH EFE Bieberbach o &fh#iiz-3. =iz V(nm
-y Xn) =M<y (¥j—x;) X Vandermonde 4755 & 4
%. THIZRK LT order p<k, % #zi% order p=Fk, type
o<oe 7B MRERMT ERAER BT L0 (b1
HHELTH) BWATHELAEY (FHAL LTizEY
o). EBOFTEX#BNT 5. :

AR (FTRR)  MEEIRT -2 v LSO
B 52 25 14142 35 1 % KRN AR 7 ¥ & 4 AIC DT,
Fuglede A0f%% LTV Ba% FPELEDE® Lk
e TORBIC e %, & S CRFICEE ZRITEOS A
ik —, —0X3%.

BEE (WA
AMEFECONT

23) KMt <, WE » D @ kKT
(0% (x) = (| x—y rdu(y) %% 2 5 & &, KORA
AR > - b R MERERG L @
B, u % e K= ¥ —HRACIEO W,

a RRT v LICHTD

6. EBAARD CRiffk) Straus KOFEAORKS
& TRICAELLHE (BREZHKICOVT)
E.G. Straus (x Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 2 (1951)

P. 27 TROTHMEA RN Uiz 80K (75 5 &

m—2=a<m

v #(L:

BOEDOWELTHLEE, r DEDLET UL(x)=UY(x)
oiE, 0KB=m—2 5 TXTD B KHLT, 2%
T Us(0)=Ug(x) DD, 22T, B OfifA%R
0<B=a LETIT A ENTELTHAS EFHLLE
P Lo 3WREHSTHHZ EXFETA.

10. —gEE (KHiAH) KT v LBCHTIR
NEFDHEICOWNT

K(x, y) #1E, T¥AifE, x=y Tk +o0 #FHFTHMK
% f(x) Zassz b+ FOLETE AR, g
B ETHLE, F ECEDOWE e #52C, (1) FE
Fix K-%5 0 ZBR T Ux)=f(x), (2) » DBET
ik UMx)=Sf(x) E7B X5 1CTES. 7222 L Urx) ik
kD K-BFv/oenTHhH. ZOHIL, Gauss Dy
INEG OB ORIERME /s i & 51E L7z Frostman o3
AXID—RETHZ LICE ST, BEKC L > THS
hicbDTH 5. Gauss D/ NES OB Rk @5
LCORERTH HDT, MK LTHIRINES
DHRMIFEHTH S L5 I TFBRELDZ L LT, H
BEO LD REABERS.

11, BRI (OKBT) « 3 o 48 (S4RA
Screening (C2WT (%3 #R)

capacity ORJTHEMEEETH—2DYH L LT,
BHHEERTHZ ERAFREIRICH T 5EL L < o
WA ELCEL. ORI OO, L
Z DRI 12BOHD L HB » T, BOWHH SRS
ROBELDOA D CUWHEELAEZ SN L LD TH 5. i
BIOWETIEAET V¥ v LD DM DIEAEH A
MoT, BOHHo capacity # C L+5 L%, B
DM PICETHRET v v v w(P) h w(P)<LC/r €7
EhBZERRLI. 22 7 X P O LEBEDTHT
fehIEEMETH S, Z DFFlIC DI L L - Wik
Lol BBODFDIESICORNEGET 5 L 5B s
n BORH ORI LEED TR OPED A —FETH -
CHMENZ EMLSADEL > T B & XL, O3l
LR e A h = XA THRCHEILOA D & Fi o
ERERNETH B & XD RIEMEICOWTRT.

12. BEEZ (LUUARLY) Stein ZHRKCHT D85
OFERR(COWT

WERKD¥ LT, C* DRIRCARIEM /5 b Dv#
%, FURORIEMMEA L ) B AFO R/~ L
CEERRLL. ZAERTRBA Stein ZEADE
IRIc K LCHRERCK D st 2 & i Hu A0,

e N it
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Pocquier-Grauert o Stein % fifko> imbedding ic
BI3%ER, %D Stein LEifkic 175 Levi ofY
ks LU Oka o C* o ftRic 13 % Levi ol
TH5.

13. ZE&E
WwT

RN R AL S 2 HCHEAICL, 2D 5T
TR EAIFIEL 5 B. 20 —22223=0 D Lifc &
BHARWITHS. D % C* OFR, M % D ofih;
MEELTE. M DEERIETH - T, L/»L"Tmfg
MOEREICIc - TUW B L 5 e dti kD fiar S L4
5. O, —#afdix, n=2 oL xix S=¢ TH2 -
LaoREhic. CoFIUL, KROEMD L 5 ic—ib =
o BER. S ofe Sk D ombivfecsy, S
DEMPIZKWT dimp S=dime M—2 237 b 2o, 4,
LM pilk et fe o1, S52808747%2. —S oy
WA & % Ehi, 0 F Ak zii—2z222
+23(1—2%2:)=0 /e LIC X » Thohr 5.

(FRRKELT) eSS OB

z2y(z P —2z2zy) =

. (ERREE— (LK) ARBEROAL FT7ILICON
T

D% n LERDOMMED T, K 4Dk -4 2.
K O=3 a, B /T, K 2L\ operation ®,
@ % ADPr=A+p—a, A\Qu=a+{(A—a)(u—a)(B—a)"'}
TEH#TS. 0L K it @, @ KB LTort-7-00
kicies. th Keg THEbT, K 0—KkEHm Xap(t)
=(t—a)(B—a)™! 1% K.p—K o isomorphism # % 3
Xap(D)=Dap L 1%, Dap ® B, ® i 9~ % ideal
(@, p)-ideal ¥ 7oix—fic L-ideal 10f35c ko
. T IZTI—HAED fractional ideal o> sheaf [}
T 2% L-ideal @ sheaf ICf59- 2 LicouCili~
o,

R Ot

15, [REEHR (KA
gularity.

z=o00 [TDZYRE A b OPAMEHT AR IECIE & o7-52
MHEIR @ %2 5. {yi} ®# 2 D 2=0 & z=00 L
*%mof‘ﬂﬁffﬁnuﬁmw. z=oc0 TINHKF B LD L
%. TDELE z=co p Dirichlet MHDOTNLTH 2
FebDRAFIE, (FHICE > o ERD (i) st LT
limwi(2)/Diwi)=0 & 12% Z ETHD. Z2ic wil2)
e vi OHFIRE 2 L OIS 2 kD v oM
ML w(zi i, i) T, Di(wi) ik wi(2) © 9 |-Co
Dirichlet §{/>T# 7.

On a criterion for re-

16. kE{SZ (HI k) Dielectric Green's fupe
tion ([CDOWT
n ﬂt‘i@ﬁ?ﬁllhﬁfﬁx Th o iy D(Dsc),
(D) =33..D), 25=C=3.Cs £+ %. M. Schiffer
X DEHE St dielectric Green's function g,z ¢)
EOEDC—MRALT % Y En), €;>0 &L'
To 2) gz, () 1k z2=(, z=0c0 KPR\ TLRFHTiligg, ;

4 Fn DLERA G UK #E K harmonic mo-
s % pn ETDHELE, Dpa=c0 febiE I iCFT
ifferential (Z%f L C period relation 3 H 7>
pamoh T2 ZTix harmonic
udus @ minimum o MAHi% 1'5(')‘6 L&, s IC
< period relation HVE§5Z LAUREND.

#3501 {Fn} 7 canonical Tigu & &, 4"1"7'l]7;g homo-

(Kusunoki).

LE=(&y, -

#2 D X0 Dj(j=1, -, n) CHF; b) (3D fel basis % #E~E, Ahlfors Off /iR D—o0 ik
5 giz, ()t+loglz—¢| 1 z=¢ T#HA, (eD; fm pf o b

gez, O)+ej log|z—(| #vz=¢ THRMM, 51T gelz, () 3

+log|z|—0(z—x); ¢)C;j |- T 2g:(z, ¢)/en- +é&57giz, | . BAE— (UK L) D) —< B LETOR

Oehz ZhaMAWT, BEFGRL-> TRANO g |
IR R S A 45 % m-parameter 0)’_’7{?1:&2‘,(0)5)(0)’{{'1{[2 3
IR EHICHRY —~ v lo dielectric Gxeens
function ic oW\ CTLDONZ.

EEIC oW T
Ry #Hi% g DAY —~ Vi, RO % Ry o 2
0: TA 7% b\F 7 subsurface t7%. RO J_t/)
(2 LA R T G ofiliasE b s
17 B F (IR V=T ELED (F, G- | %5
HHADHFEICONT 4

(ERED Y — = vl R LI & (B RIA 0 0%
Db L) 52T (F G-MHiams ke 5 iz |
(F.G) ic4fk: F-G>0 piktoShTuv b & ¥, Weyl o |

: 'elliptic and parabolic type and potential theory.

%) G
Mergelyan o %

LTDAINESE C nibzbhTuns. C op
fEBRAIT LT B 2612 C 2 0.
12 cluster L7gu /e 56X G TFE#K Xtz holomorphic
TeBR F(P) 11 R%1% ¢ holomorphic 7y g(p) T
—BGERE R, 22 b 20 C I E 5T RO syt
WSESL L [g(P)—f(5)| D0 THB. ZOfERULES
RO BEATHFEFEOBEC LT 2 LM a2 h
EIECE S, LinL R? LCof US> C ik
S CTORZAEMFATE V. R) ETo Carle-
man KO FHEE DB R TH 5 & b .

%MW JI. M. Bosxossickuii: Hextopwie Bonpocht
Teopun Axanutuyeckux u Ksasuanaamnueckux byn-
Kuuii Ha Pumaunoseix [losepxuocrax. WCCJIE]IO-

BAHHSI 11O COBPEMEHHbBIM [TPOBJIEMAM TE-
OPHM  ®YHKLHMI KOMITJIEKCHOIO TIEPE-

MEHHOT'O. (1960), 402—405.
B =

}hrcel Brelot (Univ. Paris) Comparative study of some axiomatic rescarches concerning cquations

KL R D TTEDSRBT T & LT A & FATIC b
o LA YIRS 2 Lo & Ll |
DHFER: (ottn)ot(otty)y =0 (0>0) D iR DY LT 4 FUf

>
D

6 A

5 ,21 B =S LA 4Y—-CZHO/ LLEICK
. BB
7Y — viashilte

18. FREE 48 (©JUKH) Schottky group ¢ sin- | R, o> Martin “sWl% R, 5 R

gular set (CD\\T C: R o minimal /c#fd 4 L3 5. B 1 %3

z PHEHETHEWCHRICH 2 2n oM Hy, HY'; Hx." ‘Martin o canonical measure # x ~ L, R }-®
Hy'; -5 Hu, Ho' ICX O Fhicfilka B -3 5. v‘ B G A KD X 5 ICEHT 2 fE6 AR MiEC,
Hi(i=1, 2, -, n) O4if# HY (i=1, 2, -, n) O | 2T+ LU 5 3Bk b, i Tf it R LTH
i 5 DF =KL Siz) EF B k5 Sie Ty 9 (L 41 =T x L0 A A ERC pseudo-

(1=1, 2, -, n) WKL YVERIND—KEWREE C 11
AR FIR L J % Schottky group &\uvi>hi 7. L‘t

L0 A Lol CHS.
S —EmTh v,

Naim DOFifnH fo o0
B8 308 2 R Lo ligi

VS(2)eG Itk LT E=(lz| =o0)— UseeS(B) i1 total (R ~DHIR) 119 ~C 6 IKJE+%. & ic sup /
ly disconnected T\ #:% & = AEiTHh % perfect set | AEANDE & (k7 A afichk B, SHUCREHIR A

THHZENMBNTWS. oD E % G o singular
set Luv5. E o Hausdorff D;nﬁlbkﬂ)—‘d(y‘uﬂ)&ég
M(E) oW Tk B A EMb R CU s, & o ik m(E)
=0 I/ B 12D KT DONWCDNS.

BT R OSEA(L RY, JRLER 4 2 5. R* (14
; MhCik s & 7cups, 4% [ICEi§eA 52 C Dirichlet
YMFDBCEATELD. kD Tf=], fde Lo
CEnbhnnh. Fofl, 4% - 40 - DECouU
SET 5.

19. HFZAFE— (ILHK) BV 7z Riemann F LD
Riemann @ period relation (DT . RS (HAH) ) MEAAABRERO—%E
BEFINAT BN Bt d 2 WD 01 (HHICHE Y 4 0))
CRERIC e % 2 & BT B MOEMA A S A

[l Riemann jfijo> canonical region | J Z 350, {Fal

1249 % canonical homology basis %4 {A,, Bu} &

3 A
HLODY S CTURRERD L D EIE AT D &
ADBEY G TAT AR BOnSE BUS T D & U 5 ik D £

EWET L. BIE: f(2) RILPPFER R, E 4
UMM LOWELORE LTS, LLE O &L e i
T limnose SUPzes, 0| f(2)—a | =0, 7272 L e k|4
WEENLET, Su(d)={z; W< | 2= | Zaum, |z|
<1}, an=exp(—expnr) L4 27c50F, £(2) (hifif]7)
NTHIBINC @ L e 2. GEWICIL Y — = vilio e f 7 v
SEMHED BG4 5 . ke, Lt Mo — i fbic o\ ¢
LIFETZ

23, AHEAS (AR Y—<omEOENSEHO
BRLORECHNT

R #EEiR%* L2V —~ vifik L, N(K)-Martin o
FRr S—RERSIILTHELDOLL, w=f(2): ZER,
W ow BRI B fti% 9% & TIEMB K E 5 w R Py
HIRT p A N(K) approximately = &trdh o & 7.
a) w=£(z) » F-type fc i M()=n.f(G) 12351
WRDELLRFE L L b d: b)w=Ff(2) 12X %R
DERIMRHTI 2e KRR A R C M (p)= N f(G))
(L—ni X 9ie%. a), b) irchFE i Fatou, Beurling o

e p—




EMDIRT, Lo b A Ed CHBCitM &z, a)
1% Constantinescu DEH T 5.

24 Xi2® 5
21T

LAMHNOF LG A D, = oksfic 4+ A g -
DHH(—KE)Lit% E, E 24375 D ofifquc D
L E LEMiTloh2Ey D L2, [l LT
HICH - T D LIGES A L1 a% Xy X 15004
DOGR LI THONERA LR ER X Ky L4
. LoLE Xy, X o DYz WifEEL, X,
X: D DICPYF 5 RD¥c S L o ERTT. L L
Xi Xe DPARER O, et D SIGHs4 L - C
L ove Cofiiir, Pacific J. Math. 10 (1960), p.
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