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5 B 9 =8

1. i biE® (BifFA##) Constantinescu-Cornea
DERICOVT

Constantinescu & Cornea i3 Nagoya J. 17 (1960)
1= 35\ C hyperbolic Riemann surface R 75 {LE D
Riemann surface R’ orh~0> analytic mapping f
1o\ C R Martin 8 {co cluster set #EHEL ©
Auz L - T Fatou, Riesz HMoOEMAH LA HEDJ)
Yud Operator I L EL AN LDTHDHL, 22T
13L. Naim o thése iz L % thin set OB{&#H IHLT
%o cluster set % potential o HA S L, 2,
3 DERN BT ID L HDND,

2. BiEXZ (LEAH) Greenean space DA
R & Green line [CD\WT

y — < i % 7213 Brelot-Choquet @ Greenean sp-
ace 0 OHLERAE 2L %, £ © Green line 23
BRO— KT B L 5 gL e D, Martin 35
Rzt 5 o ORI Brelot 1o X » THREXH, X
fERENTWIEL. —HAHCE > TGEAShL) —<
o ideal boundary (% Greenean space Z#fL C
LEHRTHENTE, V) —=vHOBHBE LA, o
DERIL L £ BLD i o—2DKRICL > TEED,
2> metrizable THAH. T BEERELITSD LT
Thug, boEo—oo BN 2E0R T bh b,
EH. 13- AL TNCD Green line X EHHERO—
R T %

3. # H— (Wé&AHET) Open disc OFFHER
& Fatou OFE

B R={1Z|<1} o%kts Ry*& L, RO
FERA 4 ET5. Rob R={lwl<2} ~OFE
g frw=f(Z)=Z ick > T 2R Lol S=e? %
Bz b0 dr DAY 4(6) THHHT. FE
w{wpa(l—w)=0) RN1&LD 4r DLORERYY
LF%. LndeE 400) 28 v, dr— 7Y OWFORE
GRTVWBH L5 S=e? DERT~KWEFDOEAT
b, FERFNER L R Lo—RAEROES
BTN S =t G T B Bl 4(8) kLT
FREFRERTHSH. hbn Fatou DEHOJEEY
5. Re*, dp IJTARHFIE2 (1962) 12X 5.

4. BASAZ (%KM Jordan FFHOEHERIC
T BHAHT

F. and M. Riesz m5gEic & fuif, rectifiable /g
Jordan ffi# I linear measure KD SEAL, Z O
BCH E RIS AER TS L E, B
F1}4 Lo linear measure HDOHERITH D 5. rectifia-
ble &5 &fkah b »fcbE 5 ehh ? Lavrentieff i
IThuE, ey Ts SRS, S 2T,
Hausdorff © l4-measure HOEA DAL, rectifi-
able, non-rectifiable iz A D 7o < B AL 1D
linear measure EDEHIL 5 DB DD,

5. h#=8 (% AH) Wiener homeomorphism
between Riemann surfaces.

Riemann i&§ R #°% R: b~ homeomorphism T
#+ Wiener homeomorphism (W.H. LWty ThH L
12, R LoAg Rl RER S i LT LT » R
}-o Wiener function 2 f 28 R kE® Wiener fu-
nction  r7ehZ & &T5H (Wiener function [z o\
it (1), p.54 BR). oFOERY#ETD. 1. W.
H. offELM: R b R b~ W.H Offfic—
R, R, Fo#RE#: Wiener sE ML HILR
K% B ELN, ThoNETRAM= R, RO%
Wiener s:ffift ((13, p.97) (M. 2.6 1 R
»ne Ry oo WH. 3FhZfh R, Re © Wiener

(Toop—Rovded) SEHAL D 1 0> 7 1 % 4 T, Wiener
(resp—Royden) FFER (11, p.97) #RHETHHD
Bk R n D, 3. Mtk 2: Rinb R LaD
W.H. i1+ %3 R, R, » Martin (resp. Kuramo-
chi ({17 p.167)) sEBf{bo o MBBEIC-~Bic ki K
xh, ORI FEMPE B L EXERTD D
4. B4 W.H. B L € Riemann oM O,
Ounp Opp BHAETH L. DTz, Wiener ZEPAfLIC
SLTD, S. Mori D%, Kusunoki 0iE#, Cons-
tantinescu-Cornea NDEH &, FEEMDEETHELIC
Nakai oEse OREMIC b S SEXH (1)
C. Constantinescu-A. Cornea : Ideale Rander Rie-

mannscher Flichen, Springer (1963), pp. 244.



6. AF®AM (LKHE) )—< @O superhar-
monic HFHRORBAHO—EE

R % positive boundary ¢ Riemann [, {R.} %
exhaustion. G#% R —Ry>G /% subdomain L33 &
%, R—R 5L 0Grexf+5 N-Green 0&HE L H B
sEhb N—Martin’s topologies, Fh+ih® Minimal
points etc DRIFHICOWTH~RD. IHIL R—K T
Superhaimonic 7Y U(Z) » U(Z)=0 on ok,
n&E U(Z) o Canonical K BESMOFELE T -
THWBHR—BHCOLTEIRATH - 7o Lo LERRIC
E—BENRTTAZ Ebbhb. ol Evans’ OFE
BzowThdrEOZ Labnb.

7. K2R E (FEAH) REOBERAGLUVFR
ERAICOWT

FHEAOHELOTRS, TRERSOEEY, 2F
DZEL—BREREREDHATHETS. TibbC
NEDBST—Ah bbb E, EXMIRDCHiL. D
—ERicd - TELER oD T R SRR O
BEOBMERMEIN0LENEL, CIEFEL, REEL
Wi. EXER {(x, 9); x€XC[0,1), —flx)=y
Sf)isoLE, Z=0FRISTHHD, I
BERDTHHIdD+n&tx, RINEFEOKRY
BRLEF TR ENREXS.

8. ARR {E (KRAE) TATRAOKOHEEN
B&COWT

ThAA (5 0) THYHBAELAERIE A —>—K
TERES A bDE TS, KERLLT E=Uscs
sy RO L E, EEREs Ao ({100

'dﬁilm%bh.::Klkﬁbiczﬁﬁé,Abi
cx DEETDHxOEARERTSL. EXNFAROLE
iz, ERASEMsBLRY, EETHrORMTESD
ZTHDHC ERHE R RECthohiRE {c]
REZLH, & ¢ NTRTD ¢z LXbDEE, Afed
& A{e’} DMOBREFARS.

9. RJILKES (EA#HE) FORBRERIEOWT

ERBES ¥ SRR D 0BERK 2 +c¢/z+D 3
LT Re HEK s BN T ARENME—DOTORETS
2 Fhok p(2), q(z) LT p+ qiRDTHET
BB, ThICX5D0RADHEL bRV DIl
BEOCEFTMHETHIR TS L XL JOBERRS T

MR TA D R AL TLB (ol 2iE
Courant, Dirichlet Principle ¢ Appendix), Dpi—#i%
DB\ T Sario % Proc. Scandinavian Congr.,
1957, TONTWANIEBIIARZLTHS. bhbhid
—BDODEDONWT, 4° DEFHMEEELIHRD £ ik
HEED > MERSTHEZE, LHLREDOHETH
BREEENI X BRVC EERTZENTE
3. FHrEERFBLIRXFO Sario » (FI0) ¥
£ L, minimal PTERER (D) kBT =o0%
BExAn5.

10. F ¥F GUKE B—R7—~ILBSOKOM
DRtk

B8y —~ VA R ® homology basis % {Au, Bu} ¥
o {o} L, EhEFRICHIGT A canonical differ-
entials % P4y, Pru BIYV Pov LT, EHOL
TELNWBEM%Y 'y, semiexact Inb DN BItHED
WAEM MNise & FoboT. ARG OB DM O bilinear
relations & I'kse, 3L Tase DEBEORMEB R AN
{. %7 generalized bilinear relation 2R T 57
BO—2DBTEBERRL, HOFREL»EME b
fols 0 EMpge LEED w ET pse DIEICHIC bilinear
relation pIRTODIL REOkp iehHE EDIDLE
CRABZEXTRT. 2Dz E0B, I'im=TreAw
B2 Y —< vEOKY Oy LEb T L10T5L0xp
C O THHY, MEBHEBKY ~~ VERHIC Ox K
BT5zL3BRCH»E. LRBLEEEYHAVTY ~
< VHEOK Oxp HX VO Oy 20T, ZOHEYE
<.

11. k&EAFX (FiUAFE) A note on an abelian
covering surface, II.

fE4 A note on an abelian covering surface, I.
Kodai Math. Sem. Rep. 15 (1963), 29-51] iz ¥\~ T
2, 72 EEEO—BNEEYRR, BEEREC
BME—D DT LI A XY L OHBT7T AV BT -
THHHTHIHET, ThirRitTs 7 - HEE
RABRAREERE DLV IBALD, Ll doitE
FHOPCDOWLTHEN. T TREELELT, GHo
OEBI LI 5ER OB OVWT, BOIERY
BB FIHBC ST, BEIRD RFELHET
HERLSEREDRS.



12. kFAk (MIUAHE) Notes on fundamental
regions of covering transformation groups.

O ARz FEZOTH T (2)=2+1 T3 (2) =2+
PEICLOTHRB L TH. KIT#ERG AWML IOF
BE»SEEZ LOFERECSZbhEERERTH- T
SEOEMELERTLETS (1) KOBESIHEKRT
»5; (i) 6 TAMCRLS ZHIRARCKCIIEL
feu s (B FARKICRBLEVL. ¥Bie, Fo={z|
0=zr=1, 0=sy=<1} (z=x+iy), dh={z|y=0
0<x=1}, a%={z]|x=0, 0=y=1} &35%.
FpLE, SEOBMERYED  MUTEHE, oF¥oO
Brdo O oEAFEHRF L F o Fo E~OffE
& f TS (a) 440, 1, 1+i, {2 fOREE
b D5 (b)fo Ti(2) =Tiof (2) for¥ z € 3%, foTe
(2) = Thof (2) forFze @i (c)KC(F), = DEEBIE
B oW TR~ 5.

13. E@B= (FRAKET) On E. Lindeléf’s theor-
em of the meromorphic function with bounded cha-
racteristic in [z] <1.

HRMOABMETI—4 X E. Lindelsf DER %
BRLEWE kb TWAR, TOFBERE AR
Bl b BET.

14. AR — GHAEE) RFEBO L-ELUSD
wT :

FMTE KD Ly-norm OEBRTORLUC OV TiX 0.
. Farrell 0B @bR TV 5icT ¥ gy . Farrell
DFEBITI- K BLICKERE RO Carathéodory RO
AliBE X1 5. JE Carathéodory SHIRIC D TS BE
EEROBATLERERC X 5 Ly ELIETATETS
%. closed region (% - &—#icHR, HAEAR) o
ToE¥DOERVELND.

(1°) E»HRH%E, EoFE/IHFRED compo-
nents » 575, f(2) ¥ EORNETIXIERM, EET
| f (2)] ? #' summable &35 & ¥ f(2) (LE L TEDH
#4 0 components HiCHE % b OHBEBT Ly DEK

¥ A

KEEZ (EIX) Y- HORREICOVT

Wb B BIRECIIEEE E X EREED Y ~ vV
o ideal boundary OIREER TA~5 Z L ¥MIEICL T
WA, LES ILBESKEY —~vE R cRD, R

TEMEhD. K LED 2 RTHEREL T2, (2°)
En2 RTHENZEDOL 21X, FrviflErer s TiLE
¥ f(2) 2 Lp(p) wFTHLE2 ELT Lp(p)-
no-rm OEBRTCHBREC X » GEYUTES. WTFho
Babp=14+15. (192 p=1 0%kt Farrell
DR A ST, LhL Farrell DFEEIL p > 012D T
DRTHBDTHD. ChbOERBS I OFICBEL
oz ERBEOWTHERETS.

16. # iFffi (4 Kx%) Lower envelope principle {C
21T

GCuRfta v 7 4 2 LOEOEEM » V %
XxxavaAs7 rOEFERETCHThh—FO=F ¥~
BABETS. inf (Gu(x), G, (x)] BEARIL2 V72
FERK ETYL, KEDEREADRT v+ Ga ()
L ppp. imEL {75 & &Gix lower envelope prin-
ciple H A F eV 5. B G NEMEFE Y &1
4L % “domination principle=> lower envelope pri-
nciple.” ¥ 72 G piatFras > IE RO & i X FEREILFE
THBIENFELNTHE. GR—BOB/TITOED
ZEHvz B GrIER{bTERERERYANL, 20
EEORESORERE>0, IHIC 213 discrete Tl
L+%. =Dk ¥ lower envelope principle=>dominat-

ionprinciple.

16. #EM= (& KE) Cousin OFROMMEE
RIC2WT

n=3pr & C* » Cousin-1 FIKOUFABA ik
RS L S Cousin-1 FRTIkIgW. n=20¢
X3 FERMEE Cousin-1 K TH 5. D ¥ic Stein
SREthD EOAS g 7r Cousin-1 s X 78 Cousin-I
IR D B FAH 7R X Cousin- I Fis X U}, Cousin
-T #MThsb. ZFBIciE Docquier-Grauery o> Stein
SiEthD EOTHKIEAIGIRH s L O° Be
uert OISR Y V5. 7ris ideal YB35 Cousin

OEIZEI DV T L RfT e BRHATE DEFHEEIR
5. +8 wwf
Oace

m R

YEAPEORE 2| < R(sS0) ~FRLLLE, R
=oc, R<oc G UT R 2 BT, 3 LUk & oF
St Ts.

B Hbhi- SR, #EAFEo#AmLEL TH



X bh By —~ v EROMBI R b R
WETHZERET L (6). & < Ahlfors i3,
REW 7o E DR L OERICHL T, R EDO—Hwo
X b S B p DANIC B B DI SO 0% 7 (p)
Lp L, RUBHNE DB IDOFHENEELT,
f(pn(p)) ' dp =oco0 BH 2 T B[ 1]). Z hit metrical
HHELREL L TRREDNOSDOTHD. - OROLMEL
Kobayashi (63, Radojcié [12) ik hefR X hf. X
Hiz Osserman (X = D X 5 /cfEiffs% class A L4
S, (9] T<bLWHEERfL- . HOoWFT Lh
¥, class A OEXIFEAE ZTDEE z2=f(x,y) (Ix
+iy| < oo, fEC) DHET=RILEMIZHADADS.
Lz AN, class A OE THDALTEEL b N DOAFIZN
s L OREETLEOT, TheHEAY ML HZ LT
b C TREWIE 2=, (x ) »8BHhS. Zh
(X Lowner ORIBL AR, [z=f(x, ») OE 7K
g7 b ONEET B 0] KT 5 BB I » T
W5, FoRE UHT Tt Ahlfors BlodEsdt s < b
L<HELR TV 5.

RBoORRIE L L ¢, half-strip S={0<Re z <o,
0 <Im2< 1} X LEREMER f(x) FE-TDS
Tog x=20 LEoR f (x)+ 1 ZE—{LL THLH
HZEEERE S ©onT, S ¥HE 1 <|z|< R
(S0) "BE#LILE, R=cohR<oo LIETTRIX
b B ORI E s b, f (0 kX
b SORYRETHME»ES. ZhiZBLT:5<
DR DB, B Okawa % (7] 1%, § i
Y —<VEEIHICDDOEMEL D A, RORE Y BE
PRI E > TH—RCHLE T 5.
B=ORMMELL C, SREEMCE 2 bhATH5HE,
e FMChT e 2z =flx, 9) LVHIEEELS.
e SHEEY AR Y —<~VvEREI T ZE
BN 5. - ORI SV-Tid, ¥ Blanc and
Fiala iz X b R 2RI B 1o d D&MD B0 EE S
BWTRERE VS b TH LR (2), Hiit Lowner ©
figo#R#i L & i Finn (3] 3 Xt Huber (4], (5]
ZXh R ehicbTHEXBR.

Finn O#EIZ, FppFa—Fp?>0, K'=FM <K,
M =F —-2(p®+¢*)F' &+ F(P*+¢%) o,
ffF(P*+q°)dxdy=0, p=fz, q=fy
Hicd CP oW flx y) APYNTHS. Lk kD

Stk ZIcTEICE/DMEEAE TR T 5.
Huber oBF4EIL £ Osserman 215 % 7o WHhi7e
Tx B ERICED B (4), IHRENEHIIC

785 e DR ICHELRE R 5 2, FOEAEL T
ZERSRX z=p(ny) TXELIEIBHNALD L
ZBR~NTBH5).

Huber D40 FEBic i@ EOREALEH V5 DT
» %A, Ablfors (1] o XAV LiZED 5T
ZLEWHCHETE S, Z oM oL TXEEK
flx+iy) k5 z=|f(x+iy)| LMLz =u (x, y)
I XFAMEZLLOBIREEIN TN L5TH
5. BB W TR AEERUTD fii 2 0v T » 1=
z=|f| 3HEYNRZ LX2 5. Fio Lowner Df
BTy f (x, y) % real analytic & L7 & FITIEWN
7R F EES T TEL.

BB RIS &L E BRI 7o v 2%, /NI O T
L) ks L OBKBERII I EA Osserman iz X o
Tl I HHED 2R E LT3 (107, (11).

2% XM

[1] Ahlfors, L., Zur Bestimmung des Typus einer
Riemannschen Fliche. Comm. Math. Helv. 3
(1931), 173-177.

{2] Blanc, C., and F. Fiala, Le type d’une surf-
ace et sa courbure totale. Comm. Math. Helv.
14 (1941-42), 230-233.

[3] Finn, R.,, On a problem of type, with appli-
cation to elliptic partial differential equations.
J. Rat. Mech. Anal. 3 (1954), 789-799.

[4] Huber, H., Riemannsche Flichen von hyper-

bolischem Typus im euklidischen Raum. Math.
Ann. 139 (1959), 140-146.

[6] — Uber den konformen Typus von Flic-
hen im euklidischen Raum. Math. Ann. 146
(1962), 180-188.

[6] Nevanlinna, R., Eindeutige analytische Fun-
ktionen. Berlin (1936)

[71 Oikawa, K., Welding of polygons and the type
of Riemann surfaces. Kodai Math. Sem. Rep.
13 (1961), 37-52.

[8] Osserman, R., A hyperbolic surface in 3-
space. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 7 (1956), 54-58.

[9] ——, Riemann surfaces of class A. Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 82 (1956), 217-245.

[10] ——, On the Gauss curvature of minimal
surfaces. Amer. Math. Soc. 96 (1960), 115-128.

[11] ———, Minimal surfaces in the large. Comm.

' Math. Helv. 35 (1961), 65-76.

[12] Radojéié, M., Uber ein Satz von Herrn Ah-
ifors. Pub. Math. 6-7 (1937-38), 77-83.
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17. KRN (LZLK) On a proposition of erit-
eria for p-valence.

w=f(z) =apz?+- (ap# 0) NHIICFLHES
7 C: n—oDfEHi R & 7 2 AN D. TIER, B
xRt D T f(a)#0 £95%. Cz OIEEOFR
wmoyly C, T fick BBy C LT ok
¥o¥0 (a), (b) aTHHE J =/IG] %%
%%. (a) fIbrofflcs G c—o20RKJT 2
MIiET5. (b) Co HHEKEL CTADHRAELBL
MAEEA E D T — D0 BRI Y i —FT D
EERXJIVIZO0. f(2) & C REELICEE, LOX
555 JICW] pi—f TN To G XL T
@b, f (2) & D TrETHS. EOFAL T
[Cw'] DR, B, ZoMic>0 Th~<5.

18. RIBEENE (LFLK) Some classes of uni-or
multivalent functions.
AEEOIEMEL T, |2zl =7 TEREE f (2) &
LT, WL BEIDERE #) b & T

. 2f"(z) 1y 2f(2)
R (1 tope T (kai— 1 )f(z) +az'e“’>> 0,
|z| =r
T R TEREBUR,
_2f'(2) | (f(2) —bj)*J|

f{z) —b;

=1

n o
9*[ (Affxz>—af'+“’2211 B

21a)| >0, |zl =7

AR TEERECOWTHRRS. ok, ERET, @
>0, k, @, kj 3F, Apps e by IERERT,
FRED—EIL HDHB ) Tl indbos
T5.

19. 2f& #F (BEEKT) On values omitted by
meromorphic functions.

() FF-XOEEXIEHL LS. EH. w=f(2)
=1/z+av+az+---i% |z] <1 T meromorphic TH
ZETh. W=f(z) wkd|z| <1 OBEROM
#4 E; LA |lwl =R, (R>1)L0kBHERY Sk
E+%5. Sk OFEAICET5 angular measure % 0
(Sk) ETHiE 6 (Sk) =4sin(RY), (R>1). %%
1% f(z2) =R(1—Rz)/z2(R—2) X »TEELNDB. —
COEBOISH (circumferentially mean univalence

10 ]

DEMSANRT) T, () SFCHRA ¢<|z,
<1 (g>0) T—ffiT meromorphic /¢ IC X 5%
Bz H>WTE UL 5 efEic 2w TEL S, (i) BIV
(ii) % Jenkins, On values omitted by univalent
functions (Amer J. Math. (1953)) 1z X AR & DB
HAMETH 5.

20. BB Foie (J1ASCE) Z2M) Grotzsch ring
DA

72 Grotzsch ring, ¥ L ¢ Teichmiiller ring A3
N CHAH - i EhEn B. V. Sabat, F.W. Gehri-
ng Itk » CyiESh, ¥iczhbo ring © modulus
log @x(a), log ¥a(a) DFFELHAIC L -~ THL BRI,
C oGt ¥, Grotzsch-Sabat OEHESEFD L5
+ 2 LIEEET % ¢ hLa 0 TERED @ DR & Uit
the, TOABOAP Q (KL. PR=0Q-a)
B EUERG L 2 HESONS & THEM ring R iTX
L, modR < log & (OP+-0Q/a + PQ) »Kb
Yo, ZhSDHEER LM ring @ modulus o HFR
P v HGT, PE K-BEATHRTALRTHW5E
itz & A LG T 2 EHO%E D analogue A
MTELDT, TO—WERETS.

21. kA% (£ Ak T) Fréchet space (CiE%xdH DR
HEMEEOEMERICOWT

fEFT% 48 Lo Fréchet space F iffi% 3 >IF R
BoRBZ X 5B OFBHAER O vectorization &2
T, Stein OXAFE B Y 1oz &4t E. Bishop
CrotambhTnb. BOTERIC BT, FEIEAK
B DM TR R B — BRI e IE ARG {fe} & F
DEREF (bn} KX oT, f=Znf"h LEHEND
T EPEANBEEFETS. bhbhid s OBFFE Y BT
EMX Lo FEENRECIERTS. chick-T, &
HOEMEBIC OV TR D SIoBEREHE, ALEEEN
BEAE TR F FELEAGECOW TR Y L2 &2
R¥N%. ¥f, Bishop Opkr o2 EERLY
>, WOHEERYTRT, BHEHECHBETSZ L
NTEDH. ILILEITHEERB D vectorization &>

y =, ZOBANMEBEYEL D ENTED.



22. BAHEE (HKL) BAZEMLOTREKOZLM
[C{E% & DERERBICOVTO—EE

paracompact J#)#HTzsfE X Eoo Fréchet space F
wEETHEMKEERE AX, F) REE—HHET
Fréchet space #{1:1%. ZodDt X, \~¥—D>D parac-
ompact IERIBHTERY Lo AX, F) fEIERIBEU,
FRXXYEOFEEREREE 2 bR ExRT. L
7oh - T Fréchet space A(XxY,F) L A(X, A(Y,
F)) @flchds. /- M% class C¢¥ paracompact
DHETIMS SRBETDEE, M Lo AX F)fik
Il BRI TR T B, X L CIER e, M L
Ct g XxM o FENBEARRESND. XHiC M
o Ck &% F{aExR B DO ES Fréchet spare CHM, F)
AR L OX FOEMERIL, k=ccnl &, XxML
OB OHBER—-REND Z ExaRT. ZhboltH
LT, BHZEHX %k Lo Steinspace Y oL ¢ HY
(XxY,0r) =H¥(X,Oay,r)) D22 &%, Har-
togs -Osgood D EH, Weil-Oka 0 F{IERS D —#E
bz B ENTES. 22T Op X FELMEE Y
OEDExEDLTLO LTS,

23. £hE¥E (HEH AKHE) On the A-representative
domain.

Bergman {3\ 3>« % minimal problem .54,
representative domain #EAL T, FEOENE 5 2
C\+%. = 2Tk minimal problem 53, Berg-
man (1% 7c % A-representative domain iZ o\ Tk
RB5. FThixb, wiz)el¥ D), v(0)=0, (dw(0)/dz)A
=A, A I fixed non-zero matrix 7¢ 2 ERHEEIC L
T, DEOHGEEL D W2)=A(A*Tp,(0,0)4)'A*
fo¥ Tp(2,0)dz, n(z) OAEHEE DG EHEST 2 2
R D. FRDO 1(2) 1T XL GQEEK Dy %
Do A-representative domain rIF 8. X5, Hi
WIERIERTE D e - HOM b TV % bicylinder,
hypersphere ! complexspheres 5% A= (a, 0,---, 0)’
HehH~Xz7 pac fix $5 &,
domain # 3 2Z L bbb,

[@ U A-representative

24. 2@ M (BFHXHE) Remarks on representa-
tive domains.

Bergman ik » T E& Il C* o ToOHR
Bk D: OEEEKA~DOE KK BT Tuboi i< X
2T w= @@, wil@) =T 0,0 | T(z,00dz (=
o Tz, f) :.53 log K(z,")/at*sz : K(z,7) ¥ D,

OREE) WERIA LI ERR<MbA TS M

Maschler (Class of minimal and representative dom-
ains and their kernel functions, Pacific J. Math. 9
(1959)) X —EHOBE DT Bergman o &K
~DEBRBDPLIK & L T n-representative domain ~
DEBEBHEHRL T B, I TRIDEHED C* ~
DI DN THEBETS.

25. REMHHFRE), BHREEHEELAE) Onthe

calculation of 4, and mappings onto the represen-
tative domain in matrix space.

C" DFROF REIRC 34 TR O R/ IMERTER XA ERH
BADFERERLDLBORERICSCHARIE N &
X <mbhTuna, PRI TS ERCIR MK 7
LOT—EROBERICOWTEZL THRD. o IMiH <
BELBERFTIIKN o FBLZEHHTHD.

f].{, ey K{(u) i ?‘"K(l, ,‘)
dna= ; i (Kz(n)=" g )
Kiny ooy Kemyeom o
o R
=2log 4,
dpa=K* 1Ty Ty (Tn = _”;%;t )
oy JNel

TH5HZ ExRT. BT (n, m)Elo matrix
BRI BV TREERCE THERERICOWTIE R T 5.

26. BEO— (HE AR On the convex-like ma-
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