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1. #HR#k (BFAEFH) On some criteria for
p-valence of meromorphic functions.

FRIEHR DL ENHESRELFRMOBE T R T
5. f(z) IEFABEEER D CxWCHEET D i
3% f(z) OBOMEE n(x) £35. D ORI
WERAIBRT f(e)*0on I 2 F5%. %i, frdarg
df(2)=2kr r35. T FOEWREH LEWEED
il Gy, Co, ooy Cpogprr-nioy KX LT

darg df(z) + de (f(2) —
s01+02+---+0n_k+1_"(m) riz) @)

>—(p—k+1-n(o)n
Fioix

S dargdf (2) + do(f(2) — A)

C1+0g+++0 411 ()

o <kt pr1n(o)n

AR f(2) 12 D TEA p EThHBH. ZZiC
?(x) BRSO TTRETS ERUAEEL A % i“/}kko?‘iﬁﬁ
J:*J‘% RS 4

4+ ., . 2 ;.Q

g S,

2. REfEZ (WK
{Z2oWT

2 ¥ VHEFESR C 2 TtD—20BERKS &L,  gac
B EGEENER  (R(a, c) <oo) 7 radial slit disk
mapping &%, REREY 4= gec(9), MK, {lw]
=7r}Cd LT, DEDILHRT: ;‘{;';j‘;, -

K @ incision &%Eyg,ﬂﬁﬁﬁkd§§,imfé7 .
Zhh B EIE#R O Strebel ORBEDICADU R
B.—xET A9 D Riemann HEDOET v 74
~DOIERRETH D

Radial slit disk mapping

3. EEZ (HTA) —BRILFRFABLEOLHR
mod I"<Zco Fe B ifiiE I” oo\ T, Jenkins NF
WoRAHROKY P(IN) <. PIN) o P %R

CRFBAE PHr) % I' O—RIEFFHERE X
S PH(I) oduciz>hicEizt &2 FE+T 5 (Stre-
bel)., ZOHEOEHZONRS. f=kxif radial slit
disk mapping 13— XA A b ol At GO
B X DM AR R ER T h W FROBEEY B
D

4. BEEAZ (FRH) FFMIHRITO Picard
BRIMECHER

E # successive ratios £ @ Cantor & L7 %.

E

€

-

fn=0(%%) I B &MTC, E OFfER T,
E ofSvENERSLTHEEORRD, BRERA
<o Picard DEROBRMEDERIL, G4 2 DTdH
5.

5. IEBEX (HITA) - MR & (HILK) =20
ultrahyperelliptic zEROBRINEROEEICDONT

—v>n ultrahyperelliptic AHE R & S LB T
P(Ry=4, P(S)=4 0B R »bH S ~OfFh%E
RIS DD RS2 5. %1, R(R)=3
L BE R ¥ =9 (x) Oo—20+5%Mx 5%, g(*)
AL 2 0OBARCEELCRETE A LR
~%. Zzic, P(Ry=supsP(f) (f L R LOFEEK
FRMEE, P(f) 22 &5 EHOMEE) .

6. /R & (KIK)
ORIABERICOWT

—¢ ultrahyperelliptic 7cj@ R: ¥ =G(x) & S:
=91 BT GBIV g DMK re Pg B
BogteEzrs. G g # G, g LMUEBEEDFR
® % {4, v> canonical product 3%, ZDL X, DED
HEREXBDL. BE pe,00, 0<pg, 0 DLE, R 7
5 S ~OMNIFEGRLSFLTIE, Po, (X Py, DERLE
’Ca"o% ——X 5z, R »6 R ~OMHITFEIFET

BORR A BND.

Ultrahyperelliptic 713

7. KERS (HLK) BREROFELCOVT

R, S 3z hThIZMERKNER Y G ¥
DOEAIATIEER & L TEHRI RS regularly branch-
ed three-sheeted covering Riemann surfaces * 3%
L%, R—>S kofi5R @ BEETRLHO—DD
BEAS &L, BEE E L v SFELT v(EPGR)
=goh(z) R OIOM, FLRBEER kL LEHEAGO
THOFE T OBY L OFEEEK ¢ HFELT
n(2PG (2P =goh(e) BRHIMUDTETHS. @ BFLE
T,

—
TR

N(r,R) % Selberg iz k% N(r,&) AL D ——
S 7% ultrahyperelliptic surface: y*=g(z) D& XX
R—S K XU* S—>R 5N THRIFIELV. —
S AU LED & ZFITDONWTHOND.

o



8. BFABR (ALEHAT) V-7 OEMBMERIC
20T

BY —=viEi W ofifl {F.} cffkids A o
canonical homology ##% {A;, B;}= C.H.B {Fpla, T
BIX® T % I'n ORHGEHETS. EF: F5D
w1l & we€ly DT

(1) (@1, @*)=lim 2 a1 B i2—fa 72l 01
PRUTAHEE, I'h & I': ot {F. & C.HB
{FalacBL—RIb S hic ) — = v o FHIBHR 25y

¥ Al

BRHBER0 (bR AFHT) On analytic families of
compact Riemann surfaces with non-trivial auto-
morphisms.

COFEROBMIHHTRVCACHEREY LD com-
pact 72 Y —< vE®O moduli T DWLWTHONLZ L Th
5. bhbhOMEYAROEMEY 5252 LIk »T
HTerRES.

1. compact %y —~<vHE R oHERAE»+0E 1
BRI OZEM V CEHRTHIMBEZ WAL AHEbR T
5. bhbhORFIOMBE LD 5E KT O ORIED
ERDD. Tihobb, FREG L7571 S 23525
hick ¥, Gz HCRBRORSHELLTdL, £
DV ToOXRBNR S KRfETHH L5 R ZRDBEZ
LTHD. TIrbEL OMENRETS.

2. n RRH 9 ¥EOEK >1, p % g ROEH
f171C =1 L35, REKE n 0OFr0HERA ¢
T oDV TOXRBN ¢ WRAETH DL b0o0%
(Ryo) %2 %. (Ro) & (R,0') kiX fo=d'f Th
%. holomorphic bijection f: R—>R' »fEETH L E
RE L. 2ORMERY (R, o) THbL, 2(ne) i
IO T AR, o) DEEHFEHT. HED p ZOLTUL
2(n,p) Z—BTIXBERTHD. L LYl p &2
WTIW L DOND AT 2 — & —w yDEMIc 5. BN
ZRIVIDHHICONTCIDOEMEFHELHANL.

3. nk 2 LFRRCHEE. {(vi-v) & lsvisn
THHEQREDO 1M LT, (=M L L g,
2 n {vy, -, vr}) O EDEMERRIT (R, 0) OF
EHOEELEHTSD: () o & 7 HOTRE AR D
it n oCABTH . (1) R/{c} 2EHK o Th
B 2k {o} ik o THERIKWHKER. (i) &4 &
R o ¢ WIDHLEE P Wk LRFTHEELTZ L
&, o (i (P - LRbShE.

THEWS. BT eiel OFBRECHBLTA 0 ©
Tel22 (1) BRI T B & %, 55075 FIBIRA AL
TBHENS. WE, T % Nhses Tios I nsN T nser T no*
NTlhse LRV EEZTRERD 'y @kt VB HI7 B
BIGRR ARSI T D I'2  class Lo T o, = 05
BHEVEMOEET /2% & L #ikt. %72, canonical
BB AFR} & B DR RMRT 25 CH.B (Fy} 2
ZBIL Tho & Thse RlIC—AME I M- FHIBIGER 03K
VT DD DRI+ Gt o

i ot

(R,0) & (R, o) %2 nFh (R, o>, (R, o> 55 2(g',
n{vi}) KERTA5=20%ET5. (Ro) & (R, ")y 72
MHENZRH L R 5B R A0 fo=o'f % ai3fr
MEG [ BHEETLZ L 235, CoBE Rod &
SR A FETH 5 20 5. (R, aod 2% (g,
n{vd) BT 5 X 57 (Ro o) —DREET 5.
T (Ro, 00) 12 & o T <Ro, o) AL ABTH 3 X 5
e KR, >eg n {vi}) DEBHHRHT. oFrc @
(Rio,a) %E2%. Zhid {(R,0>ET (Ry o)) Th 5
*f (R,0) & (Ro,00) 726 (R,0) DE~NDFE R AR
MHEROAE M ~H a 1567554 DT=oD (R,
oo & (R, e} L2RBTHD L2 (Ro) b
(R,o¢') DE~D a'a! T2 holomorphic bijec-
tion pFFHETHE L L5, (Roa) ORMERY (R,
g,@y THEbL, Z0OEAY A9, n {vi}; Ryo) %=
& A(Ro,00) THRbT. Zhr—fft Teichmiiller 2%
Mlészbintds, 2¥0FERMNMEL R

A(Ro,00) 1% 3¢'—3 + 7 KILED complex analytic
manifold TH%. ZZic 3¢'—3 7y RHSAEK k
> CARETH ZIEA 2 RBH ORI 75 b DDECH
5.

4 ZOBBOTEMBEIE 2on (v)) BIUER
% parametrize 4% A } Shimura variety H } DR
THo. Tiedb, § RLO» 72 abelian variety
DEVIINEYE 2L &, ZOERBZ MHi iR H
X b parametrize ST B2 ERHBR TS, D
EOTHIEENZ:

A 5 H o>dh~ holomorphic g:iion DRtET
5.

X [
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10 B 17 RH

9. FREZ (FAH) WMEAHMOILI L negative
definite function & QM

Dirichlet &= D413 %) Beurling, Deny = k -
THAZhk. 22 Tix=2—79y V&R R’ to
special Dirichlet ZEff] D imk\ T RESHDOX 2 &
D zB§4% negative definite function & DG
EDLSIEkbInhd., Tibb & H 2 kT3
RUE, &0 % &2 O x OEHE o OHFNDRES
fiL+5. Fi DB+ % negative definite function
 A(x) LTHLEE, 0?@&%%&1?61
S, L@ tK)NCo &

@
~

n
A(x) =C+ Za”xi-x,-
1,J=1

+th!>0 (1 —cosxst)do(t),
=0 in CK.
REL KX 0&Era vy V8, CZATRVE
B 3 jaauxer; REEZKER, 0 2 RP—{0} o
FoRIETHA. Jtik, condensor Ji fE L negative
definite function * OBIFRLRAETHS.

0. FREZ (FAXH) BEAFROLAEICOVT

Dirichlet ZRIC s\ CLREH M, FEHHOFHE
EOWTIRAShTWS. ZZ TIRL2REOTEN D 7
BOHREOWTDONS, B2 v A2 b A~"YAFATZE
{5l X o Dirichlet [ D w3\, 2 ¥D (i), (ii)
DFEEE D, () DICBTART vy o1 u, (o
L, #20, 52 S, B3a vy +rTHB) & Su D
TRy b e TRLT, M 2 k0 Co ~DFf
BAMiETE. cokE fde=fdy; (i) (wn) HEFHc
Bl T X CNRT2EREAEEDF, tm % ws OF
BHfELTH. ZDLE, wm RNORRERKTS. —X
51z special Dirichlet ZHDBE, (1) ¥ SAEOH
gAmc, () % A(0)=0 TxE»ribhb. L
b A0)#0 DL EKrT fder 00 (0—X).

1. XFRE (BEKHE) RROBEHRICOWT

1962 DBRIC KT HAHRT VY v ARV VYHES Y AD
Bz ol Ry BEILT2. 2 #RATz <7 v ig
Hausdorff Z=fff], 0(x,%) % 2x2 EO Tk
BT —oco<lO=00 L T5. FIELLTUIEZX A=Y
227 b7eJEA Radon WEDZAXELDL. BT vy 4t
Jo(x,y)de(y) % O(x,#) L1LBL, BThL XC@

XL, 8% SuCX RHHUMAE » O2ky s
EULBT. T KRETKEWa vy VE4d%EbT
bokl, W(K)=inf {ffodrdr; re Zrx} LK.
¥l —iIc U X)=supzex @(x, 1), V(4 X)
=infoex @(x, 1) LK. Y9 CHLT, re Uy
DLE, UY)=infU(S,), V(Y)=supV(#Sy),
UXY)=infUkX), VX, Y)=suwpV(X) L%
. 0 (1,9)=0(y,1) %#ELZECE v & LD
F5. DE¥OBBHAD » T—RICIZHBR TE L.
W(K) =W (K)<U(K)=U(K)
{U(K.K):IV/'(K,K)} [U(Q’K)ZV(K'Q)}
= .

. U(2,K)=V (K, 9)
U(K,K)=V (K, K) ¥ (K)

I

V(K) =

12. ®4BEME (UZLK) Univalent mappings in se-
veral complex variables.

TR L w=w(2)=(wi(2), - wa(2) 12 C* DM
WD CERIET%. < EE$ ' (Jacobian matrix) dw/dz
O CER’ [Rdw/dz=(1/2) (dw/dz+dw/dz)*), (» i3
EEARE) 2 D CEfLS, w ik D THEETHS.

ER 2. w=w(2)=(wi(2), -, wa(2)) 1X C* O
D(MEIEB) CEMETS. g=g()=(g(2),
< gn(2)) BFELT, Thai D CIERIBE, ¢(D) H
MERTH T, Lo d [R][dw/dz(dg/d2)""] 3 D
TIEfEHIE, w it D CHIETHS.

T2 3. FOFHOREYACTERE {w} &, ¢
EELLLE, NESET

13. ®4BENE (UFLK) Multivalent mappings in
saveral complex variables.

EE 4 C oNER D TEA e EE 9=20(2)
=(g1(2), > gm(2))” OF »Co=k RBEP (p=1) %

Su(2) - Sink(2)

(fm-x(z)"fmn'k(z
&%, Fl2) o p RIEHEERH FP(2) © m @D
17 t VDOHRTC, nHip HRLTUELRDZ—D2DES
il FP(2) LT5. KEK e« CHLT [R] {e=
F®(2)} 23 D CEMfBE, F(2) 12 D Chamiin
PETHD. (BELOMITOTIE, K. Sakaguchi,
On the multivalency of systems of functions of se-

veral complex variables. SRTKD 5 (1956), 163-173
#BR.)

), m%nHki»p
)
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4. BOE— BHEKRH) - @ABE HELE) B
HEROESHICOVWTO—IE

S. S.\C}}é\rn DIERITBERGI DD - 1o by, L ORER
% M. Kurita (32 16, 4 (1965, 5) 2HELTo¥
DEBEY S 2. TR, P 020E% ¢, (D)) OFf
EEOWUER b, an XDHDHERET S L, b/c=anY(r)
JT(r). zzicf: D (|z|=7)>Py,

v(D
r

- B — pn-2g
aDT Izn—l

TU)EKO ) gy, Yu)sj

(6: M fEAFER, Lot &31A, v(Dr): f(Dy) O
B B Sk TEE-EB. Lo Y() kit
5 BofRbbhieily f CEES 4+4(=B) Tk
M2 Th EOFEMIIMIL L, trivial W FEROBE A
TWBHE LIREB L.

15. gBRHf> (EHA) On polynomially convex
sets. .

C* o compact set X t, Z2IERX0K B LT

&3 Al

BEAEE (HKL) BAHKSOEEICOWT

1. BNESI D 5ER TR L b DOSMlIER
Bo 77 70—t db#E 2 Hh, EARERCTS
(1) Riemann oXFRGERFEFREEH, (2) Hartogs o
Atk e, (3) Hartogs-Osgood ok FRIEHCHE
O ESTR L Th s, EHE (1) o
¥iliz Remmert-Stein ([101) & X » TREh, (2),
(3) ¥4 % = &ix Rothstein [13] ic & » CHFE X hi-.
Z ZTix Rothstein o (2) DM & XTI\ RAFTHERSE
TBHIZW L BrOFEINL, Thic X - THETIEMAO
EMES ORBNERER 2t b —RicB T LE
5T EHDND.

2. VM X EOFBMERIK v p\—5 p OEH
U »5 C* o4EiRk D ~» nowhere degenerate ¢ E[l
B 9 L D Lo strongly s-convex ABI¥ v @ X -
CU Lv=pbp tEF2LLZX, p T *strongly s-con-
vex THHEWLET LITTH.

T8 1. —f& peX T »strongly s-convex 71 Z Bf
BovwBIOk=s 1wl {v>0v(p)} HDE
oM kb KITEITEST b OEHC BN ERET
BETH5.

ERO—EHER v MEED s RTMIINES TR

t
i

9 ho

DL hull(X)={zeC|

| Ip(@I= suplp (9], p(2) <%}
L. X=hull(X) oL &, X % polynomially con-
vex i3,
WTDWLLORDWERERL, HiK CIROVLTOMR
RO L OBIRE OB,

= = ¢t polynomially convex sets &0

16. REM= (#£Ak#HFE) On the limit of mono-
tonous sequence of Cousin’s domains-II.
MEREDOFERXTOEDREY L. D BLU O* % C
¥724% GLQL, C) D ~DERZRDHF DD, {(Dn
Pn)} % Stein ZiE{fk o o B e KT < (D, 2)
EOBMB LTS, ok EBE#EFG HY(D,D)- lim
HY(Dn, D) 1ZHHTHY D HHMEE (=HKAKRHE» 0)
o HY(D,D*) > Uim H (Dp, £%) L Y TH 5. &
iz OfRE-EIh—METD. DI h L 2F
BEFRTHRE, U % L ofF~OFEERDFOR
OfFETS. L L D pEERE S HY(D, %)~ lim
HY(D,,N;) i3 isomorphism into T %.

. ]

KREDFE Y Alc T L ORETH 5. BRETREROIF
B hie b EEAEH, FEtw BRI, bR
TR E R % SMIEBEH D 77 7 L AT, EABEHK
BEMERA - TChaERL, SOLI/RS KL
DL RINERSCNTE—ROEB LRz Lz
Yo Urt. EH1IT k=s 32T\, ezl
D={v:=|z?+|w|>>2} ToO# 1 KITMITNES {zw
=1, |z|>1}nD i, v p=(1,1) T strongly
l-convex TH B bbb, P KEHFTI L.

3. KRNERERISEOHTELLRS.

TE 2. NS X Lkwvwies kA x-strongly
s-convex THZHK v »WFEETHETE. X HoH
EA BRI k=zs 1238 () EEEHK « XL
Bn{v>e} iz X tHxtza vz b, (i) dimp M=k
(p €eB) ke ZAEBORFTRNES M oL T Mo
{v>v()l=xc, B&MHERHITLEE, 2B OFEMBT
OHEEOM k RTHTNEST B 24 —Eic ik
TE 5.

Bfto—BHIRiR 0 v e s BAEO FHE X
%. HEEAREYRBIE, Br {v>A} ¥ CHETE
ThH5 2 DEFACHLT, EHILIVEHR2 DR
Enb infA>—0 THHBwC LEvRT. kRS



fF (i) 2 B ofERic Motk v ERTAL0TH -
T feEziE, EH20RET B » weakly l-convex
o, k=1+s LT () LT

R ERENEHOGSEES B A k=dimX &
A UEHR2 ORELR AT EE, 0B RHEETH .

Z kit Rossi [11] EB 6.3 O—RILTH 5.

4. FRTZER X EoFRIBY, FEABEL, X 2
LOEMERIIZD 77 7 %E L uE, X EARTOM
PSR L A—HER5. Lichi- Tohb 0w
AEMET, MEFTHVIRA OBRE L MHACRM LTV 5. ER
1, 2 DM bh bkl T Ltk -T, *ic
(141, [8], [7] &Y &h D, Zhofx ORFiEED
BROERAER 1, 2 G TABTEL D ENTE
%. %7, Fujimoto-Kasahara [3], Kasahara [6] o
Hartogs-Osgood DFEE O—fbsi, Sten Ticuinie
H — I BN ERIC U THRILDZ &A% 5.

NN %85tk Lo Cousin-T 477 U= {(Us 24)} 2,
WNOBEEE E TEL T, OO EMINES Mi={o:
=0}, Me={l/p=0} LRA—-HTE 5B Zhi?
Cousin-TI 770> ELR A EMETER D PIRIC BEX
4, Cousin-T HFIZ LT EEOBBEER %52 %

ZENTESD.
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