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10 A 10 B

1. EEHREFR (hRAET) A note on the trace-
formula of Eichler.

R # compact ) —=vE & TS G % R OAC
RAEBEO—oOWIREE TS, GHrKEARFTLOME 7
RERIEETS. G 0—oDERTH ¢ LTHEE,
o TRENTHS R ofix Py,Py, P, 2 T5. P D
FAFTREES & M2 HUE, 0 13 0 L0t (=
etniim LgbIhb, ZZ Ty it 1Zu=n—1Th
LK. FDk XA Eichler © thace—formula |,
SE¥OWMELEINS: RO1TROFLEBTDOEDL
7 BRI ET S ¢ DEBlEY oo) LTBHE, tro)
=143 v/ (1=Eva). XHEHTIZ, TOEEDOK
B Erk @3 L, Hurwitz o 2 K12 Eichler @
EHNDARCELRD Z &R

2. BIPR (AELKRT) MOV —<@LoY
-2 ORPRARRICOWT

Y — = vEEEOERD Y — < v OBRGRRIZER
Thee (F1XFDEHHE) KT canonical SEEL {Fr} i
%% A-type @ canonical homology 2 (C.H.B. {Fa}4
CT) CEL KDL TES. {Fa} A% canonical ¢
7o & X, Pfluger 35 % YV —~< vETD HHECK L
BRI TH E R L. COBRY—BLET5.
W % genus HRDOBIY —~ @, {Fs:} % canonical
AL, Fa—Faa=3Fi, Fi RO b5 <5 A — & — it
#VY, aVi=Ci, SCi=I, R=W—-XV!, Ry =RNFn,
R o Iicf8+% double % R, R, @ 8RNI BT 5
double % Rn &35, W Ob2s4&HRHERT MO
HhHreTED R 1 I'n BTSN 7 CHB. {Ra}s
(R 1% canonical CG7x\) kB LIHEE ® FIIBA R AHL
T h. D OEBIEE At Plluger » EEwiRB. W
D genus A% oo DFATHMMCHIE % S T T
5. 7ok EDS&MHTIE Accola o FIHABIERAIL AL L7k
WD o LR DT IEAL TS, D EREZN
KOH LW FEWTo RRBGR AL T 5 b D&%
Wi

3. oW (REXE) BAV-—TAElCsT35%
HORFREME

W xBy —~<viE, W % Woend &332 W
k@ normal operator L 3% & (dLf, dLg)wr= fow’
JAd(Lgy* % Ztc$ & & distinguished » k.55 W OBER

BRAMEAE K2 a, 8 €HFD (el a i
BAESR). & Velp={W D end: J(V)CB} LA LT
1 5o distinguished normal operator Ly X534,
FDORHIEI R OMHEE (consistency) #RET 5 : ViCVy,
Vi Vaels i, Vi BT Ly(Ly,f)=Lv,f.
FROBROEREIELELD : W ARBRAE D,
a CEFETHHE r 0% @ £T5.U@)<o D&
x, W Lo f e/ L (1) BALTRCD re
CRHLT, limey Hy(2)=limey f(2), (ii) HEOD
Ve 2 e LT, V £T Ly (Hy)=Hy 1t W 0
Dirichlet B HRAAMEY Hy OFER I U—F%ME.
S o f 28 W R THFHKS TR, Dirichlet B4
BTH-T LHDOVEL LHLT fpamfdLvg)*
=0 Loy, BIFEL B a UL TW2D
LERIE, RI—BNTHDZ ERIRT.

4. kFAFE (FALAT) Theory of abelian differ-
entials normalized on some boundary components.

R % B/ Y —= v, R % %D Kérékjarté-Stoilow
compactification ¢ L, R 0BEER S ¥ a & 7 &,
@ ZETHES R CHISATHS & 5 whElTs. dY
¥ regular region KEK(dﬁ) HDOE 4« BIRED FHE,
HRAYRVC R cHEfMs < U R—K ©—
C, ||dU||p-x<<oo, 92 @ derivation 27y ® EED
bl BIEERER 2 C R—K ext LT U(p) =
foU (9) dib (g-p) DR VIS HDEL, T ik §=dU
+idD* @ real vector space L3%. 82, @ derivation
N a DERYED HERK 2 LT Z 2 2 ET—
BFRRIT & (p)=fono 2(q) diD(g.0) R D L DL &
normalized potential ¢\ 5. Z Ziz, dw(q p) % 02
(020) DfgFBITE 2(2) OFFMEE, XL 7k
TRBROBRTERBLI N0 LD LI IR LAELLDT,
#£ b J51% Marden-Rodin (1966) =7t 5. ¥, I
o Kusunoki (1959) o canonical diflerential iz ¢
ETaEYEHL, L OF T Riemann o FHIBAHRR,
Riemann-Roch OSEE, Abel DEH, etc., ¥ YT 5.
SAELTC B8 g o Rog+]1 EERBEKFERE
BE® g+ 1 ERRBSRESBREREYES. i
o= Famd Faser etc. 220 T OEZHFTOWTHRN
5.



5. k& AKX (FUIKT) On generalized extremal
length.

as, s o B A (D) ap £ 9G=10, 0
Gi) ai, -, @ aU B (@@=t ay) 12 R CH%E:
Rt S ofEl cj(j=1, -, ) BEF (=
Lo, ) i30Tkl Shae*=0 e F={r|
Tt ay K ar(HR) AR b R—y WOMIR
JR}, §*={r]r 1% R—a—p WORAMBOHRMNL I
5} c(r) =ck—cs| (r€),c* (v) =)o nycs*|(r€F*,
T~II{., a;°; (mod B, y, weak h. b.)). P={o|dz||f,0
|dz|=c () (re®)}, P*={oldz||[pldz|=c*(z)(r 8},
A (R)=[fpo*dxdy. % © k % m(¥)= infp A,(R),
m(§*) =infprA,(R) % &, §* o generalized modulus
Fis, A@) =1/m(B), A(F*)=1/m(F*) % general-
ized extremal length } - 5. extremal metric |, &
X LTIt BB OBERT u=cj(ay), w=const., fdu*=
0 (comp. of B), u/dn=0(r) 7z % R EOFMEK
u, F* X LTIk u=const. (aj), fajdu* =c* u=
const., fdu*=0 (comp. of B), u/on=0(y) /c% u »
5, poldz|=ldu+idu*| X » CTH B I, ThEh
m(E) =||u|2, m(F*) =|l«|]> Eor, R LHRED
B b1, o, Dx B HESE LT, generalized reduced modulus
OWESHEA L, F0 extremal metric {2 oV TR~
5. O¥R, ZhboD extremal slit map ~DGHE R
~N5.

6. k&EAx (MiuAT) Conformal mapping of
Riemann surfaces onto extremal slit covering sur-
faces.

MECEM R OREKFEREGR, BURSHRBR
B, BRUBEHROA - 1-SBFIR~DE K, ete. &,
Zh 5o extremal property oW Cih~X%.

7. RIEKES GiR##E) REEZ EIK) ¥&
SMEEAOHABRMA Y R

Q HREBERE L, ERRD C 8L UK el %
BEELTCo2E¥DLS B f 2610 H5K § #Ex
5 2 TEABE f(@=0, ff@=1, CoBIIHK
FIR F(2) OIER. M[f1=supeq| f(2)| L2,
rac=infreg M[f] L B<L. H L rec<<oo 7B Y inf
it min THH, Thik?EHL 2 2¥E rec DM
WMEBHRA Y IR FAERTS. chixk<{ambhr
KO TH5D. rag=oco 7ehHiE, Tidbdb M[f]l=00n
TRTO fE€F TRONDHEBIE, 5B THAHA5
. @D X 57 extremal problem (X HiX R A K

. L LbhbhidddH izt C F Rk —
HRNCED, ThAVCERERAOMIEA b IR 2
PEAGRTH LR T I ENTE S,

8 @FiAXZ (RBKRH) BEHEHERFLO non-
minimal points QRE¥ L HICDOWT

SEEER T, FO/EERIC non-minimal points 23
Bbh s AHRC L - ThabhTuhbs, Thr
FToULHBICLTKRDODE DL B, D #HHEMAL L,
D HoFs (-1, 1) bk, HilhS BT
A Yy rOF Si, i=1, 2., BEZ, S=USU {0},
S*=(0, D=8 T2, ¥, $IK D—S* K&\ TRA
DFRERAILD X 5ics b 20L&, D-S DA
ERCEASHET 5L, WA minimal points,
W &% 3¢ non-minimal points T %5 —D2DH &
EZxbhb.

9. FIEAXZ (REAH) ¢ERMIKOBROLE
BHRBLICOVWT

Brelot FiZ X » THRESL I T 5 AT IR LOEH
FIEREO ABREV R O FEx LEFAMERORE
WIEHEALTARS. THbLbBREAT2 A2 PERMER
Brelot DERDOFMBE G2 SRk &, ThiCER
FLORE (@RS 2MmL < 2EFRmSEED
B, BB ERROH%Y, Riemann ffij i 17 % &
IR 5.

10, BT~ GHPAKH) BEEE Bk
L¥E—#REk & Wiener compactification.

{#n} 1288V —~ v R ko HD-function 757 %
&%, HD-function # |2 ||u—uy||g—>0 &T2%. =D
LE ROFMER I' wisT u & {ua} L OBIFED
EDXS5RIE- T Bh%mT. {uld B —BER LD
(¥ Dirichlet norm #3 €T, F:AEOEENESH
B #ERELTL, liMneo [#(b) —uan(b)|= 0 HFHFH
EODEAXDEWT T OFHLTRD LS. lim (2 lim
Tz b2 EIRTERL. T DFROWTRND.

11. gkt H® (£ AKH) Some remarks on cluster
sets.

— R P ERIRIC 17 5 — A AR B O LBHEES
B8 % B o EB O fkaR, Bagemihl i X o CREH
LB BT EEOHR, Hx 0fKiIgEE
oD ERM R Licon TN 3.
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12. BRAMAZ (BKRH) EREEEO=, =0
y o

D %W #FHE EOEIR, E % D i« B+ % Haus-
dorff @ Vo RTTHE 0 ORAEELTHE, B DHEHT
T, E D& ETERRKAL D D oEBMAEESFET
B. FOEHELT £REA0D, Z0EELERT
5. Fofuc a1 % R OEH IR 2 T
DD,

13. FEWE (WA KRERENO fine cluster
set {COWT

f2) % |z2|<+o0 TDn {HABBEHL TS Zh
LT, oo T fine cluster set Cy(o0) BEHL,
HRARROBA LAROMENBL R B & & kX
5. Fhbb, 1) Cr(eo) RAFHEBA 7 @O LH
Lishs 2) Cp(oo) 2~ n D H BT - Tk
1T, f(2) i1t Picard, Nevanlinna, Borel o B4 1E % %
it
4. FKE W (SRAE) Kleinian group @
computing function [CDWT

Kleinian group ¢ singlar set ® EOHHHR—EETH

L il

FAEE GHTKR) RAFROFELCOWT

Y — = vER OB EROFELC D\ Tk 1965 £
s Ozawa O —ED R/ [8,9,10,11,12,13] kb
By —< vil, 3 7cd B ultrahyperelliptic
surface [DOMNIEHIZOWCEHELLRER, BER
EREABOhL. £ L THRREHS L OENRES
o ZOHEOWEOWE & B W .
Nmwvo 12 X D\ o DREI BRI RE T OERY %
ot [2,3,4,7], ¥EHAERECSHS. 22Tk, Th
FTRBLRIERE ZOHECDHTOXRS.

1. v —< v R LoFERARHEROES MR)
O fiex LT P & f e bl EDERE

Hiromi, MuTs,

“ L, POB) =supremmP(f) <.

F Bl PRYPS) 7ebiE, V—<ViE R b
) —= Vi S ~OMFFFEETFE LR (8]

—fgic, FHCE 2 bhic ) —<vE RizdLT
P(R) #*{8% z Lixdeiic Ly BREAHBORA
KATEMIR & LRI h B ) — < villic X L T,
Rémounnos[14] @ Picard oMo —fgf{b o X b # I

A5 ETHMEIRTLS. ZoTE ¢ KRIGD order v D
computing function ¥ v HEREFFIC X » order oo D
computing function #*E#T5. - OEFITHEK%D B
Hhaboohibnh, poZolBEXFALT UL
DOFBOIE LV Z LD TR S,

15. EEMEE (BAA) On a theorem of Fatou
type.

R"(n=3) oMK S NOFHEREA T v ¥ v O
REBCBLCKkOTERSBOh B u(x) % SHT
FOBAMERE ThE, BREBALTRTORERT
BT limeng u(x) =u(f) BHEAETH. LKL 2§
1%, & ESLTHEED Stolz domain 4(§) 2 b,
& & kTS capacitary density (Newtonian) FDE
& E@¢) »BETRIEBRA LR dDET5. Tk
bt a8 (x€d(§)—E¢), Litit Naim 35 L 0° Doob
k3 EmoEEr, H£4 0 thinness +5ETFD
HEALAMLTEShERECRERA, E. Tolsted 12
I 5—® (J. London M.S. 36(1961), p. 65) DR
fbizidic» T 5. fofil n=3.

- 3 R

PR) w3tE+5z L TES. ¥k, HHEE PR)
Iz X b 5244 characterize Xh 5.

2. R, S: % ¥'=G1(2), ut=g:(w) T, Rs, S3 %
¥=Gi(2), wd=gs(w) TE* I L EHXIND ultra-
hyperelliptic surfaces % 7-i regularly branched three-
sheeted covering Riemann surfaces Lt+%. =2 TG
g2 WMERMED simple zeros D% b OEEE T, Ggs
(TAEFR > simple zeros ¥ fcid double zeros @ % %
LORERTHD. cnkE, P(R)=4, P(R)=6T
5.

® B2 PR)=4 THHLDOLENFFMT,
BEH S(2), H(2) (# const, H(0)=0) 2FELT

f(2)2Ga(2) = (e"® —y) (eH® —3), yd(y—8)=0
PR TH & THAH9]-
T B3 P(R)=6 THDHLDOLEFIHEML
B f(2), H(2) (% const. H(0)=0) 23FFHELT
F(2)3Ga(2) = (e —7) (e —8)%, 16(r—8) %0
PR TAZETHA[2]
% B4 P(Ry)=5 ThLM R iXFFA L [2].



P(R;) =3, P(R;) =4 i2Bi% % characterization (¥
DHEMHDLETHLRTHEY [3,7], BRI
Boh T, & 2 Tk Bore [1] 0 fE & K%
Nevanuinna [5] OB CHREE L 72 lemma [17,2], #
MWEe@ELCGEHIND lemma [7], %7 H(z) %%
BWE r(x0) #EHETHE & EW A0 —y OER
o simple zeros H{RFE+% Ozawa © lemma [9],
ThuxikR L lemma [3,7] 2 VW3,

3. ®ES5 R »b Sy ~DORENER ¢ MNETRE
THDORBET &ML, BER f(2), h(z) XL
LT f(2)%G2(2) =geoh(2) U THZ L THA [11].

Gy, g2 @ order p KHRDOE E, FhEFEL zoros
HORKEEELY ThEh G* g@* L L, £ D order
* 06.*, Pgx LT 5.

E B 6 pgxloo, 0lpgkloo DL E, R b
Sz ~DORRFIER ¢ BFEETIE per=vpgx (v i3E
B 235 [12].

TR Rbhb S ~OFFER ¢ "FETS
Te b O LB 5L, BEE h(2), file) & Gi(2) @
double zeros T & simple poles % & LB AEK f2(2)
PHFEL T f1(2)%Gs(2) =gaoh(z) % fo ik f2(2)3Gs(z
=gioh(z) BERETHZ L TH% [4]:

Ry wBLCHEH6 L Mk ERMRY T 5 [4].
EHS, TORHHEE LT, PR)=P(S)=4,
P(R;)=P(S:)=6 OBA [3,7], Sz, Ss LT3
BA (11, 4] i BERIFET 5 lcd OB+ &4
NESRTHWS. ¥/ Re v Ry ~D, Ry o R
DRI EROEFEDIMON T 5 [4]. ThbH o
it Seusere [15], Uririca [16] &z X 6ﬁﬂ¥@ﬁ
DESHBFERCTEH SR 5. ;

4. ® B8 (i) Gu(x) o order 24 R[(12],
(i) P(RY=4, (iii) P(Rs)=6 [7] DLFrhOBHA,
R: 5 Ry ~, %722 Rs 56 Ry ~DBEHIBE&ZIE
i, THhIEEZRTHL. T &K £(2)
(EES5, THR) X FHEE 0 % LT h(2)=eYz+b
ErFs.

Ry
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16. EE2 (4AH) Dirichlet space @ singular
RECDOWT

X %Rpiav szt~ AVA7EM § % X LE
LPTRERIERE, D % X, &84 % Dirichlet (]
&+%. Hic Beurling, Deny ORBIEHIZK L TEZ
7= singular JllfEY ¢ L T5. ZOL X RO ERYH
5. 1. 8D u,ve D L, SunSe=9¢ 7s51E,
XxX EOEE u*(x)vX(y) 1% o-ua[BE2cieh, »o
(u, ©)=—f uX(x) v(y) do(x.y) LTeBH. 72l Su i
u DX %, w* | u O refinement ¥ ZTh ZFh#iT.
2. 0 BAMKRIC KT % singular PIEE M UHEEY D
2. 20 1, 2 OREYANT BEKOES TR~ H
BOMOX 2, BIULERCMTIERY XV BEC
TEENTESL. LrdFLLLKROERYES. D
DEF Vv Uy & Sy ODBERCE T 5 HES
o KHL, ¢ Do ~ORESMY p LT5. ¢ i
MNBRETH S Z & OLBEOTHIL&ME 6 O X ~D
SN ERIL L THS.

17. FREZ (AAH) RAMOREL contraction
[CMT3—3%E

X, ERioHEKEACEL, E & X, § BT 5 func-
tional space & 3%. Deny [3{RE (*) DL LIZKD 2D
DREEEHEH L1 () EEO =2 /27 b RE KTkt
LT, »HEOER AK) BWFELT, FED uek ©
*tL, J'KlulszgA(K)HuH? 1. module contraction 3
EiZEET5. & % % domination JFEHAY Lfod. 2.
$~T® normal contraction X i HT5. & X

REERKEOREY ZlT. = DREFRIT AEER
B0 Bbhbst, RERE ) AT VY v R

DVBTIIRIFT 2 0O YRS Bbhs. - DR
TR ) BRELL &b D2 o0REMILEH T
HlE@ETS.

18. FlF2Z (AAE) FEXFHEZHD functional
space D(CDOWT

Beurling, Deny ¢ functional space DO HIT FD%f
BNREROMHETH D L5 SIS B, 22Tk
FE ks x> &1 functional space #EH T A. X, & 1%
KEOHMEMLLEL, Ck &% X TEEI N HHRHA
B o vz binhE b OREEET —BRITR R E A
htegsh &+ 5. Banach 45 & 24K & hie functio-

nal space TH 3 Lt ¥ OFTTILRFT E-TRHER €
KROGMEMTLEENS. () B2V 7+ Kick
L. HBEHR AK) “FELT "uek XL, [xlu|
de<A(K)|lu|l. (ii)CrkNZ 2 Ck, £ TR EHTHET
» 5. (i) £ ki@ N—KPRK alu,v) FELT
Yuet XL, a(wu)=|lu|l2. zoL X, %I contra-
tion BMEHTAHZEDEZRERY VAEXHZ LT L5 T,
module contraction, #FHEEE, vVAvIRBETS
[Efi#4E, unit contraction, FELRAKEORE, L VLA
v rDE =L a7 BT 5 FEMEST regular func-
tional space D/ & FEEIZ/ 5.

19. LKA (A5 AE) Gauss THRMEIIC BEL
TR OREICOWT

Gauss B4 Offi L Fuglede p3% 2 1= B & DR H
<, ThrHCTTHAROMELYR. 2Rtz v
7 7z Hausdorff 43fd, @ %#JEF, T¥EGiax
L15. 0 LOFANE p CLHET VY e 0(x,p)
Lz FAFE—~ () EHVOLDISRERTS. KD
HED hy Ex %5 E={p; (1, 0)<eo}, Es={peE;
Sp av.epbcAl, (Spit p 0X&%), AU A
BEOEBEYRAT A LTOGV2f(X) HhicT ve
E otk Ti(IY) &3%. f % Ea 0FXTOHERC
BILCHS e A1 veEy X 5 Gauss # 4
(vw)=2ffdv OFR I, Ii=supgsali (G 13 B E£S)
BIO T(re) ofED =31 ¥~ FR ¢t (4)
(c5 (A) RO BEAD L ZfEix o LFEKTH) OBk
YRIBIC TS, O NERLLD E RN=k A ¥ —nbE
HBINLEERCBILCERTHD LTSI (B) ¥
B E L —Ii=ci(A)=c(A=—15 B
T5. ZOBHETRESHOERILDh (FEMED
gD onwTihR%.

20. AFEBHE (WER#EE) —HMICEAT RN
20T 11

X B ERBOBEE BRI, HEEL D &8 n(>2)
EROFHET LY L. Tiebb, ok 2, x5,
Yoo1 BREINOEIE D N cBL BN THHELFD
HFMEOR S yi=filxt), |x—x|=7, i=1,2,--,
n—1, 0=t=1» Fr§cD, %D, 0t=<1 /e 5iXo
s §oCD LB THBHETD; 122U flx )ik
[x—x| =7, 0st=1 Tififie T ¢ ZIEETHUE [x—x|=r



TIEMETS. X RERETDE, ZOFWTEN
TEHIRIZS D 5 OB THARBERCLS. ¥z hic
BILC, — —olnlHxii~s.

2l MAR—I (RAHB) STEREIBRICKTZH
BELERCOWNT

HEnEEOEM (x) Lic, BREOFRDF] {Dn}
NHBETH. % Dn it topological it FHT, BER »
SEREE NS DE L, Dn OfFER Do it % % topologi-
cal 7egefEwiifcTboLT5. Do DEEHHIKE -
1= fEWT% itk 4o 12 Oka Mem. VI o Lemme fonda-
mental iZ X » T, 45/ (x1,%2,- Xn, 1,7+, Yx) FID poly-
cylindre (7o) PJ @ variété analytipue Zo: y;=f; (D) (P
Edo, =12, \N) L LTKBITES. ZzTERETS
Dix, HYle Nzt L T, Dn O5igEE% Smy Do D
DUEEH So & Lick &, Sm & So & DM O(27em)
o order T 0 ©E3L & &, & Dm OFCRENTZMMG

dm " ED, ThERLih AUEBHD polycylindre |

(ym) W@ variété analytique Sp, & U-CEBHT L 2 &40
TE, L2d Znid 201, (ra) DERIX (o) DERC
FhE R O@2™) THSLIIRTERL LD C
EThHB. ThiX dm OEBETR T D Dn OFEARDEK
B35 “BOBOMLER" +E16h0%.

22. EHE— (GRAH) T4 L FEROFER
/PN

CHRLEEL A VoL MRBC ST SRR EEOFR
BEERIC O TS, ¥3, Levi-Kneser o> #ifitd:
EEYHWBE, KO ODORBENK Yo #E 1.
F 2 {a<|a|<by, |22 <<hs, -+, |za|<<Bn} 8 LTF {|24]<C
b i} THER O, £ {zs<bili. ¥ CHER
ZEREIRD. 2R, 0<a<lbhi<<h, 0<bj<<b; (=2,
wm) L5 BB 2. A {lal<by, a<<|z|<bs, -,
an<|za|<lbn} } IO {|2j| <b}};.. THEERILOWE, f
1 Alzil<b}ia CETHEBER K EHEINDS. 2K,
0-Lbi<<h, 0<La;<<bj<<bj(j=2,-,m) L 3. L=
OOHUERD L AHTROERNBOLN S, ®E. &
LEEL A v VEEBD TEERSERIZT T,
D EURNDTER T A vror VMERC ¥ CHERICE

MIND. —igks, SN RLBLERAY b5
A Vo b RIS ¥ CRBIRIBER A TTRET A 5.

23. WEW= (JLKBEE) Oka’s principle for exten-
sions of holomorphic mappings, II

L #wpaiciK Lie B, U & Co e FhFh L il
O F It EBRE RO D@L T 5. A 28 Stein
SRtk S ORI ER S, BENEG H(X,A; Ay
—SHY(X,A: Cp) REHBTHD. Lichi-T ROMDOE
B85 :Ah5 L OR~DFEUF f 52 S 7o L
DHRADEFRICIEE S h B 1o D BB+H &4 f
S hh L oOh~O#ERERIIKEEhS 2 Th S

24. mEER FHRINK) - RAKRE FEERKTH)
#5717z homogeneous domain (C35[+2 analytical
automorphism [CD\\ T '

m xn matrix space @ bounded domain D, & ¥
I+% Bergman metric % ds*=dz*Tp (2,2)dz & L,
normal mapping w= sz‘llz(zo,io)ﬁosz(z.o,éo) Y]
dw %, D; D 20 B3 % normal domain L EHFT 5.
bHhiiit normal domain O¥H A AT, D, A% det
sz(z,Eo):;—O T% % homogeneous domain DE LD,
analytical automorphism @ %>~ & HEEKMER D,
& < iz symmetric domain g;tz)t%a) preudo—confor-
mal equivalent class ¢ analytical automorphism o &

KBTI DN T DD,

25. BRMZ GHREHEA) - €8s GHRETA
#) On unitary matrices as boundﬁry values of
analytic functions.

n (R matrix ¥ Z=(2;5) ® m & matrix valued
analytic function F(Z) ##% %. %,
matrix Ok ¥, F(Z) % unitary ie7s 27518, F(2)
NERARBREE L WML ERTS. Chico
\C, O.S. Rathaus % Proc. A.M.S. 17 (1966) < Z
=Uz, U: unitary, z: 1 ¥, F(Z):nxn¥, OBs
EOWTHRETH DA, bhbhit Z, F(Z) pin ko
matrix DA DONTEET 3.

Z 2\ unitary
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EmP— CUFAEE) RNREATRE Teichmiller
Ei%

1. HELWEOER g b2 MY ~~< vHD HED
2 DI EARME T, Thdb 0% AR 2
3g—3 (=L g=1 OBAT 1H) O BEERK <
T AR ~REKETBZENELI BALR T, £2
T, M g=2 THHENTOH)Y —~ ViEy EAR
ERIZ 50 5 & & pRM R 72 - Te.

2. Teichmiiller |3 ¥-¥, Z DM@ BEIhictE
FE—EOHRTELDZEERLR TOX 5 HEEDIE
A2 k#A D BEKRFETD) 1R O OB
B3 3g-3ThBILREBLT2E¥D EHEYT
LA ([71,[8D)-

TR XY yHELGERI=2 X LMY —~7 VHE
oxETsLE, )X YRECEARETHDD ¥
1203 (D) X 2B Y A HEGRDOEARKE ¥~
AREZBhTh, ACBTAREAERO L, T
maximal dilatation % B/NCT 5B f 23112 1 OHLE
T35 (RMESEATHROFEL BN, (i) RoBR,
X iz ERREEBRGTIcii 1 DDOER 2 KRS ar 8
HEL, af OBRA TS XEATHY, TOMDAT
1z f ® Richtungsfeld (¥ ay @ trajectory i&—¥ L,
hvo, f o dilatation % constant % %. (iv) borde-
red surface {Z-O\T %, double #5522 » T
R CEERIK YLD T, AREOEOMIELIREL
FEESLRABETH BN LEIDL EIL ar BIEEST
e LoEr bonbanic.

ZDEBE TR I Lizdit Ahlfors [11 Th 5.

(iii) OWEx b oBEMAFMHRY Teichmiiler 5§ L
5.

3. Bz, BAPAFR 1XISL |Y=1 ks TER
1X|=1, |Y|=1 o L ERARO $#5 EHE B HE
h, BMNESATRS B FHEL T Ll Teich-
miiller BCH 520 2 TRELSHN AAL TREC
BB L3CFOBEYHLTWL L E, RMEEAER
MNESRBTHAINEND ZLR—2DBETHS.
h#% formulate LCHUF-DIL Ozawa [4] RHT
%D, Strebel [6] ik » THER I

K21 #EH e L, 2Vl biisi - W Y — =
VI R % y=f(x)=(1/2){(Ko+ Dx+(Ko— 13} & L D
R % Re{x} oFis| M L€ y-Fi b kst - 12X
MY —< v S %25 b, R, S%ZhEhHEFFIHR

E R

1X|<1, |Y|<1 e EaEgThd, 1X]<l2b |Y]<]
~DEEM[ER Fo 8515,

%@, (Ozawa-Strebel) 4 L% R »VERAHEHEY b
ot biE, Fo LR ERMEE Lo 1X|<1 25 |Y]
<1 ADFRTOBREAEROPT, Fo ki 120
RMNESEAFERTHS.

Strebel 131X Hic, bhbhOFHRCKT 5 ERLH
5% 7.

Bl o¥orEy bomi TX) »FET 5.

() Y=T(X) iz |X|=1 25 |Y|=1 ~0 5
(i) |X]<1 b |Y|<1l ~OHAEHT HSRNE Y
=T(X) % b ORMESATHEIERCE S FETS.

4 ME. Pl 1 o0REATERY HFAETH L
SR |X|=1, |Y|=1 oty 525 & AR
|X<1, |Y<1 ofic, oEREM Z#ETS Teich-
miiller Bfgaiohic FETHEN?  Th—EkCon
TIRE 5 ?

Gerstenhaber-Rauch [3] % Teichmiiller F{& »3RF
B ([2]1 BRB) i TWBZERERBLT

(i) ¥y —~<v@E Y LkiZ conformal metric % 52, *
hicBI L CHRfe g X>Y #0oK 0,

(i) = metric & & LT Teichmiiller B ET

LZLENTES.
L5 programme Zyi~XTWLW 5, BEOEIA (D)
DIEW 5] 3 ThhE BT, ZOHKTH X
(W anE S hdBbA TR,

Joow L R el

X 3
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