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IZCSHIZ HRTEEEOESE D WIC k BOMBRSA 21,2, o0 &S 2 (i =
Lo k) KHLT, n; BOERK ci, (s=0,---,n;—1) #5 %, Kz TD Taylor B
PADEAD n; BOREDR ¢;, L22X 572D TERIDD |fl<1 L22E%K fI2BT 5
FIREIZDWT, ZhEIEE S - fiMIRE— extended interpolation problem — & FEA T
WBA, BRIEABAATHDEAIT. MOTETHEEZIILD, MEED/5 2 —F —FFR
ZEHREDFHRPMAIN TS, —HFEEELBEROBASRIROGECBRIIARIIRE
NTWDA ([1], [18]), MEEDIRFROBYRNT A —FRBER IR EA LR T
V2RV, WL OPDELFRIRT Fa—FBRALN TS, —D2DRF E LT, M.Heins
IX 1940 FEEEAFRICR T 2 HEME2 20 ERER EOMUREL LTRXEZE
L. ROZ & &RLE (7], '

D={z:|z| <1} L. T% D OFFOECHAE LTS, D NIZ k BOMRBRSR
21,22, 2 BED BR 2 CHLT, R Ew;, (i =1,---,k) 523, T-XER
7—F {T™(zi)},{wi} (1 <i <k, m € Z) iZx7 5 Pick MFMEORK, B

F(T™(2)) = w; (1<i<k, meZ)

EWl-t D TERDD |f| <1 LRBPEE f BEETHE, FoT = f ¥ T-RE
2R f LU THEET S,

ik 2 EEMBERKICRVW TR, 20%EHREE Th S BEAM ETomMBEES AT
L+ THBHTLERLTNS, Heins DFELX LY —RILLTHVWSZ LIZL Y, #£
RLEBSICHRI LRSI RENS [19)],

n(> 3) EEZEROBAILEORIC 2o TN B DN 2 ZHIIHBEREE (Fuchs B) T
Ko TARERMBPTFETEH5E 5 OB TH %, Donald Marshall 1Z T RERT —
FEREZILE MIFEET IR, [ RERBIIFELR2VWHZE 27 (unpublished),
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1986 412 M.Heins i333C [10] T OBIEBEH L, Thix BT HRAEOMRIZ >\ T
FELSBEL, BARBEENEIN I BT LERLTWS, FDHRITOn an exemple of
Donald Marshall concerning Automorphic Pick-Nevanlinna interpolation problem” iZ

&> T, Marshall D% XU ® Heins DFERIZHOWTHENT S,

§1. Nevanlinna parametrizations

I FEROFEMIZ OV TIL, BALM OWNIRTO Pick-MHMMEORITI L D X 5 2tk
HEH->TW20%, #LLB~2THITR B2V, R.Nevanlinna 13 1919 4F, Schur ©7
VY X hE R Pick interpolation DEDEEMEEZ R L, 1929 FEIZIIMLEE explicit
ERTAEZEAMORTEBA LT Uiz ([12),[13). UBOBREIMEOBEIZIBVTK
EEERBREERZL TOBE0D Nevanlinna DHEFHEY, RBLIKERL, #EEELY
PYBNETRRT S Z LBRTETVWS ([17],20]), EIZHE > T Nevanlinna D35 2
F—FRECOWTHAT D, XEDHEMETE%, W 200hE2AET 5.

D={z:|z|<1} &L, B={f:D TERI»2|f| <1} &8, T % D EiZEAT
D Fucks & 7%, ZZ T, T'idelliptic 2bDIIEET, 20U ELEOERMLRHBHD
&9 %, 01, ,0, ZnADOHRR2 S orbits (D/T DER) L L., wy, -+ ,w, ZnBD
BRELT5,

f(z) = wg z € O k(k=1,-~-,n)
&72% f € BIZ2\T®D Pick-Nevanlinna interpolation #%& 21 3,

BEOMREDESE £ LB, ERBICE-TRTA—FRFENBZ LB
TWE, RTA—FRFREENI LB/ONBEEEIC SV TR~ ([7),[13],[17],119])

SHMNARER 1. B — £ 2 D CERIREKOM (P,Q,R,S) AT

P
"= prs.  Rg+S#0  (%eB)

LRINB L%, 7% £ D Nevanlinna parametrization £ €& L. (P,Q,R,S) & = DX
BRIy, EN2OULDOMEEESR BT £ D Nevanlinna parametrization 23FE L,
P,Q,R, S IIROHEH %,

(a) S#0
(b) |P/S|<1,|Q/S|<1,|R/S|< 1;
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(c) Q/S €¢;

PS—QR
(d) s — =U"B,

ZIT,0<|U|L1, Bit{;-; Ox 2R & ¥ 5 Blaschke product.

EDHE LY, & Nevanlinna parametrization 7 12 (P, Q, R, 1) & 2 3D —2hoHE
—ODRBEH O LB NDH, EELMEEOSE, © & (P,Q,R, 1) ZR—HRLTHW,
MODLLLR2WIRY 7 =(P,Q,R, 1) c PELET,

P % £ @O Nevanlinna parametrization D2k & L, G % Mobius £# (D ORHTHIH

CRA) 2&0Es LT3,
(a*(7))(g) =n(acg) (a€G,m€P,gE€B)
LEET Do a1 ,00 € GIZRHLT,
(@1om) =atoa’, id*=id

THY, GIXPRHRIERAL TS, DX > 7278 T Nevanlinna parametrization ?
2EPEETIZLNTE, P L G A bijective [ZHIELTNBZ ERIM B,

1 EBO,m e PIZXH LT r=a*(n) &85 a € GBHE—2FET 3,

EDOMBEX Y, parametrization D—RMEIZET HROMBRR Y LD Z L B3h 5,

®l2 zcD\U,,0r%2LD, ZDLE,

m=(P,Q,R,1) st. P(z)>0, R(z)=0

LB, 1 ePiT—ooM—DFEET S,

Kz €D COMDIEDER W(z) = {f(z): f €&} #5253, ZhitDHOMAT
HY. (P,Q,R1)eP NS

P(z =
W(z) = {——(R()S)—Ci-__f%l 3<€D}
LRbEND,
ZITRACEADNEMBICRS L, EAbhkT—# {0}, {w} (1 <i<n)iX
T FETHDINb,
W(o(z))=W(z) (z2€D,0€l)
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BV LG, REMELE ZENTES (19,
Ww#E3 7=(PQ,R1)eP=7,=(Poo,Qoo, Roo, 1)eP (Voel)

T RERFIVOSFET 200@/TH B, 7 = (P,Q,R,1) e P 23— L VEET
5, LOMBEL MBI LY, FBD o e TIZXH LT, 7= at(n,) £725 a, € G A%t
);'E;L'Cb\éoo

Qgor = Qg O Qf (o, T€T)

&729, h(s) = ap iX homomorphism h: T — G #5235, ZZ T, I FERM&, B
L, foo=f(c€T) &WM=T f%2LD, f=7(g) (9 €B) &RENTVBLTBHL,

f=m(9) = eg(rs)(g) =ms(asog), foo=ms(go0)

L72oTW3, - T,
fe& f=n(g) B foo=f (Vo €T) THDHDLEFTRFMHIX

(%) goo=a,0g4 (Vo €T)

BRYIUDZ L THSD,

[ BRE#ETHIBRE. T DAERT o 28T 5 0, DRENRD () AT g DIFEE
PRAEL TS, —RICRILOERTZEHESBERIZIE DI TH A0 ?

MROZLTELRDONER, ROZLEZERLTEL,

EOBHRIZR T D homomorphism A7 € P2 LV ENITHE L TRESLIZDHD
Thd, Bl e PEBAERBRIILEI THAIN?2ZDLE, K(o)=a, LT
homomorphism &' : ' — G RERINTLLTH, &, B LIZLY, o' =*(7) (1 € G)
ERINTNWDETHE, Zh b

ol =tloa,or (Vo €T)

MER Y ST LT CIRMEID BB, T, A(T) & M(T) BABTHY, EoMK
iX parametrization 7 DBERHFIZEKEL RV, XUTOBRICBNTHE I TH D,

§2. Marshall O
S % WA 72 Riemann & T class O CBTH LD LTS, Bib, S TERIDSFR
RERIIERLOEELRY, D={z:|z|<1} & L, S OH¥EHBEEE (D,¢) LT 5.
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{BEL., ¢: D — S IIERERTH D, (D, ) DHEERR (Deck transformation) B4 T &
0, HRRDn+1HAORpo, - ,pr € S(n>1)&ED, O =¢7 ({p}) (0 <k <n)
EBL, TDEEE = Jp_oOr 1 Carleson ODFKMEHL, BEIAFIZR->TN3,
N5, B EORRLEREEEZIL D THR2H 5 EREKD E E~DOHIFRIZZR 5TV
%, X% E LORRREEEEZRTOOL L, X IZKROD 220 norm A5,

||}y = min{supy, |f| : f € H*(D), f|E =z},

lells = supg]e]. :
ZDnorm DAL X 2FNETH X, X, EETE, Zhbix C E?D Banach ZRBTH
9. llzllz < llzlli (V= € X) 236& Y 3Z-D, Banach ? open mapping theorem & ¥, fE%
ERi: X1 — X, IAMERTHIZEBRNE, Thiy

K= {(w1, - ,wa):3f € Bst f(Oo) = {0} , f(Ox) = {we} k=1, - ,n}
&8 &, K iX compact 72 convex set THY, O = (0,---,0) ENRE LTHD, K,
K OMIBETf L LTI AERBDOEBEZLOTEIRRADLEL TS, SH
class Oap TholZ L LV, K, X C" DFER O DARNLRAESTHD, XD E
T RZE>TRERT—F 252 L &, MIITFET 52, T A% (T-automorphic) 72
RITHIRIRFELRVEIRH D Z LERLTNS,

LD Marshall DBl % 5% 2. WOWHEWM-T S OERLERIS {Q;}2, 2L 5.

() {po, -+ ,Pa} C Q55 | |

(2) & Q; 13MEX compact REFLTH Y, ZOHER 0Q; ITFRE OB ICRKRAITH
Jordan IR HERY . (S — ;) = 8Q;; |

(3) S — Q; DERRFIVT I SN compact TV,

@G Chn (=12-), UZ Q=5.

¢71(Q;) D—ODERERSY D(Q,) L Do K; & C* D& (wr,++ ,w,) THY,
Ifl 1, (0o UD(Q;)) = {0}, f(Or U D(Q)) = {wi} (k=1,--- ,n)

EWIET f € HR[D()] BEET LD Rb0OLKET 5, K, & K; DBYBAETH
D, f=Fog|D(Q;) Fe H®(Q;) £ 2% f # L 5 L OHRD bORAET 5,

K;i D> Kjo={(F(p1), -, F(pa)) : F € H®(Q;), |F| <1, F(po) =0}

EREND, ZITK; L K, TEFERS D(Q;) OBRCFICIRL bRV LCERT
%5, K; R K; , 133 C" D compact 72 convex set ThH 5D, X, K; i K #&%. K;,
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I H(Q;) OEM F KR LT B b0 THhEE, Ebbb Cr ORAENAL LT
FoTna,

Ki>Kjy1, KjudKjt1a, [Kju=Ka={0} (¥j€N)
J
THIND., TRRERFITHLT, K, C K' C K} BRYID, GBH M 1T M OA
WERTLDOLTS,)

Lo jE—DLVEEL, ThE | TET, ¢~1(Q) OERERSY D(0)) iXBdkE
THENb, —X—%AFMR Y : D — DY) BFEET 3. (D, o) iX Q) DREEE
., oo IIEEERTHS, (D, doy) DHEERBE T LB, QM iTT 3
Ki & Ko OB S L TIZxd 5 K & K, TAHYLTWD, O I3ARRHENRE
BEZEL, £OBERIL pointlike Ti272V > Riemann B TH 5,

§3. Heins DEE
Fucks B T IZ &> TRERMOFEMIIOVT, §2 TORERIL, BXBT—F LD
BREL VR LIERT S,

1. S 2BEH.28 pointlike T2V noncompact 72 Riemann i TZ DEKRFENFRER T
HHbDLTD, D={z:|z| < 1} LBE, S OWEHRFEED% (D,¢) 75D, TTT,
6:D — S IHEBERTH D, (D,d) DEELTRBLT L755. T35 OEARL
B T35, Mobius ¥ (D OB CRE) #E G L 75, 42 2T, W&
& iZ#EH, homomorphism h: T —s G; h(0) = a, BEF2 DL &, §1ICR LRHF

(%) goo=as0g (Vo €T)

BT g € BREETHNE D DIONWTEET 5, ROMENRY I,
RE AD) 2 Abel BETH D & X121k (») 2% 71T g € BIX 2 U EBFET B,

BEB fESEBR TRV 250 Mobius B# B, ye GIZXH LT, B Ly BARTHDZ
Le, BLADABADESRRUTHD Z L LIXFHETHZ0 5, h(T) 23 Abel HTH
% &id, R URD Mobius BRI LRY . FBIAR—BE LTINS ZLTHS, h(T) OiE
SABMUSADERN 1) KA (hyperbolic), 2) B (parabolic), 3) FEFIKJ (elliptic)
D 3ODFERITHTTRAT B,

1) Ml 2238E, 200X BIRE m, 2 €0D LT3, gi=ni LD gieB(i=1,2)
A (%) BT ZLRALNTH S,
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2) BMHRBZE, FBRIZ1SOTHY, FhEnedD LT3, —REH

w(z) = Zi_j

2E25, nidw-FE®D oo iIZRE L, AT) IAXFEH Re w > 0 D HHRITHNER T

BHo>T, FEVRD co DBDITHIEL TN, (x) #7123 g € B DFEEMEIX, wog 2%
2% Z &IZX Y, nontrivial 72 homomorphism w: ' — R REx bz & &,

; {z:]z| <1} +— {w : Re w > 0}

(3.1) foo = f+ w(o), ocel

Z#H724 D TERIAD Re f > 0 L RDEH f BEFEETHNE ) HOBEICRET 3,
ROFEZEMTS (9] BR).

(p0)=a &BL, a ZWHRETE S EOIBEOMMB v, -,y 23S DEABOA
BRTx2 52 TN5LT5, Z0LE, ROFRADEEV BEEL, Vz e VIiZRHLT,
u(a) = 12 (w(u,m), - ,w(u,m) =z £723 S COEMRMEL u BEET S, =
T, wlu, k) 1T u OIBAMEB DA v, (IS > TORBERT D LT S,)

T ICRIETHT DERE 0 55, HRE0ED LT 5 v D ¢ X B lifting D
RiXop(0) TH D, +RDINE>02LD L. wu,yy) =tw(or) &725 S LOEMEM
R u BFET B, Re f=t~luog L725 D LOERIESR f # &5 & Ehi (3.1) %
WL TWa, ELTIDX ) 2KE f ITEREES,

FROBREHANDERDOZEBRVIDZ L b5,

(EED (wi,--- ,wi) € RMUZH LT, w(ok) = wi £725 homomorphismw : T — R
DME—DOTFET 5, )

3) EMRREE, ZOHAITLED 2) ORB/ITH/ESED Z LBHEKD, A(T) 28
RAEBRE 0 & T5, ZOREITXTBEETEDR, :
ao(2) = n(@)7 In(o)| =1 (o €T)

£3%, n(o) -n(r)=n(oor) (0,7 € T) BWYIUD, T DERT ox, k=1,--- L IZH
LT, n(ox) = e7'% L BE, w(o) = 6; Thomomorphismw : I' — R #E&ET 5,
e~ =p(g), (¢ €T) THYH, 5D wizR LT, ELFEMC (3.1) 2W%=d D TE
RIZ>D Re f>0LRBHEf2LD, g=e T BL, ZOEKGIIBIZRL. (¥
BRI LTWAZ EBbh b, TR g ZERBEFEET D, (FEK)

g, LOMBOIH D 1) DFFIZHWT, (D) B2 2DOEDABRE2FEL, ZH

R D (%) OB REIRDOEER & 5 ERHEEE 2 >DHTH S X 5 72 homomorphism
h BEETDHIZENAMONTNS, (FEMIT [10])
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—7J7. homomorphism h #3§1 THh~7z, [ RERT —F % 5 % /= Pick interpolation
DfifE{A D Nevanlinna parametrization 7 b/ LN LD THIHAIE, () EW=T
91, 92 EBITXHTIMfL =n(g1), fa=7(g) L D&, (1-t)fi +tf,(0<t <) b
XETHDHDT, BRERBD (x) 2WizT ge BRFETIZ LTk,

2. ZIT, RADBBETHHHAMM D = {2 : |z| < 1} £TOD Fuchs B L > THE
27— 2L B Pick OfEIBEIZOWTE 2S5, §2 DBRFORROTIZEERET, %
T, EEOMHATOMNE L, FEEGEBRIZRT S Pick-HEMECET 2ROMEZR
~%,

B4 QEPEVNIRbLLRVm+ 1 AOMMTE Jordan IR CE W -HEK L T5,
21,0,z F QNORERZ nflORET B,

A={(f(z1), ", f(2a)) 1 f € H®(Q), |fI<1}

X C™ @ compact 72 convex set TH Y, A DEFRLUZHHIET S f IEE—DThHB, XZ
DFHELY LD, ([5], p130 BR)

§2 DRFEANVT, K, CK} &5 j =2t WEET D, WEThEI LTS,
K, CK} THhY, Ki, & K 133012 C* OFR 0 WA E L TR compact 72 convex
set Tdholz, O OEEHBEE TH D HMADNI D L FBEHRE I 1ZHT 5 Pick
FHHFEORIZ OV TER D, K DRIZNT 5 D LOFHEMEL . £ OO Nevanlinna
parametrization (2 X > T# A ¥ %5 homomorphism h : 0 = a, 124 % A(T*) & DBEERIZ
DT, ROEBBERY LD, Rz e K IZxs LTV 5 homomorphism % h, &ERTZ
&Y 5,

Heins OFEE (1) z € K; iZx9 % Pick-#EBEOMRITERBEEFEET 5.

(2) z € Ki— K, I LT, MRS 3 ho(T) TR TRV

(3) z € 0Ky, KR LTI, (x) BT AT Th D, |

(4) KR O L y € 0K, , 2REEBAMRSY (O,y) LOR ez, T2 Tridy +ENET S,
X LTI, RST 5 h(TF) 13T TH AN, (») BHTHOIXERBEFEET 5.

B (1) Rz e Ky iz 5 3MaM—oR b, TRIIHAOICT RETHDIND
K, KRLTWRIFhZRLRY, 5T, r € 0K I3+ 2MITEREFET D, y 2
FROLEz 2RISR (0,2 LIzhBLED, y=tz, 0<t <1 THD2b, IR
TRIEFET D,. y=0 DLEXFAATH D,
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(2),(3) z € K; &%, RIS 2 h(T*) M Abel R LT, OB L Y, T RELMR
IEERREFET S, o Tz e Ko THD, Ko XH®(Q) KET2H0THY, KA
ERRELTNE0D, MB4EERATDL., z€ 0K, IZXHTH5MBITHE—DTHLZ L
BD5,

(4) MEDH, 0€ D\ Up=; Or £ 75, Thid—BREZRDRV, &y, 0<t <)
x5 5 AEIIE DD parametrization & LT, HE2 TR

(Pt,Qt,Rt, 1) s.t. Pt(O) > 0, Rt(O) =0

ERBBOERE, t > 1DL X, WEFI{P},{Q:},{R:} XENENh B OEM P,Q,R,
IZIERT 5. P(0) > 0, R(0) = 0 THY., (P,Q,R,1) A y iZx¥ 2 MHRMEDOHED
parametrization #5X T3 Z EA43035, y IZHET D hy(T*) DEF o, & ar (0,7 €
I*) OFEFHBRIEIL, 1IC+mENt & 5L, ty IZXHET 5 homomorphism Ay 1285
hiy(T*) DFERIEZEL, MBERMES S Z LIXEDOBES L FRICGEATE 5,
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