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fB/E D Gauss BIROESHRDOAERDRITDERICDOWVT
EIRKE - ETHZRERER 1L %2

Yu Kawakami
Faculty of Mathematics and Physics,

Kanazawa University

1 F

ARETIE, 3 X5t Euclid 22/ R3 N o 5@/ N O Gauss BARDED RIS 2 Bl DR
B 5, FEHDOIREYETH 2 TREBHIK  OHEFIFLE [13] T4 5472 “Bloch-Ros principle”
OMEY, AU EEEAETH 2 EBITH K ORISR [20] TEH LNz, BE 0 OFR2ME
SEfrRs e (RN & BV 5 ) D Gauss ERDRAMER L 522 D IR EEIC B T 255 5R
RIREST 5. £/, Gauss BREOENMEmOH /- 2EEL LT 4 857 WD EiF5.

2 Bloch-Ros principle

AFTIX, Bloch-Ros principle OEE & #/NHTIGHANDIGH ZHBN 5 5. FEME, i [13] £
7B R OB LY [14] 2SR U T L V.

2.1 BHIEEBEEICXIT S compact property IC2WT

%9, BRESLEERE (-, -) 2383 %. Riemann BRE C := C U {oo} IZMAHE 7y : C — 52,
DED

2Rez 2Imz [2> -1
|22+ 17|22+ 17 22 +1

N (z) = < ) (z€C), 7wn(0):=(0,0,1)(=:N)

WXk oT, 2RTERME 52 LE—HHT A2 TES. 22T, S? DfEEEHT R® @ Euclid #EEED
SEFIHNIEMY LTEDS. CITBIT3 21 ¥ 2o DFElEE, S?2 v #EZ2-r X0EMOEST
D, x(21,20) EFEL, IRETKIEEE Y IER. BRIAEEIEEE v (21, 22) 1&, 21,20 € CITHLT,

|Zl —22| 1

X(ZhZQ) = 9 X(Zla OO) = T
V142121 + [22]2 V1472

L5,
¥ % Riemann @, (C,x) % Riemann ERH & 32, ZDL %,

ME)={f: 2> CEHER}={f: - C FHEHEBEHK}U{f=occon X}

L RBRI R (R (C), BB | 10K03463, 23K03086) OBIREZI-SDTH S,
*2 fEAT 1 920-1192 SRAFEHPIRIER, e-mail: y-kwkami@se.kanazawa-u.ac.jp
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LEDD. ML) OHEE LT, A compact ERFEE EDO—RRIGRAAEZ W2,
P%Y ko CEzZlM2 EAIBHBOH HEHE L &,

D)= {fe M) fES LTHE P 2T )

LEDD.

E#E 2.1 (closed property ¥ compact property [30]). C (ZfE%H 2 ERIEHROME P i2xfL

T, ROFMNZ2EZS !

(P1) f£8® 2 5@ Riemann [H X, Y ¢ DIKKRZFHEZNVMEBROEAER ¢: ¥ — X 1AL
T, fe PE)BbEfode P(T) LB

(P2) £ % Riemann @, f € .#(5) £53. S NOEEORN T > 82 MR Q R LT,
flo€ 2(Q) kol fe P(T) Lixb.

(P3) EE D Riemann [ XX LT, Z(X) DIT SR BN { [, 150, ORERBEEH 2 (X)
DI 5.

(P4) £ Riemann |l X IZX LT, Z(X) XY LOEHBEL R 3.

HHE P 2% (P1), (P2), (P3) 2%/ 3 & %, P % closed property \"5. ¥/, B P

DM (P1), (P2), (P3), (P4) Ziifi/=3 & %, P % compact property X\ 5.

QCCkhfrL, fi=anvof: T > S2CR3¥3. D EicBII3 f ® Eucid A0 E

Xk |Vfl. TERT. corx, D LoGHME f LT,

R 2V2|f!
Vil = 2L,

72D E f=00DEEZ|VF|. = 0B IO.
closed property ¥ compact property ¥ OEWIE L T, XOTEEMEDILD. ZHIZIERE
DHEMIC BT 2 Zaleman DO [33, 34] IHET 5.
EE 2.2 (Ros 12 & % Zaleman O [30]). P % closed property £ 55%. ZDrZ, XD (1)
7203 (2) DWFT IR D LD !
(1) P& compact property TH 5.
(2) fe P(C)BEELT, |Vfl.(0)=12DC ETI|Vfl.<1%HFT.
¥ 72, compact property &RXD X 5 REHEFFD. D&, DIFEMHAKRZRT.
%8 2.3 (compact property OHH [13, 30]). P % compact property ¥ 3 3.
(1) 2(C) WEMEEEL»EER .
(2) EFED f e Z(D\{0}) ITMLT, 2 =01 f OEMFEACERLRW. DF D,
f:D = CRERIEB/ICH 3.

compact property D% 2 DFENT 5.

5l 2.4 (Montel-Liouville B4 HE [13]). L > 0 23 3. {£ED Riemann i X B X KX ERIGH
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fio > CrsLT, BEP %
|fl<L onX or f=(constant) on X

LED DL, Prld compact property TH 5.

il 2.5 (Carathéodory-Montel-Picard B 14H [2, 13, 30, 34]). X € C 2§ 3. {FE® Riemann
HYBXCEHIE®R f: X > ClenLT, HE Px %

f(£)cC\X or f=(constant) on X

£33k, Px lZclosed property TH 2. X512, X B3 EULDOTLEEATVIUE, Px &
compact property TH 5.

Bl 2.5 Z@EHT 5 L, i 2.3(1) & Picard O/NEH, @ 2.3 (2) 1& Picard O KEHICZh 2
AIGT 5.

2.2 Weierstrass m-triple IC¥t9 % HZREFHIC DL T

BHTE @ Gauss BB DED AR ZH RN S 72, Weierstrass m-triple ¥ \» 5 RO % E
F7 5.
EE 2.6 (Weierstrass m-triple [13]). X 2HMF &

ds® = (1 + |gI*)™|f]?|d=|?

(HL, fdz % ¥ EOIERI1 XA X, ¢ 2 ¥ LOBHEEBK, m ZIEOBE) ML 725
Riemann @& §5%. 2o %, (3, fdz,g) % Weierstrass m-triple £\ 5.

RIZ, compact property % &7z 3 A HEBIA m-curvature estimate 2723 Z ¥ 2 EH
T5.

E&E 2.7 (m-curvature estimate [13]). P % compact property, m Z IEOBEr52. =
DY %, P ) m-curvature estimate Zi/z3 1%, $2 C = C(P,m) > 0 BFELT,
g € P(X) &/ THEED Weierstrass m-triple (2, fdz,g) KN LT, FED p € L IZBWT

| Kas2(p)|(d(p))® < C

DEDIIDZTHB. TIZT, Kye(p) i&ds? = (1+|g/2)™|f)?dz|? BT % p D Gauss B
R dp)ldp s L DHEFNDOHMKIERECTD 5.
[13] I2BWT, FA X compact property 73 m-curvature esimate %7z 372 DHIESREFL L
T, UTFoEEZRL?. ZDEHEM Bloch-Ros principle DEELZLE R 2ERTH 3.
FIE 2.8 (Kasao-Kawakami [20]). P % compact property, m X EQ¥EHr 372, oL %,
RD (1) £721% (2) DVT DD LD

(1) P & m-curvature estimate %7273

(2) % D FOEH 1 AMATHR fdz BEOB2 D FOIFEREEMEM g MEELT,
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XD (A) BX (B) 279 -
(A) ds? = (1 + |g/>)™|f|?|dz|? »* D LoEmnEMGR L 725,
(B) ge (D) THYH, |Kge2(0)] =1/4T, D EOBHE pIZBWVT |Kye2(p)| < 123K
URVASH
28 ZHWD &, PIZIE, ROMRERT I TE 2.
i 2.9 (Kasao-Kawakami [20]). ffll 2.4 TE X 72ME Pp 1%, m-curvature estimate % {ifi7z
3 compact property TH 3.

SEFH. EOBHE m 2EEICHDEET 3. 20X %, Pr i m-curvature estimate % {72 X 72\
compact property TH 2 L{RET 2 ¥, EH 28 kb D LDOEAI1 XMAFER fdz BLXO D Lk
DOIEEREBEK g PFEELT, XD (A) ¥ (B) 27 :

(A) ds? = (1+ |g[2)™| f]2/d=[2 73 D Eosfifaitir 5,

(B) D £ |g| < L.
22T, ds = (14 L)™|f]2|dz2 £ 5%, D kT

(L+ g™ 21f < 1+ 22" f]

il 3729, ds2 3D EOEMEMGTRE 5. £, £ D EXFESERLRVWED,
Alog (1+ L*)™2|f| =0

L5, dsg iICBT % Gauss #i% K,z 28D ETEFNCO %5, £oT, dsj i3 D LD
OB EMFIRE 5. —F, T DOFIHA 2 XIT Riemann ZHEIAD B R 13 ERF
HCTHZIhd, (D,dsg) OYRBHEHIE C 27225, ZTHEIHSLLIIFET 3. O

G 2.9 DFR L LT, XD Liouville OEHEEEL Z e TE 3.

% 2.10 (Kasao-Kawakami [20]). #l (X, fdz, g) % Weierstrass m-triple ¥ 5. ds? = (1 +
lg|))™ | f|?|dz|* 25 Y EOEMHEFEMFRET, EHWH2 L>0BFELT, ¥ ET g < L %&iif
7237 51E, ds? 1B % Gauss iR K 2 3 X ECEZMICO 2723, Fig, gla T ETF

BThH3.
SEBA. M 2.9 kD, EEDOpe D ITHLT
C
Kge(p)|'/? < —
Zili7e3 C = C(L,m) > 0 BFET 5. ds? 35EMTRTHZehs, FED pe D ITHLT
d(p) = co DD, koT, X ETKy:=0%7%%. ¥/,

2mg'|?
Ky = —
¢ (L4 g[*)m*2f?
YRBZDT, Ky =0DE E g3 X ETERE RS, O

¥ 7z, BEAHZRDEAERX (9, (8.12) on page 136) ZHW2 Z T, M@ 2.9 % X 5ITHEE
tT22ePTES,



103

8 2.11 (Kasao-Kawakami, [20]). m ZIEQER L $5. 2.5 THEXMHE Px &, X »
m+ 2 A EDTLEEATWIUL, m-curvature estimate % 7= 3 compact property ¥ 7 3.
% 2.10 DitFHr A O Z 3 5 Z & T, fiid 2.11 D% LT, XD Picard B EEZE
ZENTES.

% 2.12 (Kawakami [16]). 8 (%, fdz,g) % Weierstrass m-triple ¥ 3 3. ds?> = (1 +
lg12)™|f1?|dz|? 28 ¥ EosEEmGtRT, ¢ 2 Y EIFEBEHAERR 51F, g ORIMA
BlIEic m+2TH5.

R212IFBMETH 2. EIE, Y% C\{ar,...,am1} TREFZOEBEHEmE L,

dz
[ (2 —ay)
CEDDZE, g3 S ETm+ 2 EOBRIME a1, ..., amir, 00 BFB, ds? = (1+ |g]?)™|f]?|dz]?
Y EoSREMFRE RS,

fdz = g(z) ==z

2.3 HUBERANDIGA

5 2.2 Hi TS 7AERZ R® WOl HER~NEHT 5. 2 offio 3 RoTZEMAAOHED 27 7 2
(Bl z21Z, 3 XIT Lorentz-Minkowski ZEFIN O REKBIE S 3 XL7 7 7 4 Y ZZMADIEEE 7 7 7
A VIR ) ~NDOIGAX [13] 2SR L T L.

R3 Aot/ N OEAFIHZEE 2. FMIEETX (1, 27, 28], BaLofETIE (18, 22]
EBRELTHRLY. X = (21,10, 73): ¥ — R3 2SNl e 32, ZophEcF
BEAER (u,v) 222212k D, ¥ % R3»50FBEGFEZEMIEY L THD Riemann [H &

ABRFTLNTEL. ZOL X,
Ay X =0 (2.1)

Ziiiz s, DOFDEMIEE ;13X EORMBK L ks, BREF 2z =ut+iv ZHVD L, (2.1)

iy )
90X =0 (2.2)

Y75, 22T, 8 = (0/du—i0/0v)/2, B = (0)du+id/dv)/2 £FB. (22) &b, &
¢; = Omidz (i=1,2,3) 13 LOER 1 XMAHTRL 5. %72, KD 3 L&HDMD IO :

[C] Y92 =0 GEBEEMH,
R] > 1¢:)? > 0 GERIZM),
[P] & ¢; 23, EED v € H\(M,Z) 1KLL T

Re/qﬁi:O
v

Ziiti7=3 (RHZM).



104
S EOER 1 MR fde b S Lo g %

. ®3
dz = ¢y — i, g= ‘ 2.3

fdz=¢1—ig2, g o (2.3)
Y33, ZorE, g:Y - Cx SR ZOMMD Gauss GiR v, £, R 2560FEE
ds? 1%

ds* = (1+[g*)?|f1*d=]? (2.4)
L35, b,

1 |
Y N R N NS (2:5)
MRD IO, BT, N EER 1RO fde © HEEBIE g O3 (fdz,) B5 R HME L&,
¢ = (¢1, P2, ¥3)

% (25) CEDZ. ok, HEEA (Cl FEBMICH S, EAIGA R] &, Tg D h o
TOA fdz X2 MiDBEEE DD LB LD (24) obhd. b LA [P] 2z LT
WAUE, W .

X (2) :Re/ 2¢ (2.6)

TIEBNS. TIT, 23X EORTIDEELTEL. 20X (fdz, g) 2/ O Weier-
strass T—4 (Weierstrass data) (LU, W-data l&3), (2.6) % Enneper-Weierstrass @
FRIRN (Enneper-Weierstrass representation) W5, ot x, MR 7(X) &

7(X) := /Zdesz =— /2 m (2.7)
b, ZOIHER Gauss BARDHRD Riemann BRI D Fubini-Study FH&I1CHE§ 2EE L —
By 5.

(24) 225, FE22WHIH 2RO m =2 DHFELER S Z LT, MHED Gauss BfFD
DM OMR 2R/ I eNTES. £3, EM 28 DICHZEZ 5. HAFR D XS
TH%, 2% D W-data iZ0f L CHIE O FHISM [P] EEBICKRDZOZ L IERET 2 &,
Enneper-Weierstrass DRIAR? 5, Ros KIZ L D RENIROMEREZHRS.

EI 2.13 (Ros [30]). P % compact property £ 35. ZOtZ, XD (1) 721 (2) oW
DDA DILD ¢
(1) P& 2-curvature estimate %7z 3,
(2) & 25EfmiB/ NI 0 D — R3 BEFEL T, 20 Gauss Effx D ETHE P %L,
HE D Gauss IR | K42 (0)| = 1/4 BITHEED p € DI LT [Kye2(p)| < 1 AL
WRVASH

£/, 1210 2@EH 3 % Z ¥ T, Bernstein DEENELNS.
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I 2.14 (Bernstein ®EH). R® NOFEMH/NHET, Zd Gauss BERDOBI S? 1ICBWTH
BETRFIIFETH 2. FiC, FHESERTERI NN T 713 FHEICKRS.

SERR. R3 NOSEfM/NHTE ¢ : ¥ — R? @ W-data % (fdz,g) £ BL. KEH» S, BRSO IH
MAEEER T 22T, 3 L>0MFELT, ¥ ETlgl < LAKDIo. %7, R3»o0H
HEE (24) 13 Y LOSEMHERZDT, £2.10 & g l3EH, 2% () FFHEICRS. O

%212 ZI5HT 32T, BAREZRIRLERDHEREES.
FI 2.15 (Fujimoto [6]). R> PO T2 WIEIEM/NHTE O Gauss BRDRIMEBILE %
4=2+42)Thd. I, ZOHRIRRTH 2.

AR 2.16. EH 2,15 ofFE L LT, BAHZERIIRDOETANRS Gauss EIED TR 7T IKEE
WKOWTHRDZ L ERLTWS @ R3 ADOFMH TR WIEmM/ N O Gauss B g D5ER 57 8K
Bl T LT, v, <4DEDHIID ([7]).

24 SEROFE

AEDHREIZ, Bloch-Ros principle DRFZEICEIT 3 5% 0FE L LT, R? WO EEiiR—Eih
M D Gauss EEOESHOMEEED 17 3. R3 ANOFiiR—E oML, 62 12808
HEROAR 17 ZBHLTHRL V. R3 WO —EHHH O Gauss EEOEIHOMRL LT,
ROFERVPHT SN T NS,

FI 2.17 (Hoffman-Osserman-Schoen [12]). ¢: ¥ — R3 %52 FIHE—EHE L T 5.
Gauss 518% S 026 SZ ANDEB/BRYY LTEZ- %, Gauss BRDED S? OEERICEENT
W3, %) FFH2rEAEEHOWT AN TDH 5.

XoT, ROFHEMPLTOLENS.

F48 2.18. ¢: ¥ — R® Z25EMFIHE—EME, ¢: X — C 2 ZOHED Gauss BRL 5 3.
Gauss G g Y ET|g| <1 23k 01E, FEDpe X iTxfLT

C
Ky (p)|/? < —

iz d C > 00FET 5. 12720, Kge (FHHEO Gauss H1ZE, d(p) i p 25 T DEFEHFAD
HIMATBERE T 5.

TAE 2.18 D Gauss BIRDEMIL |g| <1 T 20EPHZ L IHEET 5. EBE, 77 an
4 F¥ 7 FA4 KD Gauss BB C AICBWTER 4%, Ruh-Vilms [31] i2& b, R3AD
SEEHRE —E A O Gauss BB S2 NOFMEBRIC X o TR T Sh 20T, SEFRLIRL
7= Bloch-Ros principle D¥HHADERETEZ 25 TH 5. Lo L, FAMNEBRIIH L T Hurwitz DE
HAED DRSO R VIR EHHAZ R T 2 ETRMINICE LW 22D 5. 2oz ki,
Ros KO [30] THfih s TW3.
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3 B0 OBR2HMEST(HE/NED Gauss BIRDIES

ARETEK, BREMFZMBNHEO Gauss BEROESHICE T KR, R, BETmkt
DHEWIFE 20] TESNT, B0 OBEREMREFBNHEICH T 25 Gauss BEBRDFRIMER &
TENIRMERDIERZHNT 5.

3.1 #EFEHLOBEEBPHDESDS

AREITIE, ZOT—<OMALEET 2 L THEL LD, HEFH C LoBFEHABEBOMES T
OREREEET 2. ¥F, C LoAHBBEBOMHEDARIIBWT, ROABBMED 1 OTH 3,
Picard Oo/NEHE %22 CTHER T 5.

FIE 3.1 (Picard O/NEH). f: C — C RIFEBEEABEBL L, Dy % f ORIMER L T 5.

o E,
D; <2 (3.1)

D LD,

(3.1) OFHIIIRREBTH 2. HlRIE, f(2) =e* % C LOFHAEAHL LTERALLE, 0,00 D}
foOBRIMEL D, (3.1) DEEEHMI-THIE 5.

—77, Nevanlinna [24] 37EH 3.1 O—f&{t LT, ROFEREZRLTWS.

FIE 3.2 (HIEHE, [24], [29]). f: C — C Z2IEEHEHUEBE T2, ¢ % 1 M EoBEYY
L, ai,...,a, € Ck ¢ HOMHERZHL T2, a;(j=1,...,¢) KNLT, f(z)=0q; &
KBz DEEENEIC v, UETHELIRET S L,

i(l - ;) <2 (3.2)

j=1 J

DD, dL, a; B fORIMEDOE 2l vj=c0c L, 1—(1/y;)=12FZ25%. ZDZ
5, ATEHII Picard O/NEHE (EH 3.1) ORFEIZH5.

EH 3.21%, Nevanlinna D ~FEEHEN HEL Z ¥ DT & 2 RERFEHEHI (defect relation)
DFReLTHELNS. M, Bz [5] % [25] SR LUTHRLWV.

FEH 32 ZBEZ T, ROWEEED .

E& 3.3 (BN HEY ZOEHA, [20,29])). % Riemann fir L, f: % — C 2 HHEAEK
Y53, %, vE2UEOBEY TS ZDOrE, ac CH fDrvNOTREDIKE (totally
ramified value) TH2 2%, HER f=ad v KD/PNIVEEE L RZ2BERLZLRV, OF
D, TRTCOMOEEEN v AL B2 2%20WS. %7, ad fOBRIMED L 213, YAKE
BEDHESFELZVDT, f Do MOBEDIREL AT, 612, fO v DTEETIRE
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WZxtddo A b (weight) %

1
1-=
v

TEDD. fORIMECHTZ2V 24 ME12T2. ZOLIRCEDY2A4 DY ETOMR
M% f OREFIHER X 72 IITL2DEED T 1 ~ DB (total weight of the totally ramified
values) £\ 5.

EFE 3.3 XD, BRPBMEBIIRIMEROBERF D2 Zepbhd. oz v CER
32DEREABRZERD L ST/ 5.

FIE 3.4 (DIEHE). f: C— CRIEEHEHABBET5. D & f ORIMER L L, vi %
f OREDGER Y T2, 2ok %,

Df <vp<2 (3.3)

A D 3D,
(3.3) Ikl b mRERDFHETH 2 Z e brd. C LOBEEABEIE LT, Weierstrass
D pBBEEZS. p(2) ZRD 405D 2 NOELDIEHEE D :

e1:=pw/2), ex:=p(W'/2), es:=p((w+w)/2), oo

ZITC, w, iF fOEAFHE TS, ZOLE, o(z2) DEETBMERIL vy = 4(1-(1/2)) =2
272D, (3.3) DFESEH T 55,

TERTIEEBIRIMER L D EELRERE S5 2 2. HlZ1E, Picard O/NEHE (FH 3.1) 256,
FEEBATARIE f: C - C WML T Dy <22 D 2. —7, RECEOEAREH» S, FEE
HEMBB f:Co> ClenLTiE Dy <1 k3. ko, MIMEBORAEBICEWT, —KD
Bia e REMRSE0E W 17 1228, ERDBIEBMORKREICKR 2 e Z0ENVNERD. R
bR, EHL 3.4 HIEEBEHAEM f: C—» C IR L Ty <2 243D, KEHD d OIEEREH
% f: C - C It LTIE Dy <2—(1/d) %% GEBHEHI 213 [20, Proposition 2.2] #% 8
LTHRLY). ZOFHEIIERT, EE f(2) = 2¢ ORL2DIEERE vy =2 (1/d) %53, 2O
Bl obhd k5, —ROBE L RBIRGEDBNERNZRC, BROBERZHFHNSE 2L
BEERTH 2.

3.2 RHBEEHE D Gauss BIRDIES T

f/NETE O Gauss BEEROED RO FRICEWT, 2L OWEEIEEKEZ S OMEL LT,
Osserman fE X MHEN 2, GREHREHB N DO Gauss FARDFRIMER D LR %2 KD 2 ]
BHHZ. ZIho ZoMERRENT 5. R NOEREMEBFEMHEE/NHEICOWT, ROWHED
D RVASR
EHE 3.5 (Huber-Osserman). X: Y — R? 2 HREMELHM/NHAIE T2, 2O &, XD
TEMHED IO
(1) 1B Riemann T ¥ 25 BREDH (ZOHDZ e ZI VR (end) 2FER) ZFRWz
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borEARIMEL %5 ([10]),
(2) Zor &, W-data 3 X FEHEANCHRT 2 2 2T E 3 ([26]).

EH 35 AR DO Z s, R WO GEERA MRS XA NEE (algebraic
minimal surface) XMEEXNTWS. AFETIE, UBRZIOHEEH VWS Z 2 35, IR/
H D Gauss EARDRIMEEITDOWT, KPR D LD,

EIE 3.6 (Osserman [26]). R3 WOFETHWREBIE/NHET D Gauss FAEOBRIMELULE %

3TH5.

2% b, SEfMNhE D 2 7 212 “FR2EfE (KBE) 7 w5 &AEZMAUL, Gauss BB
DFRIMER D ERIE “4” CGEBE 2.15) 205 “37 (EPFL3.6) N &L 5. ML TW2 DI,
B 3.6 DFHliARENE SN TH 5.

178 3.7 (Osseman [ [27]). R3 WOFHE TR WA/ NHE O Gauss BRDBRIMER D
| ERRE 27 h? ' 430 0 ?

Gauss BARDFRIMER A “27 ¥ 72 2 RBEIMV N OBNIFES 5. PIZIX, 7 /74 F (&

) EHRERSEHM NI T, X = C\ {0} £T W-data % (fdz,g) = (dz/2°,2) ¥ 8L &,
Y L CHIENEED, g ORIMERIZ 2 2725, £, 23] 12BWVWT, B 7 /4 FUANDKIHED
DR ENTVS. —7, Gauss GBEDOFRIMERDY 37 O REAIMNHENIZBID RO 0 TH S
T, FECHE L TEROFIRIGRED D LD,
8 3.8 (Osserman [26]). X AVEH v OF Riemann H X, 22 6BRME (ZZTl3 kL 33)
D F %R 725 Riemann [ 3, \{p1, ..., px} EXEHIFE & 722, FEHT AR WOARE RN
X:L-5R*¥29%2. de Gaus B g: L - C% X, FICHHANCIHRL -2 TOXREE ¥
5. g DRAIMEBA 3 DL X, RO LHMHILD :

ey>1,d>k>3,
e bLy=1%561F, d=k&%RbD, TLRXZEZY FIFEDAA (DFD, FHIY 1A
T4 FRZUR) ITk3,
o 7(X) & —127 LIFIZHk 3.
X512, REROUHIHED K = XDVNZ Ve R LTI ROIEFEREDR D 1O Z e HIS N
TWVW3.
el 3.9 (Weitsman-Xavier, Fang). ®BI%EHY —127 ([32]) & —167 ([4]) £ 7% %, Gauss BED
BROMERLDY 3 D R? ORI NN AFAE L 72,
ZZT, %< OFHEIZ Osserman RE (HRE 3.7) OBFZEZRD LS ICFHLTVWS.
I F#8 3.10. FHETHRWAREAE/NHT D Gauss EREORIMER D EIRIX “2” TH 3.
COTEMPELWET S, BRDBEEICH L TOROTENEZHND.

I F88 3.11. FEiCRWREBIRNTTT O Gauss BBROTEETIEERD FRE “2” TH 5.
L2L, PHE3ITIEELLSRWV. ERICRD &5 REIDEFEET 5.
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8 3.12 (Miyaoka-Sato [23], Kawakami [15]). ¥ = C\{£i} & L, Z®_ETOIERI1 X#5
R, FHEHAEKON (fdz2,g9) %

[ (FE+)? 2Z2+1+4a(t—1)
(fdz,g) = ((z2 P dz,o 2 >, a,teR, (a—1)(t—1) #0, (3.4)

TEDD. ZIZT, o2=(t+3)/a{{t—1)a+4} £T2. ZOLE, 02<0%i/lF oL
T, (3.4) % W-data & L, Gauss Bff g DFRIMED o, oa 722 ¥ LRI/ NERE DT
#3532, /2, g0) gD 2MDTEDIEELRZ. XoT, g DFEETIEELIE

1
l@=1+1+<1—2>=25
L%,

Gauss BRDTERTIRKMER A 2.5 OREBATH/NITE O FIE Z A F TaniE 3.12 TEIT AR
DD o TWIgh o 7eh, HEETTHT R RDHF L WA ZFE R LTz
k8 3.13 (Kawakami-Watanabe [20]). ¥ = C\{0,+i} £ L, Z® ETOIEH] 1 XA,
FHEBEBON (fdz, g) &

[ {b—a)zt +4(b—1)z* +4(b— 1)}? (b—a)z* +4a(b—1)22 + 4a(b—1)
UW”%‘( 2(2 1 1)2 G o A A —1)2 14— 1)
(3.5)

TEDS. ZIT,a,be R\{l}, 2FD, a#bTo?=(5a+11b—16)/(16ab—11a—5b) < 0
5%, ZOr%, (3.5) % W-data & L, Gauss BEi% g DIRIMED 0, o0a 72 X LOREK
(BN ASTEAE S 5. K72, b= g(£V2i) 23 g D 2 UDEEDIEEL 25, £oT, g DFESR

TR fE R
L@=1+1+<1—;>:25
L5,

INoDflE, EETIMERS & TEM 3.6 ZREL L -ROMEROKRROFIZEZ TV,
EH 3.14 (Kawakami-Miyaoka-Kobayashi [19]). X 2% v OFH Riemann [ X, % & G BR{HE
(ZZTWE kLT 3) OFERVE Riemann @ X, \{p1,...,px} LFAFRMEL %3, FH
THRWREBEIMNEE X: X - R? 235, d% Gauss 5f% g: ¥ — C % X, RICHAAITHE
RLZZEZOXREBE T 5. g DFRIMER D, 3 X O L7 BHER v, 1ITH LT,

2 1 —14k/2
Dgg%g2+ﬁ,g——1—7;lf<1 (3.6)

DD, R, R® NOFHETHRWEREHIRSEHE N O Gauss BRORIMERIE & 4
3TH%.
HIE, (v, k,d) = (0,3,2) £F 5L, (3.6) D vy DR 2+ (2/R) =25 LD, @ 3.12 O
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DEERI T 25, ¥z, (v,k,d) = (0,4,4) £33, (3.6) D, D LRI 2+(2/R) =2.5
izh, @313 OPINESEIL T ns. LoT, EoroERICENTIE, EFH 3.14
DFHHIIRBETH 2 Z e 3bp 22, TRTOMMEEIIBWTER 314 RETH 50 5 i
Lo TR,

TR 0 DI/ N D Gauss AR DBRIMERL & 52 2D B ERIC O WT, ROFEIRHIED
ASH
EIE 3.15 (Osserman, Kawakami-Watanabe [20, 26]). F[H T \WEE 0 O REHIR/NEhTE
X:¥ — R? D Gauss Gf% g ITH LT,

Dy <vy <3

MR DILD. i, Gauss BERDRIMERIIE 4 2 TH 5.
X o T, B0 o REIIBU TN B W T, Gauss BARDE R T BAERAD 3 DL EDFIATEE L 7%
WZ ehbhrol.

4 SeistEIED Gauss BIROIEZ R D KRR RREE

B4, R3 NOSEHEB/NEE DO Gauss BROED RO EKECEEL 1 o855, 22T

D EF20l3, T4 ST (four point conjecture) | ¥ FRHENZ XD 2 ERTZ2HDTH 3.
FHE 4.1 (4 5T, [20]). R® NOSEMB/NHRICEWT, Gauss 55D 4 DDORRIMER 50
¥ %, Gauss HIRIIMHE LEZFTEDHEZES.

FH 4.1 0ERE, TR ADOFEMB/NRE A D72 < &b 1 DFHA (Gauss HIZEDT 0 L 72 2 8D
Z¥) 2RTE, zothEo Gauss BERORIMELIIE 4 3127251 LEVWZZZ LB TES.
Z P, REEIENRITE R Scherk O/ N % & T BEIM/ N (pseudo-algebraic
minimal surface) | ¥ FEREN 2 5Z@EMVNHTEI D 2 2 ZICBWTIIHIELWZ ehba s, ER, EH
3.14 OFECTHEHARBIM/NHT 2 ZE X2 X, [ % g DHEHE (g DRIFEROEDOZ ) Oe T

3y,
2 1 1 y—1+k/2

co 2 L L _ oz 1HE2 41
Dy=2+5-0 & 4= (1)
BRDTE, SR Lb 1 OTHFHAR SO 1> 1 LRDT, D, <4, DD, D, <3 %
%5
BE R
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