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AFETIE, 3 XIT Euclid 220 R3 WO B/ NHE O Gauss BARDES B 3 2 Bl DL
BRD 5, EFHHDOIREEETH 25 RIEH K OLLFEBFSE [13] TH 5417z “Bloch-Ros principle”
OWE Y, FUIEEZAETDH 2 EBITH K OHFIFSE 20) TES N, B0 OFREHE
SEfrts/ N (AN 2 D0 D) D Gauss BARDOFRIMEE & 722 7 IKEEN R 3 2 451
ZRREHT 5. £72, Gauss BROED MmO LZEEL LT 14 S8 2D EIF5.

2 Bloch-Ros principle

AETIE, Bloch-Ros principle O£ & MU NG DICHZ BT 5. FEllllE, S [13] %
TEEEBHEKOB LR [14] 2SR L THRL L.

2.1 BERBHICH TS compact property ICDWT

%5, BRIESLEEEE v (-, ) 2R S 3. Riemann BRE C := C U {oco} II3{AGE nn: C — 52,
DED

(2) = 2Rez 2Ilmz |z|> -1
TN T P U2+ 1 22+ 1
WkoT, 2KTERE S? LlA—MHT 2B TES. 22T, 5?2 ofHitx R @ Euclid #EEED
LEFAWMOMEEY LTEDS. CIIBIFS 2, & 2 OFEER, S2 v EZ - XOEEOEST
ED, x(21,22) R, EREKIEEE Y PR, BRIEGIEEREE \ (21, 22) 1&, 21,20 € CITHLT,

) (z€C), mn(o0):=(0,0,1)(=: N)

|Z1 - Zz| 1

21,00) = ——=
NN x(z1,00) NiEaPE

X(21,22) =

L%,
¥ % Riemann fi, (C,x) % Riemann 3RE ¥ $2%. Zor %,

M) ={f: 2 > CEAEHR}={f:¥ - C GHEEK }U{f =c0on X}

“LRTIRISRITE (RT% (O), BEERE | 10K03463, 23K03086) OBIRE 21375 0TH3.
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CEDD. M(X) DAFEE LT, ¥AD compact ERREE LO—HRIGRAEZ AW,
P%Y b0 ClEZMBERIEHODZHEEL Lz &,

PE) = {feM(X): fEY LTHE P 23

LEDD.

TEF 2.1 (closed property ¥ compact property [30]). C IZfE%H 2 ERIEEROHEE P icxtL

T, ROFHZEZD !

(P1) £E® 2 D® Riemann H X, Y ¥ BIEHR 2R VERDEAIER ¢: ¥ — X 1T L
T, feP2X)RBE fope P(T) b3,

(P2) ¥ % Riemann i, f € #(X) £ 3%. X NOEEDHEa > 87 MEK Q 1ICX LT,
flo€ Z2(0) mBE fe P(D) b,

(P3) {EE® Riemann [H XX LT, 2 (X) OITH 574 5P { f, 100, OREIED (%)
DICITIES.

(P4) f£E® Riemann [ X I LT, L2 (X) &YX LOE#EL R 5.

"H P 25 (P1), (P2), (P3) Zi/z3 & =, P % closed property £\5. %7, HH P

P (P1), (P2), (P3), (P4) Z#i/z3 & %, P % compact property 5.

QCCRBEBYL, f=ayof: 2 —>S2CcR3¥3%. DLicBI}3 f o Euclid @0 E

X% |Vfl. TET. corx, D EoHMMEE fI1cLT,

. 2V2|f
’vf’e = T”f’iv

7D Ef=coDEEE VS| = 02RO
closed property ¥ compact property ¥ MEWICE L T, ROEEMKD LD, ZHUIERE
DHERICBIT % Zalcman OFHE [33, 34] ITMIGT 5.
EHE 2.2 (Ros I & % Zalcman O [30]). P % closed property £ 3%. ZDt %, XD (1)
7203 (2) DVWFTHDDED LD
(1) P & compact property TH 5.
(2) f € P(C) BHEELT, |Vf|.(0)=1%»DC LT |Vf|. <1%EH:T.
%7z, compact property (&RD & 5 B ZRFD. Dk, DIFHEALMAREZRT.
8 2.3 (compact property ®MHE [13, 30]). P % compact property £ 5 5.
(1) Z(C) FEEEEHR L »E .
(2) FED f € ZMD\{0}) WL T, 2 =0 f OEMHFESICERLRY. DFD,
f:D — CIERIEMBICK 3.

compact property Ofl% 2 DE T 5.

5l 2.4 (Montel-Liouville 2O MHE [13]). L > 0 3 5. £ED Riemann [ X B & FIERIE



f:e=sCicLT, ME P, %
|fl<L onX or f=(constant) on X

LED DY, Pr ¥ compact property TH 5.

il 2.5 (Carathéodory-Montel-Picard BIDHE [2, 13, 30, 34]). X ¢ C ¥ §5%. £E®D Riemann
Y BLUERER f: ¥ - CiexfLT, HE Px %
f(£)cC\X or f=(constant) on X

52k, PxXclosed property TH 2. X512, X B3 AU EDTTEEATOIUR, Px 1
compact property TH 5.

2.5 Z@HT 5L, & 2.3(1) 1% Picard D/NEH, i 2.3 (2) & Picard D RKEHIZZNLZ
G35,

2.2 Weierstrass m-triple IZ%f 9 2 BIZREFHEIC DLV T

B D Gauss BARDIE D fiaml 2 5 —02H% S 728, Weierstrass m-triple ¥\ 5 XDO#E& % €
#£T5.
EFE 2.6 (Weierstrass m-triple [13]). ¥ 2 A5t &E

ds* = (1+|g*)™|f[?|d=|”

({EBL, fdz % ¥ ORI XMAEN, g 2 ¥ FORHBIEEE, m ZIEOER) HTREL /-5
Riemann @& §5%. 2D X, f (%, fdz,g) % Weierstrass m-triple £ 5.

Iz, compact property % %47z 3 HEABIE D m-curvature estimate Z /23 2 & # EFHK
T5.

E&E 2.7 (m-curvature estimate [13]). P % compact property, m ZED¥Kr T 2. Z
Dt %, PP m-curvature estimate Zii/z3 ¥, 2% C = C(P,m) > 0 BFEL T,
g € P () Ziilz THEED Weierstrass m-triple (3, fdz, g) I LT, FED pe L IZBWVT

| Kas2 (p)|(d(p))* < C

DD DZ L THS. TIT, Kage(p) & ds® = (14 |9/*)™|f|?|dz|* BT % p D Gauss BH
o dp)lZp o X OEFANOHMKIFHETH 5.
[13] I2BWVT, FklF compact property 23 m-curvature esimate %723 72D DHIESRMAE L L
T, UTNOEEEZRL. ZOEHED Bloch-Ros principle DERREL L R 25ERTH 5.
EIE 2.8 (Kasao-Kawakami [20]). P % compact property, m ZIEOEHr 32, Zor X,
RD (1) F721% (2) DVWFT UKD LD ¢

(1) P & m-curvature estimate %7z 3.

(2) 2 D FOIERI 1 XA fdz BLUODH2 D LOIFEREHEEEEL g EFEELT,




RD (A) BXU (B) Ziti7z3 -
(A) ds? = (1+|g]?)™|f|?|dz|* ’ D LOEHREEAFTRL 23,
(B) ge (D) THH, |Kg2(0)] =1/4T, D LOERE pIZBWVT |Kye2(p)| < 1 DK
URASR
EH 28 ZHWa E, BIZIE, ROMERETRT I ENTES.
i 2.9 (Kasao-Kawakami [20]). il 2.4 T5 R 721%E Pr, 13, m-curvature estimate % iz
3 compact property T»H 5.

SERR. FOBE m ZEEICHROEET 2. ZDr %, Pl m-curvature estimate % {7z X 72\
compact property TH2 L RET 2 &, EFH 2.8 b D LEOERI1 XM ERA fdz BLU D £
DIEEBEEAE g PFELT, XD (A) & (B) Zifi/z 5 :

(A) ds? = (1 + |g|>)™|f|?|dz]? 2 D Lo RREAGTRE K2,

(B) D kT |g| < L.
ZZT, ds3 =1+ L™ f|*ldz|> ¥ %, DET

(14 |g*)™ 2| < (1 + L2)™72|§|
Zhije$20, ds3 i D EOMEAGTREY KRS, %72, fI1ED ERESER VD,
Alog (1+ L*)™?|f| =0

YD, ds3 BT % Gauss B K2 D ETEFNCO RS, £o7T, ds3 1% D L7
POVHLEAGFEE RS, —7, S 2FHL 2 RIT Riemann ZHKRD E B E H IZER T
MCThHzZehs, (D,dsd) DEBEHERILC 220, ZHUIHSHIICFET 3. O

M 2.9 DR L LT, XD Liouville LD EHZEL e N TE 3.

% 2.10 (Kasao-Kawakami [20]). # (X, fdz, g) % Weierstrass m-triple £ §5%. ds? = (1 +
lg)™ | fI2|dz]? 3 2 EOEMEMFTRT, X518HD L>0HMBFEELT, ¥ ETlgl < L %Zifi
7237 51E, ds? ICBT % Gauss IR K02 13X ECTEHZEMICO 2R3, K, gl X ETE

BMTHb.
SERH. @ 2.9 XD, FEDpe X ITXMLT
C
Ksz 1/2<—
‘ d (p)’ _d(p)
273 C=C(L,ym) >0 DFET 3. ds? B RTHZ e hs, FEDpe D ITHLT
d(p) = co B DILD. XoT, Y ET Ky =087%%. ¥z,

2m|g’|?
Ko = —
4 (1 + [gl2)m+2| f]2
ERBDT, Kgo =0DE Z g3 Y ETERERS. O

¥z, BAHZRNELZAER (9, (8.12) on page 136] ZHWS Z 2T, fifd2.9 % X 5ITE%
k32208 TZ3.



8 2.11 (Kasao-Kawakami, [20]). m ZIEOEE L 32, il 2.5 THEZLME Px 1%, X 2

m+ 2 AU EDTTE & ATWIUL, m-curvature estimate %723 compact property ¥ 72 3.

% 2.10 DFEA L Rk DGR Z T 2 Z L C, @l 2.11 DRE LT, RD Picard OEHEZHE
ZEMTEB.

% 2.12 (Kawakami [16]). # (X, fdz,g) % Weierstrass m-triple ¥ 5 3. ds? = (1 +

1912 )™ f?|dz]? 23 X EORMHEEFEAGFRET, g 28 Y LIEEHEHAMER 51X, g DRIME

Biimic m+2TH5.

R212BWETH2. EIE, T %2 C\{a,...,ami1} REZOEBHEERE L,

dz

175 (2 = ay)
LEDDE, gl X ETm+ 2 EDOBRIME ay, ..., dmy1,00 2ED, ds? = (1+ |g)>)™|f|?|dz|?
Y EOSeHEMETRE RS,

fdz= 9(z) =2

2.3 MUEEERANDINA

5 2.2 BT AERE RS WoM/NHEFRNEA T 2. Z20ftho 3 KoTZEHRNOMED 7 7 A
(1 212, 3 XJT Lorentz-Minkowski ZEfINDIEKHHE S 3 RILT 7 7 4 Y ZEBMNOIEEE 7 7 7
A VIKHZRE) ANOJSHE [13] ZZ L TR L.

R3 Mo/ E O BEARFIELZEE T 5. FMIIEZE TR (L, 27, 28], BTOFME T [18, 22]
ESILTHRLY. X = (71,72,73): ¥ — R 2AEMI oNM/NHHE Y 35, ZOHETH
BEEAER (u,v) 222 Z21I2&D, T2 R 2OOFEFELFAGE L L TR Riemann [ &

ABRTIENTES. ZOLXE,
AgeX =0 (2.1)

iy, DEDBMOEK 2 13X LoFMBERE % 5. BEEE 2 =u+iv ZHVS L, (2.1)
5 )

00X =0 (2.2)
YD, ZIT, 0= (0/ou—i0/0v)/2, & = (B)Ou +id/ov)/2 ¥ T 5. (22) kb, &
¢i = 0x;dz (1=1,2,3)13 X LOERI 1 XA R 5. Fi, RD 3 FHHHDILD !

[C] S92 =0 (GFEEMH),
R] 3 |¢:]? >0 (ERIZM),
[P] & ¢; 23, EED v € Hi(M,Z) TR LT

Re/qﬁi:O
v

Ziirzy (FIEISRIE).



Y EOERI1 XHDER fdz & ¥ EOREREK g %

¢3
1 — i
Y35 ZOrE, g: % - C~S? 30D Gauss R 725, %72, R® 250 HEH &
ds? 1%

fdz=¢1 —iga, g=

ds® = (1+|g*)*| f*|dz]? (2.4)

L5, Ebl,

1 .
p1 = §f(1 - 92)d2’7 P2 = %f(l +g2)d27 ¢3 = fgdz (2.5)
DT, Wz, B EER 1 REOTHR fde L ARRBEIE g OF (fdz, g) B A bt L X,
Qb = (¢17¢27¢3)

% (2.5) TEDZ. Zorx, HBEE[ClIFEBNCH XN, ERIEE R, TgD h ok
TODA fdz X 2h fLDBHE DD LRHILH (24) hobh s, & LEAYEE [P 21T
WALE, BRI .

X(2) = Re / 2 (2.6)

THEOLND. TIT, 2@ FOETIDEELTEL. 2ot (fdz,g) 2B/ HE DO Weier-
strass 7—#4 (Weierstrass data) (LA, W-data £#&3), (2.6) Z Enneper-Weierstrass M
KRN (Enneper-Weierstrass representation) W5, T &, 2% r(3) 1%

22dg/\dg
KydA = / 2.7
b= [ K T +19P)? 21)

kb, ZoifEitEi: Gauss BERDBED Riemann BRE_E D Fubini-Study FH&ICE T 2 HE L —
BT 5.

(24) 25, F22HCHIHERO M =2 DEEEEZR S LT, MNHED Gauss BEffD
MO EZHR2 e TE2. ¥7, EH 28 DHEZE 2 5. HALMHK D 3 HE
TH5, 2% b W-data (2%t U CHIE O FAIASEMA [P] XEHEICHKD IO L ITERET 2 &,
Enneper-Weierstrass DREARD 5, Ros RICE D REINEZROERE15E 3.

EIE 2.13 (Ros [30]). P % compact property £ 35. 2O Z, RD (1) £/ (2) DWF
NDWELD LD
(1) P % 2-curvature estimate %7z 9
(2) & 25EMEM/NHE : D — R3 BFEELT, 0 Gauss BRI D ETHE P 2L
i > Gauss HIFRIZ |Kye2(0)] = 1/4 BEOHEED p € D ITH LT [Kye2(p)| < 1 A3
URASR

%72, 1210 Z#EHA T2 Z & T, Bernstein DEEIE SN 5.




EIE 2.14 (Bernstein OEH). R3 NOFEMHEM/NHETT, 2D Gauss BEDED 52 1B WTH
FCRITIITFERTD 5. FR, FTHEETERSINLMNT S 73 FHIZKS.
SERR. R3 WOSE/NHE ¢: ¥ — R @ W-data % (fdz,g) £ BL. RED» S, HER S IH
LREMREZHT 2T, B L>0DBFELT, ¥ ETlg| < LAHEDIID. £, RPOLDH
HEHE (24) 11 Y FLORMIHBROT, R2.10 £D g 3EH, 0D ¢(5) EFEICKS. O

R212ZI0HT 22T, BAEHZERIRLERDEREZES.
E 2.15 (Fujimoto [6]). R3 WOFMHE T4 WM M/NHE O Gauss ERDRRIMER T 4
4=2+2)ThH3. I, ZOMRIRERTHS.

AR 2.16. T 2.15 oEZEbr LT, BEAHEHEZERIIRDETIHENRS Gauss BED TR 7 IREE
WKZOWTHRDZ EZRLTWVS R ADFE T2 W5Eft N D Gauss FA% g D5E2 7 I E
By, LT, v, <42 DD (7).

24 SEOFE

AEDHRZKIZ, Bloch-Ros principle DRFZIC BT 2 5% 0#FE L LT, R? AOFgiiR—Eith
M D Gauss EEOEDHOMEEZID 217 2. R NOFGR—EEOFME, §l 2 1 XHE
HROAR (17 2B LTHRLV. R® NOFEEHE—EME O Gauss EEOEAHOMRL LT,
RDOFERPH N TS,

EIE 2.17 (Hoffman-Osserman-Schoen [12]). ¢: X — R3 %52 FHIR—EME L 3 5.

Gauss 5fB% X 6 SZADE{RL LTEZL X, Gauss BARDED S? O¥IRICEETNT

W3 EE, ) IFFEIrEMAEEOWTIALTH .

XoT, ROFENBLTHEND.

48 2.18. ¢: ¥ — R3 2R PR —Eilim, ¢: ¥ — C 2 Z0O#E? Gauss R L T 5.
Causs 5% g MY ET gl <1 2735513, FEDpe D ITHLT

12 . C
| K52 (p)] /2 < o)

Zii/z3 C > 0 BFEET . 2L, Ky FHEO Gauss B, d(p) Ep 226 ¥ DEFRAD
AR T H 5.

T 2.18 ® Gauss BEIROFMIL |g| < 1 e T2HERDHZ L ICFERTS. EIE, 7v7an
4 Re 7 F4 FD Gauss BEDBIE CNICBWTERE % %. Ruh-Vilms [31] 12k b, R® Ao
SEEHER—E O Gauss BRI S2 NOFMEBIC X o TR T 6h 20T, SETFKRADRL
7z Bloch-Ros principle DHHANERTEZS5TH 5. Lo L, FAFNEBRIIH L T Hurwitz DE
HAWMD DO IFRORWR A ZEET 2 L TRININICE LW Z2A5bH 5. 2oz tid,
Ros KDz [30] Thfh ohTna.




3 B0 0BREMmIRT/ENHRED Gauss BIRODIESH

AETIE, ARESMFZMEEBNHED Gauss BROMEDMICE T /R, FiC, EETRKXL
DEFIFIFE [20] TE SN Tz, B0 OFREMBSEfE/NHEICH 1T 2 Gauss BIRDOFRIMELL &
FEETIMERDFERZRENT 5.

3.1 #XRFELOFEEPRDIES

AEITIE, ZOT7—~vOMALERET 2 L THEL RS, HHEFH C LoBHABEKOED
DHERZEET 2. ¥3, C LOFHAEBOEDMIIBWT, ROALLMERD 1 OTH 3,
Picard O/NEM %2 D THEERT 5.

TR’ 3.1 (Picard ©/NEH). f: C — C 2IEEBEHEABEME L, D; % f ORRIHER X T 3.

IO E,
Dy <2 (3.1)

DSRL D AL D.

(3.1) DFHEIRETH 2. Fl2IR, f(2) =€ %2 C LOBHABEKL LTEXZLE, 0,00 D
fOBSIMEL 2D, (3.1) OFESEHTH LS.

—77, Nevanlinna [24] I3EH 3.1 O—f&k{be LT, ROMEREZRLTWS.

EIE 3.2 (IBEH, [24], [29). f: C — C 2IFEBEHABEME T2, ¢ 2 1 U LoBEKYy
L, ar,...,00 € C% ¢ HOMALRZH T2, Ha;(j=1,...,9) LT, f(z)=0q; &
%%z DERENEC v, UL THEERET S L,

§é<b—%>§2 (3.2)

j=1

DEDID. L, o D f ORIMEDE Zld vy =0 L, 1-(1/y;))=1FER2. 2D
L5, REHEIL Picard O/NEHE (GEHE 3.1) OREEMICH5.

EH 3.2 1%, Nevanlinna OF _FEEH)» HEL Z 2 DT E 2 RFERBEFRA (defect relation)
DFRELTHELNS. FFEME, HIZIE[5] % [25]) ZZRR L THL .

EH 3.2 ZHEZT, ROWZREED .

T 3.3 (ELDEEY ZDEA, [20,29]). £ % Riemann @Y L, f: ¥ — C 2 HHEABEHK
Y53, %57, vE2UEOBEETSE. 20X, acChH f D v NOREDIKE (totally
ramified value) TH2 &1k, AER f=adv EDNIVEREL RI2BE2ERLRV, OF
D, IRTCOMBOEHEEN v U ELRZZ2 20D, T2, ad fOBRIMED L 21X, YAKE
BEOEBFELRVDT, fD oo MDOFTEETIREE A72F. 51T, f O v o2 IRE




WXt 57xA4 bk (weight) %

1
1-— =
v

TEDS. fOBRIMECHT 224 ME1 T2 ZOLIRCEDZY A FD X ETORK
% f OFTEEAIRER L /- 1IZTE2FIRMED Y 1 ~ DK (total weight of the totally ramified
values) £\ 9.

EFE 3.3 LD, BETBERIRIMERORBEICH5 e rbrd. oz HAWTEH
32 DEREABRZERD L HITHKS.

TE 3.4 (HEEHE). f: C— CRIFEEHEREME T2, D% f ORIMERE L, vy %
f OEETIEERE 5. 2Ot %,

Df S Vf S 2 (33)

LD LD,
(3.3) BRXOBID»BHHREDFMTH 2 e hbrsd. C LOBHAIBEKE LT, Weierstrass
DpMBEEZD. p(2) IZRD 400D 2 OFEEHEEE SO !

e1:=p(w/2), ex:=pW/2), e3:=p(w+w)/2), oo.

ZIT, w,w i fOEARLTZ. ZOLE, p(z) DEEDBMERIL vy =4(1-(1/2)) =2
¥h, (3.3) 0FEERLTH 5.
FERTIREBIIRAIMER & D IEE R EREE 2 5. HlZ1E, Picard o/NEH (EH 3.1) 25,
FEEBEHAE f: C —» CILT Dy <2HMDI2. —F, REFEOEREH, S, FEE
BEEERf:Co> CIHMLTE D <1t#i3. koT, WIMEBOERAEICEWVWT, —f&o
5E e RBIRGEDENI “17 1228, TEDBHBORREICL 2 ZDEPNE RS, 5
bR, EH 3400 EEBEHEBEB f: C - CITHL Ty, <2 k3D, RED d DIEEBEHE
B f: C > CextLTIE Dy <2—(1/d) ¥7%% GERAWEMI 21E [20, Proposition 2.2] 5 H
LTHRLWY). ZOFHEIZRRET, EE f(2) =2 OF2DBEERE vy =2 (1/d) £7%%. D
Blrebnzd ko2, —ROBE L REMAGEEDEVCERANZERIC, TEOHEREHANS 2L
BEEETDH 5.

3.2 REBVEERED Gauss BIRDIES

MUNEE D Gauss BEBRDOETHimOWFRICBWT, ZL OWHEIELKZ S OMEL LT,
Osserman @ ¥ XN %, AIR2ZEHRZE(HM/NHTIT O Gauss GARDFRIMEF D LR % ko % [
EhD 2., 2o ZofMEEERT 2. R NOBREMEZEMB/NHEICOWT, XROWED
i RVAS)

EIE 3.5 (Huber-Osserman). X: Y — R? 2 HRSMHFIEMMVNEEE T2, 2o Ex, XD

ZEMRDILD

(1) ¥ 13H Riemann @ ¥ 225 GRMOE (ZOEDZ e ZI VR (end) ¥FER) 2RV
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I b rEMREMY 725 ([10]),
(2) ZorE, W-data i3 ¥ EHEANCIERT 2 Z 22T 2% (]26]).

EH 35 DM DD Z h s, RP ADHRRSEREHE/NE XA KEENEE (algebraic
minimal surface) £MINTWVWS. RFETIE, DBRZOHEEZHWS 2 3 5. REBIM/NEH
H D Gauss BEARDRIMEFICDOWT, KA D ILD.

EHE 3.6 (Osserman [26]). R® WO T A WRERTE/NE O Gauss BRORIMERILE 4

3TH5.

SF b, FERMNhED 7 7 212 “BREtR (RBHE) 7 b w5 &z2maiud, Gauss 5%
DFRAMER D ERRIX “4” GEFE 2.15) 225 “37 (€ 3.6) NeZ&LT 5. MEE Lo TWBDI,
EH 3.6 DFHHAIDRRENE I TH 5.

fIRE 3.7 (Osseman [ [27]). R? NOFHETH WA/ O Gauss BARDFRIMER D
I BRI 27 ;2?2 d “37 2 ?

Gauss BERORIMERDY 27 & 75 2 BV NEE O BNIFET 5. PIZIE, 27 /74 F (BE

M) 1 3EREHREHM/NHTT, ¥ = C\ {0} LT W-data % (fdz,g) = (dz/2%,2) ¥ B &,
Y ECHENEEZD, g DRIMERILX 2 2B, £, 23] BWVWT, BT/ A RUANDOFIZHED
DFEMENT WS, —7F, Gauss BARDBRIMERLAY “37 BN B O o TH S
3, FEIE L TIEROHRISEEH LD ILD.
Rl 3.8 (Osserman [26]). X 25 v OFf Riemann |l 3., 225 FMRME (Z 2T k2 53)
D E 2R 72B Riemann [ X, \{p1, ..., pr} £ ERRE Y 725, T2 REEHYIN
X: Yo R323%. dEGauwss Bl g: X - C %k X, LICHEAICIERL 72 DXL T
%. g DBRIMEEDS 3 DL &, RDZ LMW HILD :

ey>1,d>k2>3,
e HLy=1%4bl%, d=ktirb, THRZELY FFEDIAA (OFD, FHIZY Fh D
T4 RZUF) k3,
o 7(X) & —127 T2 7% 3.
512, RHFEDOHIHEDK E XAVNZ VL 220 L TEROIFFEMED D LD Z e B3H S
TW53,
thd 3.9 (Weitsman-Xavier, Fang). 2 —127 ([32]) & —167 ([4]) £ %5, Gauss Bi&D
BRAMIERLDY 3 D R3 N OREAHIR NN L 72w,
Z T, %< DOWFEEIZ Osserman [H&E ([ 3.7) OBFEZEZRXRD XS ICFERLTWS.
I ¥ 3.10. FHETHROWREIIE DO Gauss BEARDORIMEF D LIRIX “2” TH 3.
COFEPELVET 2L, EEDBERICH L THRDOTFENEZ NS,
I F48 3.11. FHTHRWREAIM/ N O Gauss BAR D727 EER D ERIZ “2” TH 2.
LAhL, PE311BELLARY. ERICRD L5 RHAIBFEET 5.

10



fidd 3.12 (Miyaoka-Sato [23], Kawakami [15]). ¥ = C\{£i} & L, Z® L TOIERAI1 XD
B, AR O (fdz,g) %

24+ 17)? P+1+a(t—1
(% 4+ t%) dz,az +1+a( )
(22 +1)2 22 4+t

(fdz,g) = < >,a,t€R, (a—1)(t—1)#0, (3.4)

TEDS. ZIT, 02=(t+3)/a{t—1)a+4} £F3. ZOLE, 02 <0 &/l F oL
T, (34) Z W-data & L, Gauss BEff g DFRIMED 0, ca &722 X ORI/ N HFF
3%, %7, g(0)d g D2MDTRDEEL 722, £oT, g DFERTIFMERIE

1
yg:1+1+<1—§> —25
5.

Gauss BRD T2 IMERADS 2.5 OB NHE D FNE 2 £ Tan 3.12 TET LFILULR
Do TWIRMp o T2, TEETTI RDSRDHFT LWl Z2FE R L 7.
i 3.13 (Kawakami-Watanabe [20]). ¥ = C\{0, £} & L, Z® L ToOIEH|I 1 XD,
HEARRRON (fdz, g) %

b—a)zt+4(b—1)22 +4(b—1)}? b—a)z* +4a(b—1)22 +4a(b—1
(fdz’g):<{( ) +z2((22+)1)2+ S dz’U((b—l)zj+4gb—1;:5214(15—1)))
(3.5)
TEDS. ZIT,a,beR\{1}, 2D, a#bTo?=(5a+11b—16)/(16ab—11a—5b) <0
3%, ZorE, (35) & W-data & L, Gauss Bf% g DFRIMED 0, ca 7225 ¥ EOREL
FIRBU NI ASTEE T 2. £72, b= g(£V2i) g D2 MDRELNEHEL 725, koT, g DESR

IS E RN
vy =1+1+ (1—%) =25
L5,

IhoDfliX, ERDIERS & TERM 3.6 ZRELL 2 ROMERDORROAIZE5Z TS,
I 3.14 (Kawakami-Miyaoka-Kobayashi [19]). ¥ 25 v OB Riemann [fi ¥, 2 5 AR
(22T kX T 3) OEZERVAZE Riemann B X \{p1,...,px} L EARMEE K2, FH
THRWEIHB/NT X: X - R? 2 3%, d % Gauss 5% g: ¥ — C % ¥, RICHBEANIHR
RLICE ZDOXREE T 5. g DRIMERL D, 35 X PR 7TIRIER vy 12K LT,

2 1 y—1+4k/2
R R d
DD LD, R, RP NOFE TR WEREHEREHEBYNHTE O Gauss RO RIMERIIE 4
3TH2.

I, (v, k,d) =(0,3,2) £ F2L, (3.6) Dv, DERIF2+(2/R) =25 kb, mi3.12 Ofl

Dy <v, <2+ <1 (3.6)
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NEERmETHIERE. £z, (v, k,d) =(0,4,4) 2T 3L, (3.6) Dy, DERIE2+(2/R) =25
b, wE 3.13 ORIPES R IH RS, XoT, BorOMHEEIIBVWTIE, EHE 3.14
DiHiIZRETH 2 b d0, TRTOMMHEIIBWTEN 314 2 RETH 20 50
Hhro TV,

FEE 0 DB NI O Gauss GBRDFRIMER & 2T IRERICOWT, ROKRBHD
AR
EIE 3.15 (Osserman, Kawakami-Watanabe [20, 26]). *FH T W EE 0 O REAIHR/NEHE

X:¥ = R3? D Gauss B g 1Icxf LT,

Dy, <v,<3

AW DILD. KT, Gauss BIROBRIMERIIE 4 2 TH 5.
£ o T, B0 ORBHIEBNE IS B WT, Gauss BARDTERTIIERDS 3 A EORFIATFE L 7%
WZ enbhol.

4 Selmti/NeE D Gauss BRDIES fhsh DR AR EE

Rz, R3 NOFEMB/NHEO Gauss EAROES O EKECEEL 1 DA 55, 22T

b B30, T4 SF4 (four point conjecture) | FRINZRDZ 2 FRT Z2DDTH 3.
F48 4.1 (4 ST, [20]). R? NOSEFREU/NHEICE W T, Gauss BED 4 DDFRIMEZ 50
¢ %, Gauss IR IIHE LE2FFEDEZES.

TR 4.1 0FRIZ, TR NOEEB/NHEA D7 &b 1 DFHEA (Gauss HIED 0 2425 8D
Zt) ZHRTE, ZOHEO Gauss BEERORIMERIIFE A 312421 EFVWRI LI ENTES.
ZOTRE, REBEIRR/ NS> Scherk ORR/NEHTEIZ 28 T/ NHHE (pseudo-algebraic
minimal surface) | & FRIEN 2 SEMM/NHEIO 7 7 2BV TIWEHIELWZ 23b 5. EiE, &
3.14 OFRETHRABHIB NI ZE 2722 &, | 2 g DPIEE (9 DREHROMEDZ L) O e s
5k,

BEDILH, Db 1 OTHPEAZSDOL [ >17R5DT, D,<4, 2%b, D, <3¢t
5.

<1 (4.1)
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