February 12, 2010

2 Existence theorems

2.1 Hilbert space review

I include here some notes on Hilberts spaces including a proof of the projec-
tion theorem. They are notes from 523a and the notation is a bit different.

Normed linear spaces are vector spaces with a norm. When they are com-
plete, i.e., every Cauchy sequence converges, we call them Banach spaces. A
Hilbert space is a vector space with an inner product which is complete in the
norm that comes from the inner product. I will only consider Hilbert spaces
which are vector spaces over the real or complex numbers. The properties of
the inner product are

Definition: Let H be a vector space over R or C. An inner product on H
is a function
(, ):HxH—>F

where F' is either R or C such that

(a) (z,y) = (y,2)
(b) (ox + 6?/, z) = oz, 2) + B(y, )

(c) (z,2) >

(d) (x x)—Olfandonlylfa:—O

In the above, x,y,z € H and «, 3 are real or complex numbers.

In the real case property (a) just says that (z,y) = (y,x). Properties (a)
and (b) imply that in the complex case

(2,02 + By) = a(z,2) + B(z,y)

We say that the inner product is linear in the first argument and anti-linear
in the second argument. It is just a convention that we do things this way.
We could just as well make the convention that the inner product is linear
in the second argument and anti-linear in the first argument. Unfortunately,
both conventions are used. I am using the convention that mathematicians
use, but physicists use the other convention.

Given an inner product we can define a norm by

|z]| = v/ (2, 2)



By (c) the quantity inside the square root is negative.

Proposition H.1.1: The norm defined above is indeed a norm. In particular
we have the triangle inequality

|z + gl < [l + [yl

We also have the the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

|, )| < [l=[ll]yll

Furthermore, we have the parallelogram identity

Iz +yl* + llz = yII* = 2||=[1* + 2| |yl |*

Remark: Draw a parallelogram with vertices at 0, z,y, and x +y. Then the
parallelogram identity says the sum of the squares of the lengths of the four
sides is related to the sum of the squares of the lengths of the diagonals. This
is not true in arbitrary normed linear spaces. In fact, if you have a norm for
which the parallelogram identity holds, then you can define an inner product

so that ||z|| = /(x, z).

Examples 1. R" and C" with the usual inner product or “dot product”

=1

are Hilbert spaces.

2. Let [? denote the set of sequences (z,,)%°; which are square summable, i.e.,
>, lzn|? < co. If we take real sequences we will have a Hilbert space over
R, and if we take complex sequences we will have one over C. If x = (x,)22,
and y = (y,)52, are two such sequences then their inner product is

o9
(1‘, y) = Z TnYn
n=1

This is a Hilbert space. We proved this space was complete in class.



3. Consider the set of continuous functions on [0, 1], C([0, 1]). We can define
an inner product on it by

(f.9) = / f(2)g(x)da

This is a valid inner product, but the set of continous functions is not com-
plete in this inner product, i.e., there are sequences which are Cauchy in the
norm that comes from this inner product, but do not converge in norm to
a continuous function. By abstract nonsense every metric space has a com-
pletion. We can define L?([0,1]) as this completion. If you look at how you
actually construct this completion, then L? is a set of equivalence classes of
Cauchy sequences. Yuk. Luckily there is a much more concrete realization of
L*([0,1]) - the set of functions on [0, 1] whose square is Lebesgue integrable.
Thus one motivation for studying the Lebesgue integral is that it gives a con-
crete representation of the completion of the space of continuous functions
in this norm.

Hilbert spaces are vector spaces, but they are much more. The inner
product lets us talk about angles. In particular it makes sense to say that
two elements of the Hilbert space are at right angles or orthogonal.

Definition: We say that x and y are orthogonal if (z,y) = 0. We denote
this property by x L y.

More generally we can define the angle 6 between two elements of the
Hilbert space x and y by the equation

cos(f) = 7(96’ )

=l
The following definition will play an important role in the theory.

Definition: Let M be a subspace of the Hilbert space. The orthogonal
complement of M, denoted M, is

M*+={z:(z,y)=0 for all y€ M}

In this definition M can be any subset of the space. In particular it need
not be a subspace. For any subset M, M~ will be a subspace. In fact we
have



Proposition H.1.2: Let M be a subset of the Hilbert space. Then M* is
a closed subspace. If M itself is a closed subspace then (M*+)t = M.

Proof: This will be a homework problem.

Projection theorem: Let M be a closed subspace. Then for every x in
the Hilbert space there exist unique vectors y € M and z € M* such that
x =y + z. Furthermore,

[lzl|* = [lyl]* + 111" (1.1)

and ||z —y|| is equal to the distance from x to M. (Recall that this is defined
to be the inf of the distances ||z — w|| where w ranges over M.)

Terminology: y is called the projection or orthogonal projection of x onto
M. Let P be the map which sends = to y. P is called the orthogonal
projection onto the subspace M. It follows from the theorem that it is a
linear operator.

Application: Suppose we want to approximate functions in L?([0, 1]) by
tenth degree polynomials. First, we should understand that this is not a
precise question yet. We have to decide how we will measure the “goodness”
of an approximation. Suppose we decide that we want the tenth degree
polynomial p(x) that best approximates f(z) in the sense that the L? norm
of f(x) — p(x) is minimized. The set of polynomials with degree less than
or equal to ten is a subspace of the Hilbert space. It is a closed subspace,
but this is not trivial and we will not show it here. Let P be the orthogonal
projection onto this subspace. We claim that the best approximation to
f(z) is in fact Pf. To see this, note that the projection theorem says that
||f — Pf||l2 is equal to the distance from f to M. The definition of the
distance from f to M is

dist(f, M) = plélj\f/[Hf —pll2

to know how we compute Pf. This will have to wait until we have learned
about bases.

So ||f — Pfll2 < |If —pl|2 for all p € M. The practical person will want

We now turn to the proof of of the projection theorem. We will use the
following proposition, but first we need a definition.



Definition: A subset E is convex if z,y € F and 0 < ¢t < 1 implies tx +
(1-t)y € E.

Proposition H.1.2: Let E be a nonempty closed convex subset. Then there
is a unique z in £ which is closest to the origin, i.e., ||z|| < ||y|| forall y € E.

Proof of the projection theorem: Fix an x. Let
r+M={zx+w:we M}

So x + M is just M shifted by x. Think of M as a plane through the origin.
Then x4+ M is another plane which will not go through the origin in general.
(It will go through the origin only if —x € M, or equivalently, z € M. ) Tt
is easy to see that « + M is closed (since M is ) and convex (since M is a
subspace). By the previous proposition z + M contains a unique element of
minimal norm. Define z to be this element. Then we define y to be x — z.
Of course we automatically have v = y + z. Since z € x + M, z = z + w for
some w € M. Thus x = y + 2z 4+ w. So y = —w and this shows that y € M.
We need to show that z € M+,

It is enough to show that (z,w) = 0 for every w € M with |Jw|| = 1.
Recall that z is the element of x + M with the smallest norm. For any scalar
¢, z — cw is another element of z + M. So ||z|| < ||z — cw]|, for all scalars c.
This implies

(2,2) < (2,2) +|c]* = e(z,w) — c(w, 2)

and so
0 < |c|* —2(z,w) — c(w, 2)

Now take ¢ = (z,w) and we get that 0 < —|c|?, and so ¢ = 0. Thus z € M.
Property (1.1) follows from z = y + 2z and the fact that y and z are
orthogonal. By the definition of z, ||x — y|| = ||z]| is the distance from the
origin to x + M, i.e., the inf of ||z + w|| as w ranges over M. This is the
same as the inf of ||x — w|| as w ranges over M since M is a subspace. But
this last inf is the definition of the distance from = to M.
The uniqueness part of the theorem is left to the reader. O

Proof of proposition H.1.2: Define

d = inf
Inf [[y]l



We have to show that there is an # € F with ||z|| = d and that it is unique.
Let y, z € E. By the parallelogram identity

ly = 2l1* + lly + 21" = 2lly|* + 21|=||*
Since E is convex, (y + z)/2 € E. Hence
Iy +2)/2|] = d

Thus we have
Iy — 211> < 2|l + 2[|y[|* — 4d

If y and z both satisfy ||y|| = d and ||z|| = d, then the above implies ||y—z|| =
0. This proves uniquesness.
Now let x,, be a sequence in E with ||z,|| — d. By the above

120 = ll* < 2l|2a][* + 2[]ax] |* — 4d°

As n and k go to oo the right side converges to 0. Thus z, is a Cauchy
sequence. Since Hilbert spaces are complete we can let x be the limit of this
Cauchy sequence. If ||z, — z|| — 0, then by the triangle inequality it follows
that ||z,|| — ||z||. But we chose the z,, so that ||z,|| — d, so ||z]| =d. O

2.2 Weyl’s Lemma

Theorem 1. (Weyl’s Lemma) Let ¢ be a measurable square integrable
function on the unit disc D. The function ¢ is C* and harmonic if and only

if
//chAn =0 (1)

for all C*° functions n on D with compact support.

Proof: The implication that ¢ harmonic implies (1) is fairly short and was
proved by Prof. Wehr.

If ¢ is C?, then showing that (1) implies that ¢ is harmonic is also fairly
short and was proved by Prof. Wehr.

The real heart of the theorem is showing that if ¢ satisfies (1), then ¢ is
C?. The general strategy is to construct a carefully chosen 7 to use in (1).



Let p(r) be a C* function on [0, 00) such that 0 < p(r) < 1 and

pir) = 1, 0<r<e/2
p(r) = 0, r>e

and let

wlr) = —5=p(r) In(r)
and let

e 0) = 42z~ ()

This is not defined when z = (, and we just define it to be 0 for z = (.
Oviously, 7(z,¢) = 0 when |z — (| > €. Since log|z — (| is harmonic in z for
z # 0, we also have y(z,() = 0 when |z — (| < ¢/2.

Now we define the function that we will eventually use as n in (1). Let
w(z) be C* with support in Dj_s, the disc of radius 1 — 2¢ centered at 0.

Define
d¢ A dC
= [ [wtic-hno =55
D

The support condition on p implies we can change the integration region
from D to all of C. Then we can do a change of variables:

o = [ wuc—zrm(c)dggfz
- [ st 2

Since u(z) is C*° and compactly supported, standard analysis theorems show
Y is C* in z.

We will take 7 = 1 in (1), so we need to compute the Laplacian of 1. We
split ¢ as

U(2) = a(z) + 5(2)

_ endt
Q(Z) B //; z\<e/2 log’C Z‘

B) = //C el 5%

7




We claim

82
45.5:00%)

485&25(2) = //Dv(z,C)M(C)dC_/\QjC

Looking at where p is supported, we see that the integration region in the
definition of # can be extended to all of C. Then the equation for the
Laplacian of  just follows from the definition of v((, z).

To compute the Laplacian of «, we start by computing da/dz. Since
log |¢ — 2| is harmonic in z, its derviative with respect to z is analytic. A
simple calculation shows

dlog |¢ — 2| 11
0z - 2(—2z

// dC/\dC
82 T 4r C—zl<e/2 G — 2 —2i

We would like to change the region of integration to all of C so we can do a
change of variables. But u is not supported in just the region of integration.
So we will “cutoft” pu.

Define v(¢) = p(2|¢—2z|)u(¢). Note that v(¢) is supported in |( —z| < €/2.
Now

SRS u(Q) = v(¢) d¢ A dT
32 /\/C z|<e/2 C —21 47T //|;—z<e/2 C -z —21

Now p(¢) —v(¢) = 0 for | — z| < €/2. So the last integral is holomorphic in
2. So to compute §?a;/020z, we can ignore this term. The support property

of v give
¢) d¢ NdC 1 v(¢) d¢ A dC
// z|<e/2C—Z -2 E//CC—Z —2i

1 V(¢ +2)d¢ A dC
_E//C ¢ -2

So we have




So

8z8z 47r//VZC+Z dC_AZ-dC 47T//C<_ZOZC_A22.CZZ (2)

To continue the derviation of the formula for the Laplacian of o, we need
the following “Cauchy integral formula”.

Lemma 1. (Cauchy integral formula for non-analytic functions) Let
B be an open connected subset of C whose boundary is a finite number of
C*' Jordan curves. Let u be a complex valued C' function on B which is not
necessarily analytic. Then for z € B,

QWiu(z):/aBC_ZC // —dC/\dC

Note that in (2) we can replace the integration region by a region that
we can apply the lemma to. This yields

070z
We now use (1) with n = . We get

[ Lere=] ] ‘M“*/ Joss==[ [ oemn =57
//cb U/ dCAQch} da

= [ [otontz0=5E

Note that ¢ is C*°. We now have

[ [oomEZ5E = [ [ sono®5E

This holds for all C™ functions that are compactly supported in D. So ¢ = ¢
a.e. on D.

Define




Proof. (of Cauchy integral formula) Fix a z in B and let € > 0 be small
enough that the ball of radius € about z is contained in B. Let B, be B minus
the closed ball of radius € about z. The boundary of B, is the boundary of
B plus the circle of radius € about z. Stoke’s theorem says

(@) 4o [LC)]
f i | ],
which becomes

[ e [ 2[4 e

Let € — 0 to get the lemma. O

2.3 The Hilbert space of forms

Let D be aregion in M. Recall that the inner product for measurable 1-forms

for L*(D) is given by
(w1, w2) :// wi A\ *p
D

If D is covered by a single chart and w = udz + vdz, we have

(w1, ws) = 2// (Jul? + [v|*)dxdy
D
Definition 1. E is the closure in L*(M) of
{df : fisC* function on M with compact support}
And E* is
E*={wel*(M):+w€ E}={xwe *M):weFE}

The second characterization of E* follows from xx = —1 and the fact that E
18 a subspace.

A remark is in order. If M is compact, then every function on M is
compactly supported. So in this case F is the space of smooth exact forms.
However, in general F does not contain all the smooth exact forms. Suppose

10



M is the unit disc. Let f be a smooth harmonic function on an open set that
contains the closed unit disc. Then df is an exact 1-form. It is harmonic,
and we will see later that this implies it is not in E.

By definition E* is the set of w orthogonal to all the forms in E. By con-
tinuity of the inner product it suffices to only require that they be orthogonal
to a dense subset of E. So

Et={w:(w,df)=0 VY fwhichareC™ function on M with compact support}
Similarly,
(B ={w: (xw,df) =0 Vf--}

Proposition 1. Let o be a C' form. Then a € (E*)l if and only if « is
closed. And o € E* if and only if v is co-closed.

Proof. Let a be a C*! form and f a C! function with compact support. So
there is an open set D containing the support of f such that the closure of
D is compact. Then

(a, xdf) = /Da/\**d?:—/Da/\d?:—/D[d(af)_dQ/\ﬂ

/Dd(aﬂ:/wa?:o

by the support assumption. So

By Stokes theorem,

(o, xdf ) = /Ddoz/\?

If v is closed, then this gives (o, *df) = 0. So a € (E*)*t. If a € (E*)*, we

have (a, xdf) = 0. So
/doz/\?z()
D

for all C*° f with compact support. This implies da = 0, i.e., « is closed.
The second part follows immediately since £* is just the image of £ under

the * map and the co-closed forms are the image of the closed forms under

the map . O

11



Corollary 1. E and E* are orthogonal subspaces.

Proof. Let w € E. Then there is a sequence of C* functions such that df,,

converges to w in L?. Since df, is exact, it is closed. So by the proposition
df, € (E*)*. Since (E*)* is closed, w belongs to it as well. O

Now we define H = E+ N (E*)*. (H stands for harmonic; we will see
that the forms in H are harmonic.) Since F and E* are orthogonal, Hilbert
space theory says

H = (E®E")*
L*(M) = E®FE*oH

Our next goal is to show that H consists exactly of the harmonic forms.

Let ¢ be a simple closed curve in our Riemann surface M. Cover ¢ by a
finite number of charts. Let €2 be the union of their domains. Shrinking € if
necessarily we can assume that topologically it is an annulus and that Q\ ¢ is
two strips. The curve has a direction. Let Q= ( Q )be the strip in 2\ ¢ that
is on the “left” (“right”) as we traverse c. Let Qg be a subset of Q2 which is
smaller in the sense that the boundary of 2y has no points in common with
that of Q. Define QF in the same way.

Let f be a real-valued function on M with is 1 on € and 0 on M \ Q~
and such that f is smooth on M \ ¢. We next define a smooth 1-form 7 by

ne = df, on Q\c
ne = 0, on (M\Q)Uc

Then 7 is a closed, smooth, compactly supported real value 1-form. It is not
in general exact. We call 7). the 1-form associated with the curve c. (It is not
unique).

Proposition 2. Let o € L*(M) be C' and closed. Then
[a=tam)

Proof. Homework problem. O

12



Proposition 3. Let o« € L*(M) be C'. Then « is exact (respectively co-
exact) if and only if (o, ) = 0 for all co-closed (closed) smooth differentials
0B of compact support.

Proof. Let a be C! and exact, and let 3 be co-closed with compact support.
So the support of 3 is contained in some region D whose closure is compact.
We have

<a,ﬁ>:/Dde*Bz/D[du*B)—fd*B]= REs

To go the other way, suppose (a,3) = 0 for all co-closed smooth com-
pactly supported 3. The closure of the set of all such 3 is E*, so a € (E*)*.
By prop 1 this implies « is closed. This implies it is locally exact. For global
exactness we need to show that fca = 0 for all simple closed curves. This
follows from prop 2 and the (a, 3) = 0 hypothesis. O

Theorem 2. H is the set of harmonic differentials in L*(M).

Proof. By a proposition from chapter 1, if w is harmonic then it is smooth,
closed and co-closed. By proposition 1, this shows it is in both E+ and (E*)+.
Sow € H.

Now let w € H. Harmonicity is a local property, so it suffice to show w
in harmonic on a chart (D, z). We can assume the closure of D is compact.
Write w = pdx + qdy. Let 1 be a smooth real-valued function supported in
D. Then n, and 7, are also smooth and supported in D. (The subscripts
means partial with respect to that variable.) So n, € E and *n, € E*. Since
w is orthogonal to both of these subspaces,

0 = (w,dn,) = // w A *dn, = //(pdx + qdy) A *(Ngzdx + 13y dy)
D D

= / / (pdx + qdy) N (—Nayds + Npedy) = / / (Paz + qNay)dz A dy
D D

0 = (w,*dn,) = // w A dn, = // (pdx + qdy) N (Nyzdz + 1y, dy)
D D

= // (pnyy - qnyﬂﬂ)d‘x A dy
D

13



Adding these equations gives

0= // PNz + Myy)dx A dy
D

By Weyl’s lemma this implies that p is smooth and harmonic. Since xw €
H, we can apply the same argument to xw which shows ¢ is smooth and
harmonic. All we really need from this is that p and ¢ are C*, and so w is
C*. So by proposition 1, we can conclude w is closed and co-closed. By the
proposition from chapter 1 this implies it is harmonic. O

Corollary 2. (a) The closure (in L*(M)) of the space of closed forms is
E ® H. The closure of the space of co-closed forms is E* & H.

(b) The square integrable smooth differentials are dense in L*(M).

(b’) The smooth differentials with compact support are dense in L*(M).

Proof. The proofs of (a) and (b) follow from putting together various things
we have proved and left as a homework exercise. The proof of (b’) requires
knowning a topolocial fact about M that we haven’t proved yet. See the
book for details. O

We repeat a remark we made before: if M is not compact, then not all
exact forms are in F.

2.4 The Hilbert space of forms

Recall that a 1-form is harmonic if it is locally given by df where f is a
harmonic function. Harmonic diferentials immediately give us holomorphic
1-forms. (Recall that if a is harmonic, then « + ¢ * a is holomorphic.)

On a compact Riemann surface there are no holomorphic functions (other
than constants). We want to prove there do exist meromorphic functions
and to do that we first construct meromorphic differentials. These will follow
immediately from the construction of differentials which are harmonic except
at a point. To do this we want functions that are harmonic except at a point.

Consider for a moment the Riemann surface C. There are harmonic
functions, but not ones in L?. Suppose we allow a singularity at the origin.
Then 2~ is an example of a harmonic on C\ {0}. Tt is not L? but it is if
we chop out a small neighborhood of the origin. Our goal in this section is
to show that for a Riemann surface M and a point F, in it, we can find a
function which is harmonic on M \ {P,} and whose singularity at Fp is (in
local coords) z7".

14



. E* (co—exact)

H (harmonic)

Theorem 3. Let M be a Riemann surfact, Py € M. Let z be a local co-
ordinate centered at Py. Then there is a function u on M \ {Py} such that
u — 2z~ is harmonic on a neighborhood of Fy. For any neighborhood N of

PO;
// du N *du < 0o
M\N

Furthermore (du,df) = 0 = (du, xdf) for all smooth functions that vanish in
a neighborhood of Py and have compact support.

Note that if M is compact and uq, us are two such functions, then their
difference is harmonic on all of M. So it is a constant. Thus for compact M
the function in the theorem is unique up to an additive constant.

15



Proof. Let D be the domain of our chart z. We can assume its range is the
unit disc. (A subdomain of D is mapped onto some disc centered at the
origin, and then we rescale.) Let 0 < a < 1. Define

o, 2 :
h(z) = =z +aT”’ if |z|<a

h(z) = 0 otherwise

o) = W) if o] > a2
0(z) = smooth if |z]<a

We use df to denote the form which is df where 6 is smooth and is
whatever you want on |z| = a where 6 is not smooth. This is in L*(M).
Note that df is not exact. We use the theory from the last section to split it
as

dfd =a+w

where a € E and w € B+ = F* @ H. We will show two things: (1) « is
smooth on M. (2) « is harmonic on M \ Cl(D,/2). We first assume these
are true and finish the proof.

Since « is smooth, it is exact if and only if it is orthogonal to all co-closed
smooth 1-forms with compact support. Such forms are in E* & H, and « is
in F, so it is orthogonal. So « is exact, i.e., @ = df for some smooth function
fon M.

We claim that this f is harmonic on M \ Cl(D,/s). Since « is harmonic
on this set, we can write locally o = dh for some locally harmonic function
h. On this neighborhood, dh = df, so Af = Ah = 0 on the nbhd. So f is
harmonic on M \ ClD,/s.

By the original splitting, w = df —a = d(0 — f). Sod(§ — f) € E+. 0 is
smooth on D, and f is smooth everywhere, so d(6 — f) is co-closed on D,.
On D,, d(0 — f) is exact and so is closed on D,, so d(f — f) is harmonic on
D, and so 6 — f is harmonic on D,.

Now define

u=f—0+h

On D,, f — 0 and h are harmonic, so u is too. On |z| > a/2, f is harmonic
and h — 6 = 0. So w is harmonic on M \ {P}.
U

16



We consider just what properties of h were needed for the proof. There
really just two: h is harmonic in a/2 < |z| < a and we needed that *df is
zero in the direction of the circle |z| = a.

As before, let Py be a point in the Riemann surface and z a chart centered
at Py. Suppose there are two points P;, P, that are close enough to P that
their coordinates wy = z(P;) and wq = z(P,) satisfy |wy], |we| < a/2. Then

(2 — w)(z — a*/W1)
(2 — wy)(z — a?/w3)

Theorem 4. Let M be a Riemann surfact, Py, P, € M. Let z; be a local
coordinates centerd at P; for i = 1,2. Then there is a real valued function u
on which is harmonic on M \ { Py, P»} and such that u — log|z1| is harmonic
in a nbhd of Py and uw+ log|z| is harmonic in a nbhd of Py. For every open
set N containing Py and Ps,

/ du A xdu < 0o
M\N

Furthermore (du,df) = 0 = (du, xdf) for all smooth functions that vanish in
neighborhoods of Py and P, and have compact support.

h(z) = log

Proof. We find points P, = Qo, @1, -, Qn = P, such that pairs Q;—_;, Q;
are close enough that we can apply the previous theorem. Let u; be the
harmonic (with singularities) function. Then we just take u = u; + -+ +
Up- ]

3 Meromorphic functions and differentials

Definition 2. A meromorphic differential w is an assignment of a mero-
morphic function f(z) to every chart z so that f(z)dz tranform appropriately
under a coordinate change, i.e., they define a 1-form. We say w has a pole
at a point in the domain of the chart if f(z) does. Suppose w has a pole at
p. Let z be a chart centered at p. Writing w = f(z)dz, f(z) has a Laurent
series:

f(z) = Z an2"
n=N

where N 1is negative. We define the residue of the form at p to be a_;.

17



One of the homework problems is to show that the definition of residue
is well defined, i.e., does not depend on the chart.

Let w be meromorphic and w = f(2)dz in some chart. If f(z) has a zero
at P, we define the order of f at P to be the order of the zero of f(z). If
f(2) has a pole at P we define the order to be —n where n is the order of
the pole. We denote the order in both cases by ordpf.

Theorem 5. (a) Let P € M and let z be a coordinate centered at P. Then
for each positive integer n, there is a meromorphic differential w on M whose
only pole is at P and whose singular part there is z~ "1,

(b) Let Py, Py be distinct points in M. Let z; be coordinates centered at P;
for 7 =1,2. There is a meromorphic differential w whose only poles are at
Py, Py. Its singular parts there are 1/z; and —1/z,, respectively.

Proof. For (a) let u be the function with is harmonic except to a singularity
of 1/2" at P. For (b) let u be the function with is harmonic except for
singularity log(z;) at P, and —log(z2). Let @ = du. So « is a harmonic form
except at ... We define

-1

= %(ajti*a)

= a+ti*q
O

Theorem 6. Let k > 1 and let Py,---, P, be distinct points on a Riemann
surface M. Let ci,---,c, € C such that Z?Zl c¢; = 0. Then there is a
meromorphic differential whose poles are at Py, -+, Py such that ordp, w =
—1 and resp;w =c; for j=1,--- k.

Proof. Let Py be a point in M distinct from all the P;. Let w; be a mero-
morphic differential with poles at /4 and P;. Both poles have order —1. The
residue at P; is +1 and the residue at F, is —1. Then we just let

k
W = E Cdej
=1

The hypothesis that Zj ¢; = 0 implies that the residue at Fy is zero, i.e.,
there is no pole there. O
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Corollary 3. Every Riemann surface has non-constant meromorphic func-
tions

Proof. Let Py, P, P3 be distinct points in the surface. Let wq,ws be mero-
morphic differentials such that w; has poles at P;, P, and w, has poles at
PQ, P3 and

ordp, wy = ordp, w; = ordp, ws = ordp, ws = —1
and
resp, w; = +1,resp,w; = —1,
resp,ws = +1,resp,w; = —1

Define f = w;/wy. (Just what this means will be the subject of a homework
problem.) Then f is meromorphic with a pole at P, and a zero at Ps;. In
particular it is not constant. ]

Proposition 4. Let M be a compact Riemann surface and w a meromorphic
differential. Then

Z respw =0

PeM

The sum s over the poles and zeroes of w.

We defer the proof till later.
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