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from what appears to be direct translation from French. The authors are
blameless in this, in my view, but Springer should be ashamed not to have
done a decent job of copyediting.) In the face of the importance of the
subject matter, it has been surprising how difficult it has continued to be
to make one’s initial foray into Riemannian geometry. While there may
be no royal road to geometry, this book offers at least some clear signposts
to readers. But its terseness leaves them to walk a great many lonesome
valleys by themselves.
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Teichmiiller theory often reminds me of a mathematical foundling. It
first appeared, albeit in a different guise, in the attempt by Friedrich Schot-
tky to prove that Riemann surfaces (qua algebraic curves) can be uni-
formized (parametrized) by meromorphic functions defined in plane do-
mains. According to Felix Klein, Weierstrass, as Schottky’s thesis advisor,
rejected this (quite correct) argument and removed it from the thesis. So
Teichmiiller theory was almost stillborn. It explicitly appears first in the
work of Klein’s collaborator, Robert Fricke. The theory was discovered
anew by Oswald Teichmiiller around 1940 and reached maturity around
1960 under the tender care of Lars Ahlfors, Lipman Bers and their students
following pioneering work of Ernie Rauch.

Almost immediately the theory found a series of foster parents. First,
algebraic geometers took us, the noble but isolated practitioners of this
iconoclastic discipline, under their mightly wings. We learned the joys of
providing lemmas solving partial differential and integral equations and






