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1. INTRODUCTION

BB N Oy FL 25149 78 G = Sp(2N,R) £Ex . £OHIT reductive dual
pair (G,G") % & %, 2% D reductive Z2#53H G D G IZBIF LRBTEHKD G TH
D.BEHFEYLoTWSBET B, reductive dual pair D573HIL Howe iIZX o T Eh
THEY ([8,§4) BFOLTLEILTIEZ DA DL,

XT. Mp(2N,R) # Sp(2N,R) nFBEHLE _EHBERL L., G,G 2 EhThtinT
LS BOBBEEMRIZL A EMELE T D, Mp2N,R) ZAF TV T 4y ZREEFHI N,
FIEBTFER (D5 id Weill BB, 297V 7T 1y 7 RBF L) LIHIN 22 B
BRATL=% ) RREFHD, ThE Q TERE I, TDLE, G D admissible % BEAEZ
m & G' @ admissible ZEMERR «' ICHL T, TV NVE s H Q OBEBAIZ -
TWwABLE, 1 & IFHEWVIC theta WIELTWAEF o ZOxIBIE . FWAREYTRA
CBENRBLI% G0 OEBEMO—H—IETH %I LAHS TV S ((10] BH).

ZoxtinE . o PRAMRHTRREOBEIATLEVWE EZIZIZ (r) =0 B LITX
D . T_TPD admissible FHUICHRL . 7 =0(n') T3 ' =6(n) LXKE 1. HTWHR

RIMS Fi7edk 4 [T BCROFIE L TANMRAT | (2002/7/23 - 7/26) EFSFHER.
IPLEVRE, O(r) =013, 7 A Q OFERFL L TRELA LW L2 EKRT 2,
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L722WE X m=0ge(n) L LEL, ZDEE, 1l 7 @ theta lift THH LD
ElE
theta xH5% Z 2 5 ECERMLMEIL, ROX HICBRRDZ EXNTE D,

Problem 1.1. theta Xl L o T, BROAREEIZED X HIZELTH725 ) 0?
T, 1 OAREEEZHVT n=0(n') OFREET*RTHRNLARES 2 L,

CORMBEICHL T, @RHCRZVICE LB SIS IRBTORENELLNT
Who WOPDBZBITTHBL L,

SRER/IVEIR: RH O ER/NERE (infinitesimal character) i3 BBAERD th.( 0 [Fl B E A 1E
Th B, ORI BERIZHH > TV b, (Przebinda [28])

KBHEIR: FROKBHREIR LOREEFBERE L TELOMDD, ThH0H0
SISV ETERDETE 2 5T 5, (Przebinda [29]) |

AZ2Ut: (G,G') ?° stable range I2H Y, G' DAP/IEVE & ' F2r=% )%
LI m=0(n") L=V TH5b, (Li[16)) COHEE AT, LEM/NS 2 %R
D=5 ) BMRFEHI NN L T3,

F¥EATT7IV: RBLOBIEA T 7V (S FIind 5 MBHLE) OS5 -
T 5, (Daszkiewicz-Kraskiewicz-Przebinda, [3])

Langlands /N5 X —%: W< 2» D BE % dual pair 123 L T, FEHD Langlands
INTG A= 5 DB DIIEA5 D > T b, (Adams-Barbasch [1], Paul [26, 27])

reductive dual pair (G,G’) 2% type I »2OBEHTH DL L L I, type I. BEHDEREKIT
ZITRER 2V, SO RHMISEINTEY | 4EEHL » 7%\ ([8, Table 4.1] &
M) F413 G'/K' %% Hermite BB THII L ER/ET S, CDLILHMEUTD
R1IEHITTBLo Lo T, BT AIZEO3IHDOIbLbOWTNILEEZ L VWH T
ETH5,

TABLE 1. type I 2 2BE#7¢ reductive dual pair

(G,Q") N stable range D&%

(O(p,q), Sp(2n, R)) (p+g)n 2n < min(p, q)
U(p,q),U(m,n))) (p+¢g)(m+n) m+n < min(p,q)
(Sp(p, q), 0*(2n)) (2p+ 2g)n n < min(p, q) + 1
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X512, ZOHETII dual pair 47 stable range 125 5 EIRET 5o, EEL EIZIIBHR
B stable range DRBGEIREL TIXV 505, EBHDOHEFR D stable range THRVWIFAIZ
FEAL W EFSVDTEEEINT\W, stable range DEAD BEAMIZK 11252 T
BWiz,

DEDRED TIZ, ROKEREEZEBLOTI ZICHET 5 ([23], [22))0 = D#ERIZ . Chen-
bo Zhu (KRIEEW) K (Y U H R —NVEMLKE) L D—EDOXFHAEDOHRTH %,

Theorem 1.2 (N.-Zhu). type I 2*2Bt#7%2 reductive dual pair (G,G') £z %, (G,G')
i stablerange ICH N . G DIFIPWNEIVEL L) G DA=ZFVEEH Y4 M ER «'
THoT,. (") #0L2bdbDk L b,

(1) n=0(r") DK AT ~DHRER%E © O K ¥ A7 OEREARNE VW TREEKEY
B2 BT ENTE A,

(2) 7 DBELEY 4 2 V% AC(r') = m[0] £ BL L &, AC () = AC (8(n")) = m[B(O)]
BEY VD, ZZT 0(0!) XNEHE O O theta lift TH 5 (§3 BH), I72, BEEE
miTBEEKICEZ BT ENTE D,

COMREI. K P A T7OEHREARNB LUREY 4 7V &) RBDOREED theta
MIETEDLICRILT 22 % (=5 VEREY = 1 P REAL W) BO THRLZHEID)
HO»IZTEDTH 5%,

&T., EoEHEII 3 oDMITHEIT, DAL BEMICRRD Z AT E BA5, SHED

RO PIER I BT A E ORI D ). T2, —RITBRDI L TH X > THD
DI BoTLEHIEVIHE DS, £ZT, ZoWMETIE

(G,G") = (0(p,9),Sp(2n,R))  (2n < p,q)
DB THEEHEDLZ LICL Lo

2. 771 ®ER

TR, REBOERICIZT 74 Y EEROOSENEBEEZ BEOWVT 5, A%
RMCEN-HRBR ORI EIL TEE B ICEIN 2V, ZOBRORELEFIR., X
BPRLIIMTITHoTIDEDATARELTB S,

reductive 2 BEFEHRERBEE G A, 7714 YREEHE X ITRBWICERBL Twa L
T5, COEE, X OIERIBEER C[X] ZBARIC G B L %2 575,

X//G = Spec C[X]¢ (2.1)

LBE,. N GOEBICYED X DT 74 VBEREKE VS, COEETIIVE S
MQWTﬁéﬁ\%@lﬁﬂLTﬁ@%ﬁXﬂG%7747%%&:%7K%%ﬁ%ﬁ

2ZO%E G' 13 Hermite HEROT, 225 VEREY = 4 M EBNFET 5. BT ERIBEBRTIE
By )EE7 =AM RBATH S,
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HhELTHODALIEDNTESL, G AERDER A=CX]|® RARERLZDT, ZD&
W% fi,...,.icALT b, B

v:X3z— (filz), fo(z),..., fi(z) € C

REXHEWOPIC Y I GHE LT —EHEE NS, X EO GHEIHLTC D
B —DPF B, ¢ DRI ST, ThA SpecA EEBICE S, 2%V, X//G
3 (fr,..., 1) ZEECHEL ERT fi,...,ic A OHOBERZ ERITERNETLT
71 Y REERETD 5,

A=C[X]¢ c CX] 225 . BoAEE L TOBEERC L o T, RESHREDER

¢: X — X//G

HE|EXRZEND, ZOEBET 74 VBBGEIER, X//G % LD X512 C DA
ATBLE. YT 74V BEBEFDIDTH b,

Theorem 2.1. (: X — X//G %7 7 1 VHWEHLTLH L,

(1) Yy € X//GITHL T, FD T 7 AN= (" Vy) Q7272 —2DH G HEZEL, O F
D, X//G DEIE X O GHLBEE X F—IIFET %,

(2) ZC X % G RELHBSEHRELTHE. 20 ((Z2) C X//G b T1-FARIT S
HBTHoT, Z//G LRBTH 5,

OEBEIZOVTIE, BRI [33,§5.1), [30) FEBRL TRkl T, IZT
BEALNZoD0BEDITTBI 5,

Example 2.2. G 3 ¥#E LT, G ® Lie f{#% g. Cartan MHREE h LT 5%,
it\wuﬂw&m%wwﬂﬁabxao:@té‘G@g«mwﬁﬁmmléﬁu

8//G = SpecC[g]® = SpecC[h]Y (. Chevalley D[R EH)
=h/W~C  (I=dimbh)
Thb, WEteh/WEWDL,. (:g— b/W=g//GDT7 A3,
(CHt) ={r € g |z DIEMIBIH ¢t & G %}

THoT., $HEHE AAG -t BT 7 AN—IZEINIH—DHAMETH S5, LA
T, COBE g//G (& (FARELEELE) = (CREMBLE) 2 0B T2 I LD 07h %,
F/o.teh ZEAIRERHETETAE, 77 41N— (" (t) = AdG -t 372 12—20D%
A S %Y., generic 27 7 A /N—I3BAHLETH 53,
—J5 “BED” 77 AN—F N =(10) THoT, ThIZMESRHETDH S,

Example 2.3. X = Sym.(C) ~® G = GL,(C) DEE DM gA'y (9 € GLa, A €
Sym,) 2% %, ZOBA. X FEHENRY PVERTH o T, ITHIORERIC L > TH

SR Z k755, ¢TL(t) SEAMLEIC R B X 9 % t DEHIE h/W DOHRT Zariski BRETH 5.
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BB EN D,
X =Sym, = H 0, 0, ={Y € Sym,, | rankY = k}

0<k<n

GHEIIARBETH>T, B GHEIHHLZYE Q) = {0} ZIITH 5, LA >TT
T A VSR —Ero %), CX|C =C Thd, —RITEYENZ +IVZEHD
T T4 YBEEREIE—EORIIR B, _

K=Q(A) ¥ A=CX]¢ oithe L &9, ¥/, G DEBRRTENER o € Irr(G)
L T

M(o) = (¢* ® C[X]) ¢

% o-covariants DZEME 5, M(a) T AL L THEBRERZED?S ., K®4M(0) liﬁ
RO K X7 M WERTHS, £2°T

rank 4 M (o) = dimg K ® 4 M(0)
EBE,. INE Mo)D A LOERELIRE, ROEHIIH L TLEICLR S,

Theorem 2.4. 774 VBEHZ (: X — X//G D generlc 77 AN—HDHPETDH S
55, ZDL &, covariants DZEM M(o) = (o ®C[X]) D A=CX]¢ LOoEHER

rank 4 M (o) = dim(0*)%= (z € X & generic 2 K)

THz2bNBo REL. G, 1 2 XBITHEEMGTH, 0% 13 0 O G, AENZ M VD
% TH 2,

Remark 2.5. ZOHE G-z~ G/G, ZFABETT 7 1V SHEIC L2295 . G, 13 re-
ductive ZE T HTH LI LICEET 5,

SR, M(o) BHIRER A MBROT, 3f € A TRAHET T, A, EEBMECR bo
ZDOFEEAS d=rank 4 M(0) TH b, 2% D

M(o)s =~ (Af)*
ZFZT. ZOMBE S HIT generic ZH y € X//G, f(y) #0 TRAALL THE L IIT,

(A/my)®4M (o) ~ (A/m,) ®4 A* = C*
m,={h€A|h(y)=0}:y c:mmmkﬁ*wv

bhdb, —F. M, % my, PHEREIND CX] DAFTVETHT., BEOEHLY
Cl¢- (y)]—C[X]/im HED D, DF D Cly) DEEATTNVIE M, Thb, L1
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BoT.
(A/my) ®4 M(0) =~ (A/m,) ®4 (" ® C[X])°

Cs ®C[X]/5m )¢ (o (A/my) ®a CIX] ~ C[X]/M,)
~ (a* @ C[¢™! ])
~ (" ®CG/G.))® (. (') = G/G, —DDHLE)
~ (o*)C= (. Frobenius D H.{E)
L% Y. d=dim(c*)C B bh B, | O

HBIE —DiEE T L9, | | |
Example 2.6. G 2% ® Lie RICHEERR L L TEHWTWBHE, CHE &, {45
NTWVWBEIHIC

Clgl =H®Clgl®, #H=(ANSHEXEH)
Y IZoTWnd, Ldo T,
(" ®Clg)® = (¢* ® #)¢ ® Clg]®

DEMFE dim(o® @ H)S 1%L\, —F. $122 £V, C:g— g//G D generic %7 7
AN—IFAEETSH o T, generic & EEERFHIE Cartan EFHE H TH 2, L7zA> T,
rEow#EIY,

(0* @H)C ~ (6" = (¢* DET T x 1 b 22[H)

ThhHZ ki}‘ﬁ}i)‘éo Inky m*ugﬁ_tﬂ)ﬂzrﬂo) G g & Lfo)%%ﬁmﬁf%f’;)h%
(Kostant [14, Theorem 11] £:Hg),

H ~ Z (") ® 0 ~ C[G/H]
o€lrr(G)
HIZ G-IBEE LT CN] LABTHLZ LIZHEERLTBL, #22L. N =¢1(0) i}
MELRETH 5,

Example 2.7. X = M;,(C) % k x n OFEFTHEBEEL . G=0(,C) Db DT

FIOWITETIERAS® 2, 72, (: My, - Sym, % ¢(A) = 4A TE&ET %,

(1) 0<k<nDtE&, ZD&ZiX, O, ={Y € Sym, | rankY = k} C Sym, &£BL

t‘X//G:W'Cﬁ)o'C C: X0, BT 71 VBEBRTHD. Y €O, DT 7 A8—

FEAEET. 1Y) = O(k,C) i)‘bﬁ‘?go 2% 1) generic &lﬁn—:ﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁii {e} TH 5,
COBEICERYERT L L.

rank 4 (0* ® C[M;,])¢ = dimo*, A = C[0,] ~ C[X]¢
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(2) n<kDEE, TOLEIE, X//G~Sym, TH>T, (: X > Sym, BT 71
B9 Th b, Y €O, DT 7 A/ SN—BHET ., ¢(Y) = O(k, C)/O(k —n,C) i Stiefel
ERAETH D, DF ) generic ZEETTHIE Ok —n,C) & FEL
OB EREERT AL,
rank 4 (0* ® C[My »])¢ = dim(c*)°*™9), A = C[Sym ,] ~ C[X]°

Ebo

3. MZE#E D THETA LIFTING

BEEEY 4 27 VD theta xtnk EZ 51213, TTMEHED theta WL x ERALT 54
B b, WENMBHEIZX L Tid Daszkiewicz-Kraskiewicz-Przebinda [3] DH:HEAH 5
AL WO MBEHBEDFAITIE . theta lift ICT 2HFEIBREDH VOV THRE I (
[23, 18, 17], [24, 25], [4, 5]). & v M ZFEEELRUL T b, T I TIRFEADFRI 23] I
> T. dual pair

(G,G') = (O(p,9), Sp(2n,R))  (2n < p,q)
DHBHRATHILITT S, 18,17 THHEL LFEF ‘LN TVHDT, ¥UOER
L’C&L ‘/‘o

G,G DKV M EGE KK ZRD L HICH S,

G=0(p,q) D K=0(p) x0(q), G =Sp(2n,R) D K'=U(n)
t=0(p,C) ®o(q,C) BLVF¥ =gI(n,C) xFhFN K BIU K' ® Lie ROBEHRILL
L. Wiy 5 (EELSN/z) Cartan FEE
g=0(p+4q,C) =tds, g =5p(2n,C) =¥ s
LE L, BAMIZIZARD & ) RAHE BAUL X v,

g=o(p+¢qC) = {[% g] | A€ Alty,D € Alty, B € Mp,q}

_ Altp MP’q —
[ AMJ@[m@q ]'e@“

g = 5p(2na_C) = {[g’ _B;A] l AeM,,B,Ce Symn}

- M, Sym , _ '
B ]l v

T IT My, = My,(C) i3 px g DEEBREOTHILZNE, Sym, = Sym ,(C) FXFITHI,
Alt, = Alt,(C) IIRRITFNDO&hE E£T,
XT., kO=2DZH

W =Mpn® Mgp, s = Mp,, s' = Sym, ® Sym,.
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%2, 558 O WIZX5 double fibration XD & HI252 5%,

s=M,, Sym, & Sym,, = s’

(A,B) e My, ® My, =W IZXL T
o(A,B) = AB € M,, =s,
{ (A, B) = (*AA, 'BB) € Sym ,, ® Sym ,, = ¢
W LI (hy,hg) € O(p,C) x O(q,C) = K¢ BLU g € GL,(C) = K¢ DIEA%ERD X
ICERT Bo
((h1,hs),9) - (A, B) = (1 A'g, heBg ™), (A,B) € Mpn ® Myn =W

s BIUV ¢ LiCid,. BEOMEERYEZ AL . ¢ 1ZHALDPIC Kc-FEBR., ¢ i K¢-
AETH D, SHICHANAERRBOBERENL . ROZ LB TH 5,
Lemma 3.1. stable range D4l 2n < p,q #HET %o

(1) ¥: W — s FEHFHTH>T. K2 BT 71V BaEETH D, 2F ) s ~W//Kc
N A RYAS

(2) p: W — 5 DI (W) BT ERETH T, (W) 13 Ke iCEBT 7178
BERTHb, 2% (W)~ W//Kp Th b,

GIRA. (1) X Cl¢'] ~ C[W]ke 2 EHEL TV AIZTE LRV, p>2n D& &, CSym,] ~
C[M,]°P0 THBHZ Lid, HRHAERROBERTH S, ¢ 1220 TH Ak

—J. Big o W — s PEHREFABER o* : Cls] » C(W]Ke 25T LT,
RV HBRHAERRICI D L CASN TS, MOFRIZT 7 1 EEREDOERE E
ZNEHODPTH B, o(W) DERAT T IVIZ Kerp* TH D, O

T, W OMBESHEEL RD L D ICEHT S, |
N()={Zes|adZ FMEER} ={Z € My, | Z°Z " FATH }
N(s)={Z €5 |ad 2 HNBE&} = {(X,Y) € Sym, ® Sympn | XY DHBATH }

MELHE N (s) 13 Kc DREEATRETH>T. ARED Kc BLBIZTPh b, £h
5% ME Ke BuBLIER, BZ 0,9 ° LOMBEREOEH T2 L. NFHLEHET

(P N () CN(s), (e (N(s))) CN(s)
LoTWAZEdbhbh, XYL CROFEMEY LD ([23], [24], [5])o
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Theorem 3.2 (N.-Zhu, Ohta, Daszkiewicz-Kraskiewicz-Przebinda). stable range D %ff
NDHELIZ, MEKCHEOQ CN(@E) IZHLT, o (O) =0 &% 5 L5 %ME K¢
HEOCN(G) BPFETL, ZOLE, 0% O O theta lift LIFU, O =0(Q) &,

EEOTERTIE . BT 7 EiR %mwf¢ HO) BB TH B L& FRTI LD
FEWTH S, STTHAHAEZELDNT, BRI (23] 28BLTWE A0,

E5i2 23] Tit. R 0=60(0) @Eﬂﬁﬁa@ Kc IEO#EEN . O OBREREHWT
BAMICEERTELI L ER L, COBMIDBLIIEEEICLRZ2DT, $ILHELLR
FHLTBL,

Y Hpq @ CIW] I2BIT D K =O0(p) x O(q) AMPEERDEM L 5, K AMEHE
REid. K-FREREER f(2) e QWK 1T LT, 20k EREROMAMERFE L B
-8

f(@h(z) = f(O)h(z)  (Vf(z) € CW]¥)

VBRYLDE ) RESEA h(z) DL TH B, 77T AEAETHL L, BEOEROHA
MEEHRNIE R LD SO(n) O BARLIEA» L & T 2WNELERICEZ o T 5, FAMLH
RO —RERHICOVTIZ2E 248 [7, Ch. 111, §1] 2 BRI 7200,

Z DL & stable range DFHD D LIZ, KD BRLEESRH (N7 P VEBE L TOD)
[z 525 (FzE [11] 2H),

Hp,o ® CW]Ke = C[W] ,
w U] (3.1)
- h®f — h-f

AMZERADZMIZIZBARIC Ko, Kg BERL TW T, Ko x KL MBI 525, LD
B BB A Kex Kb MBEE L CORBTS 55, 7. Hoq ® Ko x K, INBEE LT
DHEFEL CHFRANTHE Y. DL BE T2 EXTE 5 (12, [9))0

Hog Y (09 BoP) B (10" @ 78 (32)
a,BeP, )

CCWEPr={a=(x) €EZ" |an > Qn1 > > 01 >0} 12, BEN n UTOHEE
i, o BBREY =AM a D O@p,C) DEBRRTHENETS. 7™M 13 GL, DBEY =
48D a DERRITEHRRTH 5,

ST T74BER Y L5 E0DEHE N, , =y~ 1(0) & —#%ICFS (null cone)
LIERD, EREDEVWRER WK p o ER SN A FTANBEDOEHRAT T IV
Thoob, LOR (31) &b

CMy 4] ~Hpy  (Kcx Ki MEELLT) (3.3)
P, DT BRI GLy(k>n) OBEY 2 4 b EALTZEI2T 5,

50(p,C) I3 ERETLRVOTETOREILESED, SO(p,C) o)iﬁ% O(p,C)/SO(p,C) ~Zy I X o
TERIERLZbDTH S,
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THAHI LN DDPD, 2F), AMLERNIAEMCEH FOTFRBEE, S & L THEH
S b a. 2L, Hy, REEDSEXORCIRBSBRICL 0 TR WE EITEEL
£

Theorem 3.3. stable range D&M 2n < p,q IRET 5. N(s) DINME K. $.E O O
theta lift © O =0(0') L ¥ 5 &, KRHEY ILD,

(1) O~y Y O)//KL~ (W xg O)//Kf BB LD

(2) Kc e L CoER

C[0] ~ (H,, ® C[0'])Kec ~ Z@ Hom gr,, (" ® 7§V*,C[0]) ® (0P R o)  (3.4)
a,fe€Pr

ML Y LD,

RLPA. SEBIC BV CREMZ O scheme FRRICBIT D HIE W x, O & AWM YR
P HO) B —ET LI HTH D, ZOWSOEHIEMLZDTE L, ThEXLRED
TLEXE, (34) oRud

C[0] ~ (W xy O = (CIW] ®qe) CIO7]) € = (#,,, ® CO]) ¢

L) kS, BRI THI® AT LATE S, 72751, 22T COW] ~ H, @C[W]ke
k Cls'] ~ CW]Ke % vz, | O

4. IFRIMEB%3E D THETA LIFT £ COVARIANT

§ K ORREL T =o, 08 L5MT S, ZOLE ¢ =Sym, WO K. = GL,
BT RTMBMEIC L 295, LCHLRTYE X HIC (GLy, Symn) HBYE~XZ b
WEMTHoT, OB L > THESBEN S,

s_ =Sym, = H Qb Ot = {Y € Sym,, | rankY = k}

0<k<n

O ORARENELI=Y VREY = 4 F RECOMESRMAIC S 50T, O % IEH]
R TNBHIE L PR, W& SHREOEATH 555, £0 theta lift Ol = (/") b EH
AMBREEFRS E4h D,

EHLD.

Ol={ZeM,,|Z=A'B,Ae Ny, rank ‘BB < k}
~ M, x (Myn Xsym, O // K5 (4.1)
N,={A€M,,| AA=0}  (null cone)
Thd, £ 0<k<niIxLT .
O = M, ,//O(k,C), Mn3Cr— CCe O (4.2)
" SERI (holomorphic) % ERIX LAMIC BB = 1 b EF (55 VIREY = 1 } %5 Th b,
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RDEN (19 BR). 077 4 YEOBBERE O ICETHDL LIF2v, ZOLDIC
RKFYTiddsh. KDOSHELEAL X5,

Xp,q+k = ‘np,q+k//GLn
={Z €My | Z=AB,Ae Ny, B e Nyyi} (4.3)

EEPO DB LI, X, 04k 13 Sp(2n,R)/U(n) D BBEZMBBHEE O(p, ¢ +k)/O(p) x
O(qg+k) ~EbH LT -MBEREDHALTH 5, 2%

Xpg+k = Osp(an®)-0(p.q+k)({0})
BERYITD, COFRICBVTIE, BIZk<n THEHLEIIRWV,
Theorem 4.1. 0 < k < n XL T, O ~ X, .44//O(k,C) DK Y L2,
Remark 4.2. (1) k> n 23U T, Xpg44//O(k,C) ~ Ol TH 3,
(2) EEOIEH% B> TWIFIEFHP 527,

Xp,q+k C Mp,q+kv Wko—l C Mp,q

LENETREOAATERLEE, T7AVHEER ¢ Xpgr — O 13548 proj -
Mp’q.*.k — Mp,q. D Xp,q.;.k ’\UD?EUIIEK —ﬁTZD o

EIRA. SEBHOF —RA ¥ MIROBHELHETH 5,

Lemma 4.3. Mg1x ~ Myn Xsym, Mgn

HEDIMA. 5% M,,> B+ BBeSym, & My, 2C— -CCeSym, &2 5L,
Nosr VWEERNE 77 AN—FERICL 2TV DEZ L RIS D 5, BERE - TR
W77 ANl e Foy sl REBTRNE 77 AN—HFETHHZ LD
WRTE %, O

EHEOHERICES Ho LOBEELMZIT, ROIIIHEL TRDOLRABMFLNLD
THbo

Xp gk //O(k, C) = My g1x//GLy X O(k,C) = (M, X Ng4x) //GLy x O(k, C)
=(M, X (Mgn Xsym, (Min//O(k,C))) //GL, (FEIZ & %)
=(My x (Mg Xsym, OF)//GLn  ((4.2) £ 1)
=0 ((41) &0)

a

COEBEERAVT, O LOEEBERD L ) ICHERT 5,

EHELY ., COM) ~ C[X, .x]0®O THBH, ThE ALE ), O iR#ELDT, A
12 (FERORIC L 2) BRERBMSGT 2 RHORBAEABTH S, DL &, Ok, C
DEBRRTENEDR oF) 12 L T, covariant D 2R M(n) = (0{* ® C[X, 44£])°*O 12
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ARAK ABEE 25, ARAEK A = ClOM] NEEOEE O EoEERBOEIXEHRIC
FETHE00. M(n) \SAIET 5EHE M(n) B°EF b, M(n) dRIZ ) BHRIZKED
TonTBY, RENFED ANMBELRZoTWAZ LIZEEL L,

HEE M(n) ICIEBRIC Ke MEALTBY . £2OKBUMDZERIE Kc DERRATD
%, KEBYIMOZEIE M(n) DEHRLY M) iC—HFT 5506, SHIIET 2 [M(n)
B K DRBETHD ] L)L EDIL2EoTWAICBEL W, HFHTREZ L
X, SO M(n) 2% O(p,q) D=5 )VEBMERBD K ¥ A 7OZEHELIZZT—HL Tw
BIZETHD (EH 5.3 M),

Kc ML L TP covariants M(n) DEELZRXTAHADLERDE BB ENFFD 5,

M(n) = (0" ® ClXpque]) O
= (o'(’k)* ® CI, X (Myn Xsym, Mk’n)])O(k,C)xGL,.
~ (C[9M,] ® C[My 0] ®cisym ,) (a’(T")* ® C[Mj,])0*© )GL..
~ (Hp, ® (0)° ® C[Mj,,]) 09 ) "

0<k<nZbil,
L(n) = (69" ® C[Mj,x])0*©

i3 Ot EOBEBEBOXKIRYMITH > T, Tt Sp(2n,R) D=5 Y HEEY = 1 b KB
E K mMEEELTIE R BT 58, &6 (3.2) EHVWTEKMICEIETS L,

M(n) ~ Ze Hom g1, (™ ® 75V*, L(n)) ® (¢ R ) (4.4)
' ,B€Py,

LB lNbdr b, 2% h, O LOEER L(n) 40P LOEER M(n) KFHLE
Foh, SOZOOKRBYIK LD Ke IMBEOBED ISRVl Lilk b,

5. &BLOD THETA LIFT & BEfEY A 7V

%%1(271,, Rz) (D_EHBETHD. ATV I T4 7B)01=F YREY = 1 FFH n'(n)
z2&9%

33 Ok, C) DABRRTEHESE o 28y, 7'(n) % ol 75D MIK-Vergne D
BRTO theta lift & ¥ % ([12] 2H), O lifting gz 6V TRI L,

7r’(77) = ag(\l,c)—bSp(Zn,R) (0,(1’0)) - - (5-1)

BB THLHIT, BET A FHPL “FHhB7,

SRRV ERY A POTHhIES, ‘

SBREY = A P REAPER T = 4 PREAPZENV— OB B Lo THREZHEMWRODEN, 22T
EBRMLAEZEEL T, BREY =/ PRBAL L. DHAAREY = 1 F RBUT2 VT F#RORRA
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THbo Mp(2n,R) DTRTOL= ¥ JEE (BE) 7oA P RBRIIOLIIZLTES
NBZENGTho>TWVAHRI, '

niZRE n JJT@%*J 77 =(M,... M) EPp ZEZXBHN, KH «'(n) 3B K ¥4
ThH

=7 ® (det )2, I=(1,1,...,1)

THLEILRETI A VRRATH D, 113U, 20BN K ¥ 4713 —R&i2ik K = U(n)
@iﬁﬁm&<\%@:EHE%U@Y@%EF&%:&KEET%O‘

Theorem 5.1. EDFEEFDTIC. 7'(n) = 05, span, R)( NThoL§s,

(1) 7'(n) D K 54T ~OGFRL, ROLHICHERAONZ, (r= min(k,n))

(,” |U(n)~ ~ (det, )k/2 (o-(k)* ® C[M ])O(’F’C) V

Z Hom o(x,c) (¢, M) @ (1 ® (det,)*/?)
AEP;

(2) Oﬁwﬁﬁﬁfbwwkwlok%xen%o

) dim o - [O/he]] 0<k<n
AC (7' () = . T
dim(a,(,k))o(k‘"’c) - [Qrhon] n<k

Remark 5.2. 7'(n) OBEEY £ 7 W DRRIT, 0< k < n OHFAIF[19)], [31] 2 & o THIT
ZEZR6NTz, 81 Tk n <k DBELAFERNICHY FDOATVAEAS, [19) TiE n<k
DHEFRFOR TRV, ZZ TR 19 DFELZHLRT S LT, COEHEEFHL T
B < o
HEAA. (1) X [12) DERTH 5,

(2) 7' (n) DREESREAED O F7213 Ol =5 125252 tm%n&&ﬁb<&woﬁ
BRI ZOEBFEETH 27, TNRIIHELHEL O L LA L &,

rankA(a,(,k)* ® C[Mk,n])o(‘c 0, A= C[O]' ” (5.2)
THEzbhb, ZHOZEIE (1) &Y o
(O-(k)* ® C[M ])O( C) (det )—k/2 ® T (T])IU(n)~

"C‘ﬁ) DT, n'(n) ® Harish-Chandra JIEED L 2> 52X EREALZ Y . WAD Poincaré
BB B THRTE 50 #fﬁﬂ”ié‘ <o

(5.2) ROEHFEIITTICH 2.7 CEIELTH Y, EETEZHES A 7 VOEHRE
b:_'ﬁ.j—éo ]

RSV LMD I~ PAFHHOEET, AINBREICBLTT, 2L HRBOBETLIO
X 9 % compact D H D theta lift ’(‘tiﬁ%n&\nl IRL=ZIVERT = 4 REANFET S ([6], [32)
BH),

Nk >n 0L &, ng Pt LT 7/(n) =0 E% B,
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ATV IT 4y 78 Mp(2n,R) DL=% V&&= 4 bERB 7'(n) D O(p,q)” ~D
theta lift % n(n) =0(x'(n)) EEI I RDEHPKADERHRTH 5,

Theorem 5.3 (N.-Zhu). stable range D&M 2n < p,q ZIKET 5. T/, 7'(n) & EH
51 TH27-2=8 )VEEY = 4 PRI, n(n) =0(x'(n)) & FD theta lift & T 5,

(1) p+q#k (mod2) DEE, n(n) =0TdH %, ptq=k (mod2) DL E . n(n) # 02
O(p,qf DL=5VEHTH %,

BT, 2T 150 p+q=k (mod2) ZIRET %,

(2) 7(n) D K ¥ AT~OFRI, RDIHITH52LN 5,

® n n *
m(n)|z =~ Z Hom R(Ti_{_)p/n ® Té_*_)q/ﬂ ,7'(n)|z) ® (cP ® af,q)) (5.3)
a,fePy

(3) O = 9(O'1) ZMBHLED theta lift & T5& X, n(n) DREET 1 7 VIZRD &
B ZHNG, -

dimo® - (@Rl 0<k<n
=1 " e o
im(oy ") - [Ohol] n<k

Remark 5.4. (1) TBEOER 2) D K ¥ A T~OHFRARIL. p+qg# k (mod2) D& &
THEKREFL., WAkt i3,

(2) k=00t EE. N (n=0) xBRHLEHALALTIELILTH.,n=1Tk=0
Dk % N 71'(77) = OSLg(R)AO(p,q)(E%tEiﬁ) ﬂi‘ N T4 _%14: p+q= O(mod 2) DFT
O(p,q) PNEHRE 52 5, O(p,q) PEIRBITOVTIE [15], [2), [13] 42 SHL
THL VY,

SRR, (2) REHFTIL. (1) DY 57 1 REREND LD o K 5 4T ~OMBAR |
[21] T U(n,n) O IERIBEBGRTID S U(p,q) ~D theta lift D & ZifTh o 25tHZ b 9
LLUEBELRPNUT IV, TRIZDOWTIE [20) DEEBL THRL Y,

(3) DEEHHICOWTHIBICHBAL TBZ ), HERREVHEIITIIRN (44) LK 5147
~NDHEAT (5.3) DEDEL WELICESOWTBLNLTH S ), £ZT. WEES A
I NVOEHRELE KD BHIZI3, ¥ covariants M(n) # A = C[O}!] LOEHELZ RONT
InZ eFbhs,

774 EER

C: Xpark = Xpqir//O(k,C) =~ OpT

iE. BB My, - O 0L EIFTHY ., fELERET ¢ O generic 77 1/5—I3F4
HETHLZENGH 5,
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£ 512, Remark 4.2 1[23FE L TEMKIICETET 5 & | generic ZEEHDEAT0<k<n
EOEW. n<k % Ok—mC) Thoo L bHADONI, SO L & EM 24 &I
ZITEHEELS T2 512, 0

ZDEHEOBEEY 4 2 M TAERIZ. RO LX) LRI —KUICBRRAZ ENTE 5,

AC () =m-[0] = AC(O(r")) =m - [0(D)]

stable range N &HX BRI 2V E | TOERIIELY L% \WAHT, stable range 2BV Tl
BEY A FERBAZTTRL DI F VR ICHLTHRY LODTIZZWnh L
HfEsh b,

6. HHBBFDAFRRITRIL L FikHl

DEOZEORIEYE LT, TREOABRRTRIADOPFRNZ OVWT o022 L2 H
E575,

¥ o0 T, BB A MDA D 0(q,C) DEBRRTERERT, TOFRFTI S
5 NBEO(q) DERBEVSTHELEDDS ., T 0(q,C) Li3E,TIC O(g) LELZ L
bV, 72, ™ iE GL,(C) $7213 U(n) DEEY = 4 b 2% A OFRKRTEARIAE
3,

KDL I, WL OPDFEEBEEREL TBI I,

&b
e~ Y LRy, (6.1)
(k) ~ ® \ _(k
™ low = Do ol (6.2)
m
+k ~ ® (a) k
ol )|O(q)><0(k) ~ Z,\: b3.n Ox Ea,(,) (6.3)
M '

Proposition 6.1. 2n < ¢,0 <k <n &35, FEHEE LOL I IIEHETIE . RD
EADEY LD,

W,= c-LRY, (ALveP) (6.4)

HEPy

B2 O(k) REXRTZ MIVOZEBORTTARL LT

dim(a,(,‘”"))o(k) = z LRy, - dim o0 (veP,)
AEPy ,u€Ps,

»ELND,
2EiZ, 0L HAGNEHEL T ALBRE L, T T 4 Y EERO life 2RI L A —RE9 % IEH
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SRR, covariants DZEM (03P © C[X,444])°*0 % B OFETHET T LV, IT
(6.4) DI
ClXpg+k) = C[mp,ﬁk]GL" (BN (4.3) £9)

~ Z® (PRI R (r* @ 7M) " ((32) K& D)

,B€Pn
~ Y P ol = S0 R Z B, o R o))
VEP, vEP,

~ ZGB( Z$ bxm cP R af\q) )IZU,(,'“)
n A

DRBELTHS, ki<, A8t
(O'%k) ® C[mq+k])0(k,q ~ C[Mq,n] ®Symn (C[Mk,n] ® O'S'k))o(k'c)

®
~H, @ ( Z (r¥ @ oF)ok0 g ™)

HEPy
(. )
UEPy
ECOM,) 2H, DTF Y NVHEERD, &6I12 GL, AERERMLZ ETHLA S,
%2®tmn 0&L T, AZD2WTORMERTIUL LV, O

RRICEH 51D k>n OFEFIIOPWT, FRATORJAGBOBAD» L FERE DIF T
B bL k> %5, TH51 0 o'(n) RERZBMERIERL 2D, THE, %
DEEY 4 7 Vi BI1F B BRERBN K 5 17 ORI BT 5 = & ASHEIC 53 2
SOHE. B K 5 AT 10, S ZORTR dimnY Thb. —FH. EBEIC
Lzt dim(ol) ™ Thap s WER—BLEFIEE 5%V, Edbok
FL <L KRB LD,

Proposition 6.2. k > 2n TH5H LT 5, ne P, IZXHL T, KD O(n) HiFFD ERIA AL
URYAS

~Y

O(k—n)
(eF)™ |O(n) = Tnn)lo(n)

n
FERA. k> 2n D& X123, O(k) x GL, L L THOFEHE
C[Mpn] ~ Hi ® C[M} ,]°® ~ H,; ® C[Sym ,] (6.5)
#&Dio_a#i<ﬂ%nfw5°::f
Hy ~ Z oV R M

aepn
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THAHZ LIZEEL T, (6.5) DHAD Ok — n) AERT BL,

C[Mk’,,]o(k_"‘) ~ (H)°* ™ @ C[Sym ,] ~ Z®(a§f>)0(k—"> X (7" ® C[Sym ,))

a€EPn
—~H My = Mp® My_pnn LFHEL TBNT Ok — n) AERZ NI
C[M )¢ ~ C[M,, »] ® C[My_p o]0

~ ( Z@ T(g") X ngn)) ® C[Sym n] ~ Zfﬁ 7_(gtn) i (Tc(‘n) ® C[Sym n])

a€Pp a€Py

b, COMNEHBEITNIKRD LR LES, O

ZORRIE. Ok —n) FERZ M vogtk (o) ™ 2 gL, 0@ ) T CEHT
EDZLEBRLTVS, LELADLIAZENDH LD ED O®) DIEAPLED LS
WLTHRICEEHEINILDPIIAHTH L, BEDTHREL ).
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