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Abstract

p-ERRARBIED TR A b — XKD generic TH 3 L1k, Zhdht Whittaker 1Y
% FFORSICE 9. Whittaker BRI O —BIED BH1F T, generic RIS RBGH L O BGw
DHELETE L DIGHEFD, —5 T, BFf Langlands 48 (LLC) & 3FHA L—X
FHD -39 A—F — 2 X 358k TH 5, Gross—Prasad (2 Rallis Il I N T,
generic REVCNIGT B L-37 X =9 —DHEERZ FR L. Zh% Gross—Prasad
¥ Rallis DF4 (GPR) L V>3, 54, HMBHICEIL T (GPR) 1 Gan—ThEFic & O3
BaENk., ZOFHETIE, SV 7L IT 4y IHO_EHETHEAYTVIT 497
BIZBT 5 (GPR) i oW TOMREHE T 2.

1 (GPR) for Sp(2n,R)

Gross—Prasad & Rallis ® F4 (GPR) ([6, Conjecture 2.6]) & &, Rk ko
RBFE DR generic REDOAFICET 2 FHTH D, ZNHE Lie HOBAITIZT TITA
LNTWV3 (). Zoffitcid, EX v 7L o574 v 78 Sp(2n,R) 24zt b, (GPR)
ZHHT 5.

COMiTIEF =R L, ¢: R — C* #FHAMHL unitary IEREE T2, 22T,
Plz) = e>™V=Te 24T 2. G =5Sp(2n,R) 12XV, GLg,(R) DEAEET

—1 -1

1 1
B THODRTI VIV I T4y VHRRT. 0K, E=AT0%RT G ORI
B 1z Borel R #THY, 205, WABIHETL TH2T0HTHIHU ¥ B D
HEHRIL L 22, INEEE 13 U O generic 2R

Usu— ’l,/)(z Ui,i+1)

=1
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EEDL, by LEL.
G DEIFARBORBEDOESZ Iir(G) THRT. ROBEEHE - THEDKH 7D,
EHE 1.1 (ERE—EH [10)) FHEDO me Ir(Q) IKNLT,
dimg Homy (7o, ¥) < 1.

HL, 7o 12X D 7 D smooth vectors D% a2 E R L 72,

BERIEF R R 1 25 Homy (1o0,%) # 0 2Wi7 T L E, 7 i y)-generic TH B &),
Frobenius DA & b, generic £B11Z G LD % BI% (Whittaker BI%) D 22fIc EBL
TE%, BEEHE -EHEBIOFEHANP—BNTHE I LZEKRLTw5, (GPR) I, generic
KB % JHPT Langlands X% (LLC) 2 X W 08T 52 TR TH 5.

APt Langlands %5t (LLC) & 1%, Irr(G) @, fAT Langlands #f Lg DR % A 7208
ETH 5.

EE 1.2 FEHA R OFAT Langlands # (F 7213 Weil #f)Lg = Wr &1, fHZERE LT
Lg =C*UC*j
THh, ZORMEED

=% (z€C)

j2=-1€C*, jzj~
THEAONBMHEMTH S,
EHE 1.3 (Sp(2n, R) IcF 3 (LLC)[9]) HALLH THREN—DGE
Irr(Sp(2n, R)) — ®(Sp(2n, R)) == {¢: Lg — SO(2n + 1,C)}/ ~

BH D, ZOREE ) ICKEL 2w, HL, ®(Sp(2n,R)) IGEFERERT ¢: Lg —
SO@2n +1,C) T, Ly OEBEE R & 3 ITEEMTH B b DD SO(2n + 1,C)-HEHD
EOTHD, RIRX—F— € B(Sp(2n,R)) DWE [, THE, ¢ D L7y b ),

TR Ly OFBMERBELELRODOT, HICHHWRBEPEETH S, ZNo%25)
¥12, 9, MMH#EORM

L 5 R*, C*3>20 27, j— —1

BHDILICEET 2., CNIEEEAROTEH LIEENTWS, ZickD), Ly DiE
B R OEELA—RTES. Big, Ly 3/ VAER

|| Lr = L& 2R 25 Rsg

%Ff>. JAPT Langlands # Lg OBEFIRBUIDIT 0 2 @I 5.
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o ~RILDHH: ¢ =sgn’|- |V (e€{0,1}, ve C)DIETH 5. fHL, sgn: Lg — {1}
I, sgn(z) =1, 2€ CX L sgn(j) = -1 KL D EHRBINIEETH 3.

o “RILOBE: p=| ["pr (k € Zso, vEC) DITHS. L, py: Ly — GLy(C)
BRTERIND 2RTCHNEBTH 5.

y z7k(2z)k/? 0 . 0 (-1)k
ez < 0 z‘k(ziz‘)k/2) I (1 0 ) ‘
EE 1.4 P Langlands # Lg OFHHMKE ¢ DR L-BA% L(s, ¢) ZRTED 5.

(1) L(s,sgn|-|¥) =Tr(s +e+v), (e€{0,1}, v C). AL, Tr(s) = 7~%/2T'(s/2)
LBV,

(2) L(s,| - |"pr) =Tc(s+k/2+v), (k€ Zso, veC). BL, Tc(s) =2(2r)"°I(s)
LV,

(3) L(s, ¢1 ® ¢2) = L(s, 61)L(s, ¢2).
EE 15 ZRIUEH pp DERICBWT, k=0%2RAT2E, pg 2 1Psgn &£%5, #
o L-B%0Z, v =B duplication formula 12 & 1,

L(s, po) = I'r(s)Tr(s + 1) = T'c(s)
Ehn, DFY, EFEH14(2) B3 E=0THRHID,

Gross—Prasad & Rallis ¥4 (GPR) ([6, Conjecture 2.6]) i¥, XD X H iR s0n 3,

F3 1.6 (Sp(2n,R) IE®F B (GPR)) L-/37 v | I, #3 p-generic REZEL 7= D DLE
oyt is, BORE LB L(s, &, Ad) = L(s, Addo @) 2t s — | TEHITHS = ETh5,
L, Ad: SO(2n +1,C) — GL(s0(2n + 1,C)) IEFEHERBCH 2

(GPR) 13 E MR BAET, RBHFL L TERZDDICH L TRITIAISN TV S,

(4], [8], [11] & E2BMe L, ) £72, prEdBHIC DL TS Gan THEF [5] 3R L 7.
BRI AH 252 5,

Bl1.7 n=1, HH, G=SLy(R) ¥ 5. HFM ¢: Ly — SO(3,C) 2EZ 5. Z D,
L(s,¢,Ad) = L(s,¢) ThH 5 LIciEER L.
o &= po Dsgn DA (k€ Z, k>0): IO,

L(s,¢,Ad) =T¢c(s+ k)I'r(s+ 1)
s =1TIEHITH B, %7, 9D L-2%7 v M3,

Hd> = {D;+1>DI;+1}
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Thzons, AL, D, (resp. Dy, ) 1&, Blattner /X7 X —% =% k + 1
(resp. —(k + 1)) DEEHRIIER (DBR) TH 2. &, ¢() = 2™V 20T,
Dy, %3 ¢-generic TH 5,

o p==sgn| |"®d1®sgn |7V DHFE (e€{0,1}, veC, (e,v) # (1,0)): D,

L(s,6,Ad) =Tr(s + €+ v)I'r(s)Tr(s +€—v)
TH5, Ihds=1TEUNTH2DDBLETTEME,
ce=0,v=135,... or e=1,v=246,...

TH5, ZO&MF, EBLSNIFERE

tna = e 1) = {75 SLa®) <o 17§ 11) ) =@+ 100

BEHTHB 2 L LAETHD. ZOB, T, = (£} T5a6n3, AL, F &
SLy(R) DMt D v-RIGEEKIRBTH D, ZNidzmesl

0 —— D}, & D;,, — Idy>® (sgn|-|") F, + 0

%9, BRRIUBERIRBIZ, generic TiX &\,

2 (GPR) for Mp(2n, Q,)

COEITIEF=Q, &L, ¥:Q, » C* ZIEHW % unitary EEEFE L T 5, Hifio X
I, G=Sp(2n,Q,) DBOU %Y, FEU ¢ TU LD generic %HEiELZRT. T offi
TR, AYTVIT 428G =Mp(2n,Q,) 25X 5. U G OWE—DIEEMH LA
W _EHETH 5:

1 —— {#1} —— Mp(2n,Q,) —— Sp(2n,Q,) —— 1.

G DHRIZAEE © T, genuine, D F D, w(—1) = —id £ %2 bDORAEKEOESZ
Ir(G) THY. BHEBEU IHE—0HHU — G 2L, WAIKGOFEB 7% U IKHIR
THIENEZONS,

EE 2.1 (EEE—FE([12) FE0 e In(G) IKiLT,
dim¢ Homy (7, 9) < 1.

BERY genuine FI m 2% Homy (7, 1) # 0 27z TR, 7 1 ¢-generic THB LI, Z
DX 9 %FBE (LLC) Ik W ¥ 2 2 L BAREOHINTS 5.
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p-iEfk Q, DJFFT Langlands B (% 7213 Weil-Deligue #) % Lo, = WDg, £ &<, I

WERFTa v 7 M TH Y, Ao
g = Q;

»b % (RFrEEGwO TEM), R, Lo, 3/ VLAEHR
| J: L, > L = Q) 1 Rag
2. BL, ||, 13 Q, D piEHETH 5.
XY TV 7T 4y 78 Mp(2n,Q,) 12X ¥ 5 (LLC) 13 Gan—Savin [7] IZ & DEERI S 17z,
Z1id Adams—Barbacsh OF5R [1] O p-EHTH 5.
EE 2.2 (Mp(2n, Q) £XF S (LLC) [7]) MBEEEE ¢ KT 2 25 THIRN —DE/&
Irr(Mp(2n, Q) = ©(Mp(2n,Qy)) = {¢: Lg, = Sp(2n,C)}/ ~

b5, HL, ®(Mp(2n,Q,)) EHERE ¢: Ly, — Sp(2n,C) T, RO»DWHZHLTH
DD Sp(2n, C)-HBHEOEATH S, /7 A—F— ¢ € 3(Mp(2n,Q,)) D% I} TH
E, oD L7y b)),

JEPT Langlands B Lg, D#RBL ¢ 121, RAT L-BIK L(s, ¢) H3IBET 5.

Bl 23 Lis|-]")=C(g,(s+v) (veC). HL,
1

Co,(s) = T

Livt, ChE Q, ORRFFE— S BIE V.

WHIMBE O B A D (GPR) % Z1UE, TI) 45 ¢-generic REEF>Z & &, Btk LB
B L(s,0,Ad) D s = 1 TOEHEIBERL T3 LHEMTE20b Lk, HL,
Ad: Sp(2n,C) — GL(sp(2n,C)) FHEMEEBTH 2. Lo Luds, UTOMTRZ &9
iz, HEEEOBAD (GPR) LA L ERIZR D kv,

24 n=1, B, G=SLy(Q,) tT5. &,

1 1 w|'/? 0
b= 12l 2: Ly, — SLy(C), wn—)(' |0 |w|_1/2>

2E25, JORK,

L(s, o, Ad) = CQP (S + 1)(@;, (S)(Qp (b — 1)
i3 s =1THEHD. —HT, (LLC) DHEHLS IT) = {w)} 23895, AL, wf i even
Weil RETH 5. ZORBID twisted Jacquet MEFZFHT 2 2 LIk D, wy i ¢)-generic
THHI DTN S,



OB ahB L, AYTLI T4y 7N 5 (GPR) 1, FRZEET 34
Db, RVFEEHTH 2.

EE 2.5 (Mp(2n,Q,) I£HF B (GPR) [3, Theorem 3.11]) L-/$% » b Y 7% y-generic
KA G- D ONEIEML, L-BIROMH

L(3>¢a Ad)
L(S - %7 ¢)

NWs=1TIEHITHEILTH 3.

B26 Hl24LRAL pEEXBLE,
L(s, ¢, Ad) = (g, (s + 1), (5)¢g, (s — 1),
L(s - 5.6) = G, (5)Ga, (s ~ 1)

B, BT,
L(s, ¢, Ad)
L(S'— %a¢)

ThHY, Thds=1TEATH 3.

= (g,(s+1)

EE 27 ZOHITORMRIRET, KQ, 2 ZDERIITHBRAFICESHZ THRY VD,
Ero, TH 25 BEHER OEATHRY 2 EHFFL T3,

3 EHE 2.5 OFEEADBERE

i, E8 2.5 OIFHOMIEEZ AT 2. FEL < I3 [3, Appendix A] Z S X,

T A= — ¢ BRI D4, (GPR) i Shahidi O TP & bR, X & 7L 7
T4y ZEICOWTE, Z0UE Arthur [2] % EDORER & Gan-Savin [7] 22 54E 7).

—fiz, BEFRK 11 standard module Indg(wo ®c’ R 1ly) DHE—DBERIR L EH T 5.
- fHL,

o P=MN WG OBWEESBETHY, P=MN i G TOWETH 5;
o 7 13 M DB genuine SEHIMEHTH 2,
® v € aj, ¢ 13 “strictly N-positive” TH 5.

£, wk GO M BT BN Weyl BORRITLE T 5 L, MIEM%
Aw: Indg(ﬂo ®e" ®1y) — Ind%(umo ®e" ®1yN)

DEED, ZOBRIm(A,) 1T m ERAEICZ 3,
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4, Rodier DFER (BEBERHICOWTIE [4]) 12k D,
7 B3 Pp-generic => my B3 P-generic

THBIEBTPoTCWE, DI, my B tp-generic THDB EVIRED D &, 7 23 ¢-
generic TH 20 LI P2V TGEmTILER Y, Z DR, 19 D (nonzero) ¢-Whittaker
functional Iy € Homynps(mo, ) 225, Jacquet E7i2 k0, FHEERID (nonzero) -

Whittaker functionals

My, mo, ) € HomU(Indg(ﬂg ®e’®1n), 1),

AMwv, wrg, ) € Homy (Indg(wﬂo ®e™ @1N),1)
BEoNnD, EH21H»6, EH C¢(V, ﬂo,w)_l cCHHFELT
Aww, W, 8) o Au = Co v, 70,0) ™ - (v, 0, )

LD EDVah B, O Cy(v,mo,w) & local coefficient & XN 5, 22T
Im(Ay) X7 THDBIENSG,

B3 )-generic <= A(wv, wrg, ) o Im(A,) # 0
<~ C¢(I/,7T0,’LU)_1 75 0

Wb 5.

4G, me Hi TH2 LT 3L, local coefficient Cy (v, mo, w) 1E ¢ EEE B H 5 “y-[HF”
Ik WEdRT 52 EATE B [13]. 2% Langlands-Shahidi method &9, WZIZ, =
B3 i)-generic TH 572D DMEA-FEME, 0 “v-HF” OFFTNEE TR T2 2 &8
TES, ZITU-RT LR, LERZBIELAZLDTH S, D “9-HT7 ORITINE
%3, L-BA% D

L(s, ¢,Ad)
Ds=1TIEHIHELFAMTH S LWRE S, O

EE 3.1 Gan—1H 5] 13 pEH BB OHEICFAKROIHZE 2 7, #HRICHED T2 HH
1%, local coefficient Cy, (v, mo, w) D “y-WF7 12 & 2B R% 2720 TH 3,

SE R
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