0000000000 |
1052 0 1998 0 154-165 , 154

Periods of automorphic forms and special values of
L-functions

Masaaki Furusawa
HiE Bk
L BRE BER HFEHRE

FE D 19984 1 A 29 H

LEREOKRETHMHAN LFE Y SETHW, REXHRITLI, [HREERXOFYH
ELEHBORERME] L) 2 eIl b, HIZ, RBERMTENLZERTORALZZ
TR BRBEROFR L I1Z, BRIESIPFEA—-DIDOTIER L, FVERVHELTIR
Lol dd LA wd, BECTEHT CICIOHEIFEELTWL L ICEDRE
DT, TEMEV2V, (THid, HETLFELLY, EZ20 L) ICRAKMEWE M
LHWI EIZaryTLy 2 A& TWAAMICE-TIE, Bl WHIEEL 2
HOIZIE, FESE-> T, MERBLVWEIANDE, )

T2, QLD THBELZVDLEDN, KLIZBWT, HEL Y LHEMELA
0. BlzIE BEICHRWTIE, £72 good prime TL2WRZTWhRWI L%, Hi:
POBITRTOERTHYILD2PDL I, RBELTWAEF DL, Thid, LK
HOBHRBELE I BHELEELEORE,LLT AL, HFENEEILTHELEED
NEFLA2LEOLNAELEERID, TOHELWHEANDREERXEB»S5D7 TO—F0
TAFTEHAT 200, HELS PIIIOILOERTHY, 74772580
GWIETRRTA7DIZF) Ll 2 T TERNZE 120,

ZEXBMIZOVWTIE, RN TR, BEIAXFTEHE L THRE DDART,
BEZABCAELL TR0V EEDNLIEEHLPLOBKI LTS
(o (Uzawa [19] 1%, BBRIEVARL LT, TMENTE TLHELL, BFEB SN
72\, )
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BS: HIEDSRVRD, FIlloTREMGE, AlCL>T, F EOT77F— LB
AF %i%j_o : . k '

1 REBROEEE

I, SEOEEYHILBEE-EYLTBI),
. R F FORMELL, H2GOF FORBNESEE TS, 2Ok &,
G(A) LORERR o I LT, B

/' o(h) dh,
H(F)\H(A) .

% o0 H LORAH, /-3, H AR (H-period) £\,

ZIT, WKOPDIERERLBF IR v, TR, e ORI
CXoTH. BODEHE LT, Zg 2B G oL E LA, H(F)\H(A) Oftb
DIZ(ZgH) (F)\ (ZeH)(A) 2 B2, hH b, RiZ. G % G, ORHBLT B L
X , o _ f

G = G1 X GQ, H = AGl C G ( G1 %ﬂﬁb:ﬂ&)ﬁ/\zﬂ%%}@), »
LERUE. o, o BENER, Gy, Go DREFRE L2k &, G LOFERF

o(g1,92) = p1(g1) @2(92)

2R LT, o @ HE#IZ,
/ ©1(g1)w2(91) dg1 = (01, ¥2l61) g, »
JG1(F)\G1(4) , |

Thbb, KELEG FORBEER o, # A/ G KR LT, 2Z0REER
@1 & @ Petersson REZ WMo 72 b DIZHho T b, §&iE, Wibh 2 LIC, ot
FORASLEMEPRI LT 5, (ZREIRFICLDD, I, 2085 2K
T, KERBELRIC THENZ ] REEX (B theta PN L) LdD) 2ER,

ZOEHABENOHFIR & HBIB EORBEBR ¢ & O Petersson A% £ o7z b D%,

Steve Rallis 513, 12, © OD&KREH (coperiod) EFFATERLT5, ) ®&EIZ
A OUEIZDWT, cusp form DHFAIIDOWTIE, BIEORZWHEENFHALTD
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% 7%, Eisenstein BEDFEIZ>WTiE, BSOEHE (regularization) %% % 72 1}
MEELRCZ LA S, (ZORBICEILT, Jacquet-Lapid-Rogawski [14] 12
REFRECEDND, ) BRI, H#E9% Kronecker DREREA R I1L B GL(2) ko
Eisenstein S D Z XK IZXIET 5 torus £ O FHE & BsE LCH Y. —#1> Bisen-
smmﬁﬁ®%%%%%?él&@tf%@%%wﬁgkgbhéﬁ‘:®$YT@‘
SH&IZ. cusp form DEH DA EEEST 2, |

ST, TNTRME, REFROBYEEZLLZ L SBEENDOTH 3 he F
7 BRI Fourier REL, LROBMOV L SO > TV15 2 LIZBI 6 T
&50T@\L@i5Ké%Kﬂ%mbt%f%iéﬁiﬁmﬂtﬁéwﬁé5#0
%““o“fﬁ‘%®:°®ﬁﬁ#%§i%:tﬁﬁéaoUtou‘ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@
functorial lifting DEFZEH S DEATH V. B SV EDIE, [ EEOERERD L
CTOEOHEN L DBATHE, LoL, E—0OBSITBVTD. REFEA D func-
torial lifting \2& 51 X —I3E%, 5 LEKD., s = 1 N BB OTELES
iofﬁ&dﬁaﬂézkﬁ%<\%of‘ﬁﬂ%ﬁagﬁgbfééﬁﬂL@@
Ds=11KRTIFRBEEZLCVUELBAILNTES, Lo, WFADE
RN REEXOE & L 7151?&@4%‘%%@%0@3 FRARTVBEESS - LT
Bo TLT, WEERE, s> 1-sICHLTERDES CEBELA S, L&
BD s =5, 1 12T BMEIX, ZREN, EHREMEM9212. Birch & Swinnerton-
Dyer 718, Tate FHEELERFVTEBY, HOEHE S, BREROS 2BHE - E i
%o ]

EWnL, BESTTIES L HATEZVDOT, RETWL S OF) % S L
£

2

3. functorial lifting |ZB4% L7261 & LT, GSp(4) 12DV TEZTALS, L
5 <O,

G =GSp(4)

e (3, Q3,3 ]
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E¥ %, 22T, gT ik g DERENTIEEDT, £T, LG°T. G D L-group O
ERER G ERDT L

'G° = GSp(4,0) — GL(4,C) = LGL(4)°,

LY. G(A) @ cuspidal automorphic representation (r, V') WRLT, GL 4(A) D
automorphic repreentation (7', V') T, R

L(s, 7r)’ L(s, 7r)

ELRBLDOVHEETAHIEFHFEENS, 22T, £t G'Sp( ) DRE A D spm L-
function L ShbN 3 b D, £i81x GL(4) @ standard L-function L EHN 2 b DT
HBo KB, (m,V) h¥generic (FT7%bbH, Whittaker Fourier 2575 2 72 WIE4S)
2613, GL(4) % GO(3,3) LBfRDI 5 Z £12 & 5T, Jacquet,Piatetski-Shapiro
& Shalika [15] (cf. D. Soudry [18]) I2& D, = lifting 12, theta correspondence
2HWTEREhTWAS '

ST, ZTZTELY lEFEBHE’ tiF 2 DIZ, EO2%, 1 O central character w, 12
DVT, wy=1¢F5, IOEE, |
E# (Jacquet, Piatetski-Shapiro & Shalika)

(0, W) % GL4(A) ® cuspidal automorphic representation & ¥ % 2: &, IhA,
PGSp4(A) ® generic cusp form A5 O lifting @ image IZ A > T\ 3 BE 54
iz, 5 pe Wixt LT,

/ / oS ) O ) weex) axdg # o,
JAX GLy(F\GL2(a) JMa(F\Ma(a) A\ \O 1/ \0 g/ :

ERBIETHDB, 1275l ZIT. ¢k, F\ADIEEB% character 2Eb T,
2%, LROEHE GL(4) L cuspform i LTEET 22 EiE 5T, lift-
ing ® image PRSI SND, L) DTH B, HEHIZ, ﬂlﬁr‘] IDWT, Whit-
taker Fourier fA%(® pull-back * 5t E T2 = L2k - TEFEND, (BiF Fried-
berg & Jacquet [8] &, < O lifting ~D, relative trace formula i2& %7 70—
FOERLZHE—HL LT, fundamental lemma %FEHL T2, ) |
& T, ::’CLUD/-EEE’E/}LEof BEDPHBOTHE ), i’9’"

LPGSp(4)° = Sp(4,0C)
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THAZELIZFELL ), TDEE, GL(4,C) D exterior square representation
A% :GL(4,C) — GL(6,C),
IZ DN,

/\QISp(ll,(C) =Cle;Nes+esNey) ® (5 RTD subrepresentation),

EBZ &5, L-function B2 5 OFFEIZINIL, lifting © image . exterior
square L-function L(s,0,A?) %5, s = L ICBERDOET ) £MHICL o THEOITS
Nzl s hwv, &y 2 il b, ZT? L-function I22WTld, Jacquet &
Shalika [16] 2 & 255 FR

o I x .
AX GLy(F)\GL2(A) J M2(F)\M2(A) : g

- E(g,5)¢ (trX) dX dg,

BHH, EBE, Thrs, BOFEFLEZOBRHICL > TREBOSIONL Z LA
ZBEDTHA, »

7. (o, W) H. (m,V) &) PGSps(A) @ cuspidal representaion O lifting {2
L% image il > TWnBETHE, |

L(s,0,A?) = (r(s) L(s, T, St),

ZZT. L(s,mSt) &, XE 5 D% standard L-function & LI B b D, I2% >
TWwb, fto T, EELOFEM%. L(1,7,St) D lifted form 2L BARREALRT I &
HTE B, EZIEMBMEIOVTIZENTH S5, ZORRIE, Tate FEOEH
EPLERIENOTII w2t Bbls,

PLEoSHET, BEREEROEL L v Did, theta correspondence, relative trace
formula, Rankin-Selberg method, arithmetic geometry 7 & D84 72 Ean S5 845
LERIENFERETCH AL L, A LIIME L THITIZLES D B

= OF) & [ERIC functorial lifting ([ZEAFR L 72T, L DRSS N T L DI,
GL(2) @ quadratic base. change T#& 5%, (Harder, Langlands & Rapoport [11],
Ye 1] 2 T ENM D E L TR LN, ) ZOBAIZEET A L-function (&,
Asai-Oda L-function T& %,
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Tl BELORMOBICOWTHHALL ), T, Hecke DEASRREBVRERT
€90 (7, V) % GLy(A) @ cuspidal automorphic representation &3 2, ZD& &,
peV ZBBIZIWA I LIZL 5T, : :

L(s,m) = / o (% %) japtara,
7 _ FX\AX 0 1 : )
: 1 : a 0
L= = d*
(2’”), /F,X\Ax¢(o 1) -

k&b\‘ﬁ“ﬁ®¢bﬁbﬁ%ijﬂmn®Gunﬂm&Lfﬁ%i%’k#
H®b, BIICb ML 512, I OEEORIRIL, Birch & Swinnerton-Dyer F18

L OBRPS, kx,\ﬂ*(x<5’a‘ohéo IOV TE, ROBEEZDD GL(2n) ~

DAL ST D )
iTU‘ &k, Bump, Furusawa & szburg 5] 2L % b DT, bad prime E)»

FFERVT
L(l,’ﬂ) :/ 10 fo O dh,
2’ JeLaPneLaa)  \On 1n

BT ENRENT VS, |
53 0 kol FE0 Hecke B % ZGL2\GL( ) x GL(1) B £ RT. —fit
L7b 0T, HEDZD, G Lan(A) @ cusidal representation (m, V') &, EBi% cen-
tral character w, ##2 &3 5% &, Bump & Friedberg [6], Friedberg & Jacquet [7]
2L o T, ' '

LB, EXI,

/ ¢.m O
AX (GLn(F)XGLn(F)\GLn(A)XGL »(4) \On h2
{LGWLM&mAaﬁ‘s:1%@u%oaé\

) dhy dhs

279

0,  ZIThOLE,

ERBIENRENT S
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&L, lifting @ image U T, HBLTLEFIDT, #OEKRTIZ, BE &
V)*ﬂ’i'fiﬁi‘ﬁw}: LbERLHN, RERXERBE, ~00’)}£]H£’C*; lifting condition &
EHHOFLTOBEDOEAIIDVTOFREBOND Z LIk Y, MEICL o TR,
fﬁ% X, L VBAORFEICESZ <‘: %Tﬂ*“L’Cb‘éo (B 24X, Ash & Ginzburg [1]
TR L)

&T, Hecke EJ,E}H:O\/\’C&i\ L3 0L OHOHAD—RIENEL SNB, £
i, Hecke BHi% Zgy,\ (split maximal torus) EDEH & R L. split maximal
torus % non-split maximal torus CEEMZ LI L ThHbB, $4bb K = F(VD)
Y FO-RERETHEE, KX LEEL GL(2) ® maximal torus

TK:{(a bD) 2
1\b a |

IZ2oWT, Z @ﬁi@}%ﬂ,ﬁﬂ 2%25LE5DThHD, Theta correspondence % f\»
T. Waldspurger [20] i, (7, V) % PGLy(A) ® cuspidal automorphic represen-
tation &35 & &, ' |

- b’D € GL(l)} C GL(2),

/ B(t) d¥t # 0,
AXx TK(F)\TK(A‘§) '

b peVVHFETH%HIL,

L (%,w) - L (%,#@sgnx) # 0,

7273 L sgng W& K 12853 A quadratic character, 7% 53 2 & &R L7z, EBE,
DE&, FEROEMOEMED "R, FEMICLELO L HMEOBHRMEIZFL L,
ZiisE 5T, Guo [10] .

1 1
L (-2-,!77) - L (—2-,7r®sgn;<> >0,
xR L7z,

WHMDOER, $%b5, LEED non-vanishing ﬁ’%ﬂ@@ non-vanishing % %
5722k, GL(2) 7213 Tid% <. K 28t L9 %3 -XTD quaternion algebra D
2% LT DX E® Jacquet-Langlands M IS X B RICH A ZEZ 2T NI RS RnwT
&A%, Jacquet [13] D relative trace formula Z W 72ZBIZL > TREN TV 5,
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IHET bbb, LEHOBRREX*ZZTCHWA0E25, ML LEHY 52550
ETRTER BT NER S BV EBoTVREDIIT, WEShRTANITHESIZY
RELBRBH, SROBRRAICBNT, BOTURBNLZEETH L LEEDNL,
STHRBKIC, SOFATOREDORBICOVTHEICHATV, $3. GLQ) #
A4HgMy*uiof\:%%ﬁda(; 3) —r? — st RO ZRTZEM

-T

{M:(Ts)ew@}
t —r
CHEESEB I EItLoT, AE |

PGL(2) ~ SO(2,1)

PRONDZLIZEET S, TDE X, Hecke, Waldspurger Efiix. SO(2,1) Lo
cusp form @, TNFh, SO(1,1), 50(2) BB E B3 2 EFHRE, ZhiTko
T, BRIZEDPND D7, |

SO(V) c SO(W), 7:72L. V&, W ® codimension 1 D#B%5ZEfH,
EL7zkEIT,

/ bv(h) dw () dh
S0V, F)\SO(VA)

AYARD ¢V,¢W & ZhEN SOV, A), SO(IV A) @ cusp form, &b\’)ﬂﬁﬂé%x_é

. EFNHS, SO(V) & SO(W) @ standard  L-function 3 7 > ¥ L& L-function
L(s,SO(V) x SO(W)) OF.L-TDMHE

L(%ﬁxxV)xsoavgll

ERCEDOTWBE EVS | Gross & Prasad T [9] DEEETH 5,
ST, dimW =3 O&1E, EED Hecke, Waldspurger E#i123 72 % b 7255,
Tid, dimW =4 DHEIED BRo>Tw57259 %, D % F _E® quaternion alge-
bra &4 % &, reduced norm n % D LD KB EAB I LIZL>T, DIk, F
£ 4 RFTO quadratic space 127 > Twh, SHI1I,

-:{dephq@=0L
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7272 L tr id reduced trace. &35 &, bH5A D™ i, codimension 1D D OE
FTEMTHL, ZOLE, |

SO(D)

1R

(D* x D*)° /F*,
7272 L.
(D* x D*)° = {(d1,dz) € D* x D*| n(d;) _ n(ds)},
THY, SOD") = SO(D) &, D* — (D* x DX)° (®fy) LxtlL T2,
L7=dso T, ZEFTREEYIZ, D* £ trilinear form

/ ()Ol(h) <P2(h) 903(h) dh, .
AXDX(F)\D*(A)

%%, THIZDWTik, QL holomorphic form (KU, ZNIZHERT 255)
\I2DW T, Harris & Kudla [12], L CTZ®#, Bocherer & Schulze-Pillot [4] 1.
XoT., LEOEYBOMIED —FAAKERIZ, Rankin triple product DH.LTD
&

1
L (5771’1 ®7T2®7F3>

IZE LW I EIRENTVAE, (B, 2T, &REDHN Jiang [17] H*. ZDOEH
COWVTHEERENEREL LTWA IR FEELTE L, )

BT, KR AHEE, dmW =50 T Eiihd, TOEEL, VW EDBIC
split TH A%E&%%E 2 5 L., accidental isomorphism

SO(3,2) ~ PGSp(4)
2k 5T, SO(2,2) < SO(3,2) &,

{(91,92) € GL(2) >< GL(2)| detg; =detgo}

{a; b,

| as by ap b\ az b : '
01 d, ‘_det (01 d1) = det (Cz d2> o GSp(4),‘

Co dQ

1
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RIS LT 5B, Zhid, SHEESO S cEgT s,
’61 X f)i 9 ‘(Zla 22) )_) (ZI | . ) € 5527 'v

EBRBIEITERLTEL, TIT, H, l&. genusn D Siegel L FFH*FET,
—RDOGEIIOVT, dimW > 50L&, L(s,SO(V) x SO(W)) DREGFRIZA
% NTELT, AL LEHBORKRBEL BN T M E2RL 12> Twiy, L

L. 2OBA dimW =5 V,W &b /= split) L:’Jb'i’C\v Bécherer & Schulze-Pillot
DIEF ([4]) 2 HVS &, SO(3,2) ~ PGSp(4) LOREIFENAS, Yoshida lifting &
i 5, QL definite quaternion algebra FOREEROMEA, S5 2D TH
HGEIC. APEERIS, LERORREICEURTZZENTRETHLEEDN
Bo ZHUIDWTIL, EfFHOGRIL (3] TR LNz,

2B, BEORRT, X2 Slegel REFZAD Fourlerﬁ‘ D, BKEDA T
CTOVEBECHHET 2 FEE EOM, 12BY % Bocherer DFAR [2] & FHLICEIE L7z
&% L Shalika & OBEETFOTT Y 2 7 b ICDOWTH IRz, ZHIZDWVT
2 FRBOBRIZLIPLHFL ANV ERI 0T, ZITR HESETHE

<o
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