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Towards rationality of critical values of
the standard L-functions for U(2, 1)

Yoshi-hiro Ishikawa
FLARZE - BARRIZEHZER G I 5

1 Problem and strategy : Zeta integral

TNDS§ 1T, MEDORE & ZORRNDOEIETL L THL, RERBKELTENRS
LIVICRIBIRERIEH kB M, 5 ElId Archimedean local 72/ 38— Y REERTH D, Ei#k
F O¥GRICEDLEEHTIIERBLTVDT, FIIEERAQ LT 5,

<Group structure>

E/QEBRILKE T3, Q LOERHA=—ZVE Up,(2,1) %,

1 1
G = {geGL(3,E)t§( K )g=( K )}
-1 -1

EEBLTEL HL, ke X FL—R o, " & E/QDAa7HDOERTTH S,
G D Borel 778 B= MN i

1 b 2
N = { 1 b |€G|bz€E, 24+7=—|b%},
1

[0
Mz{( B8 )EGIaEEX,,BEE(l)}

ERIRTED,§ 2T RATNHEMZEAT BT G D similitude B E L 2%, GDE
BIRNT, &HFDOGHIC similitude norm D v(g) ZENF 7= & DB, GUgs(2,1) TH-
fro TOE G LT E, GI3 G OEHBEL RifI¥ 5, £7- Rankin-Selberg BD¥— X #%
5% TTHAT S, Euler BB LT RO HHREL RS,

* *
H:= HnG, H = Img(i:GUE/Q(l,l)a (: :) 0—)( 1 )eé)

* *



H @ Borel 72 8fl&, By = ZvA TH5Z 503, HL, Zy, ARRDRRICERTE 5,

1 z a
Zn = { 1 €EG|zeE trz=0}, A = { 1 €G|aecQ*}.
1 a~!

F7z, § 2 THEEA D cohomology DEFRZFIIRT BBRIC G, H & D similitude D FRER
PRBELRLDT, BbiAR j %

G:=Ugp(2,1) C G:=GUgp(21)

T T
H=Ugg(l,1) -1 H=GUgy(l,1)

LikhB, HOEDARIZ, HDESEHND i THB, LT, valued points &, G, := G(Qp)
T E LT B,

<The standard L-function>
T T—IVEE G(A) = U(3), DEEK cuspidal (FHRIEH 7 = @,7, & E D Hecke fRIZ £ITXf L
T, m D &-twisted L-BIEUE, Euler 7

L(s;m x €) HL (830 X &)-

KEDEEINS,
C T T, 9F Archimedes il p TORKT &, 7, NFICARDIE THNE, A6 L-FFIk

Lyp(s;mp X &) = Lpp(s; &) Lp(25;&x) Lp(25; &/ X)-
TEx5Nn%, AL, xi& m, A Indg:’(x) DK & LU THRN S8k Borel 8778 B, =
N,M, DEE
x : n.diag(a, 8,a71) = xp(a) € €%,
THY, xp & Ef DADEHEETH B,

Archimedes ?)5\ oo T, 7o A Harish-Chandra 785 X ZH A = (A1, Ag, A3) € z3 D
BCRFIRB Dy T, £ W (t,meg) €eCxZICKD

(1.1) boo 1 C* 2o o (= )m£ € C*,

|af
ENRTG AR ENTVBEE, Archimedean L-HFIE,

3

i=1
bt TSN
<Problem>

Bt cuspidal fREEE B ©# & E @ Hecke FBIZ £ I LT, &-twisted L-BIEIDER s = so
TORFkE
L(sg;m x &)
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DOREERFNTZV, BB, @Y7 Tl — N p(s; 7, £)° € C* ZED,

L(s0;m x §)
p(s0; 7, €)
D Aut(C) IC K BIERZRRD L ZEEL T 5,

LRE X, BEMA TR HREZNVDT, Hecke FH1E € 1E algebraic f5i%(i.e. t = 0 in
(1.1)), cuspidal ZBi 7 i generic T BI'5 7, B large BERGRS DY (ie. Ay > Az > Ay)
9%,

<Zeta integral of Gelbart-Piatetski-Shapiro>
@ % cuspidal ZH 7 ICJE T % generic X & T 5 HF, Gelbart & Piatetski-Shapiro D —
o¥i-val

(1.3) Z(s;9,6) = / ¢lu(h) E¥ (s; b, €) dh.

H(F)\H(A)H
(¢f [GePS)) #EX %, CTT, B¥ & H(A) DERFIRE Indj "), (1vy ® £ ® ) DL
sy av f = ®,f) MBIEBNS Eisenstein HAK

Ef(s;h, &) = Y. fP0m),
Y€Bu(Q\H(Q)

T3, Langlands D—EHIC K D, LOEDIE & - FHEICHEHEBICEIEREEI NS,

§ 3ICRANWT, P—2#59 (1.3) 2 arEnYy—Hlohy I VT LRMYT, 2D
LT, | D0 e [E18 5.

<Unfolding and local integrals>
JAFHERTBE generic B A TR ¢ = ®yp, 1%, Whittaker B D—FHIc kb, €—
21857 (1.3) RS ORICTRT 5 |

Z(s0,6) =[] 2u(s; W, £&),

2L,

Z(s; W, f) = ]Z o Wl (12010
N,v v

BB, CTT, Zny & G, DBARBEAB N, DFLTHD, W,, & ¢, € , ICABT
% Whittaker vector
WWu(gU) = Ed) (Wv(gv)-sov)

%%, £y 13 Whittaker #% Home, (1, Ind§y ¢n,) DIFBTTH B, BB )&, H, D
Borel 538 i(( * 1)) hODFBTH B ERFIRK I (s;€) = Indﬁ;,u (€] - |°) DFRERIZR
Yo avTthHb, TORFBIERICED, E—2HEDIE h A THK o b generic T
UhiE, A TLES C eIicEET %,

Gelbart & Piatetski-Shapiro i3, Casselman-Shalika NIREFES T & T, 2TOT—ZH
R4y T R IE Archimedes Bl v = p IKRWT, LORFESD L-BABDOA5 i
Euler HFIC—HT B & BRLTZ



Proposition 1.1 ([Ge-PS] §4) G, DRDUERB (i.e. K, := G(Qp)-spherical KB ), I
HUT, £ ZRDge s v a VicRB L

Z,(s; W, fE(s)) = Ly(s;mp X &p).
AR D IO, 0

<Strategy to attack the Problem>
LT, S% {v:QDER |Gy, 1, EDEANDIDIE } &5 B0, FEF L-fHI

S W f(s))

L(so;m x €) XH G X E) = Z(s¢,€)

s=80
§=380

EREB ST,
Z T T, FE Archimedes s v £ T Q-fiZ & % Whittaker vector 05 X BE37 22z %
% 3T LT, R Whittaker #% Why, (r,) := Img £, 1| & 5 —D D Q- #E R HAT 5,
(TODQREED XL & LT, Harder & p(so;m, &) ZEROHES ] &5 DA, L
DEAMIETH B,
LA L, "the Bad places” S DHICIL, Archimedes &Rl oo 8 FENT VS, £ T
<Archimedean zeta and its new vector>
Cayley ZHIUC KD, Goo DRI MEE Ky 13 AL LTUQ) xUQ) AR
R0, 1y & Dy D K o-type & BEO=MH

p=lu1, po; ps] € {A+m[l,—1;0]+n[1,0;—1] | m,n € N},

TRGAZFITEND, TTT, (p1, ) & UQ)-REDOBREV A b, us id UQL)-$55E
(u > u*) DINT AR TH B, BRDEE%R Gel'fand-Zetlin basis {] o 2 > |1 >k > paly

RO 1,, £EL, TTT, large BRI DY D Koo-type 7, \CBT % Koo-finite vector
w A U T, (fFE9 % Whittaker vector %

W,g“’w)(g) = Ly (WA(g).w)
EEDDB, £z, Ho DERFID Jacquet section %, Schwartz B & € S(c?) 1 5,
) = / B(h [z, 2]) £(2) |2P* 4= € TE(s;¢)
CX

EHRT %

Theorem 1.2 ([Ish], §2) Large 8875 D\"Y D Harish-Chandra 735 A ZHY, Ay +As <
0 %1723 W, Schwartz B

B9 (2, 25) = Hz"“Z“‘ x exp (— m|z[?),

with Ny —m1 = My + A3, Ng — My = — A3.
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DIRICKEB &,
p o= [me— Al [Al + As; |A| = Ag — mg]

ELT, k=A1+ Ay — me BB D Gel'fand-Zetlin base w = | ML) ® 1, WATRES B

w 4 —H2T
W,(\”’ )(( 1 - )) = cxyhH 1/2W0,k—u1—u2+u3(2”y) X (

&, Gelbart-PS ¥'— 2S5 Whittaker new vector 2 5% % ;
Zo(s WY, £3) = €% Loo(5 DY €0 me)
iz, HU, 8 cid BRATHET, ZRIEKQ(VN), N € Z[A1, Ag, A3, m] ICEEN S, O

<Critical set>
CD§ERR BRI, (1.2) & LD Theorem 1.21c KD,

Zo (O W, £3) = A/@m)®,  with

3
A € QVN), B = glmel+ M|+ [As] + [Ag] > 0

LixBT LICHET D, TTT, s & LT O0EFRSTWVAD, THEIABRET L Tidk
Vo EFE, EHEZEH s1E Hecke FEEEDNRT A EZ m ICK DT T FENBDT, algebraic
Hecke 615 £ % FA DAV cuspidal RBL 7 IS 2" 2H L AT ALBERTH %,
Z T T, T U T critical 7 ¢ DEE %

Crit(r) = {E*® alg.Hecke $4% £ | Loo(0; Moo X €oo), Loo(1;Teo ¥ X €}) FEIT regular }
EEDDBL, (1.2)IckD,
Crit(m) = {m€Z| —20, <m <2, or mis odd}

EHB, HLU, £ = min{[A;|;i =1,2,3} £ LTz, COREFTIIERADORIEIL, & ¢ €
Crit(n) I&Xf U T, L(0;7 x €) DIBBE/ S— ;' p(n)" € C* BED,
L(0;7 x &)
p(m)
D Aut(C)-ERICHN T BIRABVZFARBZ L LS,

2 Foundation : Companion of 7

CD§2TE, §3IKRVT p(n) ZBAT BB BREL X 2BRE2HHAT 5,
<Aut(C)-action on 7>

T T TR, Gid MEREUA F_LOEGENEEL LT, G(A) DREEIRIEAD Aut(C)-1EFIC
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B9 52—z BT, BHIREERR T 2 Qoo @ Tan KN LT, D 0 € Aut(C) I
BRI = {1,100 7m0} ® T7en £ LT, ERANDIEHIIRTEX 5N %,

v|oo

’mo(gy) = Tg-14(ge- for Vv | oo,

o)
“7fin(gan) = t- ﬂﬁn(gﬁn) t”

Y with t : V. — V' : o-lin.isom.

{HL, Archimedes &R v|o i, F R C C EFR—HL TV %,

B4 DI T, L-EEARMEDOBES\— b (:Harder B DBAICE D, L(s;m x £) D
V=2 TR Z(s;0,8) IKMT B, W20 T, Aut(C)-1EAICEK D HAEX YT —D
RiF :

7 : generic cuspidal => °m : generic cuspidal
ZRY T Eh, HHRREE S,
LR OZEROMERICKL S &,

L2 (G(F)QL\G(A)) = L?ilsc(G(F)Q[\G(A)) D Lcont( (F)ﬁ\G(A)),

Ly (GP)A\G(A)) = L2, (G(F)2\G(A)) & Li, (G(F)2\G(A)).
ERT B, THICGUT, 2= 2V FHRERER «» %

T C L (G(F)2\G(A)) %5 discrete fREURB
7 C L2 (G(F)A\G(A)) %5 m: cuspidal fREUZRE]
7 C L (G(F)2\G(A)) &5 m: residual fREUED

res

EMEDTH >z, Clozel IC X DIRENTERDERIE, FHRICL > THANTH %,

Lemma 2.1 (Clozel; [Clo]) .

G(A) DB =Z URB n B, “cohomological " CH B LT 5, T DR,

(1) 7 A cuspidal 725, °m 1d discrete TH %,

(2) © A cuspidal "D generic’x 5, °n & generic TH 5, O

Clozel i&, BIC —fREIERICH LT, AAEXY T+ DREFERZTRLTVS

Proposition 2.2 (Clozel; [Clo]) .
B G D —EEEE GL(n) OERCIX, 7 DY cuspidal 55, °n & cuspidal TH %, a

UL, EORTF— M XY ME —ROBEHKIF G TIER D IL727%\, 7 cohomological” /%
DEFRZEOH UIRIC, BRI ZUEE G = Ug)o(2,1) DIHED remedy 2%,
<cohomological representations>
CCTOHMRIFENTDH D, BYNCBETHIE —RDO G TLHEATED, UF G =
Ug/e(2,1), G = GUgp(2,1) £ LTHMT 3,
G(R) DHEATIYISY WERDEE, TEHAL K, 2o, £§ 58, #EE LX)V Picard mod-

ular surface %

(2.1) S¢ = lim GQ\G(A)/(KoZa,)Ksn
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LiED D, AL, PRI BT/ MEDEE Kan C G(A)g, KBILTES TS, TT
T, BEY A M A TH3 G(C) DEHRIRBER M, I3 SC LOBE M, LT
3L, E-F EEENE

(2.2) H(S% M) = H’(g,Koo,C”( (@\G(4)) ®c MX)

EERT B, TTT, MY & RIFERE, ¢/ % Lie ] (Lie G(R)) ® C #EK T,

CORBICE D, #& 7% (g, Koo)-stable HHAB 1y : C°(G(Q)\G(A)) « V I, B
{#EX cohomology DT Img i}, ZEX BT EMHK D, V £ LT L3, D smooth vector
2ik% L o 1=k, SG D L2-cohomology 2185 H, Zhid

Img L’("Lgisc)m = H(iz) (55; MX) = @ H (9, Roo; Too ®c M/\\/) ® Min
",CLgisxﬂ X! =XA
MRS BT LHMEN TS, TTT, xw &7, OEB/IMEETH B, TOHR
C&D, =2V RBRE » H

Hi(%}?ooﬂf;o ®c MY) #0 for 3A,i DB 7 cohomological fREIERH

kmf‘g@fﬁ") f&_o
BROBEFDIDIC, 5P LEVHLTELS, V & LT LE,, D smooth vector &%

L% L, S O cuspidal cohomology %2183, Borel DEHIC X b, Zhid
Img 1f3, o =t Hiup (SEMY) = H(SE MY)
&, compct support cohomology ICHBHIAXN TS, EIC interior cohomology
H} (S5 MY) = Tmg {H(S% M) » H' (% M) }
EZ L, =D cohomology
Hig(SEMY)  HISSMY)  Hiy(SCMY)

cusp

Z2/BN, ITN5DAZFTMHRIC K D Proposition 2.1 (1) B/REN B,

EfE, Borel-Serre 2>/73% l\ﬂ:@'ﬁgkck D, H,, C Hf £7%23%, 5 mid cuspidal
cohomological ZDT, = C Hyy,, TH%H, T T T, interior cohomology H} A’ rational T
BT LICKD, on C Hf L7583, Hf C Hpy IT XD on B discrete L¥1%,

<Residual representations of Ug/e(2,1)(A)>
T T T, G =Ug,(2,1) DFEIC Clozel DFER Proposition 2.2 ICH7z5 HAE XY
T A IREEEZTRT, Thid, G(a) DIRE Spectrum DHEERFELICFR L7z Gelbart-
Rogawski DFEWFERICHK > T3,

= %Y Hecke f81%E 7 : Ug/o(1)(a) » €V & E* D Hacke fEfEEIC K D, G D Levi M
DERBI% diag(a, 8,1/a) — 7(B)¢(a) LR® D, TNHLFEHEEND G(a) DERFIERH
Indjia)(Iv ® TE ® ) DL ¥ 3 Y £ HBIESN S Eisenstein %

B(A)
ES(s;9,76) = Y. fQ0),

Y€B(Q\G(Q)

£&EL 5L
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Proposition 2.3 (Gelbart-Rogawski) .

(1) G(A) D Eisenstein %X EC(s; g, 7€) 1&, s=1& s= 1 IC possible poles ZFFD,

(2) s =1 TOEEUIL, fRE characteriTin b, B, G(A) D—RCRBZERT %,

(3) s =3 TpoleZFD = L(3;ux (&), #0

(4) (3) D, s = 1 TORBIERIE, G(a) D F| B non-tempered 7= SRR TTELRIREI R
Hr(x) ZHEKT %, O

EVSEPHIGNTWS, T T, BEDAT Ed %D Base Change :xp(a) = x(o/a)
ZET, X7z, 1, x1,x2 XU, non-tempered 7% residual ZH 7™ (x) 1= @, (x) DK
7, LFTE5EZ 5613,

F# v BJE Archimedean "D E/Q TIBEHT 2 HF,

0 = 7™(xy) = Indg;’ (Xo ® 1n,) — 7@ (xy) = 0 : exact,

fBU, Xo W& x0 : HyxUg/o(1) 3 (h2, h1) — xa(det ho)x1(hy) € CV & p,lo, = wg, /g, (:CFTchr.)
AR, : EX — CX D SRORIHED Tz, Levi M, DERBETH 5,

Xov ' M, — c*
diag(e, 8,1/a) —  mo(a)|aly*xo,6(@)x1(c)

F R v MIE Archimedean D E/Q TR (i.e. v = ww') T B,

GL3(Ew ~
W"t(Xv) = IndP(Qi()(EZ,)(X:u(g’1N(2,1))

HU, X, W& & (2,1)+3 IATBES B IR B Pa1y O Levi My 1) DEBTHS ,

Xow M, — c*
diag(mga, m1) > Xg(detmg)ldetmghlu/zml

F M v A Archimedean MDFFIE, Harish-Chandra 0fE & LT
T (Xoo) = Ag(N)

£ 7% % non-tempered unitarizable RETH S, fHL, q := (Lie Po1))c 2F D, 4,(N) i&
H' (8, Koo; Aq(A) ® MY) # 075 % Zuckerman EXKEKFMFETH 5.
FoEEEZMES &, WLDOMKAHDOHRER LK IRDEERE S,

Theorem 2.4 =ZLBHENHI=ZVREG(A) = Ugo(2,1)(A) DEFIREIRS 7 8, generic
cohomological cuspidal THIUL, D companion °r & F 5 TH 5, a

FEBE, Lemma 2.1 (1) IZ& D, 77 1d BEY generic cohomological discrete TdH 5, > T, I
A residual TH 2 LIREL T, FEZETIEIEV, %7 D genericity I &k D, %! character
DOFREMIHRRE N, o1 = 77 (x) THRL TR ESHEY, LA L, ZD Archimedes 5313
T™(Xoo) = Ag(A) ZRDT, 7o D genericity ICKT %o [ |

COFERICK D, Harder DLV EIZERA T L(0; 7 x &) DB S— Fp(n)” € C* BER
T % %ﬁbz 7:;’: D fCo
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3 Result . Period and rationality

TD§ 3Tik, §1D <Strategy> DEHTb7z, ZDOD Q- HEEEXEAL, Fhdk
tb#d % Z & T Harder A# p(n) ZEET 5. TORAMICKD, G = Uge(2,1) DB
generic cohomological cuspidal Z&ZB 7 IZHf U T critical 7% £ 1ICDWT, L(0; 7 x €)/p(w) D
rationality Z7bX 5,

<Cohomological interpretation>
T T T, Gelbart-PS O¥— 4 F4% (1.3) D cohomological %@ % 52X %, ZDAHIL,
Harder-Mahnkopf cycle Z## A9 5 :

FF = imFR(KE),  FA(KE) = H(Q\H(a)/KEKE

WA B> %Y MESBE KE ¢ HA),, BILTE>TW3, H, HIZ{IRET 3
RIS Rt ST (4BFR L\ )L modular curve) BT, SH % (2.1) LRBICEBT S &,
FA = 8H x RX DT, ) )

p:FH%SﬁxIR@ — SH
LEEERDD, iz, jibD BRIC : SH(KE) - SH(KH), i : FA(KE) —» SC(Kgm)
WEZE B, il proper map IZ7 %,

& T, BEH cuspidal B 7 A% cohomological £§ % &, HZ,. (Sé;MX) WKHNBH, &
IZ 7 h generic TH 5 £§ % & Baruch I X 2BEHEE —EH ([Bar], Thm.7.2.13) ICX D,
Tan-isotypic Ak 73 & D[EHY _

T = Hig (8% MY) (men)

214%, T T, E—2%7 (1.3) DWBEATEN ¢ € n DB [w,] £ T B L, cuspidal %

8%, B U Borel DFEHICX D, compact support cohomology ICHH T, i THIEREIE,
i @ proper Hic kb

[wy] € Hfusp(Sé;MX) C H? (SE";MX) — H? (Fﬁ;i*MX) 3 t*[w,)

2185, Th ¢|, (k) DFIRTH 5,

t 5 —F DHHEDTE B (s; h, €) 1F, section fés) ® Archimedes %% Proposition 1.2
DFRIC Jacquet section féfq),, with & = ®9°0¢ LD Harder ? Eisenstein map ([Har]) IZ
&V lwe] = Eis(fe Q) LS B L, S¥ LD 1-Eisenstein #2183, % jTST koD
-SRI L, p THIERT L

lwel € HY(SH,NY) — HNST NY) — HY(FFNY) 3 p*jiafwe]

#18%, CTT, N3 BEY A MDY THB H(C) BHIRBER N, ORI
5ETH5,

TTT, Ma|gye € Nu EIRELT, ZOMD H(C)-FERHIZ (|, )ar i " MYXNY —C
9%, Thevzy VRERIEAYTI VT

() HAFT e MY) x HY(F7,NY) — HE(F7ic) = c
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EBBDT, THUCKD Glag)-AEEH

I(mn, €n) @ HZp (SEMY) — C(G(Asn))

(3.1) [ww] — (g — <i*R;[w<p],p*j*[wE]>)

WEESND, TTT
C(G(Ag)) = {f:G(Am) —»C | IK C G(Z) s.t. f: H K-inv.},

R g€ Glam) KEBEBEHTH S, g=-cDB;, HLADAHY FU YTk E—2HEHD
RRMETH B 5 (i*wy], p*dslwe]) = Z(0;9,8) TLICHERE L, TTTEEEI LR,

Proposition 3.1 £ G(Ag)-FZEEH (3.1) 1%, Q LTEEREN TS, 0

<Local integral>
C T T, Whittaker HEIZH T, Q ETEBINTVS L 5 —D0D G(Am)-FEESE
BAT 5,

—fiRic, CRREZEM V ICH LT, TO QR ZEM D V O BETH S LI,
®C— VAHRELABT ETHo Iz C(GAm)) DITT GER DR C(GAm))y
i, Q&% 5 X %, [FRRIC, man D Whittaker #7

Wheye, (nsa) = | [ Whe, (1)
V<00
IC ¥, Q- Whittaker BIEAEE X 5T LT, Q-HE Why,, (Tan)g BE X 5 T L WK
%, T T T, Proposition 1.11C& D, &5 —DD G(Ag,)-FAEER%

(3 2) T(ﬂ'ﬁmgﬁn) : Whﬂﬁfm (ﬂ'ﬁn) — C(G(Aﬁn))
. S5 pr, &p
Wen — (g — Hv<oo zl(zp(gs;ﬂ'pxép)))

LEBTBH L, TORDAND
T (7, &an) : Wheyg, (Tan)g — C(G(Atn))5
DT
Proposition 3.2 ED G(Aq,)-AZEEH (3.2) &, Q L TERIN TV 5, a

CNT, DD GAs)-FEBGEEBID, CNLERREEDEBZBIC =0 GAg)-AZ
EB%E8AT 5,

<Fourier Whittaker coefficient>
G = Ug/o(2, 1) DB generic cohomological cuspidal B m I Xt L, cuspidal cohomology
D my-isotypic M7, MME-F ERTE (2.2) I & D,

Hc2usp (Sa, MX) (T(ﬁn) - H? (97 ‘f{’ooa Wh'll)oo (7T0°) ® M/\\/) ®c Wh’tpfm (Wﬁn)



50

LW %S D, 1z, Proposition 1.2 TR 7z Whittaker new vector W) HHE &
%, H2(g, Koo; Why,, (7o) ® MY) O 2-50% i, &3 B,

H? (Ba I?oo; Wh'w:ao(ﬂ-oo) ® MX) ®c Wh¢ﬁn (”ﬁn) — Whlﬂfm (ﬂﬁn)

new

Mo ® Whn — Wn
TB5%EFS, TNOHHNLEES GAm)-RAEEH

F(mn) : 8% MY) (Mn) — Whyg, (T5a)

H oo (

T cuspidal cohomology D Q-##ifix% &, Q- Whittaker B Why, (maa)g & AU,
F () (H2p (% M) (Min)g) € Whe, (msn)

& Why, (ma,) D OHER5%%, LAHL,

Proposition 3.3 (Clozel; [Clo], Prop.3.1 ) .
VI GAg) IMBEE LT BERAD, V D QHER O EERNT —BTH 3, O

L&D, Why,, (Ta,) D QHEER —DXDT,
3p(n) €C* s.t. p(m)F(msa) B QLTEREIND

% p(n) BEED, TDANT—% 7D Harder FHi & XU, rational 7% Fourier Whittaker
map #® F'(7gn) := p(m) F(man) EELTo S THUL,

Theorem 3.4 G = Ugo(2,1) DIRBIRB « % BI¥J generic cohomological cuspidal &5
%o miTXt U critical 7% Hecke 184% € € Crit(n) I,

I(man, &an) ((wy]) = [A/ (2r)B { H 7 OWp,fp)}x (0;7rx§)}

peS pifo (05 X &) p(m)
X F'(ngn) - T (Ten, &n) (W)
MDD, B, [ ] NORBIERE, QICRT 5. 0

BENE
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