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1. FEFEIFFED & 5 220

REAED p S v 7 RFOREIMERIEZ R T 2 LTt — L THREMIN2Ep a7 R
DERBEMEIZIHR L 72 TIRHRVEERBETH 5. Wiles DR L 7z Q LFZERBAHRDORE
14 [41] % Khare-Wintenberger 23k U7 GBEE p 0 7RBLp : Gg = Gal(Q/Q) — GLa(F,)
DERFIMEDEERA [22] 1I2BWT, Im(p) DRIERET D 2358 (RARINCHE L p 1 F/DhE L RIFNUTR S
20 ORBIMEDNRANCEZEIRRA T v T Th o7z, ZDHREMIE Langlands D EZ#RD#Hiw (base
change lift & automorphic induction) X D€ 5. FlZ X, REE K LOMMEMR E O 3 %55 s
DEFEDEIA AT RI D3 Gk — GLa(Fs) 1 GLy(F3) HRIERETSH 2 DT, by XA
TH2. MDD XS RHIDZEL D3N FTIUCSE X, R Z BHF OB CAEA S 212135 p
a7 REDEGD D IR YNV ZeNEREINL. LoL, Ep in 7 RIHOEGINETE
25813 ORENEZ pEIa 7RI 7 3 2 REERS LIFEHOKFICHEE LRV,
B2, B EIRRGEE NS TUT IV E WV IERTH R0,

ST, REERRIR (27213 EF—7) oSN p il n 7 RELDE (compatible system, cf.
[36]) 13£FHE 3 5 Mumford-Tate & [31]( ZAUIEINREFE L 72 5) OBIZ AL LT, HEp a7y
REDAEG BREE 0 DHINEZERNT, ZNERMLZDDICHK>TWVWS [30]. F7z, REZHEK
DBEY 2 74 ZHDO—RNBRBR LR o TEDIFAARER 2 b OLa K pET e 7 KRB
D, ZLCiEp A 7 RIADRIIRE LR BEANCH 5. BfEEZ b O REEE G \ITHRIETF
ZRALTELON LI G(F) 132K DEERAIEHNHIZEEY. LMEDERID, B /hE L
PO UNZTERW Ep a7 RAZZHNCEZ 2 28 B3 ZRFEHETIIRNZ L2300 5.

HHIZ 2019 FDHE, A2 Z  FoMIMED S WREES R (DEF —7) DiRD» 5 E
2Ep A0 7 RED LR T 2 OPRMIVICHER T Z 2D TR RV EZEEFIZERL T
Wiz, 2T, BZEIZ 5 X Dwork fED 3 RO T X —)LaRER Y —DFRNE D HEE 5152
£H

E/%Z G — GL4(F2)

ZERTHI LU BT YA VIRMEIZE D, pyo C GSpy(F2) 2302 %. HBTHANZ L9512
B GSp, (F2) 13 6 KNFEE Sg LRATUTH D, 5y o 13 S6 DEDELLRIBITH 5. B Sp 13BUEDHLN
TRAEESHERIALRY “REW HTH 2. FEE I Dwvork RKIZECRBEZEE IS0, Z
DFIFNC K DB/ T2 D 5 TFEE S5 FRIEITINE > TS N D TR WA? 2ARILICZ L
FTREILTTW . Dwork EIFFIRIITH D, 2 DFERE EOEFY — 2 BEE BRICEE T 5
ZLIFFRETH 5. BEMICEZ 2y € Q\ {1} ML T, X, RETE D OEMp LTI 1
= ZEEZHER Py y(t) = det(Iy — thy 5(Froby)) € Fa[t] ZEHE L, 2DV 2 b SOk
HI% FHZ 5 & L7y, Im(fy,y,) # Se & & S HE TR I VD ZORFE TR K bh kb o,

LIZo K LTHIEROBAEEBE DRI D 5 BR 2L AR—RIZHERD DAV TWVWD
TLEMEZRITL T TAR. ZhrofEDFEREZELQA TN IR sk, ol 5RT
CNTBFEHECERTH 2. YOE 7=y REGZIER Py, (1) OWREEITS Z L HER
THolz. ZDHHIFEFELKD [12] D local zeta function DFHERDPHE Z21HF 2 7ux=v X[EHFH
ZIE

L+t 1+t +8 4t 1+t +24+83+, 142+
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DWW M+ 12+t = (1 +t+12)? € Fa[t] ARV OTREBVWDP?E FTHRENLTENHTH 5.
b L ZADIELITHUR, S DT (3,3) DITIE Im(py o) DPITICIEA D 2700728, Im(py, o) & Se 3
DB, X T, BBITESD p ML T, | Xy(F,)| ® mod 2 TOEDFEEMAL 2. FEIEY
7 4 VBT Xy (Fp) N{Xo = 1} ITHEH 3 2084 0 HCRIENTIEH U, [ Xy (Fp)| mod 2 OfEIXHE
CEHETER. LD L, Xy/F, DGRY— 2B HY (X, 5, Q) DFEIIIERTE KT Py,(t) &
BRI 2 1IIZIEFAAI 2 5E 0 DR & LB L 72 5. HWNE Goutot 1 & 3 FEFLARI 2 EB 5 DFE
R [19] 1IR3 2 BB E AR O F), HHAROERETANT NV, ZI0HEE BDI1E Py (1)
DtOHRBTHD, 2 DEBEFANRDITE, 512, LEEHRD F: HBEADEL % mod 4 T3
HI20BR Do THoDREICED, Tmod 4 DFHE] Z&HD, 20D D | Xy (F,)| mod
2 t RMDZIHAX DMK D L0 H B FDHIIEANC KD py o DBRERETZ N TEL. Z
ME S¢ DEAFHOMEL 2 BDED LT, pyy DRIE G5 OMHFE LA TH 2 Z LRI N
7. Z Ok, BEREN Xy DI 7 —ZkRIK W, 2F 272135 MEHRESREENcE R Ens
RV, #X [37) TIRZ A ML Dwork B 4 £ EWVEN S B EEITIZZD I 5 —2HkiE%
AOWEEDR BRI TWE e wS Z ik b, ZHEKN f,(x) = 42° — 5yt + 1 L OBRIFEE
DBHFHTL 24 0BECFABEOEESE L TEHRLTL 5. EIE, Dwork BROERAHERIC
(X0, X1, X2, X3, X4) = (L,z,2,2,2) ZFRA LD DD f,(2) TH 5.

2. FRER

UTEREREZEN T 2100 B0HERE T L. BRin > 11INLT, S, Z n NMEE, A, %
n RZNRBE, 2 LT, C, 20n OXK[EREE T2, K 2REA L LT, HHEHEE Q oREEAK Q
ANOEDABEEET 5. T2, Gi = Gal(Q/K) % K O H O 7BL 5. N5 R —& 1%
KODETHoT,Y° #1 Z2lfilcTbDEHbDL TS, DX X, X, 13 K Fsmooth TH 5.
Xy DIT=ZRE W, 1 ET7 7 4 > =1V v 7iahim

1
(2.1) Gp, DUy a1 +ag+as+ay+—— =5 =0.
T1XQA3T4

7 5 Batyrev [6] ([38] D 6 FIZDD D B \WREFD D 2) Ik o TR S NG a 7 M
LLTEZONS. WD S Wy 3BT Ok([1/5,¢,1/(¢° — 1)] £D smooth EFTLZHRDZ &
Dbo%. £z, Wy @ Hodge X4 7EY FIZUTTEZ 6015 (h' = dimcHY R (Wy(C)), h =

VRBiR Ay : ° = 22(1 — 2)3(z — ¢°)%, By : 9° = 2%(1 — ) (z — ¢°) REBHNE. By OHIEHCRAE
(z,y) = (0° [z, ¢° [(2(1 — x)(x — 9°)y)) ZFFD.

261212, v, B,7,0 % Weil number ¥ LT, 5, = o’ + 8 +4"+06", i € Zoo £ BLEE, P(t) = (1—at)(1—Bt) (1 —
vt) (1 —6t) D t DIEREUE —s1 T, * DFREUE L(s7 — s2) THROND. ko T, P(t) € Z[t], s; €Z D%, P(t) mod 2
D t,t2 DFBRIT —s1 mod 2, BL, %(s% —s2) mod 2, T4bD5, so mod 4 TIRE .
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dimc HY(Wy(C), Q¥ )):

Wy (C)
RO = p00 1
ht = pt0 4 p0t 0 0
h? = h?0 4 pbt 4 p02 0 101 0
h? = b0 4 h21 4 ph2 4 R0 1 1 1 1
ht = p40 4 p22 4 pOA4 0 101 0
h® = h®0 4 p05 0 0
ho = p33 1

L7eDioT, Vyo = Hg’t(YVw’@,QQ) E Qo FEELA D QoG] B T2 B, F72RT ¥ h LRI

&0, Gk RIZ Q, BHREE B

(#,%) : Vipo X Vypo —> HE (W, 5, Q2) =~ Q2(3)
THo TR DDBFET 2 (Q(3) X Gk D 2 EMDIEED 3[EHED). Zh kb, 2 0
7 RE

P2 G —> GLg, (V2. (+, %)) = GSpy(Q2)

02 S

PR IS, 7272, GSpa i3 J = (
THD, EEOAHRIE R LT,

> , 8= (0 1) o EF 5 —M{t symplectic group
—s 09 10
GSpy(R) :={X € My(R) | 'XJX =v(X)J, v(X) € R*}

LERSIND.
RAHIGNTWE XS Vyo DG AE Ly MF Ty THoT, (x,%) DEMELZ RO D DHOF
TT2° Zh&D, B2iEyn7RHl

P2 ¢ GK — GLZ2 (TIZJ,Zv (*7 *)) = Gsp4(ZQ)
%?Efé é rD &C, ﬁﬁ%ﬂ GSp4(ZQ) — GSp4(ZQ/2Z2) = GSp4(F2) e cl: D {f 2 ﬁu 7%%
p¢:2 : GK — GSp4(F2)

218%. B2 A0 T REL Dy o 13 Ty o DIDITIKET 553, Z DFEHULNI T, 2 DED TTITIKTE
L, X502, FHMLDBIE GSpy (Fo) ICHEZELS X 5 ICRIKZRETE 5.

6
—77, 6 JOHRE S 13V = { (01, ) € FE® | Y = 0} KEMAFAT 5. N2 112
i=1
MV o(1,1,1,1,1,1) BWERT 2 ERE L3258,V EDF, WEEEG

6
(#,%) : VXV — Fo, (z,y) — inyi
i=1

3[37] @ Remark 5.2 THHAXI LTV BRI, HZ (W, 5, Z2) I3 torsion free DT, Ty2 = HE (W, 5, L) LHA
5.

4GSp,(F2) < GL4(F2) £ AR LT, GLa(F2) W22 2 H o 7 KB L A TLEHLE L 5.
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EW =V/L~Fy* FORRIER (x,9)w 2FET5. 220, KRR TH B L 3MEBD 2 e W
WXILT, (z,2)w =0 RO e ZEKRT 5. LLEITED, Sg D Fy I

(2.2) Se — GLF2(VV, <*, *>W) ~ GSp4(IF2)

21585 (BEDORZEIZIE 2 72012 W @ symplectic basis Z—2DEE T %). ZOFNIFEETH 2 Z
E230h 5 (37 @ 3.1 HiBMR). T, COFRMZEEL, S¢ & GSpy(Fa) & 2 F—MT 2. %7,
GSp,(Fa) DTEOFLEFR (2.2) %BLTEBLNS S DTTL LTOR YL LTERT 5. BES; 75 S
ADHEDABIZIERDEZBRAT 2D H D, DI S5(b) i= {0 € 55| 0(6) =6} THY, 5
5 Ss(a) 13 {1,2,3,4, 5,6} IHIBHNCAER T 3 ([8] O 5 BIBHE). §i% Ss(b) C S = GSp,(Fa)
D (tautological) RIUIFEEL 2 DERIHE (A5) ICHIBR L THINBEKITH 223, 2% S5(a) DRBUZ
B2 DM FCHIR T 2 LAl & 72 5°,
ZED 3TH 5 RZIEAZ

(2.3) fo(x) == 42 — 5pat + 1 € K[a]

CEEL, Ky & fp DK Losf@tke 3 5. ZEK f, OHFIRIZ dise(fy) = 2855(1 — ¢°) TH
Zond. YLEOERDT, ZHIDEMHEREZBNR5S:

Theorem 2.1. ([37] ® Theorem 6.8, Proposition 3.4, Theorem 7.1 2 £ £ ® 7% D) ZIH f,(x)
B K N TH 2 L IRET 5. 2O, RHWILT 5:

(1) Ly == Q"2 = K, TH Y, Tm(py,) 8H (3,3) DA E TR, FHIHREO LRSS
Tm(p, o) & S5 DEHEELFRITH Y, f, ORI RED & Z ORI 5 TH Dtﬂ?h%
(2) Pap,2 X Fy EBERY, DF D, Py = pﬂ%? DD LD, X HITRD Fyy = Cy X Cs, As 1%
S5 DY X, Py IFELBHITH D, 25 TRV XFE C5 $720% Dig = Cy x Cs L AT
BB, BT, Py BHENEHITH 2 L %, Im(p,,,) IZA—H (2.2) OF, HEOEEER
T, S5(b)(C Sg) DIBAHEL 725
(3) K=Qnt %,
0 (7u) =~ { Ss YAODLE
Fy p=0Dk %,

ZOEHIZED, fp(z) DZHAD mod v DIRERIZ RO XS5 ICHET 2 Z e TES. KD
ARZER 02 TH-T, ordy(v) > 0D ord,(¢° —1) =0 &7z THDEEZRS. ZDOLE, Wy
3o CTRETZ2HD. RRvDRERGETF, L L, ZOMNBZ ¢ £ BL (Fy=F, eRDIT LD
bHd) £,

Pyy(t) :=det(1g — tpy2(Froby)) = 1 — ay oyt + by o> — goay ot® + ¢5t* € Zo[t]

707 RED 0BT 2 70X=Y REHZIHAE T 5 (ZAUXZ ED Weil ZIHRE725).

%2
35—k W, /F, O SRY — 2 BRI

Pw,v(t)
(1 - t)Qw,v(t)Qw,v(qt)(l - qgt)

(2.4) Zw, /R, (t) =

SN IZBWT, ZORICHT 21k 2 ¥ u 7 RHOAHEZH LTV 3.
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¥7%. Wy @ Hodge X4 7EY FED, Quo(t) 1E Quo(t) =1+ + 0110 02D, Z
@ reciprocal roots DEBHEIFVWTND q, £72 5. KX (2.4) OWLDONBH T2 > T, t =07
3,

|Ww(Fv)‘ = qg + Q;j),v(o) + qUQ’/l,Z),’U(O) +1- Ay v

DD B DT, [Wy(F,)| = ap, mod 2 TH 3 (q, FFMTH S I LICHEE). 2T
n(fy,qw) = {z € Fy| fy(z) = 0}

Bl e, REDHAEE

(2.5) ayo = n(fy, qu) +1(mod 2)

DWALT 5. ZHUIMERDHRIIER M/K & M DFER w THoT Wy BRETZ D H DITH
LTHMIZLLTWVD Z LITHERET % (Remark 3.2 3BM). EELD (ay,, mod 2) = trp,, o(Frob,)
ThHsZLITHER.

Z O AIEANZ Theorem 2.1 ZAEAHS 2 FTHERZEIZ RS, ZOMAEHIE Theorem 2.1
PORBHP S (B (3,3) TMIET 2 7a R REFZERN 1+ 2 + ¢4 N0 Z 2 IcER):

Py »(t) mod 2 n(fy,qv) mod 2 | B, o(Frob,) DN | fy(x) mod v DBEK I
1+t 1 1 1+14+1+1+1
1+t 1 2 24+1+1+1
1+t 1 4 4+1

T+t+834+¢4 0 3 3+1+1

1+t+13+¢4 0 6 3+2

T+t+82 43+ 0 5 5
TABLE 1

2L, —HAOINOETFIZZIHA DO BN 2 BRI T O X2 Bk $ 5. 2O Table 1 7
5, 7axX=y R[EFHZERDOERD S fu(x) mod v DFEERINEHNCELE NS Z &30
2%, Hdd o i<, ZHADIRERANC X - T (Theorem 2.1 2 EHET), by BIRE SN S.
FHZ, Py y(t) mod 23REEZNS. TN XD, Dwork B (£721% 3 7 —2H8kkK) & f, DBIfR (HHA
A &

[Wy(Fy, )| mod 2, [Wy(Fg2)| mod 4 DIE#H <= Py (t) mod 2 = Py.o(Froby) <= fy(x) D F,, EDIfE.
DRI 5TV, KREL, < WHLDOHPED LD bEMWETH S 2 L ZHIKT 5.
TIHRENEICRE S 2 TR 2N 5. T, K 2RERBE L 5%, K O&EA2 ROILRE M 2 &K

GK—%G%AB)%?&ﬁﬁwi}®ﬁkﬂmﬁé%®t?5.E%%K@Aﬁ:K@k@dm»:
K(/5(1—¢?)ickoTEZx 52, Theorem 2.1 DAL U TRZFHHATE LD TE 5:

Theorem 2.2. ([37] @ Theorem 4.7, Theorem 4.8) K Z#EREUAL L, f, Z K LBIRTH 3
55 FEDO K DEDIAA  IZH LT, o(¢) <1 EIRET S ( ZDOIREC KD M IFFEERLA
6



E7% ). EDHIT, pyo FHENEEAD, [K : Q] MERD & Fld Im(p, o) ~ A5 ZIRET 5. TD
&%, GSpy(Ap) ED T LIVE X 3 D Hecke [EH, IEHI Siegel-Hilbert 7 XA 7 F TH - T,

pz/;,Z’GM = ﬁF,Z

R T HDMFET B, L, pro i3 FICHEES 2 2 A0 7 EB ppo DIE2ETTH S (4
ARG 2 41 7 REITOWTIZ [27] D 3 ENCHEDH 2 D TBHEE X).

Remark 2.3. Theorem 2.2 THEH6NL A X TR F DL ~VIE Dy D Artin EF L IET 5 2
EhEARFE NS, FHE, [10] D Conjecture 4.7, 4.9 TEHAZ TV S X 5 7% Hilbert €Y 2 7 —JF
RUSHBES 274 2 ' 7 RBUIH L T level lowering theorem 23GERH & 114U, £ D FIRIFIEL V.

AR TIERETE 4 BT Theorem 2.1 £ Theorem 2.2 OFEFADOIIR 2 52 %. Z L THHITIT X
D—f%D Dwork JED I T —I1ZM L THDMRIM D IO Z & 2 BN T 5. ZOHFITEERKE
DHEFHFEDFROAETH 5. 6 HiTIZZHEHAXOHEIEINZOWTIHED /2.

BRI, AFRECSDEEOEREZ 5 X T EIVWE LIWME—REB I U —HF A=
ARy 7 DERRIIEHP L EIFE 3. FAEERICEERIERL (23 WE L KIFRICEH
LET.

3. Pyo DBOBE
Z DEITIX Theorem 2.1 DEFBHOGIE 2 5 %2 3 .
3.1. EEBIDEA. e HEEER] (2.5) DFEHZ 5 X 2. FEFHICIIROFEEZH WS,

Lemma 3.1. ([37] D 5.2 HiZlR) £ED K DRF[THoT, v{2TW, BRBETLZHOLT 5.
DL &,

Wy (Fu)| = [Uyp(Fy)| + 1 mod 2
DAL T 5.

AFEAIC I Batyrev([6] DBRIIRERK Z VW 2 ([38] @ 6 EHBR). Zhzilw iz kT, (2.5) Oif
HZIT5. ZE—2> 7 1+32 U, DHCHAM o WERT 282 CL £ T5. 2D X, Uy(F,)
D Cy Wl %2 2T,

|Uy(Fy)| = |Fix(o)| mod 2
Y75, ZIT,

[Fix(0)| = {(z,z,z,2) € (F)* | 4z + 1/2* — 5¢ = 0}

b,

Uy (B = nl g, Fo) mod 2
&b, ki Lemma 3.1 E&OET (2.5) 255,
Remark 3.2. I 7 —ZRE W, 13 K FERINATWSH, ARKIER M/K 1Zxf LT, Wy, &
M EERINIRBERAEEBEBZS. 2hdD, K ORRDAK% LT, £ED K DRRKIEKR
M OERFZR w THoT, W, BRETLZ SO LTH, tHAZEH (2.5)

Wy (Fw)| = n(fyp, Fuw) +1 mod 2

MLY% .



3.2. BEERD O DFEE. ROMEIZ S DESTREOMEE D H4E S . FEIZX IR GAP[17] THEEL 7=

Lemma 3.3. # S¢ DHD#H H THoTZDNEBMB 5 TEDUYNZbDEEZRS. ZO X H
DIEREDEETH o T, MBS 5 TEI D I d DI EHIARFICR 3.

3.3. Theorem 2.1-(1) DFEEA. £FRZRT:
Lemma 3.4. ﬁﬁﬁj]u 7% Gal(L¢K¢/K¢)7 Gal(LwKw/Lw) @fﬁﬁbi EHITH VC‘\%?IJ H ’C)J%LZ,CL\.

Proof. K DEHR v TW, PRBILTHILEX, 0D LD K, DFEREZwLT 5. ZOLE HLH
WZn(fy,Fp)=5=1mod 2 TH 2. HAEKEAI(25) &V, ap, =0mod 2. ZHED, 7ax=v
RALHR DY % AAUZ, Dy o(Frob,) DA 5127 D 278\ e300 % (8 5 DD %
HRAZ 1+t + 2+ 13411 TH o 7). Chebotarev BEFEI LD, Gal(LyKy/Ky) DERDITIZZ
D &S RFER w ZHAVT, pyo(Froby,) ¥ Rb¥ 2 D THIEDEFIINT 2 ERE21G 5.
HBEDOFIHR LT, [RRIC K DFEM v BB Z 5D, v1{10,0rd, () > 02D ord(¢® — 1) = 0 %7l
deds ZorE 0 f OHHIRZEIS V. ZOXSBRFER D DS Ly DFERwEL
5. ZDLE, Ly DERELD, pyo(Frob,) BEHTHS. toT, BHZERAZ 1+t THS. HL
MEIEAN (2.5) 1I2& D, n(fy,Fu) BAUTOEATH 2 2 hbns. ZHED, Gal(LyKy/Ly)
D v TOFERE (v fy @#U/“JIJ‘W:%)%focL\O)’CIE‘IiiLﬁi&iQHH“CZé% CATHER) Wi 2 T
H%. B Chebotarev ZEEEZY FW-iEimh o, Emzlg5. O

Proof. (Theorem 2.1-(1) DFERH.) AT T Ly = Ky 2713, £33 RXROMAEZZE X 5 (square #7 &
AJHR).

rest

Ss

(3.1) Gal(KyLy/K) Gal(K,/K) —

| d

rest

Gal(KwLw/Lw) —— Gal(Kw/K N Li/))

WOENITUEEHRTH Y, FH 2 source & target DIERIT DL 7eoTW3. T2, 05 rest 1%
Ky NOHIREGZE®KT 5. HlfREBRIELH 72D T Lemma 3.4 £ D Gal(Ky/KyN Ly) OMEE
5 THID UL, ¥ 512 Lemma 3.3 XD ZORHIHA L L5, FiZ, Ky C Ly THB. THh kD

(2.2)

Gal(Ly/Ky) 2 Gal(Ly/K) <5 GSpy(Fy) = Se

I U Lemma 3.4 & Lemma 3.3 Z#MA$ 2 &, Gal(Ly/Ky) ZHBRE D, L, = K, 2185.
Im(py o) D (3,3) DILEEFER VI LBRD LS LThRd. GALLET S, H5 K
DFEFvTWy BRETEFHOSDTH 5T, Pyy(t) = 1+2+t mod 2722 D DHEET 5. Th
£V, Dy o(Frob,) ORI $72136 TH D I ehnh s, —77, HEKEA (2.5) £ D, n(fy, Fo) &
AL DT, Gal(Ky/K) D v CORRDORENT 2 8 5. £ 25D, Gal(Ky/K) = Gal(Ly/K)
DT, HDOELRIFE. O

3.4. Theorem 2.1-(2) DFEEA. Sg DECDEETD o T, D 5 CTEIDUINL 2 b DI
Cs, D19 := Co x C5, Fyo:=Cy x Cs5, As, S5, Ag, S

DVWTIDTH 5. FIRIZZH S DBEED GSp,(Fo) NTOEH L, Theorem 2.1-(1) DEFDOMHE
Th2, §GHE (3,3) DTEELRNC L 2FHT 2 2 L TN 3.
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3.5. Theorem 2.1-(3) MFERA. DLT, ¢ # 0,1 £ 3 %. Theorem 2.1-(2) £ b, BRI
Cs, D1o, Fao, As, Ss

DWTNPTH 5. £, fp DBRIEDRE LD, EFRMICEROME (S43E) 255 Z LT,
fo BEBTHRVREZRO Z L PEHFTE THRTE 2. ko T, IEFEREEZITHET 270 (MK
2) BBV I LIRZDT, Cs BRI SN 2. 2, A5 DIFEE fy DHRIRDFEAEICI 2729,
fo OHIFIK 28 - 5% 5(1 — P) IFEHTIUR, v £1 EIRELTWBDT, 7 7 4 kg R

Cy:Y?=5(1-X%)

12 (X,Y) = (1,0) DA O EHEMDFES 5 2 878 5. Dy, Fao DYE1E Roland-Yui-Zagier
[32] & Dummit[16] DFERZH WS &, 7 7 4 > iEEEH R

Cy:Y?=X"0411X°-1

WCHEBMBATET 5 28145, &i=1,210 LT, G(Q) 2 Ci — P!, (X,Y) = X O
FICEET % 2 & T (C 1& C; @ smooth 2> 2%2 ML), Coleman-Chabauty #72 ¥ 0 &k 7258 B
S e RSHFNICIRETE S, 2L T, C1(Q) = {(1,0)}, C2(Q) = 0 2/REND Z LI
DFERES. fEoT, v £0DL =&, B3 S5 L AL BEIC, © = 0 DB fo(z) = 425 + 1
i, 20 Q EONEEO I T ERIIHS DI, Foy 272 5.

HEDRBT C; DY a7 > J(C;) ® Mordell-Weil # J(C;)(Q) DFESZ T 272012
Magma[9] Z AWz Z L Z2fEl LTH L. FEHDEMIZ 37| D THIICH 5. ZhoDFEZ KL
T5ZFHEBAVWEETH S L Ebnb.

4. REME DL

Z DHEITIE Theorem 2.2 DFEAAOMNE 2 FiBH S 5 (FERFIZHARHY % O CHEERICBI L Tid [37] D 4
HZBMR). R2 AT RE D, s DED A5 7213 S5 LA TH2HERZ2EZ5. EXD, pyalay,
DIRIF A5 LIRBITH 5. HE As D GSpy(Fo) NDHESEEKI LM DIABIZ T2 72— DIFEL, Dy olay
DIFPEXITZ 5720 TWVW3 Z A Theorem 2.1 DFERZH o TIEAI NS, HELHET 5 Z
LIZ&oT, 5 totally odd 2RI 7 : Gy — GLo(Fy) TH o T

1_71/1,2 ’G]M = Sym3T

T OONRET S D005 (EERNICHERK T 2). 2 2T totally odd TH 2 L IFEE
DEFZ K c € Gy ITHLT, 7(c) B2 THE2 e 2 EKRT 2. ZOHFT Y ITHL E&MHF
POHED . RE T OBIF A5 E[AEITH 5 DT, Sasaki [33] DFEIMERS LWIFEEZHWT, 71X
GLy(Ay) FOEE 1D Hilbert €Y 2 5= AR THK (HHEX) 026 220005, Thz
F2FILLTC, Hasse RER H OE O k> 020132 22 Tk 2 BMANERTES k23 +459
REVWHDTHoTrITNET 2 HDHFET 5. T D% 2 MY Hilbert €Y 2 7 — A X TR
1% Serre D HE#ZE D vanishing EHZ HAWT, EX k O Hilbert €Y 2 7 — 7 XA TR (HHER)
U7 FTES (LT, B Y 7 b EFER). 22T, IREXD M BZEEIETH o722 v 2 EW
HT (ZTH—D2DRA ¥ F). ThkD, BoBRAZ Jacquet-Langlands Xt (JL A & LUF
BEEE) IS X DBV EY 2 7R MBI VLD TE S, IHIIKE2BEILEZTV, BRI K
DEZ0DE2RBIVERZHES. T TILMSZHAWVAHR[RZENRS. —fRIC, BEI2/HE W
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GETE 2 B RNEHHERICY 7 b TE 2050 #LVEETH S (EBICY 7 Liw
BEND D). £ TAPRBIIERIE L NUEEZ 5 FEMEE 2 L TIOMEZEETE 5.
FoT, BT 00E 2 RBWERIZEZ 0 o HHABNERICY 7L, 2hZ2BHY JL MIGTR
T ZETHX 2D Hibert €27 - AT F THoTZDE2RID r AL DZH
DB EMTES:

JL o
f1:EX 1 OfER fro t EHZ k>0 0FMER ——— ¢ REWIER go : EX 0 OREMIER
liﬁzi‘iﬁ: %mevwr( liﬁ2i§ﬁ: Eziﬁﬁ:l / j JL *HS
- ey 7 v
~ X H™™ ~
fl:ié1@&2%fﬁ—k>;fk:iék>>oo)ﬁt\2ﬁ2iﬁ G=Jo:E2HEX 0 NFE F:BEX 2 ohiER

72U, HEFR L3 C Lo Hilbert £ 2 7 - 2fE L, BRI L3 JL WS THIES 5,
REBIEY 2 7—BRDZ L 253, EX 2 OHMAY Hilbert £ 2 7 —BRUL JL MM X o T,
HX 0 OREWEY 27 —ERITHIET 2 2 & IZFER. %X Kim-Shahidi @ symmetric cubic
lift [24] & Weissauer 1 & % generic packet TARDMEIR ([39],[40]) Z AW TFTEDHERZ15 5.

Remark 4.1. A DE2 A0 7KL p,,, 132 EHT 7B pyo DIE2ETTTH 2. > T, Dyo
WS B REERE LT, GSpy(Ak) LOREIEADMEMTH 2. ZhUI 2S00 7R py o DIR
A2 RIS BV E ﬁffdéé N LAZHNC Dy o IFEREE SO(4)(F2) ICHEZISIE2 0T
BB AT EHTES, ZOBA, By CHIET 5, GO)(Ax) LORBLRZMAT 2 = &
MTE 5 ([37] D 4.4.2 HiIZHR). FKIZIE non-paritious Hilbert €Y 2 7 —ERI(IET 2 v 7
R [4] ZHV 2. 2, &F, 28T 0 7R py o CEBERBVEREICZ > TWDED, pyy D
GO(4)(Ak) 1T 2RI ZNHBHIKFEVHEIETH S b d.

5. v AR
5.1. ER. EHDORE %%nn# —f&D Dwork FRIZHT L TH LT D Z EDFEEATE TW 5 (#f
R OHFEILE). Bon > 11T LT, Rt n D Dwork &
P D X7 XPHP 4+ X0 — (4209 X0 X1 =0, Y €K

BEZL FDIT wymﬁ®774 ¥ b=V v 7@k

1
Gnm+lDUwZﬂi1+"‘+$n+1+m—(71,4—2)1/):0.
n

Do, n=3DHE L% o7 L [AFRIZ, Batyrev OF% 6] ([38] D 6 EHSHR) IC Xk o> THERENS.
CDLE, REFATHIENTES: n=phBARVOL X, Z/pZ|Gk] INEEL LT

H (W} 5, Z/pL)* ~ H (C}, 5, Z/pL)™

2L, CpidT 7 4 > ERE I ERAR o2 — {(n + 2)vz — n}y + 272 = 0 @D smooth 2 > ¢ MLT
BB, TTC, HA(W S Z/pl) © LjpL W& n + 1T Y, O oMt " th 5,

X 5T, @5%%&*#%ﬁt?7%ﬁnkﬂbfmﬂwwm VL)L) WARET B iE2 Am 7
RHOMBE BT f () = (0 1) — (n+ 2ga™ 4+ 1 50 = 3 OIS & FRICIERT 3 2
EHR Do TND.
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5.2. 8. Goutet DFH [19] (I HBHITGAD (£ 5 <137V #iXX TH 5. Dwork 123 Sato-Tate
FADEEHA ([5]) IKEAZI N T SFEHEIZ LD - 72 213V 2 2 E 5 ORIEGRIVIEE % FAN
% ZIFERFECEETH 2 e B s, Bz, [4] 128V T Barnet-Lamb 1%, EEDRH (12
XU T H (X, 5, Q) BN 2 IR OIERRENEZ AT L, HE (X, 5, Qo) (Qe FE%L 204)
DEFEMRAIEZFEH L T 30, FBERR DY [26] Tl Dwork D A TRI-E — X D IR A BEEK
EHCEARPBHEHNTED, EF— 7L NLTH ORI E NS () ROHZ[29] B
SH).

F7, RBERE (£2013EF—7)X ORCAVBRBO I REBR Y =23 HIFRPE S OBERIIR
WOT, Bl (RITEHRRZH S LRy RS ED aRsTny — v offic fathd o 7 g
ELTO) AR D15, HIZE, ERIEAREEREEICEZS 20 ERTH 5. E
BIFEAREERICH L TE, 2oL REROFEREHaRErY -2V D REMERS BT
FHEZHAWRREZONDHETIHRAIAS. WFhcE IEERICHLE-ZE RTHS. L
L, BxD X5 cHARBIDOIEHOREEMICHE H Lzikam CHIZICZ D X 5 2 BFRIDFEAT X4,
A REECSEIOMBREPIERT % 2 L iR 5.

6. ZIHXOMHAE|DOED

REE K(Cc Q) Lo n REENZIHNXE f(2) 2 L, f(z) D K LORfREER K, a7 #t%x
Gr=Gal(K;/K) £35. XUT, (f,K) OHAEZEAE WA, Ki/K ORDIERF 0 I LT, Gy
BT % Frob, (DRBUKIET 2 52 DXRT) & f D mod v ARERIOIC KL T 2 BHRD Z
CEERT S (BIZIX 20 D3 EBLIPA4EEZEZM). £/, n>3DEE, G BT —NURYERR,
n =2 OEE LRI C O ERIDEIA T E 2720, ZOHEITOVTIEMAL .

6.1. 2RARR. ZOEEIE G ~ Z/2213 7 —~ VB O T, HEEINIEKRIC X - TR
Xz, 2o, GOIEEERIBE LY ¥ ¥ RAGEER ANV FEBET) idibEh 5. &
IOV T [35] D p.419 & SHES.

6.2. 3XRAERN. Gy BIEAHRLIBEIZ S; LAMUTH 5. ZDHE, /INBRIC X MR D 2 &
DEPEX 1 ORI X 2HEZRIIPH S T3 [25],[ ].

634&EET Gy~ Dy D K =QDEEIR3RD & F LAk [21],1],12],128 1ILH 5.
Ay, Sy DEFENZ, 3 RBEK Artin RILE X T ZUSHIET 2 REEA % W T, HAEERIZ 3R 3
52t Gi—f ETH 5. 27T Artin RIAL L TERT 2B NS DHFMERZ KD 2 0ED 5
(embedding problem). ZALHIZEH LTI [7] % T TN TN 2 Xz SR,

OITE 1 DHIER Ay, By ¢ # 0 D& 234 TH Y, Q(¢) PIENEHODT, GL, Mo dn 7 KBl%Z#H T
3. Z I HEENERIE R T 2 2 L IZREOHEMTIZE L S RWHETH 5. B, (4 T THS (Xy3,, Q) &
Hodge-Tate B 2% multiplicity free TIZ72WA3, H 2 HREFIC X 2% & 4UL multiplicity free (2725 Z ¥ 1 ZFEH
T5ZeT, (FEOBENREMEEEZEH L) TREHETH 5.

TBIZIE, M v RARSREMERD 2 ¢

SR IE BE R AR DRI K & CHREE % L.

92 X7T Artin EHO symmetric square ¥ L CHEHTE 3.
11



6.4. 5 RARER. G; ~ A; DA, K BIFEREUEATHIGT % Artin RIS odd BEK 72 2 Kotk
W6 K 2HEEFHAEEINIE S 1 OREF KD symmetric square TEozb AT RE (FREUAIDFE R I
B LTl 23] 23 508, HAERIZ & U 72 3HRIZEF IR 72\, FIBRIC Gy ~ S5 DBAL T,
Calegari DILH [11] 23D 5. ZDHE, S5 13 Ay Z1aE 2 DO L U THB, IRz A5 D
FAREHWS. 2KIEARK M/K % S5 D As XET5b0r 5%, REFERIZ Asai-transfer T
GLy/M 2 HERHE GO4)/K "NBEEINL DD TEHINS. WIThOHEDHEEEIIZIARL
TR Z ZEH I S 720, RO RIED 2 3TH 5 XARADHEE]Z 52 T\ 5.

6.5. n RAEEN (n > 6). Gy iF generic 72 fITH LT “RER BIZRD, WS 2REEAZ R
HUT, HEFERIZEHL 5 2 IFREOREMMTIIEE L v, —7 T, #ERK & OHFEIHZEDHiR CHE
U7 n—2RIC Dwork BEDHE 2 REUIH 2 n AR OMEZEAIZ 5225 (n BEHTH D
oD RN EMI-THE).

F 72T —NUSREDHE S R REERICMNEST 2 p Tun 7 REZ2 52 TEhDOBRZIR
JE L (cf. [3], [15]), & p e 7 RILHY) D B2 REAZ 2B 2 ZIHADHIRINCG 2 505 DT
bR, 2OZHAHET 2HAEERZEp Fn 7RO 7 nR=y AT ZHEA TR T %
ZLHTES (cf. [13)).
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