Distinguished R EEE LT

(Distinguished representations and multiplicity formulae)

BARZEM (Miyu Suzuki)*

Abstract

This is a survey article on recent development in research on distin-
guished representations of p-adic reductive groups. We focus on three
specific periods, namely Shalika period, unitary period, and local Gan-
Gross-Prasad conjecture and explain the known results on classification
of representations with those periods. We also explain multiplicity for-
mulae for these periods established by Beuzart-Plessis, Wan and Wald-
spurger.

1. (FC®HIC

1.1 EA

Rtk Lo R ORBPIEEHZEAY Z o &, 2DRHIT distin-
guished R (FBHIXKR) TH 2 LW 5. AR TIE, distinguished RFLZBIT 2 W75 D
FOEDHERICOWTHHES 5.

FFIEUDI, BB EHREEREORIO T DI, —EORE G L ZOE (r,V)
BHERD. RRL, Ak @E L TRBIGEBERT LRV o fEYE R
m:G— GL(V) Dl 35, 7, H% GOMDHL L, x: H— C* % H Of&tE
(IXERH) 33, covsx HAER(:V - CTh->T, EEDOhec H veV
IR LT

Zii7eTd02 R © O (H x)-ABHr VW, ZO02EDRTRT bL2AERZ
Homy (m,x) € RbDT. 7z, Homy(m,x) # 0 D =, 7 1% (H, x)-distinguished
TH5eWH. 5 x PHPEEEO & =13, Bz H-FH, H-distinguished & W\,
Hompg(w, C) £ EXDT.

BRI 7 2352 5l & & w B (H, x)-distinguished T & % 720 OE+ 57551
R LW, EX S8 G HRAME L TERSNLENREEITH 256, 20 &LD
BRBERE 2 B OE ZWCHGRI T AERDERT 2 L WO BHRBZHFER I A TH
5. EBRICERO LS LK z2E 2 %:
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o (m,V)IZ G(F) DA L—RAFKH,
o H 3G DEER7IE# (spherical subgroup), i.e.
— HiZ F BFERIN (REGEEL LTD) G DR THE,
- GO (F EEFXNIz) Borel 578 B T, BH %' G @ Zariski BIEA ¥ 7«
2HDHEIET 5.

DUF, B2 TG(F) 0FB ) L WA IERAL—IXRBEDOZ v L, G(F) DEFIRE DR
BHHOES® Ir(G(F)) e £bT I LIcT 3.

AR 2 B H D G OREBA#EL LR, EED 7 e r(G(F)) & H(F) DIEE ¢
W20 LT Homy gy (m, x) EERIITTTH % & (FEHIRINIC) PEHIATNS.
ZOMWHEIF, BIZIE H D G ONMEAHTHIL X ie. HD G DDHIMEDEE
HABTH 5 e 21T EN b Z 2D, 9, Theorem 4.5] TREFAX /2. AR TE X
T2 EHN% (G, H) OfE, WINd ZOWEZHZLTWE Z LN TN5.

ZOXIRBET, BB 7 € Irr(G(F)) 2 (H(F), x)-distinguished R TH % 72
DREFTIFENEEZ 2 e VWO RO TR/ EHIZHD 5. BIFEOMEDZ I, K
ED (G, H) officnt U TEp|oiEmTEML T, 20 s oficH@Ez A3 2
ey mn—mezEMbs 22 s, A5 TR,

AFETI, C5 LIEHARDOLAZBENICEN T BDTIIEL, BIFEOHRE 320
RERICEHEBEME L LT, Th2hORBICKRNBHIZEBN T 5. distinguished KK
DB T 2B OMROKER DL, XD 3 HEOZEOWThLTHHINS &
WO EIRTH %:

(A) L-%5 X =2 DBIZET 2504, £713 L-KFOMIZEE 3 2 5&F.
(B) BAFMY 7 b (functorial lift) 12B83 % 55t
(C) — MR (e-HF) Di7= T B 2 BRI

AR 3 2O & REALBEFEDMANGHERICE 2D DT, BARICHIRE 2 B
WEBTETERL, TOXSRENPD 3 & w5 HEHENEMRbOBICH 5
DITHRV. HLETARCB 2FHAD - DEEINTEA L 20T E 7200,

ZIZTIE (A) B (B)E, (C) Blozhziil >0 TRENLHZ 1 2T O/ T
3. WO DEFUTD 3 2o0HITH %:

(A) Shalika E#i%Z &2 GLy, (F) ORHD 7.
(B) =XV E#A%Z &2 GL,(F) DRID57%H (¥ Prasad DFH).
(C) SOn41(F) x SO, (F) DJEFr Gan-Gross-Prasad 4.

AR 4 oo TPHE/EBICH—IRERZE5Z 28 HmZHEL L5 oA,
F1Z Ben-Zvi, Sakellaridis 3 & O Venkatesh 12 & D it ERHICH IRNICHELED ST
W3, ZHUTDOWTIE, [32], [8] 2B IR.

L LADS, KFETHINT % distinguished RILDFE O ICHE S 2 T4 /€ H %
TUET2E9B—BERE V2D, TERODP>TVARVWESTH 3.



1.2 #fg§

B2 3003 2 812, AT Langlands XS/ PREICOWTHERIBEZHHICE L O
THL. FEMlE [16], [11, §9, §10] R ¥ 25,

B G(F) OBHIEIIE, L85 A— & 2 Xigh 2 (WL D0 ORM% - F) BiEFE
LI WF % SLo(C) = LG I ko TREPIC “RT X F T4 XXN 3" e FHINT
W3, ZZT,Wrpld F O Weil 2 Rb L, EERE Wr X SLy(C) & F @ Weil-Deligne
Brwd. 272, LG=GxWpld G o LBz Vv, G G ® Langlands SOEE L X
¥ d C Lot E#ETtH 5.

200D L-RIA—&E, GO ZHBETHDAS L XAMTHI 0. B
G(F) D L-RF7 X =2 DREHDEE R Or(G) EROIT I LITT 5.

$12 G = GL, D8 G = GL,(C) TH Y, GL,(F) O L85 X — X | FEEUEF A
W X SLy(C) = GLo(C) £ ABT I EHNTES. LUTFTE, GL,(F) ® L85 A—X
X GL,(C) Mz Db DL T 2. ZD¥ X, GL,(F) @ Langlands ¥ & 13K D &
SHEMTH .

EE 5 (GL,(F) ®BFR Langlands 3, [15], [16]) 2 HE
Irr(GL, (F)) —=> ®p(GL,)

T, kA LMHEZHLTDOVEFEET 5. R 1 € Ir(GL,(F)) e Es % L-%F
X —=R% ¢p ERDTILITT S,

bHEAAHIC T2EERHFET S LWHRTOERTIIEHE LTHED ZHKE
REBNDT, EHF 2RI 2 THRAZME) ONBEPEREICKRS. ARTIEZEH
5 DOWE ZEFZIIEZ bR WD T, FRNCIEI B A S 20,

— I DOFEFIEE G D FFT Langlands SRR TH D, WL 20D AT GLy D
BrERZEZLNTWS. F 112, G(F) DRBEZLITRL, G(F) DHNGEFE R
FIENZ2 VWL ODDHORIL E D TEXIZVEND L. 5 212, BRHOESG )
5 L-RIRXA=RDEENDERIZ, BHHFTH 2 L IFR S0,

AT, 2.3 #HiCTRPT Gan-Gross-Prasad FHED ERZ DR ZFERIZ, G = SO,41 X
SO, DEEWRE L THEICHAT 5.

fREE G OFLE Zo b ROT. BEG(F) OBNRE 1 € Iir(G(F)) 2BERCRYIR
BRTH2 L3, GF) DBELLIEE Y T, nx B GF) DL=XVKRHTHY 7® x
DIEBDITINRED G(F)/Za(F) L2 AT D2 X5 R SDNFEET LI %
AR

PHREZEUT, ¢ F— C 3 F OFERARIMERZTEL 5. F=AXEHTHL
KO3 GL, DEHEE N 2 L, N(F) DIy %

Yn(u) = P(ure +ugz + - +un-1n), u = (uij) € N(F)

TEDS. B 7 € Irr(GL,(F)) 23 (N(F), ¢y)-distinguished TH % & =, 7w I3ERK
B (generic) TH 2 2\ 5. ERE GL,(F) OBIRBOEEE Iirgen(GL,(F)) &
xRbT.



2. B1AHI33&

2.1 (A) &: Shalika AR
G = GLy, OFDEE H & H(F) DIEF ¥ %

a={(} ) |pect xem} w(f 3)-viwtx)
TEDS.

E&EG6 R 7clhn(GF) XML, 7D (H(F),V)-FA#% Shalika F#A (Shalika
period) £\ 5.

ROEHZ, Matringe ([28], [29], [30]) & Kewat ([20]) 3 & f Kewat-Raghunathan
([21]) DAERZRET 2 & LIhiS.

B 7 ERILRRI T € Iitgen(G(F)) WAL T, AT IR
(1) 7 1% 0 T72 Shalika A% .
(2) L-XF X =& QSW . WF X SLQ(C) — GLQn(C) &i?\/\/701/77‘ A 7E$ San((C)
WZEZ HD.
oI, T BINDDEMZMT TR OIXR 25
(3) ™ D 2 FEAME L-HF L(s,m, A?) i& s =01cHi%E bD.
AR 8 KU PHEECRIIRITHNUR, &M (1),(2) 13 (3) kFMETH 5.
ER 7, REY L BB T 2 ROEHDRFEELE UTHEET 2 Z e Tx 3.

EIHE 9 (Jacquet-Shalika [19])
F2REE AZ FO77-LIRE L, m % Gly,(A) OBIWRRRERIL T2, %
T2, HOBEH ¥ H(A) OIRREV % Er RBRICERT 2. 2o &, DU EFEE:

(1) B2HABR ¢ € 1 12H LT

/ o(R)WU(h)~tdh # 0.
AXH(F)\H(A)

(2) 2 FEAMERTEY L BAEL L(s, m, A\?) 1d s =1 Tz $ .

M (1) DN 571 Shalika D WS, 2 Homp s (m, C) DIT%
EDTNS ZEIZHERT 5. @i [19] T, RE L BIEL L(s, 7, A?) ® Rankin-Selberg
Bk 2ElE52TED, Z D72 Shalika FHIZ WS 2598 H & f6iZ
U pHbI 5. X 512, Rankin-Selberg f&77 D #1213 Shalika EHATE 7 03BN 5.

2D &Sz, ARE L B D Rankin-Selberg 77 ¥ b 2 B D FATEELLI R L
T, JEARREAMOEE L L-RFOMmS L IEZIUSHNFET 2 L-285 X — X D5EMH
FETH % &\ 5 2, Shalika FHIOMICH WL D0 3.



2.2 (B)E: 1=4YEH

Rtk E% FD2XyEke 3%, 72, W % E Eon XotIEE{br 3 — b 22/
L, W OSEELHLARDALT G = GL(W) OE5E% H=UW) e BL. oh*
I=RYREEE WD,

22T, G % Weil OFRBEHIRR Resp/r GL,, p EA—HT2 22 TF LORBEE L A
RLTWS. FICG(F) =GL,(E) TH2 Z 2 ICFEET 3.

E&E 10 R 7 e Ir(GF)) ML, 7 ® HF)-FAAZ21=42") FH (unitary
period) &\ 5.

2= ) FHIZEZEIRY) 7 b TRES T N2 DT, T2 TEEEY 7 MzoOWT
HEICE D TEL. 2XKIERK E D Wi i3 W D82 OEDEER DT, L-2%F X —

2 DR
Resp : ©5(GLy) = p(GL,); ¢ dlwaxsiy(©)

BEES. LEoT, 548 BCyp : Ir(GL(F)) — Irr(GLy(E)) T, XOR % A
PUZT 200712 1 ODFET 5. 12720, KEDOEHIT WIS AT Langlands *f
JOWZ K B 2HSTH 5!

Irr(GL,(F)) —= @ (GL,,)

BCE/Fl O lResg

II‘I‘(GL"(E)) — (I)E(GLWL)
DB BCyp % GL,(F) 55 GL,(E) ~NOEZH# 7 k (base change lift) &

WS RZRY 7 FOREIoWTIE [1] 2B,
2= EHE EBERY 7 N ORIE, RO XS ke doihs.

EIE 11 (Feigon-Lapid-Offen [10], Beuzart-Plessis [5])
BERIZRI 7 € Trr(G(F)) 12Xt U T T 23 D 320,

(1) m »% H(F)-distinguished 7% 513 7 [ZEZEH# Y 7 + OB Image(BCp/p) IEF F
n5.
(2) € Iiren (G(F)) T B &,

dim Hom () (7, C) = .
L% degBCE/F(W)J FIOTh\ne &
DI D LD,
deg BCpp : Irr(G(F)) — Zxo

TH3. BHRHDOES Irr(GL,(F)) & Irr(GL,(F)) &, BEFRID Langlands 7
FEB LU Levi D REDO R D IKIEIFREDER + — 7 AMED &, BARITHBR B HAE
DIEEN AN D. Z ORBEAREEEICEI L T BCyyp 3ARFEHGNTR 2 Z A 6N
TVW2DT, melir(G(F)) BT 2ZDREZ deg BCpyp(m) EERDT. FMICOW
TIE[5, §5.1] BLU[27] ZZHK.



AR 12 EH 11 TdegBCp/p 25 DIERNALRFNI L TR TH L. KBl r
DRI 51X, deg BCp/p(m) IZRD XS ITHRINCGZ 2 Z e TE L. LRI
I 71 € Iirgen (G(F)) &, BEEHRE 2 5 T

T~ A XAy X XA,

DIETROTZIENTES. ZIT, & A 1Z GL,(E) DHEWIZ unlinked 72 BEH
BRANEHTHD n=ny+no+--+n EnDRENLT3. ZDX>5HERIZ
Ar, A DIERFZZFRNT—ENTH 2.

Dk &, 1 e lmage(BCg/p) %6

log,(deg BCp/r (7)) = #{i | A7 ~ A}

D DILE, m ¢ Image(BCrr) %513 degBCpp(m) =0 TH 3. 72721, log, 1& 2
ZIRE T A5, ¢ 2 Gal(E/F) ®IEBRZITE L, AS X Af(g) = Ai(e(g)) TEZE S
GL,,(E) DERHL § 5.

ER11(1) 1&, Jacquet 1 kD 80 FERICTFAHAI N, HMHF AKX OHGRZHIET 5 Z
¥ T Jacquet BEDGEEH L 72, XROEHDFHATEME B3 20N TE 5.

EIE 13 (Jacquet [17], [18], Lapid [22], Aizenbud-Gourevitch [2])
B/F ZfEAED 2 TAER, Ap, Ay ZXNENF, E DT F=NEE L, m % GL,(Ap)
DR EFRER L 553, 2ok &, LUTIEFEHE:

(1) 2 Xk E/F CB$ 25222 X VBt H C Resyp GLnp &, % 3 FEER

pemTITXLT
/ o(h) dh # 0.
H(F)\H(AF)

(2) TX GL,(Ar) DD Z2REMRERFHDOELEY 7 b TH .

Prasad 27] 3RO X5 BB EICBVWTC, € 11 o— Rk 2 FREZEARLL
7-. # H zRfk F Lo®yREGEBNREEE, E/F 2 2 XIERe L, G =
Resp/pH £5%. D%, GF) ORHFED H(F)-AM%Z LIFLIE Galois EAHA
(Galois period) &\ 5.

Prasad &% % 2 IR wy : H(F) — {*1} BX ¥, H ODRx18 (opposition
group) £\ 5 F FOESREHINBEE HP T, HY ~ Hpy £722 DML 7-.
Dt =, Prasad DT ([27, Conjecture 13.3]) IZ KRENPITNVI ERXD L H72H DT
H%:

(1) R¥ 7« € Irr(G(F)) 2% (H(F),wy)-distinguished 72 51X, 7 1& HP(F) OFRH
DIEREHRY 7 - TH 5.

(2) ERHIRIE © € Iirgen (G(F)) 12X LT, dimHomp () (7, wpy) JEZEHRY 7 b
DR A > 7RI TRDE 5.

BIZXEE H 32 =R VDB E, wy FEHAEE, HP = GL,p £72 D, Prasad ®
FTHRZEHE 11 OFRE —HT 3.



W H=GL,p &3 2E HP BERHRA=ZVEE wy =1 odet L7255, 272
U, new RSB W C 2 XIER E/F 058 %2 FX D2 X3E6BETH 5. 2D
&, G(F) =GL,(E) DRED (H(F),wn)-AAIZ (A) OFRFICDELTE D, 25
3 2 FEARE 7 13 H L-FA% @ Rankin-Selberg b 5. Z DIFE D Prasad O
FTRIZELWZ EDHEIrDLNT VS,

F 7z, BRITEDWL 208, Hl 21X H = SLy, SOy, SOg, GSp, 72 ¥ DA, Prasad
DOFRE H. Lu ([23], [24], [25], [26]) e & b 7 —&xt5xk# > TREHX A TWS.
2h, BRARBHOEEE C. Zhang [45] & C. Wang [41] 12k b X 4 THEG %= - T
AR LN TV S.

2.3 (C) &: /3P Gan-Gross-Prasad F48

JEiFft Gan-Gross-Prasad #48 (LT /&P GGP F#8) L Alg9 %) 1&, Gross-Prasad
[12] 1I2 & D SO, 41 x SO, DRI OVWTOFTEE L THRKRIN, DHIZ Gross-Prasad
[13] & Gan-Gross-Prasad [11] B W THEA LIy L TR h 7= FETH
5. BRAIRBLIZN T 2 TR GGP PR X3 57012 TR e AL Tns.

BEBBETE (TAFATRARFEOEES ED) TRTOLETHRL TS
D, AKIE TGGP EH WVWHRZ L ZA7, [GGP T L WO AFINERLT
WBOTHEPNC LZ22ioT P LIERZ EIZT 5.

CITE 2] KEDSWTRD LS RFEELE R 5:

o V: BFKF LD n+ 1 KTOIBEILA 2 R, 72720, V 2 o5 % 2 HH%iE
SHESO(V) BHERHTH B LT 5.

o W: V ORKTT | OIBEMLARIHEM. Zor &, SOW) idHARIZ SO(V) @
EOBEL BBES 2 LICHEET 3.

o G =SO(V) x SO(W).

o H=SO(W) kL, fadirah— (hh) 2k H% G OEHREL AT

Jt GGP PRD FiRZ B 21213, #f G 123 2 J5FT Langlands PRSNETH
%. ff G O Langlands B0 G 1ZRD K 51272 5:

~ | Sp,(C) xS0,(C) n BMEEO & &
SO,:1(C) x Sp,, 1(C) nhr&EEHDL %,
JRiF Langlands PO FIRICBWT, XTER SN2 HREE S, ORISRV EE L%
xR 7.
FE 14 L5 X—& ¢: Wy x SLo(C) = LG 2 LT, G 12BT 3 ¢ 0RoF

Ltz Z5(0) L, Z5(¢9) DAL Z G LERRD Z Z5(0)° RDT. ZOLE HE
Z5(0))Za(¢)° & Sy RO L, ¢ D S-Bf (S-group, component group) £ .

BEG O, S, 13 2/22 OERBEOHEML FHTH 2. e, S, DRHIRBUIZ 2
SHHEDHBTH .

—fRDOEED T Langlands TTIZ, GLy(F) OB ELEW, 1 DOFE G ZIJ TR
$ G OFINEER L MIh 2 EHOBORHE —F IR S BENH 5.

th F Lo n+ 1 RITOIER(L2 2 RZEM V' T, V L ACHFRE O b 0h 5 E S
3 BRI B SO(V!) %, SO(V) OFINEER L WS, ZDE 5K V' &, n XKTEDI



SEAL 2 RZER W T W e ACHFIRE 306 DIH LT, &' = SO(V') x SO(W)
i G OMNEERTH 3. BE G OMNEROEEE X(G) L5 53.

¥#8 15 (FBFr Langlands ¥48) 425

[T m(@E(F) - 2p(G)

G'eX (@)
T, A BHEZMZTODOPFET 2. FICROMEE b O:

(1) & L-RFX=R¢pcPp(G) D7 7 AN=11, BAREETHS. Thz oD
L-INry b (L-packet) £\ 5.
(2) # G © Whittaker 7—% *1%& 1 DEE T % &, £HEH 11, = Ir(S,) BEZF 5.

BUF, # G © Whittaker 7— X Z[EET 5. & L-%F X =& ¢ € Op(G) ITMLT
Xo %, ¢ DIHTRILDNL— M EUZH > T [11, §6, §17] TR XN S, D
2 X$EFE 35, RDOEED, SO, x SO, DHFEITBI 5 FHFT GGP FEDFEIRT
H5.

EIE 16 (Waldspurger [33], [34], [35], [36], Mceglin-Waldspurger [31])
TRISZRETS. O %, B GF) OEBNLRRBZ & L-%7 v b I, 0L
TLAT 2L D 322,

(1) L--%%7 v k11, 1213 distinguished RSB x 5 ¥ 1 D35 5.
(2) ME—o distinguished ¥ 7 € I, 1IZMIET 2 S, DI x, TH 5.

DX, TL-%7y MZET % ¥ DORHA distinguished D% L — FEUC
FoTadhd 2 L WH RO T/ EM%Z - Z57& (e-dichotomy) ¥\ 5.

3. EEERNTN

GGP FHEFEHT % 728, Waldspurger IJEEE AR WHBEEEZEA L. AHIT
\& Waldspurger 12 & 2GEBHD Z < flifiz 8t &, BEEEAKXOWR DRI DHEREICD
WIS 5.

3.1 GGP FA80:iEARL#
BB G L EDRE H 35 1 27z /e L, x & H(F) DfeiRE 5 5.

EBE 17 BIRE 1 e In(G(F)) & LT m(r, x) = dimHompp(m,x) £ BE, T
Nz d (H(F),x)-FAROEHRE (multiplicity) ¥ \5. #6515 v 2 HAEEO & =
FHIZ m(r) e RDT.

EROBIRR 7 N LT m(n, x) E&c 1 TH2 =, (H(F), ) HIHIZEEE
1 3 (multiplicity one theorem) Ziifi7Zz3 &\ 5.

FE 2 TR & 512, Hompy(p)(m, x) 3ERXITTTH 2 L FRRASATWS. 2
—IIFEEF LTV R WD, IR TH S BB ETIE, WIS IELWI & 23]

*IWhittaker 7 — 2 DE# LICOWTE, [12, §3, §4] T7=1% [11, §9] 220,



H5NTWVWS.

BTFULIES < G =80, x SO, & H =80, % 2.3 fiTE 2 =REHOMHL T 3.
ZovE H(F) EMEEEE 1 #HEE-T 2 L (BT GGP TR & 13807
) HISRTWNS

£ 18 (Aizenbud-Gourevitch-Rallis-Schiffmann [3], Waldspurger [37])
FREOBNRE 7 € Ir(G(F)) I LT m(r) < 12358 7.

Waldspurger 1%, BEIERBL m € Irr(G(F)) 18 LT mgeom () EWVWIEZEFRL,
fAINEHEE (geometric multiplicity) & &7z, BMAMYEHEE O L WERIT
(33, 8§13.1, §7] ZZM. XD 2 DDEHEDFFT GGP TREDIEHDILTH 5.

EIE 19 (Waldspurger [33], [34])

(1) EEDOEEMBIERI m € Irr(G(F)) 1S LT m(m) = mgeom (m) DI D 32D,
(2) B G(F) OEBEIMETD» 5722 L-37 v b I, 1T LT

> Mgeom () = 1.
melly
(1) @ &5 7%, FMOERE L RMNEEEZEIFX 2 EEELAR (multiplicity

formula) &\ 5.

EI 19 D2 oD FiEEEDLE S &, BEMRININ T 2 EH 16 (1) O FIRHDHE
HLIZLERS., — ko @Eﬁﬁ%%%bﬂi@ﬁ@ G A IAE T % &l Moeglin-
Waldspurger [31] THRZHATWS.

AR 20 JER 16 (2) ZARTIFEEEARZTTEAT2T, v— PEUIHLTHR
D& BEEERNKOBELUZ RIBEND 5.

#EG=S0(V)x SOW) iz L TG =GL(V) x GL(W) £BE, V x W 2 &R0t
ZER VE x W ADREIFRIEED 75 G(F)-torsor % G(F) 3 3. $ERINZ B
K 7 € Irr(G(F)) @ endoscopic V7 b LTHELNLS 1T € Irr(G(F)) &, BEYIRE
BT G(F) @ [#8) IICETE 3.

Waldspurger i3 [35] 125 WC, 11 D12 57z Harish-Chandra f5# % - T, L— b
B S B AT B DAL € goom (1) ZEFEL, B £(1/2,11) = £goom(I) ZRL
o TR, b— MEUCH T B EEEAROBELCH B, X 512 36] T, OSRY
BHRE N % endoscopic HEEBBRR TR IO 2 Z & T, HBEMRFTIC L TEHE 16
(2) Z7R L 7.

3.2 EEERXRDER

2 CE KR LM 2 DD EH, Shalika AR =%V FlicOWTH, BEREARN
DEFHEXNT WS, ZOHITIE, Zhs 2 00BEEEARDBMKNLIE LT 3.

W O BEEHL TBL.

o fEFIEEE G IT LT, 7 € Irr(G(F)) ® Harish-Chandra $6158% 60, &£ 3 5.
o Bt G O F FHHMIYZIERIFHMBEEOREZ Tu(G) EE£DT.



(B) BY: Galois EHA

Beuzart-Plessis [4] &, —f%IZ Prasad O TREDFHE T Galois AEIINF 2 EHER
NZiEAL . B H %)%'Fﬁﬁ‘ F Lo sES i RERE, E/F % 2 YLK, x &

H(F) D12 L, G =Resp;r H £ $%. 2O E H 3 G OMIDERDT, i
B2 TR XS ICEHEIIERTH 2 Z o TWn5

Galois AHIIX 3 2 BEEEARIIROEHTEZ 5N 5.

EIE 21 (Beuzart-Plessis [4])
HERCRIIERE 7 € Irr(G(F)) W20 U CRITIVEBE mgeom (T, X) %

Moo (7 X) = / D¥(2)6, (2)x "\ (z) da
el (H/AH)

TEHRTS. 2FEL, Ay 3 HOHPLOBRAKSHN—F 2, D7 ix H ® Weyl |3
_QZ L, dx X Feu(H/AH) @J@Jﬁﬂtﬁ{ﬁﬂfﬁk'ﬂ‘% *2. x._@t % E*ﬁfﬁ: _t m(ﬂ' X)
mgeom(ﬂ-7X) 73))}5201'20

EH 21 OFEAICIZBFMBENEF AR (local relative trace formula) Zffi5. Zi
WOWTHBEICHAT 2. HBREE f . G(F) — C & Schwartz-Harish-Chandra B

BT,
flzg) = x(2)f(9), z€Za(F), g€ G(F)

i35, 1L Zg ik G oHbiLeROHT.
X HIC fIFRAER (cusp form) TH 2, i.e. G OB HEEP TP C G R
2HDIIHNLT, ZONXHRHEZ U 55

| fupdu=o,  gecr) (1)
U(F)
MDD EARET 5. D & ZHREF (relative trace) I(f, x) &

I(f,x) :/ / f(a ha)x (k) dhdx
H(F\G() JH(F)/(ZaNH)(F)

TEDS. ZOEMIHMIKT 2 ([4, Theorem 3.1.1)). HXMPFAKD IR ~ILE
(spectral side) Ie.(f, x) %

spec f X Zm 4 X tr )
TEDS. 17U, FUORIGHIRIIFE © € In(G(F)) THOISES x| 10 125

LWdDEbLED, 7V 131 ORMERKRZRDT.
%7z, %A (geometric side) lyeom(f, x) &

Loom (1) = / » )DH(x)ef(x)X—l(x) dz @)

RRELVERIE [4, §6.1] 2B



TEDS. 12720, GF) OIERIFEHEMITOES FOBE 6, 1%, f OFE XA HER T
(weighted orbital integral) & 3 5.
o &, ROFXRZRAHEMHAE WS,

EIE 22 (Beuzart-Plessis [4]) LR T, FRX

]geom(f7 X) = I(f X) = Ispec(f7 X)
N AIRVASH

AR 23 Beuzart-Plessis ®3EHH [4, Theorem 5.1.1] TlE, & h — IR R
(strongly cuspidal) 72 FRBRBIRL f 1o L TRAIOEBMAZ R L TWad. Z T,
f:GF) = COMRENTHZ iE, G OBIREAH P TP CG b b
LTMZZOD Levi it 322, X (1) BEED ge M(F) L THRDIZD
WS, ERBPOHLIIC TRABARSIMERN) THE I LIKERT S .

AR 24 EM 21 © 2 DHODOFHS (A7 FAADJER) & Plancherel A2 55 %)
WZL72p3S . ZD%E DRI A O CARE R 72 D13, il o R Z 7~ 5
DTTH5.

T GGP TAE DG TIEREMRHR I T 2 BEEEANRXVBBEZ 5. ThzeR
FTIIIREMERFAD DN S X 50 ART PVHIOEMAZRTRELD D, EH 22 D
AR PUVHIOFERH L D 5o L HEL W,

Galois EAHICH T 2 BEEARIE, EH 22 02 0EBII LN S.

EIE 22 = FIE 21 OFEHA

BEBCRAINEB € Irr(G(F)) DHUDIEEED x| 700 CHELWE T 5. KBl 1 D75
TS GEF)>CTf)A022bDE 1223, ZOLE fIFREFATH S
ZEIEET 5.

F72, m OFRXEZ d(r) eRbT L 0 =d(m)" ' f(1)0, DD LD ([4, Proposi-
tion 2.6.1]). ZHERMPIOER I(f, X) = Leom(f, x) IKRKAT S L

I(f,x) = d(m)~" f(1)mgeom(T, X)

BEoN5.

— AT, MR 7 € Ir(G(F)) L Tr 27 BoiEte(rV(f) =0THDH,
T~ 7 BoR te(rV(f) = dm)7 f(1) THZ. Liho>T, AXZ bLEID ERH
I(f,x) = Lspec(f, x) 225

I(f,x) = d(m)~" f(1)m(m, X)
MEoND. 202 00FEAZHET 2L m(T, X) = Mgeom(T, ) DIEHNS. O

AR 25 2 2T Galois AOHE OREHZZ I ZEH L7228, BIEM SN TV E
BHERRZ, TXTRIENHARORMME 2 227 PLVEIO B2 5B LTV 5.

FBERR AN 2 W S BERIE Waldspurger[33] K&k D BA Sz, 2D X I ICHEEDRRM HH L o 78l
HIlZ, [34, §2.5] T “cuspidale” DERIBEHDOREMDERL B 270 TH2 e Bbihs.



BAEIOERTH 2HFR (2) 13, TH 21 KB 2RMANEEEDERIIBWT,
Harish-Chandra #5612 0, Z B S Z#ERE T 0, TESHR 20 TH 5. ZHIBTE
HMHENTWEIRTOEFERARCHE T 2HFEXTHD, C.Wan [40] 13—D (G, H)
WX B RAMEEED ZDLSICLTELNZ EFTHLTWS.

(C) B: —figMk Shalika FHA

C.Wan & Beuzart-Plessis % [6] IZBWT, XD &k 5 KDL —Blb X hiz&%ET
Shalika FIADOEEE AR ZFHA L. $3C 2 F LOFDEMIERE L, G = GLy(C)
eBLHOBH Y HF) DfEE T %

a={(§ 3)|secr xech w(f ) =viretn)

TEDS. 12720, v & F OIEEERINEREEE L, tre: C — FIlZ C Oy L —
Ar$% ZOrE Bl e lr(GF) O (H(F),V)-JEH%Z—{t Shalika J&#H &
W, RHZ C = M, (F) O%EE 2.1 HiTwEF L7z Shaika HI —B$ 2 2 ¥ IR
5.

AR EEE DEFRD 7= 12, Harish-Chandra D ERICOW T S 2 ¥R T 5
DEMNDH B .

72 26 (Harish-Chandra [14]) z € G(F) ZH¥te L, g, 2 GBI % «
DFMEEE G, @ Lie BRE 5%, £/, XEFWE O C g,(F) LT jip &, #l
HEFETT D Fourier ZH#TEE % g,(F) L distribution £ 35%. ZD & = BIfRH
7€ r(G(F)) EEREFHE O C g, (F) LT, E cro(z) €C & g (F) B
F% 0 Dk w, T

<(zexp(X Zcﬂo X e w,

7T HDONFET S, Tk 2 12B1F % Harish-Chandra 812 0, DER 2 WS .
BRIRI m € Irr(G(F)) & BBt 2 € G(F) I LT,

c (SU) _ |Nreg(x)|_l ZOENng(x) Crr,(’)(x) G, DERHD & %
’ 0 Z LI

EBLL L, Ng(z) 13 g, (F) DIERIRNZFHEDESG & § 5. — Mt Shalika J&
HoEHEIIRTEZ o0 5.

EIE 27 (Beuzart-Plessis-Wan [6])
BERCRAIERIA € Irr(G(F)) 120 U TR EBE B mgeom (7, ¥) %

Mgeom (T, ¥) = / D (2)c () da
eu(Ho/An)

THERT . 2720 H OFE I Ho 13



TED, Ay 13 H OFRDLOBRRKDHE N —F 2, DI 3 H D Weyl HFIR¥ L, dz 1%
Fell(-HO/AH) @ﬁmti(ﬁﬂf;‘f}:‘?‘é ZD Z %, %?‘Efgi\\ﬁ m(w, \I/) = mgeom(ﬂ', \I/) ﬁsﬁ
HYRVASS

AE 28 Galois AHORMVEEE D EETIE, IO Harish-Chandra 1612 0, #
DDV DOHFICEHON TV, ZHUIRRAZIRSETH D, B GGP TGS
BEDHEDTRICIZEM 27 D X 51 Harish-Chandra 16D BRI LN S.

AE 29 CWan i [40] KBWVWT, XD X 5 kIR EE CRMNVEREDERY
5z, BEERKX L AN AR O FEZERL 7.

RGO F LOMBRERETH D, S8 H £ H(F) 05 x BT
(i), (i) DWFh o iz 5

(1) H 38872 G OIRERTHE.

(i) G OBYBIEDEE P ¥, 2D Levi #08E M, REHRE U BXUO M
DfFI 72 BRIB DT Hy TH - T, H = HoU %Wi/= L, x 1& Hy(F) ET
FBADD X|v e 23 U(F) OIBREIRIE L 72 5 & ODFET 5.

ARG TE K L7 Shalika B, Galois B, BT GGP F% &%, BEF TICERE
REDTRENTWBRHNENTID (i), (i) DB S2DOEMER L, [40] OFREIEZ
NOEFTRTOFBEICIEL W DI D BTN DS,

HEZTIRTPEIEI2D LN TV AMOFNIZDOWTIE, C.Wan [38], [39], Wan-
Zhang [42], [43], [44] & Beuzart-Plessis-Wan [7] ZZ&.

BEF. AR TR L BEEE AR ORI 2 5 DB T % BT, Waldspurger 12 X % —
DGR ([33], [34], [35], [36]) Zaetell r HiTh 7 2 BRI HEE L ZH 2 Rz L%
L7z, RIGRICODZ 5t I F— I EEW, BEHEOMMBEZBI a3 ULE R (REREE)
KRHLET. 57, AROTRICHZEL TF S o ZKHHER (EZABERE) 5
LELKOBERBMEZHOE L. ZoHBEMED TBILHEL LiIT%3.

R TRERVEBEGR & 2 D 2024, 1281 2 #iHB L CRHBITRAEDOKR
ZRE o, HEENDO=RE—IE (RERY), PREREREE (JUNKRE), ZILE
TRAE (BIURE) ITREH L E T
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