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ABSTRACT. AGIHIE, 2022 7 1 H 24 HICEZDHBHELIZANBEZ D L ICHE L DTH 5.
ARGLFHTIHIER] Hilbert €Y 2 7 —BRUSIFET 2 0N E L BIBOBEORWIEICDH 5 F M
(low-lying zero) D737 %, BFR 2 X L BABOFHREDEA DO EUC L TEET 5. 7, HA
BOF % 2 e THEBEEMN Y SZT 2002 85T 5.

1. P&

F 2 HRIEFREIEL U, Ap 2207 F—LEE T 3. 11% CLo(Ap) DI HRETI AL
TREERH 2 XORIRBOHRTHIC £ 5. ARETHENT 5HEE 2055, $310H
BUTOEEHTH 5.

Theorem 1.1. ([37], Rough version) MR E L BIELDE {L(s, Sym" ()} DIERWALIEIZ
H 5T 5 (low-lyng zeros) DT TIFBHRY R E LB Ko TRIARTE T, T 51

L(s, Sym?®(m))
L(1, Sym?(m))

DEALZ DT 788 DR RN SRR EILREEIC X o CilihRTRETH 5. 51T, r #£ 2
Fld s £ 1/2 DR T X 2ATHIMGD & HARCAE L 2 BEEBIC BT 20, r =20
D s = 1/2 DWFZT T ¥ X ATFIEGER D & BARITIZA T WEE BB BN, SFMEDRN
(symmetry breaking) 23 Z 5.

MFEDOTALE W5 BIEIIBEBEBIIERD S D HZ(LT 2 L WO BEKRTHWTED ., ¥
HA R LIEER L TRy, FoEEIZRIFEERICEDRS 5.

ARELETHMNT 28 5 1 OOHIE, LD low-lying zero DEAD ZHE T (Weighted
Density Conjecture) #1232 2 TH5. ZOFTRITD & b LH SN TV Katz, Sarnak
12 K 2% E T (Density Conjecture) ZHAD ZRICHBEZBLTHTH 2.

AFLHIZ6DODEN LK D, 2T TT VX ATHEFROEE & Katz ¥ Sarnak DZE TR
DVWTHR, 3FETIIEEFHOEMKFICOVWTE LD, 2T 3FIFFELEICOVTE LD
HDRDTHRELTH RV, 3D Theorem 1.1 1% Theorems 4.2, 4.3 ¥ L T4 EICF 2 /.
5 BETEEHDIFAHDOHENE Z 78N, 6 F T Fazzari DEHAD X 1 LJVEE (weighted one-level
density) (IZBI$ 2558, B XU Ade Irma Suriajaya £ 235 @ Dirichlet L BI¥DHE DFERIC
DWT b filn 7z,

1/2<s<1)

2. HETH

Riemann ¥ — & BAEDIEHAZE SO ERE Re(s) = 1/2 LIZL2KRWTH A 5 £ ) Riemann
TR, FBOAMLROEDD CH B ZOMMBETH-oT, INKTAAZEEDTHW LT

HAR KPP T AR sugiyama.shingo@nihon-u.ac.jp.



T BEECBWTH IL=7 2ABEMED 1 D LTEIEL, IR LTRERTH Y, 5% D
AR ZRET LIET 5725 5. 2@ Riemann TEZEL 20D 125D 7 A 77 & LT, Riemann
Y — X (s) 13BH % Hilbert 22 EOIERAR A X B1THIRER “C(1/2+it) = det(id—tA)”
BHORE 2 5 v PRI (Hilbert-Pélya F48!). Riemann ¥ — Z DT LIZ AR b L
WEIRD D 27255 80D ZOFHES b H A ARMBIRTH %73, Montgomery 7% [Riemann
¥ — 2 AR OE LR T OMKE (FHEERE R, pair correlation) & W(GUE)(z) = (Sm(mc))2 i
EEEBRE LTHO XML TWEEAS ) T L, Riemann T4 @ﬁii@?f%uﬁ
Mz 57z Odlyzko OBUEREERIC X % H57E H 15 & 1, BIfEIX Montgomery-Odlyzko D%
HIZy LTSN TWw3. W(GUE)(z) 1% Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE) ICET % 7 > &
A Hermite T DEHED BB (pair correlamon) ZRlilh S 2 EERTH 5.

Z T Katz ¥ Sarnak DTN L & 5. Riemann TS Z 0— i L %% 1 o1k
ZSD“C%O) BHONEBZEET2HDTHDH, Montgomery DAER S, F L DOMHBEBERZ EH D
REZZ oo ITRUETHRIC K> THAZ L WS BDTHS. TR LT, BRIFEKERIC
HWDDRETZEZLICT 2, AHABBOZERIE R LEETHREL 2720, L
BRI ERD T B Z ?:“Ciﬁ%ﬂ%‘&k BLENTEDS. ZOBREbBORTDVMNE
IO TNENEERET 2L ARY FUNRIERDAIRETH A 5 L5 DA Katz & Sarnak

DOTETH 5. Katz & Sarnak ﬂ\_J: 2t, LEBOMREZ 1 DEET 2L EZDRA Y N=T
b5 LEAROBERNMIBEICH 55 (low-lymg zero) DAL, AL HD T v X LMTHIDEH
EoRAmDOI e —HL, 7 /51 Af?ﬁ”?b’%ﬂib 205 DD EHMa Yy + Lie iz k2
2% —U,Sp,SO(even),SO(odd),0 TRE 27255, LD LTH 5.

Katz & Sarnak W2 ¥ & 275 EERZ B WHET. G(N) 2 5 DDOHa %7 b Lie
#H U(N), USp(2N), SO(2N), SO(2N +1), O(N) DWFhrr35. Ac UN)IZHLT, N
EDEHEE % (1<5< N) r&EF3. T

<O <l < - <Oy <27

YRBEIBATFOFTEL. 2L, X0, €[0,N) 2. £, AeUSp(2N) @h, AD
IN HOEHMEIR % (1<j<N) L ZhoDHEBHF 0 TRTILHTES. ZITR

001 < <...<0y <

LIRAFOTTEL. ol Lo e 0,N] 725, D 3 0DEREOBEICHRABICL
CTEBEOFADEREIAEETSH 5. EBE, SO2N) DR 26,0 < 91 < <Oy <)
ZIERxNRA L L, SORN +1) DR 1 BN TEHMETH D, %nuﬂ@ﬁ@@ﬁ
£ 0; OIERMLIE Y20, = 28419, (0 < 0 < - < Oy < ™) £ T 3. O(N) DR o,
(00 <--- <Oy <) %E%ﬁ{téhmﬁﬁa e Lﬁ&v

Nl c:; BEBULICE 5T, N = 0o &5 2 LEHIEDRAA Reg DHIZ L é/uﬁifu
TV 5. RRINDBESITHLTVIDONEFARZ e TES. L2 Xk
SHRADEMLATE L2 v BEL ZIZT 5 (A& gIEG(N) OHIZ zcdﬁﬁaﬂﬂb b’ %).

Katz, Sarnak @ [17, Theorem AD.2.2] 12X D, 5 /&\Aﬁ’ﬁ]@.ﬁﬂﬁ@fﬁﬁ LT

EIJONJW AD N ZHRKITRE L 7ML iLIZEﬁL EHEDRADTMHIZLL T D X 5123
ﬁéné.

Theorem 2.1 ([17]). ¢ : R — CIHMEEDORWT R ML T2 (H21F C.(Rso) DILFE 72
1 Reo ED Schwartz FAEITHIUIRW). Z D,

]\}gnoo fAeG(N) dA /AGG(N) Z (N : )\ ) = /ooo HOW(G)e)dz

LOdlyzko ® 7k — £ —31Z Hilbert-Pélya FAICHE T 2 EMNFENTH Y, ZAUTHT 2 BB BRI ATV
THEIBRZE V. FEHIE http://www.dtc.umn.edu/ odlyzko/polya/index.html % ZE H 1.

A B o TV AR TN TWARWDT, EMEIIE T TH 2. the Montgomery-Odlyzko law DER
TH5.




ZIZTdARG(N) DD 2 Haar HIETH D, BEBEL W (G)(z) ZUTO X5 citdzh s

1 G="1,
1o G,

W(G)(x) := {1 + siB21z G = SO(even),
1— 80212 4 5 G =S0(odd),
1+ 15 G=0.

KB, 6012 0 & R— M cHO Dirac 7L X HERTH D, 505 G1E G(N) KISLTHAE
5. FlZIEGIN)=UN)OBIEG=Ur LT3,

1999 £ @ Katz-Sarnak [18] DFEEREN (heuristics) 12 &k 2 ¥, L BIRDIE {L(s, A)}acr T &
W EARD 5 BEOHM Lie HEO 5 b OWTNHDXA 7 G = G(F) BFEL T, LBERDOED
EEDHIEEERW(G) TX-> TR TERZLEAS, 2D THS.

Katz, Sarnak IZBZICERL L TR TW AR TIERWOT LEHDBEE WS EVH HIE
BRTH5. HoDOTHEMNZH > TR DI, SEZBEZORNRE T2 L % ad hoc
TREDHEIPHFELTEL.

Definition 2.2. LB IZIRAF A ZROBEK L(s,A) THo> T, LTOMEZHZTDHD
&9 5.
o Euler ¥R

d
L(s, A) = [ [{] [0 = epsp™) 7"}

p j=1
ZFDH, Re(s) > 1 THOMINR T 2D 5. 22 TdIBEMp ITFSLBRVIEDEE
TH5.
¢ 0> 0DHFHELT, FROFEMp LERD j € {1,...,d} LT, |ap;| < p’ 2D
A=

o L(s,A) 13 C LRI & U CIEHTERT S 4L, (78K (order) 13 1 THB. T I ThH
B BB KEE LTOMBD Z T

log log max|—, |L(s, A)|

:= lim su
r r—)oop log T

TERINS. (HIHERED e > 0 LERDOTIRE R 710 LT max—, |L(s, A)| <.
Y BBBND p L LTHERTET, LOFERLFAETH 2.

o d HDOERBDM (/tj)?zl € CL eHErHED 1 D ey € C (i, |eq] = 1) ELIEDE
BNA > OBFELT, L(s, A) == {T]0_ Tr(s + 1)} L(s, A) b B & & BRER
L(s,A) = ea NP L(1 =5, A) DIHILT .

DRI GL, (Ag) DEEXY isobaric REIRBID A X > & — RRE LK ZEL LS5 1Cad
hoc ICEREXNdDTH 3. HlZ1F Saito-Kurokawa UV 7 + D L BIEUZ Riemann ¥ — X
Bo> 7 2HFIFEODT, 20 LEHOERIZHALITER Re(s) = 1/2 D ELSMZEE
WKHEEST 2. 250V o HEZNMKT 2, FELOREEZmLT LERD Y SATIIETES
b LW, BHEDE 25 Selberg 7 7 ARG Selberg 7 7 2D LAY D X512, L
BEEUR AT EGREV I S YL BB IEER T 5T W B 23, low-lying zero D731 Z 5L § 5 IR
DY L EBOBEEZRET S Z 3L W B, low-lying zero DEL ST Y7 L B
BomrsEd AL LTI, sEHRE A7 Sarnak, Shin, Templier O [34] 255 5.

Iwaniec, Sarnak {2 & o TEA SN f#HTHVET (analytic conductor) Z 2 ZTHEALT
BL . LUFOEHE Iwaniec, Kowalski DA [15] D 5 HESHIILTWVW5

Definition 2.3. L B9 L(s, A) DfENTHVET (analytic conductor) %

d
Qa={J[B+Iu} xNa
j=1



TERT 5.

N4 @D Z &% conductor &FERZ & 235 2203, RHTHVETF ¥ XBI$ % 7292 Ny 2 REAVE
F (algebraic conductor) EFERZ & 03B 5. HRIZ K o TUFERNDERK 31T 1 27-72D
THILBHHL, ERETHLTVEILEHD.

FERTREFOF Y LTiE, Bz A = y 23 mod g DJRIAERY Dirichlet $81272 512, Q4 =
B+10)g < g TH3. TZTs € {0,1} & x(—1) = (-1)% TEHRXN 3. bz
A= fOEZ L LUV N OBHIATEARTH > CTERL X 72# Hecke BB HEAT
B5%5,Qa=B3+5N)B+ N < k’N TH 5. LEBOEE {L(s)}rer TIE%L
{L(s, A)}aer £FEHL XD LTV S DI L BI%D Dirichlet FEER R A - REIRE TR
AFOFoNDE I ZEHRLTVWEINHTH L. TOBIFITHBWTI, Dirichlet FE R
R (LEBOFZAFOILTHS ) LEoThDdd Lt

X T, low-lying zero @ 1 L N)VEE (one-level density) ZEAL XS5, SR) Z R LD
Schwartz ZER1 ¥ L, ¢ € S(R) @ Fourier Z#i% (&) := Jp d(z)e 287 dy TERLTHL.

Definition 2.4. LB L(s, A) D 1 LOVEE D(A, ¢) 1IZITD X 51K SN 3. supp(e)
WAV RT M THDEIBREED ¢ € S(R) I LT,

DA ) =30 (%v) .

ZITp=i+iv 3 L(s,A) OBEALUEZEREAALTH DL T 3.
Remark 2.5. (1) L(s, A) ® GRHIZEL TVWRWVDT, v IFEB LIRS LV O

HeTF, ¢ DHIZ Yy BA>TWS. supp(d) B2V RZ b THZ XS5 ¢ € S(R) 1&
Fourier RERARIC X o T C LOBBEBICHRICILRTE 20T, ¢ KHEHKERAL
THERERD. Lo TI L NVEEOERICBLT GREESEE Lz, b
A supp(¢) BV RT FTHB X957 ¢ € S(R) Z C LOEBIRITHIRL 72 D
1% Paley-Wiener BT H 2 DT, 7 R + B%IZ Paley-Wiener B TH 2 2 5> Td
Hu,

(2) ¢ BRBPBELILZDT, 1 LNVEBIZHES T 2 FRAIREMSLNVERZITITHS. 2
DELED S, ARWIEICH 2 FE A (low-lying zero) DEERZEALTWAEdEZHN
5. Z5WVoLHIEITED, DA, ¢) 1d L(s, A) D low-lying zero D 1 L ~N)LEE & I
N3 5.

(3) 7V X LMFHIFERTERE L EBMEOAHOWEERICENT, ¢ OHIC &£ 2 X7y
DRADIERICR TR Do/ Z 2 TRVWHZS. ZOEMRLEFICE-T, BED
&9 EEEORA DM (average spacing) 25 1 ICIEMLEhTw3. Fik, LHE
BOBEDEER, 24 v 5 AR T & o T, BAOFEMFED 1 ICERLS
NTWBeEX 5. 24Uk L(s, A) 2 Twaniec, Kowalski @ [15, §5] DEKRTO L B
THAUL [15, Theorem 5.8] D

N(T,A) :==#{peC|L(p,A) =0, 0<Imp < T}
T T\¢

=— {log <—> + log QA} + Oa(logT)
s e

LWV S BRDERDEHE NN HBERHFIRETH 5 (GL,(Ag) D isobaric (REIRH D
ARV X —F LEBOEE 35, §4.4]).

LB LEBORZAFOLZEREEFOIL e L, UTRIRET 2: LEES F X
F=U2  Fj LW RERD, ERED j I LT F; < oo THD, limj o Fj =00 THS
BIZEF;={AeF|Qa=jt DX54%dD). Katz, Sarnak D FHRIUTOEY TH 3.

3Neukirch O¥IAFRDZA [28] DI IV % §3, p. 283 D [EHHOHRAFEEKRL LRI LICF 2] LW HiHE%E
Hithe X€ 5.



Conjecture 2.6 (%E T (Density Conjecture for F)). L BIDE Fiexf LT, 5 BED
Ho x4 7 G(F) e {U,Sp,SO(even), SO(odd), O} DIEFEL T, supp(¢) B3I > %7 M TH S
X RMEED ¢ € S(R) &:im,“c 1 LAV E DN ORMRIFINGE L,

Jim 2 3" D) = [ SaW(GF) )

JAe}‘
ERBTHAD.

HETRICEST 5 G(F) &2 F XX A4 7 (symmetry type) & FEA.

Katz, Sarnak [17] \ZB8A Loo¥ — X% - L BB ER L, BEREE L EAEDORAD
EEOEMMEE BoT W03 (cf. [18, §4]). HlZX, F, EO@BEMEHR C O&FRE — X B
Zo(T) DIRDZRB M BT 2L, ¢ ¥ C DR g(C) 2T & B oo ITRI T &, Sp A
5. ¥z, BEARF,(X) Lot E % 1 D[EE LT, E=vy 7 T square-free 7;4@5(71

DEHNXA D SEE 5 2 RFERE xa ZEND LD L ) %{L(T,E®xa)}a DHER, q
& n 2T oo ITRUI L 22FHIT, SO(even) 52 SO(odd) HC72 5.

Katz, Sarnak I3 HEME EO¥ — X DRI LT, BRODED T > X 2THIRERD 5
AL2HD—HTZ2LVIMRZEZTED, B0 OKIEE LD L B DS E 1 LRI
SHISN TV 72, B0 OKRIEAE LD L BED low-lying zero D3 ICE L THAEH S
NTVBHERD—H %, RDETAHTNL.

3. HE T B

Hl & 4 PV EEYIZ P, Katz, Sarnak DT D 370 BAFNIBEIET 1 28 Hod o
TV, HISH TV BRERIZ TN E VW a > 018t LT Tsupp(¢) C (—a, a)) DA%
2T oL TEZALNZBDENDTHS. +R— DOV A XICHET 2 5H1E GRH 2]
FELTHRBIZIIANELRZVODETIRTHS. 3BAALELEDESICa> 029/ E{Ho7
CLTH 1 LVEEONRMIZIEEATH D, 3 R— T DOFEIRIN TV & LTHEIL

LLTETRTHZDT, FiED LS5 a>0 %: 5 E LB Z e THRLNBHEIEE WL DR
3 5. low-lying zero DR HICEAT 2 ERIZZSXAD D, TRTEFNIETEZDIEIKRELD
T, FIDTHIDPEZ ohiziml & —RINRRETERINZRIITE > THENTS. a>0D
REXIZOWVWTHHEMET 3.

Dirichlet L BBDBEIUTD 2 o3H 51 TW5S

Example 3.1. (1) Hughes, Rudnick [14] 1335 ¢ 1235 % mod ¢ DIEH Dirichlet 5
FEATRS % Dirichlet L BIEKODME {L(s,x) | x # 14,mod ¢}, ZEHE L. 2ZT1,
¥ mod q ® BIAEIETH 3. low-lying zero DEE L W (U) Tiedh X5 DT, jﬁfﬁ
RAFIFZUTHS.

(2) Rubinstein [33] i 2 X Dirichlet L BIDME {L(s, xa) | X/2 < |d| < X}x>1 BZFHE
7z, TIZT xqd mod d DIFHRHY 2 KAGIETH D, d 3EAHHIXZ2EF DL “9“%
Z DR, WM& A T Sp TH B

RITHEHAEY 25 —THRUHBET 2 2 & > & — FMRE LB E 2N T 5. Sp(Do(N))mew
ZEZ k, LUV N DM A A THAD R $2M e U, ERLE N7 Hecke EHE XA 5 7%
% Petersson NAEICEI 3 2 ERXEE % Bi(N) £ 5.

Example 3.2. (1) GRH QRED T T Iwaniec, Luo, Sarnak [16]1& {L(s, f) | f € Bj:(N)}rn
BHEHR LIz, TIZT N idsquare-free RIEEBZEI & L, K IZIEOBEZEIC &5
. k,NOFTZEFEL TS KOLIGZE»L TSRV, ZOR, MHXA 7130
TH5.
(2) Lo L E#DEZBEEXDOTFE (root number) 12X > TUTD 2 DI2nEIT 5.

{L(s, f) | f € Bg(N), e(1/2,f) = e}pn
(772l ee {1,-1}). TDKie = +11T0F 28 L BIELDRE IR 2 A 753 SO(even)
WD, e= -1 2R% L BIEOBEIZNIZ A4 753 SO(odd) 1275 5.



ZORERITEE 0 o RIBE LD LB LTI TEZ o NBITH D, ZEEN L
Dirichlet L BIEDI5E DG5S 1E Iwaniec, Luo, Sarnak DGR X D %)f‘f‘zkﬁofﬂjﬁ)ié nTwv
%4,

ZZETTHEEDEHRa Y b Lie HEO TR THHAFI- /2. B2 AIZ Iwaniec, Luo,
Sarnak [16] & GRH OfRE D FC, XHF5 2 X L BB {L(s, Sym?(f)) | f € Bi(N)}en b
EELTHD, COBSIEMEZA 75 Sp TH 5.

R L Eﬁ@l@bﬁk%@ LCidfticd xR PH N T B0, IEHEY 2 7 -0y
BORRZ I d — MR RERE IR L2 b @ & U TIZLUT @ Shin, Templier [35] 233 5.

Example 3.3. Shin, Templier [35] (3REUE F_EOESEHIRERE G 12t LT, G(Ap) DR
BIRHO LEABEERE L. 2T GF @ R) BEERCRIIER 210 & W S REHN TR
DTIREL THL . B2 GL2, GSpay, SPap, W< 2D p, g 103 2 RIRELEE SO, 4 1T
DIRE & 7237, GLy (n > 3) 1& 2 ORE Rz S 730,

E% GFoC) OBIRBINERTREY =4 M EHITH b0 L, n% F DIEL nkk
ATFT7NET 5. RERBOBE UTE Fen 2 5. ZHUT G(Ap) DB A R X NAREIFE
Bl = 7o @ in THo T, TAF AT AN oo ENFET 2 LTy M IZEEN, B

Wﬁpwmiwm”¢0%ﬁt?%®é%t?% 22T K(n) lEL~ubn O EERESBET
H5.

r: G — GL,(C) ZBEK L ¥E[FAIC, r 1% G @ Langlands RO “G 0 BAALTEO A5 R4
G ETIAMPL TS (0F D r(G) #1). I 2 Langlands BFMFEREZRE L, r 10
T2V 7747 %FALHEEr TEL LTS, r(r) OEFIET X4 BT IR
FMHIRES 5.

O, (RE L B DR { L(s, 7, 7) }reFe,, D low-lyng zero DEFEZ § Ecldn % “HERAIC
RIET” &, WX A TG, 187 %. 2D G, 1& Frobenius-Schur indicator s(r) € {0,1,—1}
DfED 0,1, -1 DRICZENZh =R ) =M >V TV T 49 70 BN 5.

Remark 3.4. (1) s(r) =0 DFIC G, =U, s(r) =1 DRI G, =Sp &2 Z LIFHES

DAGRD B3 203, s(r) = —1 DFIZ G, 53 SO(even), SO(odd), O D 300)_15";?”

DHIBEDOLICKEZDETED» SR, ZOREIZT 2 RO Fourier 241 ¢ @
A= [-1,1] ED/hEnZ LIERT 5.

(2) FEAHZ FL 2 ¥, HIGBIE T 2 RHURI 7 13 A XL T2 TH discrete THIUIR

V. EEDREY = A4 MIIEHITH 20203750, E DIRE Y = 4 PHIEHITH S &

W RGER, RS T X — & —D— 0 MmiER 2 Arthur DEFARD 538 L FHTHET

B3, Zhd, RURTIOMZ EFHIEOIELA DN L Stone-Weierstrass O EFL %

o THARD T A bR Z ZIHIR ((ERFENC X D spherical Hecke B & [A]—#HT

= 2IR) 2 O EG O BEBERNCIR TE R WA S TH 5. low-lying zero IZIGHT 3

BRIEM AR DT R MBS HKXOHIR TH > THHEDLLRVOT, RERHOKZ L

THIEOEAR T OIFEMITHNER .

Siegel AL R DIHZETIZLLT D 2 DDFERBF SN TN S

Example 3.5. (1) Kim, Z#, (LA 21] ZE XD (ky, ko) TLNADERFFDET(N)
T®H 2 GSpy(Ag) LD Siegel # R TR T 2 A% > & — N LBIE{L(s, f,Std)} s
LAY —)v LEBDIE{L(s, f,Spin) }y ZEE L7z, {L(s, f,Std)}f OXFRE A 71&
SpTHH, {L(s, f,Spin)}y DRFEZ A TIXOTH 3.

(2) Kim, £, LA 23] 1%, EXDERR (K1, ... k) TLNADESFREAEETD(N) TH
% Spy, (Ag) L Siegel H A TTERITHTF 2 2% v & —F LBIOWE{L(s, f,Std)} %
ERL. n =20, ZOBEDOMNITZ A T1ESpTHS. Arthur @ endoscopic
classification %> Tu % 728, BUR T conditional R E H R 2°.

4L75)L7<£i1§6, WED T L 7Y > b AR X N7 IERE R BT % EF A 5 720,
SArthur DWW DOHDRFERTL 7V > FH32022 45 7 HIFETY 2 WKHNHXN TRV, FEEIT con-
ditional 7 £2 2. U ko T2 2HIENDH o700 Lt W, BUKTIE folklore 72 & b .



Remark 3.6. Shin, Templier DFERT G = GSpy, Spy, & LTH Kim, E#, (LN DFERIE
Johizwv. EEE, Shin, Templier IZRBIRB ORIy %2, BEECRYIRB 2 &8 L7 v b
DHTEI2 L TW5. —7 T Kim, A, ILNOHEZE, RERFDOERM 703D 5 EE S
T IERIBERCRYIERIICZ 5 X S HIR U TRILERIR 28 L T\ 5.

PLEO#ERIZ Dirichlet f8IERHEMEY 2 7 — B, BLUBEHEY 2 7 —FRomXTlt
WCH7z 2RO LEBICBII25DTHS. RITKITHK S DI Maass TE3 (JEIERIZZ 23
FERNTZ 77> 7 Y OEERR) OBETH L, 2hdtariohTng.

Example 3.7. (1) Poincaré £ FH LD L LTD Maass 7 2 TTHROGEL Al-
poge, Miller [2] 23, 7L L)L D Maass JERUISH LT GRH DIRED FTAX > X —
R LEBODBEZARY IV T ARY N (575> 7 v OEFEERERKICRIET) T
ERELTWS. MHZ A 7120 THAB. Alpoge, Amersi, Iyer, Lazarev, Miller, Zhang
(1]  Maass ERORA X v X — F LEIBOBEZESE L TED, TITELNLNH1L
EAFIR 57200 square-free DHE - TH D, MIREEEICOWTH AR P I AT X
R FEVNLTARY b (LR ZERKRICRET) OmADBEE SN TV 5.

(2) Goldfeld, Kontrovich [11] i% Ramanujan conjecture & GRH DIRED T, GL3(R) L
D Maass 7 A 7RO L BBEOWE {L(s, f,r)}; BARZ FIATART FTEEL
Jz. 2ZTr=5td,Sym? Ad TH 3. MHx A FZZzh2z2h U, U,SpTH3. BRA
12, 7 A bEEELD Fourier ZH#D ¥ K — b+ 2/ & { 41U Ramanujan conjecture DR
EEHNTeNTES.

(3) Matz, Templier [27] & GL,,(Ag) LD spherical 7 2 ¥ X ARBIRIED L BBIDIE
{L(s,m,7)}x ZFE L. ZZTridStd, Sym? A2, AdTH 5. r = Std DI, n =2
12 FATHIED SRETE 2 XIS E A X070, n > 3DRHIUTHS. n =2
DEfE SO(even), SO(odd) £ 782 A XY X —F LEBOBELEZSNTWVWS. n>3
DEAEE r = Std, Sym?, A2, Ad IR L TRFAZ A4 F13ZHheh U, U, U, Sp 5.
CC, N REZBRn 23 2R LTV, Ln=27sHE 2K LEBIIRIIRE
WELT((s) IR, BRZ BRI BN HETH 5.

AERFIC 3725 T, r = Sym?, A2 DFHZ [ L(s, 7, Sym?) & L(s, 7, \2) BE RO X 5 7%
BRI A 2 & ZNARIRB 7 3RO TN TE S bW ZE 2 RIREDNDHZH3,
NZERTEIC, Arthur @ endoscopic classification % {# - T, 3 ZFFRE LIRS >~
TV T 4y 7 BED spherical IR RIRBIOIZ FIFICiE € 5. ZOHE71E Example
3.5 (2) T3t 7z X 512 conditional & 2 3.

(4) Ramacher, ##l [31] 1Z GL, DAHENX G = GL1 (D) ORURIIDOA X > X —F L4
BOBEEERLTNWS. 22 TDIEQLOHLIAEATH - T, BREATHRL, 15
Bin (RITHn?) TH 2 (20K G(Q)\G(Ag) iZa ¥ 7 +Th3). M4 7k
n =272 BERE (0, SO(even), SO(odd) DEND) THH, n>3 DRI UTH 3.

R L B D RIS % low-lying zero D% E O unconditional 7 3E AL, BIEH SN
TW AR D Tl Kuznetsov FVAR & Arthur IR (AR 10k 2dDTH 5.

L BAE0% BRI A U 72 BRI Riemann ¥ — X D> 7 McBILTa X ¥ & L7z,
R L BA%L)Y Riemann ¥ — X O > 7 F 2 805 E, CAP REIHBELTW2 22 0H
D, BMARDARY L34 RiZEHN S CAP REEILEOFTH RV WS EHRB DL b
% GSpy, Spy, PFETEHE XN TS ([21], [23]). CAP RIRICHEET 2 L BB NN
LB OMHAICEENTWTSH, CAP RIAD L D low-lying zero IZHNR» 54T %
E5% L BEROBEOFTCIE—RIIEHTEZ 2008 LKW,

4. R E L BRI S 2 T

COETEEHEZARNDH, ZOFNIHIRE LEAMZEALTHL. ¢ 2R BT 5.
B (q) 3 Sk(Lo(g))"Y DIERLE N7z Hecke FIHERD LR 2 EREETH o722 2 AN
HLTHEL. Bi(q) O&EE f O Fourier RE {ar(n)}n & f(2) = 0% ap(n)e?™ ™ TED
5. fICAIHES 2 2% > & —F L B$E Fourier £33 Dirichlet I TEF XN, 2D L B



1% Euler % #.

L(s, f) = Z ns-(i](ck—(—nl)w = H(l — p%af(p)p_s + lq(p) p—2s)_1

n=1 p
([T~ ™) 0~ B~ x (1 - ' ap(@)a™) 7
P#q

Z 2T 1, & mod ¢ ® BAAZ Dirichlet 8 TH D, {ap, Bp} W& f D p ITBF B HER T X —
R—TH3. ZORE, WFENE LB

L(s, Sym’ (£)) == { ] det(1rs1 — p~Sym" ([ 5, 1)1} x (1= {7 ag(@)} q™*) "
p#q

TEHIND. ZTIT 1y & r+ 1 KEAATHIT, Sym” : GLy(C) — GL,41(C) 1337 >~
INRBTH 5. EET A P TEANOBRZEIKE LT, L(s,Sym"(f)) 1& C Lo H ARG
ELUTHITERSNT, s & 1 — s BT 2BBER 2RO Z e hroTWnd. k=2
D RiAY Harris, Shepherd-Barron, Taylor [13], k = 3 OIS Gee [9], =D k > 2 DS
Barnet-Lamb, Geraghty, Harris, Taylor [4], Hilbert € 2 7 =D& 72 & Barnet-Lamb,
Gee, Geraghty [3] DIfFEH 5. TL A 72— LTIk, ®miltiZ72 - T Newton, Thorne
[29], [30] 2% Sym” (f) DEFRAEMEZFEHL /26 24U X b, 7 23 GLa(Ag) D non-CM 7% BEH 7
AR NARBIRILC, 1 Hecke EHTER [ € Sp(To(N),w) IZHIET 2D T 5. ZDR,
Sym” (7) 1% GL,41(Ag) DA A Y XIARRIRBNC L 5. BT, L(s, Sym” (f)) 3EERTH 5.

FADPERLTVWEBHEY 25 —FBREN =q¢ (FH) THH, w=1,20T, REGEE
(automorphic induction) & L TIEELHRV. XoT, MADSHBRERET 258X HICHEME
Y 27— iE non-CM TH b, SR E L BRI TH 5.

Cogdell, Michel [5]\2® % & 512, MR E L BED Archimedes K FR DI FICBIT 5
JRFT L ®AF, BB D IRINCEER T2 Z 8 CTE 5. fITHIET 2 0 A XNV RRIRBID
Archimedes X771 PGLy(R) Ofii/h O(2) 24 7 k OBERCRFIEB Dy TH D, {%ﬁ”i%fﬂwﬁ
IR RIEHEE g DA TH L. RARID ¢ TORS @ﬁﬁﬂi%fﬁ Stow x THB. T TS, &
GL,(Qq) D Steinberg KBIT, y 13 Q) DRDIHFIRT x* =1 2T D ZT% x & 2R
L HEEETH 5. x(q) € {+1} @1@? YEEBDT, v Z2O0DBEMLIEN. £,
g 2ag(q) = x(q)g™/? B 32O

GL,(R) D JRFT Langlands ¥ IG% W3 ¥ GL,11(R) OB Sym” (Dy) &

B2 D (r: &)
r o =0 (2j+1)(k—1)+1
Sym" (D) {Sgnr(kl)/Q B (i "2 Dojeotypr)  (r : EER)

eird. Lo,
H(Hl /ZFR(5+2j LlR(s + 14 25572), r : AL,
I‘R(S—I—MT)HT/ rR(s+(zj+1)k21)rR(s+1+(2j+1)%),r;{%éﬁz
Y%, 2Ty = 0,/90ad € {0,1} 13 r/2 BSFEDERHC 1, /2 HEBOKZ 0 TH 2.
GL,,(Q,) 1&x3 2 JFT Langlands Xf5% V2 &
Sym"(St2 ® x) = Sty41 ® X"
£7%. 22T Stpyr (& GLry1(Qq) @ Steinberg K TH 5. ¢5, € {£1} &

(r-1)/2

e i={ [ a®DEDHeas 1)y ()
=0

Loo(s, Sym"(f)) := {

6Thorne 1% Z DIIZEIZ & - T 2022 4E12 New Horizons in Mathematics Prize # 28 L7z. ZOEIZEFE 7L
A 7 ZN—E IR TV A4 7 20 —HIKRD» 615323 DTH 5.



LERT B, TTT Oy paq Er BTHORIC 1, r IO 0TH 3. x(¢)” = {¢" ¥ 2as(q)}"”
DT ef, & classical HIRRERD 7 — £ @&“Ciﬁ' 5Z2IHFEELTEL. UEo®FED

b LT, L(s,Sym’ (f)) = Loo(s, Sym” (f)) L(s, Sym”(f)) B &,

L(s,Sym"(f)) = e5,-(¢")**L(1 — 5, Sy’ (f))

S BIREER 2RO, 0 ISR E L BERORBIVETIR " TH 5. BTET IR
E,j &\— = UMC QSymT(f) k2[r/2 q & 75: 5.

HADEHEICH T 2 FEEZARZHNC, FTREFEH L BT 2 7-DICEADOWTHR
W1 LAUVEREIZEES % 2011 £ O Ricotta, Royer DFER [32] A TAS. k> 2 2B L,

I(k—1)
(4m)F= 1L f112
EBL. 7EHE f D Petersson /L AD 2T TH 5. wy iFFAMIEA (harmonic weight) & FFHE
ns.

Theorem 4.1 ([32)). BIRINCEZ 503 8> 0 BEEL T, supp(d) C (=8, ) &3
BED¢eS(R)IXLT,

1
lim —=——— Z wyD(Sym"(f /qb
gro0 ZfEB;ﬁ(q) wf FEB(q)

Wy =

MR D IO, T ZT,
G {O (r: )
TToSe (r: %
TH 3.

ZDLRILTARY M 2R DFIZ, Giilloglu [12] A% 2005 Fi2 GRH DIRED T T
LAV, BX k= 0o DIRXETEI 7T ARY FEHFEL TWEZ BB TEL. BEOHE
SEEREET L E we BIHETH 205, GRH ZRET 5 & wy, DEAERFIZE DR Z
EMNTES ([12]). o T, FORREEADONTOE WS EDIEER L A S,

, S EE S NT R E L R L(s, Sym” (f)) @ low-lying zero DEAD ZHEIZT
DEOICFEARTES.

Theorem 4.2 (Weighted one-level density for r # 2 [37]). kI TEL>6 T 5. r #2
ZIREL,1/2<s<12F53. COB, BHRNICETS o > 00 TEEL T, supp(d) C (—a, )
B TIEED ¢ € S(R) X LT, LUFAALD LD,

)

(s, Sym*(f))

1
lim E =
=00 L(s,Sym*(f) (1 2
! ZfEB (q) L(l Ssz(f)) fEB (q) ( Sym (f))

=30 - 5 00 = [ s

Theorem 4.3 (Weighted one-level density for r = 2 [37]). k &;ﬂ%?ﬂl“@ k=695, £,
r=2t3%. ZOF, ERNICETS a> 0 DFELT, supp(¢) C (—a,a) Ziili7z3EED
¢ € S(R) X LT, LLTFHE D LD,

D(Sym”(f), )

. 1 L s, Sym?
qlggo L(s,Sym2(f)) Z El Sym2E§;§D(Sym2(f)’¢)
ZfEB"(q) L(l Sym2(f)) feB;; (q) Y

_ {@(o = Jx @)W (Sp)(2)da (
50) - do +2 M ledw—JRcb (@)W (x)dz

A

<),

).

VR ST

TRV



10

(
(
A

W(2) =1+ sin(27z)  2sin’(nx)

2mx (mx)2

r=200s5=1/20KHCRD J > X 2THECTHE L 72 5 MEOBEEBEBO U 4T
BESRVHDONHEND ZEDBHL L o T,

RN X512, ERoE I Hilbert €Y 2 5 —BROFETHMD 1o, FIFHR
RIEFERIMAET2 € QM F ORTREDNHBTZDDET D, k = (ky)yjoo 135 ky DHEELT
ky 26835, g3 FOBEBERD 0 TIRWHEA 77T 5. i(q) Z, PGLy(Ap) DR
HAEZNARURIITH - T, 7 DIERK DD Wy Di, , BT (conductor) 25 q TH2 D&
T%. 2 ZTHETFL Casselman D local new form DFHFHIZ X » THRHEBINCER I NS B
DET 5. 1 (q) BEZ k, LUV Do(q) OJFEAGHY Hilbert A 2 7RRITHE T 2HEETH D,
BHEY 2 7 -EROBED B} (q) D Hilbert €Y 2 7 —BRRTH 2. ZOKE, LIFHHD
.

Theorem 4.4 ([37)). BIRINCE Z 513 a > 0 HFIEL T, supp(¢) C [—a,a] ZiELTIE
BED¢cSR)IIXFLT,
T 2
N(h)m %( —— 3 é(& :me(r))
—00 s,oym~ (7w
q ZWEUZ(CI) m mell (q) (17 ym (71'))

BT 2 RO ARB D 0. 7272 L, L(s, Sym’ (1)) D r > 5 ORI E T 5.

FHQ RSB n—DRERDLE D L(s, Sym” (7)) OFEFTIIME I Sym” () OfFH
D BHES . R, r = 2 DE#HE Gelbart, Jacquet [10], r = 3 DK#E Kim, Shahidi [20],
r =4 OFHE Kim [19] 12 X o TEFIHEI TV 3. r > 5 OFRHE— D F o U Tid 25
HzohTuwiw.

Remark 4.5. FEHD o ZUTO XS ICEEINCEHE T 2. dp =[F:Q Bk, a2 LT

1 {; (if min, ky > dp + 4)
ey

T(T’minv kv2—d3F—S+2dF 7mm”2}fi“1;378 (lf 6 < minv k?'u g dF + 3)

Nehd, ZOR0<a<1ThHb.

Theorem 44 Ts =1 32N Eo CTEARFIE 1 42D, Hilbert Y 2 7 —HR
DHEEDBEBHED 1 LNVEEZETLT LI EMNTES.
Remark 4.6. Hilbert €Y 2 7 —EROHHICH OGN TV AHERIZUTOEBD TH 3.
(1) Liu, Miller [26] & GRH DIRED FTTARX Y X — K LBOBEEZERZL TV, 5
W FORBEED 1 EWORED LTED, BEXHFITT, L UL square-free £ 7
TNHEWVIFRETHML TS,
(2) Shin, Templier [35] D —MHILAERZEH T % & Hilbert € 2 7 —ER D5 E OF
RHMB[Ee P TEL. FERERBIE, G =PGLy &L, L% I(q), LHEREZ
Sym” : SLy(C) = GL,41(C) ¥ 35 & 1 LVEEORIRIE 6(0) — 25 g (0) v 7z
%. Frobenius-Schur indicator i s(Sym”) = (—=1)" 2D T, ZRHIOKH £ —F L T»
%. 7272 L Shin, Templier ® L XU To(q) TR,

SHOFETH2EHADE 1 LNVEEOWFIL, HEHFHIT L MR E L BBINTIZLL
TOHLNA TS,

Remark 4.7. (1) #HEY 2 7 —FEARDEHEIC 2019 F1 Knightly, Reno [24] 2355 L
JEADE L LAVVEERATALD. v % mod D ORI E 7213 2 Kk LT
q— 00T oL, ARV X —F LEBDIE{L(s, )} jep; (g) P low-lying zero D 1 LN
WVEIZ L(1)2, fox) DEAZDITZ L, x B2 RORHIHIHZ 4 o5l T < O
7203, x DYEHBHDBHINIR 2 4TI Sp I b3 5. I L(1/2, £)L(1/2, f 2 x)
DEAZ DTSR > TOTIDRDIIMK A 7 biEH L IZRLD Spiciks.

D(Sym" (), ¢)

o =



(2) Siegel EY 2 7 —FROHEITIE, 2012 £ D Kowalski, Saha, Tsimerman [25] & &
2EHITARY FOBE @ﬁ}hﬁlfﬂfoﬂfb\é F 72, 2015 SO Dickson [6] 12 & %
GRHODRED FTOEX 7 ZARY b LALT ARY FOHEDHESHHN TV S
Kowalski, Saha, Tsimerman DFERDO BB B &, f 2EE k, 7L LD GSp,(Ag)
LD Siegel # A TR 5 2, {L(s, f,Spin)}; D low-lying zero @ f ® Bessel J&]
RS X 2 HADEIRHDONMEA F1E Sp &5, EdHE THAEZDT S Z & TEE
W (Sp) 127> TW\W2 2, EAZDFRIFIUIEEIT W(0) TH21E377) & (25
pp. 337-338] THNTW 3.

Z Z°T, f D Bessel AIZAEANC LBIOHIMEL(1/2, f, Spin)L(1/2, f@x_4, Spin)
2725722 5 £\ 5 Bécherer FPREZBWHT &, ERLE L BROHIMEOEAD E 57
MeAidsd LA BEADE L LNLVEEDWNIRRZA T2 SpilioTLES I L
3 Bocherer FADAL D SLDARMTH % ¥ [25, pp. 337-338] TERINATWS. &B
Bocherer PAUIRITICI: o THIEE, A [8] 12 &k o TAEAR G A 57z,

—7, BADDWTRWVEED 1 LVEEONIA A4 7130 TH 5. Z4ld Kim,
EHW, ILNOREE [21], [22] KX 2DDTH . Siegel TV 27 —DHEFILLAE
ADOEDIE D DICHFFL X 17z, Knightly, Reno I3H X TEAZ DT TERL 24,
Kowalski, Saha, Tsimerman \FEAZDIF722 W5 XD bEANHERDI - /2DT
H5.

Theorems 4.2, 4.3 £ Knightly, Reno O#i53R & Kowalski, Saha, Tsimerman D558 % BT,
EEX (EHTFIRV) PRZEELL. MTo@EbE LTl

Conjecture 4.8 (EHAD ZHEETHE (Weighted Density Conjecture), [37]). F % L BIE O
AFEDWHE T 2. W(F)(x) %, {L(s,11) | I € F} @ low-lying zeros @ one-level density {ZH
NoHERB LT %:

. 1
f g, 3 o= [
W(F) & W (U), W(Sp), W(SO(even))7 W (SO(odd)), W(O) DWFNLITED Z D LKL
BThs. ST, Hffw: F— C Il — wy & weight EFERZ 12T 5. weight w I LT,

3 wnD(IL, ¢) = /¢ (2)da

Zne}‘k T e,

LR 2 EERARW(F,w)(z) BFEET 2K, W(F,w)(x) 258 E D low-lying zeros DEE THE
U2 W(F)(z) LEBR2DE, wy EICL/2,I) ZE&0L L ZIR27255.

Twy 23 L(1/2,11) 2 &) 0D RIUIIEIRZ DID 203, (1A TR weight HE R 22T
COTRIIBHEINDETH S5 L, MABRBKEOHRKPBEREIND LSS, £, TROE
FEFRTIEA U LA E)ZLL“CL\ZKL\ZP L B O RRMED H1T H FLED 72 U’T B
ENEZ 2D T, 7272 T X X2 Riemann F48%° Birch-Swinnerton-Dyer AL RHI
iﬁ@}ﬁ,ﬁﬁ@ﬁ‘i—?f@%ﬁé TV B HUMEIR, Do B MR AIDLZH o TV BITE VR
7255, WRIZ @J: 5 I3 TR & BARE L'C?éiﬁb)[/ IFRWES 5. BIZIZSEDHFETIE
T = Sym?(f) DFEEW - 7205, wn £ LT L(s,T1) (1/2 < s < 1) BEZTRE, s £ 1/2 DFE
W (F) = W(F, W) A, s = 1/2 DB W(F) # W(F,w) £, F oM s 2 5i#2 4
T G(F) THoThH, W(F,w) ZER I A F127250, L < 1F Katz, Sarnak 53
LXK D727 v X ATHBERICIETH TR VWHT L WEERBIC L 2725 5.

YR NTHERmTOELM A ER TS T, BEAOZXEETENZSZHELLVONE
I, ELWVWE LS E S FHELTE Z)fﬁ}:b\oﬁ.ﬁ@g#/“i STV ellbh .

5. FEAR S

flifiD7z0, F = Q DHEHHOMIEZ RS . r € N, f € Bi(g) i< LTIL:= Sym"(f)
YL, Qu= Sy Th . EEEROMEIC XD, o IEEETH 3 L RELT X

11
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W (¢(—$) = d)(m)) ij— L(S,H) Kﬁﬁj—% Well O)EH%'/L‘\EE “Zp: zero Zp: prime” %ﬁﬁ%‘:‘j—
%, [EREICEL &,

; mlogp logp < 1 )
D(sym’ (f) RN <loan> logan O \log@n

p#qm=1 j=0

TH5. ZZTHERNRTA—Z—DRFANL f D Fourier R ZEHVWTUTD X 512ET 3.
Lemma 5.1. a;(m) := m(=F)2q,(m) B & as(p) = ap + B THBH, ZOH,

T

Do =di). Y (g8 +Z
§=0

j=0
Lo Theld

L(s,Sym?(f)) , , ,; .
T S (), 05 <
feBZ*(q) L sym(h) e

Z T RITATRE R TE TRRT %hbiﬁb\O)t#, ZAUFHRER & EE DRA/RRY Jacquet-Zagier
BB N DRSS [39], [40] 22557
Theorem 5.2 (BRI Jacquet-Zagier BUFFN [39], [40]). & > 6 13MEEE L, ged(n, q) = 1,
2—k/2<Re(s)<k/2—1. £35. ZOK,
7 2
LS,
FeB(q) L(1, Sym=(f))
DD LD, T THUDMET B 3RMEI R 54T 2HIRINCE T 2B TH 5.
LR n PEFROKFL [39] TIERHXNTE D, n 232 TEHID YL 2713 [40] D Appendix
THEAD 5 Z 5TV 5. Jacquet- Zagler BIEAATUITB W T s =1 £ 3% & Hecke fERZR T'(n)
DPL—=RCETEtrT(n) = EWIRRAPBESNED, 24U Eichler- SelbergEﬂT NV

—33 5. Jacquet-Zagier JE&T/\_QOJWEE@%% [B6] ICFEL K FWlo TN L
ZOBRRITED, UT21E5.

Proposition 5.3. ARNICEZHNE A> 0L 6> 0DFELT, FED 1/2<s<1 R
% s LEEDORR 2 200FE M p,q LIEED n e NI LT, UFOWHENAE D 31D,

Ak,q(svpn) o —ns/2 - 1 logp -
a0 (1 g ) w0 ().
Z 2T Oneven (& n DMERDEHT 1, n BEFREDOBFIT 0 TH D, §, /9 1% Kronecker D7 LR T
Hb.

s = 1/2 DR (B2 QEDBN S, ORI EH 1 LAVEEOBEBEIICHEE S
ZATCWVWSDTH2. HeFHLFCHET 22 LT IUIR VD, %hk &iﬁﬁﬁj\ﬁ]?f (part1a1
summation) Z W\ T ¢ DFEDTHE IR V. #B7FIEIE Stieltjes FE7) THETENS
FEAS T %, BERCEH (REREUE F 05 E 1T Landau DFEA 7‘7}1/%@) %fﬁﬂﬂ?‘é.

Lemma 5.4 (§5%3#1%: (partial summation)). supp(¢) C [—a, o] ZIRET 3. Qu — co D
Ke, AT O#RE AR D 32D,

~( logp logp
%:¢(10an> plogQn /(b Jdo +O(1an>

~( logp logp .4 grotrAtl/2)=o
Z¢< ) 7 P =0 T |,
> log Qi ) p'/2log Qn log Qn

Ak,q(sa n) = = Ju(s) + °Hunip(s) + Jhyp(s) + Jen(s)




~( logp \ _(logp)® ( >
zp:¢(10an) sy~ 2 J, e 0 (o

Z D Lemma 5.4 D 20@@@&ﬁﬁ&:; D 5 gﬁ%ﬁﬁi\q — mT?ﬁi%f:@&:@in < m
THIULEDDHD. ZHTED a DI A XDEENCHD 5. ¥£72, Lemma 5.4 D 1 DHE 3

SHOWERIZ r =200 s =1/2 DRHCHWS .
6. B2

%%ﬁi‘ztxu%(ﬁﬁ@mmﬁa?z) [37] % arXiv ICABIL 2 DE 2021 1 HDO Z 2 TH D, 2020
10 AL, W O 0#ERP L IF—RETHEZB I ko7, Z0Dk, 2021 F 9 AT
Fazzari D 7L 7)) ¥ b [7] 28 arXiv ICRBIE N, Z ZTIREE L IIHNICEADE 1 LALE
BT 2 FEMEEIN TV, ZHUTDVW TR 3.

Fazzari I3EHADE 1 LULVEE (Weighted one-level density) & LT, L BIEID R FFIC &
BEAERDILEEEER L. F=UxFx & LEBO RAFD) B L, MHxA4 7
G =U,Sp,SO(even) DWITINHDNTH 2 ERET 2. ZOK;, V : {L(s,A)}aer > C%

|L(1/2,A))? G=U
L(1/2 =
VEL/2,4) {L(1/2,A) G = Sp, SO(even)
LEDD.
Conjecture 6.1 (Fazzari P). fFE®D k € N2t U CHIRIVRBIE W () BEEL T, {E
BEORWEB o : R - CIZHLT, X — co DI,

1 1
AT S V(L(1/2,A4)" DA, 6) = /¢ YWh( )derO(ng)

AeFx

Z TRV, BT H - T [Im(x)| < 2 EEANSHHERTE T, ¢(2) < 5z (z €
R) Ziii7z 3 R EERETDH 2 X5 LB TDH 5.
Theorem 6.2 ([7]). GRH ¥ the Ratios Conjecture Z{RES % &, LN DHEICH LTl Fazzari
DFRIIEL V.

(1) {¢(s +1a)}aer (k =1,2) ~ W(2),

(2) {L(S’ XD)}D<X (k = 1727374) ~ WSkp(x)v

(3) 105, A xp))pex (k= 1,2,3,4) ~ Why o (2)

Fazzari 3B EHBOHRR D 52 TW0W5b. =21 —HDKHZ

sin?(rx
W) = W)@ =1 W) = 1- TED _wcun)),
B 2 +cos(2rx)  3sin(2mx) = 3(cos(2mx) — 1)
W) =1~ (mx)? (rx)3 i 2(rax)?

ThHb. oIV rT 4y 7O,

sin(2mx sin(27x sin?(rx
W) = W(Smo) = 1= T2 (o) =1 T 2L,
B sin(2rx)  24(1 —sin®(r2))  48sin(2rz)  96sin?(7wx)
WSQP(:E) =1 orr (27x)? * @rz)3  (2m2)?

TH2 (Wi, (x) & Wi (2) BRDBOOTHEET 3). HA (SO(even)) DR, W (oo (2) =

Wi (@) (k= 1,2,3,4) TH 3. —fD kI2oWTH Wi(x), W (@), W yen () OIRS
HFERERTVWD

Fex @iﬁogﬁf‘?% r=2s= 1/2 DRI Fazzari DEAD Z 1 LVERE & [FE URE
TR, BB S % E:ét@é: IS,

13
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Proposition 6.3 (Coincidence). Theorem 4.3 ® W' (z) i Wslp(gc) WLV,

DED, A DN 2K L BEBOGE OEERIE Fazzari D FHEDBEIETH D | Fazzari &
E - TH A DB A unconditional ZFERE 5 X TW5.

%12, 2022 £ 1 A EANC arXiv IZABI L 7228 ¥ Ade Irma Suriajaya (JUNKZE) & o4t
[FIFSE [38] ICDWTHEN U, Fazzari PR EFEOHEAO EEETHROH 202 Ao
L Z#E LT <. Hughes, Rudnick [14] DFERIZ XU, {L(s, x) | x # 1q, mod ¢} DXL
AT IFUTHo7Z e BN T,

Theorem 6.4 ([38]). 1/2< s <1 &5 %. ZOM, supp(¢) C [~2s/3,2s/3] Zilitz=F & 5%
EED ¢ € SR)ITMLT, g % g — oo LEDTHE, LITHR D D,

1 o )2 Jr (@)W (U)(z)dz (1/2<s <),
21 mod g [L(s, )2 Xﬁzmjodq\L( XD 6) = {fR W(GUE)(z)dz (s =1/2).

Z 2T W(GUE) iZ GUE IZJg ¥ % F > & & Hermite 75| D [EH E DM EREEKTH D,
Montgomery-Odlyzko DIEANCH T X 1B ERKTH H 5.

Z ZTW(GUE)(z) = Wi (z) IQHERT 2 &, LOEHII Fazzari O FH L EE O FHOM
77 % 35§ % unconditional f;{%uﬁkﬁofb\é. ZOMEDFHZ Y 2 DI FEES TR
222z,

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

HEHEBXUOALFONEDOHR T EZ TT X o 2 HEEANDOHAMBIK (HEKY), EIREK
(:H:Eﬁ(%) WK 25 EED TEH W LET. IIREREHREBORREIT Y, 2\4

7V v REMEP SERT Y T4 YVEBICEEICRD FLAEDT, A7 Y 2 —LOEHITAE
350 T HRELET.

F 7AW JSPS BHFFEL 20K 14298 (£ F05%) OB E = TEH ¥3.

REFERENCES

(1] L. Alpoge, N. Amersi, G. Iyer, O. Lazarev, S. J. Miller, L. Zhang, Maass waveforms and low-lying zeros,
Analytic number theory, 19-55, Springer, Cham, 2015.

(2] L. Alpoge, S. J. Miller, Low-lying zeros of Maass form L-functions, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2015, No. 10,
(2015), 2678-2701.

(3] T. Barnet-Lamb, T. Gee, D. Geraghty, The Sato-Tate conjecture for Hilbert modular forms, J. Amer.
Math. Soc. 24 (2011), no. 2, 411-469.

[4] T. Barnet-Lamb, D. Geraghty, M. Harris, R. Taylor, A family of Calabi-Yau varieties and potential
automorphy II, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 47 (2011), no. 1, 29-98.

(5] J. Cogdell, P. Michel, On the complex moments of symmetric power L-functions at s = 1, Int. Math.
Res. Not. 2004, No. 31, (2004), 1561-1617.

[6] M. Dickson, Local spectral equidistribution for degree two Siegel modular forms in level and weight aspects,
Int. J. Number Theory 11 (2015), 341-396.

(7] A. Fazzari, A weighted one-level density of families of L-functions, preprint, arXiv:2109.07244
[math.NT].

[8] M. Furusawa, K. Morimoto, Refined global Gross-Prasad conjecture on special Bessel periods and
Bdécherer’s conjecture, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 23, Issue 4, (2021), 1295-1331.

9] T. Gee, The Sato-Tate conjecture for modular forms of weight 3, Doc. Math. 14 (2009), 771-800.

[10] S. Gelbart, H. Jacquet, A relation between automorphic representations of GL(2) and GL(3), Ann. Sci.
Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 11 (1978), no. 4, 471-542.

[11] D. Goldfeld, A. Kontorovich, On the GL(3) Kuznetsov formula with applications to symmetry types
of families of L-functions, Automorphic representations and L-functions, 263-310, Tata Inst. Fundam.
Res. Stud. Math., 22, Tata Inst. Fund. Res. Mumbai, 2013.

[12] A. M. Giiloglu, Low-lying zeroes of symmetric power L-functions, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2005, No. 9,
(2005), 517-550.

[13] M. Harris, N. Shepherd-Barron, R. Taylor, A family of Calabi-Yau varieties and potential automorphy,
Ann. Math. (2) 171 (2010), no. 2, 779-813.

[14] C.P. Hughes, Z. Rudnick, Linear statistics of low-lying zeros of L-functions, Q. J. Math. 54 (2003), no.
3, 309-333.



(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]

(19]

20]
(21
(22]
23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
27]

28]
29]

30]
(31)
(32]
33]
(34]

(35]

(36]
37]
(38]
39]

(40]

H. Iwaniec, E. Kowalski, Analytic number theory, American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publica-
tions, 53. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2004.

H. Iwaniec, W. Luo, P. Sarnak, Low lying zeros of families of L-functions, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ.
Math. tome 91 (2000), 55-131 (2001).

N. M. Katz, P. Sarnak, Random matrices, Frobenius eigenvalues, and monodromy, American Mathe-
matical Society Colloquium Publications, vol. 45. American Mathematical Society, Providence (1999).

N. M. Katz, P. Sarnak, Zeroes of zeta functions and symmetry, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 36 no. 1,
(1999), 1-26.

H. H. Kim, Functoriality for the exterior square of GL4 and the symmetric fourth of GLa, J. Amer.
Math. Soc. 16 (2003), no. 1, 139-183, With appendix 1 by Dinakar Ramakrishnan and appendix 2 by
Kim and Peter Sarnak.

H. H. Kim, F. Shahidi, Functorial products for GLa x GL3 and the symmetric cube for GL2, Ann. Math.
(2) 155 (2002), no 3, 837-893, With an appendix by Colin J. Bushnell and Guy Henniart.

H. H. Kim, S. Wakatsuki, T. Yamauchi, An equidistribution theorem for holomorphic Siegel modular
forms for GSp, and its applications, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 19 (2020), 351-419.

H. H. Kim, S. Wakatsuki, T. Yamauchi, Equidistribution theorems for holomorphic Siegel modular forms
for GSpa; Hecke fields and n-level density, Math. Z. 295 (2020), 917-943.

H.H. Kim, S. Wakatsuki, T. Yamauchi, Fquidistribution theorems for holomorphic Siegel cusp forms of
general degree: the level aspect, preprint, arXiv:2106.07811 [math.NT].

A. Knightly, C. Reno, Weighted distribution of low-lying zeros of GL(2) L-functions, Canad. J. Math.
71 (1), (2019), 153-182.

E. Kowalski, A. Saha, J. Tsimerman, Local spectral equidistribution for Siegel modular forms and appli-
cations, Compos. Math. 148 (2012), 335-384.

S.-C. Liu, S. J. Miller, Low-lying zeros for L-functions associated to Hilbert modular forms of large level,
Acta Arith. 180.3 (2017), 251-266.

J. Matz, N. Templier, Sato-Tate equidistribution for families of Hecke-Maass forms on SL(n,R)/SO(n),
Algebra Number Theory. 15 no.6 (2021), 1343-1428.

J.o A Fve R ERE EE, HEE e B RBEVIBREGR, > 2 7Y A — - P v o8, 2003,

J. Newton, J. A. Thorne, Symmetric power functoriality for holomorphic modular forms, Publ. Math.
Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. 134 (2021), 1-116.

J. Newton, J. A. Thorne, Symmetric power functoriality for holomorphic modular forms, I, Publ. Math.
Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. 134 (2021), 117-152.

P. Ramacher, S. Wakatsuki, Asymptotics for Hecke eigenvalues of automorphic forms on compact arith-
metic quotients, Adv. Math. 404 (2022), Paper Number 108372, 47 pp.

G. Ricotta, E. Royer, Statistics for low-lying zeros of symmetric power L-functions in the level aspect,
Forum Math. 23 (2011), 969-1028.

M. Rubinstein, Low-lying zeros of L-functions and random matriz theory, Duke Math. J. 109 (2001),
147-181.

P. Sarnak, S. W. Shin, N. Templier, Families of automorphic forms and the trace formula, 531-578,
Simons Symp., Springer, [Cham], 2016.

S. W. Shin, N. Templier, Sato-Tate theorem for families and low-lying zeros of automorphic L-functions,
Invent. Math. 203 (2016) no. 1, 1-177. With appendices by Robert Kottwitz [A] and by Raf Cluckers,
Julia Gordon, and Immanuel Halupczok [B].

FILEE, Hilbert Y 2 7 — U3 % Jacquet-Zagier DA, 5 11 [FEMEGHIFITEIWMER,
(2018), 57-69.

S. Sugiyama, Low-lying zeros of symmetric power L-functions weighted by symmetric square L-values,
preprint, arXiv:2101.06705 [math.NT].

S. Sugiyama, A. I. Suriajaya, Weighted one-level density of low-lying zeros of Dirichlet L-functions, to
appear in Res. Number Theory, arXiv:2201.00326 [math.NT].

S. Sugiyama, M. Tsuzuki, An explicit trace formula of Jacquet-Zagier type for Hilbert modular forms, J.
Func. Anal. 275, Issue 11, (2018), 2978-3064.

S. Sugiyama, M. Tsuzuki, Quantitative non-vanishing of central values of certain L-functions on GL(2) x
GL(3), Math. Z., 301 (2022), 1447-1479.

15



