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% W% (ICHINO, ATSUSHI)*

1. INTRODUCTION

BHERXOBREND LOIZF— b Hs. Zhik, 7—5 M
MABEEE LTRAT A LT, S 00 HRBEOMICREIEAD
ot BB ES X200 TH S, BT, Bkk ERESNAEXR
BG=0qt¥v7V 7549y 78 G = Sp(2n) 255, HLQ
2B m K EATRIC, 0o miZBRLEETS. ZDLE,
G(A) LOBREIFR fIcxL T, G'(A) LORBFR 0(f) 4,

6(f)(d) = / 0(0,¢)1(9) dg
G(k)\G(A)

2k o T (RESDUCET L) EFSN S HLAREDT7F—VR, ©
35— Z % (Zhid G(A) x G'(A) LORBER) TH 5.
BT, BMACHEEE 25D

0(f) #0

PEIDEFHETAILETH S, TOMBERR—RITIIRAZCEL IR
RizH Y, Arthur FE[A) KBTSV TFEEALTLILB-TH, £D
f:bgﬂ‘ﬂk& (BFAELOREBD) REAR THIFPoTI L
IS

Halt, DX REREDOL L TRET—IRHBIIOVWTERT 2.
bbAA, ETHRARLL D ICHEERIIRBKRRICH 50725, p #R
BREOETRL L TLENESEECRERKRFNHARNEE TS,
DT, p A ED reductive dual pair (G,G') = (U(n,n),U(n,n))
IZoWnT, F— 5% H2EOB/EMBRCH L TREICIERT 2.

2. BEtT — 7 #i

2.1. i, p*FXRBELTC, FrplfF, ERX FOKILRE TS, &
726 € EX Ttrg/p(8) =02 W7z bOZEET 5. 2n Z ¥ quasi-split

*REEH I KFERERBEF R



e
IV HG=GC=Unn) 2 RDLILTERT .

(s, o= (. ™)}
o( )= (o )

EBIIG =G THhAZLRIBEBIIHPS. 8T, G x G C Sp(8n?)
X BARIC reductive dual pair (2% 1), 5DBHAIZERER % splitting
G x G' — Mp(8n?) ’FHET 5 [K2]. fHL,

1 — C' — Mp(8n?) — Sp(8n?) — 1

G= {g € GL,,(E)

G’ = {g’ € GLG(E)

i3 metaplectic extension & 3 5.

372, FOEBRTLRZWERE yp #EET 5 &, Mp(8n?) O Weil £3
wHEZY, BRTEILICLIYVGxG ORANEESL. ThdbwT
RIZELILTH CITEXG DRBWwIZYp BT TR SITHEKE
TAEZEICEETS.

2.2. BART— 2. ROEEIL, Howe |12 Lo TFEE N, Waldspurger
WWEDp#2DIRED D & T—RRIZEEH S 7=,

Theorem 2.1 ([H],[W]). 7 # G OBEMBFERALTS. G DBRHEF
BRHA ' T,

HomeG/ (w,7~r ® 7T’) -7'é 0
ZWMIZTODBFEETHEIRETS. EL, 7 id 7 ORERRZERT.
O, T'(DREIEE) 1T —FBEMICEE 5.

Ih&by, Bg

0: II(G) — TI(G') U {0}

PETSH. HL I(G) 13 G OBRMNBEBERFAOFBNBELEDOELSL TS,
ZDEZO 2 )R TWITRER L 72\ ybiF 2228, Waldspurger 12 &
LHEIERAP S IZFNEATEEICEDbN S, LA L, AdamsiZ L BRDF
BhrmohTwa,

Conjecture 2.2 ([Ad],[HKS]). W; % F ® Weil-Deligne #& 3 5. §
Bt Langlands T Z{KE$ 5. D%V, Langlands parameter (7 [E4&
) o: Wp - FGITHL T, II(G) DERIBAEA N, SEF Y (L3
T hEFHINS),

n(G) =[],
(7]
PRILL TWABERETH. Z D,
7 € I, = 6(n) € II, U {0}.
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COFBRERETSHE, BR
6:11, — II, U {0}

HETD. LoT, COERTERT LI ENFMBELE RN, Z
FUZ DV Tid D. Prasad I & 2 B2 FHEHH 5 [P).

Remark 2.3. Adams D TFRTHRENZ DX, —KIZT — FHIGIZBV
TIREERERY AL BVDOT, FORABRDzOIC Arthur parameter
¥ANTWAZETHS. LPL, SRG=C DHEEEITVID

T, BFHEIR D Lo T B EBbI D, I72 p A REMDOBHE LY

5y b I, OMEEEL BT EHTE BN, T TRERT 2.

3. RE&

3.1. . T, ni@HMERET 2. 20, GOBYWBRLIFHP L,
P O Levi % L OMECRFIER 0 T, 7 H5HBEF (o) = Ind3(0) DEE
HWEAE LTEBRENZbDONHFETS. ZZTl(o)d2=5 ) &H
ThHILITEETD. Balt, 8512 L~ GLy (E) X -+ X GLy, (E)
CIRETA. AL ny+---+n, =n ThHAH ZOHEO) #0T,
0(r) 1 I'(0) = Ind& (o) DEEMRSA L 2B LA, (WRELT) 5
2. AL PP =P% G OBWBERSHELALZLL. COFEER, odf
supercuspidal % 513 Kudla {2 & % induction principle %* 5 $€ 9 2% [K1],
BRSO BTG R 5 ETICEEo TR,

Remark 3.1. 5DBA, 1(0) DEBHBS LNV EDDLNT v M %
EyLEIOhTWAS. DE), LOFEEIT Adams DFBZ WAL T
Wb,

3.2. Intertwining operators. 0 =0;®-- Qo ¢ Y. BEL1<i<t
‘:}H’L, (o] ‘i GLn.- (E) @#ﬁ%EJiﬁ?&)é O; @iﬁ%ﬁﬂ% V;, ':P‘l:a‘
% w, TET. A e CiTxtl, I(o,)) = Ind§(o] ) £ B<. B,
I(0)=1(0,0) TH 5.

Wk LOBLOBRKSEN—FACETECO Weyl EET S, ¢
bbb, Wit (Z/22) x 6, DHIWBSHLFABUTHL. W DOTHON
Fwe GL, I(o,)\) D holomorphic section f™ IZX} L, intertwining
operator ¥

M(w,0,)f®(0) = [ FO(wtug) du
UnwUw—1\U
WX oTEHTS. {EL Uit P D unipotent radical & § 5. ZDHKS
iZ Re(A) > --- > Re(N\) > 02 6 #AFIPORL T, C _EICHEENS
BWEGTELAZ LML NTVS. ELIKADEFEBE r(w,0,)) T
REWMIETOONELET 5.
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il g 34
(i) normalized intertwining operator
N(w,0,)) =r(w,o,\) " M(w, 0, \)

& v=IR! LIEERITH 5.
(il) W OTTDORE w,w' € GIZxL T, cocycle condition

N(ww',0,0) = N(w,w's,0)N (v, g,0)

PSR Y 3LD.
1<i<tiZHLTr e WRZ/2ZD i FEORSIZHET % sign
change £ §5. rnOREELLT

15

1 lni ‘
w; = lm‘ lk EGY,

1n

i

’5_’}_‘.5 'ﬂ_a.l./ k,—=n1+---+ni_1,'m,-=n,~+<1+---+nt Cl:i;‘l‘fi.

3.3. R#¥. I(o) DBE# 4 f#I2 Harish-Chandra[S2], Knapp-Stein[KS],
Silberger[S1] I & % REZHAVWTRRTSHI LY TE L. SOBE,

REE Goldberg - & o TEHE & TV 3 [G].
Jz2{1,...,t} DEHTEET, ROFHELH T i&BE»2 5% 55D
¥ 5.

® 0; ™ t&, .
.j>i7:fr95f0'j990'i.
o Indg %) (0y) 13X TTH.

R%r, (1 € J1bTERINL W ORHBELTSD. i, R ~
(Z2Z)F &7e®. KieJITHL, ABEMBRA :V, 3V, TKREiH
YO DEEETS.

o A? =id.

o £EED a € GL,,(E) IZxtL T, Ajoi(a) = t5; (a) A;.
ok x, ‘ |

-1

N(ri,0) = wy, (6)A; N (w;, 0,0)

i I(o) ? self-intertwining operator T, N (r;,0)? = id iz §. —fk
Dr=r;--1y € RIZHL T, :

N(r,0) = N(rs;,0) ---N(rs,, 0)
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LB AL {iy,..., ik} CITHA. DL E ROWERLRET
3L, I(o) DB
I(a)=®1r,;

neR
OFTH5z b, L b Z D458 multiplicity free T 5. {HL
mx = {f € I(0) | N(r,0)f = k(r)f, Vr € R}.
Thb. £BE, EREER
C[R] — Endg(I(0))
r — N(r,0)

2 REED—x3R & Goldberg DEIHIC L VWRIBTH B LA 9Hh 5. &
DA S RITBER TIZ %2V DT, G DX unipotent B FH D IFBIL
REy ZEEL, HBEEL € RICHIGT 2 EH m 4% x-generic & 2 %
XL Tsl.
R, I'(0) DB 7RI
I'(o) = @ o
K'ER

OF¥TEZOLNSE. {BL, R = REE BV, K n] b x-generic T
»H5b.

4. FER

SOGE, BT — ¥ E R T 5701213, REDIER £, DM
ORFEE AT IV, ThERRL 2OV ROEERTH 5.

Theorem 4.1. k€ RE$5. TDLE,ieJIIHLT
0(k)(r:) = K(rs) - €(1/2, 04, %F o trg F)wy; (&)1
&b o(k)e RDETDY,
O(me) = "f:;(n)

A Y LD, {BL €(1/2, 04 YF o trgr) 12 0; D Ypotrgr 1ZBIT % root
number T 5.

L oT, BT — ¥ XA ED 5 BiR
6:1, — I,

BHESEGTIRZL, BLARETVS. FEICETREIX, 2041
UM B ETa 5 root number # iVTRABEINSEZ L TH 5.
bbBA, HAOFERIXD. Prasad DFE[P] 27 L TV 5.



W B

4.1. FIRBD AL, BEICT AT T7RTRRE. F 4l
HomeG' (w ® 1(07 A)’ II(U) /\))

DT T, ROFHEZ W THOOLERT 5.
(i) BED f € I(o) IZXL T,

T(®,f)#0

ELB P cwIHFETA.
({)ied, ®cw fOel(o\) LT,

M(w}, 0, )T(2, fV)
= Idlni)\iwm’ (5)_16('—)‘i + 1/2) Oi, ¢)T(¢, M(wi, o, A)f()‘))

ML LD,
INHLOUEDPL, EBIIBSICEINS.

Remark 4.2. BT, B4 OEREIX —ROBWERS IR L TERT
EHT WMol TDOT b, BEMEBUI XL T Plancherel #l
EOXIEA RSN, & 512 supercuspidal TFHUZ X L T first occurence
index ICBT 21EWMEHEL I LAITE S [12].
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