Distinguished RIZE BEEELT

(Distinguished representations and multiplicity formulae)

FAREM (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. (FLC®IC

11 ZEA

Rk o RERE O RR2IEEHZEANZ o &, 2D KRBT distin-
guished RIF (FEHIKH) TH 2 5. AR TIZ, distinguished KIHIZEI S 2 W28 D
BOEDHERICOWTHHES 2.

FFIIUDIC, BB EDREEZEORNO D12, — OB G £ 20EH (r,V)
EERDL. REL, AMEHREZEL TR IEHEERT PVER V b B
7:G - GL(V)D#led%. £/, H%Z GoETHeL, x: H— C* % H OfE
AXTRH) 35, cox BAEX(:V > CTH-oT, EEDODhe H veV
WXL T

t(m(h))o = x(h)t(v)

EiizTd02RE 7 0 (H x)-Bfr vy, 202E0R T2 ML %
Homy (m, x) £RbT. £/, Hompy(r, x) # 0 D E, 7 & (H, x)-distinguished
THd Vo, EE x 2AREEED & =X, i H-JEM, H-distinguished & W\,
Homy (7, C) £ RO

BRI 7 852 bz 2 & 7 23 (H, x)-distinguished T® 3 72 8 OB+ 735
R L7z, EZX 28 G BRFE ETERSNMNABRITH 258, 20X 5
7S RBGRI 2 DB W CHERIV A ERDBRT 2 L WO BRI ZRHFER LT
5. EBCRERD &5 BRI ZE R 5.
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o (m, V)13 G(F) DA L—REH,
o H i3 G DEREB7E# (spherical subgroup), i.e.
- HIZF FEEINL (REFFE LTOD) G DB,
— GO (F LEFEXN7z) Borel §5578f B T, BH 75 G ® Zariski B & & 72
2HDHRFET 5.

DUF, B2 TG(F) oRB) L VWZRERL—ARBFHDOZ b L, G(F) DEIRE DR
BFHOEEE I(G(F)) e RbTZIZT 3.

AR 2 WO H DG OXREDHZ O, FED 7 e In(G(F)) & H(F) DFEIE ¢
W20 LT Homyy gy (, x) WBERXTTH 2 & FEIRIIC) FREATHS.
ZOMWHEIX, FIZE HDGONHEAEHTHZ X ie. HD G DD ZNEDEE
R BECH 2 & ZWZFHi SN d Z 23, [9, Theorem 4.5) TitFAZX Nz, A TE K
T2EMENR (G, H) OfIE, WIihd ZOMEZIHLZLTWS ZeBHIoNTNS.

ZDXIRFET, R¥ m e rr(G(F)) 25 (H(F), x)-distinguished RILTH % 72
DRE+ RN EEZ 2 L WHERO TR/ EHENPZHD 5. MEOMFRDEZ I, F
ED (G, H) ORI U TER 0GR Z B L T\ T, 20 s officH@Iaz RS 2
b IR —BtEZERbLTE b, BB TIERV.

AR TI, &5 LIEMROLEZEBNICBN T20TIEE <, BEOERZ 3 o0
REEICERIL LI LT, Th2hORBRICKRNLGFZEBN TS, distinguished R
DB T 2B ORROKER 713, XD 3 M DOEFDOWThr TR IS L
WO FIRTH %:

(A) L-85 X =2 DBUCHT 250, $7213 L-KF OIS 5 5:fF.
(B) BAFMY 7 b (functorial lift) (B85 2 &t
(C) v— M (e-HF) Dii7=F B 2 BIfR

AR 3 0L REAULIZEE DA RERICL 2 6 DT, BRI BL1E
WEXBPETIERL, ZOXSBERDND % 2w HBHEENEMRB OMIZH 5
DI TRV, HL ETARICEBT 2HHD - DEEINTEA L7 I E 300,

Z 2T, (A) B, (B) B, (C) Mo 2 ZAUCOWTRENZHIE 1 >FOHNT
5. FODILLTD3oDHITH %!

(A) Shalika JEEAZ D GLy,(F) DRED5TH.
(B) ==XV A% b D GL,(E) ODRBD D (& Prasad D FHE).
(C) SOu11(F) x SO, (F) D& Gan-Gross-Prasad T48.

AR 4 IhHOTRE/EHICR-RERE 5 X 2B ZHBEL X5 oA,
F1Z Ben-Zvi, Sakellaridis 35 & ¢f Venkatesh (& & D EERHITHE TIICHELED 51T
W3, ZHUTDWTI, [32], [8] 2SR,

L LRSS, RFETHNT 2 distinguished RIZDFFEO RS 2 T/ EM %
HUETZE OB RREVZID2BDEX, TFEROP->TVWARVWESITH D,



1.2 #fE

B % 303 2 811, BFT Langlands #5/ FAICOW TR ESRIER I E L o
THL. FHMIE [16], [11, §9, §10] 72 £ 2B

BEG(F) OBFIFEINE, L85 X — & L 3N 3 (W O D&M 2 3) BHER
B g We x SLy(C) = LG T o TREDIZ “RNT A F T4 RXN 3" e FHRIAT
W3, 22T, Weld F O Weil &% D L, BEFEE Wi x SLy(C) % F ® Weil-Deligne
BrwS. 24 LG=CGxWpld GO LBV, G I3 G O Langlands RUEE L &
¥h s C LoffifRBIHTH 5.

200 L-AF7X—&F, GO EBHBETHIES L EFAMTHZ VS, B
G(F) D L-%5 A — R DAEIOEE % Op(G) £ EDTLICT 3.

FH12 G = GL, D8 G = GL,(C) TH Y, CGLu(F) O L85 X — X IREHERE
Wp x SLy(C) = GL,(C) £ ARFT B TES. LIFTE, GLy(F) D L85 X —&
¥ GL,(C) KfliZ b ob DL T3, 2D &, GL,(F) ® Langlands 3G & 13X D &
SKERTH 3.

F12 5 (GL,(F) ®FFF Langlands %I, [15], [16]) 2H4
Irr(GL, (F)) —= ®(GL,)

T, A BREHEZIM7 T DOPFEET 2. R¥ 1 € Irr(GL,(F)) XA d % L--37
AXA—R% ¢ ERDT LT S.

SEAAHIC TE2PHPFET S WO L TOFRTIIEHE Y LTHE D EHE
RERNDT, RHEHGEREM T 2 HacEE) ONEPERICKS. ARTIEZN
5OME R EZEICIIRDZ VDT, FHHICIZI B A SRV,

— R DEEE G D JFFT Langlands SISIERBIRTH D, WL DD ET GLy O
BLERZLEZLNTVS. 5 112, G(F) ORBZ I TR L, G(F) OMNEHER &
XIENZ2 VWL O DOHORB L F D TEILZDEDND L. F 212, BRHOEE D
5 L7 XA—=RXDEAENDEB/IE, BRI TH 2 L IFR 5720,

AFE T, 2.3 HiTHEPT Gan-Gross-Prasad TRED FiRZ BN B FRIZ, G = SO,41 X
SO, DLGEIIRE L CiHEICEHAT 5.

flRIEE G OFLE Zo b RbT. B G(F) OBIRK m € Irr(G(F)) DEERCRYIR
HWTH22l3 GF) OBEERIETE X T, 7Y B GF) DL=RVRHATHY 7 ® x
DIEBDITINRED G(F)/Za(F) L2 FEAIEDICRZ EOBRDDOBFET LI L%
W,

EREHEUT, ¢ F — Cd F OIFEAZIMEER 35, L=ANZEHTH2
Ko7 s GL, D2 HE N 2 L, N(F) O oy %

Yn(u) =YP(ure +ugs + - +un-_1n), u = (uy) € N(F)

TEDS. £B e Irr(GL,(F)) 23 (N(F), ¢n)-distinguished TH % & &, 7w 13HK
9 (generic) TH 2 2\ 5. ERIIA GL, (F) OBFIEBOEEE Trrge, (GL,(F)) &
EZok N
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2. Bi&f 3 12

2.1 (A) & Shalika FHA
B G = GLy, OEAHEEH & H(F) OV %

a={(} 3)|oect xemb w(f )= vintex)

TEDD.

EE 6 KRB relr(GF) L, 7@ (H(F),V)-FA#% Shalika FHA (Shalika
period) &\ 5.

ROEHIE, Matringe ([28], [29], [30]) & Kewat ([20]) B & Of Kewat-Raghunathan
([21) DRERZHRET 2 L L=DS.

B 7 AWAIRRI T € Irtgen(G(F)) 1 LT, AUTIE[FE:
(1) 1% 0 T Shalika A% & D.
(2) L-7%5 R—% ¢ : Wi X SLo(C) = GLon(C) &S ¥ FL 27 5 4 » 2 B Spy, (C)
WEZHD.
B, T RIS DM ER T OIERERMZT:
(3) ™ @ 2 BEHME LK1 L(s, m, A?) 1% s = 0 1% .
AR 8 R m PEEBCRIIRHTHIUR, &M (1),(2) X (3) tAETH 5.
T 7, AR LBEBUCET A2 ROEHD EFELY L THEFEST 22N TE 3.

FIE 9 (Jacquet-Shalika [19])
FEREE A% FO77F—NVEBE L, 1% Glo,(A) OBREHRAEIRE L T2, %
7o, BOREH & H(A) QIR U 2 L RRRICER T 5. 2oL &, DT IE[F/E:

(1) B2REFERX p e mITHLT

/ S T(R)" dh 4 0,
AXH(F)\H(A)

(2) 2 BESVRHRAS L B8 L (s, m, A2) 13 s — 1 CHE% % .

M (1) B b 2 H5713 Shalika AT & WS . 24U Hompa (m, C) DITLZ
EDTVWD ZLITHERT 5. amx [19] Tid, A% L BI%L L(s, 7, A?) @ Rankin-Selberg
o X aMe 52 TEY, 2DOM57121X Shalika FHAZ #2598 H »6E
U ABbi 5. X 512, Rankin-Selberg 77 D EEZ1Z Shalika JEEAfE 7 23BN 5.

ZD &3, H#A L B @ Rankin-Selberg 57 1B H 4 2 FEA D BATEELUI R L
T, FFEALEOREE . L-EFOMMS U IFZAUSHBES 2 L-8F X — X D&MD
FET®H % 25 fl33, Shalika EHIDMIZH WL OhdH 3.



22 (B)&: 1=4#YEFHH

R E% F D2 XK S5, £/, W % E _ED n XotIEE{bTL 3 — b ZER
L, W OERZMERD 2T G = GL(W) oEnEE H=UW) t 8. Zh%
I=RYFEE VS,

Z 2T, G Weil OIREHIR Resp/p GLy g EA—13 2 22 TF LOREEEE A
BLTW3. FHC G(F) =GL,(E) TH 5% Z 2 ICiEET 5.

E&E 10 KB 7 e Im(GF)) ML, 7 ® HF)JA#HZ1=4") AL (unitary
period) &\ 9.

22 Y FEIEZRY) 7 F TR SN2 DT, TITEE#HY 7 MzonT
fHEICE LD TEL. 2XKIEKE D W i3 W OFE 2 DEDEZDT, -85 A —

& DR
Resg : (I)F(GLn) — ¢L<GL7L)‘ ¢ — ¢‘WE><SL2(C)

BEES. LIdioT, HI& BCup : rr(GLy(F)) — Irr(GLy(E)) T, XORK 2]
PUZT 2D DD 1 OFET 5. L, KFOEHIT VTN D JRFT Langlands xf
Ik 2 RHHTH 5.
Irr(GLy (F)) = &5 (GL,)
BCE/Fi O lResg
Irr(GL, (E)) —~— ®55(GL,)
ZDEG BCy/p % GL,(F) 525 GL,(E) NDEZE#' 7 & (base change lift) &
WO ERZHRY 7 FoMEIZOWTIE (1] 25K,
=&Y A EZEHRY) 7 FOBRIE, RO XS5k o 5.
FEIE 11 (Feigon-Lapid-Offen [10], Beuzart-Plessis [5])
BERIRIA 7 € Irr(G(F)) 123t U CTLURA3 D 32D
(1) @ » H(F)-distinguished 72 513 7 IZEZHY 7 + DB Image(BCrg/p) ITE F

nb.
(2) 7 € Irgen(G(F)) T B L,

dim Hompy g (7, C) =
DI Y SO,
deg BCE/F : II‘I‘(G(F)) — ZZO

ThH3. BHURBHOES Iir(GL,(F)) & Irr(GL,(E)) 1i%, BRI D Langlands 47
B XU Levi S0 REO R D BHRIEREOEE b — 7 AMED &, BARICEBREEZ A
DREENAND. Z OB ERAHEE IR LT BCpp BARFIEGNCR 2 Z ¥ A HI SN
T3 DT, 7€ lir(G(F)) BT 2 ZDRE% deg BCpyp(m) ERDT. FEMICOWN
T 5, §5.1] BXU 27 2 BR.
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ST 12 EH 11T deg BCpp 2185 OSERINARRBICN LTI THS. £blr
BRI 12, deg BCy/p(m) XD & 5 TR SR 3 T LA TE 3. ARI%
I 1 € Irryen(G(F)) 13, HOWHFRE% 5T

T AL XAy X - XA,

D TROTIENTES. 22T, &A1& GL,(E) DHEWIZ unlinked 72 B Al
BRIIRBTHD, n =ny+no+ - +n iEn DAEET L. ZDXS TR
A, A DAFREZEZROT—ENTS 3.

Dt %, e lmage(BCgp) % 513

log, (deg BC/i(m)) = #{i | Af = A}

DD LB, m & Image(BCg p) 7% 51X degBCp/p(m) =0 TH 5. 72721, log, 1 2
ZEE T 20, ¢ & Gal(E/F) OIFBIAZITE L, AT X Af(g) = Ai(c(g)) TEE S
GL,,(E) ORB ¥ T 3%.

AR 11(1) 1, Jacquet 12 kb 80 R FH SN, NI ARXOHGZHGT 5 2
¥ T Jacquet BEDGFEH L7z, ROEEORBFTEEME R 2 T 3.

FHE 13 (Jacquet [17], [18], Lapid [22], Aizenbud-Gourevitch [2])
EJ/F 2REUAED 2 TYEKR, Ap, Ap ZZNZNEF, EDQT7 7=V EBr L, m % GL,(Ap)
DEERARERBIE 55, 2ok = UTIEFEH:

(1) 2R E/F TS 2H22=XVEE H C Resg/r GLyp &, &2 REEK

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

(2) 712 GL,(Ap) DB 2 RAFRRBEDOELNREY 7 1 TH 3.

Prasad [27] 3RO L5 BFRECBWT, E&# 11 o—ffbr 22 FREEZEAMNLL
7. B H 2R F Lo RGEREIREER, E/F 2 2 ZERe L, G =
Respyp H £3%. TOLZ, GF) ORHD H(F)-A#%Z LIFLIE Galois AHA
(Galois period) 5.

Prasad 135 % 2 XI6HE wy : H(F) — {+1} BX O, H ORxtE (opposition
group) £\ 5 F FOMESRFHINEEE HP T, HY ~ Hpy 25 OZHM L 7.
Dt %, Prasad O FAH (27, Conjecture 13.3]) Z RKEPICWVI ERXRD L 572D DT
H%:

(1) R¥L 7 € It (G(F)) 2% (H(F),wy)-distinguished 72 51X, 7 & HP(F) OB
DEEY 7 M TH 5.

(2) BRI RB © € Iirgen, (G(F)) 12X LT, dimHomp g (7, wyy) FEZEHRY 7 +
DRI " - 7R TRDE 5.

BIZIEBE H B2 =2 VEDOHE, wy SBHIRIER, HP = GL,r €7D, Prasad ®
FHRIZEM 11 0FRE T 3.



W H =GLyp &322 HP BEFRI=ZVE, wy =y podet &5, T2/
L, ne/p (ZRATERRICBWT 2 XIER E/F 2 HEE£ 25 F* D2 XIEETH 5. 20D
L& G(F)=GL,(E) ORED (H(F),wn)-FEIE (A) OFRFICHELTE D, MG
3% B S 13RH L-BE D Rankin-Selberg 73 1I2IbiL 3. Z DEHE D Prasad D
FREZELWI EBHEPDHNTNSD.

F 2, BXTED WL D DEE, #1213 H = SLy, SOy, SOg, GSp, 72 ¥ DA, Prasad
DOFRE H. Lu ([23], [24], [25], [26]) ic & D T =& Wb Z > TAEH X TW3. il
IZh, HRERBOYA1E C. Zhang [45] ¥ C. Wang [41] I & b &2 4 THGwR%Z - T
B BAER AT HEN TV S.

2.3 (C) B!: PR Gan-Gross-Prasad 718

JGiF Gan-Gross-Prasad #48 (IUT [RFT GGP F48) L &M %) 1%, Gross-Prasad
[12] 12X D SO,41 X SO, ORI DOVWTOTHEE L THRIN, DBIZ Gross-Prasad
[13] & Gan-Gross-Prasad [11] IZB W THA R EHIN L T—R(LS N TFRETH
5. RUERBLCN S 2 TR GGP PR e KBIF 272012 TR Akl Twas.

BBBETIR (TAFXTRFEOSLESAD) TRTOHETHRLTVWS L
B, AR TGGP EH) Y W\WoREE ZA7%0, [GGP T L WHAHIMEERL T
WBOTHEFNC LA oT TP LIERZEICT 2.

TIZTIE 12 KREDWTRD LI BRHREELER 5:

o V: WFHA F LD n+1 RITDIER(L 2 RZEM]. 72721, V 20 BI3E £ 2 RRIA
ZEESO(V) BENATH LT 5.

o W: VORKIT 1 DIBRLZERDZEM. Zor %, SO(W) EHARIZ SO(V) @
AR A E D L ICHERT .

e G =S0(V) x SO(W).

o H=SO(W) ¥ L, ®AMdAZh— (h,h) 12k H% G OEIEL 21T

JAFT GGP PR D ERE RN 2 121F, B G IS 2 JHFT Langlands AL ETH
%. # G @ Langlands o0 G 13RO K 51272 %:
~  |Sp,(C) x SO,(C) n BEBO L =
SO,1(C) x Sp,, ,(C) n &FHKDO L =.

JGiF Langlands PO FIRICBWT, KTER SN L HREE Sy DEIKIRBDITEE L%
HE R T,

FE 14 LT A=K ¢: Wi x SLy(C) = LG LT, G 2B 2 ¢ DBEDHD
Ltz Za(0) & U, Z5(0) DRATLZ GLHERE T %2 Z5(0)° LRDT. ZOL X HiF
Za(0)/Z5(0)° & Sy EFRDL, ¢ D S-BE (S-group, component group) £ 5.

BEGOWhD, S, 13 2/22 OERBEOER L AMTH 5. i, S, DEFEEE 2
TIREDATH 5.

—fROEF DR Langlands PR TIE, GLy(F) OHBE LEWV, 1 DO G 721 TR
G OMNEER L I 2 OB O KRB 2 —FIT 5 BDERD 5.

HWFELEDn+1KTOIERLAE 2REMV T,V eEACHFIREZL OO0 0EE
2B LR SO(V') %, SO(V) OMMEERE VS, 20X 5% V' &, n RITOIk

241



242

SBALTZ 2 RZER W T W R CHFIRE 08 DI LT, ¢ = SO(V') x SO(W)
% G OMPEERTSH 5. B G OMMEHEROEEE X(G) L5 3.

¥#8 15 (JHFf Langlands $18) 25

H Irr(G'(F)) — ®r(G)

Grex (@)
T, A BHEZE T DONEFET 2. FICROMER D O:

(1) B L-NFTRAXA=R € Op(G) D7 7 AN—1I, ZAEREKETHS. Thze oD
L-INT Y b (L-packet) £\ 9.
(2) # G ® Whittaker 7—% *1% 1 DREE T % &, 24 1, = Ir(Sy) WEF 2.

DUF, # G @ Whittaker 7— X Z[HET 5. & L-XT X=X ¢ € Op(G) ITHLT
Xo %, ¢ DEHRILDNL — MR- T [11, §6, §17] THRMICHK Xz Sy @
2 RIBHE Y § 5. ROEED, SO, x SO, DFE BT 3 FHiT GCGP FHEDERT
Hb.

EIE 16 (Waldspurger [33], [34], [35], [36], Maeglin-Waldspurger [31])
TR IS ZRETS. O X BEGF) OEBRNEEREZEL L-o%7 v b I, L
TLUT A3 320,

(1) L--%%7 v b I, 121X distinguished BFHAH 1 S ¥ 1 DB EN 5.
(2) Mt—0 distinguished KBl 7 € I, ITHIET 2 Sy DI xy TH 5.

DX, TLo%Fry MRS % & DRIAA distinguished 7 D22 % L — PRI
FoTihd 21 L WHBRD T/ EHE e-Z537& (e-dichotomy) &1 5.

3. ERER

GGP T ZGEAS % 72, Waldspurger 2 EHEEAR L WO EEZEA L. AHIT
1% Waldspurger 12 & 2AEBHD & < i 7t &, EEE AR OMIED Fal OHEREICD
WTHEI T 5.

3.1 GGP FEDIAKE
RBEE G L BRIRE H 135:MF 1 27z 3HHE L, x 2 H(F) DiEEL 5 5.

EE 17 BHERB © e Ir(G(F)) IR LT m(r, x) = dimHompyp)(m, x) EBE, Z
NE T O (H(F),x)-FAHOEEE (multiplicity) £\ 5. 5% v KA EHPERED & =
FHWZ m(r) e RDT.

EROBHRE 7 XL Tm(r, x) DEA 1 THdrE, (H(F), )-HAHTESEE
1 &2 (multiplicity one theorem) %7z 32\ 5.

R 2 TbR= & 512, Hompp) (7, x) ZERXITLTH 2 L PRSI TNWS. THiE
—RIIFFER T TV Rn s, UM TS BRI E T, WIRbIEL W I 223

*I'Whittaker 7 — X DEFHERZ LICOWTIE, [12, §3, §4] 7=1% [11, §9] 2B,



bRTWVWS.

IFLIES L G =80,41 xS0, & H=S0, %23 HiTEZ-REBOML 5.
oY E H(F)-AMIERE 1 EHEE2 32 22 (AT GGP TEDGEA & 13837
W) HIBHA TS,

EI 18 (Aizenbud-Gourevitch-Rallis-Schiffmann [3], Waldspurger [37])
EEOBNIRIA 7 € Irr(G(F)) W™ LT m(r) < 123560 3D,

Waldspurger &, BEIEBL 7 € Irr(G(F)) I8 LT mgeom () EWV I REZEFEL, ¥
AR ERE (geometric multiplicity) & % fF1) 7. BMPYELEOFH L WERIT
33, §13.1, §7] 22, XD 2 >DEHEPFRAT GGP FEDIHOKTH 5.

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

(1) FEEDEEMBAIRI m € Irr(G(F)) WA LT m(r) = mgeom(T) DI 3D,
(2) B G(F) ORI 5725 L7 » F H LT

Z Mgeom () = 1.

7T€H¢
(1) & 57%, FMOEEE L RMANEEEZEZESIEFX2E®RELAN (multiplicity
formula) &\ 5.

EH 19 D2 00 FEEEOE S &, MBI T 5 EH 16 (1) O EIRHE
BIZLZnS. —ROGEDFRZEEMEH DL E WA S % #amid Moeglin-
Waldspurger [31] TREINTWS.

SEE 20 R 16 (2) BRTICEEMEARE T TRAHST, A— MUTHLTHX
D& 5 BBEEERNKOBELZRITBELD 5.

BEG = SO(V) x SOW) I LT G = GL(V) x GL(W) £ 5%, V x W %5 W
22V x W AOREFRB2ED R T G(F)-torsor & G(F) &5 5. S B
FH 7 € Irr(G(F)) D endoscopic V7 e LTHELNS 1T € Irr(G(F)) i, @Y=
BT G(F) ® [£B [ICHETE 3.

Waldspurger 13 [35] 1235 C, II D3 & 4172 Harish-Chandra $#5f2% f# - C, 1 — b
B 2 BATHTEEE DRILL £ oom (1) ZEFE L, H3R £(1/2,11) = choom (1) 2R L
Fo. T, = PRI T 2 EEEAROBEMNTH S, X512 [36) T, ZoFEAL
BHEERR% endoscopic RIFERR TR AR DOIT 2 Z & T, FBEMKRINN L TEH 16
(2) BR L.

3.2 EEELARDER

2HITE M LA 2 DD JEM, Shalika B 2=% ) FiiconwTd, EEEARK
MRIAZ T WS, ZOFITIE, 2 2 DOEEENRD BRI R Z2HAT 5.

W ot B xR L TB <.

o EFIEHE G 1oL T, 7 € Ir(G(F)) @ Harish-Chandra $615% 0, £ 3 5.
o Bt G O F EFEMRZEAREFREMBHEDOESZ Tui(G) ERDT.
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(B) B: Galois A

Beuzart-Plessis [4] 1&, —f%IC Prasad O PR DEE T Galois AHNH T 2 EEER
NZFEA L 7. B H 2Rk F oS00 das i B, E/F % 2 XIEK, x &
H(F) 0f##e L, G =Respypr H ¥ 32. 2O E HIZ G OWMMESER DT, IF
B2 TR XS CHEBEKRIBARTD S 2o T0S.

Galois FAHZN 5 2 BEENRIEROEHTEZ 5N %.

FH 21 (Beuzart-Plessis [4])
BERCRYIRIL m € Irr(G(F)) 120 U TRV EE B mgeom (T, X) &

Mgeom (7 X) = / DH(2), (x)x " (z) da
Ten(H/AH)

TERTS. L, Ag 3 HOHFDLORKAH L —F &, D i3 H ® Weyl 5
Re L, de & Ta(H/Ay) O#EYIZHAEL 52 2 Zoex BREAR m(r,x) =
mgeom(”aX) ﬁiﬁioﬁo

B 21 ORI IZRFAER AR (local relative trace formula) Zffi5. 24
WOWTHBICHAT 5. HBREEEL f : G(F) — C i3 Schwartz-Harish-Chandra B
¥,

flzg) =x(2)f(9), =z € Za(F), g€ G(F)

Ziilz3 35, 2L Zg 3 G oHuibeRDbT.

X5 FIFRAIER (cusp form) TH 3, ie. G DWW SBEE P TP C G 7R
2HDICH LT, FORNZHBELZ U 35

o, flug)du=0, g€ G(F) (1)

DD LD ERET 5. D& ZHERE (relative trace) I(f, x) &

I(f,x) = / / f(z ha)x 1 (h) dhdx
H(EN\G(F) J H(F)/(ZaNH)(F)

TEDS. ZOREDFHAIE T % ([4, Theorem 3.1.1]). HRNBFARDZ R kLA
(spectral side) Igec(f, x) %

Lpec(f,x) = Y mlm, x)te(w" (f))
TED 2. L, HUDOMNIBERCRIIERR 7 € Irr(G(F)) THOIEED x| 20p) 12F
LW Dzbieh, oV ldn ORERBZRDT.
% 72, %Al (geometric side) lyeom(f, X) %

Tyeom(f.X) = / D ()0 (2)x " (x) de (2)

Cen(H/Am)

LREUWERIZ [4, §6.1] 2BIR.



TEDS. 2720, G(F) OIEAIPFEMOTOEE Lo 0, 1%, f OB S 2 #ER T
(weighted orbital integral) & 3 %.
Dt E, ROFRZ /AR WS .

FI2 22 (Beuzart-Plessis [4]) LKW T, FX
Igeom(fa X) = ](f7 X) - [SpeC<f7 X)
DL D 3LD.

AR 23 Beuzart-Plessis ®FEH [4, Theorem 5.1.1] TiF, & b —fRIZEBREH
(strongly cuspidal) 72 ERBI%L f 1ot L CERMAMOEMRZRLTWS. Z I T,
f:G(F) - CoERRIITH 2 L1, G OB AREP TP C G Ligd bz
LTM%ZZD Leviiinftr 32 &, HX (1) 2MEED g € M(F) 120 L TR DD
WS, ERZrLHLHIC TREFALSIZRRAH) THE I LITERT 2 .

AR 24 EF 21 © 2 OHOES (AT MO ER) 13 Plancherel A2 58 Y
WL 5. ZO8%E ORI AR O TAREN 2 DI, Rl o R Z 7~ 558
NTH5.

T GGP TREDFEATIIIEIERIUCHN § 2 EEEANRPBEL o 7. ZhzR
FTIEBEMRBE DB DNS X5 BRARY A OREMZ RS HEND D, EH 22 D
ARZ PABIOFEA LD &5 o e H#EL .

Galois BN T 2 BEEHE AL, EH 20 56EBICLRS.

FIE 22 = FIE 21 DA

BESCRHIEB m € In(G(F)) OFDTEED | 70(m) ICELVE T 5. KB 7 0f75]
FHfGF) > CTf1)£0R2b0D%k 1083, ZOLE fIIRAFRTH 2
ZEIEET 5.

T/, m OAXEE d(nr) £ E£bFT L 0 =d(m) ' f(1)0 DK D LD ([4, Proposi-
tion 2.6.1]). A& BMFDER 1(f, X) = Iywom(f, X) CRAT 2 L

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

»ELND.

—HTC, BNRH 7 € Im(G(F)) L Tr 27 &b te(rV(f) =0THD,
T~ r BolE te(rV(f) = dm)7f(1) THB. LiehosT, ARZ bLElo &R
I(f,x) = Lpec(fi X) 225

I(f,x) = d(m) " f(1)m(m, X)
MWEHNE. 202 200FREZHET 2L m(m, X) = Mgeom (T, X) EFONS. O

AE 25 2 2T Galois AADGE OREAZ T 2 FIH L 7228, BIfEHI S TWE E
BEANRE, TRTHAENIBARORMEI 27 FLVRIOERD &P TV 5.

SBERR AN 2 0 S BRI Waldspurger[33] Ik D EBA S, 2O XS ITHENRRM DL L 7o 728
i, [34, §2.5] T “cuspidale” DERMNBHEORRMEOERL Bir27DTH2 L EbNS.
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B OEFRTH 2FRX (2) 1%, EH 21 KTBI2RMAWEBHEEDOERIIB VT,
Harish-Chandra #5685 0, Z E X ZHLUER ) 0; TEZHRR 720 TH 5. ZHEHRE
HMoNTWEITNTOEEEARCHBT Z2FETHD, C.Wan [40] 13— (G, H)
WX 2RMAEBEEED ZD I THELNZ ETFHLTWS.

(C) B: —f{t Shalika JEIHA

C.Wan & Beuzart-Plessis & [6] IZBWVWT, XD &L 52D L —BLIN/&KET
Shalika JAOBEBEERARZFA L. £3C % F LOPRDLEMIEEE L, G = GLy(O)
EBL B H ¢ HF) O U %

a={(§ 3)|oecrxech w(f )= v

TEDS. 12720, ¢ 3 F OIFEBARIMEREEREE L, tre : C — FI3 C O b L —
Ar§3. ZorE Rilrelr(GF) O (H(F),V)-Ji#%Z—f&{t Shalika J& 1 ¥
WL KHZ C =M, (F) O%&EE 2.1 HiTER L Shaika FIHE —H3 5 Z L ITHERE
5.

RAEEE OEED 7212, Harish-Chandra 8D EICOW TS 2 H#H T 5
WEDD 5.

I 26 (Harish-Chandra [14]) =z € G(F) ZFHfme L, g, 2 GBI 5% =
DHRDALEE G, O Lie BY 35, 272, REBM O C g,(F) 1K LT fio %, B
JEFE 57 D Fourier Z#TEE % g,.(F) L0 distribution £ 35%. ZD¥ &, BEHRE
T € Ir(G(F)) L ENEFWIE O C g,(F) LT, EM cro(z) €eC L g, (F) B
7% 0 D w, T

J:exp Zcﬂ'(’) 7 Xewx

P TDONFEET . % 2 128I1F % Harish-Chandra {68f2 60, OERH WS .
BEREL m € It (G(F)) & ¥BMIT z € G(F) 1T LT,

cr(z) = | Neeg ()] 71 ZOEN (@) cro(z) G, BWESHO L %
T %mm

LB EL, Nug(n) 13 go(F) OEERIREBHHEOES L 55, —#k1L Shalika &
MHoEHEIIRTEGZ o0 5.

EIE 27 (Beuzart-Plessis-Wan [6])
BERCRYIRIL € Irr(G(F)) 120 U TR B EE mgeom (m, ¥) %

mgeom(ﬂ-7 \Il) = / DH(.I')Cﬂ—(Z') dx
Cen(Ho/Amr)

TEFTD. 12771 H OWDEE Hy 1%

wo={(3 3)]oec)



TED, Ag 13 H OFDLOBRKFE =52, DT 13 H O Weyl H5Ie L, dr 1%
Ten(Ho/Ay) OETIRAEL S5, 2o %, BEEEXR m(n, U) = mgeom (T, ) DI
URYASR

AE 28 Galois FIHAORMNEEEDEHKTIX, £H D Harish-Chandra 51% 0, %
DDHOHBEHOHFICHbN TV, ZRIFHREESTH D, Bt GGP TGS
YD EDTRIITER 27 D X 512 Harish-Chandra f8E 0 BRI H b 3.

R 29 C.Wan 1% [40] KBWT, KO & 5 7 i TR AN BRI OFH %
52, EEEAR L BIENHAR O TEEERL L.

HGRF LoffifsBEETHD, ot H & H(F) O x 3T o
(1), (il) DWF I 27z 3

(i) H 3fli#7 G oRE DB,

(i) G DRIBIERDEE P £, Z D Levi 08 M, REHRE U BIO M
DFFFIRERE B [, TH - T, H = HoU iz L, x & Hy(F) £T
HIHDD x|u 25 U(F) OIERLIREL 722 & ODHET 5.

ARTE K L7z Shalika EHA, Galois I, BT GGP A% &%, HIE L CICERE
NEDRENTVWBHNTNTID (1), (i) DB SL2OEMEE L, [40] OFHEIZZ
NOETANTOHBERIEL W Z D E»D STV 3.

BREZTZTREPHEI»D SN TV R MOV TIE, C.Wan [38], [39], Wan-
Zhang [42], [43], [44] ¥ Beuzart-Plessis-Wan [7] ZZ .

HEE. AR THEN L EEE AR O ZHE DR % 1T, Waldspurger 12 & %5 —
HOERSL ([33], [34], [35], [36]) Zwitel » HiZbh 7 2 MR B EE R EH 2 K- U
L7z, BRI HZ2+1 I F—icfF &AW, EFOMAZ T - E3ULE R R AY)
WEHLET. £, AEOTRICHEZ@EL TT X o L KHMHER (EZEBRY) »
LELDBERBMEEHYE L. ZOHEMED TEILHL LT X,

oS TREIVEEEGR & 2 O 2024 1281 2 #iEEB X UARERFHEOHES
L I2E oz, MEEND=RIE—AE (HERY), PREREREE (JUNKY), ZILE
B (BIRKE) WIRLS EH V2L ET.
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