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2 REMESS EITER L BRAEES 4
3 BENREMCBRAXEESH 6
A Galois RIROEERICOVTOHR 8
1 EA

F % CMAK (72 bbiER CM ADREMR) . nXIEBE. Gr & F O
A THET 2, 120 ZY = {(A,- ) | M > > N\ EBE,
A€ (Z)Hom PO I LTy VA BT 24 B 23X D [Tjgom ey GLn(C) DB
AR EE 3 5,

GL,(Ap) DAREZNEH x 03aFREB I HILTY =4 b2IN € (27 )TemF0)
ThHsrI %, m DERMIT 1o & V) DXRBL VY OER/IMEIENTFL W &
TERT 2o ZOFRME T ORRERMT 7= 23 lim, H* (X, V3) D GL, (AF)
DC LEORFL L TOEFRERIRICR>TWDI L LAETHSZ, 22T, K
GL,(AX) Da > 7 FHBEMAHEERZE-TED, Xk lEGL,rp DLV K D
JRIFTFRZEE 2 R LT\ 5,

CorE, ETOERI LERORE . Q 5 CITH LT, n RorN-HM | i
Galois #Ii 7, (7) : Gp — GL,(Q)) 23 [11] & [16] iZBWVWTHBINLTWVWD, 2D
FISICEA L TROFEDD 5,



F18 1.1. (FRTREEEMN)
7% GLy(Ap) DIAKREQIHNAVRAREEZAEKEHET S, 2O X, 2T
FHI RO Q S C. FOBRZBR v LT,

CWD(r(m)|ap, )T = recy, (m|det],? )
Vi DAY IR

Remark 1.2. Z3UZ o1 Z#H 2 ZATHHAFINTWE R, ZHITDO0V
T [8] % [4] Z2Z K,

F18 1.3. (BEREE)

r:Gp — GL,(Q) I DIZ L A 2TD F DBRIBATARAIETH D,
2 TDIH#EZRELT de Rham 52 Hodge-Tate V = A SRR [H#EREFE L 35 &,
FOERRX CMAILKRE E ¥ GL,(Ap) DakrEn Y IIVEREARHI I, (KOD[H
B Q — COFELT, 7lg, 2 r,(I1) BSKILT %,

Remark 1.4. 1 ZOFEIZF ZARKIEARLELS LRV epiifFEsnT
WA, UL GLyg DHELIIMCITIZE A LTSN TW R,

2 ZZT. 7 € Homg, (F,Q)cxf3 3 7°|GF @ 7-Hodge-Tate V = A + %
HT,(rlep,) ={, Gyovrnee ¥ -} ez, TERLTBD. rla,,

dimgy (rla , @, Fo (1) 10
® Hodge-Tate ¥ = 4 FAIERITH 5 Z LIIMEED 7120 LT, HT,(r|g,, ) »3
MR 2 n HOBED)» 6725 Z L TEHE LIz,

INSHDFRHICOWTESEThbhr> TWEZ 2R3,
T3, RATREEEEICE L TR 3,

o 21]1CBWVT, PHHR S @ﬁmwwmﬂ)MJ“ﬁmwOM®fﬂ)
EbhroT0Wb, LEdoT, BEN-BEZE/ K I —{EHEDERS
TH5,

o X527 BHAECOKHE m° = 1V BROHA . AT S I
BIZbhroTWB, (18], [17], [7], 8]) ZDHEE r, (1) 1EH 2D 1=
VENZREAD L Z —narEn Y —DRIICERINS Z e BbhroT
BO. RAARBEEHEE r(7)|gp T2V 24 PE FRI-FHAL
WO B FRICRE SN TORE N, L L, —BoEEEr, (1) &
%@;a&%ﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁ%%o#t9#b#of£5? ZOBEDF
BEIERT 2 Z e 3REETH L EZ SN b,

o 753‘7-&’55’]@ CXEZ RO L BRSBVWEE, 20Ty =24 b0 D
a7 2 U CIBE BI5GB IO A, BIREIITH S 2 BRI ED D &
’@’*T‘E’Jﬁ*”lﬁ%ﬁﬁb\é CETE/ P I—AEHEZTEDLNIEHRE

2

89



NTW5, (2 [20]) LAL. ZOHBEDFER 2 RXITT UHRREL 220
FEZ oD T, ARTIEZNZ —RRITTHRAET 2D DIBIEL 2D
DRI %o

R, BERRBEICOWTHEN S,

o FFTRIBEGHEDLE L RMIC, HEE OIS D 25513 L Do
TWw5, ([5)

o —RDLGEX, HE LD DL 2RICT parallel 7 = 4 + 72 b DDOMHFFER
RoOBEWIZZNRDIChbRroT\WE b H 20, ZhUADEEXIEE A
Yoo ThEhrotz,  ([15]. [6])

SO THHI LT, AR TEROERICOWTHIAT 5, (& D 2724
qUg [13] 2R, )

EE 1.5. R = (M, S, {ra}, {Qu(X) }ogs: {H: b ctiomriny) ZEHITE THH
Gr DIERFIOEESRTHMTD 20U TH LT 5, S HIZRDWTID
DFEMERET 5, (ZHHDHFEDEFEIZ Appendiz ZZ M)

1 MBWERERMERT V7 10 THHW Gy D IHERHOIEER X D37
LT, RERY ® X, DHRILT 5.

2 IN=N|>nPMEED 7 € Hom(F,M) & A # N € H R L THRILT %,

ZDrE, FOHRR OCMYILKE ¥ GL,(Ag) DAFRERIHNARIALEX
AERNBEELT, Rle, 2 Ry Thd,

XHIE, THAVIZVEEERFERIEEED : Q S5 Cr ot IZXLT,
WD, (1) 6, )~ & vec, (m|det], T ) BRI %

EHIT. TIHhHRD XD RINHBESN S,

R16. 12V A PN (Z0)1onED @ GL,(Ar) DAKRERI AR ARY
ENVRETH->T, TAVIZLVEEI1OZERILEED . Q 5 CIIHLT
(1)) PRIREBLT, (1) |y, PANTI STV D LT B, THICROVT
AL LTV 2 ERET %,

1 n=2, (ZOFEIZ[1, Lemma 7.1.10:2 &Y, T4 V7 VLEE 1D TH|
RN B Z 2 EbhroTW5,)

2 A R MEBR IR Hecke 1618 x « AL /(FT)* — C DFEL T,
T2V ® X © NF/F+ 71)5‘521'_[.*3.50

3 Mi—Aip1 >n—1DMEED T € Hom(F,C) £i=1,--- ,n— 110 LT
[ AYACRPIN

ZOLE ERTAVIVEEDILEED . Q S CroutlIINLT,
WD (r, (1), )T~ 2 recr, (my|det]y® ) PHALT 5.



% 1.7. (Ramanujan T8
7% Cly(Ap) DIAFERI ANRAACIAERE T2, (EED F OAR
ZE v I LT m, 1 tempered TH 5,

FIE, 1.6 D2, 3D TIE R, FEF 1.5 DIRER 725 Z 559, The-
orem 1.3] 22502203, FIEE DB K 512 [21] IBWTT T EHMALS
DOMIBIE Do TED, £/ FaIAFHZEOH T IR EZHRIILAL THE
DODOERVDTHRESG S, 1 DEHEE Symm? 2 ¥ -T2 DA L DR T
FTHUTRWV, &L <& [13, Proposition 2.23, Theorem 6.9] %2,

RL7TICEALT, 7l ZCM Z2Hid. 7, IFDETH 2 L REL TRV, f§
HDldr OFUMERIZEIATH 255, 2O X1l 32=XYTHD., 7,
D3 tempered TH 5 Z L recy, (m,) D 7 AR =Y X[EFEDERZMEOMED 1 T
HHZLLAETHS, —I7T. RTOEBE LT 2 Symm" R, \CEH 1.5
BREIET 2 LD TEL DT, FOBERKCOMIK E & Gl (Ap) L=
VRAFREAI IR AEZNI, v D RHROWERL - Q > CHEFEHEL
T Symm®r, (1), = r,(I) & eWD(r,(IT) |, )F = & rec, (I, |det|;™) 2MER
Dw | v UTHILT %, Lo T, FHTIL, EATIETH Y, recg, (I1,) D
7 nA =Y REH OB ¢u° DL g2 UFCH5 2 e 5bh 5. (g,
X E, DEIRIEDAEL, [13, Theorem 2.11] ZZM,) L7=D o T, recp,(m,) D
7 B =y REHEOMSEMAIL ¢, % LLE g WFTHB 2 esbid, &
RSO 5, TR AH D 720 1d [13, Theorem 6.10] % S8,

DR EiIcE N T, EH 1.5 OFFICOWTEHIAT 2, FHiT. 28I TIEREME
b BIFEM e RFTAEESHEICOWTHIAL, 3HTEREEMEERICED
PSSR A= N N S

2 REMEFS EITEIRC BRAKIRESN
AIET & FkE. F 1 OMAKT n ZIERKE $ 5,

E&E 2.1, [ 28K v |2 FOERELRLT D,

1 pivp2: G, — GL,(Og) ZE#MRI L T 5,

ZDEE, p~p BRDIFHDMRILT 5 L TERT %o

(1) 7127

(2) pr&plEZVREY U THDH, THbHD Hodge-Tate weight 1355 L\,
(3) pL ¥ p X D2 VYRR UL BITROPTHEOBHRTICE TN
%, (ZVREZY UFE EIFRIZ (12 TEAINZ D EHWTWS, KDL
WHEE X [13, section 3.3] &M, )

VIEREZIE Z OEBLDOIGE Z 72 T30 B 0h, ZAUSENWI  ZRT e TE, £
T3 TH 5, [13, Proposition 6.8, Lemma 6.3] 2SI,
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2 71,15 0 Gp — GL,(Q)) 2RISR REHGRA L 35, 2L, v
Gp — GL,(Og) TH D, 17 @ Q = r; Zifi7 3 D23 GL, (Og;) DR 2R
TEF S, ZOEE, rilg,, ~Tala, THDIIEE |6, ~15la, TERS 5,

B 2.2.1>2n+ 1) 2T M L, 0 Q 3 Co A e (Zn)HomFQ) | Gp —
GL,(Q) AT OFMZ 7T L IRET 5.

1 TX decomposed generic TH %, (ZDERIE [13, Definition 4.22] S,
EH 1.5 DRRTIRIZEAERTO NN LT, TEZOREZTGLT 2 e
[18, Lemma 6.3, Lemma 6.19] 5005 DT, DEOHERTHHEH&UITL
BWZriZd )

2 Tlap, BEITH %,

3 G¢Fs

4 TiHEEATETO F OBRFZRICBNVTADIRTH %,

5 EED v | LITXHLT, rlg, 37V RXYTHY, HT (r|g, ) = {1+
n—T1Ao+n—2,- A} PMEED 7 € Homg, (F, Q) &0 L THILT 5,

6 GL,(Ap) DV =4 M IADIAKRERI AR AAERXNKRE 7 BFAEL T
ROMEZw/-3, (Z 2T, (1)\%,;‘ = N\1r CEW,)

(1) T2=r,(n)s

(2) EED v |1 THLT, m BAPELTHY., r(n)|c, ~ Tlan, TH 5o

(8) EEDv IR LT, N(r(nm)|e,,) = N(rlay, ) 23D IZD, (N(r|g,, )
&L rlgp, WCONIES % Weil-Deligne RFLDE/ ¥ o I —(FHmO{BIHAZ RS, )

(1) FERED vt LU T, oWD(r, (1), )7 22 tecs, (mo|det]y® ) A D
AYASN

ZDrE, GL,(Ap) DV 24 M IADIKRERY ARSI ZAEXAVREI 2
HFELT, r = r,(I) THDH, WD(r,(I)|g,, ) = recFv(Hv|det|;_Tn) PR
Dot LI L THILT 5,

Z DEHDFEIH DB I DWW TN B

3. RERDFFTRBIEG 2/ 2 o LUHNIEHANC X S Hws TV
AR S P2 I RILL 720 TH D (HEE I R5E13 (19,
Theorem 7.1] ZZM) . REDHERTDH % [9, Theorem 1.3] & [14, Section 7.2]
W XD BN R RR I N ZE KD HR D K5 IR o DTH S,
#F L <1 [13, Theorem 4.52] =2,

HEDRIRIBEBEEEEZBR DI, XD 2 DDHREHW 2,

EIE 2.3. 71 % GL,(Ap) DAKRERIINTHRAERLRFEREH Y L, | %
ZH. QS CEROREIY T3, 1
ZOLERTD v LIZHLT. (WD(r, (7)., )™ = recy, (m|det],” ) &
N(r(m)|gp, ) < N(recp, (m,)) BALT 5. T 2T, BETHVIDIERZ Jordan i
BHEEZLZ2WED nDREENESELZEICKIDEDTED, nD7



HDIERFRIZRKEZWIHIZE L TW o THEICARESHRILLEET 5 & WS EHFIZ
FoTEDTWVWAS,

Proof.  [21] ZZ&, O

B 2.4. v & FOBERHES. X € M,,(C) 2 BETHN L 35, 2D %, GL,(F,)
D paraholic subgroup K, WFEL T, EED Iwahori fized vector % 5§D
GL, (F,) DBEY smooth RIL o 120 LT, RHRELN 5,

(1) L ok £07251X. N(recp,(0)) < X DKL T 5,

(2) dL olXgenericTH Y., N(recy,(0)) < X ZMiZzTHRHIE. o £0
DIMALT B

Proof. [13, Lemma 2.6] =2, O

IHHZHWT, RFTREEREN 215 2 TER DWW THIHT %,

¥ 3. Arthur-Clozel D AJfEEZHCEH D 6, 7l £ 0 TH I IRELTRWZ
CICHERET b, K, % Lemma 2.4 % N(recp, (m,)) \CHHAT 2 Z8ICK>TEE S
paraholic subgroup £ 3%, 2D X, m, ¥ generic RD T, 7& £0TH %, IR
RIERES FIFEBORT E IS, LANLVE K, ICEE LR ST 2 2 I &k
D, K £ 008653, LedoT. N(recy, (I1,)) < N(recg, (m,)) D¥E0 5
P ARGE (3)s (4) 225 N(recr, (m0)) = N(ri(m)lay,) = N(rley,) = N(r1l)lcy,)
THd, L7ho>T, N(recp,(IL,)) < N(r,(I)|g,, ) BE 50, EF23 L&D

1—-n

BT WD(r,(7)|ap, )7 7% = recp, (my|det],? ) 21522

3 BENREMCBRAAEESH

BIEiECeEREIC. FIZCMIATn 3 EEETHILT 52, ZOHITIE., &
1.5 DFEFICOWTHAS %, fHEO O EH AN RIGEDANHT 5,
F3, HIZEOHDGEIZ XL LN TWEHEIZOWTIHRR S,

EE 3.1 I 2RBE L, v|l &2 FORRER. p: Gp, — GL,(O) &k
He 35,

1 pNALRIRETH D %, pWNTZ VAR D7 Y ARY VD
Bl py=x1D - @ X DFEL T, p1 ~ po DRILT 5,

2 p WIBERNALAIRETH 2 Z %, F, ZERIILKRTIUL p 230 A kn]
BEICI 2 ZE TERT 5,

Remark 3.2. [13, Proposition 3.31] 2>, Fontaine-Laffaille 72 & & TER AL
A[RETDH %,

2EERIED Ui VW 5, [13, Proposition 2.22] 25|,
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B 3.3. R := (M, S, {rhrAQu(X) }ogs, {Hr }retomeriny) ZBEITE THES
WGp DIERROBERTHMTH 20RENTHD, EHITRERVTHS
EARES B

DOt E, FOBERRX CMIEKE & GL,(Ag) DA REVBI HNIRHAER
LEB L DBFEL T, Rlo, = Ry TH 5,

oL, ERT 4V l/k‘*r“@%%u CHEED Q5 Cy vl LITRLT,
tWD(r, ()| gy, )75 = recFv(m|det|v ) DRI Do

COAAD 712, LUF oK H CXN 72856 Ok e v 5,

Rl 3.4. (1) dIXIEREHL
(2) 1>2(d+ 1) IFFETF L FT(Q) zimkddo,
(3) 2 Gpe — OF 3FEH X7 IIHSIE 2B T HEFR AT de Rham 12
BoTW3HD,
(4) T : Gp — GL,(F)) \$ER B TROEMF 275 H D,
TlGF(C) Ciﬂ%‘f‘,}o
- d T % Gp,y DETOREI-Sylow BRI HE TN A AL S L 2 BAER T HRIC
HIBR L 7R D BB R D 5 B IR RKDORITTLL ETH %,
- Gp-FRZED DML perfect pairing T X T°¢ — Ti|q, PMEIET %,
(5) SWEFOERIZRDEREATH Y. ROFH %3
-8 =5%
EEDve S FT EnHT 5,
- SBEETO FOIERREZET,
T E plE S ODHTARTILTH %,
(6) EEDv e SITHLT, Tla,, OFFHB LT p, : Gp, — GL,(Og) ZLALFD
Szl SEm R e § 5,
CBL IS, o WREDD N(p,) = N(pw)(= N(plule,)) P
T 5,
b Lol 7256, p, \& Hodge-Tate 7 = A b 23IERID DBAERIN A LRI RET &
Dy pSe ~ py |G, DIKALT %o
ZOR;, TOFDH LT r: Gp — GL,(Og) BFAEL T, ROFEMHZS
(a) Gp-RIZEDDRNHRNIR perfect pairing r X r° = plg, DFIETS B,
(b)) EED v ¢ SITRHLT, 7|g,, FATI,
(c) ERD v | LI LT, rla, ~ po BALT %o
(d) EED v e S\ {u|l} I LT, N(rlg,,) = N(py) DIILT %o
X EED Q5 Ciz LT, FOBBR CMGaloisfik E £ GL,(Ag)
DAREAI ANVIZA R ZNVEKE 1 Tr|q, = r(n) BOLS 25 b DDBFET %,

Proof. [13, Proposition 5.8] ZZH, O
PURC. &3 3.3 OFRERH OIS 2 bR 5,



ESCINEE AP N ﬁ|GF(<l) DRI T, ry 32T | #3555 T Fontaine-
Laffaille TH B DT 5, (ZDXS57% 1%, Proposition Ad»rSH7 4V 7L
HE 1 CHETS %,)

Z T, HfMC Indgfr,\ ##ZZTL %S &, Hodge-Tate regular 1272 672
WOT, BRI EATHEE OIS0 : Gp — T T Indir (r,0) A
Hodge-Tate regular 12722 X957 dD & X 5, ZOKR., ZORHBKIZIECD
RTINS LAV, FIRFBHIZE AN R > TW5 (Leh> TR
SRRV EAZ B o T, HREIIMERZ B A %) O TZoRIICHE 3.4
EHWS Z e 2EZATV, ZOLDIIRDIERZEHWV 5,

e 3.5. R := (M, S, {r}x {Qu(X) Yogs: {Hr }reptomeean) & B2 & THIN
Gr DIHERBOERERTHMTDH 2 0 RENTH 235, ZORE, Biw
FELT, ERTAVIZLVEEDIER2TON| L2 v | I LT, BRXILK
FyJF, BRIEL T, 1ilay, ~ e la,, DL %,

Proof. [13, Lemma 6.4, Lemma 6.18] %2, O

CORREMEIATHVEZICE-oT, ERTAVIZLVEED ITHL
T FT OHERRXCOMILK E & GLy, (Ap) ® (RER) HEE I 2 a3k
BRIV ANBARAEZNKE r BIEEL T, r(r) & (Indg?r r20)|cp (FEFL 2.2
DRGE &7 F o (RE R H SR D358 R AT RKIEEE S 58 2k
FNTVWEZLICHE, ) L oT, Gloy(Ap) DIRERIH AR AV
EAEBTHEIE LT, 7,(1) = (Indg"" (10)) |, 22 eWD(r,(I1)| g, )7 =
recg, (1L, det|1%) BETOFEDOARFR v NI UTHILT %, Arthur-Clozel
DAMREAHEID &, GL,(Aprp) D 2RER Y ANIA A XAEE 11 i
FEL T, r, (1) 2 ra|gp, DSROLT 225, 23R RIS E- L TWwb 2 e
Y23 H VD C LIS R D cWD(r,(I)|ay, ., )F % 2 vecrp, (T, |det],” )
DETOFEDEARBR v NI LTS 2 ERT I N TE, GEAD
BT 32, ZOEITOFMIZ[13, Lemma 5.2] Z 2/,

A GaloisRIHDEESRICOVLWTOHEE

Galois RILDEERIZB L TREICR 2 FENEZMET 5, FIIREULT oI
R T %,

EEAL o 727nD2THPIVGErDIERHOEERLWVI DT, X
DT =EhPORDHHDR = (M,S, {Qv(X)}vgéS’ {TA}A7 {Hr}reHom(F,M)) D
ZETH A,

1 M EAREUA,
2 SIXF OBERIADHRER,

95



96

3 v¢ SITHLT, Qu(X) e MX]IZXBnDE=y 7 ZIER,

4 7€ Hom(F, M) 0 LT, H XZ"/S, DITo

5 MDFEATFTTANIRLUT, 7y : Gp — GL, (M) 13 EAE#E R T
RGN & i 723,

(a) BL v ¢ ShDvfcharFy ZHIE, 7|, FATETHY, det(T1, -
ra(Frob,)) = Qu(X) ML T %,

(b) T4V VEE1ORBOEE LPFELT,. FEDIeLE NI,
v | [ c:jﬂ‘bf\ T)\|GFv 03:7 ]) 25( U \/%IEVC@ D\ HT“—(T)\) = H»,— ﬁ’{f%’i
D7 € Hom(F, M) £ M EOMDIAAG L M — M 120t LTS %,

e 77 nDIEFFITTVGr DI ERHOEERL VWS DL, LoD >
H 5D (b) ANDEGZ T T — 20655 DDZTH S,

EE A2. 7% GL,(Ap) DAXRERIINBAIAVENERE LT 5L, KD
T—REEZDIENTE D,

S AR NG B F OBERESSERDES,

- M, & m D Hecke fK, $72D5 M, = Q(recg, (m,)(Frob,) DFEZHK D%
| 7, DR, [10, Theorem 3.13] 206, ZAUIREURICHR 2 Z e pHIS
TWa, 1

AEED v ¢ S, LT, Qu(X) = det(X T, — recy, (m,|det]s? )(Froby))s

AEED N of My X UT, rpy @ Gp — GL, (M) &6 PRI T
v S7T = ih‘j\ CharF)\ %%IJ 6 7}& U’ﬁbi\ TW7/\|GFU @iZ:ﬁj\uEZZIJ)‘O det(TIn —
rea(Frob,)) = Qu(T) 1272 % % D,

AEED 7 € Hom(F, M)\ LT, Hyp i={N\i+n—il|i=1,---,n} €
(Zn/Gn)o

ZORE, Ry = (Mg, S, {Qr (X))}, {ran}, {Her }) &7 ¥ 27 n ®IFFIZHIO
Gr DIERHOBERTH D, TH2RURIEER S, X 51T, Dirichlet
B LORBI CEEDN [ IR L T BN S, ETH9WGr D IHER
BloERITHKR D Z W [13, Corollary 4.24] 2 5b b %,

E&E A3

1 IEFICHN Gr D LERFIOBER R = (M, S,{Q.(X)}, {r\}, {H.}) ioxt
LT, ROBBENTHZ2LW0H5D% 74 V7 LVEE1OFEBI EEZED N | 1ITH
LT, mDBHITH L Z 2 TEHRT %,

2 R:=(M,S1{Q.,(X)},{r},{H.}) 77 nDETHIH\Gp D [ HERFD
BERE T, RVERITHEZ ZEZEED T I LT, H, B nfdDHRL 3
R 5785 Z L TERT %o

3 IEHICHO Gr D IERHOBER R = (M, S,{Q.(X)},{r}, {H.}) &
B wIIHLT, RYPV=2A bwTHMTHLI%2, EEDv ¢ S EERED



Qu(X) DR a e M, #HDiAH 1 : M — CIIML T, |u(a)]? =q* DRILT 5 Z
ETERT %o

R Ad. R= (M, S {Q.,(X)},{r},{H}) 7> 2 nTHN»OIERIKR T ~
InDETHHHNGp DI HERFOBERE T 5,

ZOWE, T4 V7 VEE 1OFBI EEBD N[ IR L T, Mgy, FBHIT
b5

Proof.  [5, Proposition 5.3.2] ZZ&, O

N
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