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A D-module approach to invariant distributions

with finitely many orbits

Hiroyuki Ochiai∗

July 9, 2024

Abstract

Tauchi provides an example illustrating the action of a real algebraic subgroup H of
GL(2n,R) with finitely many orbits on R2n, while the dimension of the space of relative H-
invariant distributions on R2n is infinite. We offer a perspective on this example from the
viewpoint of D-modules, where we explicitly determine the simple quotient regular holonomic
D-modules and demonstrate that the distributions exhibit an enlarged symmetry.

1 Introduction

In 2018, Tauchi [10] discovered a representation of a Lie group with finitely many orbits, where
the dimension of relatively invariant distributions with a fixed character is infinite. This intrigu-
ing representation is motivated by providing an example demonstrating that the smooth regular
representation on some homogeneous space of SL(2n,R) with finitely many orbits under a real
mirabolic subgroup has infinite multiplicity of a degenerate principal series representation [11],
[12]. Distributions of interest are characterized by being annihilated by vector fields corresponding
to a Lie algebra. In this paper, we explore the left ideal generated by these vector fields in the ring
of differential operators and the corresponding D-modules. This D-module must be non-holonomic
due to the infinite dimension of its solutions. We identify countably many quotient D-modules,
each turning out to be a simple holonomic D-module. Subsequently, we revisit the Lie algebraic
interpretation of these quotient D-modules. It’s important to note that the group used here is
solvable (upper triangular), potentially resulting in the corresponding D-module having irregular
singularities. Nevertheless, these simple holonomic D-modules must exhibit regular singularities.

The interplay between Lie algebra and D-modules for relatively invariant distributions was
leveraged by the author [7] to gain insights into the seminal work of van Dijk. In [13], among other
contributions, he highlights the non-existence of a spherical distribution — an invariant eigen-
distribution of the pseudo-Laplacian — on the tangent space of a rank-one semisimple symmetric
space SL(m+1,R)/GL(m,R) supported on the singular nilpotent orbits. This marked the begin-
ning of harmonic analysis on this semisimple symmetric space [21, 22, 18, 19] and the exploration
of a generalized Gelfand pair [14, 15, 20]. Kowata [5] establishes the non-existence of singular
invariant distributions and hyperfunctions [4] without resorting to the pseudo-Laplacian, subject
to certain conditions. For instance, when considering the tangent space of SL(m+1,R)/GL(m,R),
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Kowata identifies a larger symmetry, SO0(m,m), compared to GL(m,R). The author [7] rearticu-
lates this finding in terms of D-modules. Notably, in this tangent space setting, as well as the global
setting [8], two Lie algebras, gl(m,R) and so(m,m), exhibit the same D-modules. As a corollary,
we deduce an automatic extension of the symmetry of spherical distribution and the non-existence
of singular spherical distribution. In other words, there is no contribution of singular orbits under
the smaller Lie group.

Tauchi’s example focuses primarily on real projective spaces P3 and P
5 of dimensions three and

five, respectively. These spaces correspond to the real vector spaces R4 \ {0} and R
6 \ {0} with the

origin removed and divided by R
×. In our analysis, we operate on vector spaces R

2n = C
n with

n = 2, 3 without dividing by R
×, and we observe that including the origin poses no issues.

We introduce various real Lie subgroups of GL(2n,R) and their Lie algebras, including their
complexifications. Further, we delve into the orbit decomposition of R2n and C

2n for each case.
In the context of the ring of differential operators with polynomial coefficients, denoted as

D = C[z1, . . . , z2n,
∂

∂z1
, . . . ,

∂

∂z2n
],

we define the left ideal I of D and the corresponding D-module D/I, along with its hyperfunction
or distribution solutions. The reference for D-modules will be [1, 2].

2 n = 2

2.1 Lie algebra

We define a solvable Lie subalgebra of gl(4,C) by

h1 := a⊕ n := (CE11 ⊕ CE22 ⊕ CE33 ⊕ CE44)⊕ (CE14 ⊕CE24 ⊕ CE31 ⊕ CE32 ⊕ CE34).

The Lie algebra h1 is illustrated as








∗ 0 0 ∗
0 ∗ 0 ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 0 0 ∗

















z1
z2
z3
z4









,









∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 ∗ 0 ∗
0 0 ∗ ∗
0 0 0 ∗

















z3
z2
z1
z4









,

where the figure on the left is represented in standard coordinates, whereas the figure on the right

illustrates the upper-triangular realization of the Lie algebra. Put c =









0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









and a Lie

algebra isomorphism ι : gl(4) → gl(4) by ι(A) = cAc−1.
We now consider the several subalgebras h3 ⊂ h2 ⊂ h1 defined by

h2 := a⊕ (CE14 ⊕ CE32).

h3 := (C(E11 + E22)⊕ C(E33 + E44))⊕ (CE14 ⊕ CE32).

h1 =









∗ 0 0 ∗
0 ∗ 0 ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 0 0 ∗









, h2 =









∗ 0 0 ∗
0 ∗ 0 0
0 ∗ ∗ 0
0 0 0 ∗









, h3 =









a11 0 0 a14
0 a11 0 0
0 a32 a44 0
0 0 0 a44









.
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ι(h1) =









∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 ∗ 0 ∗
0 0 ∗ ∗
0 0 0 ∗









, ι(h2) =









∗ ∗ 0 0
0 ∗ 0 0
0 0 ∗ ∗
0 0 0 ∗









, ι(h3) =









a44 a32 0 0
0 a11 0 0
0 0 a11 a14
0 0 0 a44









.

2.2 Real form

Let X := C
4 be a complex four-dimensional vector space with the standard coordinates z =

(z1, z2, z3, z4)
T . Let J :=









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0









. We define a real four-dimensional vector space

XR := {z = (z1, z2, z3, z4)
T ∈ C

4 | z = Jz} = {(z1, z2, z1, z2)
T | z1, z2 ∈ C}.

Then XR is a real form of the complex vector space X = C
4. The corresponding real form of the

complex Lie algebra gl(4,C) = EndC(X) is gR := {X ∈ gl(4,C) | JXJ = X}.
We define the real Lie algebra hiR := hi ∩ gR for i = 1, 2, 3.

Lemma 1. • gR =























a11 a12 a13 a14
a21 a22 a23 a24
a13 a14 a11 a12
a23 a24 a21 a22























.

• h2R =























a11 0 0 a14
0 a22 0 0
0 a14 a11 0
0 0 0 a22























=























a11 0 0 a14
0 a44 0 0
0 a14 a11 0
0 0 0 a44























, which is a real form of h2.

• h1R = h2R, which is not a real form of h1.

• h3R =























a11 0 0 a14
0 a11 0 0
0 a14 a11 0
0 0 0 a11























, which is a real form of h3.

The image of each real Lie algebra by ι is given as

ι(gR) =























a11 a14 a13 a12
a23 a22 a21 a24
a13 a12 a11 a14
a21 a24 a23 a22























,

ι(h2R) =























a11 a14 0 0
0 a44 0 0
0 0 a11 a14
0 0 0 a44























, ι(h3R) =























a11 a14 0 0
0 a11 0 0
0 0 a11 a14
0 0 0 a11























.

The dimension of each Lie algebra is

dimC h1 = 9, dimC h2 = 6, dimC h3 = 4, dimR h1R = dimR h2R = 6, dimR h3R = 4.
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2.3 Orbit decomposition

For each Lie algebra or its corresponding Lie group, we consider the orbit decomposition by the
action of GL(4,C) ⊃ H1 ⊃ H2 ⊃ H3 on X = C

4 and the action of GR ⊃ H1R = H2R ⊃ H3R on
XR. The upper triangular realization ι(hi) is preferred over the standard realization hi to facilitate
the observation of the orbit decomposition.

2.3.1 Complex

We define Zariski locally closed subsets O2, O1, O0 of C2 = {(z3, z2)
T ∈ C

2} and O′
2, O

′
1, O

′
0 of

C
2 = {(z1, z4)

T ∈ C
2} by

O2 := {(z3, z2)
T ∈ C

2 | z2 6= 0},

O1 := {(z3, z2)
T ∈ C

2 | z2 = 0, z3 6= 0},

O0 := {(z3, z2)
T ∈ C

2 | z2 = z3 = 0},

O′
2 := {(z1, z4)

T ∈ C
2 | z4 6= 0},

O′
1 := {(z1, z4)

T ∈ C
2 | z4 = 0, z1 6= 0},

O′
0 := {(z1, z4)

T ∈ C
2 | z4 = z1 = 0}.

Here, the index denotes the dimension of each orbit. We define Oij = Oi ×O′
j ⊂ C

2 ×C
2 ⊂ C

4 for
i, j = 0, 1, 2. Then

C
2 =

⊔

i=0,1,2

Oi,C
2 =

⊔

j=0,1,2

O′
j ,C

4 =
⊔

i,j=0,1,2

Oij.

For c ∈ C
×, we define (Tauchi)

O12c := {(z3, z2, z1, z4) ∈ O12 | z3 = cz4},

O21c := {(z3, z2, z1, z4) ∈ O21 | z1 = cz2}.

Note that
⊔

c∈C×

O12c = O12, and
⊔

c∈C×

O21c = O21.

Lemma 2. • Oij are ι(H2)-orbits.

• Oij remain ι(H3)-orbits unless (i, j) = (1, 2), (2, 1).

• O12c and O21c are ι(H3)-orbits for c ∈ C
×.

• O22 ∪O12 ∪O02, O21, O20, O11 ∪O01, O10, O00 are ι(H1)-orbits.

2.3.2 Real

The real form XR = {(z1, z2, z1, z2) | z1, z2 ∈ C} is a subset of O22 ∪O11 ∪O00.

Lemma 3. • There are three H3R-orbits

O22R := {(z1, z2, z1, z2) ∈ XR | z2 6= 0},

O11R := {(z1, z2, z1, z2) ∈ XR | z2 = 0, z1 6= 0},

O00R := {(z1, z2, z1, z2) ∈ XR | z2 = z1 = 0}

on XR.
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• Each orbit under H3R is also an orbit under H2R.

• The real manifold OiiR is a real form of the complex manifold Oii for i = 0, 1, 2.

Remark 4. The groups H3 and H3R and their orbit decompositions are given by Tauchi [10]. It is
important that H3 has infinitely many orbits in C

4 and H3R has finitely many orbits in the real
form XR.

2.4 D-module

In X = C
4, we use coordinates (z1, z2, z3, z4) ∈ X, and (z1, z2, z3, z4, ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4) ∈ T ∗X for

the cotangent bundle. The ring of differential operators on X is denoted by D = DX =
C[z1, z2, z3, z4,

∂
∂z1

, ∂
∂z2

, ∂
∂z3

, ∂
∂z4

]. For a complex subspace Y := {z2 = z4 = 0}, which is the closure
of O11, we define a D-module

BY |X = H2
[Y ](OX) = D/(D

∂

∂z1
+Dz2 +D

∂

∂z3
+Dz4).

The characteristic variety of BY |X is the conormal bundle {ζ1 = z2 = ζ3 = z4 = 0} = T ∗
Y X ⊂ T ∗X

of Y , and the multiplicity of T ∗
Y X is one, that is, BY |X is a simple holonomic system. We denote

by δ(z2, z4) ∈ BY |X the class represented by 1 ∈ D. For l ∈ Z≥0, we consider the element

Tl := (z1
∂

∂z2
)lδ(z2, z4) ∈ BY |X . Then

Lemma 5. The annihilator I1l of Tl is the left ideal of D generated by

z1
∂

∂z1
− l,

∂l+1

∂zl+1
1

, z2
∂

∂z2
+ l + 1, zl+1

2 ,
∂

∂z3
, z4. (1)

Proof. The partial algebraic Fourier transform

z1 7→ z1, z2 7→
∂

∂z2
, z3 7→ z3, z4 7→

∂

∂z4
,

∂

∂z1
7→

∂

∂z1
,

∂

∂z2
7→ −z2,

∂

∂z3
7→

∂

∂z3
,

∂

∂z4
7→ −z4

gives an algebra isomorphism from D to D. This isomorphism sends BY |X to

D/(D
∂

∂z1
+D

∂

∂z2
+D

∂

∂z3
+D

∂

∂z4
) ≃ OX .

The image of δ(z2, z4) is 1 ∈ OX and the image of Tl is (−z1z2)
l ∈ OX . In the one variable

case, the annihilator of zl1 in C[z1,
∂

∂z1
] is the left ideal of C[z1,

∂
∂z1

] generated by z1
∂

∂z1
− l and

∂l+1

∂zl+1

1

. The inverse partial Fourier transform of z2
∂

∂z2
− l is ∂

∂z2
(−z2)− l = −

(

z2
∂

∂z2
+ l + 1

)

, which

demonstrates the desired lemma.

Let I3 be the left ideal generated by

z1
∂

∂z1
+ z2

∂

∂z2
+ 1,

∂

∂z3
, z4. (2)

We define left D-modules M1l := D/I1l and M3 := D/I3.

Theorem 6. (i) We have a D-module isomorphism M1l ∋ P 7→ P ◦ (z1
∂

∂z2
)lδ(z2, z4) ∈ BY |X .

Especially, M1l is a simple holonomic system.

5



(ii) The natural D-module homomorphism M3 → M1l is surjective.

(iii) For any positive integer L, the natural D-module homomorphism M3 →

L
⊕

l=0

M1l is surjective.

Proof. (i) follows from Lemma lemma:isom, and (ii) follows from the fact that I3 ⊂ I1l for all
l ∈ Z≥0. We prove (iii). For a given Pl ∈ D with l = 0, 1, . . . , L, we put

P :=

L
∑

l=0

Pl

∏

0≤k≤L,k 6=l

z1
∂
∂z1

− k

l − k
∈ D,

then P ≡ Pl mod I1l with l = 0, 1, . . . , L follows.

We observe that

z4
∂

∂z1
, z2

∂

∂z3
, z1

∂

∂z1
+ z2

∂

∂z2
+ 1, z3

∂

∂z3
+ z4

∂

∂z4
+ 1 ∈ I3. (3)

We will interpret these elements as images of a Lie algebra. Let

ρ : gl(4) = gl(4,C) ∋ Eij 7→ −zj
∂

∂zi
∈ D

be a Lie algebra homomorphism induced from the standard representation of GL(4,C) on X = C
4.

We define the character χl : h1 = a⊕ n → C by

χl(E11) = −l, χl(E22) = l + 1, χl(E33) = 0, χl(E44) = 1

and χl(n) = 0. The restriction of χl on h3 is denoted by χ since it does not depend on l. Explicitly,

χ(E11 + E22) = 1, χ(E33 + E44) = 1.

Then Lemma 5 and the equation (3) show that

(ρ− χ)(h3) ⊂ I3
∩ ∩

(ρ− χl)(h1) ⊂ I1l

(4)

Remark 7. The Lie algebra homomorphism ρ induces the associative algebra homomorphism

ρ̃ : U(gl(4)) → {P ∈ D | [P, z1
∂

∂z1
+ z2

∂

∂z2
+ z3

∂

∂z3
+ z4

∂

∂z4
] = 0}

from the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra gl(4) onto the subalgebra of D of ho-
mogeneous degree zero. Note that the map ρ̃ is not injective; for example, a non-zero element
E14E32 − E12E34 ∈ U(gl(4)) belongs to the kernel of ρ̃. Therefore, it is possible that two different
Lie subalgebras of gl(4) generate two distinct left ideals of U(gl(4)), whose images under ρ̃ may
coincide. This is one of the reasons why invariance under a smaller Lie algebra extends to that
under a larger Lie algebra.
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2.5 Relatively invariant distribution

Let BXR
be sections of hyperfunctions on XR. From the diagram (4), we conclude the following on

solutions of differential equations.

Theorem 8.

{u ∈ BXR
| Pu = 0,∀P ∈ (ρ− χ)(h3)} ⊃ {u ∈ BXR

| Pu = 0,∀P ∈ I3}
∪ ∪

⊕

l∈Z≥0

{u ∈ BXR
| Pu = 0,∀P ∈ (ρ− χl)(h1)} ⊃

⊕

l∈Z≥0

{u ∈ BXR
| Pu = 0,∀P ∈ I1l}

Tauchi defines [10] a distribution

T l
2 = zl1

∂l

∂zl2
δ(z2, z2) = (z1

∂

∂z2
)lδ(z2, z2) (5)

on the real manifold XR = {(z1, z2, z1, z2) | z1, z2 ∈ C} ≃ R
4. Here δ(z2, z2) denotes the Dirac

distribution 1
−2

√
−1

δ(ℜz2,ℑz2) on R
4. The support of T l

2 is the closure of O11R, that is, O11R⊔O00R.

Proposition 9. T l
2 ∈ {u ∈ BXR

| Pu = 0,∀P ∈ I1l} ≃ HomD(M1l,BXR
). Especially, T l

2 is
relatively invariant under h1 with the character χl, and is relatively invariant under h3 with the
character χ.

Note that the relative invariance of T l
2 under h3 is due to Tauchi. We regard Theorem 6 as a

D-module counterpart of this result.

3 n = 3

3.1 D-module

In X = C
6, we use coordinates (z1, z2, z3, z4, z5, z6) ∈ X. The ring of differential operators on X is

denoted by D = DX = C[z1, z2, z3, z4, z5, z6,
∂

∂z1
, ∂
∂z2

, ∂
∂z3

, ∂
∂z4

, ∂
∂z5

, ∂
∂z6

]. Let Y = {z3 = z6 = 0} ⊂

X = C
6, and define a simple holonomic D-module BY |X by

BY |X = H2
[Y ](OX) = D/(D

∂

∂z1
+D

∂

∂z2
+Dz3 +D

∂

∂z4
+D

∂

∂z5
+Dz6).

The standard generator represented by 1 ∈ D is denoted by δ(z3, z6) ∈ BY |X . We define a section
of BY |X .

Tl = (z2
∂

∂z3
+ z4

∂

∂z5
)lz2z5δ(z3, z6) (6)

= zl2

(

z2z5
∂l

∂zl3
+ lz4

∂l−1

∂zl−1
3

)

δ(z3, z6) (7)

= (z2z5 − z3z4)(z2
∂

∂z3
)lδ(z3, z6).

7



Lemma 10. The annihilator ideal I1l of Tl is generated by the following elements:

∂

∂z1
, z6, z2

∂

∂z2
+ z3

∂

∂z3
, z2

∂

∂z2
+ z4

∂

∂z4
− 1− l, z2

∂

∂z4
+ z3

∂

∂z5
,

∂l+1

∂zl+1
2

∂

∂z4
, zl3

∂

∂z4
,

∂l+2

∂zl+2
2

∂

∂z5
, zl+1

3

∂

∂z5
,

∂2

∂z24
,

∂2

∂z25
,

∂2

∂z4∂z5
, z4

∂

∂z4
+ z5

∂

∂z5
− 1.

Proof. We define a left ideal I ′
l of D generated by

∂

∂z1
,

∂

∂z4
,

∂

∂z5
, z6, z2

∂

∂z2
− l,

∂l+1

∂zl+1
2

, z3
∂

∂z3
+ l, zl3.

Using a similar argument to Theorem 6(i), we see that M′
l := D/I ′

l forms a simple holonomic
system. Let I ′′ be the left ideal generated by elements in the statement of Lemma other than
z2

∂
∂z4

+ z3
∂

∂z5
. By computing the image of generators of left ideals, we obtain the property:

I ′′z4 ⊂ I ′
l and I ′′z5 ⊂ I ′

l+1, (8)

I ′
l

∂

∂z4
⊂ I ′′ and I ′

l+1

∂

∂z5
⊂ I ′′. (9)

For example, (z2
∂

∂z2
− l) ∂

∂z4
= ∂

∂z4
(z2

∂
∂z2

+ z4
∂

∂z4
− l − 1) − z4

∂2

∂z2
4

∈ I ′′. We will see that the map

D ∋ P 7→ (Pz4, P z5) ∈ D⊕2 induces a D-module isomorphism

φ : D/I ′′ ∋ P 7→ (Pz4, P z5) ∈ M′
l ⊕M′

l+1.

Actually, φ is well-defined from the property (8). For a given P1, P2 ∈ D, put P := P1
∂

∂z4
+P2

∂
∂z4

∈
D, then Pz4−P1 ∈ I ′

l and Pz5−P2 ∈ I ′
l+1. This proves the surjectivity of φ. For the injectivity of φ,

take a P ∈ D such that (P mod I ′′) is in the kernel of φ. We may write P = Q1
∂

∂z4
+Q2

∂
∂z5

+Q3

with Qi ∈ C[z1, z2, z3, z4, z5, z6,
∂
∂z1

, ∂
∂z2

, ∂
∂z3

, ∂
∂z6

]. Then by assumption, 0 ≡ Pz4 ≡ Q1 + Q3z4
mod I ′

l and 0 ≡ Pz5 ≡ Q2 + Q3z5 mod I ′
l+1. There exist Q4 ∈ I ′

l , Q5 ∈ I ′
l+1 such that Q1 =

−Q3z4 +Q4, Q2 = −Q3z5 +Q5. Then P = −Q3(z4
∂

∂z4
+ z5

∂
∂z5

− 1) +Q4
∂
∂z4

+Q5
∂

∂z5
∈ I ′′ by the

property (9).
Note that the image of the map φ is the sum of two simple holonomic systems. Therefore,

D/(I ′′+D(z2
∂

∂z4
+z3

∂
∂z5

)) is a simple holonomic system or zero. It is easy to see that the annihilator

contains I ′′ +D(z2
∂

∂z4
+ z3

∂
∂z5

); then, maximality implies equality.

We define a complex Lie subalgebra h1 ⊂ gl(6,C) by

h1 =

6
⊕

j=1

CE1j ⊕

6
⊕

i=2

CEi6 ⊕ C(E22 + E33)⊕C(E44 + E55)⊕ C(E22 + E44)⊕ C(E42 + E53).

and its character χl : h1 → C by

χl(E22 + E33) = 0, χl(E22 + E44) = −1− l, χl(E44 +E55) = −1,

χl(E1j) = χl(Ei6) = χl(E42 + E53) = 0.
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Then in terms of a Lie algebra homomorphism

ρ : gl(6,C) ∋ Eij 7→ −zj
∂

∂zi
∈ D,

Lemma 10 implies (ρ− χl)(h1) ⊂ I1l.
We define a Lie subalgebra h3 ⊂ h1 by

h3 = C(E11 + E22 + E33)⊕ C(E44 + E55 + E66)⊕ C(E42 + E53)⊕ C(E15 + E26)⊕CE13 ⊕ CE46.

We denote by χ the restriction of χl on h3 since the restriction does not depend on l. We define
the left ideal I3 ⊂ D generated by (ρ− χ)(h3), that is,

z1
∂

∂z1
+ z2

∂

∂z2
+ z3

∂

∂z3
, z4

∂

∂z4
+ z5

∂

∂z5
+ z6

∂

∂z6
− 1, z5

∂

∂z1
+ z6

∂

∂z2
, z2

∂

∂z4
+ z3

∂

∂z5
, z3

∂

∂z1
, z6

∂

∂z4
.

Then (ρ − χ)(h3) ⊂ (ρ − χl)(h1l) for all l ∈ Z≥0, and (ρ − χ)(h3) ⊂ I3 ⊂ I1l. We have the same
diagram (4).

Now we move on to solutions of these D-modules. We choose a real form XR =
{(z1, z2, z3, z1, z2, z3) | (z1, z2, z3) ∈ C

3} of X = C
6. Denote by BXR

the set of hyperfunctions
on XR.

Lemma 11. Tauchi’s distribution T l
0 = (z1

∂
∂z2

+ z2
∂
∂z3

)l|z2|
2δ(z3, z3) ∈ BXR

is a solution of D/I1l.

This shows T l
0 is relatively invariant under

h3R = h3 ∩ gR

= {a(E11 + E22 + E33) + a(E44 + E55 + E66) + b(E42 + E53) + b(E15 + E26) + cE13 + cE46 | a, b, c ∈ C}

with the character χ. Orbit decomposition is similar to n = 2, so we omit its description.

We would like to express our sincere gratitude to the referee for their valuable comments and
suggestions, which have greatly improved the quality and clarity of this paper.
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