arXiv.:math/0605176v3 [math.QA] 9 Feb 2010

On the structure of framed vertex operator algebras
and their pointwise frame stabilizers

Ching Hung Lam*
Department of Mathematics, National Cheng Kung University

Tainan, Taiwan 701

Hiroshi Yamauchi'
Graduate School of Mathematical ciences, the University of Tokyo
3-8-1 Komaba, Meguro-ku, Tokyo 153-8914, Japan

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 17B69; Secondary 20B25.

Dedicated to Professor Koichiro Harada on his 65th birthday

Abstract

In this paper, we study the structure of a general framed vertex operator algebra
(VOA). We show that the structure codes (C, D) of a framed VOA V satisfy certain
duality conditions. As a consequence, we prove that every framed VOA is a simple
current extension of the associated binary code VOA V. This result suggests
the feasibility of classifying framed vertex operator algebras, at least if the central
charge is small. In addition, the pointwise frame stabilizer of V is studied. We
completely determine all automorphisms in the pointwise stabilizer, which are of
order 1, 2 or 4. The 4A-twisted sector and the 4A-twisted orbifold theory of the
famous moonshine VOA V7 are also constructed explicitly. We verify that the top
module of this twisted sector is of dimension 1 and of weight 3/4 and the VOA
obtained by 4A-twisted orbifold construction of V¥ is isomorphic to V¥ itself.
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1 Introduction

A framed vertex operator algebra V' is a simple vertex operator algebra (VOA) which
contains a sub VOA F' called a Virasoro frame isomorphic to a tensor product of n-
copies of the simple Virasoro VOA L(1/2,0) such that the conformal element of F' is the
same as the conformal element of V. There are many important examples such as the
moonshine VOA V¥ and the Leech lattice VOA. In [DGH], a basic theory of framed
VOAs was established. A general structure theory about the automorphism group and
the frame stabilizer, the subgroup which stabilizes I’ setwise, was also included. Moreover,
Miyamoto [M3] showed that if V' = @,czV,, is a framed VOA over R such that V' has a
positive definite invariant bilinear form and V; = 0, then the full automorphism group
Aut(V) is finite (see also M2]). Hence, the theory of framed VOA is very useful in
studying certain finite groups such as the Monster.

It is well-known (cf. DGHJ, [M3]) that for any framed VOA V' with a frame F,
one can associate two binary codes C' and D to V as follows.

Since F' =~ L(15,0)®" is a rational vertex operator algebra, V' is completely reducible
as an F-module. That is,

V= @ Mhy,..., hnL(1/27 h1)®"'®L(1/2> hn)a
hi€{0,1/2,1/16}
n, is the multiplicity of the F-module L(t5,h1) ®---® L(Y/2, hy,) in V. In
particular, all the multiplicities are finite and my,
from 1/16.
Let M = L(Y2,h1) ®---® L(Y/2, hy,) be an irreducible module over F. The 1/16-word
(or T-word) T(M) of M is a binary codeword 8 = (f, ..., [3,) € Zj such that

where myp,

.....

n, i1s at most 1 if all h; are different

.....

0 if h;=0o0r 1/2,
Bi = (1.1)
1 if h;=1/16.
For any a € Z7, define V* as the sum of all irreducible submodules M of V' such that
7(M) = a. Denote D := {a € Z5 | V* # 0}. Then D is an even linear subcode of Z}
and we obtain a D-graded structure on V = @,epV® such that V- VP = Vets In
particular, V0 itself is a subalgebra and V can be viewed as a D-graded extension of V°.
For any v = (71, ...,7v.) € Z4, denote V(v) := L(Y2,h1) ® - & L(}/2, h,,) where h; =
1/2 if v, = 1 and h; = 0 elsewhere. Set

Then V(0) = F and V° = @,V (7). The sub VOA V? forms a C-graded simple current
extension of F' which has a unique simple VOA structure [M2]. A VOA of the form
VY =&, oV (7) is often referred to as a code VOA associated to C'.
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The codes C' and D are very important parameters for V' and we shall call them the
structures codes of V' with respect to the frame F. One of the main purposes of this
paper is to study the precise relations between the structure codes C' and D. As our
main result, we shall show in Theorem that for any o € D, the subcode C,, := {3 €
C' | supp(f) C supp(«)} contains a doubly even subcode which is self-dual with respect
to a. From this we can prove that every framed VOA forms a D-graded simple current
extension of a code VOA associated to C' in Theorem This shows that one can obtain
any framed VOA by performing simple current extensions in two steps: first extend F' to
a code VOA Vg associated to C, then form a D-graded simple current extension of Vg
by adjoining suitable irreducible V-modules. The structure and representation theory of
simple current extensions is well-developed by many authors Y2]. Tt is
known that a simple current extension has a unique structure of a simple vertex operator
algebra. Since F'is rational, this implies there exist only finitely many inequivalent framed
VOAs with a given central charge. Therefore, together with the conditions on (C, D) in
Theorem 5.0 our results provide a method for determining all framed VOAs with a fixed
central charge, at least if the central charge is small. It is well-known that the structure
codes (C, D) of a holomorphic framed VOA must satisfy C' = D+ (cf. [DGH| [M3]). In this
case, we shall describe some necessary and sufficient conditions which C' has to satisfy.
Namely, we shall show in Theorem [5.17] that there exists a holomorphic framed VOA with
structure codes (C, C*) if and only if C satisfies the following.

(1) The length of C'is divisible by 16.

(2) C is even, every codeword of C* has a weight divisible by
8, and
ctcc.

(3) For any a € C*, the subcode C, of C' contains a doubly
even subcode
which is self-dual with respect to a.
We shall call such a code an F-admissible code.

Since the conditions above provide quite strong restrictions on a code C| it is possi-
ble to classify all the codes satisfying these conditions if the length is small. Once the
classification of the F-admissible codes of a fixed length is done, one can consider the
classification of holomorphic framed VOAs with the corresponding central charge since a
holomorphic framed VOA is always a simple current extension of a code VOA. Based on
the results of the present paper, one can also characterize the moonshine vertex operator
algebra as the unique holomorphic framed vertex operator algebra of central charge 24
with trivial weight one subspace (cf. [LY], see also Remark (.I8]). It is a special case of
the famous uniqueness conjecture of Frenkel-Lepowsky-Meurman [FLM].

In our argument, doubly even self-dual codes play an important role in prescribing



structures of framed VOAs, and it is also revealed that if we omit the doubly even property,
then we lose the self-duality of certain summands V¢ of V which will give rise to an
involutive symmetry analogous to the lift of the (—1)-isometry on a lattice VOA V. By
the standard notation as in [FLM], a lattice VOA has a form

Vi = P My(a), (1.2)
acl

where My(«r) denotes the irreducible highest weight representation over the free bosonic
vertex operator algebra M;(0) associated to the vector space h = C®y L with highest
weight a € h* = b. Since the fusion algebra associated to My(0) is canonically isomorphic
to the group algebra Clh], one has a duality relation My(o)* ~ My(—a). This shows
that there exists an order two symmetry inside the decomposition (2], namely, we can
define an involution 6 € Aut(V}) such that My («) = My(—ca) which is an extension of an
involution on Mj(0). However, since a framed VOA V has a decomposition V = @ep V'@
graded by an elementary abelian 2-group D, one cannot see the analogous symmetry
directly from the decomposition. We shall show that by breaking the doubly even property
in (C, D), we can find a pair of structure subcodes (C?, D) with [C : C°] = [D : D°] =2
such that one can obtain a decomposition

V= (@ va+@va—> & (@ va+@va—> (1.3)
aeDO aeD?

which forms a (D° & Z,)-graded simple current extension of a code VOA associated to
O, where D' is the complement of D° in D. Actually, the main motivation of the present
work is to obtain the decomposition above. In the study of McKay’s Eg-observation on
the Monster simple group LYY?2], the authors found that McKay’s Eg-observation
is related the conjectural Z,-orbifold construction of the moonshine VOA from the Leech
lattice VOA for p > 2, where the case p = 2 is solved in [Y3]. Based on the
decomposition ([L3)), we can perform a Zs-twisted orbifold construction on V4,

The order four symmetry defined by the decomposition in (L3]) can be found as an
automorphism fixing F' pointwise. The group of automorphisms which fixes F' pointwise
is referred to as the pointwise frame stabilizer of V. We shall show that the pointwise
frame stabilizer only has elements of order 1, 2 or 4 and it is completely determined by
the structure codes (C, D). As an example, we compute the pointwise stabilizer of the
Moonshine VOA V% associated with a frame given in M3]. A 4A-element of the
Monster is described as an element of the pointwise frame stabilizer and the associated
McKay-Thompson series is computed in the proof of Theorem [[5 In addition, the 4A-
twisted sector and the 4A-twisted orbifold theory of V! are constructed. We shall verify
that the lowest degree subspace of this twisted sector is of dimension 1 and of weight 3/4,



and the VOA obtained by the 4A-twisted orbifold construction of V¥ is isomorphic to V?
itself.
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Notation and Terminology In this article, N, Z and C denote the set of non-negative
integers, integers, and the complex numbers, respectively. For disjoint subsets A and B
of a set X, we use A Ll B to denote the disjoint union. Every vertex operator algebra
is defined over the complex number field C unless otherwise stated. A VOA V is called
of CFT-type if it has the grading V = @&,>¢V,, with Vj = C1. For a VOA structure
(VY (-, 2),1,w) on V, the vector w is called the conformal vectmE' of V. For simplicity,
we often use (V,w) to denote the structure (V,Y (-, 2), 1,w). The vertex operator Y (a, z)
of a € V is expanded as Y(a,z) = >, ; a@z """ For subsets A C V and B C M of a
V-module M, we set

A- B := Spanc{amyv |a € A,v € B,n € Z}.

If M has an L(0)-weight space decomposition M = @22 (M, with M), # 0, we call M,
the top level or top module of M and h the top weight of M. The top level and top weight
of a twisted module can be defined similarly.

For ¢,h € C, let L(c,h) be the irreducible highest weight module over the Virasoro
algebra with central charge ¢ and highest weight h. It is well-known that L(c,0) has a
simple VOA structure. An element e € V is referred to as a Virasoro vector with central
charge c. € C if e € V5 and it satisfies e(ye = 2e and ege = (1/2)c.1. It is well-known
that by setting L°(n) := e(n+1), n € Z, we obtain a representation of the Virasoro algebra

on V (cf. [MI]), i.e.,

m3 —m

[L5(m), L (n)] = (m = n)L*(m + 1) + dnsno—5

Ce.

Therefore, a Virasoro vector together with the vacuum element generates a Virasoro VOA
inside V. We shall denote this subalgebra by Vir(e).

"'We have changed the definition of the conformal vector and the Virasoro vector. In our past works,
their definitions are opposite.



In this paper, we define a sub VOA of V' to be a pair (U, e) such that U is a subalgebra
of V' containing the vacuum element 1 and e is the conformal vector of U. Note that (U, ¢)
inherits the grading of V', that is, U = ®,>0U,, with U,, = V,, N U, but e may not be the
conformal vector of V. In the case that e is also the conformal vector of V', we shall call
the sub VOA (U, e) a full sub VOAH.

For a positive definite even lattice L, we shall denote the lattice VOA associated to
L by Vi, (cf. [FLM]). We adopt the standard notation for V, as in [FLM]. In particular,
V" denotes the fixed point subalgebra of V7, by a lift of (—1)-isometry on L. The letter A
always denotes the Leech lattice, the unique even unimodular lattice of rank 24 without
roots.

Given an automorphism group G of V, we denote by V& the fixed point subalgebra
of G in V. The subalgebra V¢ is called the G-orbifold of V in the literature. For a
V-module (M,Yy(+,2)) and o € Aut(V), we set Y{j(a, z) := Yy(oa, z) for a € V. Then
the o-conjugate module M? of M is defined to be the module (M, Y[ (-, 2)).

We denote the ring Z/pZ by Z, with p € Z and often identify the integers 0, 1,...,p—1
with their images in Z,. An additive subgroup C' of Zj together with the standard Z,-
bilinear form is called a linear code. For a codeword a = (av,...,a,) € C, we define
the support of a by supp(a) := {i | a; = 1} and the weight by wt(a) := |supp(«)|. For
a subset A of C, we define supp(A) := Ugeasupp(a). For a binary codeword v € Z%
and for any linear code C' C Z%, we denote C, := {a € C | supp(«) C supp(v)} and
C*v:={B e C* | supp(B) C supp(7)}, where C*+ = {5 € Z3 | (, ) = 0 for all o € C}.
A subcode H of C' is called self-dual with respect to 5 € C' if supp(H) = supp(/) and
H+¢ = H (see also Definition E16]). The all-one vector is a codeword (11...1) € Z%. For
a=(ay,...,a,) and B € (B1,...,0,) € Zy, we define

- 5 = (alﬁl, .. .,Oénﬂn) € Zg

That is, the product « - § is taken in the ring Z3. Note that a - 5 € (Z5)a N (Z3)5.

2 Preliminaries on simple current extensions

We shall present some basic facts on simple current extensions of a rational Ch-cofinite
vertex operator algebra of CFT-type.
2.1 Fusion algebras

We recall the notion of the fusion algebra associated to a rational VOA V. It is known
that a rational VOA V has finitely many inequivalent irreducible modules (cf. [DLM?2]).

2Tt is also called a conformal sub VOA in the literature.



Let Irr(V) = {X" | 1 < ¢ < r} be the set of inequivalent irreducible V-modules. Tt
is shown in that the fusion product X*Xy X7 exists for a rational VOA V. The
irreducible decomposition of X* Xy X7 is referred to as the fusion rule

X'RX =P N x*, (2.1)
k=1

where the integer NZ-’; € Z denotes the multiplicity of X* in the fusion product, and is
called the fusion coefficient which is also the dimension of the space of all V-intertwining
operators of type X?x X7 — X*. We shall denote by ( X;X ;j)v the space of V-intertwining
operators of type X' x X7 — X* We define the fusion algebra (or the Verlinde algebra)
associated to V' by the linear space V(V) = @!_;CX" spanned by a formal basis {X* |
1 <i < r} equipped with a product defined by the fusion rule (2I)). By the symmetry
of fusion coefficients, the fusion algebra V(V') is commutative (cf. [FHL]). Moreover, it is
shown in that if V' is rational, Cy-cofinite and of CFT-type, then V(V') is associative.
In this subsection, we assume that V' is rational, Cs-cofinite and of CFT-type.

A V-module M is called a simple current if for any irreducible V-module X, the
fusion product M Ky, X is also irreducible. In other words, a simple current V-module M
induces a permutation on Irr(V') via X — M Xy X for X € Irr(V'). Note that V' itself is
a simple current V-module.

Next we shall recall the notion of the dual module. For a graded V-module M =
®nenMp 4y, such that dim M, ,, < oo, define its restricted dual by M* = @,enM;,,
where M, := Homc(M, 4, C) is the dual space of Mj4,. Let Y (-, 2) be the vertex
operator on M. We can introduce the contragredient vertex operator Y5 (-, z) on M*
defined by

(Vi (a,2)z,0) = (x, Yy (e?FD (=270 2~1yy) (2.2)
foraeV,z e M* and v € M (cf. [FHL]). The module (M*,Y};(-,2)) is called the dual
(or contragredient) module of M.

Note that if the dual module M* of M is isomorphic to N, there exists a V-isomorphism
f € Homy (N, M*). Then f induces a V-intertwining operator of type V.x N — M*.
This implies that ( 1\}/ N)V 2 0 or equivalently M Xy, N D V*. A V-module M is called
self-dual it M* ~ M. It is obvious that the space of V-invariant bilinear forms on an
irreducible self-dual V-module is one-dimensional.

Lemma 2.1. ([Y2]) Let U, W be V-modules such that U Xy W =V in the fusion algebra.
Then both U and W are simple current V -modules.

Proof: First, we show that U Xy M # 0 for any V-module M. We may assume that M
is irreducible as V' is rational. Since the fusion product is commutative and associative, we
have (UXy M)Xy W = (URy W)Xy M =V Xy M = M. This shows that U Xy M #
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0. Similarly, W Xy M # 0. Now assume that U Xy M = M* @ M? for V-submodules M*
and M?2. Then W Xy (U Xy M) = (W Ky M) & (W XKy, M?). On the other hand,

WRURM)=(WRU)RXM =VEM = M.
14 14 14 14 14

Therefore, (W Xy M') & (W Ky M?) = M. Since WKy M # 0 if M* # 0, we see
that U Xy, M is irreducible if M is. This shows that U, and also W, are simple current
V-modules. 1

Corollary 2.2. Assume that V' is simple, rational, Cy-cofinite, of CF'T-type and self-dual.
Then the following hold.

(1) Every simple current V-module is irreducible.

(2) A V-module U is simple current if and only if UKy, U* =V .

(3) The set of simple current V-modules forms a multiplicative abelian group in V(V)
under the fusion product.

Proof: Let U be a simple current V-module. Then U = V X, U is irreducible as V' is
simple. By the symmetry of fusion rules (,",), ~ (,"), =~ (,/+), (cf. [EHL]) and the
assumption V* ~ V. we have UKy U* D V. Since U and U* are irreducible, we have
UXy U* = V. This shows (1) and (2). Now let A be the subset of V(V') consisting of
all the (inequivalent) simple current V-modules. Since a fusion product of simple current
modules is again a simple current, A is closed under the fusion product. Clearly V € A
so that A contains a unit element. Finally, if U € A, then U Xy U* = V so that the
inverse U* € A by (2). This completes the proof. 1

2.2 Simple current extensions

We review some basic results about simple current extensions from [L3], [YT]. Let V? be a
simple rational Cy-cofinite VOA of CFT type and let {V* | & € D} be a set of inequivalent
irreducible V°-modules indexed by an abelian group D. A simple VOA Vp = @aepV®
is called a D-graded extension of VO if V9 is a full sub VOA of Vp and Vp carries a
D-grading, i.e., V- V8 C VetP for o, B € D. In this case, the dual group D* of D acts
naturally and faithfully on Vp. If all V a € D, are simple current VV°%-modules, then

Vp is referred to as a D-graded simple current extension of V°. The abelian group D is
automatically finite since V? is rational (cf. [DLMZ2]).

Proposition 2.3. ([ABD, [DM32, [L3, [Y1]) Let V° be a simple rational Cy-cofinite VOA
of CFT type. Let Vp = @aepV® be a D-graded simple current extension of V°. Then
(1) Vp is rational and Cy-cofinite.

(2) If Vb = PucpV® is another D-graded simple current extension of VO such that V* ~
Ve as VO-modules for all a € D, then Vip and Vi are isomorphic VOAs over C.
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(8) For any subgroup E of D, a subalgebra Vi := @acpV* is an E-graded simple current
extension of V°. Moreover, Vp is a D/E-graded simple current extension of Vg.

A representation theory of simple current extensions is developed in [L3, [Y1]. Tt is
shown that each irreducible module over a simple current extension corresponds to an
irreducible module over a finite dimensional semisimple associative algebra. Moreover, it
is also proved that any V°-module can be extended to certain twisted modules over Vp.

Let M be an irreducible Vp-module. Since V0 is rational, we can take an irreducible
V9%-submodule W of M. Define Dy := {a € D | V*Kyo W ~0 W}. Then Dy is a
subgroup of D. Note that the subgroup Dy is independent of the choice of the irreducible
VO%-module W in M. In other words, Dy = Dy~ for any irreducible V°-submodules W
and W’ of M. We call M D-stable if Dy = 0. In this case, VKo W ~yo VKo W
if and only if @ =  and by setting M® := V* KXo W, we have a D-graded isotypical
decomposition M = @aep M (>~ V Kyo W) as a V-module.

Theorem 2.4. ([L3,[Y1]) Let W be an irreducible V°-module. Then there exists a unique
xw € D* C Aut(Vp) such that W can be extended to an irreducible xw -twisted Vp-module.
If Dy = 0, then the extension of W to an irreducible xw -twisted Vp-module is unique
and D-stable. Moreover, the extension of W is given by Vp Myo W as a V°-module.

One can easily compute fusion rules among irreducible D-stable modules.

Proposition 2.5. ([SY], [Y1]) Let Vp be a D-graded simple current extension of a simple
rational Cy-cofinite VOA VO of CFT-type. Let M, i = 1,2,3 be irreducible D-stable Vp-
modules. Denote by M* = ®nep(M*)® a D-graded isotypical decomposition of M*. Then

the following linear isomorphism holds:

(ar 2), = (i (),

where a, B,y € D are arbitrary.
We shall need the following result on Z,-graded simple current extensions.

Proposition 2.6. Let VO be a simple rational Cy-cofinite self-dual VOA of CFT-type.
Let V! be a simple current V°-module not isomorphic to VO such that V! Xy V! = V0,
Assume that V' has an integral top weight and the invariant bilinear form on V1 is
symmetric. Then there exists a unique simple VOA structure on V. = V° @ V! as a

Zo-graded simple current extension of V°.

Proof: For a,b € V° and u,v € V!, define a vertex operator Y (-, z) as follows:
Y (a, 2)b := Yyo(a, 2)b, Y(a, 2)u := Yyi(a, 2)u, Y(u,2)a = VY (a, —2)u,
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and Y (u, z)v is defined by means of the matrix coefficients
<Y(ua Z)'Ua a’>V0 = <'Ua Y(eZL(l) (_2_2)L(0)u7 Z_l)a’>V1>

where (-, )1+ denotes the invariant bilinear form on V' i = 0,1. Since the invariant bi-
linear form on V' is symmetric, we have the skew-symmetry Y (u, z)v = /DY (v, —2)u
for any w,v € V! by Proposition 5.6.1 of [FHL]. It is also shown in that
(VO@ V1 Y(, 2)) forms a Z,-graded simple vertex operator algebra if and only if we have
a locality for any three elements in V!, that is, for any u,v € V!, there exists N € N such
that for any w € V! we have

(21— 22) VY (u, 20)Y (v, 22)w = (21 — 2)"Y (v, 20)Y (1, 21 ).
By Huang [H3, Theorem 3.5] (see also Theorem 3.2 and 3.5 of [HI]), it is shown that
there exists A € C* such that for any u,v,w € V! and sufficiently large k € Z, we have
(20 + 22)%Y (u, 20 + 2)Y (v, 20)w = (22 + 20)*Y (Y (u, 20)v, 22)w. (2.3)

We shall show that the associativity above leads to the locality. The idea of the following
argument comes from [R]. Let N € Z such that 2NV (u, 2)v € V°[z]. Take sufficiently
large s,t € Z such that z°Y (v, z)w € VY[z] and ([23)) holds for (u,v,w) and (v, u,w) with
k =t,s. Then

225z — 2)NY (u, 21)Y (v, 20)w

= e 2% ((z1 + 20)"2520 Y (u, 21 + 22)Y (v, 22)w)

= e 2% ((z0 + 21)'2520 Y (Y (u, 21)v, 22)w)

= Xe72%1 ((29 + 21)'252) Y (e P0DY (v, — 21 )u, 20)w)

= e 2% 6719 (2h(2 — 21)° 2V Y (Y (v, —21)u, 22)0) .
Define p(z1,22) = 25(22 — 21)°2VY (Y (v, —21)u, 22)w. The equations above show that
p(z,w) € V21, 25]. On the other hand,

225(—20 + 20)VY (v, 29) Y (w, 21w

= e % (2l (20 4+ 21)*(—22)VY (v, 22 + 21)Y (u, 21)w)

= e % (2l (21 + 20)*(—22) VY (Y (v, 22)u, 21)w)

= e %2 p(—2y, 21).
Thus the locality follows from
wd,

— w0 ezﬁw wo,

e p(z,w) = e plz,w+ 2) = e P p(z, 2+ w) = p(z —w, 2)

and e *%p(—w, 2) = p(—w + 2,2) = p(z — w, 2).
The uniqueness has already been shown in [DM2] in a general fashion. 1

Later, we shall consider a construction of framed VOAs. The following extension
property will be used frequently.
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Theorem 2.7. (Extension property [Y2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Let V9 be a simple rational
Cs-cofinite VOA of CFT-type, and let Dy, Dy be finite abelian groups. Assume that
we have a set of inequivalent irreducible simple current V09 -modules {V @) | (a, B) €
Dy @ Dy} with Dy ® Do-graded fusion rules V(@150 K0 V(02:82) = V{erte2bitBa) for qny
(a1, B1), (ag, B2) € Di®Dy. Further assume that all V@9 | («, ) € D1@®Ds, have integral
top weights and we have D1- and Ds-graded simple current extensions Vp, = @aeDleO)
and Vp, = eBﬁGDQV(Oﬁ). Then Vp,ep, = @(a’ﬁ)eDl@D2V(a’B) possesses a unique structure

of a simple vertex operator algebra as a (Dy @ Ds)-graded simple current extension of
V00,

3 Ising frame and framed VOA

We shall review the notion of an Ising frame and a framed vertex operator algebra.

3.1 Miyamoto involutions

We begin by the definition of an Ising vector.

Definition 3.1. A Virasoro vector e is called an Ising vector if Vir(e) ~ L(/,0). Two
Virasoro vectors u, v € V are called orthogonalif [Y (u, z1),Y (v, 25)] = 0. A decomposition
w = el + .-+ " of the conformal vector w of V is called orthogonal if €' are mutually

orthogonal Virasoro vectors.

Let e € V be an Ising vector. By definition, Vir(e) ~ L(1,0). It is well-known that
L(1/2,0) is rational, Cy-cofinite and has three irreducible modules L(1/,0), L(1/2,1/) and
L(1/2,1/16). The fusion rules of L(1/, 0)-modules are computed in [DMZ]:

L2, ) W L(12, /) = L(Y2,0),  L('2,%2) W L(12,%16) = L('/2,"/16),

(3.1)
L(f2,%h6) & L(Y2,Y16) = L(12,0) @ L(12,1/2).

By (B1]), one can define some involutions in the following way. Let V.(h) be the sum of
all irreducible Vir(e)-submodules of V' isomorphic to L(l/, h) for h = 0,1/2,1/16. Then

one has the isotypical decomposition
V = Ve(0) & Ve(2) & Ve(/16)-
Define a linear automorphism 7, on V' by

1 o Ve Viop),
"1 on V(o).
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Then by the fusion rules in ([B]), 7. defines an automorphism on the VOA V' (cf. [MI]).
On the fixed point subalgebra V(™ = V,(0) @ V, (1), one can define another linear auto-
morphism o, by
1 on V,(0),
Oe =

—1  on V.(1f).

Then o, also defines an automorphism on V(% (cf. [MI]). The automorphisms 7, €
Aut(V) and o, € Aut(V{)) are often called Miyamoto involutions.

3.2 Framed VOAs and their structure codes

Let us define the notion of a framed VOA.

Definition 3.2. ([DGH) [M3]) A simple vertex operator algebra (V,w) is called framed
if there exists a set {e!,...,e"} of Ising vectors of V such that w = e! + -+ 4+ ¢" is an
orthogonal decomposition. The full sub VOA F generated by e!, ..., e" is called an Ising
frame or simply a frame of V. By abuse of notation, we sometimes call the set of Ising

vectors {e!,..., e"} a frame, also.

Let (V,w) be a framed VOA with an Ising frame F. Then
F ~Vir(e" ) ®---®@ Vir(e") ~ L(l/, 0)*"

and V is a direct sum of irreducible F-submodules ®! ; L(1/, h;) with h; € {0,1/2,1/16}.
For each irreducible F-module W = &, L(1, h;), we define its binary 1/16-word (or
T-word) T(W) = (a, -+, ) € Z by c; = 1 if and only if h; = 1/16. For o € Z, denote
by V® the sum of all irreducible F-submodules of V' whose 1/16-words are equal to a.
Define a linear code D C Z§ by D = {a € Z} | V* # 0}. Then we have the 1/16-word
decomposition V. = @.epV*. By the fusion rules of L(1/,0)-modules, it is easy to see
that V. V8 C VP Hence, the dual group D* of D acts on V. In fact, the action of
D* coincides with the action of the elementary abelian 2-group generated by Miyamoto
involutions {7.: | 1 < i < n}. Therefore, all V®, a € D, are irreducible V°%-modules by
[DMT]. Since there is no L(1/,1/16)-component in V| the fixed point subalgebra V2" = V/°
has the following shape:

where my, 5, € N denotes the multiplicity. On V° we can define Miyamoto involu-

tions o for i = 1,...,n. Denote by @Q the elementary abelian 2-subgroup of Aut(V?)
generated by {o, | 1 < i < n}. Then the fixed point subalgebra (V°)? = F and each

My e iy L2, 1) @ - - @ L(Yfa, hy,) is an irreducible F-submodule again by [DMI]. Thus
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My, h, € {0,1} and we obtain an even linear code C' := {(2hq,---,2h,) € Z5 | h; €
{0,%}, my, ... p, 7# 0}, namely,
V= @D Lha/2)e @ Lka). (32
a=(ai,,an)eC

Since L(1/2,0) and L(1,1/2) are simple current L(1/2, 0)-modules, V? is a C-graded simple
current extension of F'. By Proposition 23] the simple VOA structure on V is unique.
The simple VOA V0 of the form [32) is called the code VOA associated to C' and de-
noted by V. It is clear that Vi is simple, rational, Cs-cofinite and of CFT-type. Since
L(1)(Ve)r = 0 by its F-module structure, Vi has a non-zero invariant form and thus is
self-dual as a Vg-module by [Lil]. Similarly, we also have L(1)V; = 0 and V is self-dual
as a V-module.

Summarizing, there exists a pair (C, D) of even linear codes such that V' is an D-graded
extension of a code VOA Vi associated to C. We call the pair (C, D) the structure
codes of a framed VOA V associated with the frame F'. Since the powers of z in an
L(1/5, 0)-intertwining operator of type L(/2,1) X L(/2,1/) — L(1/2,1/16) are half-integral,
the structure codes (C, D) satisfy C C D+,

Notation Let V be a framed VOA with the structure codes (C, D), where C, D C Zj.

For a binary codeword 3 € Z%, we define:

og:= ] ou€Aut(V?) and 75:= J] 7u € Aut(V). (3.3)

iesupp(B) i€supp(B)

Namely, by associating Miyamoto involutions to a codeword of Z7, o : Z5 — Aut(V?)

and 7 : Z% — Aut(V) define group homomorphisms. It is also clear that ker o = C+ and
ker 7 = D+

4 Representation of code VOAs

Since every framed VOA is an extension of its code sub VOA, it is quite natural to study

a framed VOA as a module over its code sub VOA. Let us first review a structure theory

for the irreducible modules over a code VOA.

4.1 Central extension of codes

Let v' = (10...0), v* = (010...0),...,v™ = (0...01) € Zy. Define ¢ : Zj x Zy — C* by
e(',v):=—1 if i>j and 1 otherwise, (4.1)

and extend to Z3 linearly. Then e defines a 2-cocycle in Z%(Z3,C*). By definition,

e(a, B)e(B, ) = (1)l and e(a, a) = (~1)VHOOHOTDE T (4.9)
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for all a, 8 € Z5. In particular, e(a, @) = (—1)""/2 and £(a, B)e(B,a) = (—1){H if
o, B € ZY are even.

Let G be the central extension of Z3 by C* with associated 2-cocycle €. Recall that
G =75 x C* as a set, but the group operation is given by

(av u) (ﬁa U) = (Oéﬁ, 6(04, ﬁ)“”)

for all a, 8 € Z% and u,v € C*. Let C' be a binary even linear code of Z}. Since ¢ takes
values in {£1}, we can take a subgroup C' = {(a,u) € G | a € C, u € {£1}} of G so that
C forms a central extension of C' by {#1}:

1l —{+1} —-C -5 C—1. (4.3)

We shall note that the radical of the standard bilinear form (-,-) on C' is given by R =
C'N C* and thus by [@3Z), the preimage R = 7~'(C' N C*) is the center of C. Take a
subgroup D of C such that C = R @& D. Then the form (-,-) is non-degenerate on D.
It follows from (@2) that the preimage D := 7~ !(D) is an extra-special 2-subgroup of
C. The central extension C' is then isomorphicH to the central product of D and R over
{£1} ¢ C* which we shall denote by D {41} R.

We identify the multiplicative group C* with the central subgroup (0,C*) = {(0,u) €
G| ue C*} of G, and let C*C' = {(a,u) € G | a € C,u € C*} be the subgroup of G
generated by C* = (0,C*) and C. Then we have the exact sequence:

1 —-C —CC™=C—1. (4.4)

Since C* is injective in the category of abelian groups, the preimage of C' N C+ in C*C
splits and one has an isomorphism

C*C =~ (CNCH) x (C* *1y D).

Now let ¢ : C' — End(V) be a e-projective representation of C' on V, that is,
v(a)Y(B) = e(a, B)(a + B) for o, € C. Then one defines a linear representation
Y of C*C via (e, u) == utp(a) € End(V) for a € C and u € C*. Since C*C' is isomorphic
to a direct product of R = C' N C+ and C* {41} D, 9 is a tensor product of a linear char-
acter of R and an irreducible non-linear character of D if ¢ is irreducible. Since D is an

3Note that the isomorphism type of D is determined by the dimension of maximal isotropic sub-
spaces of D with respect to the quadratic form ¢(o) = e(o,a) (cf. [Go] and [FLM]| Section 5.3]),
which depends on the choice of the complement D if R is not doubly even. For example, we
can take C' = Spang, {(11000), (00110),(00101)}. Then the radical R = {(00000),(11000)}. Set
D = {(00000), (00110), (00101), (00011)} and D" = {(00000), (11110), (00101),(11011)}. Then both D
and D’ are complement of R in C but D % D', for p is a quaternion group whereas D’ is a dihedral

group of order 8. Nevertheless, the central product D *¢y1y R is still uniquely determined by C' up to
isomorphisms.
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extra-special 2 group, D has only one non-linear irreducible character up to isomorphisms
(cf. [Go] and [FLM, Theorem 5.5.1]). Therefore, the number of inequivalent irreducible
e-projective representation of C' is equal to the order of R = C'NC*.

Let us review the structure of the irreducible non-linear character of D in more de-
tail. Let H be a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of D. Then by (2] the preim-
age W(E*I(H) of H in C*C splits. Hence, there exists a map ¢ : H — C* such that
e(a, B) = (0u)(a, B) = t(a)e(B) /(e + B) for all o, B € H. Since (e, f) € {1}, one also
has e(a, 8) = e(a, ) = t(a+ B)/u(a)e(B). Then the section map H > a + («a,(a)) €
W(E,}(H ) is a group homomorphism. Let x be a linear character of H and define a linear
character Y of 7&! (H) by X(a, t(a)u) = ux(a) for a € H and u € C*. Since the preimage
H :=7"Y(H) is a subgroup of ngt(H), we may view X as a linear character of H. Then
the irreducible non-linear character of D is realized by the induced module Indg)z (cf.
Theorem 5.5.1 of [FLM]). Summarizing, we have:

Proposition 4.1. (Theorem 5.5.1 of [FLM]) Let 1) be an irreducible e-projective represen-
tation of C'. Then the associated linear representation 22 of C*C is of the form X ¢ Indgf(,
where \ is a linear character of C N CY, H is the preimage of a mazimal self-orthogonal
subcode H of D in C, and X is a linear character of H such that x(0,—1) = —1. In
particular, ¥ is induced from a linear character of a mazimal abelian subgroup of C.

4.2 Structure of modules

Let C be an even linear code of Z3. For a codeword o = (avy, ..., a,) € C, we set
V() := Lt 01/2) @+ - @ L, an [2).

Let Vo = @accV () be the code VOA associated to C. Since V(0) = L(15,0)®" is a
rational full sub VOA of Vi, every Vg-module is completely reducible as a V'(0)-module.
We shall review the structure theory of irreducible Vo-modules from [M2], Y1, Y2
Let M be an irreducible Vg-module. Take an irreducible V(0)-submodule W of M,
which is possible as V(0) is rational. Let 7(W) € Z3 be the binary 1/16-word of W as
defined in ([LI)) (see also Section B.2)). Then it follows from the fusion rules of L(1/5,0)-
modules that 7(W) € C* and 7(W) = 7(W’) for any irreducible V(0)-submodule W’
of M. Set Cy = {a € C | V(a)RyoyW ~ W}. Then Cy = {a € C | supp(a) C
supp(7(W))} and Cy» = Cyw for any irreducible V' (0)-submodule W’ of M. Let {o; |
1 <@ < r} be the coset representatives for Cy, in C. By the definition of Cyy, it follows
Vi(ag) Ry W 2 V(a;) Ry W if @ # 7, because if V(B8) Xy )W = V(y) Xy W in
the fusion algebra then W = V(8) My ) V(7) My W = V(B + v) Wy W for 3,7 € C.
Note that the fusion algebra associated to V(0) is associative and V(83) Xy V(y) =
V(B + ~). For simplicity, we set W* := V(a;) Ky W. Then we have the following
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isotypical decomposition:

M = W' @ Homy o) (W', M).

i=1

In the decomposition above, each homogeneous component
Wi & HOIHV(O) (WZ, M)

of M forms an irreducible V¢, -submodule, where Vi, is the code VOA associated to
Cw. Let U := Homy o) (W, M). It is shown in that U is an irreducible &-
projective representation of Cyy so that U is also an irreducible C*Cy-module. Moreover,
the Vo-module structure on M is uniquely determined by the C*Cy-module structure on

U.

Theorem 4.2. ([M2, L3, [Y2]) Let C be an even linear code and Vo = @accV (a) the
associated code VOA. Let W be an irreducible V (0)-module such that 7(W) € C*+. Then
there is a one to one correspondence between the isomorphism classes of irreducible e-
projective representations of Cy and the isomorphism classes of irreducible V-modules
containing W as a V°-submodule.

In the following, we shall give an explicit construction of irreducible Vo-modules from
irreducible e-projective Cy-modules.

An explicit construction Let W be an irreducible V' (0)-module such that the 1/16-
word 7(W) € C+. Let H be a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of Cyy = {a € C |
supp(a) C supp(7(W))}. Since the preimage 7. (H) of H in (&4) splits, there is a map
v H — C* such that (o, c(@))(5,u(8)) = (o + B, u(a+ B)) for all a, B € H. Let x be a
linear character of H. Then we can define a linear character Y, of 7. (H) by

X, t(@)u) =ux(a) for o€ H, ueC”. (4.5)

In this case, ¥, is also a linear character on the preimage H = 7~ (H) of H in ([@3). Let
Ce[C] be the twisted group algebra associated to the 2-cocycle ¢ € Z%(C,C*) defined in
(@I). That means C*[C] = Spanc{e® | « € C} as a linear space and e“c” = g(a, )e*F.
By (2]), we have

el = (—1)(@Pefee, (4.6)
It is clear that C*[Cyy] = @aecy, Ce® and C°[H] = @gerCe’ are subalgebras of C°[C].
Moreover, C°[H] ~ C[H] as C-algebras. Let {ay,...,a,} be a set of coset representatives
for Cy in C' and let {ﬁl~7 ..., Bs} be a set of coset representatives for H in Cy,. Consider

an induced module Indcgfa. As a linear space, it is defined by

T

Indgfa — @éceaﬁ-ﬁj ® Vg,

i=1 j=1 CelH]
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where Cuy, is a C°[H|-module affording the character x,, that is, t(a)e® - vy, = x(a)vg,

L

for all « € H. Note also that the components

@Ceaﬁﬁf ® vg, 1<i<mr,

= ce (]

are irreducible C*[Cyy|-modules. Set W' := V(o) Ry W for 1 < i < r. Let I%'(-, 2)
be a V(0)-intertwining operator of type V(a) x W' — V(a) Ky W*. Since all V(«a),
a € C, are simple current V' (0)-modules, 1%*(, z) are unique up to scalars. It is possible
to choose these intertwining operators such that

(Z(] + ZQ)m]a’j/(LL’a, Zo + ZQ)[B’j(LL’B, Zg)wj

= e(a, B) (22 + 20)™ 129 Yy, (2%, 20) 2P, z9)w?
for z* € Vo 28 € VP wi € Wi, ayr + Cw = B+ aj + Cy and m > 0 (cf. [M2, [Y2]). We
can also choose I%(+, 2) so that I°(1, z) = idy:. Now put

M = IndyS (W, X,) : @WZQ@UZ

and define a vertex operator Y (-, z) : Vo x M — M ((2)) by
Y (2% 2)w' @u' = I (2, 2)w' @(e* - u’)
C C
for z* € Vo, w' € W and u' € U".

Theorem 4.3. ([M2, L3, [Y1]) The induced module Ind“ﬁ%(VV, X.) equipped with the vertex
operator defined above is an irreducible Vo -module. Moreover, every irreducible Vo -module
18 1somorphic to an induced module.

Remark 4.4. Even if (W) & C*+, one can still define an irreducible Zo-twisted Vi -
module structure on IndyS (W, ¥) (cf. [L1, [YT)).

Parameterization by a pair of binary codewords The irreducible Vi-modules can
also be parameterized by a pair of binary codewords. For given 8 € C* and v € Z, we
define a weight vector hg, = (hj,..., k3 ), b €{0,1/2,1/16} by

1

=i g=1
(o 16 if g; =1,
7’}/. .

% if 8, = 0.

Let
L(hgy) == L(a,hj ) @@ L(Ya, b3 )
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be the irreducible L(1/2,0)®"-module with the weight hg.. Set Cs := {a € C' | supp(«r) C
supp(8)} and let RP = Cs N (Cy)* be the radical of Cs. Fix a map ¢ : R? — C* such
that the section map R? > a — (a,i(a)) € 7! (R?) is a group homomorphism. Take
a maximal self-orthogonal subcode H of Cjs. Then R® C H and we can extend ¢ to
H such that the section map H 3 a — (a,i(a)) € 7z (H) is a group homomorphism.
For, there exists a map 7 : H — C* such that H > a — (a, j(a)) € 75 (H) is a group
homomorphism. Then pu = 1/ restricted on R’ is a character since Oy = 01/9) =
e/e = 1 on R°. Take a complement K such that H = R’ @ K and extend u to H
by letting pu(K) = 1. Then pj coincides with ¢ on R’ as desired. Define a character
X, of H by x,(a) := (=1)7* for o € H and extend to a character Y., of 7! (H) by
Xy, t(@)u) == xy(a)u for @« € H and u € C*. Note that x,, also defines a linear
character on H. Moreover, every character @ of H such that ©(0,—1) = —1 is of the form
X~ for some v € Z3%. Then by Theorem E.3] the pair (53,7) determines an irreducible
Ve-module

Mc(B,7;¢) = Ind% (L(hsn), Xr)-

Note that if C' is self-orthogonal and supp(C) C supp(f), then Mc(8,v;¢) =~ L(hg) as
a V(0)-module. If 5 =0, then H =0 and ¢ is trivial. We shall simply denote Mc(0,~;¢)
by Mc(0,7). It is also obvious that

Mc(0,7) = D  Llka/2)©- - @L(kad/2).

This module is called a coset module in H We sometimes denote Mq(0,7) by Vo,
also.

We shall review some basic properties of Mc(3,7;¢).

Lemma 4.5. ([DGI]) The module structure of Mc(S,7;¢) is independent of the choice
of the maximal self-orthogonal subcode H of Cg and the choice of the extension of v from
RP to H.

Proof: Let H' be a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of Csz and ' : H' — C* an ex-
tension of + to H' such that the section map H' 3 a + (a, /() € 7a! (H') is a group
homomorphism. Define a linear character Y/, of me (H') by X, (a, /(o)) :zN(—l)W‘”u
for a« € H" and u € C*. Then X’ , is also a linear character of the preimage H' of H' in
([@3). We shall show that

Iﬂdg, (L(hsy), Xyser) = Ind\‘;g (L(hg); Xova)-

4This name has nothing to do with so-called the coset construction (cf. [FZ, [GKQ]) of a commutant
subalgebra.
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For this, it suffices to show that Ind %8 5 Xz Ind by Theorem and the construc-

tion of induced modules. By deﬁnltlon, it is clear that X,.|rs = X)./|rs. For simplicity,

H’X’H

we denote it by .

Let K be a compliment of R? in H + H' and take D be a complement of R’ in Cj
such that K € D. Then H = R°© (HNK), H = R°® (H'N K) and Cy =~ R’ %41y D.
It is obvious that both H;, = HN K and Hy, = H' N K are maximal self-orthogonal
subcodes of D. Therefore, by Proposition 4.1 we have Ind(;f Xryi A ®c Indg1 Xvil g, and

Ind% H’X S =2 AQc Ind?2 s Xﬁ/ |, Since there is only one linear representation of D such

that (0, —1) acts non-trivially, we have Ind KXo = ~ Tnd2 1, X and Ind Xoyse Ind%” 7 X

as desired ]

Remark 4.6. If we choose another map ' : R® — C* such that the section map R® >
as (a,(a)) € ngt (RP) is a group homomorphism, then 1/t is a linear character of RP.
Thus, there exists £ € (Z3)g such that v(a)/! (o) = (=1)'*%) for a € R®. Hence, for any
a € R® and v € C*, we have

R @) = Koo, (—) 92/ (@) = (~1)* - (~1)=
(~1) 0 = Gyl o)),

Hence, Xy = Xoyteu ON R? and we have Mc(B,7;¢) ~ Mc(B,~v + &; 1).
Similarly, one can show the following by considering linear characters of H.

Lemma 4.7. ([DGT)]) Let 3,5 € C* and v,y € Z3. Then the irreducible Vo-modules
Mc(B,7v; 1) and Mo (B',v';1) are isomorphic if and only if

=4 and v+~ €C+H,

where H is a mazimal self-orthogonal subcode of Cg and H'¢ = {a € Z5 | supp(a) C
supp(B) and {(c,6) =0 for all 6 € H}.

Proof: Assume that Mo (5,v;t) ~ Mc(5',7';¢). Then clearly f = ' by 1/16-word
decompositions. It is also obvious from the definition of M¢(f3,v;¢) that Mc(5,7v;t) ~
Mc(B,v+ d;¢) for any § € HY4. Let {ay,...,a,} and {dy,...,ds} be transversals for Cj
in C' and H in Cpg, respectively. Then by definition we have a decomposition

000 D (v 3 100) 5 (5, 1)

i=1 j=1 CelH]

It follows from (6] that

(V(a,.) V%)L(hm)) ® (eai”ﬂ' ® m) ~ My (8,7 + ai +d;;¢) (4.7)



as a Vg-submodule. Therefore, we have the following decompositions:

Mc(Bvie) = @ Mu(By+60),
S+HeC/H

Mc(B,450) = @ Mu(B.y +6;0).
S+HeC/H

Since H = C3NH™*# by the maximality of H, all My (3,v+0d;¢),d € C'/H, are inequivalent
irreducible Vy-submodules. Thus, if Mc(5,7v;t) ~ Mc(5,7';¢), then Xy, = Xy4s, for
some d € C. This is possible if and only if y++' € C+H=#. Conversely, if y++' € C+H>#,
then Mc(5,v;¢) and Mq(5,7';t) contain isomorphic irreducible Vg-submodules. Since
Ve-module structures on Mo (5, v;¢) and Mo (B,7';¢) are uniquely determined by their
Vy-module structures, they are isomorphic. 1

In the proof above, we have shown the following useful fact.

Corollary 4.8. Let Mc(5,7v;t) be an irreducible Vo-module. Let H be a maximal self-
orthogonal subcode of Cg. Then as a Vi-module,

Mo(B,v;0)= B Mu(B,v+d;0).
§+HeC/H

In particular, every irreducible Vi-submodule of Mc(B,7;t) is multiplicity-free.

Lemma 4.9. Let R be the radical of Cz with respect to the standard bilinear form and
H a mazximal self-orthogonal subcode of Cz. Then Cg + H*# = R*6 and hence the code
C + H*¢ = C + R*# is again independent of the choice of the maximal self-orthogonal
subcode H.

Proof: Since R C H, we have H+# C R*#. By definition, it is also clear that Cs C R*#
and we have Cs + H+# C R*#. Since the bilinear form (,-) restricted on the quotient

space C/R is non-degenerate and H/R is a maximal self-orthogonal subspace, we have
dim C3/R = 2dim H/R and hence dim C3 = 2dim H — dim R. On the other hand,

dim(Cs + H*#) = dim Cg + dim H# — dim(Cs N H?)
=dimCsg+wtf —2dimH =wt —dim R = dim R*#.

Thus, we have Cg + H+% = R*s 1

4.3 Dual module

We shall determine the structure of the dual module of a V-module Mo (5, 7;¢). Recall
that the dual module of a V-module M = &,,cnM,,.;, is defined to be its restricted dual
M* = ®penM;; ., equipped with a vertex operator Y3 (-, z) defined by (2.2).
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First, we consider the case when the code is self-orthogonal. Let H be a self-orthogonal
code of Z5. In this case, one can define a character ¢ of H by ¢(a) = (—1)""(®)/2 for
o € H. So there exists a codeword x € Z3 such that p(a) = (—1)%* for all a € H.

Lemma 4.10. Let H C Z% be a self-orthogonal code. For any v € Z%, the dual module of
My ((1™),7;1) is isomorphic to My ((1"),y + k; ), where k € Zj is given by (—1)"® =
(=12 for all o € H.

Proof: By assumption, My((1"),v:t) = L(Y2,1/16)®" @ X, is an irreducible V(0) =
L(1/>,0)®"-module. Therefore,

Mg ((1™),v;0)" ~ My((1"),+';¢)  for some ' € Zj.

Since L(1/2,1/16)®™ is a self-dual V' (0)-module, we have a V' (0)- isomorphism f : M — M*.
Let Y (-,z) and Y*(-, z) be the vertex operators on M and M*, respectively. For o € H,
let z* € V(a) be a non-zero highest weight vector of weight wt(«)/2. Then Y*(z%, 2) f
and fY (z%, z) are V(0)-intertwining operators of type

Via) x Mg ((1"),7:¢) = Mp((1"),7;0)"

Since the space of V' (0)-intertwining operators of this type is one-dimensional, there exists
a scalar \, € C* such that Y*(z%, z)f = A\ fY (2%, z). Let v be a non-zero highest weight
vector of My((1"),~;¢). Then by (2.2), one has
(Y*(2%, 2) fv,v) = (—1)VH@/2z=wt@) (4 Y (2% 27 1))

= (1) LmMOR (o, 28 a1y 0)-

On the other hand,
(Y*(z*, 2) fo,v) = A (fY (2%, 2)v,v)
= Aaz_Wt(a)/Q<fx‘(3‘wt(a)/2_1)v, v).

Since @, (a)/2-1)V = tv for some t € C* and (fv,v) # 0, we have A\, = (—1)WH@/2 =
(1) Therefore, by considering the linear character associated to M ((17),~;1)*, we
see that My ((1™),v;0)* = My ((1™),v + K;¢). |

Proposition 4.11. Let C' be an even linear code, 3 € C*+ and v € Z3. Let H be a
mazimal self-orthogonal subcode of Cz. Then the dual module Mc(B,v;t)* is isomorphic
to Mc(B,y + k1) where ky € Z3 is such that supp(kg) C supp(B) and (—1)%#® =
(—1)"@)/2 for all a € H.

Proof: By Corollary L8 Mc(/3,7;t) contains a Vy-submodule
Mg (B,7;0) = L(hgy) @ Xyp-
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By the previous lemma, the dual module M¢(f3,7; ¢)* contains a Vy-submodule isomorphic

to
MH(ﬁ,% L)* = MH(ﬁﬁ + KH; L) = L(hﬁ,v) ®>~<w+m;r

Therefore, by the structure of irreducible V-modules,
Mc(ﬁ, s L)* = IHdKZ(L(hﬁﬁ/% >~<’Y+HH;L)
and hence Mc(8,7v;1)* ~ Mo (8,7 + ku;t). 1
As an immediate corollary, we have:

Corollary 4.12. With reference to the proposition above, Mc(3,v; 1) is self-dual if and
only if ky € C. In particular, Mc(0,7) is self-dual for all v € Z3.

4.4 Fusion rules

We shall compute the fusion rules among some irreducible Vio-modules. First, we recall a
result from which is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.5

Lemma 4.13. ([M2]) For o, 5 € Z3, Mc(0,a) Ky, Mc(0, 8) = Mo (0, a + ).

By the lemma above, we see that M (0, o) Ky, M (0, ) = Mc(0,0) =~ V. Therefore,
all Mo (0,q), a € Z%, are simple current Vi-modules by Corollary 221 It also follows
that Mo (0, o) Ry, Me(B,7;¢) is an irreducible Vi-module with the 1/16-word 8. The

corresponding fusion rules are also computed by Miyamoto [M3] in the case supp(«a) C
supp(f).

Lemma 4.14. ([M3]) Let o, 8, € Z3 with 3 € C*. Then
MC(0705>‘%MC(B777 L) = MC(ﬁ,OK‘i_V, L)‘

Moreover, the difference of the top weight of Mc(B,7;t) and the top weight of Mc (B, o+
vit) is congruent to (o, oo+ 5)/2 modulo Z.

Proof: The assertion is proved in Lemma 3.27 of in the case supp(«) C supp(/3).
We generalize his argument to obtain the desired fusion rule. Since M (0, «) is a simple
current Vo-module, we know that there exists 7/ € ZJ such that

Mc(0, ) ‘% Mc(B,7;0) =~ Mc(B,+';¢).

Therefore, if we can construct a non-zero Vg-intertwining operator of type M (0, ) X
Mc(B,7v;t) — Mco(B,a + 7;t), then we are done. To do this, we have to extend Vg
to a larger algebra. The case a € (' is trivial so that we assume that o ¢ C. Set
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C'"=CU(C+ «a). We can define a simple vertex operator (super)algebra structure on
the space Vor = Vo @ Viouo = Mc(0,0) @ Mo (0, «). This is a VOA if « is even, and an
SVOA if « is odd.

Set H' := C; N H*, which is the unique maximal subcode of C containing H such
that its preimage H' is a maximal abelian subgroup of €' in the extension #3). We can
take 7 : H' — C* such that j|y = ¢ and the section map H' > & — (4,7(9)) € na!(H')
defines a group homomorphism. In the definition of the induced module Mq(5,7v;t) =
Ind“;fIL(hﬁm X~u), if we use C*[C'] instead of C°[C] and replace ¢ by 7, then we obtain an
irreducible V-module

Mei(B,7:9) = Ind\‘;zl,([f(hﬁm X)

which contains M¢(f3,7v;t) = IndKfI(L(hgm Xr,jlu) a8 a Vo-submodule. The induced mod-
ule Mci(B,7;7) is an untwisted Ver-module if («, ) = 0 and otherwise it is a Zo-twisted
Ver-module (cf. [Y2]). Nevertheless, the subspace M = Vi, - Me(B,7;¢) of M (5,7;7)
is an irreducible Vg-submodule. It follows from (£6]) and (A7) that there exists an irre-
ducible Vg-submodule of M isomorphic to My (53, a+7; j|g). Then M ~ Mc (8, a+; 7l1)
by the structure of an irreducible V-module. Since M ~ Mo (0, o) Ry, Me(B,7;¢), we
obtain the desired fusion rule.

Since the L(1/, 0)-intertwining operators of types L(1/2, h) X L(Y/2,1/16) — L(1/2,1/16), h €
{0,1/2}, keep the top weights but the L(1/2, 0)-intertwining operators of type L(l/2,1/2) x
L(1%,0) = L(1,1%s) and L(1fs, 1/2) X L(Y/,1/2) — L(1/2,0) change the top weights by 1/2
or —1/2, the difference of top weights is as in the assertion. 1

By this lemma, we can compute the following fusion rule.

Proposition 4.15. Let 8 € C*+ and v € Z5. Let H be a mazimal self-orthogonal subcode
of Cs. Then

Mc(B,7:0) B Mo(B, 70 = 3 Mc(0,9),
5+CeC+H™B

where § € 7% runs over a transversal for C in C + H*#.

Proof: It follows from the 1/16-word decomposition that the fusion product
Mc(B,7:¢) & Mo (8,7 ¢)*

contains only modules of type Mc(0,0). Now assume that (Mc(ﬁ V%C(Oj(f[)c(ﬁ W)*)V # 0.
T 2k c

Then by the symmetry of fusion rules, we have

Mo (B,vit) Me(B,vi0)*) v, \Mc(B,7:1) Mc(0,0) /)y,
Since Mc(B,7; 1) Wy, Mc(0,6) = Mc(5,v + 0;¢) by the previous lemma, this is possible
if and only if 6 € C'+ H*# by Lemma L7l Therefore, we have the fusion rule as stated.
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By the lemma above, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.16. Let 8 € Z} and H a subcode with supp(H) C supp(5). H is said to
be self-dual with respect to B if H = H*5.

Remark 4.17. Note that if H is a self-dual subcode of Cg w.r.t. 3 then C + H ¢ = C.
By Corollary 222l and Proposition [£15, we have

Corollary 4.18. Mc(5,v;t) is a simple current module if and only if Cyz contains a
self-dual subcode w.r.t. .

Remark 4.19. Now suppose Mc(3,0;¢) Ry, Mc(B,0;0)* = >F | Mc(0,6;). Let H be a
mazimal self-orthogonal subcode of Cgs, and let Ky € (Z3)z such that (kg, o) = (o, a)/2
mod 2 for all « € H as in Proposition[[.11. Then

Mc(B3,050)" = Mc(B, ks 1) = Mc(0, kyr) ‘% Mc(53,050)

and thus Mc(B,0;1) = Mo (0, k) Wy, Mc(B,0;0)*. Using this, we can compute the fol-

lowing fusion rule:

Mc(B,m;¢) ® Mo(B,72:4)
= {30009 8 840(8,0:0 | 8 { M0, @ M5 050}

= Mc(0,71 + 72) % Mc(B,0;0) %Mc(ﬁ,o; L)

= Mc (0,71 + 72) % Me(B,05¢) % {Mc((), KH) ‘%Mc(ﬂ, 0; L)*}

= Mc(0, 71+ Y2+ Kir) ‘% Mc(B,05) ‘% Me(B,0;0)"

p
= Mo (0,7 + 7+ ku) B {ZMC(O,@)}
¢ Li=1
p

= ZMC(Oa% + v+ kg + ;).

5 Structure of framed VOAs

We shall prove that every framed VOA is a simple current extension of a code VOA. This
result has many fruitful consequences. For example, the irreducible representations of a
framed VOA can be determined by a notion of induced modules. Another interesting
result is the conditions on possible structure codes of holomorphic framed VOAs, namely
we obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for a pair of codes (C, D) to be the structure
codes of some holomorphic framed VOAs in Theorem [5.17]
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5.1 Simple current structure

In this subsection we discuss how a code VOA can be extended to a framed VOA. First,

we give a construction of a non-trivial simple current extension.

Lemma 5.1. Let C' be an even linear subcode of Z3 and 3 € C* a non-zero codeword.
Let v € Z% be a binary codeword such that the irreducible Vo-module Mo(5,7;t) has an
integral top weight. If Cp contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. [3, then there
exists a unique structure of a framed VOA on Vo @ Mc(B,7;t) which forms a Zo-graded
simple current extension of Ve.

Proof: Let H be a doubly even self-dual subcode of C w.r.t. 8. By Proposition A.11]
Me(B,7v; 1) is self-dual, and by Corollary I8, M¢(f3,7;¢) is a simple current Vo-module.
By Corollary .8 M¢ (8, ;) has a Vy-module structure

Mc(B.vi0)= € Mu(B.y+6;0)

S+HeC/H

where all irreducible Vy-submodules My (5, + 6;¢) are self-dual by Proposition BTl
It is clear that a Vg-invariant bilinear form on M¢(f,7;¢) induces a non-degenerate
Vy-invariant bilinear form on My (8, + 6;¢). It is shown in [Lil] that a Vi-invariant
bilinear form on Mg (/3,7;¢) is either symmetric or skew-symmetric. Since the top level
of My (B,~ + d;¢) is one-dimensional, the Vg-invariant bilinear form on Mq(/3,; ¢) must
be symmetric. Therefore, Vo @ Mc (3, 7;¢) forms a Zs-graded simple current extension of
Ve by Proposition 1

Lemma 5.2. Let 3 € C* and v € Z§ with 8 # 0. Assume that V = Vo & Mc(8,7; 1)
forms a framed VOA. Then there exists a mazimal self-orthogonal subcode K of C'z which
1s doubly even .

Proof: Let H be a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of Cs. If H is doubly even, then
we are done. So we assume that H contains a codeword whose weight is congruent to
2 modulo 4. Since V = Vo @ Mg (5, v;¢) forms a simple VOA, Mc(f3,7;¢) is a self-dual
Ve-module.  Therefore, by Corollary .I2] there exists a codeword kg € Cjs such that
(—1)mme) = (—1)¥)/2 for all o« € H. By Corollary B8, M¢(3,7;t) has the following
decomposition as a Vy-module:

Mo(B,7:0) = €D Mu(B,7+6;0).

S+HeC/H

By our choice of H, ky & H'# so that My(B,7;t) and its dual My (B3,v + kp;t) are
inequivalent irreducible Vg-submodules of V. We consider a sub VOA U generated by
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My (B,7v;t) ® My(B,~v + ky;t). By the fusion rule given in Proposition 15, U has the
following shape as a Vyz-module:

U= Mg(0,0) ® My (0,51) ® My (B,7:t) ® Mu(B,v+ ku; ). (5.1)

Note that H = CNH*# by the maximality of H. Set H' := HU(H +ky), Hy :== HN{(rpg)*
and take any o € H \ Hy. Then

Hl:H0|_|(H(]—'—O/)U(H0+I<LH)|_|(H0+O/+I<LH).

We set K := HyU (Hy + kg). It is clear that U also possesses a symmetric invariant
bilinear form which we shall denote by (-, ). Since My (5,7;¢) and My (5,7 + kg;t) are
dual to each other, we have

(Mg (B,7v;t), Mg (B,v;))v = (Mu(B,v + km;t), Mg (8,7 + ku; t))u = 0.

By Lemma @1 My (5, v;¢) and My(5,~v+ ky;t) are isomorphic irreducible Vi,-modules
and there exists a Vy,-isomorphism ¢ : Mg (5,7v;t) — My(B,7 + km;t). Let u be a
non-zero highest weight vector of My(/3,7;¢). Since the top level of My (3,~;t) is one-
dimensional, we may assume that (u, p(u))y = 1. Now consider the decomposition (B.])
of U with respect to a series of sub VOAs Vy, C Vix C Vg of U. It is clear that
My (0,0) ® My (0,ky) = Mg(0,0) & Mg (0,a’). Therefore, there exists a decomposition
of U as a Vi-module
U= Mg(0,0) ® Mg(0,a) @ W

with W = My (8,7v;t) ® Mg (8,7 + kg;t). Let WO be an irreducible Vi-submodule of
. Since K is a self-orthogonal subcode of Cj, the top level of W' is one-dimensional.
Let v € W be a non-zero highest weight vector. As we mentioned, My (83,~;¢) and
My (B, + kp;t) are isomorphic Vi,-submodules. But My (5, v;¢) and My (8,7 + Kkm;t)
cannot form Vi-submodules by the fusion rule of Vyz-modules. Therefore, we can write
v = ciu + cop(u) with ¢j,¢o # 0. This shows that (v,v)y = 2cico # 0 so that WP
is a self-dual Vg-submodule. Then K is a doubly even code by Corollary 12l Since
|K| = |H| = 2|Hy|, K is a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of Cz. Therefore, Cs contains
the desired subcode K. 1

We recall the following fact from the coding theory.

Theorem 5.3. ([McST|]) Let n be divisible by 8 and H a doubly even code of ZY containing
the all-one vector (11...1) € Zy. Then there exists a doubly even self-dual code H' such
that H C H'.

Now we begin to prove that every framed VOA is a simple current extension of a code
VOA. For this, it suffices to show the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.4. Let 8 € Ct and v € Z3. Assume that V = Vo & Mo (B,7;1) forms a
framed VOA. Then Cs contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. 3.

Proof: By Lemma (.2, C3 contains a maximal self-orthogonal subcode H which is
doubly even. By Corollary 4.8, V' has a decomposition

V=P Mu(0,6)& Mu(B,7+51)
S+HeC/H

as a Vy-module. By the fusion rule in Proposition 15| the subspace
U:=Vyg & My(B,7;1)

forms a sub VOA of V, since H = Cy N H*#. If H is not self-dual, then there exists a
doubly even self-dual subcode H' of Z w.r.t. 5 such that HU (H + ) C H' by Theorem
B3 Note that the weight of 3 is divisible by 8 since M (3, 7; ¢) has an integral top weight.
Let us consider the code VOA Vg associated to H'. Since H C H’, it is clear that Vi
contains Vy as a sub VOA. We can also take a map j : H — C* such that j|y = ¢ and the
section map H' 3 a + («a, () € 7zt (H') is a group homomorphism. By the structure
theory in Theorem A3l we can define an irreducible Vy,-module My (/3,;7) such that
Mu (8,7 7)|vy =~ Mu(5,7;¢) as a Vg-module. For simplicity, we shall denote Mg/ (3, 7;7)
by W. Since the top level of W is one-dimensional, the Vg/-invariant bilinear form on W
is symmetric. Therefore, by Proposition 25, we can define a framed VOA structure on

U/ = VH/@W

We denote the vertex operator on U’ by Y'(+, z). Now suppose H is a proper subcode of
H’. Then

VH’ = @ ‘/;5+H7 ‘/;H-H = MH<07 5)7
0+HeH'/H

as a Vy-module. Let 75,y : Vg — Vs g be the projection map. Then for u,v € W, we
have

Y'(u,z)v = Z msrmY (u, 2)v.
S+HEH'/H

Since the simple VOA structure is unique on Vi @ W, we may assume that 75 Y"(u, z)v =
Yv (u, z)v. Take any v € H'\ H and set K := H U (H + «). We shall show the following

claim:

Claim For u,v € W, there exists N = N(u,v) € N such that

(21— 2)VY (u, 20)TrsaY (v, 22)w = (21 — 22)N Y (v, 20) 740 Y (4, 21)w (5.2)
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for any w € W.
Take any a € Vyiq. Since U = Vi @ My (B,7;¢) forms a framed VOA by assumption,
there exists N = N(u,v) € N such that
(21— 2) VY (u, 20) 7Y (v, )w = (21 — 22)V Y (v, 20) 7Y (u, 21 )w. (5.3)

Take a sufficiently large £ € N. Then one has

(21 = 22)" (20 — 21)*(20 — 22)*Y"(u, 21)Tp 1Y (v, 22)Y (@, 20)w

= (21 — 20)V (20 — 21)¥ (20 — 22)*Y"(a, 20) Y (u, 21) 7 Y' (v, 20)w

= (21 — 20)V (20 — 21)¥ (20 — 22)*Y"(a, 20) Y (v, 20) 7Y (u, 21 )w

= (21 — 20)V (20 — 21)F (20 — 22)*Y" (v, 22) T 0 Y (u, 21)Y'(a, 20)w

Since the expansions of both sides of the equations have only finitely many negative powers
of zy, we get

(21 — 22)VY " (u, 2) 7Y (0, 2)w = (21 — 22) VY (0, 2) M0 Y (0, 21)w.

Note that Y'(a, 2)my = mpiaY'(a,z) on Vi and W = Vi - W

By the Claim above, we can introduce a framed VOA structure on

X =V @& Mg(8,7; 1K)

as follows. Since W as a Vi-module is isomorphic to Mk (3, 7; 7|k ), we can identify these
structures. For a,b € Vi and u,v € Mg (B,7; k), we define the vertex operator map

YX('>Z) by
Yx(a,2)b:=Y"(a,2)b, Yx(a,z)u:=Y"(a,2)u, Yx(u,z)a:=Y"(u,z)a,

and

Yx(u,2)v = 7Y (u, 2)v + 7Y’ (u, 2)v.
Let (-,-)y» be an non-zero invariant bilinear form on U’, which is unique up to scalar
multiples. Since Vi is a subalgebra of U’, we can define an invariant bilinear form (-, )y,
on Vi by (a,b)y, = (a,b)yr. In addition, since W as a Vix-module is isomorphic to

Mg (B,7;9k), we may view (-,-)y restricted on W as a Vi-invariant bilinear form on
M (B,7; ). Then

(a,Yx(u, 2)v)y,. = {(a,mgY’(u, 2)v)v, + (a, TpiaY ' (u, 2)v) v,
= (a,muY’ (u, 2)v)u + (a, TuraY' (u, 2)v) 0
= (a,Y"(u, 2)v)y

=

Y( LD ( Q)L(O)u,z_l)a, 'U>U"
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By the equality above, it follows from Section 5.6 of and that Yy (-, z) satisfies
the Jacobi identity if and only if we have a locality for any three elements in Mk (5, v; 7| k),
which follows from (5.2) and (5.3]). Therefore, (X, Yx(-, 2)) is also a framed VOA. In fact,
one can define a framed VOA structure on Vi @& Mg(B,7;|g) for any subcode E of H'
containing H in a similar way. We shall deduce a contradiction from this observation.

Let W' and W2 be Vg-modules isomorphic to Mg (3,v;¢). Since W' and Mg (3, 7; J|x)
are isomorphic Vy-modules, we have Vy-isomorphisms ¢; : W — My (8,7;9/x) C X for
1=1,2. Set

X =Vu® Ve ®W @ W2

We shall define a vertex operator Yy, on X’ as follows.
For a®,0° € Vi, a',b' € Vi, ul, vt € W and u?,v? € W2, define

YX(CLO,Z) 0 0 0
0 Yy (a® 2) 0 0
0 L X )
Y(az):=| 0 ¢r'Yx(a2)p 0 ’
0 0 0 a3 Yx(a®, 2)pa]
_ 0 YX(al’ Z) O O -
Yx(a',z) 0 0 0
1 L X )
Yir(a', 2) = 0 0 0 p1 Yx(al, 2)@a |
0 0 ¢y Yx(a'2)p 0 |
Yxf(’u,l,Z)
0 0 TuYx(pru', 2)e1 0 ]
_ 0 0 0 Th+aYx (P10’ 2)p2
o1 Yy (prut, 2) 0 0 0 |
i 0 s02_1YX(S01U1a z) 0 0 -
YX/(U2,Z)
i 0 0 0 T Yx (pau’, 2) 2]
_ 0 0 7TH+aYX(S02U2> 2)p1 0
0 o1 'Y (pou?, 2) 0 0
o7 Yo, 2) 0 0 .

on b0, b1 vl v?] € Vi @ Vigyo ® W @ W2 Note that Yx(-,2) is considered as a V-
intertwining operator and 7y : X — Vg and 7o g : X — V. g are Vy-projections on Vg
and V. g, respectively. By (B.2) and (B.3]), it is straightforward to check that Yy (-, z)
satisfies the locality and hence (X', Yx/ (-, z)) itself forms a VOA. In fact, we have defined

a VOA structure on X'’ such that
viwlt=w?z vt.-w2=w! wr - w=w?.w?=v" and W' W?=Vv?

based on the framed VOA structure on X.
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Now take a subspace
7 ={a"+ " +u' +ortout € X a® € Vg, b° € Vo, u' € WL

Then it follows from the definition of Yx/(+, z) that Z is a subalgebra of X’ and the linear
isomorphism

va® + 00 +ul + goz_lgolul —s a’ + b0 + \/igolul, a’ € Vi, V¥ € Vg, ul e W1

defines a vertex operator algebra isomorphism between Z and X. Since X is a framed
VOA and every framed VOA is rational, X’ is a completely reducible Z-module. However,
since the quotient X’/Z has no 1/16-word component corresponding to a codeword 0, we
obtain Y1 (M(8,7;|x)) - (X’/Z) = 0 which is a contradiction by Proposition 11.9 of
[DL]. This contradiction comes from the assumption that H # H'. Hence, H = H' as
desired. 1

Now we present the main theorem of this paper:

Theorem 5.5. Let V = @,epV® be a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D). Then
(1) For every non-zero o € D, the subcode C, of C contains a doubly even self-dual
subcode w.r.t. «.

(2) C is even, every codeword of D has a weight divisible by 8, and D C C C D+,

Proof: (1) follows from Proposition [5.4] since V? ¢ V* is a framed sub VOA of V for
any non-zero « € D. (2) follows from (1), since a self-dual subcode of C,, w.r.t. o always
contains the codeword a. 1

As a corollary, we can also prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.6. Let V = ©aepV'® be a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D). Then
V = @uecpV* is a D-graded simple current extension of the code VOA V° = V.

Proof: The assertion follows immediately from Theorem and Corollary .I8 1
There are many applications of Theorems and

Corollary 5.7. For a positive integer n, the number of isomorphism classes of framed
VOAs with a fized central charge n/2 is finite.

Proof: By Theorem[5.6] every framed VOA is a simple current extension of a code VOA.
A code VOA is uniquely determined by its structure code by Proposition 2.3 and it has
finitely many irreducible representations as it is rational. In particular, there are finitely
many inequivalent simple current modules over a code VOA. Therefore, the number of
isomorphism classes of framed VOAs of given central charge is finite by the uniqueness of
a simple current extension in Proposition 2.3 1

By Theorem [5.6] we can immediately classify all irreducible (both untwisted and Zs-
twisted) modules over a framed VOA.
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Corollary 5.8. Let V = @nepV® be a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D). Let W
be an irreducible VO-module. Then there exists n € 735, which is unique modulo D+, such
that W can be uniquely extended to an irreducible ,-twisted V -module which is given by
V Ryo W as a VO-module. In particular, every irreducible untwisted V -module is D-stable.

Proof: Let f € C* be the 1/16-word of W. Since all V®, o € D, are simple current
VO submodules, the fusion product W¢ := VX0 W is again irreducible. It is clear
that the binary 1/16-word of W is a + 8 so that all W*, « € D, are inequivalent V-
modules. Therefore, there exists a unique untwisted or Zs-twisted V-module structure on
Ind“foW = VHyo W = @aepW* by Theorem [24l Since any element in the dual group
D* ~ 75 /D+ is realized as a Miyamoto involution 7, associated to a codeword n € Z3,
the induced module Indy,W is indeed a T,-twisted V-module. 1

Remark 5.9. By the corollary above and Proposition [2.0, we can compute the fusion
rules of V-modules from those of V-modules,

Corollary 5.10. ([DGH, [M3]) A framed VOA V' with structure codes (C, D) is holomor-
phic if and only if C = D*.

Proof: That a framed VOA having a structure code (D*, D) is holomorphic is proved
in by showing that every module contains a vacuum-like vector (cf. [Lil]). The
converse is also proved in [DGH| by using modular forms. Here we give another, rather
representation-theoretical proof. Let V be a holomorphic framed VOA with structure
codes (C, D) and the 1/16-word decomposition V = @,cpV*. Take any codeword § € D*.
By the previous corollary, a Vio-module Mo(0,0) can be uniquely extended to either an
untwisted or Zsy-twisted V-module. As a V% module, it is given by an induced module

V8 Mc(0,0) = Pv 5 Mc(0, ).

aeD

By Lemma [Tl the top weight of V* and that of V* Xy, Mc(0,d) are congruent modulo
Z for all &« € D. Therefore, the induced module V' Ky, M(0, §) is an irreducible untwisted
V-module and thus isomorphic to V itself, as V' is holomorphic. Then by considering the
1/16-word decomposition we see that Mq(0,0) = V? = Mc(0,0). Therefore, § € C by
Lemma [£.7 and hence D+ = C. 1

5.2 Construction of a framed VOA

In [M3], [Y2], certain constructions of a framed VOA are discussed. Assume the following:

(1) (C, D) is a pair of even linear codes of Z} such that
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(1) C c D+,

(1-ii) for each o € D, there is a subcode E“ C C, such that
E* is a direct sum of the [8,4,4]-Hamming codes.

(2) V%is a code VOA associated to C'.

)

(3) {V®| a € D} is a set of irreducible V%-modules such that
3-i)  the 1/16-word of V* is «,
3-ii) all V* « € D, have integral top weights,
3

iii) the fusion product VKo V? contains Vo for all
a,BeD.

Then it is shown in [M3] [Y2] that the space V := @aepV® forms a framed VOA with
structure codes (C, D). Instead of the condition (1-ii), assume that

(
(
(

(1-iii) for each o € D, C,, contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. a.

Then we have already shown in Lemma Bl that VO @ V< forms a framed VOA. So by
the extension property of simple current extensions in Theorem 27 we can again show
that V = @,epV® forms a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D) under the other
conditions. The key idea in is to use a special symmetry of the code VOA
associated to the [8,4,4]-Hamming code to form a minimal Z,-graded extension V° & V<.
Thanks to Lemma [5.1] we can transcend this step without the [8,4,4]-Hamming code.

Theorem 5.11. With reference to the conditions (1)-(3) above, assume the condition
(1-1i1) instead of (1-1i). Then V = @GaepV® forms a framed VOA with structure codes
(C, D).

Proof: Let {a’ |1 <4 <r} be a linear basis of D and set DY) := Span, {a; | 1 < j <
i}. By induction on i, we show that the space V[i] = &, cpwV* forms a framed VOA
with structure codes (C, D). The case i = 0 is trivial, and the case i = 1 is done in
Lemma 5.l Now assume that V[i] forms a framed VOA for ¢ > 1. Then we have two
simple current extensions V[i] = @,cpon V' and VO @ Ve Applying Theorem 27 to
aset {V | a € DD} of simple current V%-modules, we obtain a D(+Y-graded simple
current extension V[i + 1] = @,cpi+n V' of V0. Repeating this, finally we shall obtain
the desired framed VOA structure on V[r] = @aepV . 1

We can also generalize Theorem 7.4.9 of as follows:

Theorem 5.12. Let V = @,epV® be a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D). For
any even subcode E such that C C E C D+, the space

IndZV = P IndyzVe = P Ve XV
c

aeD aeD

forms a framed VOA with structure codes (E, D).
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Proof: The idea of the proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 7.4.9 of [Y2]. Let
{7+ C |1 < i <r} bea transversal for C in E. It is clear that Vp = &/_ Vo
is an E/C-graded simple current extension of Vo by Proposition First, we show
that V' is uniquely extended to an untwisted Vg-module. For this, it suffices to show
that Vg, Ky, Ve, 1 <4 < r, are inequivalent Vo-module. Assume Vi, My, V ~
Voirs My, V. It follows from a given framed VOA structure and Theorem that
Ve, Ve ~ V9 ~ V. Since the fusion product is commutative and associative, by
multiplying the both sides of Vi, My, V¢ ~ Vo s Ky, V by V with respect to the
fusion product, we have

Vc_i_ﬁ/ >~ Vc_i_ﬁ/ ‘% Ve ‘% Ve~ Vc+5 ‘% Ve ‘% Ve~ Vc+5.

Thus, v =6 mod C and hence all Vi i My, V*, 1 <4 < r, are inequivalent V-modules.
Since £ C D+, the top weight of V' and that of Vi By, V@ are congruent modulo Z by

Lemma [£.I14l Therefore, V* is uniquely extended to an irreducible untwisted Vz-module
Indy?Ve = VpRy, V* by Theorem 24 Since all Indj?V®, « € D, are E/C-stable
Ve-modules, we have the fusion rule

(dygv®) B (IndygV?) = Indyg (Va b vﬂ) ~ Indy2V**7
by Proposition [Z5l Therefore, the space

Indy?V =  Indj 2V

aeD

forms a framed VOA with structure codes (E, D) by Theorem [BE.TT1 1

By Theorem [55, its corollaries and Theorem [E.T1] a pair of structure codes (C,Ct)
of a holomorphic framed VOA satisfies the following conditions.

Condition 1. (F-admissible condition)

(1) The length of C'is divisible by 16.

(2) C is even, every codeword of C* has a weight divisible by
8, and
ctcc.

(3) For any o € C*, the subcode C,, of C' contains a doubly
even self-dual subcode w.r.t. a.

For simplicity, we will call a code C' F-admissible if it satisfies Condition [Il Indeed,
we can construct a holomorphic framed VOA starting from an F-admissible code.

Remark 5.13. A linear code C is F-admissible if and only if its dual C* satisfies the

following three conditions:
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(i) the length of C*+ is divisible by 16,

(ii) C* contains the all-one vector,

(iii) C* is triply even, that is, wt(«) is divisible by 8 for any o € C*.
For, let D satisfy the conditions (i), (i) and (iii) above. Then for any o, € D, the
weight of their intersection « - § is divisible by 4 and so « - D is doubly even. Then
there exists a doubly even code E containing o - D such that E is self-dual w.r.t. a by
Theorem[5.3. For any § € (a- D)*, we have (5, D) = (§ -, D) = (§, - D) = 0, showing
E C (a- D)t c (D1Y),. Therefore, D* is F-admissible.

Let C be an F-admissible code. Then the all-one vector 1 = (11...1) is contained in
C*. Since n = wt(1) is divisible by 16, all irreducible Vg-modules with the 1/16-word 1
have integral top weights. Let V! be an irreducible Vo-modules with the 1/16-word 1.

Then V1 is a self-dual simple current Vo-module.

Lemma 5.14. Let C be an F-admissible code. For o € C*+, a & {0,1}, there exists
an irreducible Vo-module W such that 7 (W) = « and both W and the fusion product
VR, W* have integral top weights.

Proof: Clearly, we can find an irreducible Vo-module X such that 7(X) = a and X has
an integral top weight. The 1/16-word of the fusion product V* Xy, X is then 1+ « and
its weight is divisible by 8. Thus, the top weight of V! Ky, X is in either Z or Z+1/2. In
the former case, we just set W = X. If the top weight is in Z+ 1/2, we take a codeword
§ € (Z5), such that 6 is odd. By Lemma 14} the Ve-module (V' Xy, X) Ky, Mc(0,6)
has an integral top weight. Set W* = X Xy, M¢(0,9). Since supp(d) C supp(c), the
top weight of X is congruent to that of W modulo Z by Lemma .14l which is integral.
Moreover, V1 Xy, W* ~ VI XKy, (X Xy, Mc(0,6)) ~ (VX X)Xy, Mc(0,0) also has
an integral top weight as desired. 1

Proposition 5.15. Let C be an F-admissible code and D a proper subcode of C+ con-
taining 1. Suppose that we have a framed VOAV = @aepV'® with structure codes (C, D).
Then for 3 € C+\ D, there exist a self-dual simple current V-module W such that W
has the 1/16-word decomposition W = @aepWet: and V =V aW forms a framed VOA
with structure codes (C, D + (3)).

Proof: By the previous lemma, we can take an irreducible Ve-module W# such that
7(W#) = B and both W# and VIKXy, W’ are of integral weights. Since 8 € C*, it
follows from (3) of Condition [ that W7 is a self-dual simple current Vg-module. Then
the induced module Ind“foWﬁ = PacpV* Ky, W5 is an irreducible T,-twisted V-module
for some 7 € Z3 by Corollary 5.8 If n € D+, then the space V@Ind“fo W7 forms a framed
VOA with structure codes (C, D + (3)) by Theorem [B.111
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If n ¢ D+, then 7, is not trivial. Set D¥ :={a € D | (a,n) =0} and D~ :={a € D |
(a,n) = 1}. Then D = DT U D~ and D* # (). By our choice of W, the all-one vector 1
is in DT so that 1 is an even codeword. We set

+ . a + . a B
VE: Cg?iv, W ag?iv B W,
Then all V*, W* are irreducible V-modules. The top weight of W is integral but the
top weight of W~ isin Z+1/2. We shall deform W~ so that it has an integral top weight,
also.
Since [(DT)+ N (B)*1, D N {(B)*] = 2, there exists a codeword v € (DT)* N (B)* such
that (7, D7) =1 mod 2. Then it follows from Corollary [G.§ that

W= Vo, RW*
Vo

are irreducible untwisted V*-modules. Moreover, by our choice of 7, both of W= have
integral top weights since the top weight of W is congruent to (v, + 3)/2 modulo
Z., whereas the top weight of W~ is congruent to (v, +~ + D~)/2 4+ 1/2 modulo Z.
Therefore, by Theorem [B.11] we have a framed VOA structure on

V=VieV oWraeWw"

with structure codes (C, D + (3)). Now setting W := W+ @ W, we have the desired
extension of V. This completes the proof. 1

Remark 5.16. In the proof above, we can construct another extension of V'* which also
has the structure codes (C, D + () in the following way. Take a codeword v € D+ with
(v, B) = 1, which is possible as [D+ : D+ N (B)'] = 2, and set V= = Vo, By, V- and
W= = Vo, Ry, W=, Then one can similarly verify that the space VI @ V- oW+ oW
also forms a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D + (f3)).

Theorem 5.17. There exists a holomorphic framed VOA with structure codes (C,Ct) if
and only if C' is F-admissible, i.e., C' satisfies Condition [1.

Proof: Let {a,...,a,} be alinear basis of C* with oy = 1 and set D[i] := Span,, {c; |
1 <j<i}forl<i<r. ByLemmaliIlwe can construct a framed V(1] := Vo & V!
with structure codes (C, D[1]). By Proposition £.I85] we can construct a framed VOA
V[2] with structure codes (C, D[2]) which is a Zy-graded simple current extension of V[1].
Recursively, we can construct a Zs-graded simple current extension V'[i + 1] of V[i] which
has structure codes (C, D[i + 1]) and we shall obtain a holomorphic framed VOA V{r]
with structure codes (C, D[r]) = (C,C*). I
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Remark 5.18. Condition [, especially (2) and (3), give quite strong restrictions on a
code C. Roughly speaking, C must be much bigger than its dual C*+ by (3) of Condition
Q. In addition, if we assume that the minimum weight of C is greater than 2, then the
corresponding framed VOA may have a finite full automorphism group (cf. [LSY, Corollary
3.9]). 1t seems possible to classify all F-admissible codes C if the length is small. It
suggests a possibility for classifying all holomorphic framed VOAs of small central charge.
The most interesting (and the first non-trivial) case would be the classification of ¢ = 24
holomorphic framed VOAs. In fact, one can prove that the moonshine vertex operator
algebra V' is the unique holomorphic framed VOA of central charge 24 whose weight
one subspace is trivial, which is a variant of the famous uniqueness conjecture of the
moonshine vertex operator algebra proposed in [FLM|] (see also [DGLJ). The key point is
that the structure codes of V* (or any holomorphic framed VOA V of central charge 2/
and Vi = 0) are closely related to those of the Leech lattice VOA Vy. If V = @yec V©
with VO ~ Vi is a holomorphic framed VOA of central charge 24 and Vi = 0, then the
minimal weight of C is greater than or equal to 4. In this case, for any § € Z3° of weight
2, the Ts-twisted orbifold construction yields a VOA

V() =P (va @ Voys X va) , D={aecC"|(ad) =0},
Vo
aceD
which is isomorphic to the Leech lattice Vi and a pair (CU(0+C'), D) will be the structure
codes of Vi. Note that the weight one subspace of V (75) forms an abelian Lie algebra with
respect to the bracket [a,b] = a(o)b. We shall give more details on this point in our next

work [LY].

6 Frame stabilizers and order four symmetries

In Section 5, we have seen that structure codes (C, D) of a framed VOA V = @®,epV*
satisfy certain duality conditions. The main property is that for any o € D, the subcode
O, contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. @ and V¢ is a simple current V-
module. However, it is shown in Corollary E.I8 that V' is a simple current module
without the assumption on the doubly even property. In this section, we shall discuss the
role of the doubly even property. It turns out that by relaxing the doubly even property,
we can obtain a refinement of the 1/16-word decomposition and define an automorphism
of order four in the pointwise frame stabilizer.

We begin by defining the frame stabilizer and the pointwise frame stabilizer of a framed

VOA.

Definition 6.1. Let V be a framed VOA with a frame F = Vir(e!) ® - - - ® Vir(e"). The
frame stabilizer of F is the subgroup of all automorphisms of V' which stabilizes the

37



frame F' setwise. The pointwise frame stabilizer is the subgroup of Aut(V') which fixes F’
pointwise. The frame stabilizer and the pointwise frame stabilizer of F' are denoted by
Staby (F) and Stab¥’ (F), respectively.

Let (C, D) be the structure code of V' with respect to F, i.e.,

V=@V, r(V)=a and V'=1VL.

For any 6 € Stabl (F), it is easy to see that 7., = 7p.s = 07,:0~" and thus 6 centralizes
(Ter, ..., Ten). Therefore, the group 7(Z4) = (7e1, ..., Ten) generated by the 7-involutions
is a central subgroup of Stab' (F) isomorphic to Z4/D*. In addition, we have gV = V@
for all @ € D and hence 6|y0 is an automorphism of V0.

The following results can be proved easily using the fusion rules.

Lemma 6.2. Let V = @nepV® be a framed VOA.
(1) Let ¢ € Aut(V?) such that ¢|p = idr. Then ¢ € 0(Z5) = (Ce1,. .., 0en).
(2) Let g € Aut(V') such that glyo =idyoe. Then g € T(ZY) = (Te1, ..., Ten).

Proof: (1) Consider the 1/2-word decomposition

V= P L0AB/2D@ @ LA B/2)
B=(B1,.-..Bn)EC
of V% as an F' = Vir(e') ® - - - ® Vir(e")-module. Since ¢|r = idp, it follows from Schur’s
lemma that ¢|yo acts on L(ls, £1/2) ® -+ ® L(Y, £,/2) by a non-zero scalar a, for each
a € C. Moreover, it follows from the fusion rules of L(1/,0)-modules in (B that
aqap = aq4p for all a, B € C. Thus the association C' 5 a — a, € C defines a character
of C' and hence there is a codeword ¢ € Z such that a, = (—1)%*. Now it is easy to see

that ¢|yo is realizable as a product of o.i, 1 < e’ < n, that is, ¢|yo = o¢.

(2) Since each V*, o € D, is an irreducible V%-module, it follows from Schur’s lemma
that g acts on V' by a non-zero scalar t, € C. Then again by the fusion rules of L(1/,0)-
modules in ([B.1]) we have t,t3 = t,+p5 so that the map a +— ¢, defines a character of D.
Therefore, there exists a codeword 7 € Zj such that g =7, € (7.1, ..., Ten). 1

As a corollary, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Let V be a framed VOA with a frame F = Vir(e!) @ ---® Vir(e™). For
any 0 € Stab¥' (F), there exist & and n € Z3 such that

O]yo = o¢ and 0> =1,
In particular, we have 0* = 1.
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Let 6 € Stab¥ (F). Then f|yo = o¢ for some & € ZJ. That means 6 is an extension
of a o-involution on V° to the whole framed VOA V. In this section, we shall give a
necessary and sufficient condition on whether a o-involution o¢ can be extended to the
whole V. Our argument is based on the representation theory of code VOAs developed
in Section 4 and 5.

First let us consider € Stab¥ (F) such that 0]yo = o¢ # idyo, ie., & & O+ Set
C':={aeC|{a)=0}and C':={a e C| (£ a)=1}. Then C°is a subcode of C,
([C:C% =2 and C = C°UC!. Note also that Vo is fixed by 6 and 6 acts by —1 on V.
In other words, V° = Vo @ Ve is the eigenspace decomposition of # on V.

Now assume that 6% = 7, for some n € Zj. For each non-zero o € D, it is clear
that V° & V* is a subalgebra of V and 6 stabilizes V° & V. If « € DN (n)*, then
0? acts as an identity on V° @ V and the eigenvalues of # on V¢ are £1. Let Vo
and V™ be the eigenspaces of 6 with eigenvalues +1 and —1, respectively. Note that
both V* are non-zero inequivalent irreducible V%*-submodules. For if Vo = 0, then
VO~ . Ve = Vot = (), which contradicts Proposition 11.9 of [DIJ. Since the subalgebra
VOp Ve =V Vo= g Vet @ Ve affords a faithful action of a group Zy x Zs of order 4,
Vet are inequivalent irreducible V" -submodules by the quantum Galois theory [DMI].

If « € D\ (n)*, then 6 = —1 on V* and the eigenvalues of § on V* are +/—1.
Let V°* be the eigenspace of  of eigenvalues of £v/—1 on V®. Then V = Vot @ Vo,
Ve*E are again non-zero inequivalent irreducible V%*-submodules. The argument above
actually shows that @ is of order 2 if and only if (n, D) =0, i.e., n € D+

By the observation above, we have

Lemma 6.4. For any o € D, let V°F be defined as above. Then the dual V" -module
(VeE)* is isomorphic to V& if and only if a € (n)*. Otherwise, (VF)* is isomorphic to
Ver.

Proof: Since any framed VOA is self-dual, the sub VOA V? @ Ve of V is also self-dual.
Since Vo . Vot = VO if and only if a € (n)*+, the duality is as in the assertion. 1

We have shown that for any € Stabl! (F)\ 7(Z5), |6] = 2 if and only if all irreducible
V9% -submodules of V are self-dual, and otherwise |f| = 4. We rewrite this condition in
terms of the structure codes as follows.

Lemma 6.5. Let 6 € Staby;(F) such that 0|yo = o¢ and 6> = 7, for some & € 75 \ C*+
andn € Zy. Set C'={a e C|{ a)=0} and C' ={a € C| (£,a) = 1}.

(1) For o € DN (n)*, (C°), contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. .

(2) For a € D\ (n)*, (C°) contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. o, but (C°), does not
contain any doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. .
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Proof: (1) For a € DN (n)*, let V& = Vet & Ve~ be the eigenspace decomposition
such that # acts on V** by +1. In this case the subspace V°* @ V¥ forms a framed sub
VOA of V. By Proposition 5.4 (C?), contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. «.

(2) For a € D\ (n)*, let V* = Ve &V~ be the eigenspace decomposition such that
0 acts on V°* by 4+/—1. In this case the restriction of § on the sub VOA

Vi Vve=V"ap V- aVtaoVe

is of order 4. By the quantum Galois theory [DMI], V** and V*~ are inequivalent
irreducible V%" = Vio-modules. By Lemma [6.4] V" and V= are dual to each other.
Therefore, by Proposition EIT], any maximal self-orthogonal subcode of (C?), is not
doubly even. Let H be a doubly even self-dual subcode of C,, w.r.t. o and H° a maximal
self-orthogonal subcode of (C?),. Since (C), does not contain a doubly even self-dual
subcode w.r.t. a, (C?),, is a proper subgroup of C,, so that [C,, : (C?),] = 2. Tt follows from
Theorem [A.3] that V¢ is a direct sum of [C' : C,] inequivalent V'(0)-submodules with the
multiplicity [C,, : H]. Similarly, each of V¥ is a direct sum of [C? : (C?),] inequivalent
irreducible F-submodules with the multiplicity [(C?), : H°]. Since V" and V™ are dual
to each other, they are isomorphic as F-modules. Therefore, by counting multiplicity of
irreducible F-submodules of V* and V%, one has [C, : H| = 2[(C?),, : H°]. Combining
with |C,| = 2|(C°)4], we obtain |H| = |H°| = 2¥®)/2_ Therefore, H° is a self-dual
subcode of (C?), w.r.t. a. I

Lemma 6.6. Let C' be an even code and 3 € C*+. Assume that V = Vo & Mc(B,7;1)
forms a framed VOA and C' contains a subcode E with index two such that E contains
a self-dual subcode w.r.t. 5. Then V decomposes into a direct sum of four inequivalent
simple current Vg-submodules

V = Mg(0,0) ® Mg(0,6) ® Mg(3,7:9) ® Mg(B,v + 0;7),

where § is an element of C' such that C = EU(E +6) and 3 : ENE+ — C* is a

map such that jlpres = o and (@, () - (B, 2(8)) = (a+ B, 50+ B)) € n5A(E) for al
o, € ENE*. Moreover, all irreducible Vi-submodules of V' are self-dual if and only if

E contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. [3.

Proof: Let § € C such that C = FL(E+6). Then the decomposition Vi = Mg(0,0) &
MEg(0,6) is obvious. Let H be a self dual subcode of Eg w.r.t. 5. Then H is still a maximal
self-orthogonal subcode of Cjs. Let 7: H — C* be an extension of ¢ : C N C*+ — C* such

that (o, j(@)) - (8,5(8)) = (a+ B,)(a + B)) for all o, € H. Then j|prcr = ¢ and
the decomposition Mc(8,7v;t) = Mg(58,v;7) ® Mg(B,v+ §; ) follows from Corollary (4.8l
That all irreducible Vg-submodules are simple currents follows from Corollary It E

40



contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. 3, then all irreducible Vg-submodules of
V' are self-dual by Proposition .11l Conversely, if all irreducible Vg-submodules of V' are
self-dual, then Vg & Mg(5,;7) forms a sub VOA of V' so that E contains a doubly even
self-dual subcode w.r.t. 8 by Proposition 5.4l This completes the proof. 1

Theorem 6.7. Let V be a framed VOA with a frame F = Vir(e') ®---®@ Vir(e") and let
(C, D) be the corresponding structure codes. For a codeword & € Z3 \ C*, there emists
0 € Stabl (F) such that 0]yo = o¢ if and only if a-& € C for alla € D. Moreover, 0] = 2
if and only if wt(a- &) =0 mod 4 for all « € D, and otherwise |0 = 4.

Proof: Let 6 € Stab¥ (F) such that 0]yo = o¢ with &€ € Z2\ C*. Set C° := C'N (£)*
and C! := C'\ C°. Then by Lemma [6.5 (C°), contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. a for
any a € D. Since

(C%a ={BeC|(B,6) =0 and supp() C supp(a)}

and (3,€) = (B,a- &) =0 for all B € (C%),, a-& € ((CY),)* for all @ € D. Therefore,
a - € is contained in all self-dual subcodes of (C?), w.r.t. @ and hence o - ¢ € (C%), C C
as claimed.

Conversely, assume that a codeword & € Z3\ C* satisfies a-& € C for all & € D. Then
CY = C N {&)* is a proper subcode of C' with index 2. By definition, a - & € ((C?),)* for
all @ € D. Therefore, any maximal self-orthogonal subcode of (C°), contains « - €. Set
D :={aeD|wtla-£) =0 mod4} and D' := {a € D | wt(a-&) =2 mod 4}. Tt
is clear that D = D° LU D, If o € D°, then there exists a doubly even self-dual subcode
of (C%), w.r.t. a. For, let H be a doubly even self-dual subcode of C,, which exists by
Proposition 5.4l If H is contained in (C?),, then we are done. If not, then o - £ ¢ H and
HN(CY%, =HnN{)?t is a subcode of H with index 2 so that

(H (N UHNE)" +a¢)

gives a doubly even self-dual subcode of (C?), w.r.t. a. Similarly, we can show that (C?),,
contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. a for any o € D'. But in this case any self-dual subcode
of (C°), w.r.t. a is not doubly even, as it always contains « - £&. We have shown that for
each a € D, (CY), contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. @ so that one has a Vgzo-module
decomposition V¢ = V! @ V2 and VP, p = 1,2, are simple current Vgpo-submodules
by Lemma
Let {a!,...,a"} be a linear basis of DY. For each i, 1 < i < r, choose an irreducible
Veo-submodule U?" of V' arbitrary. Then for o = o' + - - + a'* € D°, set
Ut :=U"® ... X U*", (6.1)

Veo Veo
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Since all U, 1 < i < r, are simple current self-dual Veo-modules, U® is uniquely defined
by (I) for all & € D°. Note that U’ = Vpo. Since @aepoV® is a sub VOA of V, U
are irreducible Vgo-submodules of V¢ for all « € D°. Therefore, we obtain a framed
sub VOA U := @aepoU® of V with structure codes (C°, D). Tt is easy to see that
Ve =U® (Ve By, U*) for a € D° by Lemma (.6

If D= D° then we have V = U @ (Ven Xy, U) as a Vgo-module. In this case we

define a linear automorphism ¢ on V' by

1 on U,

¢9§ =
—1 on VCI &VCO U.

Then it follows from Lemma 6.6 and Proposition EET5 that 6 € Stabl (F) and 0¢|yo = 0.
Therefore, o¢ can be extended to an involution on V.

If D # D° then D = D° LI D! with D' # (). In this case, take one 3 € D! and an
irreducible Vgo-submodule W7 of VA, Since W# and all U?, a € C°, are simple current
Veoo-modules, we have a Vo-module decomposition

Vet = (U R W) @ (Ven B Ut K WP

Vo co Vo

of Vo+P for all o € C° by Lemma Since (C),45 contains no doubly even self-dual
subcode w.r.t. a + 3, the decomposition

V0@ Ver: = Voo @ Ver @ (U X WP @ (Ven XU K W)
0

c0 Veo

induces an order four automorphism on a sub VOA V° @ V8 of V by Lemma and
Proposition .15l Set
W= U rw

Voo
aeC? c

Then we have obtained the following decomposition of V' as a Vo-module:
V=Uas(Va RU)eWea (Va B W).
Vo Vo

We define a linear automorphism ¢; on V' by

(

1 on U,
-1 on Ve My, U,

V-1 on W,
(V=1 on Vo Xy W

Then it follows from the argument above that ¢ € Stab¥ (F) and 6¢|yo = o¢. Therefore,

o¢ gives rise to an automorphism of order 4.
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Summarizing, we have shown that there exists § € StabP(F) such that f|yo = o if
and only if o+ & € C for all @ € D. It remains to show that for such 6, |#| = 2 if and only
if wt(a-€) =0 mod 4. But this is almost obvious by the preceding argument. 1

Remark 6.8. Let V = @aepV @ be a framed VOA with structure codes (C, D). It was
congectured in [M3, Conjecture 1] that for any codeword 8 € C, the o-type involution o €
Aut(V0) can be extended to an automorphism of V, that means there evists g € Stabb' (F)
such that glyo = oz. By the theorem above, we know that this is not correct; we have to
take a codeword 8 such that o- 5 € C' for all a € D.

Motivated by Theorem 6.7 we define P :={{ € Z} | a- & € C for all & € D}. It is
clear that P is a linear subcode of C. Moreover, we have

Lemma 6.9. C+ C P.

Proof: Let § € C*. For a € D, one has (5, C,) = 0 by definition and hence (-6, C,) =
0. Since C, contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. & by Theorem 5.3 o -6 € C,, C C. ]

For each codeword ¢ € P, there exists f: € Stab®'(F) such that 0¢|y0 = o¢ by Theorem
6.7 However, the construction of §¢ in the proof of Theorem is not unique since we
have to choose a linear basis of D° and irreducible Vgo-submodules. Nevertheless, the

following holds.

Lemma 6.10. Let 0, ¢ € Stabl! (F) such that |yo = dlyo = oc. Then ¢ = g, for some
ne€Zsy.

Proof: Since 0|yo = ¢|yo, we have 071¢|y0 = idyo. By Lemma 62 there exists n € Z7
such that §~'¢ = 7,, and hence ¢ = 07, as desired. 1

In other words, ¢ is only determined modulo 7-involutions. We have also seen in
Lemma B2 that 0, € 7(Zy) if and only if ¢ € C*. Since C* C P by Lemma[6.9] the associ-
ation E+C* s 0:7(Z3) defines a group isomorphism between P/C* and Stably (F)/7(Z4).
Therefore, we have the following central extension:

1 — 7(Z3) — Staby/(F) — Stabl/(F)/7(Z3) — 1
e | 2
1 — Z3/DY — Stabd(F) — P/Ct — 1

The commutator relation in Stab¥’ (F') can also be described as follows.

Theorem 6.11. For £',£2 € P, let 0zi,i = 1,2, be extensions of og: to Stabyy (F). Then
0c1,0¢2) =1 if and only if (a- &' - &%) =0 for all « € D.
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Proof: Since the case 01 € 027(Z%) is trivial, we assume that og1 # og2. Fori = 1,2,
set C%¢' = {a € C | (o, &) = 0} and E := C°%' N C%%. Then C°¢ are subcodes
of C' with index 2 and E is a subcode of C' with index 4. Let §',6% € C such that
C%' = E U (E + 6. By definition, a - €', a - &2 € (E,)* for all @ € D so that E,
contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. « if and only if {(a - &' a - €2) = 0. We have seen
that 0 acts semisimply on each V¢, o € D, with two eigenvalues, and these eigenspaces
are inequivalent irreducible Vqi-submodules. For an irreducible Vg-submodule W of
Ve, the subspace W + (Vi - W) forms a Vi, q-submodule so that f¢: acts on W by
an eigenvalue. Therefore, s commutes with 02 if and only if V¢ splits into a direct
sum of 4 irreducible Vg-submodules for all o« € D. Let m, be the number of irreducible
Vg-submodules of V. For a € D, let H, and H? be maximal self-orthogonal subcodes of
C, and FE,, respectively. By the structure of irreducible modules over a code VOA shown
in Theorem B3, V* is a direct sum of [C' : H] irreducible F-submodules. Moreover,
again by Theorem any irreducible Vg-submodule of V® is a direct sum of [E : H]
irreducible F-submodules. By counting the number of irreducible F-submodules of V¢,
we have m,|H,| = 4|H?| as [C : E] = 4. Thus, E, contains a self-dual subcodes w.r.t.
if and only if m, = 4. Hence, 0z commutes with ¢ if and only if (- & a- &%) =0.

We have shown that the structure of Stab}’(F) is determined by Theorems and
6.1T] only in terms of the structure codes (C, D).

Remark 6.12. In [Y2,[Y3], one of the authors has shown that for any Ising vector e € V9,
we have no automorphism g € Aut(V?) such that g restricted on (V%)) is equal to o..
Thanks to Theorem [6.7, we can give a simpler proof of this. As shown in [DMZ], the
moonshine VOA V% is framed. Take any Ising frame F = Vir(e!) ® - -- @ Vir(e*®) of V*
and set & = (10'7) € Z3®. Since & is odd, there is no extension of o¢ = oo to Stabl, (F)
by Theorem [6.7. Since all the Ising vectors of V* are conjugate under Aut(V#) = M (cf.
[O,[M1)), e and e* are conjugate. Therefore, there is no extension of o. to V.

At the end of this section, we give a brief description of the frame stabilizer Staby (F).
Its structure is also discussed in [DGH]. It is clear that Stabl‘J,t(F ) is a normal subgroup of
Staby (F'). Let g € Staby (F'). Then g induces a permutation p, € S,, on the set of Ising
vectors {e',...,e"} of I/, namely ge' = (). Since g preserves the 1/16-word decompo-
sition V' = @aepV?, it follows that gV = V#(®) with py(a) = (au,q),-- - Q) In
particular, g restricted on V? defines an element of Aut(V?) = Aut(V) which is a lift of
Aut(C). Therefore, every element of Staby (F) is a lift of Aut(C) N Aut(D). Conversely,
we know that for any p € Aut(C), there exists fi € Aut(Ve) such that jie! = ) for
1 <i < n by Theorem 3.3 of [Sh]. Tt is shown in Lemma 3.15 of [SY] that if i lifts to an
element of Aut(V') then {(V*)# | a € D} coincides with {V® | a € D} as a set of inequiv-
alent irreducible Vo-modules. Therefore, there exists a lift of g € Aut(Ve) = Aut(V?) to
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an element of Aut(V') if and only if the subgroup {V® | @ € D} of the group formed by
all the simple current V-module in the fusion algebra is invariant under the conjugation
action of fi. If such a lift of fi exists, it is unique modulo Stab?'(F). For if ji and ji’
are two lifts of p, i~ ji’ fixes F' pointwise, showing fi~'ji’ € Stabl;(F). Thus, the factor
group Staby (F)/Stab}’ (F) is isomorphic to a subgroup of Aut(C) N Aut(D) which gives
a slight refinement of (3) of Theorem 2.8 in [DGH|. The Vg-module structure of (V*)#
involves some extra information other than C' and D, namely, if V* ~ Mqo(a,7;tq) for
« € D then (V) ~ Mc(p o, '; 1-14) for some codeword o/ € Zj, and this 7/ depends
not only on C' and D but also on v, ¢, and ¢,-1,. We do not have a general result for the
lifting property of Aut(C') N Aut(D) at present.

7 4A-twisted orbifold construction

Let V* be the moonshine VOA constructed in [FLM]. In this section, we shall apply
Theorem to define a 4A-element of the Monster M = Aut(V?) and exhibit that the
4A-twisted orbifold construction of the moonshine VOA V# will be V¥ itself.

By M3], we can take an Ising frame F' = Vir(e!) ®---® Vir(e*®) of V¥ such
that the associated structure codes (C,D) are as follows:

C=D", D =Spany{(1'°0%),(0%1'°), (a,a,a) | « € RM(1,4)},
where RM(1,4) C Z1 is the first order Reed-Muller code defined by the generator matrix

1111 1111 1111 1111
1111 1111 0000 0000
1111 0000 1111 0000
1100 1100 1100 1100
1010 1010 1010 1010

Note that
C={(a,B,7) €Z3 | a, 8,7 € Z3® are even and o + 3 + v € RM(2,4)}. (7.1)
Remark 7.1. The weight enumerator of RM(1,4) is X1¢ + 30X%Y® 4 Y16,
Let V# = @uep(VH)? be the 1/16-word decomposition. Set
P={(cZ®|a-£cCforal acD}

Then for each & € P, one can define an automorphism 6 € StabY',(F) such that 6¢|yo =
o¢ by Theorem Note also that D = C+ < P < C and oa = og if and only if
g +ect=0.
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Lemma 7.2. Let C, D and P be defined as above. Then
P = {(@.B.7) € Z8 | a, B,y € RM(2,4) and a + B+~ € RM(1,4)},
where RM(2,4) = RM(1,4)* C Z15 is the second order Reed-Muller code of length 16.

Proof: Set £ := {(o,5,7) | a, 8,7 € RM(2,4) and a + 5+ v € RM(1,4)}. We shall
first show that £ C P. It is clear that if d; - &, do-€ € C then (d1+dy)-£ = di-E+dy-€ €C.
Thus, we only need to show that d- & € C for £ € F and d in a generating set of D.

Let £ = (€1,£%,€3) € E with each £ € Z3°. Then £,£2, €3 € RM(2,4). Hence, a-¢ € C
for a = (1%60%2), (0'1'°0'¢) and (0321'6) € D. Take any two codewords 3,7 € RM(1,4)
with weight 8. Then the weight of §-7 is either 0, 4 or 8 by Remark [Tl By the definition
of E, we have £' 4+ ¢% + ¢3 € RM(1,4). Therefore,

By (E+E+E)N=wt(B-7- (€ +2+€) =0 mod 2

and hence - (' +&2+¢%) € RM(1,4) = RM(2,4). Since £ € RM(2,4) = RM(1,4)*, all
v-EL i =1,2,3, are even codewords. Therefore, (v,v,7)-& = (-4, v-£%,v-€%) € C for all
v € RM(1,4). As D is generated by the elements of the form: (1*60%?), (0'611601¢) (03216)
and (v,7,7) with v € RM(1,4), we have £ C P.

Conversely, assume (o', a?, a?) € P with o’ € Z3°. Then one has (o', a? a3)-8 € C for
B = (116032), (0%6116016) and (0321'%) € D so that o’ € RM(2,4) for i = 1,2, 3. Moreover,
for (v,7,7v) € D with v € RM(1,4), (o', a? a?®) - (v,7,7) € C is an even codeword. Then
it follows from (7)) that (o' 4+ a4+ a?) -y € RM(2,4) and thus o' + o? + o® € RM(1,4).

Hence £ = P. ]
Take
¢ = (11000000 1100 0000 0110 0000 0110 0000 10100000 1010 0000) € Z‘218. (7.2)

Then £ € P by Lemma [2l Set D° := {a € D | wt(a- &) =0 mod 4} and D' := {a €
D | wt(a-€) =2 mod 2}. It is easy to see that

0 1632 32116 Q= (116)7 ({1404}2)7
2 = spang, { (1°0%), 1), (0,000) [t S

and D' = ({180%}3) + D°. Therefore, the index [D : DY) is 2 and in this case the
involution o¢ € Aut((V*)°) can be extended to an automorphism 6 € Stabf/th (F) of order
4 by Theorem 6.7l We also set C° := {a € C | (a,&) =0} and C' :={a € C | (o, &) = 1}.
Let us consider a subgroup of D x C* defined by

D= (D’ x {£1}) U (D' x {£V-1}). (7.3)
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For (a,u) € D x C*, set (VE)(@) .= {z € (V) | fex = uz}. Then we have a D-graded
decomposition
Vi= @@ (V)@ (VHOD =TVp, (VO =V, (7.4)
(a,u)eD

where Vpo denotes the code VOA associated to C° and Vg is its module. Since (C°),
contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. & € D by Lemma B3, all (V*)@", (a,u) € D, are
simple current Vzo-modules by Corollary LIS Therefore, V¥ is a D-graded simple current
extension of a code VOA (VH)OD = V.

By direct computation, it is not difficult to obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. For any non-zero a € D, the subset (C'), is not empty. In other words,
[Caa (Co)a] =2
Remark 7.4. For a general framed VOA with structure codes (C, D), it is possible that

the set (C1), is empty for some non-zero a € D. For example, we can take D =
{(0%6), (1808), (0% 1%), (119)}, C = D+, € = (120") and o = (0%18). Then, C, = (C?),
and (CY), is empty. Note that (C, D) can be realized as the structure codes of the lattice

VOA VEg (Cf IMJ)

Theorem 7.5. 0, is a 4A-element of the Monster.
Proof: We shall compute the McKay-Thompson series of 6 defined by
Ty, (2) = trys Oc grO-1 g = 2rVTE

Recall the notion of the conformal character of a module M = &,,>¢0M,,1 over a VOA V:

char(q) = trpg"O =% = Z dime M, 4pg" "2

n=0

It is clear that

To () = Z chiysyen (q) — Z chiysye-1(q)

aeDO aeDo

—|—\/ —1 Z Ch(vh)(a,\/jl) (q) -V _1 Z Ch(vh)(a,f\/jl) (q)

aeD! acD?!

Let a € D'. Since (V¥)@*V=D are dual to each other, their conformal characters are

the same. Let a € DY be a non-zero codeword. By Lemma [7.3] there exists a codeword
in (C"),. Then by Corollary B8 one sees that (V#)(@D and (V)@= are isomorphic
F-modules. Therefore, they have the same conformal characters. Then
T, (2) = Ch(vb)(o,l) (q) — Ch(vh)(ofl) (q)
= chy,,(q) — chy,, (¢)
= 2chy,, (¢) — chy, (q).
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The conformal character of a code VOA can be easily computed. The following conformal
characters are well-known (cf. [FFR]):

chy(1/20)(9) & chra/zar () = ¢~ [+ g ).

Since C = D+ and C° = (D + (£))*, the weight enumerators of these codes are calculated
by the MacWilliams identity [McS]:

WC(I,y) = —WD(LU—l—y’;U—y)’
D
1
Welz,y) = 5 —57Wp T+Y,Tr—Y),
) = g )
where
Wo(z,y) — 2% 4 3052916 1 12022492 4 3516452 4 %8

Woie(z,y) = o+ 22%0y" + 3032910 4 30228y + 1842*y** + 30220y
3 16y32 4 012,36 48

Now set

flzy) = Wpyg(z,y) — Wp(z,y)
— 2:(:36 12_'_30:(:28 20—'-645(724 24_'_30:(:20 28+2$12y36

Then one has

Tgé (Z) = 2ChVC0 (q) — Cth (q)
- [2WCO (SL’, y) - Wc(l’, y)]

1
= ? [WD+<€> (LU + Y, — y) - WD(ZIJ’ =+ Y, r — y)] z=chy /9 0)(a)

y=chp(1/2,1/2)(9)

x=chy,1/2,0)(q), y=chp(1/2,1/2)(q)

= %q—lf (ﬁ (1 + qn+1/2)’ ﬁ (1 N qn+1/2))

n=0 n=0
= ¢ '+ 276q +2048¢* + - - - .

Therefore, 0 is a 4A-element of the Monster by [ATLAS]. 1

Next, we shall construct the irreducible 4A-twisted V%-module. Let us consider irre-
ducible Veo-modules whose 1/16-word is ¢ defined in (T.2)).

Lemma 7.6. (1) (C°)¢ is a self-dual subcode w.r.t. &.
(2) For any v € Z%, the dual of Mco(E, ;1) is isomorphic to Meo(&,y + ki) with k =
({107)20%2) € 728,
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Proof: By a direct computation, one can show that C¢ = (C%)¢ is generated by the

following generator matrix:

11000000 11000000 00000000 00000000 00000000 00000000 ]
00000000 00000000 01100000 01100000 00000000 00000000
00000000 00000000 00000000 00000000 10100000 10100000
10000000 10000000 01000000 01000000 00000000 00000000
10000000 10000000 00000000 00000000 10000000 10000000
| 11000000 00000000 01100000 00000000 10100000 00000000

From this, it is easy to see that (C°)¢ is a self-dual code w.r.t. £. If we set
x = (1000 0000 1000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0000) € Zs®, (7.5)

then supp(x) C supp(¢) and we have (—1)@® = (—=1)"*(®)/2 for all a € (C°)¢. Therefore,
the dual of Meo(&,~y;¢)* is isomorphic to Meo(&,v + k;¢) by Proposition [4.11] 1

By the lemma above, we know that (C°)¢ is self-dual w.r.t. £ and thus (C°)¢ equals to
its own radical. From now on, we shall fix a map ¢ : (C")¢ — C* such that the section
map (C)¢ 3 a > (a,1(a)) € 7 (C°) is a group homomorphism. We shall simply denote
Meo(&,7;¢) by Meo(€,v) and set W := Meo(€,0).

Lemma 7.7. All (V&)@ Xy, W, (a,u) € D, are inequivalent irreducible Vo-modules.

Proof: Suppose (V)" Ry, W ~ (VHPIR, W with (o, u),(8,v) € D. Since
((VE)lew)s ~ (V“)(a’“r1 = (V”)(O"“fl), we have
W= (VeI Ry (VE e &y W
= (Vh)(aﬂfl) Xy, (VH)Bw) Xy, W
= (VE)erB T Ry, W
in the fusion algebra. By considering 1/16-word decompositions, one has a« =  and

u'v € {£1}. Let § € C be such that C* = C° + 4. If u='v = —1, then (V)e+bulo) =
(V5= = Vo1 = Meo(0,6) so that by Lemma EI4] one has

W = (VE)letbulo) R W = Mes(0,8) R Meo(€,0) = Meo(€, 8).
cO c0

It is shown in Lemma that (C°)¢ contains a self-dual subcode w.r.t. &, Then W is
not isomorphic to Mco(&,9) by Lemma [7] and we obtain a contradiction. Therefore,
v v =1 and hence (a,u) = (5,v). This completes the proof. 1

By Theorem 4] and the lemma above, the space

; 1 _ 1y ()
Vi) :=VI R W (6)9;” B, Meo(6,0) (7.6)
o,u)e
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carries a unique structure of an irreducible yy-twisted Vf-module for some yy € (f))* -
M. It is clear that yy € Stab?/th(F). Since the top weight of W is 3/4, V(6;) is neither
2A-twisted nor 2B-twisted V%-module so that yy is an element of M of order 4. Hence,
there exists £ € P such that x§ |z = o¢. By the construction of V#(f;), we know that
C’ c{aeC| (&) =0} CCso that o = o¢ and xw = b¢ - 7, for some n € Z3°.
Since the definition of ¢ is only unique up to a product of 7-involutions, we can take
f: = xw. Note that the definition of V#(¢;) in (Z.6) depends only on the decomposition
of V% as a Vgo-module. Replacing 6 by 0¢75 with 3 € Z3® will only change the labeling
of the Vgo-modules in (Z4) and does not affect the isotypical decomposition of V¥ as a
Veo-module. Thus, we have constructed the irreducible f¢-twisted V*module.

Theorem 7.8. V*(0;) defined in (T8) is an irreducible 4A-twisted module over V4,

Remark 7.9. By Lemma [7.0 and Corollary [{.8, we see that the top weight of the 4A-
twisted module is 3/4 and the dimension of the top level is 1.

Let us consider the dual module W* of W. It is clear that W and W* are inequivalent
since k € C°. All (V#)(@w) Xy, W7, (ov,u) € D, are inequivalent Veo-modules, and so the
space

VIO =VER W = D (VOO B Men(E, ) (7.7)

(ov,u)eD

has a unique irreducible yy--twisted Vf-module structure with a linear character yy - €

D* (cf. Theorem 24). It is also shown [DLM?2] that the dual of yy -twisted module forms

a Xy -twisted module. The dual Vi-module of V() contains W* as a Veo-submodule,

and V”(é’g’) is uniquely determined by W*, so yw- is actually equal to Qg’ =0 U by our
choice of ¢. Therefore, V”(Qg’) is the irreducible Qg’-twisted Vi-module.

In order to perform the 4A-twisted orbifold construction of V¥, we classify the ir-
reducible representations of (V)% By (4], the fixed point subalgebra (V)% is a
framed VOA with structure codes (C°, D).

Proposition 7.10. There are 16 inequivalent irreducible (V#)\%) -modules. Every irre-
ducible (V“)<9€>-module 1s a submodule of an irreducible 92-twisted Vi-module for 0 <i <
3. Among them, 8 irreducible modules have integral top weights.

Proof: Since V? and (V#)%) are simple current extensions of the code VOA Vo, V¥ is a
Z4-graded simple current extension of (V%)% by Proposition Then by Theorem 241
every irreducible (V#)%)-module is a submodule of a Hé—twisted module for 0 <7 < 3. It is
shown in [DLM3] that V* has a unique irreducible Hé—twisted module for 0 < i < 3 as Viis
holomorphic. Therefore, we only have to show that each irreducible 92—twisted Vimodule

decomposes into a direct sum of 4 inequivalent irreducible (V#)%)-submodules. Since
VE(0e) and V”(é’g’) are dual to each other (cf. [DLM2]), we know each of them has four
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inequivalent irreducible (V%)% -submodules. So we shall consider the 0z-twisted module.
Let s € Zy® be defined as in (Z3). Then one can easily verify that 67 = 7,,. We consider
an irreducible Vgo-module Mo (0, ). We claim that (V)@ Xy, Meo(0, k), (o, u) € D,
are inequivalent irreducible Vpo-modules. The irreducibility of (V%)@ Xy, Meo(0, k)
is clear since all (V)@ are simple current Veo-modules. If (V&)@w Xy, Meo(0, k) ~
(V1)(Bw) Xy, Meo(0, %), then by the 1/16-word decomposition, we have a = 8 and u v €
{#1}. Let 0 € Z2% such that C' = C° + 6. If u'v = —1, then (V2)@+5u""0) — Moo (0, 0)
and one has
Meo(0, k) = (VHe DRy (VHED Ry, Meo(0, k)

= (VE)HPu ) Ry Meo(0, k)

— Mo (0, 8) By Mo (0, )

= Meo(0, Kk +9).

But this is a contradiction by Lemma E7l Therefore, all (V)@ Xy, Meo(0, K), (o, u) €
D, are inequivalent irreducible Veo-modules. Now by Theorem 2.4 and Lemma [4.14] the
space
VieR) = P ~(vﬂ)@w) % Meo (0, k) (7.8)
(a,u)€D
forms an irreducible 7, = 0-twisted V%module. Thus V*(6Z) splits into four irreducible

(V)% _submodules as follows.

VE(02) = { ego(vh)@l) % Meo (0, K)} o { G?O(Vh)(“’_” % Meo (0, K)}
op) { @ (vHev=n % Mo (0, /@)} op { @ (vl X Meo 0, K)} :

aeD?! aeD!?

Therefore, all irreducible Hé—twisted Vi-modules are direct sums of 4 inequivalent irre-
ducible (V%)% _submodules and we have obtained 16 irreducible (V*#)%)-modules. It
remains to show that these 16 modules are inequivalent. Since every irreducible (V/7){%)-
module can be uniquely extended to a HE-tWisted Vi-module by Theorem [2.4], these 16
irreducible modules are actually inequivalent.

Among these 16 irreducible (V%)% )-modules, we have 4 modules having integral top
weights from V¥, 2 from 9§—twisted Vimodule, 1 from f¢-twisted and 1 from 92’-twisted
modules, respectively. This completes the proof. 1

We have also shown that every irreducible 92—twisted Vi-module has a Z,-grading
which agrees with the action of g on V% By this fact, we adopt the following notation.
For u € C* satisfying u* = 1, we set V#(1,u) := {a € V! | ¢a = ua}. Fori =1 or
3, we define V#(6, 1) to be the unique irreducible (V) -submodule of V(0}) which has
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an integral top weight. They can be defined explicitly as follows.
vu(eﬁa 1) = @aepl(vh>(a7_\/jl) @VCO MCO (57 O),

Vu(eg’ 1) = @aeDl(Vh)(a’ﬁ) gVcO MCO (67 l{).

For i = 2, there are two irreducible (V%)) -submodules in V”(é’g) having integral top
weights. We shall define

VE(2,1) = @ aepo (VA By, Meo (0, %),
(7.9)
Vh(ega _1) = @aeDO(Vu)(a’l) &VCO MCO (O> K’)‘

In addition, we define

Vi0g,u) = Vi(1,u) K VO 1) for 1<i<3, (7.10)
(Vh)wf)
Set G := (0¢) x {u € C* | u* = 1}. Then {V¥(g,u)| (g,u) € G} is the set of all inequivalent
irreducible (V#)%)-modules.

Proposition 7.11. The fusion algebra associated to (V)% is isomorphic to the group
algebra of G. The isomorphism is given by V*(g,u) — (g, u).

Proof: Since the structure codes of (V#)%) is (C°, D), (V#)¥%) is a D -graded simple
current extension of Veo. So we have the following fusion rules:

Vi1,u) X VH1,0)=Vi1l,uw) foru,veC*, u*=0v'=1.
(X/h)<9§>

Since all V¥(g,u), (g,u) € G, are D’-stable, we can use Proposition The following
fusion rules of Veo-modules are already known:

Mco (0, K) &VCO Mco (0, K) = Mc() (O, 0), Mc() (O, I{) &VCO Mco (6, 0) = Mc() (5, K),

Mco (6, 0) &VCO Mc() (5, O) = Mco (0, K), Mc() (5, O) &VCO Mc() (5, K) = Mco (0, O)
Therefore, we have the following fusion rules of (V%){%)-modules:

th(@?’ 1) @(Vu)w@ Vﬂ(92’ 1) = Vu(la 1)7 VU(QQ’ 1) &(Vh)w&) Vh(9> 1) = VU(93’ 1)a

VE(0,1) Xy t0e) ViO,1) = V0% 1), VH6,1) 5y 0e) VE03,1) = VA(1,1).

Since the fusion algebra is commutative and associative, the remaining fusion rules are
deduced from the above and we can establish the isomorphism. 1

A O¢-twisted orbifold construction of V¥ refers to a construction of a Zs-graded (simple
current) extension of the ¢-fixed point subalgebra (V%)% by using the irreducible sub-
modules of V“(é’é) with integral weights. By Proposition [Z.10, such modules are denoted
by

VAL, £1), VAL, +V=1), VE6Z, +1), V0, 1) and V(6 1).
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By the fusion rules in Proposition [ZI1] there are three possible extensions of (V%)%

namely,
Vi = VL) e Vi1, -1) @ Vi1, V1) @ Vi1, —v/~1),
Vop = VA1, 1)@ Vi1, —1) @ V(62 1) & VE(62, —1), (7.11)
Via = VEHL,1) @ V0, 1) @ VE02,1) @ V(6,1).

Consider the fixed point subalgebra (V“)wg> = Vi(1,1) ® V#(1,—1). Since 6 is a 4A-
element of M, its square 67 belongs to the 2B conjugacy class of Ml [ATTLAS]. Therefore,
by the original construction of the moonshine VOA in [FLM], the subalgebra (V“)wg> is
isomorphic to the fixed point subalgebra V" of the Leech lattice VOA Vj. Tt is shown in
[D] that V" has four inequivalent irreducible modules which are denoted by V& and V| *
in [FLM]. Since the top weights of irreducible V,"-modules belong to Z/2, the inequivalent
irreducible (Vh)(9§ J-modules are given by the list below:

VHL D) @ Vi, —1), Vi1, V=1) @ Vi1, —v/-1),

(7.12)
V1) V1), VYD) 8 Vi —vT)

It is shown in [H2] that there are two inequivalent simple extensions of V,F; one is the
moonshine VOA V# = V" @ V[ and the other is V) = V7@V, . So we have the following
isomorphisms:

Vi VR ) @ V(L —1), VT~ Vi1 V1)@ VA1, —/—1). (7.13)

We shall prove that 67-twisted orbifold construction Vap in (ZII)) is isomorphic to the
Leech lattice VOA V. For this, it is enough to show the following.

Lemma 7.12. The top weight of V“(Qg, —1) is 1 and the dimension of the top level is 24.

Proof: Recall the 1/16-word decomposition (Z9) of V#(#Z, —1) as a module over Vgo.
It contains a Vgo-submodule

(VY E Mo (0, ) = Meo (0, K) = Voo
C

By a straightforward computation we see that there are exactly 24 weight two codewords
in the coset C° + k and the support of each is one of the following:

{1,9}, {2,101, {3,11}, {4,12}, {5,13}, {6,14}, {7,15}, {8, 16},
(17,25}, {18,26}, {19, 27}, {20, 28}, {21, 29}, {22, 30}, {23, 31}, {24,32},  (7.14)
(33,41}, {34,42}, {35, 43}, {36, 44}, {37, 45}, {38, 46}, {39, 47}, {40, 48}.

Therefore, the top weight of V#(#% —1) is 1. Then by the list of irreducible V, -modules
in (ZIZ), the dimension of the top level of V(62 —1) must be 24. Or, one can directly
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check that all (V)1 Xy, Mco(0, ) has the top weight greater than 1 for any non-zero
a € DY by considering their F-module structures. 1

Since the top weights of V and V™ are 1 and 3/2, we have the remaining isomor-
phisms as follows.

Vi ~ VA0 1) @ VE6E, —1), Vi ~ V6 v—1)® Vi, —V/—1). (7.15)
Therefore, the 9§-twisted orbifold V5p is isomorphic to Vj.

Remark 7.13. One can identify Vop with the Leech lattice VOA without the isomorphisms
in ((I3) and ([CIH). For, Vap can be defined as a framed VOA with structure codes
(COUCU(C+k)U(Cr +K), D) by Theorem[5TI1, which is holomorphic by CorollaryZ 10
It follows from ([I4l) that Vop contains a free bosonic VOA associated to a vector space
of rank 24. Then Vap is isomorphic to a lattice VOA associated to an even unimodular
lattice by [LiX|]. Since the weight one subspace of Vap is 24-dimensional, Vop is actually
isomorphic to the lattice VOA associated to the Leech lattice. Similarly, one can also
show that (V#)%) = V5(1,1) is isomorphic to a Zy-orbifold V;© of a lattice VOA Vi, for
certain sublattice L of A. For, we know that V3(1,1) @ V“(Qg, —1) forms a sub VOA
of Vap isomorphic to a lattice VOA again by [LiX]. Since V(1,1) is a Zo-fived point
subalgebra of VE(1,1) @ V”(@g, —1) under an involution acting on V“(@g, —1) by —1, we
have the isomorphism as claimed. This isomorphism is first pointed out by Shimakura
from a different view point.

Next we consider the proper f¢-twisted orbifold construction Vj4 in (ZII). Let a € D'
be arbitrary. We can find the following Vgo-submodule in Vj4.

U = Voo @ Veree @ {(V) V7D R Meo(€,0)} @ {(VE) ™Y™Y B Meo (€, 1)}
co c0

Lemma 7.14. There exists a unique structure of a framed VOA on U.
Proof: Set UY := Vpo @ Ve, and

U= (V)Y B Meo(€,0)} @ {(VE YD B Mo (€, 1)}

Then UY is a code VOA associated to COLI(C'+x) and U! is an irreducible U%-module with
the 1/16-word a+¢&. Clearly the top weight of U? is integral. The dual code of C°LI(C!+k)
is given by D° LU (D! + ¢€) and it is straightforward to verify that DY LI (D! + &) is triply
even, i.e., wt(«) is divisible by 8 for any o € D’ LI (D! +&). Therefore, (COU (C' + K))ate
contains a doubly even self-dual subcode w.r.t. a + & by Remark .13l Then by Lemma
Bl U =0U°® U forms a framed VOA. 1
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By the lemma above, we can apply the extension property of simple current extensions
in Theorem 2.7 to define a framed VOA structure on V4 with structure codes (C°U (C* +
k), D’ U (D! + €)). We know that V4 is holomorphic by Corollary We shall prove
that Vj, is isomorphic to the moonshine VOA V& On Vop = Vi(1,1) @ VA(1,-1) @
VE(62,1) @ VE(BZ, —1), define 1, 1py € Aut(Vap) by

Lon VE(1,1) @ Vi(1,—1),

Y1 =
—1 on V“(@g, 1)@ Vh(eg, —1),

and

’ Lon VA(1,1) @ V(6Z, 1),
2 =
—1 on VA(1,—1) & V*(6Z,—1).

Then both of v, 1y are involutions on Vap by the fusion rules in Proposition [Z. 11}

Lemma 7.15. The fized point subalgebras V;g” and v2<;f’2> are isomorphic to the Zs-
orbifold subalgebra V' of the Leech lattice VOA.

Proof: We have shown that V55 is isomorphic to the Leech lattice VOA V. By (Z13),
the fixed point subalgebra V;g” is isomorphic to the Zy-orbifold V. So it remains
to prove that V;g” is isomorphic to v2<;f’1>. Since the weight one subspace (V5p); of
Vap is a subspace of V#(#%, —1) by Lemma [[12) both 1, and v acts as —1 on (Vap);.
The weight one subspace of V4 generates a sub VOA isomorphic to the free bosonic
VOA Mc,(0) associated to the linear space CA = C®zA. Since 119, " trivially acts
on the weight one subspace of V5p, 1/)1@/)2_1 commute with the action of Mg, (0) on Vap.
Therefore, 11153 is a linear character p, = exp(2mv/—1h()) € Aut(Vap) induced by a
weight one vector h € (V,p);. Since ¥y = 1y = —1 on the weight one subspace, we
have Vip, = p_ptb; = pj, " for i = 0,1. Then 1y = ppiby = ppjapnjathe = Ph/zwzpﬁ/lg S0
that ¢; and v, are conjugate in Aut(V2p). From this we have the desired isomorphism
P2 (%B)Wz) = (V2B)(wl>_ I

Corollary 7.16. There ezists p € Aut((V#)%)) such that Vi(1, —1)P ~ V“(@g, 1).

Proof: Since VH(1,1) C pna(Vap)™® N (Vap) ¥ = (Vo)) 1 (Vap) ), pnja keeps
(V)P = V(1,1) invariant. Thus the restriction of pj,/» on (V)% is the desired auto-
morphism. 1

By the classification of irreducible modules over V" and the fusion rules in Proposition
[TIT, the irreducible untwisted (V5z)%2-modules are as follows.

Vi~ VE(L 1) @ VE(62,1), Vit~ VA0, 1) @ VA(62,1),
Vi = VAL —1) @ VE(02,—1), Vi~ = VE(0, —1) & V362, —1).
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Actually, the isomorphisms above are induced by p € Aut((V?)?%)) defined in Corollary
716l By the isomorphisms above, the space

Via = VA1, 1) @ VA0, 1) @ VA(0F,1) @ V(60F, 1)

is a Z4-graded simple current extension of (V%)% and isomorphic to Vf = V" @ VI as
a (V#)%)_module. Since both V4 and V¥ are simple current extensions of (V%)% these
two VOA structures are isomorphic. Therefore, we have obtained our main result in this

section.

Theorem 7.17. The VOA Vi obtained by the 4A-twisted orbifold construction of V* is
isomorphic to V.
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