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Abstract

We give a new construction of the moonshine module vertex operator algebra V'’
over the real field, which was originally constructed in [FLMJ]. The advantage of
our construction is that we can easily prove the facts that V7 has a positive definite
invariant bilinear form and Aut(Vu) is the Monster simple group. In addition, we
construct a lot of conformal vectors in V? which give rise to 2A-involutions. We
also construct an infinite series of holomorphic VOAs. Each of them has exactly
one irreducible module and its full automorphism group is finite. At the end of the
paper, we will calculate the character of a 3C element of the Monster simple group.

1 Introduction

All VOAs in this paper are defined over the real number field R and CV denotes the VOA
C®rV for a VOA V.

The most interesting example of vertex operator algebra (VOA) is the moonshine
module VOA V# = > Vih. Although it has many interesting properties, the original
construction [FLMZ] essentially depends on the actions of the centralizer 2'724Co.1 of an
involution called 2B of the Monster simple group and so it is hard to see the actions of
the other elements explicitly. The Monster simple group has the other conjugacy class of
involutions called 2A. We will construct the Moonshine VOA V# from the point of view
of elementary abelian 2-group generated by 2A-elements.

The simplest example of VOA is the rational Virasoro VOA L(%, 0) of the minimal

1

series with central charge . It has only three irreducible modules L(3,0), L(3, 1), and

L(%, %6), where the first entry is the central charge and the second entry denotes the
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lowest weights. Its fusion rules (or fusion products) are known as, see [BPZ] or [DMZ]:

(1) L(%,0) is identity,

() LG.3) x L3, 3) = L(5,0), L)
(3)  L(3:3) x L(3.35) = L(3: 15)-

(4)  L(3,16) x L(3. 35) = L(3,0) + L(3, 5)-

For a VOA V', we call e € V5 a rational conformal vector if a sub VOA < e > generated by
e is a rational VOA and e is the Virasoro element of < e >. We are essentially interested
in a rational conformal vector e with central charge % Under this assumption, < e >
is isomorphic to L(1,0) and we can view V as a < e >-module. The fusion rules of
L(%, 0) will then play an important role in our arguments In particular, we will use an
automorphism 7, of V', which is defined by the author in [Mi])], for each rational conformal

vector e with central charge 1 3, Where 7, is given by

1 on all <e >-submodules isomorphic to L(3,0) or L(3, 1)
Te
—1 on all <e >-submodules isomorphic to L(3, &).

Since we will treat only rational VOAs V, the tensor product of two V-modules W' and
W2 is well-defined [[[J] and it is equal to the fusion product W* x W2, Therefore, we will
also consider a fusion product as a module. From now on, ®?_; W* means a ®?_, V*-module
for Vi-modules W".

In this paper, we will consider a set of mutually orthogonal rational conformal vectors
{e¢':i=1,...,n} with central charge % such that the sum > e’ is Virasoro element of V.
Here, ”orthogonal” means ete’ = 0 for i # j. We will call such a set of conformal vectors
"a coordinate set”. Thus, the sub VOA T =< ¢!, ... " > is isomorphic to L(%,O)(@"
and it is known that every irreducible T-module W is a tensor product ®I_,L(3,h") of
irreducible L(3,0)-modules L(3, h'), see [DMZ]. Define a binary word

7~'T(W) = (&1,...,an) (12)

by a; = 1if h; = %6 and a; = 01if h; = 0 or 5 We call it a (binary) 7-word since it is
corresponding to the actions of automorphisms 7,:. (The author once called it a word of
L-positions and denoted it by h(W) in [MiJ] and [MH)].) We note that T is rational and

the fusion product is given by

(®?:1Wi) X (®?:1Ui) = ®?:1(Wi X Ui)

as Dong, Mason and Zhu proved in [DM7].



We will construct the moonshine VOA V¥ over the real number field R as a direct
sum of irreducible T-modules. It is not difficult to construct the underlining space V¥ as
a direct sum of irreducible T-modules. Originally, it has shown by Dong, Mason and Zhu
[DMZ] that the moonshine VOA V¥ of rank 24 contains 48 mutually orthogonal conformal
vectors e’ with the central charge % such that the sum is the Virasoro element of V' and
the author determined the multiplicities of all irreducible T-submodules of V* for some T
in [Mi4].

The reason why we will treat a VOA over R is that a positive definite invariant bi-
linear form on a VOA is very useful to determine an automorphism group. For example,
Frenkel, Lepowsky and Meurman constructed the moonshine VOA V¥ over the real num-
ber field (in fact, they constructed it over the rational number field) and have shown
that V% has a positive definite invariant bilinear form in [FLMZ]. One of our important
tools in determining the full automorphism group is the uniqueness theorem for a VOA
satisfying Hypotheses I mentioned later. This holds for VOAs over the complex number
field without assuming the positive definite invariant bilinear form (see [MiJ]). However,
it is not uniquely determined for VOAs over the real number field. In order to avoid this
anomaly, we will treat only VOAs over R with positive definite invariant bilinear forms.
For example, the code VOAs which the author defined in [Mig] have a positive definite
invariant bilinear form if we construct them over R. This setting offers us exactly the
same situation as in VOAs over the complex field.

One of our tools is a code VOA Mp and its representation theory for an even linear
binary code D of length n ([Mid] and [Mij]). We will briefly explain it in §3. The
characterization of a code VOA M), is that it is a simple VOA V containing 7' = L(,0)®"
and 77(V) = (0"). Any irreducible Mp-module W is a direct sum of irreducible 7-
modules U’ since T is rational. By the fusion rules of Ising models (1.1), 7(U") is uniquely
determined and so we use the same notation 7(W) for it. If a simple VOA V' contains
a coordinate set {e',...,e"}, then P =< 7. : ¢ = 1,....,n > is an elementary abelian

automorphism group. Decompose V' into a direct sum
V= 69)(6[7‘7‘(P)‘/X

of eigenspaces of P, where VX = {v € V : gv = x(g)v for g € P} and V! = V' is the set
of P-invariants. It is known by [DMZ] that VX is a nonzero irreducible V"-module. It
follows from the definition of 7.: that V¥ contains T' =< €', ..., " > and is isomorphic to a
code VOA. Moreover, if 77(VX) = (a;) then x(7.:) = (—1)%. Therefore, the representation
theory of code VOA plays an essential role in the study of such VOAs.

Another tool is ”induced VOA”. In [Mij], we introduced a concept of the induced
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CMp-module IndZ (CW) for a subcode E containing a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of
Dg = {a € D|Supp(a) C Supp(5)} and an CMg-module CW satistying (7(W), D) = 0.
This is a special case of the concept of induced modules defined in [DLi. We will also
define an induced module for code VOAs over R and apply it to a VOA here. Namely,
Ind2 (W) becomes a VOA if W is a VOA under some conditions. An advantage of this
construction is that it keeps a positive definite invariant bilinear form. As applications,
we will construct several holomorphic VOAs from a VOA. For example, we will construct
a lattice VOA V), of the Leech lattice from V? by restricting and defining an induced
VOA.

We should note that it is possible to construct V% over the rational number field by
our way. However, it makes us add several conditions to get the uniqueness theory and
we will avoid such complications.

We will prove that our VOA V¥ over R is a holomorphic VOA of rank 24. We will
also prove that the full automorphism group is the Monster simple group M. These
information are enough to show that our VOA V' is isomorphic to the moonshine module
VOA constructed in [FLMZ].

We are now in position to mention the outline of this paper. In this paper, we will
not only construct the moonshine VOA but also VOAs with similar structures. Our es-
sential tool is the following theorem, which was proved for VOAs over C by the author in
Mig]. We will show that this theorem is also true for VOAs over R with positive definite

invariant bilinear forms.

Hypotheses 1

(1) D and S are both even linear codes of length 8% and S C D N D+,

(2) Forany «, 5 € S, (a # f3), there is a self-dual subcode £ = E,® E,c of D and maximal
self-orthogonal (doubly even) subcodes H? and H**# of Dg and D, 4 containing Fjs and
E,+ 3, respectively, such that

(2.1) E, and E,. are direct sums of [8, 4, 4]-Hamming codes,

(22) HP+E=H""’+E,

where a¢ denotes the complement (13%) —« and Ss denotes a subcode {y € D : Supp(~y) C
Supp(d)} of a code S and

(3) There is an S-graded Mp-module V' = @ ., V* such that each V* is an Mp-
submodule with 7(V*) = . In particular, V) = M}, as Mp-modules.

(4) For o, € S — {(0™M} and « # S,

Vel = Mpae Ve VFievets



has a simple VOA structure containing Mp as a sub VOA.

(5) V%P has a positive definite invariant bilinear form.

Theorem 3.3  Under the above assumptions (1)~(5) of Hypotheses I, we obtain the
fusion product Ve x VB =Vt8 for a, B € D and

v=ve

has a structure of simple VOA with Mp as a sub VOA and it has a positive definite
invariant bilinear form. The structure of VOA on V' with a positive definite invariant

bilinear form is uniquely determined up to Mp-isomorphisms.

We note that an important assertion of Theorem 3.3 is that the fusion product V' x V58

yoth
is irreducible, that is, if I(x,z2) € [
ve, VA

for any VOA structure (V,Y) there is a scalar A such that Y (v, 2)ve = M(v,2). As we

will show that the uniqueness of the VOA structure on V' comes from this property.

) is a nonzero intertwining operator, then

The assumptions (1) and (2) are conditions on the codes D and S. So our construction
is just to collect a set {V* : a € S} of Mp-modules satisfying (4) and (5). In order to
prove the condition (4), we will use the following theorems. These are also essentially

based on the irreducibility of fusion products.

Theorem 3.2 Assume that (1) and (2) of Hypotheses I hold for (S, D). Choose cv, 5 € S
so that dim < «, f >= 2, where < «, B > 1is the code generated by o and . Let F' be an
even linear code containing D and assume o, 3 € F-. If U = Mp @ W @ W8 @ Weath
has a simple VOA structure satisfying 7(W?7) =~ for v €< «, 8 >, then

Ind},(U) = Mp & Ind};" (W) & Indy;" (W) & Indj;" (W)

has a simple VOA structure.

Theorem 4.1  Under the assumptions in Theorem 3.2, if a VOA U has a positive
definite invariant bilinear form, then Indb(U) has a VOA structure with a positive def-
inite tnvariant bilinear form. Furthermore, such a VOA is uniquely determined up to

Mp-isomorphisms.

In order to construct a VOA by using Theorem 3.3, it is sufficient to collect Mp-

modules satisfying (4) and (5) for a small code D as we showed in Theorem 4.1. We will
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gather such modules from the lattice VOA Vi, with a positive definite invariant bilinear
form constructed from a even unimodular lattice of type Eg. We will also prove that
f/E8 has a structure satisfying Hypotheses 1. Namely, VEs contains 16 mutually orthogonal
conformal vectors {e!, ..., e!®} such that

(1) theorder of P=<r7,:i=1,...,8 > is 32,

(2)  (Vg,)? is isomorphic to a code VOA M Dp,» Where D, is a Reed Muller code
RM(4,2) and

(3) f/Es = ®OCESE8 1758, where Sp, = Dt = RM(4,1), VE(SB) = Mpaa2) and 17];38 are
irreducible Mgpr(4,2)-modules. Note that

Sp. =< (1'%), (0°1%), ({0"1°}%), ({0°17}"), ({01}%) > (1.3)

and the weight enumerator of Sg, is #'® + 302%y® + y'5. Moreover, the minimal weight
of Dg, is 4 and the pair (Dg,, Sg,) satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) of Hypotheses I,
see Lemma 5.1. Therefore, a VOA structure on the Mp, -module Vi, = Daesip, 1758 is
uniquely determined by Theorem 3.3. We also have a fusion product ‘75‘8 X Vgg = ngﬁ
of Mp, -modules for any a, 3 € Sg,.

We will next explain how to construct the moonshine VOA. In order to define the

moonshine VOA V!, we will set
St — {(a, a, @), (o, a, @), (o, a° @), (@ ) - v € S}y (1.4)

where a¢ is the complement of . Set D% = (S%)1 and call it a moonshine code. It is of
dimension 41 and contains D}, = Dg, & Dp, & Dp,. We note that S% and D? are even
linear codes of length 48. Clearly, the pair (D}, S%) satisfies the conditions (1) and (2)
of Hypotheses I.

Our construction consists of the following three steps.
First, since ‘758 X 17]58 = ‘75‘:6 for a, 8 € Sk,

Vi= P (Ve eVEeVy) (1.5)
(o,B,7)€S"
is a sub VOA of Vi, ® Vg, ® Vg,. Clearly, V! has a positive definite invariant bilinear
form. Our second step is to twist it. Namely, set & = (10'°) and let R = Mp,, ¢, be a
coset module. To simplify the notation, denote R x 1758 by Rf/gs. Set

Q =< (££0'),(0"°&) >C Zy".

We induce V! to
D3 +Q

V2 =Indyg (V).



Although V2 is not a VOA, we can find the following M ps-submodules in V2

W) = Ve @ Ve @ Ve

W) = (RVE) @ (RVE) @ V&
Wieete) — (RV2) ® Vi, ® (RVE,)
Weten) = (Vg ) @ (RVE) @ (RVE).

for a € Sg,. At the end, we set
(VA)X = Ind 25 (W)

for Y € S% We will show that these Mp:-modules (V%)X satisfy the condition (4) of
Hypotheses 1. Therefore, we obtain a VOA

Vi— @(vh)x
xest
which possesses a positive definite invariant bilinear form. Since we construct V' under
the condition S% = (D%)*, V¥ is the only irreducible V%module by Theorem 6.1. From
the construction, we will see that dim(V*)y = 1 and (V*); = 0. It comes from the struc-
ture of V% and the multiplicity of irreducible Mpz-submodules that ¢ 'chy: = J(q) =
g~ 4 196884q + ... is the J-function. We will also see that the full automorphism group
of V¥ is the Monster simple group. Although it is not easy to determine the full automor-
phism groups of VOAs in general, our construction has certain advantages. For example,
it is easy to prove that the full automorphism group of a VOA satisfying Hypotheses I is
finite if V; = 0 (Theorem 9.2). Furthermore, if S is a subcode of {(a, o) : a € Zg/z} by
rearranging the order of coordinates, then we will show that our VOA is a sub VOA of
some lattice VOA with rank n by the uniqueness of VOA structures. Also since our VOA
V contains a lot of rational conformal vectors {¢’ : 7 € I'} with central charge %, V has a
large automorphism group generated by {7.i : ¢ € I'}, which is clearly a normal subgroup
of Aut(V). Using these properties, we will prove that the space (V#)<®> of é-invariant
is isomorphic to V{ for a lattice VOA Vj, of the Leech lattice and an automorphism 6
of V) induced from —1 on A for § = 7.17.2. For a conformal vector e € (V#)<0> = V¥
we can define automorphisms 7, € Aut(V%) and 7, € Aut(V}). By this correspondence,
we can calculate Cypyuyve)(6). Also, we can calculate Nyyve) (< TerTe2, TerTes >) and
Naug(ve) (< TerTe2, Te1Tes, Te1Tes >). By this information, we can conclude that Aut(V?¥) is
the Monster simple group and V? coincides with the moonshine module VOA constructed
in [FLMJ]. Thus, this is a new construction of the moonshine VOA and the monster

simple group.



Remark It is possible to induce V' in (1.5) into a VOA
V =IndZ5 (V)

directly. It follows from a direct calculation and the fusion rule (1.1) that V; is a commu-
tative Lie algebra of dimension 24. Since V is a holomorphic VOA by Theorem 6.1, V is
isomorphic to the lattice VOA Vj of Leech lattice A by [Md], (see Section 9).

Another important theorem in this paper is that if S = D" then a simple VOA V
satisfying Hypotheses I has the exactly one irreducible V-module V| see Theorem 6.1.
Since Dong, Griess and Hohn [DGH] have proved that a simple VOA satisfying Hypothe-
ses I is rational, the VOAs V = @%_,V,, satisfying S = D% are holomorphic and so
¢ 43 (dim V;,,)¢™ is a modular function of SLy(Z) with a linear character by [7.

In 84, we construct a VOA Vp, with a positive definite invariant bilinear form. In
§5, we investigate the structure of Vp,. In §7, we construct the moonshine VOA V&
In §8, we will construct a lot of rational conformal vectors of V7 explicitly. In §9, we
prove that Aut(V?) is the Monster simple group and V¥ is equal to the one constructed
in [FEMJ]. In §10, we will construct an infinite series of holomorphic VOAs with finite
full automorphism groups. In §11, we will calculate the characters of some elements of
the Monster simple group.

Acknowledgment
The author wishes to thank K. Harada, T. Kondo and H. Yamaki for their helpful advises.
The author also would like to express the appreciation to J. Lepowsky for his useful

comments.

2 Notation and preliminary results

We adopt all notation and results from [Mi3] and recall the construction of a lattice VOA.



2.1 Notation

«

D, D(m)
Dy

D3

D5 S
DE87 SES

Eg, Eg(TTl)
{fti}, {d" i}

Hj

H(3,a), H(55, 8)
)

27
Ind}2(

(1m0")
({abc})

The complement (1) — « of a binary word a.

Even binary linear codes, also see §4.

= {a € D : Supp(a) C Supp(B)}.

={(a,8,7) 1 o, 8,7 € D}.

The moonshine codes. See (1.4).

See (1.3).

A set of mutually orthogonal rational conformal vectors
with central charge %

= =o(—1)'1 + 1 (u(x) + o(—x)) € Vi

the conformal vectors defined by x € L with (z,x) = 4.
An even unimodular lattice of type Es, also see (5.1).
The other sets of mutually orthogonal eight conformal
vectors in a Hamming code VOA My, see [MiJ].

The [8, 4, 4]-Hamming code.

The irreducible Vyg-modules, see Def.13 in [MiJ].

The induced Mp-module from an Mg-module U,

see Sec.5.2 in Sec.6.2 in [Mij].

A vector in a lattice VOA Vp = @, ., M(1)u(x), see [FLMT].
A lattice.

A coset module P 5, p <(®?:1Mai) ® e(ai)>.

A code VOA, see §3.

=< (10'%10'%06), (10'°01610'%) >.

Mo7)4p-

R x Vg,

A 7-word (ay, ..., an), see (1.2).

= ®§‘:1L(%, 0).

A fusion rule or a tensor product.

(r —2)"(A(x,z) — B(x,2)) =0 foran n € N.

An automorphism of V;, defined by —1 on L.

A lattice VOA @, ., M(1)i(x), see [FLMI] and §2.2.
A word which is 1 in the i-th entry and 0 everywhere else,
for example, (0°-110"7%), (0°=1108%), (07111677,
=(1---10---0).

= (abcabc - - - abcx).



2.2 Lattice VOA

Let L be a lattice with a bilinear form (-,-). Viewing H = R ®z L as a commutative Lie

algebra with a bilinear form <, >, we define the affine Lie algebra

H=H[t,t"| +RC
[C.H] =0, [ht" Wt"™] = bpypnolh, h)C

associated with H and the symmetric tensor algebra M (1) = S(H~) of H~, where H~ =
H[t7't7!. As in [FLMZ], we shall define the Fock space Vi = @,cr, M (1)e(x) with the
vacuum 1 = ¢(0) and the vertex operators Y (x, z) as follows: The vertex operator of ¢(a)

is given by

The vertex operators of other elements are defined by the normal product:

Y(a(n)v, z) = a(2),Y (v, z) = Res, {(z — 2)"a(z)Y (v,2) — (z — 2)"Y (v, 2)a(z)}.
Here the operator of a ® t™ on M(1)c(b) are denoted by a(n) and

a(n)u(b) =0 forn >0
0)e(b) =< a,b > 1(b)

)

e®1(b) = c(a,b)e(a + b) for some cocycle c(a, b)
22(b) = 1(b) 20>,

We note that the above definition of vertex operator is very general and so we may think
Y(v,z) € End(Veer){z}

for v € R ®z L, where Veg,r = Y cpe,r M(1)i(a). Set 1 = 1(0). It is worthy to note
that if we set Y(v,2) =, g a2 ", then v_14(0) = v for any v € R ®z L.

In this subsection, we assume L = Zz with (z,x) = 1 and we don’t use a cocycle ¢(a, b)
since «(mx) is generated by one element «(z) and «(z) € (V1)1. As mentioned in [DMZ],

1
2
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we can find two mutually orthogonal conformal vectors

2(—1)?1 + ;(u(2x) + o(—2x)) and

2(—1)%1 — 1(1(22) + o(—22)) (2.1)

PN

with central charge 5 such that w = e*(2z)+e~ (2z) = $2(—1)1 is the Virasoro element of
Voze. Let 0 be the automorphism of V, induced from the automorphism —1 on L, which is
given by 0(z(—ny) - - z(—n;)(v)) = (=1)'x(—ny) - - - 2(—n;)t(—v). We should note that 0
is usually defined by 8(z(—ny) - - - 2(—n;)e(v)) = (=1)"F*z(—n1) - - - 2(—n;)e(—v) for 1(v) €
(V1)k, but we here have a half integer weight k. Take the fixed point space (V1)? of V,, by
6. We note that each e*(2z) generates a simple vertex operator subalgebra < e*(2x) >
isomorphic to L(3, 0) since it is contained in (Vaz,)?, which has a positive definite invariant
bilinear form as we will see in the next subsection. As we mentioned in the introduction,
< e*(2z) >= L(3,0) has only three irreducible modules L(3,0),L(3,1), L(5, :5)- By
3, 7=) in V, since all elements
v € VL, have integer or half integer weights. Since dim(Vy)p = 1, dim(Vz); = 1, and

calculating the dimensions of weight spaces, there are no L(

dim(V7)1/2 = 2, we conclude that V7, is isomorphic to the direct sum of the tensor products

(L(%,O)@L(%,O)) ® (L(%,O)@L(%, %)) o (L(%, %)@L(%,O)) o (L(%, %)®L(%> %))

as < et (2r) > ® < e (2x) >-modules by the actions of e*(2z) on (VL)%.

e*(2x) and z(—1)(c(x) — 1(—x)), it keeps the above four irreducible < e (27) > ® <

e (2x) >-submodules invariant. Hence we obtain the decomposition:

Since 6 fixes

1 1 11 1
b= (L(= L(= L(=,2)® L(=
1= (1G.001G.0) o (LGyeL;o)
as < et(2x) > ® < e (2x) >-modules, see (4.11). Take the subspace M = {v €
(V2)? | e=(2x),v = 0}. Since V7, is a SVOA, M is a SVOA with the Virasoro element

et (2z) and we see

1 11
M = MO D Ml, M() = L(§,0) and Ml = L(i’ 5) (22)

as < et (2z) >-modules. We note that ¢ = «(z) + ¢(—x) is a lowest degree vector of M
and goq = 2¢(0).

It follows from the definition of vertex operators that V,,, . 1, and Voz, 1, are irre-
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ducible V57,-modules. Hence, we have the following correspondence:

0
z(-1)1 € L(3,3) ® L(3,3) -1
fz) —u(-2) €L(3,0)® LG, ) -1 (2.3)
W) +u(—z) € L(3,3) ®L(3,0) +1
(£z/2) €L H)QLG, &)@ LG, &)L, &)

Fix the lowest weight vectors L(l ) and L(—ll’) of Vazataye and Vg, /0, respectively. By

restricting v in My = L(3

L
16°

5 2) and taking the eigenspace W of e~ (2x); with an eigenvalue

Y (v, z) defines the following three intertwining operators:

I22(x,2) €1 (L(% l)(%’L(l %)) and (2.4)

Also, the restriction to Mg = L(3,0) defines the following intertwining operators:

%)) and (2.5)

116 (%, 2) € [( LG ) ,
L(3,0) L(3: )

which are actually module vertex operators of < e™(2z) >. We fix these intertwining

Cb

operators throughout this paper.
We recall their properties from [MiJ].

Proposition 2.1 (1) The powers of z in I%*(x, z), 12%(x,z) and 132(%,z) are all inte-
gers and those of z in I%’%(*, z) are half-integers, that is, in 5 + 7.
(2) I**(x, z) satisfies the L(—1)-derivative property.

(3) I*7s (%, 2) satisfies the supercommutativity:

[0’%(%21)[0%(” Zz)NIO%( )IO%(U,Zl)
1976 (v, 21) 1276 (u, 25) ~ 1276 (u, 25) 1976 (v, 1), (2.6)
126 (u, 1) 1276 (U, 25) ~ %%(u 2) 1778 (u, 21),

forv, v € My and u,u' € Mj.



2.4 A lattice VOA with a positive definite invariant bilinear

form

As we will see, we will gather the pieces from VES to construct V2 In order to construct
V% with a positive definite invariant form, we will show that there is a VOA Vj, over R

with a positive definite invariant bilinear form.

We should note that Vg, in (1) is slightly different from an ordinary lattice VOA Vg,
constructed from a lattice of type Fg. If we construct a lattice VOA Vg, over R by the
construction in [FLM3], then t(v)or_1e(v) € S(H)e(20) N (Vi )o = {0} for any element
0# v e Land (v,v) =2k and so (t(v),(v)) = (1, (=1)*e(v)ax_1t(v)) = 0. Namely, Vg,

does not have a positive definite invariant bilinear form.

Proposition 2.2 Let L be an even lattice. Then there is a VOA Vi, which has a positive
definite invariant bilinear form such that C @ Vi, = CVy.

[Proof] A lattice VOA Vi, = @, S(R®z L*)i(v) constructed by the lattice con-

struction in [FLMJ] has an invariant bilinear form ( , ). That is, it satisfies
(¥ (0, 2 0) = (u, Y (0 (—22) 100, 2)0)

for a,u,v € Vi, see [FO. Y'(a,z) = Y (eW(—272)LO0¢q 271) = S al 2771 is called
the adjoint vertex operator. For v € R ® L, identify it with v(—1)c(0) € (V);. Since
L(1)v(—=1)¢(0) = 0 and L(0)v(—1)c(0) = v(—1)e(0),YT(v,2) = —272Y (v,271) and so we
have v'(n) = —v(—n). In the definition of V7 in [FLMJ], they used a group extension
satisfying ¢(u/)e(u) = (=1)<% "> (u)e(u’) and t(v)e(—v) = (0) for ¢(v) € (V). Namely,
L(V)og—1t(—v) = t(=0)g—10(v) = ¢(0).

By definition, Y(¢(v), 2) = (—272)®"/2Y (1(v), z7). Hence, for t(v) € Vj, we have
(e(0)}, = (=1)*(e(v))2r-n—2 and so

(t(v) + 1(=0), (V) + 1e(=0))e(0) = (=1)*(e(v) + t(=))2r-1(e(v) + 1(=v))
= (=D (u®)ak-11(=0) + t(=v)2p-14(v))

I
—~
|
—_
~—

ko
[\
~
—~
(e
~—

and
(t(v) = e(=v),1(v) = o(~v)) = (=1)*F12(0).
Let 6 be an automorphism of V7, induced from —1 on L, which is given by

0! (=i1) - 0™ (=i )u(2)) = (1) (=i1) - 0" (=i )o(—2).
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Hence, the space VO = (V)? of f-invariants is spanned by the elements of the forms

v (=ny).. 07 (—ngm) (L(v) + (=1)Fi(—v)) and

vt (=n1)e 0 (=) (1(0) = (=1)Fe(—v))
for 1(v) € Vi and so V? has a positive definite invariant form. Similarly, V! = (V)™ has
a negative definite invariant bilinear form, where (V7)™ = {v € V : 8(v) = —v}. Since
Vi, = V0@ V! has a Zsy-grade, it is possible to denote the vertex operator of v € V° by

Vi (w,2) U d th t tor of u € V! b ; Y¥(u,2)
and the vertex operator o
0 Y?2(v, 2) VereR operaton ot Y Y12(u, 2) 0 ’

where Y% (v, z) € Hom(V?, V7)|[[z, 27!]]. Define new vertex operators by

P = (U0 )

for u € V'. Then (V,Y) is a VOA with a positive definite invariant bilinear form. This
is the desired VOA.

for v € VO and

Q.E.D.

In the remaining of this paper, VEB denotes the above VOA (Vi,, 37) with a positive
definite invariant bilinear form. Since we mainly treat a VOA with a positive definite
invariant bilinear form, we sometimes denote V, by (V;)? @ =1V, where V,” = {v €
Vi 0(v) = —v}.

3 Code VOAs with positive definite invariant bilinear

forms

In this section, we recall and prove several results from [MiZ~ [Mij]. We will first
construct a code VOA Mp with a positive definite invariant bilinear form for an even
linear binary code D of length n. Set My = L(3,0) and M; = L(3, 3). It is known that
F = My® M; has a super VOA structure (F,Y!), see (2.2). Although a SVOA structure
on CF is uniquely determined, a SVOA structure on F' is not unique. Since F' has a

Zs-grade, we can express a vertex operator Y (v, z) by a 2 X 2-matrix:
Y(v, 2 0
Y(v,2) = ( (v,2)

0 Yllév,zg
0
Y(v,2) = (YOl(v,z) 0 ) for wve M.

) for v e My,
Y1(v, 2
14



If we define new vertex operators Y'(v, z) by

Yy 00 ; 0
Y'(v, 2) = ( E)v 2) yllgv,z)) for v e My,
0 —Y1%(v,
Y'(v,2) = (YOl(v,z) O(U Z)) for wve M,

then (F,Y”) is also a SVOA and it is not isomorphic to (F,Y"). So we choose one of them
satisfying goq € RT1, where ¢ is a highest weight vector of M; and RT = {r € R|r > 0}.

An essential property is a super-commutativity:
YE (v, 2) YT (u, 20) ~ (=1)PIYF (0, 20)YF (v, 2)) (3.1)

for |ul,[v] = 0,1 and v € M}, and u € M,,. Here A(z,2) ~ B(z,2) means (z; —
20)NA(z21,20) = (21 — 22)V B(21, 20) for a sufficiently large integer N. For a binary word

a=(ay,....,a,) € Z3, set M, = » 1 M,,, which is a subspace of

Fo = (My @ M;)®" = @ Ma-

aEZy

Define a vertex operator Y*"(u, z) of u € F®" by
YO @', 2)(@u') = @, (Y (v, 2)u’) (3:2)

for u’,v" € F and extend it to the whole space F®" linearly. It follows from (3.1) that for

veM,and ue Mg, we have the super commutativity:
Y (0, 2) YO (u, 25) ~ (—1) DY E (1, 2) Y (0, 2). (3.3)

Viewing D as an elementary abelian 2-group with an invariant form, we shall use a central
extension D = {£e* : @ € D} of D by £1 in order to modify the supercommutativity
(3.3). Let & (i = 1,...,n) denote a word (0°"110"7%) and €% a formal element satisfying
eSieti =1 and e%iet = —efiedi for i # j. Fora word o = &, + -+ -+ &, with j; < -+ < j,
set

e = ebiebin ... ik, (3.4)

It is straightforward to check the following:

Lemma 3.1 ([Mi3]])) For a, f,

eaeﬁ — (_1>(avﬁ>+‘a||5‘eﬁea

k(kE—1 . 35
e¥e® = (—1)¥ for |a| =k (3:5)

15



In order to combine (3.3) and (3.5), set
My = M;® e (3.6)

and

Mp = EP M;. (3.7)

oeD

Define a new vertex operator Y (u, z) of u € Mp by setting
Yo®e 2) =Y (v,2) ® €’ (3.8)

for ve’ € My = Mg ® e? and extending it linearly. We then obtain the desired

commutativity:
Y (v,21)Y (w, z2) ~ Y(w, 29)Y (v, 21) (3.9)

for v,w € Mp. It is not difficult to see that

w=>) 1I'o.el"ewel"e.l") e (3.10)

i=1

is Virasoro element of Mp and
1=1'®.01" (3.11)

is the vacuum of Mp, where w' and 1° are Virasoro element and the vacuum of M?,

respectively. So we have proved the following theorem in [MiJ].

Theorem 3.1 If D is an even binary linear code, then (Mp,Y,w,1) is a simple VOA.

It follows from the construction that Mg, p is an irreducible Mp-module and we will
call it a coset module of Mp. From the choice of our cocycle, we can easily prove the

following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 If g € Aut(D), there is an automorphism g of a code VOA Mp such that
g(e’) = eg(i) cmd g(Ma) = Mg(a).

[Proof] For g € Aut(D), we define a permutation g; on {M, : o € D} by g1(®M,,) =
®@M,,,, and an automorphism gy of D by go(€8i1 -+ - ebit) = €89t . .. ¢S Combining the

both action on Mp = > Ma ®e*, g = g1 ® go becomes an automorphism of Mp.

aeD

Q.E.D.
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We will next construct an invariant bilinear form on Mp. Let (M,Y);) be a module
of (V,Y). A bilinear form (-,-) on M is said to be invariant [FHI] if

(Yas(a, 2)u,v) = (u, Yy (e?XW (=272 00 271) for a € V,u,v € M, (3.12)

where L(n) = w,41. It was proved in [[j] that any invariant bilinear form on a VOA
is automatically symmetric and there is a one-to-one correspondence between invariant
bilinear forms and elements of Hom(V/L(1)V;,R). Since dim Vy = 1 and L(1)V; = 0 for
a code VOA V = Mp, there is a unique invariant bilinear form (-, -) satisfying (1,1) = 1.
Using (3.12), it is given by

(u,v)1 = (u_11,v)1 = Res,z (Y (e*"* (=27 2) u, 2~ Hu. (3.13)
Set B =< L(1), L(0), L(—1) >. Since B = sly(R) and L(1)(Mp); = 0, Mp is a direct
sum of irreducible B-modules. Let U be an irreducible B-submodule of Mp. Then there
is an element u € (Mp); satisfying L(1)u = 0 such that U is spanned by {L(—1)°u: s =
0,1,...}. For any v € Vj,
(u,v)1 = (u_11,0)1 = Res, (Y (((=1)* 27 u, 27127 0 = (= 1) ugp_1v. (3.14)
Also we note
(L(=1)'w, L(=1)v) = (L(=1)"""u, L(1) L(=1)"v) = (2kj + 5 = j){L(=1)"""u, L(=1)"'v)

(3.15)
and (2kj + j2 —7) > 0. Thus, (, ) is positive definite if and only if

Ugp—1u € (—1)FRT1 (3.16)

for 0 # u € Vj satisfying L(1)u = 0.
We first prove the R-version of Theorem 4.5 in [Mij].

Proposition 3.1 2) Let V = @, ._,V, be a simple VOA over R with dimV;, = 1.
Assume that V' contains a set of mutually orthogonal conformal vectors {et,...,e"} so that
the sum of them is the Virasoro element of V and {e',...,e"} generates T = L(3,0)®".
Assume further that V' has a positive definite invariant bilinear form and 7(V') = (0).

Then there is an even linear code D such that V s isomorphic to a code VOA Mp.

[Proof] Since 7(V) = (0"), 7. = 1 and so we can define automorphism o.: for

1=1,...,n. Set Q =<0, :1=1,....,n>. @ is an elementary abelian 2-group and let
V= 69><EIT’T’(Q)VX
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be the decomposition of V' into the direct sum of eigenspaces of (). Since dimVj = 1
and VX is an irreducible V9-module by [DMZ], we have V¥ = T and VX = ®L(35,h'/2)
as T-modules. Here k' € {0,1} is given by y(c.) = (—1)". Let ¢ denote a highest
weight vector of M such that ¢o¢ = 1 € My. For a binary word a = (a?), ¢@") denotes
®q" € M,, where ¢° = 1 and ¢* = ¢. Identifying x and (h), VX = M, ®éX as T-modules
such that (¢X ® éX, ¢¥ ® éX)) = 1.
Assume |x| = 2k. By the choice of ¢X ® X and ¢, _,¢X = 1, we have
1= (“®é*q¢*®e)l
= (1,(-1)*(¢* ® é)an_1¢* ® €)1
= (1,(—1)ke*ex)1.

Hence, é*¢* = (—1)*¢°, which uniquely determine a cocycle that coincides with (3.17).

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1.
Q.E.D.

As a corollary, we have

Corollary 3.1 For an even linear code D, Mp has a positive definite invariant bilinear
form. In particular, if a is even, then the coset module Mp., also has a positive definite

invariant bilinear form.

[Proof] Recall that for a word o with |a| = 2k, say a = (120"2F),
ete® = &1 .. eforell L etk = (—l)k(%_l) = (-1 (3.17)

Let S™ be the set of all even words of length n. Since all code VOAs are subVOAs of
the code VOA Mgn, it is sufficient to prove the assertion for the code S™. Also, since
Mgn = Mgn @ (R1)®" C Mg2a as sub VOAs, we may assume that D is the set of all
even words of length 2n. Let {z',...,2"} be an orthonormal basis of an Euclidian space

of dimension n and set

L= {Z a;x' :a; €7, Zai =0 (mod 2)}. (3.18)

Let V;, be a lattice VOA constructed from L, (see §2.2). Let # be an automorphism of
Vy, induced from —1 on L and decompose Vy, into (V1) @ (V3)~, where (V) = {v €

Vip|0(v) = —v}. (V)? contains 2n mutually orthogonal rational conformal vectors
; 1, 1 , .
e(209)* = Zxl(—1)21 + Z(L(2$Z) + 1(—22")) (3.19)
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with central charge 1 by (2.1). Set Vi = (V1) @ /=1(V.)". Then V} is a VOA with a

positive definite invariant bilinear form containing
T=<e):i=1,....,n>

by Proposition 2.2. Since (v,2z7) € 27 for v € L, (2.3) implies 7(V;) = (0**). By
Proposition 3.1, a code VOA Mgz, is isomorphic to V;, which has a positive definite

invariant bilinear form.
Q.E.D.

If « € D is a codeword of weight 2, say o = (110"72), then (M,); # 0. Set £ =
{(00), (11)}, then Mg is isomorphic to Vaz, with (z,z) = 1 given in §2.3. We note
Vze = Myz and exp(miz(0)) keeps Vz, invariant. We also note that 2(—1)1 € (Vaz, )1 and
x(0) = (z(—1)1)q. It follows from a direct calculation that

exp(miz(0)) = (1) on My

for 3 € Z2. Aslong as a VOA V contains a vector v of weight 1, we can define automor-

phism exp(vy) of CV. Hence, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 If a VOA contains a code Mp and D contains a codeword & + &; of weight

2, then CV contains an automorphism g such that

In particular, it coincides with o0, on Mp.

Conjecture 1 If a simple VOA V contains a code VOA Mp and B € D, then there is

an automorphism g of V' such that g =[] ) Oei 0N Mp.

1€Supp(B

An important property of our cocycle is that if a maximal self-orthogonal subcode
H of D is doubly even, (for example, a Hamming code), then H = {£e® : a € H} is
a maximal normal (elementary) abelian 2-subgroup of D and so every irreducible RD-
module is induced from a linear RH-module. In the remainder of this section, we assume
that for an Mp-module W, one of maximal self-orthogonal subcode of D;gyy is doubly
even and we denote it by H.

We recall the structures of irreducible CMp-modules from [MiJ]. Let CW be an
irreducible Mp-module with 7(CW) = u. If H is a maximal self-orthogonal subcode of
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D,, and U’ is an irreducible CMy-submodule of CIV, then the author showed in [MiJ] that
CW = Ind}(U’) and every irreducible CMpg-module is irreducible as a CT-module. We
will show that these results also hold for an irreducible Mp-modules under the assumption
that H is doubly even.

Theorem 3.2 Let (X,Y™X) be an Mp-module with 7(X) = p and {X*:i=1,...,m} the
set of all non-isomorphic irreducible T-submodules of X. Then there are representations
¢' = D, — End(Q?) with ¢'(—e°) = —1I fori =1,....,m such that X = @™ (X' ® Q") as
Mp,, -modules. Moreover, if X is irreducible, then all ¢" are irreducible. For o € D,,, the
module vertez operator YX(q%, 2) of ¢® = (®q¢%) @ e € M, on X7 @ Q7 is given by

@ 192 (g%, 2) @ ¢ (e”)

for a = (ay,...,a,). Here ¢ denotes the vacuum of My and ¢* denotes the lowest degree
vector q in My. See §2.8 for @7 I%/2*(q% 2).

[Proof] Let U be a homogeneous component of X generated by all T-submodules
isomorphic to X! and let U = @ U’ be a decomposition of U into a direct sum of
irreducible T-submodules U’. By (1.1), U is an Mp,-module. Let Q" be the lowest degree
space of U. Since the dimension of the lowest degree space of X* is one, dim(U*NQ') =1
and U = Q' ® X! as vector spaces. Let u’ be a nonzero lowest degree vector of U?, then
{u',...,u*} is a basis of Q'. Let 7; : U — U/ = v/ @ X' be a projection of U, that is,
mi(u' ®@v) =6 ju' @ v for v € X', By (1.1), Y*(¢%, 2)U C Ul[z,27"]] for ¢* € M, and
Xl
a € D,. Since m;(Y*(q% 2)|uiwx1) is an intertwining operator of type <M X1> for
« € D, the vertex operator Y*(¢%, z); of ¢* has an expression

Y ¥ (g%, 2) = Ale®) @ (1)(¢", 2))

where A(e®) is a k x k-matrix acting on Q' = Ru! @ - - - Ru* and (®1)(¢%, 2) is the tensor
product @13 (g%, z) of the fixed intertwining operators in §2.3 for ¢* = ®¢%. We note
that Y is uniquely determined by {Y*(¢% 2) : a € D}. Since YX(g¢?, 2) satisfies the
commutativity

VX (g%, )Y X (¢, w) ~ Y (g, w)Y ¥ (g7, 2)

and (®1)(q", z) satisfies the super-commutativity

(®1)(%, 2)(R1)(¢°, w) ~ (=1) (1) (§7, w)(RI)(§*, 2),
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we obtain the supercommutativity :

A(e®)A(?) = (—1) P A(eP) A(e?).

Moreover, since Y X (x, z) satisfies the associativity
Y¥(gnd” 2) = Y (a", 2)nY " (¢, 2)
and (®1)(¢*, z) satisfies the superassociativity by [Mij], we have

Ale*e”)(@I)(4nd", 2) = Y¥(q0d", 2)
= Y¥(¢*, 2)mY (", 2)
= Res,{(z — 2)"A(e*)(®I)(§*, 2) A(”)(®I)(", 2)
—(—z+2)"A(?)(@1)(¢%, 2)A(e™) (1) (G, )}
= Res,{(z — 2)"A(e™) A(e”)(@1)(§*, x)(@1)(¢", 2)
—(=z +x)"A(e”) Ae*)(@1)(¢” )( 1)(q*, x)}
(e )A(eﬁ)Resx{(x—Z)( )( L) (@1)(¢°, 2)
—(=1)' P (=
(eM)A(”)(@1)(g", Z)(m)(®1)(
(eM)A(P)(@1)(G34%, 2)-

= A
2+ 2)™ (@)@, 2)(@1)(¢*, )}
ﬁ

A 2)

A

Hence we have the associativity :
Ale®)A(eP) = A(e™e?)

and A(e*)A(e®) = (=1)I*12] for all a, B € D,, where I is the identity matrix. Hence A
is a matrix representation of the central extension lA)H on Q'. We next assume that X
is irreducible. Let Q° be an irreducible lA?M—submodule and W the subspace spanned by
{vaw : v € Mp,w € Q*® X', n € Z}. Proposition 4.1 in [DM3] implies X = W. On
the other hand, the tensor product Mg, p, X (Q° ® X!) does not contains a submodule
isomorphic to X! for 8 & D, by (1.1) and so U = WNU = Q°® X'. Hence, Q' is an

irreducible ﬁu—module on which —e° acts as —1.
Q.E.D.

As a corollary, we have the followings:

Corollary 3.2 If D is a doubly even code and W is an irreducible Mp-module, then W

18 also irreducible as a T-module.
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Note that if H is a maximal self-orthogonal subcode (doubly even) of D, then every
irreducible RD-module W is induced from a RH-module and W is a direct sum of distinct

irreducible RH-modules. Hence, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3 If (W,YW) is an irreducible Mp-module with 7(W) = (1"), then there

is an irreducible representation ¢ : D — End(Q) satisfying ¢(—e°) = —I such that
W = L(3,:)%" ® Q as Mp-modules. Here the module vertexz operator Y~ (¢*,z) of

¢* = (®q¢") ® e € M, on L(3,+)%" ® Q is given by

@, T35 (g, 2) @ ()
for a = (ay,...,a,). In particular, YW is uniquely determined by an irreducible M-
submodule.

Conversely, we will prove the following proposition:

Proposition 3.2 Let i be a word such that (D, u) = 0. Assume that H is a mazimal self-
orthogonal (doubly even) subcode of D, and U is an irreducible My -module with 7(U) = p.
Then there is an irreducible Mp-module W containing U as an Mg-submodule.

[Proof] We may assume p = (On_mlm). By the above lemmas, there is a binary word
(a1, ... @n_p) such that U = (@ L(3, £))@(L(3, 1£)®™)®R,. Since D C< p >+ and D

iseven, D C S,,_,, ®S,,, where S, denotes the set of all even words of length r. If n = m,
then L(3,:5)" ® IndD( \) is the desired Mp-module. If m = 0, then a coset module
M 4iy4p is the desired Mp-module. For general cases, let K be a maximal self-orthogonal
subcode of S, containing H and choose an irreducible K-module Q containing R,. the
tensor product Mgiyys, . ® Ind*?{m(L(é, )9 @ Q) is an Mg, _, as,,-module containing
U. By Theorem 3.2, there is an irreducible Mp-submodule containing U, which is the

desired Mp-module.
Q.E.D.

Our next aim is to prove that an Mp-module W satisfying the above condition is
uniquely determined. We will call it an induced module and denote it by Indf (U). Ap-
plying Proposition 11.9 in DI into our case, we have the following lemma (see [MiJ]).

Lemma 3.4 Let E be a subcode of D. Let W', W2 W3 be irreducible Mp-module and

UL, U? irreducible Mg-submodules of W' and W?2, respectively, then there is an injection

w3 w3
qf) : [MD<W1 W2)—>[ME<U1 U2)
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Using the above lemma, we will prove the following fusion rule, which was proved in

i3] for a code VOA CMp.
Theorem 3.3 If X is an irreducible Mp-module, then the fusion product
Myip x X
s an irreducible Mp-module for any «.
Set = 7(X). We will first prove the following lemmas, (Lemma 3.5~ 3.7).

Lemma 3.5 Assume that D is a doubly even code and Supp(D) C Supp(p). Then

My g X X is irreducible.

Proof By Corollary 3.2 and 3.3, W = (®L(%,h')) ® R, as Mp-modules, where
2 X

X is a linear representation of D on Ry. Let U be an irreducible Mpg-module so that

U .
0 # Iy, (M . W) Clearly, 7(U) = 7(W) and so U = ®L(%, ' + %) @ Ry for some

linear representation ¢ of D. By Lemma 3.4, there is an injective map

1 u — I u
M pW "\ m, w)

Since M, = ®L(3, a;/2), My xW is irreducible as a T-module by (1.1) and so M, xW = U

. Then
v w)

as T-modules. We fix a nonzero intertwining operator J(x,z) € Ip (

U

Ma—l—H W
for v € M, by multiplying a scalar. Since I satisfies the commutativity:

for any intertwining operator I(x, z) € I ( ) we may assume [ (v, z) = J(v, 2)

I (q*, x)d(e) (v, 2) ~ (v, 2) 17" (¢, ) x(e”)

with the module vertex operators, ¢ is uniquely determined by x and so M,,p x W is

irreducible.

Q.E.D.

Lemma 3.6 Assume that Supp(D) C Supp(u). Then Myip x W is irreducible.
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[Proof] Let H be a maximal orthogonal (doubly even) subcode of D. By Corollary
3.2 and 3.3, W = ®L(%, h') ® @, as Mp-modules, where x is a representation of D on
Q, such that y(—e”) = —1I. Since H is a maximal normal abelian subgroup of D, there is
a H-submodule Q° such that Indg(QO) = . Let U be an irreducible Mp-module such

U .
that 0 # Iy, (M W) Clearly, 7(U) = p and so U = QL(3,k") ® Q for some
a+D

D-module Q4. By Lemma 3.6, M,y x (®L(%, h') ® Q) is irreducible and so U contains
an My-module M,y % (®L(,h") @ Q°). Therefore, U is uniquely determined. Since

U
)zlandso

(s is a direct sum of distinct irreducible H-modules, dim I
Ma+D W

M,+p x W is irreducible.

Q.E.D.

Lemma 3.7 Let (W,Y"W) be an irreducible Mp-module with 7(W) = u and let W =
r_,U" be an decomposition of W into the direct sum of distinct homogeneous Mp,-
submodules U'. Then U" is irreducible and Y™ is uniquely determined by an Mp, -module

Ut for any i.

[Proof] Let X be an irreducible Mp,-submodule of U' and set X = ®L(3, h;). By
(1.1), U° is homogeneous as a T-module, that is, every irreducible T-submodule of U is
isomorphic to X. By [DMZ, {v,u : u € X,v € M,,a € D} spans W. On the other
hand, if & = (a;) € Dg, then irreducible T-submodule generated by vy,,u is isomorphic
to ®L(%,hi + %) and so < vpu :u € X,v € My, € D > NU® = X, which proves
U = X. Clearly, < vpu:u € U%v € Muyp, > is an irreducible Mp, -module U*
by the same argument. Lemma 3.8 implies that My, p, x U 0 is irreducible. Since the
restriction Y(v, z) : U — U®[[z, z27!]] for v € M,y p, is a nonzero intertwining operator,
we conclude M, p, x U? = U™ Namely, if one of {U" : i = 1,...,r} is given, then the
other U7 are uniquely determined as M p,-modules. By Proposition 3.2, there is at least
one Mp-module S such that S = @BED/DHUB- Let Y be the module vertex operator

of S and set I*?(x,z) = YW (x,2) : UP — U**P for v € M, p, by restriction. Since
yots
dim [ =1, J*(v,2) = Mg pral®?(v,2) for v € Myyp,. Let A(a) be a
Mp,+a U° ’ g

matrix (Ag gia) Whose (3, B+ a)-entry is Ag g1, and 0 otherwise. Since I and .J satisfy the
mutually commutativity and the associativity, respectively, A: D/D, — M(nxn,R) is a
regular representation and so we can reform A(«) into a permutation matrix by changing
the basis. Thus, J*? = I*# and so W is isomorphic to S as an Mp-module.
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Q.E.D.
[Proof of Theorem 3.3] Set a = (a;) and let p = 7(W). Let H be a maximal
self-orthogonal (doubly even) subcode of D,. Let W' be an irreducible Mp -submodule
of W and let U be an irreducible Mp-module such that ( ) # 0. Clearly,
7(U) = p. By [DM3], there is an injective map:

U U
Tl — Ip e
Ma—l—D 14 Ma—l—D# 44

By Lemma 3.7, W' = M,.p, x W° is irreducible and so U contains W*. Since W'
determines U uniquely and U contains only one irreducible Mp -submodule isomorphic
to Wl, MO!-i-DM X W = U

Ma+D |44

Q.E.D.

Combining the above arguments, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 3.4 Let W be an irreducible Mp-module with 7(W) = p. Let E be an even
linear code containing D and assume (E,pu) = 0. Assume that there is a mazimal self-
orthogonal (doubly even) subcode H of D, and H is also a maximal self-orthogonal in E,,.

Then there is a unique irreducible Mg-module X containing W as an Mp-submodule.

We will call X as an induced Mg-module and denote it by Ind% (7).

We next quote the results about Hamming code VOA from [MiJ]. In this paper, a
Hamming code means a [8, 4, 4]-Hamming code. Let H be a Hamming code and {e', ..., ¢%}
be a set of coordinate conformal vectors of a Hamming code VOA Mpy,. Let W be
an irreducible My,-module. If 7(1W) = (0%), then W is isomorphic to a coset module
Mpqyto. We denote it by H(3,«). If 7(W) = (1%), then there is a linear representation
X : Hs — {£1} such that W is isomorphic to (L(3.75)%®) ® Ry. If we fix a basis
{al, 02,03, a*} of Hy, then there is a word 3 such that x(a?) = (—1)*". We denote W
by H({, ). We should note that H (%, 3) depends on the choice of a basis of Hg. So,
we will fix a basis {(1%), (170%), (120%120%), ((10)*)} in this paper. Namely, we have the

following result.

Theorem 3.5 Let W be an irreducible My, -module. If 7(W) = (0%), then W is isomor-
phic to one of
1
{H(i,a) ta €75}
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If 7(W) = (18), then W is isomorphic to one of

{Hﬁ%¢@;aezg.

H(3,0) = H(3,0) if and only if « + 3 € Hg and H(5, o) = H(3,B) if and only if
o+ € Hy. H(3,a) is a coset module M, and H(ss, ) is isomorphic to L(3, )% as

an L(L,0)%8%-module.

2716

In [Mij], the author obtain the following fusion rules.

Lemma 3.8 [Mi]
H(z, ) x H(3,8) = H(3, 0+ B)
H(g, o) x H(3,8) = H(f5,a+ ) -
H(gg, o) x H({5,8) = H(3,a + B)

The proof is based on the nice properties of the Hamming code VOA My, . To simplify
the notation, we will choose another cocycle of Hg for a while. Set e = M1 ... ¢4 for
a=\Naj+ -+ May € Hg, where {ay, ..., au} is a fixed basis of Hg. In Hg, there are 14
words of weight 4. For such a codeword (or a 4 points set) «, set

1

qa:4(®l 1q )®éa

It follows from a direct calculation that

o 1 1 8 1 (a,8) =
st =gleh e + g > (-1)eAg,
BeHs, |Bl=4

is a conformal vector with central charge % for a word « in [Mig]. Clearly, s = s° if
and only if o + 3 € Hg. It is also straightforward to check that (s%,s”) = 0 if and
only if a + 3 is even word. Therefore, there are two other sets of coordinate conformal
vectors {d!,...,d®%} and {f',..., f8} in My,. By the definition of the set of coordinate
conformal vectors, T, =< d',...d® > and T; =< f' .., f® > are coordinate sets of
conformal vectors. Viewing an Mp,-module as a T;-module and a Ty-modules, we have

the following correspondence: (see Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.7 in [Mi]).

Lemma 3.9 There are the other two sets of coordinate conformal vectors {d*, ..., d%} and
{fY ., 3} in My, such that

,(0%) wort. < d >
(08) wort. < db >
V&) wert. < db >
L&) wort. < d >

N[

L0 wrt.<e>
2 .
2

Tnhy

N|—

N
T3
TRl

1 e
= (0%) wrt. <e >
' VRS

where & denotes (107).
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As a corollary, we have:

Corollary 3.4 If W is an irreducible My,-module, then W x H(%, &) and W x H(55, @)

are irreducible for any o € Z3.

We next recall the following important theorem from [Mif] and prove it as a corollary

of the above results.

Theorem 3.6 Let W' and W? be irreducible Mp-modules and assume that the pair (D, <
F(W1), 7(W?) >) satisfies (1) and (2) of Hypotheses I. Then W' x W? is irreducible.

[Proof] Set 7(W') = cand 7(W?) = 3. If @ = 0 or 3 = 0, then the assertion follows

from Theorem 3.3. We may assume o = (1870%%). Let U be an irreducible Mp-module

so that 0 # [ (Wl e
subcode F = E, & E,. of D such that E is a direct sum of Hamming codes. Assume that
Ejg is a direct factor of £. Then F = Eg @ Fge. Let U  be irreducible Mg-submodules of
Wi for i =1,2. By Theorem 3.5, U' = (®}_; H(55,0")) ® (®5_, H(3, 7)) as Mpg-modules
and so U' x U? is irreducible. Since U contains U' x U?, U is uniquely determined. Since
U is a direct sum of distinct irreducible Mpg-submodules, we have that W' x W? = U is

irreducible.

). Clearly 7(U) = o + 8. By Hypotheses I, there is a self-dual

So we may assume that Fj3 is not a direct factor of . By Hypotheses I, there are max-
imal self-orthogonal subcodes Hg and H,.3 of Dg and D,4p containing Esz and E,.g,
respectively, such that Hg + E = H,,3 + E. Since Hg + I satisfies Hypotheses I for
< o, 3> and Wi and U are direct sums of distinct irreducible M Hy+p-modules, we may
assume D = Hg + E = H,. 3+ E. We first assert the following:

Claim: W?2 and U are irreducible as Mg-modules.

Since the proofs are almost the same, we will prove the assertion for W?2. Set F =
E, ® Ei, where E; = Hg. Assume first that Ejs contains a direct factor of E, say Ej.
Namely, assume 3 = (1%...). Then a+ 3 = (0°..). Let 75 : (a’) — (a")icsupp(p) be a
projection. Since m(ysgsi-s)(D) = T(Hayp + E) = Ey, D = Ei © Dgsysi-s) and so it
is sufficient to prove the assertion for Dsist-s). By the induction and (3, a) = 0 for
a € D, we may assume 3 = (1101101...10"). Since H” contains Fs and D = H” + F,
Ds = HP. Let X be an irreducible Mys-submodule of W2, then W? = Ind5(X) and

X is irreducible as an T-module. In particular, X is irreducible as an Mp,-module with

27



7(X) = p. Hence Ind% ,(X) is an irreducible Mp-submodule of 2. On the other hand,
since D/HP = E/Ej, dim Indgﬁ (X) = dim W2, which proves the claim.

We now go back to the proof of Theorem 3.6. Set v = a+ . Let X be an irreducible
Mpg-submodule of W, Since W2 and U are both irreducible Mg-modules by the above

claim,

: U , U
dlm[MD(Wl W2> < dim Iy, <X W2)21

and so U = X x W? as Mpg-modules. Fix a nonzero intertwining operator
3
Il(*,Z) c [ME (XWW2) .

WS

For I(x,z) € Iy, <W1 W ) , there is a scalar A such that I(v, z) = M *(v, 2) forv € X.
YY(u,2)I(v,2) ~ I(v,2)Y?(u,2) and so YY(u, 2)I*(v,z) = I'(v,2)Y?(u, z) for u € Mp
and v € X. Since < ['(v,2)w :v e X,w € W? >=U, YY(u, 2) is uniquely determined
by Y?2(u,z) and so W' x W? = W3,

Q.E.D.

When we want to prove the condition (4) in Hypotheses I, the notion of induced VOA
will be very useful as we mentioned in the introduction. Set S =< «a, 3 >. We assume
that a pair (D, S) satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) in Hypotheses I for a while. An
important tool is Theorem 3.1. Namely, for any irreducible Mp-modules V¢ and V#
with 7(V) = o/ and 7(V#) = 3, an Mp-module V' x V# is irreducible for o/, 8 € S.
Set Vo8 = V@ x VB, Then by the property of fusion rules, we have V7 = V7 x V¢

for v,6 € S. This implies that there is a unique nonzero intertwining operator of type

Vyove
a VOA) on

Vv+5
( ) up to scalar multiple for 4,7 € S. So if we have an algebraic structure (like

(Mpa Ve VgV y),

then Y is uniquely determined up to an Mp-isomorphism.
The purpose of this section is to show the following theorem, which is a R-version of
Theorem 6.5 in [Mij]:

Theorem 3.7 Set S =< «a, 3 > and assume the pair (D, S) satisfies the conditions (1)
and (2) of Hypotheses I. Let F' be an even linear code containing D such that (F,S) = 0.
Assume that W = Mp ® W @ W8 @ Wt has a simple VOA structure. Then

V = Mp @ Ind}* (W) @ Ind 32 (WF) @ Ind 32 (WF)
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also has a simple VOA structure up to an Mp-isomorphism.
In order to prove the above theorem, we will prove the following lemma:

Lemma 3.10 Ind5 (W) x Ind5(W?) = Indb(We+8),

U
[Proof] Let U be an irreducible Mp-module such that 1 (Indg(Wa) Ind5 (W) ) 7

0. Since Ind% (W) and Indh(W?) are irreducible modules satisfying Hypotheses I,
Ind5, (W) x Indf,(W?) is irreducible. By Theorem 11.9 in [DI]], we have an injective

map

¢:1 (Ind(Wa)UInd(Wﬁ)) - (W@UWB)

and so U contains W& x W# = We+8 which implies U = Ind},(We+?).

Q.E.D.
Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let YW(v,2) € End(W)[[z,27!]] be the given vertex
operator of v € U and let
/ ’ WOC/"FB,
a',B
JYP (v, z) e T (W“/ Wﬁl)

be the restriction of Y (v, 2) for v € W and o/, 3’ € S =< «, 3 >. Since Theorem 11.9

Ind(W"") w
1 [)]] 1 1 th t . ] / / I / /
in [P fmplies that ¢ <1nd(Wa) Ind(Wﬁ)) -~ (Wa W
the multiplicity of W x W#" in Ind(W**# is one, we can choose
Ind(We'+8")
Ind(We)  Ind(W#)

) is injective and

I8 (%, 2) e I (

such that 1% (v, 2)u = J¥# (v, 2)u for v € W and u € W5, Define Y(v,z2) €
End(V)[[z, 27]] by I(v, 2)u = I*"% (v, 2)u for v € Ind5 (W) and u € Ind5(W*"). Note
Y (v,2)u = YY(v,2)u for u,v € U. Moreover, the powers of z in Y (v, z) are all integers
since (7(Ind(U)), F) = 0. For u,v € U, Y (u, z) and Y (v, z) satisfy the commutativity on
U. Forv eV, Y(v,2)|mawe) is at least an intertwining operator and Y (v, z) satisfies the

commutativity with a vertex operator Y (u, z) of u € Mp. By this commutativity,
{w e Ind(U) : I(v,2)I(u, z)w ~ I(u,z)I(u, 2)w} (3.9)

is a Mp-module for u,u € U. Since it contains U, it coincides with V. Namely, {Y (u, z) :
u € U N Mp} satisfies the mutual commutativity on V. Clearly, {Y(v,2) :v € MpUU}
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generates all intertwining operators by the normal products and so all I(v, z) for v € V
satisfy the mutually commutativity by Dong’s lemma. The other required conditions are

also easy to check and so we have a VOA structure on Ind(U).

Q.E.D.

Lemma 3.11 LetV = @nesVe be a VOA satisfying Hypotheses I and W be an irreducible
V-module. Then there is a word v and irreducible Mp-modules with #(W?) = 3 for
B €S+ such that W = @peg, WP.

[Proof] Since T is rational, W is a direct sum of irreducible T-modules and so we
have W = @ WP for some S, where W# is the sum of all irreducible T-submodules
X with 7(X) = 8. By (1.1), W¥ is an Mp-module. By the similar arguments as in the
proof of Theorem 3.2, W¥ is irreducible. Since 7(V® x W#) = a+ 3, S’ = S+~ for some

-
Q.E.D.

Lemma 3.12 Let V = @,V be a VOA satisfying Hypotheses I and W = @peg, WP
be an irreducible module. Assume that < S+ Zsy, D > satisfies Hypotheses 1. Then W is
uniquely determined by a W* for some 3.

[Proof] Since Ve x W# = W8 Mp-module structure on W is uniquely determined
by W#. By the similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.4, we have the desired

assertion.

Q.E.D.

Since the fusion rules (1.1) are all well-defined over R (even over QQ), we can rewrite
Theorem 4.1 in [Mij] into the following theorem.

Theorem 3.8 Under the assumptions (1)~(4) of Hypotheses I, we obtain a fusion prod-
uct VO x VB =VetB for a, 8 € S. Moreover, there is a simple VOA structure on

V= @V“
a€csS

such that it contains Mp as a sub VOA V") and has a positive definite invariant bilinear
form. A simple VOA structure on V' with a positive definite invariant bilinear form is

uniquely determined up to Mp-isomorphisms.
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[Proof] First, we fix module vertex operators YV (v,2) for v € Mp. Let Y%” be
the vertex operator of the VOA V*# = Mp & Ve @ VP @ Vo8 such that YO (v, 2)u =
YV(v,2)u for v € Mp and u € VP, Since V* x V® = Mp, there are two possible
simple VOA structures on Mp @ V. Moreover, since we assumed that Mp & V* has a
positive definite invariant bilinear form, there is a unique VOA structure on Mp & V¢
up to Mp-isomorphisms. Namely, if we fix an orthonormal basis {u® : i € I,} of V<.
then Y%#(u, 2)v for u,v € V* does not depend on the choice of 3. Define a nonzero

yoth
I*P(x,2) € I ( )

intertwining operator

ve yP
for a, B € S by I (v, 2)u = Y*P (v, 2)u for v € V¥, u € VP,
Our next step is to choose suitable scalars A*? and define a new vertex operator
Y (v,2) € End(V)][[z,27!]] by

Y (v, 2)u = AP (v, 2)u (3.a)

for v € V* and u € V¥# such that {Y(v,2) : v € V} satisfies the mutual commutativity.
Since intertwining operators satisfy the L(—1)-derivative property and the other condi-
tions except the mutual commutativity, (V;Y) becomes a simple VOA with a positive
definite invariant bilinear form.

Set dim S = t and let {a, ..., } be a basis of S. Set S; =<y, ...,; > fori =0,1, ..., ¢
and V' = @aes, V. We will choose A*# inductively. Since V< are all Mp-modules, the
module vertex operators YV (v, z) of v € VO = Mp on V satisfy the mutual commutativity
if we choose A\%* = 1. We next assume that there is an integer r such that the vertex
operators {Y(v,2) : v € V"} satisfy the mutual commutativity by choosing A*# for
a € S,. In particular, V" is a sub VOA and V is a V"-module by these vertex operators.
It is clear that V5" = &, cs-V°*7 are irreducible V"-modules for any § € S by the fusion
rules and V' decomposes into the direct sum of irreducible V"-modules. By the fusion rule

of Mp-modules V” and Lemma 3.12, we obtain a fusion rule:
VST o IS 10t EST
as V" "-modules.
Decompose V't = V" @ Vo149 a5 V'-modules. To simplify the notation, set

a = apq1 and IP(v,2) = 1%%(v,2) for a while. Let {7/ € S : i € J} be a set of

representatives of cosets S/ST!. Since there is an injection

VS"+a+'yi VS"+a+~/i
m (VS”"-l-a VS"—{-'yi) — 1 (Va v-yi )
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Sr_,’_a_,’_,\/i
ve v
[a+5’",’7i+57"(*’z) c [(
v e Ve ue VY. Restricting 197575 (%, 2) into VA0 for 5,6 € S™, we have a
scalar Ay g.i1s such that 197575 (v 2)u = Ay 5045V TP (0, 2)u for v € VO and
uw e V' We will show that V7! is a sub VOA and V is a V" -module by the above
intertwining operators 1o+ +57 (x, 2).

Set

= 1, we can choose a nonzero intertwining operator

and dim [ <
Vs'r_,’_a_,’_,\/i

S e VS"+'W) such that Io+5™7+5"(y 2)u = Y (v, z)u for

Q={weV|Y(u,2)Y(t,2)w~ YW 2)Y(u,z)w for u,u’ € V*}.

Since Y (x, z) is an intertwining operator of VV"-modules, @ is a V"-module. On the other
hand, by the choice of Y, () contains V7' for all 4. Hence, Q coincides with V. In partic-
ular, all vertex operators in {Y'(u,z) : u € V" U V?} satisfy the mutual commutativity.
Since V"1 is generated by V" and V', we have the desired result. This completes the
construction of our VOA.

We next show that the VOA structures on V is unique. Assume that there are two
VOA structures (V,Y) and (V,Y’) on V. We may assume that all V%? are sub VOAs of

(V,Y). Since dim [ <V°‘ +:/ﬁ> = 1, there are A\, g such that Y’ (v, 2)u = A\, gY (v, 2)u for
v e VY ue VP We may assume A\gn g = 1 and so Aggn = 1 by the skew symmetry. We
will show that by changing the sign of an orthonormal basis of V5" *%+1 if necessary we
can get Y =Y’. Define f = (—1)” € End(V) by (—=1)<%%> on V. It is clear that f is an
automorphism. Assume Y|ysr = Y'|ysr and Y| sri1 # Y| sri1. We assert A\, € {£1}.
By changing the sign of an orthogonal basis of V™" we may assume Y'|ya = Y|ya.
By Lemma 3.12, (V5" Y) is isomorphic to (Ve+9"Y”) as a V¥ -module. On the other
hand, since Vors" x Vers™ = V5 V/| oisr = A\ Y|patrsr. Hence, Y = Y’ on ST
Namely, A\, = —1. Let 8 €< S" > and (3,a) = 1. Then by using an automorphism

(—1)?, we may assume Y =Y’ on S™*!. By induction, we have Y =Y’ on V.
Q.E.D.

We will next show a relation between automorphisms of Mp and fusion product mod-

ules M,,p x W. For a word «a, we can define an automorphism o, of Mp by
0o (—1)P on Msg,

which coincides with []
2.

icSupp(a) Oeis Where o is an automorphism given in [Mi] of type
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Lemma 3.13 Suppose f = 7(W) and Dg contains a mazimal self orthogonal subcode H

which is doubly even and is orthogonal to o, then o, W is isomorphic to W.

[Proof] Decompose Mp into M}, @ M, where M5 = {v € Mp : 0,(v) = +v}.
Set £ = {38 € D : (B8,a) = 0}. Clearly, M}, = Mg. Since E contains a maximal
self-orthogonal subcode H of Dg which is doubly even, there is an Mg-module U such
that Ind%g(U ) = W by Proposition 3.2. It follows from the definition of the induced
modules that Ind%g(U) = U® (M, xU) as Mg-modules. The actions of M/, switch
U and M, x U, that is, u,(U) € My x U and u, (M, x U) C U for any n € Z and
u € M. Moreover, u,0,0 = —u,v for u € My, and v € Ind}(U). It is easy to check that
(1y, —1ngU) on U@ M, x U is an isomorphism from o, (Indf(U)) to Indi(U).

Q.E.D.

For an irreducible Mp-module W, o,W is also an irreducible Mp-module. Clearly, W
and o, are isomorphic as T-modules and o, = 04 if and only if o + 8 € D+. We next
investigate an irreducible Mp-module Mp, x W for « satisfying Supp(a) C Supp(7(W)).
In this case, Mp., x W is isomorphic to W as a T-module. The following lemma is

important.

Lemma 3.14 Let W be an irreducible Mp-module and assume Supp(a) € Supp(7(W)).

Then Mp,, x W is isomorphic to o,W as an Mp-module.

[Proof] Set U = Myyp and = 7(W). Clearly, 7(Mpiq x W) = 7(a, W) = B.
By Theorem 3.3, W/ = U x W is irreducible. Let Hg be a maximal self-orthogonal
(doubly even) subcode of Dg. Since an Mp-module W with 7(W) = [ is uniquely
determined by an Mp,-submodule, we may assume that D is a self-orthogonal doubly

even code and Supp(D) C Supp(B). In particular, we may also assume that W and
W/
W' are both isomorphic to L(%, £)®" as T-modules. Since 1 < dim I, ( ) <

2716 U W
LS, ) A0
dim I ’ = 1, an intertwining operator of type is
! (My L, 1—16>®") o op P (MWD, w
uniquely determined up to scalar multiples for v € D 4+ a. As shown in §2.3 or in [Mij],
L(L Lyer
we can choose a nonzero intertwining operator [ (x, z) € Ip ( G 116) ) ®n) by
M’Y L(Ea E)
I(q',2) = 1(§7,2) = ©I% (¢, 2),
where [9°16 (x, z) is a fixed intertwining operator of type w L 1. |, see §2.3.

33



By Theorem 3.2, there are linear representations y and ¢ of D such that
W = L(3,5)%" ®@Qy and W' = L(3, )" ® Q4. By the associativity property of

intertwining operators,

I(v,q®, 2) = Resy{(x — 2)"YW'(¢°, 2)I(q*, 2) — (—z + 2)"1(¢*, 2)YV(¢°, 2)}
= Res,{(x — 2)"1%"(¢°, 2)p(e”) [ (q*, 2) — (=2 + x)"I(q*, 2)[®"(¢", x)x (")}

for ¢° € My C Mp and u € M,,. In particular, for a sufficiently large N, we obtain
0= Res{(z — 2)NI#"(¢", 2)p(e”) (g%, 2) — (=2 + 2)V (g, 2)I*" (", x)x (")}
On the other hand, as we showed in §2.3, I(x, z) satisfies the super-commutativity:
(2 = )N IE(@%, )1 (¢%, 2) — ()P (=2 + 2) V(@ )T (@, 2) = 0.

Therefore,
Res, {(z = 2)Vp(e”) = (=1) @7 (=2 + 2)Nx(e”)} = 0

and so ¢(e’) = (—1)@P x(ef) for B € D. Hence, W' is isomorphic to o, W as Mp-module.

Q.E.D.

Remark 1 The above lemma may look a little strange since we usually obtain relations
oW1 x a(W?) = o(W! x W?) and (Myyp x WY x (Moyp x W?) = (W x W?)
for an automorphism o and a coset module M, p, respectively. However, if we have
o(W?) = Mpyo x W fori = 1,2, then W' x W? does not satisfy the condition of the
above lemma by (1.1) and so c(W! x W?) = W' @ W?2.

4 Positive definite invariant bilinear form

In order to construct V%, we will use "induced VOAs”. So, we will prove the following

theorem.

Theorem 4.1 Assume that W is an irreducible Mp-module with 7(W®) = « and (D, <
a >) satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) of Hypotheses 1. Let F' be an even linear code
containing D satisfying (F, o) = 0. If a simple VOA U = Mp®W®* has a positive definite
invariant bilinear form, then Ind%g(U) (= Mg @Ind%g (W) also has a positive definite

invariant bilinear form.
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[Proof] We note that if an irreducible Mp-module W is not isomorphic to Mp, then
the lowest degree of W is greater than 0. Clearly, it is sufficient to prove the lemma for
F =< a,(1") >+, Since < a, (1") >+ is generated by words of weight 2, we may assume
F = D + Zy3 such that |3| = 2 by induction. Say § = (110"72). Since || = 2 and
(8,a) =0, Supp(B) € Supp() or Supp(B) N Supp(er) = 0.

Since D, contains a direct sum F of Hamming codes such that Supp(E) = Supp(«),
Ind% (W) is irreducible. Set

V = Mp @ Ind5(W®).

By Theorem 3.7, V has a VOA structure. Since Ind5(W®) x Ind5(W®) = Mp by
Lemma 3.10, there are only two possible VOA structures on V. Namely, if one is
(Mp@Indf (W), Y), then the other is (Mp@+/—1Indh (W), Y). Since W x W = Mp,
we may assume (Mp @ Indf, (W), Y) contains U as a sub VOA. Let F be a maximal self
orthogonal doubly even subcode of D,. Then W is a direct sum GW?* of distinct irre-
ducible Mp-modules W and V' = Mp @& Mp, 3 & W' ® (Mg, x W) is a sub VOA of V
for each 7. Since (Mp @ W' Y) is a sub VOA of Mp @ We, (Mg @ W' Y) has a positive
definite invariant bilinear form.

We will later show that a VOA structure (V*,Y") on V* has a positive definite invariant
bilinear form. In particular, W* & (Mg, s x W*) has an orthonormal basis with respect
to Y. Then since Mp,5 x W coincides with &(Mg, 5 x W), we have the desired result.
Therefore, we may assume that Supp(D) = Supp(a) and D is a direct sum D = E'®- - @
E* of Hamming codes E' by Hypotheses I. In particular, W is irreducible as a T-module.
Since a VOA structure (V,Y) on V' containing U is uniquely determined, it is sufficient to
show that there exists a VOA structure on (V,Y') with a positive definite invariant bilinear
form. For if (V,Y”) is the other simple VOA structure on V', then (W®,Y”) has a negative
definite invariant bilinear form and so (V,Y”) does not contain U. If Supp(5)NSupp(a) =
0, then < D,B > is self-orthogonal. Let D° be the code of length n — 2 consisting
of the codewords y such that (00y) € D. Then Mp = L(3,0) ® L(1,0) ® Mpo and
Mpys=L(%, )@ L(%,1) ® Mpo. By the above decompositions, we can write

272 272
« 1 1 1 2 /
W L( B @ L5, h) @ W
and
NP . Lo, 1 /
for some irreducible Mpo-module W’ and h',h? = 0,1 and hi + 3 = 0 if b = § and
hi+ 1 =1if h' =0. Since L(3,0)%* ® L(3, $)®? = Vizae = (Vaza)? @ /—1(Vaze)~ for
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(z,x) = 1, v/=12(0) is an isomorphism from L(3, h" )@ L(3, h?) to L(3, h*+3)RL(5, h*+3)
and x(0)? acts diagonally on L(3, h')®L(3, h?) with a positive eigenvalues. Let {v' : i € I}
be an orthogonal normal basis such that each v’ is in an eigenspaces of z(0)%. Then
{V/=1z(0)v" : i € I} is a basis of L(3, ' + 1) ® L(3,h* + 1) and

(V=1z(0)v", vV=12(0)v?) = (v", 2(0)*7) = 6;;(v", 2(0)*v7) > 0.

Hence, Ind5(U) has a positive definite invariant bilinear form.
We next assume Supp(5) C Supp(a). Since D is a direct sum of Hamming codes and
the weight of 5 is 2, it is sufficient to treat the following two cases:
(1) Supp(B) C Supp(E").
(2) D=Es® - ® Es and 8 = (1071070"1).

Case (1). By Lemma 3.8, there is another set of coordinate conformal vectors {d'}
of Mp such that W is a coset module Mp,., w.r.t. < d' >. Since Supp(8) C Supp(E")
and B has an even weight, Mz, p is also a coset module Ms,p. Namely, Ind},(U) is a

code VOA M_p 5.~ w.r.t. < d' >. Hence, it has a positive definite invariant bilinear form.

Case (2). By taking another set of coordinate conformal vectors, we may assume that
o = (1'%0"71%) and 8 = (1071070""'%). Since L(%,1) ® L(3, 3) has a positive definite
invariant bilinear form and the lowest weight is an integer, we may also assume that
n =16 and a = (1'%). We will find such a VOA in Vg, in the next section. This will

complete the proof of Theorem.

Q.E.D.

5 FEg-lattice VOA

As we mentioned in the introduction, we will gather the parts of V% from VES. Hence,
the main aim of this section is to study the structure of Vg, and Vg,. In particular, we
will show that Vj, satisfies the conditions (1)~(5) of Hypotheses I. Incidentally, we will
see that the orbifold construction from VOA Vg, coincides with the change of a set of
coordinate conformal vectors of a Hamming code sub VOA of V.

Let Eg denote the root lattice of type Eg. It is known that Ejg is the unique positive
definite unimodular even lattice of rank 8. We first define lattices Eg(m) : m =1,2,3,4,5
and L(1). Let {z', ..., 2%} be an orthonormal basis and set Eg(1) =< (35, #%), 2" £ 27 :
i,j =1,..,8>and L(1) =< ' : i = 1,...,8 >, where < v’ : i € I > denotes a lattice
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generated by {u’: i € I'}. Tt is easy to check that Eg(1) is isomorphic to Fg. We can
define the other Fg-lattices as follows:

Es(2) = <j(a' —a®—a® —ah)+a®, 5(2® + 2% + 27 + 2%) +a,

i dad i j e {1,2,3,4}, ori,j € {5,6,7,8} >.
Es(3) = < i(a'—a?—2%—af) + 2% J(a' + 2% — 2% —2t) — 2T,

12 —af 4 a" 4+ a8) +at ot + P+ 5 o P 2, (1=1,2,3,4) >
Bs(4) = <j(a'—a®—a® —a") + 2% (2" —a® +2° —2°%) — 2%,

(—at +a2? —2® —at) — 2" L(a! + 2% — 2 + 25) + 25,221, .., 228 >

N[

(5.1)
Fix m =1,2,3,4 and set L = Eg(m). Let V7, be a lattice VOA constructed as in [FLMJ]
and 0 an automorphism of V7, induced from —1 on L. Since Eg(m) contains {2z', ..., 228},
we obtain a set [ = {¢': i =1,...,16} of 16 mutually orthogonal conformal vectors of V7,

where

2ij _ L 2 il i i
e =w (—1)“1—(-1) Z(L(Z’L’ )+ (—22")) (5.2)

fori =1,...,8, j = 1,0 as given in [DM7]. Since they are all in V/, we can also take this set
as a set of coordinate conformal vectors of VES. Hence, the decompositions of V;, and Vg,
into the direct sum of irreducible T-submodules are the same, where T =< €', ..., !¢ >,
(see the proof of Proposition 2.2).

Let P(m) =< 7, :i=1,..,16 > and L(m) = Eg(m) N L(1). By (2.3), Vi(n) contains
< el ...,e'% > and it is straightforward to check that (V)" coincides with V(). Define
a code D(m) of length 16 by

Mpmy =2 (Vi )P,

It is also not difficult to check that (VL)P (m) has a decomposition satisfying Hypotheses I
with respect to (D(m), D(m)*). However, this is not what we want because D(m) has a
root and so (Mpgmy)1 # 0 for m = 1,2,3,4. We are going to get a code D without roots.
In order to find such a decomposition, we will change the set of coordinate conformal
vectors. Incidentally, this process coincides with an orbifold construction as we will show.

Let’s explain the relation between the orbifold construction and changing the coordi-
nate sets of conformal vectors. It is known that any orbifold construction from V7, is iso-
morphic to itself. Let’s explain the orbifold construction. Let 6 be an automorphism of V,
induced from —1 on L. 6 fixes t(z") +¢(—2") and acts as —1 on 2*(—1)1 and ¢(2?) —¢(—2?).
Hence, 0 acts on M, as (—1)<0"({01}8)> and so the fixed point space Mf)(m) is equal to the
direct sum @ ,cpn 4) Ma, where D(m, +) = {a € D(m) : (o, ({01}%)) = 0}. Assume
that the twisted part of the orbifold construction does not contain any coset modules.
Suppose that V' = @,esV is a VOA satisfying Hypotheses I such that 7(V*) = « and
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V©") = My, where D is a code of length 2n containing (0%110%"~22) foralli = 1,...,m
Set 8 = ({01}").

Then the orbifold construction is corresponding to the following three steps as we will see
in the next example.

(1) Take an half Mp(yy of Mp, where D(+) = {a € D : (o, 3) = 0}.

(2) Take an MD(+)—module VF# with 7(V#) = B and generate Mp(y-modules VA7 with
F(VP) =B+~ by VA = VB x V7V fory e S.

(3) Construct a VOA structure on V = Pae<sp>V.

In the case of Eg(1), 7(Viay4o) = (1'0) for v = 3(3°;°, %) and so S(1) =< (1'6) >
and D(1) is the set of all even words of length 16. D(1) contains a self dual subcode
H = Hi®HZ, where H{ are Hamming codes and Supp(H}) = {1,2, ...,8} and Supp(H3) =
{9,...,16}. Since (((10)8),3) = 0 for any 8 € H, we have My C V. Therefore, the
decompositions of V;, and VL as Mpy-modules are exactly the same. Since D(1) consists
of all even words, the center Z(@) is < +e©) £ > and so there are exactly 2
irreducible Mp;y-modules Ind), D(l) (H (55, (0%) ® H(55,(0%))) and Ind,, D(l) (H(55, (0%) ®
H(5,€") by Theorem 3.2. The difference between them is judged by the action of
g1 = (q®16) ® ). By (2.3) and the proof of Proposition 2.2, we have ¢'*) =
2'(=1)---28(=1)1 and 2/(—=1)1 = /—1(¢¥?)e&-1e& . Since the eigenvalue of ¢"'*) on
u(3 > ') is positive,

Vi, = Mpay @ In dMD(”(H(

() @ H(g, (0%) (54)

by the choice of E(1). We should note that the difference between the above two modules
is given by the action of ¢'") = (®1%,¢") ® e""). By Lemma 3.8, M¥_ contains another
set of coordinate conformal vectors {f*,..., f*} such that H(L, (0%)) wrt. < e > is
isomorphic to H(3,&) wr.t. < f' >. We note that H(3,a) is a coset module My, .
Take the set J = {f1, ..., f8, €% ..., 1%} as a new set of coordinate conformal vectors. Then
for 3 € D(1) satisfying (3, (180%)) = 1, the 7(Mp ) is also a coset module w.r.t. J and
T(H(55, (0%) ® H(55, (0%))) wr.t. Jis (051%).

Hence, the set 7(Vg) w.r.t. J is §% = {(09), (1%0%), (0%1%), (1'°)}. Set P? =< 7i,7ei 1 i =
1,..,8,7 =9,...,16 > and define a linear code Dy by (VL)P2 = Mp, w.r.t. J, then D,
splits into a direct sum D} @ D2 such that D} and D3 are the sets of all even words in

{1,2,...,8} and {9, ..., 16}, respectively. We note that this process is corresponding to an
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orthogonal transformation
-1 -1 -1

-1 1 1

1 -1 1

1 1 1 -1

by (2.3). Therefore, this decomposition coincides with the decomposition given by Eg(2).
We note that (1'°) € Dy and M) wort. < e’ > is still equal to Mjieyyp wr.t. J.

We next consider the case of Fg(2) and S? =< (1%0%), (081%) >. We use the above

decomposition again by renaming {f!, ..., f%,€%, ...,el®}, J and Dy by {e!,...,el®}, I and

—_
—_ =

(5.5)

D(2), respectively. Set
I ={a e D(2): Supp(a) C {1,...,4,9, ..., 12}}
I, ={a € D(2): Supp(a) C {5, ...,8,13,..., 16} } .

It is clear that [; contains Hamming code H; for ¢ = 1,2. Take a new coordinate set
{fY o f4 f0, ., f12) of Hy and define a new set

J = {fl,...,f4,65, ...,eg,fg, ...,f12,613,...,616}

as a set of coordinate conformal vectors of V. Then if an My, ® Mpy,-module U has a
T-word (o, B) € {1,...,4,9,...,12} & {5,...,8,13, ..., 16} w.r.t. I, then the 7-word w.r.t. J
is either (a, 3) or (a¢, 3). Moreover, there is a submodule with a 7-word (17011%0%) w.r.t.
J. An example is My, e, 1o, Where v is a word with («, (170*110%)) = 1. Therefore, we
have

D3 =< D3 @ D; ® Di @ D3, {1,5,9,13} > (5.6)

where D} is the set of all even words in {4i — 3,47 — 2,41 — 1,4i} for i = 1,...,4. We also
obtain
S? =< (1'%, (1%0%), (1*0*1%0%) > . (5.7)

This corresponds to the decomposition with respect to Eg(3) and D3 = D(3). D(3) also

contains two orthogonal Hamming codes H;(3) and H(3) whose supports are
{1,2,5,6,9,10,13,14} and {3,4,7,8,11,12, 15, 16}.
Repeating the above arguments, we have
St =< (1'%, (1%0%), (1*0*1%0%), ({1%0*}*) > (5.8)

and D(4) = (S*)*. D(4) still contains a direct sum of 2 Hamming codes whose supports
are ({10}®) and ({01}®). Repeating the same arguments again, we obtain

SP =< (1'%, (1%0%), (1*0*1%0%), ({1100}%), ({10}®) > (5.9)
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and D(5) = (S°)*.

Remark 2 Since D(5) does not contains a subcode of rank 8 consisting of the form
{(a,) : « € Z§} for any splits of coordinates into 8 and 8, it is impossible to assign

(1)1 to L(3,3) @ L(3,%) for alli=1,...,8. Thus, we cannot construct D(5) and S°
from a lattice directly.

Let’s finish the proof of Theorem 4.1. Set D = D(1) and 8 = (180%). Set H = Hg&® Hy
as in (5.5). Viewing Vg, as an My-module, Vg, is a direct sum of distinct irreducible My-
modules. Since D is the set of all even words, Mp contains H(%,&) ® H(%,gl) and so
Vi, has a sub VOA isomorphic to

(H(3.(0%) @ H(3, (0%)) & (H(3.&) ® H(5,&))
& (H(g, (0°) @ H(gg, (0%)) & (H(55, &) ® H(5,&1)),

where & = (107). This is the desired VOA in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

(5.10)

Set Dg, = D(5) and Sg, = S°. We will show that this pair (Dg,, Sg,) satisfies the
conditions (1) and (2) of Hypotheses I. We note that Dpg, is a Reed Muller code RM (4, 3)
and Sg, is a Reed Muller code RM (4, 1).

Lemma 5.1 The pair (RM(4,3), RM(4,1)) satisfies the condition (1) and (2) of Hy-
potheses I.

[Proof] Set D = RM(4,3) and S = RM(4,1). Condition (1) is clear. The weight
enumerator of RM(4,1) is z'® + 302%y® + y'®. We note that for any § € RM(4,1)
with weight 8, Dg and Dg. are [8,4,4]-Hamming codes. We always set H, = E, = D,
for v € RM(4,1) with weight 8. If v = (0'°), then set H, = E, = {(0'%)}. Let
a, € RM(4,1). We can always choose Hg, H,1p, E, and E,. satistying the conditions
(2),(2.1) and (2.2) of Hypotheses I.

Assume a = (0'%) or (1'%), then Dg = Dgy,, or Dg & Dgy, C D. In particular, there
is a direct sum H of 2 Hamming codes containing some maximal self orthogonal subcodes
Hg and H,y5. Set Eiey = H. Clearly, since Fy + Eoc = H and Hg, Hge C H, they
satisfy the condition (2.3) of Hypotheses I.

We next assume that the weight of o is 8. If 8 = (0'9),(1'%),a or af, then set
Hi6y = Eo ® Eqe. Then they satisfy (2.3).
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The remaining case is that «,,a + 3 have weight 8. Say a = (1%0%) and 3 =

(170*1%0%). We use expressions
Zy" = {(61,02,03,04) : 0 € Zs}.
Clearly, since £, = H, = D., is a Hamming code for v € S with |y| = 8, we have

= {(660%0%), (66°0%0%) : 6 € Z3 even},
{(0%0%69), (010%66¢) : § € Z3 even},
= {(60%60%), (60%6°0%) : 6 € Z3 even},
= {(0%650%), (0%56°0%) : § € Z3 even}.

ac—

Since
(01650%) — (60%60%) = (660*0%)  and
(0§6°0%) — (60%5°0%) + (660%0%),

we obtain H,,s + E, = Hz + E, and so (2.3).

Q.E.D.

Proposition 5.1 There are 16 mutually orthogonal conformal vectors {e', ..., e'%} in f/E8

Vi, = B Vi,

XESEg

such that the decomposition

given by {e', ..., e'®} satisfies Hypotheses I, where

(1) the order of P=< T, :i=1,...,8 > is 32,

(2) Dpg, = RM(41,61), Spy = Dﬁs,

(3)  (Vg)¥ = Véi ) is isomorphic to a code VOA Mpy,,
(4) 7~—(VvE8>X = X-

[Proof] We have already shown that there are 16 mutually orthogonal conformal
vectors in Vg, satisfying the conditions (1) ~ (3). By Lemma 5.1, (Dg,, Sg,) satisfies the
conditions (1) and (2) of Hypotheses I. Hence, they satisfy all conditions of Hypotheses 1.

Q.E.D.

We next talk about the reverse of the above process. It is clear that we can reverse

the process. However, there is another important step. Namely, let
VEs = 69ozES” %
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be the decomposition such that VO > N Let B be an even word so that < g >+
NS™ =2 §n=1 Set 5" ! =< B > NS" and D"! = (S 1)L Then V* = @, .V is a
sub VOA and the induced VOA

vl = Indng1 (Vh)

is also a VOA containing M p,_:.
At the end of this section, we will explain properties of the automorphisms of a lattice
VOA V}, for an even lattice L. Let L, denote the set of all elements of L with squared

length 4. As we showed, for any a € Ly, we can define two conformal vectors

Then we have :
Lemma 5.2 7.+ (q) = Te—(a) 0n Vi. By setting 7, = To+(q), we obtain [1,,2(m)] =0 and
7o u(z) = (=1)®9 ().

In particular, < 7, : a € Ly > is an elementary abelian 2-subgroup of Aut(Vy). If (a,b) is
odd for a,b € Ly, then 1(e*(a)) = eT(a).

[Proof] Since (a, L) € Z and (a,a) =4, L C 1Za® 1 < a >*. In particular, we may
view Vp, € Vig, & Vi, Recall (2.3)

1 on a(-1
Tei -
“ -1 on o(£1+Z)a)

~—
=
~
—~
—
N[
+
N
~—
Q
N
o~
—
N
Q
~—

for i = 1,2. Then, [T.+(,,z(m)] = 1 and
Tet(a) © L(T) = (—1)@a) ().
Therefore, we obtain the desired results.

Q.E.D.

Theorem 5.1 For g € Aut(Sg,), there is an automorphism § of f/Es such that g(e') =
e9(1)
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[Proof] First we note that Sg, is isomorphic to the Reed Muller code RM(4,1),
which is defined as follow:

Let ' = 7Zj be a vector space over Zj of dimension 4 and denote (1000), (0100), (0010),
(0001) by vt v?, v3, v%, respectively. Define {(a;), (b;)) = > a;b;. The coordinate set of
Reed Muller code RM (4, 1) is the set of all 16 vectors of F and the codewords of RM (4, 1)

are given by hyperplanes. It is easy to see that
Aut(RM(4,1)) 2 GL(5,2); = {g € GL(5,2)|¢"(10000) = *(10000)}
and it is generated by
g(i): veF v+
g(i,j): veEF = v+ (v, v/
for i # j.
By reversing the above processes, we have a set of mutually orthogonal conformal

vectors {e', ..., &'} such that Vg, has the following decomposition:

1 1 |
Vi, = Mpr & Indgl(H(§,O)H(§,0)) wrt. <é:i=1,..,16>. (5.11)

Here £ = Hs @ Hg.

Choose g € Aut(Sg,). It is easy to see that g € Ay and so g(e(116)) = 1), By
Lemma 3.2, we may assume g € Aut(Dg,). For an Mp, -module W, g(W) denotes an
Mp,, -module defined by v,g(u) = g(vj(u)) for v € Mp, and u € W. Since

9(Mp, ) & g(VE) @ g(V,) & g(ViH")
has a simple VOA structure with a positive definite invariant bilinear form, so does
9(VEy) = Baes, 9(Vg,)

by Theorem 3.8. We note that g(Vg,) contains M D, Using the backward processes

according to the sequence
S°=g(5%) 2 g(5*) 2 g(S%) 2 9(5%) 2 g(5Y),

we obtain a set {é',...,€'%} of mutually orthogonal conformal vectors such that g(Vi,)

has the decomposition
g(Vi) = Mpr @W wrt. <éi=1,..,16 >,

where D' is the set of all even words of length 16 and W is an irreducible Mpi-module
with 7(IW) = (1'9). Since the signs of the actions of Mjisy on a module U with 7(U)
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are changing in each step, we can conclude that W = Indgl(H(%, (0%))H (3, (0%))), which
coincides with (5.11). Therefore, there is a VOA isomorphism

(Z) : VES - g(vE8>

such that ¢(e') = ¢ for ¢ = 1,...,16. By the process of changing the coordinate sets

according to
51252g...g55

and

g(S") C g(S*) C -+ C g(5),

respectively, we have the desired automorphism of V.

Q.E.D.

6 Holomorphic VOA

Let V' be a simple VOA containing a set of mutually orthogonal rational conformal vectors
{e':i=1,...,n} with central charge % such that the sum of them is the Virasoro element.
Set P =<7, :1=1,..,n > and let V = ®crrp)VX be the decomposition of V" into
the eigenspaces of P. From Proposition 3.1, the space V¥ of P-invariants is isomorphic
to Mp for some even linear code D of length n. Assign a binary word a, = (a;) by
x(e") = (—=1)“ to x, we can identify Irr(P) and a linear code S = {a, : x € Irr(P)}. As
we showed in [Mig], S is orthogonal to D. We will treat the case S = D+ in this section.

Theorem 6.1 If S = D*, then V is the only irreducible V -module.

[Proof] Let U be an irreducible V-module. Since Mp is rational, U is a direct sum
of irreducible Mp-modules. Decompose U into the direct sum ®U” of Mp-modules such
that 7(U?) = 3. Since U” is a Mp-module, 3 € D+ = S and so V? # 0. Since U =< v,u :
veVeneZaecS>forany 0+#ue U by [DMY], U’ =< v,u:v € Mp,n € Z >
and so U? is irreducible Mp-module. Since the restriction

I(VUU) %]<VBUUB)

is injective, U®") = 0. So we may assume = (0"). Hence U? is isomorphic to a coset

module Mp., for some word o € Z%. Using the skew symmetry, we can define a nonzero
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U
intertwining operator I(v,z) € Iy, <U V) with integer powers of z. By restricting

U
it to U”, we have a nonzero intertwining operator I7(v,2) € Iy, for
Ma+D V7

v € S. Since its vertex operator has integer powers of z, « is orthogonal to S and so
a € S(P)* = D. Hence U is isomorphic to Mp. Let q be a highest weight vector

of U") corresponding to the Vacuum. Since L(—1)q¢ = 0, I(q, z) is a scalar and so

I(q,z) € 1 (
Theorem 6.1.

U
I V) gives an Mp- isomorphism of U to V. This completes the proof of

Q.E.D.

7 Construction of the moonshine VOA

In this section, we will construct a VOA V# which will be proved to be equal to the
moonshine VOA constructed in [FLMZ] in the next section. In the section 5, we found a
set of 16 mutually orthogonal conformal vectors {¢’ : i = 1,...,16} of Vg, satisfying the
following conditions:

(1) Dg, = RM(4,2)

(2) P=<r.:i=1,...,16 > has the order 2°.

(3) VP =Mp, and Sg, = Dy, is generated by

{1, (0°1%), ({0"1"}), ({017}, ({01}%)}. (7.1)

To simplify the notation, we denote Dp, and Sg, by D and S in this section, respectively.
We note that D and S are D(5) and S® in the section 4, respectively. For each codeword

a € S, Vg, contains an irreducible Mp-module Vg, “ such that

Vi, & @ VE* (7.2)

and Vg, 0 — M. p. Since Vg, is a simple VOA, Theorem 3.6 implies
Ve x Vi = Vg’

for a, 5 € S.
We note that all codewords of S except (0'°) and (1'®) have weight 8. We define a
new code S% of length 48 by

S% =< (1'90'°01%), (0161'°0'6), (0'90'°116), (0, o, @) : v € S > . (7.3)
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The weight enumerator of S is X% 4+ 3X32 4 120X%* 4 3X'6 + 1 and there is another
expression:
St ={(o, o, ), (a,a,a), (a,af ), (o a,a):ac S} (7.4)

Set D = (S%)* and call it “the moonshine code.” Let’s explain our choice of the codes
D" and S% We may be able to construct the moonshine VOA from another pair (D', S"),
but (D%, S%) is very easy to handle when we calculate the characters of the elements of
the Monster. Let’s continue the construction. D" contains D? = {(«, 8,7) : a, 8,7 € D}

and it is easy to see
D*={(a,8,7):a+B+7€D,a,B,7is even }. (7.5)

Hence D is of dimension 41 and has no codewords of weight 2. We note that a pair
(D3, S%) satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) in Hypotheses I. Denote (10'%) by & and set

Q =< (££10'°), (06 &) > . (7.6)

To simplify the notation, let R denote a coset module Mg p and RW denote the fusion
product (tensor product) R x W. As we explained in the introduction, our construction
consists of the following steps.

At first, Vg, ® Vg, ® Vi, contains a set of 48 coordinate conformal vectors
(1l 11, 101 i jk=1,..,16},

where 1 is the Vacuum of Vg,. Decompose it into

Ve, ® Vi, @ Vi, = P (Va® @ V" @ Vi), (7.7)
a,B,7eS
By the fusion rules,
Vi= B (Ve eV’ o V) (7.8)
(a,B,7)€S"

is a sub VOA. Let’s induce it to
V2 = Ind2, Q. (7.9)

We note that since (Q, S*) # 0, a vertex operator of some element in V2 does not have

integer powers of z. In particular, V2 is not a VOA. However, as Mps-modules, we have

md2 (Ve @ VE @ Vi)
= (VR @ VL5 ®@V4) & (RVE ® RVE @ V)
&(Ve ® RVE, ® RV),) & (RVE, ® Vi, ® RVZ,).
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Using (7.4), define W37 for (o, 3,7) € S* as follows:

%% a,a,0) vEga ® VESOC ® VEgaa

(aa,

W) = (RVp,*) ® (RVE,") ® Vi, ™, (7.10)

W(a,ac,a) — (RVESO{) & VEQ; X (RVEga)v .
(a%a,

afee) = Vo' @ (RVg,*) ® (RVig,").

3

Since all RVj, are irreducible Mp-modules by Theorem 3.3, W (@87 are all irreducible

M ps-modules. Induce them into
VX = IndBs (W) (7.11)

for y € S%. Finally, set
Vi= P ). (7.12)
xest
This is the desired Fock space.
Since (D%, S%) satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) of Hypotheses I, the remaining thing
we have to do is to prove that

VXt = Mp, @ VX @ VH @ VX

has a simple VOA structure with a positive definite invariant bilinear form for any pu, y €
St with dim < i, ¥ >= 2. We note that since Mps @ W (> and Mp, @ W©*) are sub
VOAs of Indzgs’(§1§1016)>(M D3 @ W (@) they have simple VOA structures with positive

definite invariant bilinear forms. Take a sub VOA
(V'Y = Mps & (V!X @ (V') & (V1)<
of V! and set
WxX# — MD3 WX WH WX+w

using (7.10). If < x,u > is orthogonal to (£&0'), then Indgi+<(&§1016)>((Vl)x’“) is a
VOA with the desired properties. Moreover it contains WX* as a sub VOA. Similarly,
if < x,pu > is orthogonal to (0'6£,&;) or (£,0'°¢;), then we have the desired properties.
Therefore we may assume that y = (o, «,af) and p = (5,5% ). Set v = a°+ [ and
assume that Supp(a) N Supp(B) # 0. Choose t € Supp(a)) N Supp(S). Then t € Supp(7y).
Set & = (0°7110%") and R' = Mp,¢,. Since

(&&40"%) + (£6,0'0) € DY, (£0'°¢,) + (£0'°¢,) € D, (0'9¢,&) + (0'°6:&) € DY,
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we have
Ind2s (R, ® R'Ve,® @ Vig,®) = Ind2s(RVe,® ® RVi,® ® Vi,™),
md2s (R, @ Vi, ® RVig?) = IndBs(RVe,” @ V" @ RV,
d2: (Vi & RV, ® R'Vp,") = Ind5 (Ve ® RVi, ® RVi,").

Set
= (ftftolﬁ)a Y2 = (ftolﬁft), V3= (016&&)-

Since Supp(y1) € Supp(x), Supp(y2) C Supp(p) and Supp(ys) € Supp(x + p), it
follows from Lemma 3.13 that

R'(Vi)® @ RNV, )* ® (Vg )" = o, (V1) (@)
RY(Vi)? ® (Vig)P* ® RY(Vig, )P = 0, (V1) (B578),
(VEs) ® Rl(VEs)’Y X (VEg)ﬁf = o',y3(V1)(’Y YY)

Since Mps @ (V1)(@ee®) g (V18558 g (V1)) has a simple VOA structure with a
positive definite invariant bilinear form, so does Mps G o1 (V)@@ oo (V)B4
02 (VD)) Since 4t + 42 + 9% = 0, 05142 (VH ) = 6.5(VH 079, Hence
Wb = Mps @ W (@) g W B8 @ 117 (077 has the desired VOA structure and so does
(Vh)x,u'

Hence we assume Supp(a) N Supp(B) = 0. Then one of {«, B3, a + 3¢} is at least (0'°)
since a, 3 € S. Set v = a + 8°. So we may assume o = (0'%) and v = 3. Tt follows
from the structure of D that there is a self dual subcode E of D? which is a direct sum
@Y, E' of 6 [8,4,4]-Hamming codes E' such that E5 = {a € E|Supp(a) C Supp(d)} is
a direct factor of E for any § €< 3,7 >. In particular, there are Mg-modules U®, U?,

U7 such that u
Idg!(U?) = (V)

Ind2" (UP) = (V7)B.5°8),

Indgb(UV) = (VE)0%),
In the following, we assume |3] = 8. We can prove the assertion for 3 = (0'¢) or g = (119)
by the similar arguments. We may assume 3 = (180%). As we showed in §5, we have a
VOA U = Vg, (0%) EBVES(lgog) D Vi, (0%1%) @VES(lw) with a positive definite invariant bilinear

form such that »
Vi, ") = Indp (H(3, (0%) ® H(3, (0)))
(

Vi, " = dR(H (5, &) ® H(3,6))
Ve ™ = mdR(H(3, &) © H({5,61)
V") = IndR (H (55, (0%)) @ H(g5, (0%))),

where ' = Dspsy @ Dgs18) is a direct sum of two Hamming codes. In order to simplify

the notation, we omit the notation ” ® ” between H (x,x) and H (%, *). In particular,
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U = H(3, (0%)H(3, (0%) @ H({5, &) H (3, &) ® H(3, &) H (55, &) ® H(55, (0%) H(45, (0%))
has a VOA structure with a positive definite invariant bilinear form. Since W(®®2°) ig
given by RVp,* ® RVp,® @ Vg,

U* = H(3,&)H(3. (0°)H (5, &) H (5, (0%) H (15, (0%) H (55, (0%)).

We similarly obtain

o ZH(% (0%))H (3, &) H (3, &) H (55, &) H (55, (0%) H (5, &)
ur (iﬁ 51) (27£1>H(%7£1>H(%7£1>H(%7£1>H(%7£1>

By changing the order of the components, (123456) — (243516), we have

Mp = H(3,(0°)H (5, (0%)H(3, (0°)H (5, (0%) H(3, (0°)H (5, (0)),

U* = H(3 (0°)H (3, (0°)H(3, (&) H (55, (0%)H (3, (&) H (55, (0)),
UP = H(3, (&) H (55 (§))H (3, (8))H (55, (0%) H (55, (0°) H (5, (&1)),
U= H(z, (&) H (15 (£))H (5, (0))H (3, (8))H (55, (6)) H (55, (€1)

By Lemma 3.8, there is another coordinate set of conformal vectors {d', ..., d®} in My,

such that ' '
H(L (&) wrt. <e' > = H(:,(0%) wrt. <d' >

H(L &) wrt, <e' > H(L (6)) wrt. <di >
H(s5,(0%) wrt. <e' > '

Changing the coordinate sets, we have

V) = IdR(H (3, (0%) @ H(L, (0%)))

i 08 = IndP(H (3. (€) @ H(35, (0)
Véi Y = dR(H (%, (0%) ® H(L, (&)
Vi) = d2(H (%, () © H(&. (61))

with respect to {d*, ...,d%,d°, ...,d*6}. Therefore, U = My o U* @ UP @ U is a subset of a
VOA Vi, @V, @V, It is also easy to check that U is closed under the products. Hence, U
is a VOA with a positive definite invariant bilinear form and so does (V#)¥# = Indgh (U).

This completes the construction of V.

Q.E.D.

Corollary 7.1 V% has a positive definite invariant bilinear form.
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Remark 3 Because of our construction, a VOA satisfying Hypotheses I is a direct sum of
the tensor product of L(%, 0), L(%, %), L(%, %) and we know the multiplicities of irreducible

L(3,0)®"-modules by Theorem 3.2, (c.f. Corollary 5.2 in [Mid]). Hence it is not difficult

to calculate its character

Chv( ) 27rzz/ (rank(V Z dlmV e2mz

For example, let’s show (V); = 0. We first have (Mps); = 0 since D% has no codewords
of weight 2. Also, if (V#)Y # 0, then the weight of y is equal to 16 and so X is one of
(11501°01), (01°116016) or (01%0161'6). Say x = (1160'50%). Since (V¥)X = Indp; VL9 ®

8
Mpy +& ® Mpy 1¢) and D" does not contains any words of the form (a,&;, &), the
minimal weight of (V#)X is greater than 1. Therefore, we obtain V; = 0.

8 Conformal vectors

Since each rational conformal vector e € V' with central charge % offers an automorphism
Te, it is very important to find such conformal vectors for studying the automorphism

group Aut(V). Therefore, we will construct several conformal vectors of V¥ explicitly.

8.1 Casel

Set Dy =< Hg® Hg, (£,€1) > and S =< (1'%) >, where & = (107). Then the pair (Dy, S)
satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) of Hypotheses L. Set
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
U= H( O H(5.0)® (3 6)H(5.6) © Hlos 6)H (. 0) & (o 0)H (-

2’ 2’
U is a sub VOA of Vp,. It is easy to see that dim(H(3,0)H(3,0)); =0 and

dlm( (5?51) (5751))1 - dlm( (Eagl) (16’0))1 - dlm(H(116>0)H(1L6a§1))1 = 1. Hence
U, is isomorphic to sl(2). Viewing (H(3,&)H (3, &)1 as a Cartan subalgebra of si(2),
H(i5,&)H (£, 008 H (L, 0)H (55, &) contains two roots ¢(x) and o(—z). Take a sub lattice

VOA of type A; generated by U;, we may obtain the following elements:

2(=1)1 € (H(3,&)H (5, &)1,
Wx) +u(—z) € (H(5,8)H (5
Wx) — u(—z) € (H(5, &) H (5

Take another copy of them and set
y(=11 € (H(3,8)H(5,&)h

£1).

0));, and
0))1-

H(L 0
16
H(L. 0
16



Then we have

H(£2) @ u(Ey) + u(Fx) @ u(Fy) € Hlgg 0)H (55 &) H (55, 0)H (55,61

@H(%>€1)H(%ﬁ>O)H(%ﬁagl)H(llwo)
z(—1)y(=1) € H(3&)H (35, 6)H(3,&)H (5, &), and
r(—1)%1, y(—1)%1 € H(,0)H(3,0)H(%,0)H(3,0).

Since (x £y, x+y) =2, et (x+y) = 5z £y)(=1)*1 + ;((lx £ y) + «(—z T y)) and
e (zty) = 5(x+y)(—1)*1—1((z+y) +1(—2x Fy)) are rational conformal vectors with
central charge 5. Hence, we obtain four rational conformal vectors e*(z £ y) in

8.2 Case I1

We first treat the first component Vg, ® 1 ® 1 of Vg, ® Vg, ® Vg,. We denote Dpg,,
Sgs and Vg, by D, S, V here, respectively. Let o, 5 € S so that |a| = |8] = |a + 3.
By rearranging the coordinate sets, we may assume a = (180%), 3 = (10*110%). As we
showed, V' contains a sub VOA

U=MpoV* o V* @V’

for a, 8 € S. Since D,, Dg and D,p are all isomorphic to Hg, the multiplicities of the
irreducible L(%,0)®®-modules in V** & V7 @ Vo are all one by Theorem 3.2. Hence
dim(V*); = dim(V#"); = dim(Ve*P); = 8. Since D does not contain any words of
weight 2, (Mp); = 0 and so (V), (VF); and (V+P); are all commutative Lie algebras.
Since U is a sub VOA of a lattice VOA V of rank 8 and so U; is isomorphic to sl(2)®.
Viewing (V*#); as a Cartan subalgebra and embedding it into a lattice VOA Vys of
root lattice Af, we denote the positive roots by (1), ..., t(xg) and the negative roots by

t(—=x1), ..., t(—xg). In addition, we may assume

fori=1,...,8.

We next treat the second and third components of Vg, @ Vg, @Vp,. By the similar argu-
ments as in the construction of the moonshine VOA, Mpz @ W () @ W B.8) g Jy (at+fath)
has a simple VOA structure, where W = RV2 ® RVg,, W@ = II%VEB8 ® RVEB8 and
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Wiethath) — V]?:B ® VE‘;B. Set F={(c/,0"): &'+ € D,a, 3" even }. Then Mg does
not contain any roots and D@ F C D, Set U7 = Ind%f72 (W) for v € {a, B, a+F}. By
Theorem 3.7, we have a VOA U = Mp & U** @ U @ U275 Since | Flaa) | = |Flgg)| =
| F((a+8)(at8))| = 2", the multiplicities of irreducible L(1,0)®'%-submodules is 8. Hence,
dim(U77) = 8 for v € {a, B, + B} Set UM = Indj* (RVi, ") @ RV, (™)), U2 =
Indy;”, (Vi * @Vig,®), U7 = Indy”, (Vie," @ Vig,”) and U200 = Indy” (RVp,* @
RV, %), Then, X = My @ UM) g goe g UBS g Uothoth g e g UFF° g
Uo+850+8° has a VOA structure. Since (Mp @ UG (1)) = 0, (TetF%0th g [othoth),
is of dimension 16. Since X is a sub VOA of a lattice VOA V of rank 16, X; is isomorphic
to s((2)* and U, is isomorphic to sl(2)8. Viewing (U*"#2+F); as a Cartan subalgebra
and embedding them in a lattice VOA Vs of the root lattice A%, we denote the positive
roots by ¢(y1), ..., t(ys) and the negative roots by t(—y1), ..., t(—ys). We may also assume
that

yi(—1) € (Uetheth),
Wy) + (=) € (U )
Wyi) —u(=y) € (UT)
fori=1,...,8.
Set )
We=Vg U™,
Wh = Vgg ® UPP and
Wwets — Vg;rﬁ Q@ Uathoth,
Then

V= Mper & W* & W’ & Wots
is a sub VOA of V. We have
LL’i(—l)2 < MD,
( ) S MF>
zi(—1yi(—1) € W7,
(e(z') + o(=2")(u(y") + ¢(—y')) € W* and
(e(2) = (=) ((y’) — o(~y")) € WP
By the same arguments as in the case I, we have 32 mutually orthogonal conformal vectors
A% = (@t + ) (1)L + (@’ +y) + (=" — )
d = L2+ ') (1)1 — i(b(l’ +y') + (2" —y'))
At = (et -y (- )21 + (@ =) + (=2’ + )
dt = (2" —y")(=1)*1 — (o’ —y') + (2" + y))

in V!, where «(z" + y') denotes ¢(z%) ® 1(y").
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9 Automorphism group

In this section, we will prove that the full automorphism group of V? is the Monster simple

group. We first quote the following two theorems about the finiteness of automorphism
group from [Mi4].

Hypotheses 11
(1) V=>"7,Viis a VOA over R.

(2) dimVp = 1.

3)Vi=0.

(4) V has a positive definite invariant bilinear form (, ).
(

5) The Virasoro element is a sum of mutually orthogonal conformal vectors with central

Under the above Hypotheses 11, we recall the following results from [[Mi4].

Theorem 9.1 Lete, f be two distinct conformal vectors with central charge % Then we

have

<e,f>§1—12 and (e—f,e—f)zé.

In particular, there are only finitely many conformal vectors with central charge %

[Proof] Using the product ab = a1b and the inner product (a,b)1 = asb for a,b € V5,
V, becomes a commutative algebra called Griess algebra. Let V, = Re @ Ret be the
decomposition of V5, where Ret = {v € V|(v,e) = 0}. For f, there are r € R and
w € Re'* such that

f=ret+w.

Since (ew, e) = (w, €?) = (w, 2e) = 0, we have ew € Ret and so
2re + 2w = 2f = f? = {r*2e + w2} + {(w* — w?) + 2rew},
where w?, denotes the first entry of w? in the decomposition Re @ Ret. Hence,
r2/2 4+ (e,w?) = (e,2r% + w?) = (e, f*) = (e, 2f) = (e,2re) =r/2

and so (e,w?) = r(1 —r)/2. On the other hand,

1 ,1
Z:<f7f>:7n Z_'_(wvw)v
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and so (w,w) = $(1 —r?). Since < e > L(3,

is isomorphic to one of L(3,0), L(3, 5), L(3, 1) and w — ¢ is a sum of rational conformal
vectors with central charge %, the eigenvalues of L(0) — e; is nonnegative. Hence, the
eigenvalues of e; on V5 is 0, 1, 2, %, %—l— 1, %6, %6 +1. Ifeyv = (% +1)vor (1—16 +1)v, then then
eov # 0, which contradicts to esv € Vi = 0. If eyv = 2v, then egv # 0, which contradicts

to v € Ret. If e;v = v, then v € (L(,0)); = 0. Hence, the eigenvalues of e on Re' are

0) and every irreducible L(3,0)-module

0, %, or %. Hence, we obtain

(w,0) = (1~ 7%)

N —

r/2 —1%/2 = (e,w?) = (e,w?) = (we,w) <

and so 3r? —4r+1 > 0. This implies r > 1 or r < é If » > 1, then it contradicts (w,w) >
0. We hence have 7 < 1 and so (e, f) < 15, which implies (e — f,e — f) > 1. Hence, there
are only finitely many conformal vectors with central charge 3 since {v € V5|(v,v) = 4}
is a compact space.

Q.E.D.
Theorem 9.2 [fV satisfies Hypothesis 11, then Aut(V') is finite.

[Proof] Suppose false and let G be an automorphism group of V' of infinite order.
Since G acts on the set J of all conformal vectors with central charge % and J is a
finite set by Theorem 9.1, we may assume that G fixes all conformal vectors with central
charge % In particular, G fixes all coordinate conformal vectors e’ for i = 1,...,n. Set
P =<r.::1=1,..,n >. By the definition of 7.:, P is an elementary abelian 2-group.
Let V = @ errr(p) VX be the decomposition of V' into the eigenspaces of P, where Irr(P)
is the set of all linear characters of P and VX = {v € V : gv = x(g)v Vg € P}. As we
mentioned in the introduction, 7(VX) = (ay, ...,a,) is given by (—1)% = y(e’). Since G
fixes all €' and g7'7.ig = 741y for g € Aut(V) by the definition, [G, P] = 1 and so G
leaves all VX invariant. In particular, G acts on V!¢, We think over the action of G on
Vie (= VP) for a while. Set T =< e',...,e" >= L(5,0)*". Since dimVy = 1, T is the
only irreducible T-submodule of V' isomorphic to L(%, 0)®. By the hypotheses, V' has a
positive definite invariant bilinear form and so V¥ is simple. Hence, V7 is isomorphic to
a code VOA Mp for some even linear code D. In particular, V* is a direct sum of finite
distinct irreducible T-modules M,,. Since T is generated by {e’: i =1,...,n} and G fixes
all e!, G fixes all vectors of T" and so the action of g € G on M, is a scalar \,. Since V
has a positive definite invariant bilinear form, we have 0 # (v,v) = (g(v), g(v)) = A2 (v, v)

and so A, = &1. Since |D| is finite, a finite index subgroup of G fixes all vectors of V*.
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So we may assume that G fixes all vectors in V¥, Since VX is a irreducible VZ-module
by [DMZ], g € G acts on VX as a scalar \,. By the same arguments as above, we have a

contradiction.
Q.E.D.

In §3, we proved that we can induce every automorphism of D into an automorphism
of Mp. We will here show that we can induce every automorphism of S* into an auto-

morphism of V7.

Lemma 9.1 For any g € Aut(S?), there is an automorphism g of V* such that j(e') =
e9(i)

[Proof] By Lemma 3.2, we may assume that ¢ is an automorphism of Mp:. Let
g((V#)X) be an Mp;-module defined by v,,(g - u)) = g - (¢~ (v)u) for v € Mp: and
u € (VH)X. Clearly, 7(g((V#)X) = g~!(x) and

9(VF) = @ressg(VF)X)

has a VOA structure containing g(Mpy) = Mp: by Theorem 3.8. We will prove that there
is an M ps-isomorphism
T s (V) = (V)00

for y € S% Then, by the uniqueness theorem (Theorem 3.3), there are scalars Ay such
that
¢:g(VE) =V

given by ¢ = A\, mx on g((V*)X) is a VOA-isomorphism. Hence, §(v) = ¢(g - v) for v € V*
is one of the desired automorphisms of V.

Since S* = {(o,3,7) : @, 3,7 € Sk, 3,7 = aora’}, Aut(S%) = S5 x Aut(Sg,),
where S3 is the symmetric group on three letters. As we showed in §5, Aut(Sg,) =
GL(5,2); = {g € GL(5,2) : ¢/(10000) = *(10000)}. In particular, g leaves D* = D, &
Dg, @ D, and D* invariant. Set x = (o, 3,7). We first assume that g € Ss. Since
(VX = Indgg(W(a’ﬁ’“’)) and W57 is given by (7.10), we have g(W (5 = Jy9(@8:)
as Mps-modules and so we have the desired isomorphism for ¢ € S3. Now, assume
g = (h,h,h) with b € Aut(Sg,). Set j = h(1). By Lemma 5.1, h(Vj,) = Vgg(a) and so
g(W )y o2 7 (hla)h(e).h(@)) - Hence, we may assume x = (o, o, o). By the definition,

g(Wleaa®)y = h(Rvgs)f@ h(RVE,) ® hh(VEa;) X
=~ (WR)VA @ (h(R)Vi) @ Vpe?
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as Mp, ® Mp, & Mp, -modules. Since R = Mpy e, h(R) = Mpy, +¢;, where §; =
(Oj_11016_j). Since (51 + £j,§1 + §j,016) S Dh7 (R X h(R)) ® (R X h(R)) X MDEs is a
submodule Mpa, (¢, y¢; ¢ +¢;,006) of Mps and so we have

g(Vi¥ = g(Indpy Weeo)
R a of
= Indf; (W(R)VE) @ (WR)VA) @ (VA)
~ Iy RV @ RVE® @ Vi
~ (Vh)g(x)_

Q.E.D.

Let A be the Leech lattice and let V be a lattice VOA constructed from A. The

following result easily comes from the construction of V) in [FLMZ].

Lemma 9.2 Aut(V,) = ((R*)®*)Co0.0, where R* =R — {0} is the multiplicative group
of R.

[Proof] Since (V)1 is a commutative Lie algebra RA of rank 24 and exp(a/(0)) =
>0 5 (@(0))" is an automorphism acting () as exp({a, z))i(x) for v € (V3); and z € A,
we have an automorphism group R*®*!, which is a normal subgroup of Aut(V,). On
the other hand, Frenkel, Lepowsky and Meurman [FLMZ] induced g € Aut(A) into an
automorphism of the group extension A = {£u(z) : * € A} and also into an automorphism
of V using cocycles. Hence, V) has an automorphism group (RX®24)CO.0. We note that
this is not split extension. Conversely, choose g € Aut(Vy) — (R*¥**)C0.0, then g leaves
(V)1 invariant and so it leaves a sub VOA < (V}); > of free bosons and so g acts on the
lattice of highest weights of < (Vj4); > in V}, which is isomorphic to the Leech lattice.
Multiplying an element of C'0.0, we may assume that ¢ fixes all highest weights vectors
t(x) : x € A up to scalar multiple and so g commutes with z(0) for x € L. Hence, g fixes

all elements of (V); and so g € (R*®*).

Q.E.D.
Theorem 9.3 Aut(V?) is the Monster simple group.

[Proof] As we proved, the full automorphism group of V¥ is finite. Set § = T,17.2

and decompose V¥ into the direct sum
Vi=VteVv-
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of the eigenspaces of &, where V* = {v € V#: §(v) = +v}. By the definition of 7,,,
vVt = > (V5.
acSh, (a,(11046))=0

Set Sy =< (110%) >+ NS* and Dy = Sy. Since

St = {(Oz,ﬁ,’}/) ta, By € SE8>5’7 € {a’ac}}

and
Spe =< (1'9), (1°0%), (170%)%, (170%)*, (10)* >,

we have the expression:
Sx = {(a1,...,azs) € S* : a; = (00), (11)}.

In particular, ¢ is equal to T.2m-17.2m for m =1, ..., 24. It is straightforward to check that
V* has the structure given in Hypotheses I for S = Sy and D = D". Since Sy is larger

than D, we can construct an induced VOA
Vi =Ind2p (V).

Since (Sp)t = Dy, V, is a holomorphic VOA of rank 24 by Theorem 6.1. It follows from
the direct calculation that the codewords of D, of weight 2 are

{(110%), (00110*), ..., (0%°11)}.

We assert that (Indgg‘ (V) = 0 for a # 0. Suppose (Inde(V“)o‘)l # 0 for some a.
Then |a| = 16 and so « is one of (1}6032), (0161%601%), (0321%6), say o = (1%60%?). Since
(VF)« is given by Indl’:;;,z8 (VE(EG) ® Mppy,+6 @ Mpy +¢,) and Dy does not contain any word
of form (x£;&4), (Indgg‘ (V5)?); = 0. Consequently,

G = (Va1 = (Mp, )1 = @aepy,jal=2(Ma )1
is a commutative Lie algebra of rank 24. and < (Vj); > is a VOA of free bosons of
rank 24. We note that G has a positive definite invariant bilinear form (-,-) given by
viu = (v,u)l since Vi has a positive definite invariant bilinear form. Hence, CV, is

isomorphic to a lattice VOA CV} of the Leech lattice A by [Md]. More precisely, we will

show the following lemmas in order to continue the proof of the theorem.
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Lemma 9.3 V) is isomorphic to the lattice VOA Vi of Leech lattice given in Proposition
2.2. In particular, we can choose a set of mutually orthogonal vectors {xt, ..., x*} in A
of squared length 4 such that

gj—i L 2.0 i (o j
T (=1)%e” + (=1)"(e(2”) + 1(—27))

forj =1,..,24 and j = 0,1. Moreover, (bbibaby - - - bayboy) € Sa if and only if there is
(a;) € Z3* such that x = 53 ax’ + 1 > b’ € A.

[Proof] Set
W={veVy:z(n)v=0foralzegandn >0}

Then the actions of {z(0) : z € G} on CW is diagonalizable since G is commutative. Let
L be the set of highest weights of G in CW. It is easy to see that L is an even unimodular
positive definite lattice without roots since (Vi ); = 0. Hence, L is the Leech lattice and
CVy = CVj.

On the other hand, from Theorem 4.1, V) has a positive definite invariant bilinear

form and it also has a Zs-grading
Vi= (V<> a Vg

by the definition of induced VOAs, where V~ = M 9164 pr X (Va)<o>,

Let 6 be an automorphism defined by 1 on (V#)<%> and —1 on V. Since @ is acting
on (Vy); as —1 and so it is equal to the automorphism of CV) induced from —1 on A. Set
V = (V<> @ =1V, . It is also a subVOA of CV}. Let «(z) denote a highest weight
vector of G in CV}, with a highest weight = € A. Namely, u(0)c(z) = (u, z)u(z) for u € G.
We note that 8(c(z)) = (—=1)*u(x) for (x,z) = 2k. As a G-module, the space W of highest
weight vectors is a direct sum of irreducible G-modules W*# whose dimension are less than
or equal to 2. If dimW* = 1, then CW* = Cu(x) for some z € A. If dim W* = 2, then
CW' = Cu(z) + Cu(y). Since W is irreducible, ¢(x) and t(y) are in the same homogenous
space C(Vy)y for some k. Since CG = CA, we have Zz = Zy and so y = —x. So W'
has a basis {ac(z) + bu(—x),c(x) + diu(—x)} for some a,b,¢,d € C. We may assume
that @ € R. Since V) has a positive definite invariant bilinear form, we have assume
that {%(m(:)j) + bu(—x)), %(a(a:) + di(—x))} is an orthonormal basis. Therefore, b =
(=D*at, d = (—1)*¢"t and ad+bc = (—1)*(ac'+a~tc) = 0. Hence, a®> = —c* > 0 and so
we have ¢ = v/—1a and d = —/—1b. Since CW* = Cu(z) + Co(—z) and Wi = CW' NV},
0 keeps W' invariant. Hence, 0(ac(z) + (=1)*a " i(=2)) = a li(z) + (=1 a(—2) €
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W and so we have a = +1. Hence, «(x) + (=1)*u(—2),v/=1(1(z) — (=1)*u(—2)) € W
and v/—1z(0) € G for + € A. Consequently, Vi coincides with the lattice VOA Vj
defined in Proposition 2.2. We recall the structure Vz, = L(3,0) ® L(3,0) ® L(,1) ®
L(1,1) and (L(3,2) @ L(3,3))1 = Ry/—=1z(-1)1 for a VOA Vy, with (z,z) = 4. Since
(Vi = (Mp,)1 = @2, (Mey, 1)1, €9 —e¥ 1€ L = {v € Vy|z(n)v = 0 forall z €
(Vo)1 and n > 0} and R(e* — e ~1) +/=1R27(0)(e* —e*~!) is irreducible G-submodule
of L. Hence, by the above arguments we have

Xt = ixj(—l)ze0 + (=1)

! J J
K J07) + o))

for some 27 € A. Since

0= (¥ 4 X)) (e — 1) = 6—4<x],xk>2(b(:ﬂk) + 1(—2))
for k # j, we have (27, 2%) = 0. Namely, {z!,...,2%'} is a set of mutually orthogonal
vectors of A with squared length 4. If y = > ¢;z' € A, then ¢; € iZ. Assume that
showed in §2,
(1) b; = 1if and only if irreducible T7-submodule of TV is isomorphic to L(%, %6) ®L(%, %)
(2) b; = 0 and a; = 1 if and only if irreducible 77-submodule of W is isomorphic to
L(3,3) ® L(3,0) or L(3,0) ® L(3, 3)-
(3) b = 0 and a; = 0 if and only if irreducible T7-submodule of W is isomorphic to
L(3,0) ® L(3,0) or L(3,3) ® L(3, 3)-
In particular, we have (blblbgbg s b24b24) € SA.

Conversely, if v = (bybiboby - - - bysbos) € Si, then < (Vi) > acts on (V4)? and so
(VA)V N L # 0. Hence, by the above arguments, there is an element z € A such that
Wz) € Vi or u(z) + (=1)"12(—=z) € (V})?. We can also find (a;) € Z3* such that
=33 a4+ 13 bt

Q.E.D.

Lemma 9.4 For anyy € A with squared length 4, T+ = Tew)~ n Aut(Vy) and 1.+ €

[Proof] Since C'0.0 acts on the set of all vectors in A with squared length 4 transi-
tively, we may assume that y = 2! and e(y)™ = ¢! and e(y)™ = €2, where {z!, ..., 2?1} is
the set defined in the above lemma. By the arguments in the proof of the above lemma,
it is clear that 7.+ = Teq)-. Since Tau(x) = (=12 (z) and [, 2(—n)] = 0, we have
Ta € < +1 >92,
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Q.E.D.

Let’s go back to the proof of the theorem 9.3. Set V = (V)° & /—1V~. By the
proof of Proposition 2.2 and the above lemma, V), is isomorphic to a lattice VOA of the
Leech lattice which is given by the ordinary construction. Let 6 be an automorphism of
V defined by 1 on (V%) and —1 on /—1V~. We identify (V#)<%> and V. Let J be the
set of all rational conformal vectors in (V¥)<°> with central charge 1. Set
Ki=<71,:e€J>C Aut(V9),

K=<rt,:e€J>CAut((V%)<*>) and

Ky=<Tc:e€ J>C Aut(Vy).

Set G = Aut(V?) and H = Aut(V}). By Lemma 9.2, H = (R***)C0.0 and
Cr(< 0 >) = 222Co.0. Clearly, K* C Cg(< 6 >) and Ky C Cg(< 6 >).

By the restrictions from V% to (V#)<%> and from Vj to V7%, we have epimorphisms
7 K% — K and 7y : Ky — K. By [DMZ], Ker(n%) =< § > and Ker(my) =< 6 > NK,.
So we have the following diagram:

G = Aut(V?) Aut((VH)?) H = Aut(Vy)
| |
Cq(9) \ / \ / Cu(0)
Ca(9) Cu(0)
K K
TN
<0 > \K/ <0 >NK,
1

First, we will show that K Z 224 <0>. Let g be a permutation on 48 letters {1, ..., 48}
such that ¢ fixes all 14 2m and 3+ 2m and switches 2+ 4m and 4 + 4m for m =0, ..., 11.
It is straightforward to check that ¢ is an automorphism of S% By Lemma 9.1, there
is an automorphism § € Aut(V?*) such that j(e') = e9®). Set ¢ = 7.7 (= §(0)) and
~§\ = g(f)A) and then apply the above arguments. By the above lemma, there is a set of

mutually orthogonal vectors {#',...,#**} in A of squared length 4 such that

9j—i _ L 2 Ly i/
= 757 (=1%(0) + (1)L (&) + (=7)).

It is easy to see that v = (0%180%1%0%1%) € S,. Since ((VF#)Y)y # 0, there is y € A
of squared length 4 such that (y,z') = 1 (mod 2) if and only if i € Supp(y). Then
e(y) = £y(=1)%(0) + 3 (e(y) +1(—y)) is a rational conformal vector in (Vy)<07et ez e8>,

&
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In particular, g(e(y)) € (V#)<°>. Since (y,2°) = 1 (mod 2), we have T, (¢(£2°) =
—u(£2°) and so 7., switches ¢? and €'°. On the other hand, g fixes ¢? and switches e'
and e'?. Hence, 75(e(y)) switches ¢ and e'? and so T;(,)) does not belong to 2% < § >.

Since K is generated by all conformal vectors in (V,)<Y>, K, is a normal subgroup
of Cy(< 6 >) = 222C0.0 and so we have Ky = Cy(< 6 >). Hence, K = 2**Co0.1 and
so we have Kf = 21724Co.1. If Oy(K?) is an Abelian 2-group, then 21+ =< § > @Z#
as a Co.l-module. Let y be a vector of A of squared length 4 and (y,2?*) = 1. Then
e*(y) € (V)< and 7o+ () fixes § = 772 = TearTeas and switches e!” and e®.

21%24 Since § = 7,778, we may assume e’ € Z2' and

By Lemma 9.4, 7.7, T8 €
e*® ¢ 73*, which contradicts that 7.(,) switches e and e*®. Hence, 2!72* is a non-abelian
and so 21124 are isomorphic to a central extension of A/2A using the inner product, since
Co.1 acts on faithfully. By Lemma 9.1, Aut(V?) contains a subgroup whose restriction
on {e!, ..., e*®} is isomorphic to GL(5,2); x S3, where S3 permutes 3 components of ng’
and GL(5,2); = {A € GL(5,2) : Av = v for v = *(10000)}. Set §; = 717 and B? =<
9,01 >. Denote § and 04; by dy and dy, respectively. Since a subgroup of GL(5,2);
acts on {8y, 01,02} transitively and e® is given by a vector of A of squared length 4, we
have Ny (B?) = 22712122(S5 x Myy) from the structure of Cy e (9) = 21424 Co.1.
Similarly, all nontrivial elements of B® =< 7T.17.2,T.17.s,T.1T.s > are conjugate by the
actions of GL(5,2); C Aut(V") and s0 Ny e (B?) =2 2876712418(3G5 5 [4(2)). By the
same arguments, we can calculate the normalizer of B* =< T,17T.2, To1Tes, Te1 Tos, To1 Teo >.
We leave these calculation to the reader.

We will next prove that Aut(V?) is a simple group. Let H be a nontrivial minimal
normal subgroup of Aut(V*). Then C(d;) is a normal subgroup of C(4;) = 2'*2*Co.1 for
i =0,1,2. Hence, Cy(6;) = 2'724Co.1 or Cy(5;) = 217 or Cy(6;) =< §; >. We note that
8; (i =0,1,2) are conjugate to each other in Aut(V?) and so Cy(6;) = C () fori = 1,2.
In any cases, 6; € H and so Cy(d;) #< §; > since §; €< Cy(d;) i =1,2,3 >= H. If
P = Cy(6;) = 2" then P is a Sylow 2-subgroup of H. Since |P : C'p(d3)| = 2 and Cp(d2)
is not abelian, [Cp(d2), Cp(d2)] =< 01 >, which contradicts [Cy(d2), Cr(de)] =< 0y >.
Hence we have Cy(d;) = 21721Co.1. Since < §; > is a characteristic subgroup of a Sylow
2-subgroup of H, we have H = Aut(V?) and so Aut(V?) is a simple group. By the
characterization of the Monster simple group and the above facts, we know Aut(V?) is

the Monster simple group, see [I],[H,[1]]-
Q.E.D.

Since V* is a holomorphic VOA with rank 24 with (V%); = 0 and the Monster simple

group acts on B = V2h faithfully, B is isomorphic to the Griess algebra constructed in
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[Gi]. We have also proved that (V¥)? is isomorphic to (V4)?. Hence, V¥ is equal to the
moonshine VOA constructed in [FLMZ].

10 Meromorphic VOAs

In this section, we will construct an infinite series of holomorphic VOAs whose full auto-
morphism groups are finite. We will adopt the notation from §7 and repeat the similar
constructions as in §7.

Forn=1,2,.-- set
Sh(n) =< ({00} 11500101 2= ()" ) i a € S(P),i=1,---,2n > .

S%(n) is an even linear code of length 16 +32n and (S%(n))* contains a direct sum D?"+1
of 2n + 1 copies of D for each n. Let v be an element of S*(n), then there is a € S(P)
such that

Y= (ﬁla ooy 62714—1)7
where (; € {a,a}. We may assume that the number of f5; satisfying ; = a is odd. Set

WY = ®?Zi"1v[~/5i’

where R
Whi = Vi® if 3;, =a and
Wh = RVg,™ if B; = a”.
Set
Vin) = € w
vE€S5(n)
and

VE(n) = Indy S5O0 (V3(n).

Then we can show that V#(n) has a VOA structure by exactly the same proof as in the
construction of V. It also satisfies (V%(n)); = 0. Moreover, it is a holomorphic VOA by
Theorem 6.1 and its full automorphism group is finite by Theorem 9.2.

11 Characters

In this section, we will calculate the characters of 3C' element and 2B element of the Mon-
ster simple group. It follows from our construction that we can induce an automorphism

of D% into an automorphism of V.
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11.1 3C

Clearly, ¢ = (1,17,33)(2,18,34)...(16,32,48) is an automorphism of D Let g be an
automorphism of V% induced from §. By the definition, g acts on {¢’ : i = 1,...,48} as
(1,17,33)(2, 18, 34)...(16, 32, 48).
V% contains Mps = Mp@Mp®RMp, where D = Dpg,. We view Viasan MpQMpRMp-
module. Since g permutes {VX : x € S}, we obtain
ch yi(g,2) = tr,.(VF)
= tr g@(@xgzxesb V)
= ftr g,z(@aeDEs V(a’a’a))a

where tr (V) = S tr (g), 2™ for V = @V,
By the definition of V(@)

[e'Ne'Ne M (6% (6% (6%
Ve =Ind,,” (Vg @ Vg, ® V).
It follows from the definition of induced modules,

Ind” (U) = @ Mpsy, x U
ueDI /D3
as Mps-modules. Since D* = {(a,8,7) : @+ B+~ € D,a, 3,6 even }, we obtain that
g(D? + pu) = D3 + p if and only if p € D3. Hence,
tr (V)
= ftr gvz(véxg ® ang ® Vﬁg)
= tr 973,2(‘/58).

Therefore, we have
A ye(9.2) = oepy, 1 0:(VE)
= tr ;3.(Vg) =ch VEB(l, 3z).
11.2 1 and 2B
Let § = 7.17.2. We proved that (V#)<%> is isomorphic to (V)<?>. Hence,
ch ((VH<>) =1 4 985804 + ...

So we will calculate the character of (V#)~ = {v € V" : §(v) = —v}. It follows from the
definition of 7.: that

ch (VH) = D, (VY.

(x,(110%0))=1
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Set x = (a, 8,7) with a, 8,7 € Z35. Assume (x, (110%®)) = 1. Then the weight of « is 8
and so the weight of y is 24. Hence, dim Di = 7+ 7+ 4 and so the multiplicity of every
irreducible T-submodule of (V#)X is 2. Let U be an irreducible T-submodule of (V)X
It follows from the total degree that the number of L(3,1) in U = @8, L(3, k') is odd.
On the other hand, let v be an odd word with Supp(y) N Supp(x) = 0. By the action
of Mp;, there exists an irreducible T-submodule isomorphic to ®L(3, k') with h' = 1 for
i € Supp(7), b = 15 for i € Supp(x) and h' = 0 for i & Supp(x + 7). Hence

ch ((VE)¥) = 2%h {L(3, 15)**'5((L(3,0) + L(3, 3)**! = (L(3.0) — L(3,5))**")}

27 272

320" [Tuen (1 + @) (Tens s (L4 0% = Tlens (1 — 0™

Since there are 64 codewords y such that (x, (110%%)) = 1, we have

h((VE)) = 290% [Leu(l + ¢ [y s (1 + 0 = Ty s (1= )%
= 22U (1 + 249 + .)(48¢" % + )
212(24¢% + ...).

In particular, we obtain (V%); = 0 and dim(V%), = 196884.
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