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Abstract

We show that the Mathieu groups My and Mas in the isometry group of the odd
Leech lattice do not lift to subgroups of the automorphism group of its lattice vertex oper-
ator (super)algebra. In other words, the subgroups 224 Mo, and 223. Moy of the automor-
phism group of the odd Leech lattice vertex operator algebra are non-split extensions. Our
method can also confirm a similar result for the Conway group Coq and the Leech lattice,
which was already shown in [Gri73]. This study is motivated by the moonshine-type ob-
servation on the N/ = 2 extremal elliptic genus of central charge 24 by [BDFK15]. We
also investigate weight-1 and Weight-% currents invariant under the subgroup 224. My, or
223 Moy of the automorphism group of the odd Leech lattice vertex operator algebra, and
revisit an N’ = 2 superconformal algebra in it.
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1 Introduction

Symmetries of lattices can be key ingredients in understanding moonshine phenomena. The
most prominent example is the moonshine module V#, which was constructed in [FLM88] as
a Z», orbifold of the Leech lattice vertex operator algebra (VOA), and provided an explanation
for the appearance of the representation dimensions of the monster group M in the coefficients
of the modular J-function. The symmetry, or the automorphism (isometry) group Aut(Ayy)
of the Leech lattice Ay is the Conway group Cogp, and its information is inherited by the
automorphism group Aut(V?) of the moonshine module V%, which is the monster group M, in
the form of the maximal subgroup 2'724.Co; C M, where Co; = Cog/Zs is the quotient of
Cog by its center.! The proof that the automorphism group Aut(V*) is the monster group M
was first given by [FLM88], and another simple proof was provided in [Miy04].

Another case where we can expect the symmetry of a lattice accounts for a moonshine
phenomenon was observed in [BDFK15]. They pointed out that if we decompose a certain
weak Jacobi form Z™=4(7, z) of weight 0 and index m = 4, called the N = 2 extremal elliptic

ext

genus of central charge ¢ = 6m = 24 [Wit07, GGK'08], into the characters ch;\i fz_ff L Q(T, 2)
~6 2%

of the Ramond representations of N' = 2 superconformal algebra (SCA), where the tilde of R
denotes (—1)¥=7 inserted,
Zmet = ol R g a7end 2R

t 7. 7.
X 27174 27170

N=2R N=2R N=2R N=2R N=2R
+ 23 ch%;z4 + 2024((3h%;273 + ch%;27_3) + 14168((:h%;272 + Ch%;z’_z) + e
(L.1)

then representation dimensions of the largest Mathieu group My, appear in a nontrivial way.

(See for example [CDD™ 14] for explicit formulae of chﬁfé’R(T, z).) For example, My, has
irreducible representations of dimension 23 and 2024, and 14168 is the sum 10395+ 35204253
of irreducible representation dimensions of Ms,,. They further constructed a chiral N' = 2
superconformal field theory (SCFT) whose partition function of the R sector coincides with
the extremal elliptic genus Z™7*(7, ). Their construction was the fermionization of the lattice
conformal field theory (CFT) of the (A;)?! lattice, together with a special choice of N' = 2
SCA generators. The automorphism group of the (A;)** lattice is 2** : My, [CS99, Table 16.1,
Ch. 18 §4], although the subgroup of the automorphism group of the resulting CFT fixing their
N = 2 SCA becomes smaller than Mo,. A similar analysis was also done for ' = 4 extremal
CFT of central charge 24 in [Har16].

This situation of [BDFK15] seems analogous to the celebrated K3 Mathieu moonshine.
The K3 Mathieu moonshine was first observed in [EOT10] and studied extensively (see for
example [GHV11,Gan12,GTVW13] and the references listed below), but is still missing some

'Here, N.G denotes any (split or non-split) extension of a group G by a group N. In addition, we write N : G
if it splits, or it is a semidirect product of N and G. See the beginning of Section 2 or Appendix A.1 for more on
notations of groups.



nice algebraic structure to explain all the properties such as the twining elliptic genera [Chel0,
GHV10a,GHV10b,EH10], their twisted versions, and their modularities [GPRV12]. Research
to find such structure includes symmetry surfing [TW11,TW13a,TW13b, GKP16] and exploit-
ing Duncan’s module for the Conway moonshine [Dun07,CDD* 14,DMC14,DMC15,TW17].

Although the lattice symmetry seemingly offers some explanation for the appearance of
representation dimensions of M, observed in [BDFK15], if we take a closer look, the situation
turns out to be more complicated than expected as we will explain now.

We first note that the construction of the NV = 2 extremal SCFT in [BDFK15] was the
fermionization with respect to the reflection Z, symmetry of the (A;)?* lattice CFT, but we
can obtain an equivalent theory by performing the fermionization with respect to the shift Z,
symmetry of the same theory.” The NS sector of the resulting CFT is a lattice CFT of the odd
Leech lattice O, and the R sector also admits a description in terms of lattices. In fact, the
construction of the extremal elliptic genus from an odd Leech lattice was also done in [K'Y23b]
from the perspective of code CFT (see also [GJF18, Example 4.5]).

One might expect that we could take an A/ = 2 SCA in the VOA of the NS sector Vp,, such
that the subgroup of the automorphism group Aut(Vp,,) preserving the said N' = 2 SCA is the
Mathieu group Mo,. If it were the case, it might justify the appearance of the representation
dimensions of My, in the partition function of the R sector, under the spectral flow of the A = 2
SCA. In fact, the automorphism group of the odd Leech lattice is Aut(Oyy) = 2'% : My, and
contains My, as a subgroup.

However, here we encounter a problem. The symmetry Aut(V7) of a lattice VOA inherits
the information of the lattice symmetry Aut(L) in the form of the group extension of Aut(L).
More precisely, it is the group extension 278X Aut(L) of Aut(L) by Hom(L,Z,) = 2rankL
that is the subgroup of Aut(V7) [FLM88,DN99], and hence Aut(L) itself is not a subgroup of
Aut(Vy) unless the group extension splits. In the language of physics, this is because of the
cocycle factors appearing in the operator product expansion (OPE) of vertex operators.

The main goal of this paper is to answer the following question, in particular in the case of
the odd Leech lattice.

Question. Does the automorphism group Aut(L) (or its subgroup) of a lattice L lift to a sub-
group of the automorphism group Aut(V7,) of the lattice VOA V,?

We will analyze the group extension quite explicitly, and finally prove that the answer is no in
the cases of the subgroups M, and M3 of the automorphism group of the odd Leech lattice
by contradiction (Theorem 4.3). We will also check that the answer is no in the case of the
Conway group Cog of the Leech lattice by a similar method; this result was already shown

2 The equivalence between the reflection Zo orbifold and the shift Z, orbifold was proved in [DGM94] in
the cases of lattice CFTs constructed from doubly-even self-dual binary codes. Here, the (A4;)?* lattice CFT is
the one constructed from the binary Golay code, and fermionization and Zs orbifold can be uniformly treated in
the modern understanding (see Section 2.3). Recently, the equivalence of the two Zy orbifolds in the cases of
fermionic lattice CFTs constructed from singly-even self-dual codes was reported in [KY24].
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in [Gri73] (see also [Gri87], [Iva09, Lemma 1.8.8 (iii)]), but we hope that our method is more
elementary and easy to follow for non-experts of group theory. Of course, there is a possibility
that the techniques of [Gri73, Gri87, [va09] can also be used to show the result for the odd
Leech lattice, but this result is not explicitly available in literature to the author’s knowledge.

As a result, the odd Leech lattice CFT does not have the Ms, symmetry in the first place,
unless we forget the OPE structure and regard it as just a momentum lattice. Instead, it has
a 2%*. My, symmetry which does not split. We further investigate the weight-1 and weight-2
currents of the odd Leech lattice CFT invariant under the symmetry 22*. My, or its subgroup
223 My, and conclude that there is no such Weight—% invariant current. Therefore, we cannot
find N/ = 2 SCA invariant under the 22*. My, or 223, M,3 symmetry in the odd Leech lattice
CFT, because N' = 2 SCA needs weight—% supercurrents.

This requires a slight modification on the A/ = 2 SCA proposed by [BDFK15]. Their dis-
cussion on how their supercurrents satisfy the OPE of N' = 2 SCA is based on the assumption
that the CFT would have the Ms, symmetry, so we have to revisit that point, but we can still
realize an A/ = 2 SCA which gives the N/ = 2 extremal elliptic genus by retaking the super-
currents as in Appendix B. However, since such supercurrents are no longer invariant under the
224 Mo, or 2%, My symmetry (and also not invariant under the Moy, or M,3 symmetry even if
we forget the OPE structure), the situation surrounding this moonshine phenomenon seems to
be more mysterious than we thought.

The organization of the rest of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review fun-
damental concepts such as codes, lattices, and lattice CFTs, fix their definitions and notations,
and collect some data for later use. In Section 3, we review how cocycle factors disturb the
group structure of a lattice isometry group directly lifting up to that of the automorphism group
of the lattice VOA. Looking into the details of the group extension, we paraphrase our main
Question into more concrete forms Question 1, 2, and 3, step by step, and slightly generalize
it to Question 3’. In Section 4, we negatively settle Question 3’ in the cases of the odd Leech
lattice and the Leech lattice. In Section 5, we investigate weight-1 and weight—% currents of the
odd Leech lattice CFT invariant under the subgroups of its automorphism group. In Section 6,
we revisit the observation by [BDFK15] in light of our results. Appendix A contains an ele-
mentary introduction to group extensions for readers not familiar with such topics. Appendix
B explains how we can find supercurrents of the N’ = 2 SCA in the odd Leech lattice CFT.
Appendices C and D provide some details we omitted in the main part.

The Python codes used in analysis are also uploaded to arXiv as ancillary files, in the
form of Jupyter Notebook (.ipynb file). These codes are used in the analysis of the following
sections:

e Section 4.2: M24_of_odd_Leech.ipynb, M23_of_odd_Leech.ipynb.
e Section 4.3: Co0O_of_Leech. ipynb.
* Appendix B: check_supercurrent_OPE.ipynb, find_supercurrent.ipynb.



2 Codes, Lattices, and CFTs

In this Section 2, we briefly review fundamental concepts such as codes, lattices, and lattice
CFTs, partly in order to fix definitions and notations; we mainly follow [CS99]. Readers
already familiar with these topics can skip this section and come back just to refer to some data
collected here for later analysis if necessary.

Before proceeding, let us clarify the convention of permutation groups and its actions, and
some notations of groups here.

Convention of permutation groups and its actions
The symmetric group .S, consists of permutations o : €2, — Q,, where Q, = {1,...,n},
and there are two conventions for the definition of the multiplication:

(1,2)-(1,3) = (1,3,2); 1+ 3,3+ 2,2+ 1, 2.1
(1,2)7(1,3) = (1,2,3); 1+ 2,2+ 3,3+ 1. 2.2)

They are related as 7 -0 = o~ 7.
In this paper, we will adopt the multiplication - (2.1) and the left action of ¢ € S, on a
vector k = (kq,...,k,) € R"as

o(k) = (ko11), - ko1(m))- (2.3)

This can also be written as (o(k)),) = ki.

In GAP [GAP22] and the webpage of ATLAS of Finite Group Representations [WWT],
on the other hand, they adopt the multiplication - (2.2). So when we cite equations from them,
we will convert them into representations in terms of the multiplication - (2.1) in this paper.

Notations of groups
For groups G and N, following ATLAS of Finite Groups [CCN™85], we write N.G for any
extension of G by N.

1-N—->NG—-G—1. 2.4)

In addition, we write N : G or N x G if it is a split extension, or a semidirect product, and
N x @ if a direct product. R* denotes the multiplicative group of a ring R.

2.1 Binary Golay Code and Mathieu Groups

A q-ary linear code C' of dimension m and length n is an m-dimensional subspace of the n-
dimensional I -linear space (F,)", where ¢ is a prime or a prime power and [, is the finite
field of order ¢q. In this paper, codes always refer to linear ones. An element of a code is
called a codeword, and the (Hamming) weight of a codeword w = (wy, . .., w,_1) is wt(w) :=
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{7 | w; # 0}|. When the minimal nonzero weight min,,ec\ 0y wt(w) is d, this linear code is

denoted by [n,m, d],. Two linear codes are said to be equivalent when one is mapped to the

other by a monomial matrix, which is a matrix containing exactly one nonzero element of [,

in each row and column. An equivalent map from a code to itself is called an automorphism,

and the set of all the automorphisms of C' forms the automorphism group Aut(C') of C.
When q = p* with p prime, the dual code C* of C'is defined by

C*:={ve(F)"|v-w=0forany w € C}, (2.5)

where w = ((wo)?, ..., (w,—1)?) is the conjugate of w, and v - w := > . v;w;. A code C is
said to be self-dual if C* = C. Since dim C* = n — m, the length of a self-dual code must be
even.

A binary code is said to be even if the weight of any codeword is even, and doubly-even
if a multiple of 4. An even but not doubly-even code is said to be singly-even. A singly-even
self-dual code is sometimes called Type I, and a doubly-even self-dual code Type II. The length
of a Type II code must be a multiple of 8 [CS99, Ch. 7 §6 Cor. 18].

The binary Golay code

An (extended) binary Golay code Go4 is the unique linear code [24,12, 8]y up to code
equivalence. This code is doubly-even and self-dual. A basis of Go4 can be read off from the
proof of [CS99, Ch. 10 §2.1 Thm. 7] as

(1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),
(0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),
(0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),
(0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),
(0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),
(0,0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0), 2.6)
(0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,0), ’
(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0),
(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0),
(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0, 1,0, 1,0, 0),
(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1,0),
(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1, 1, 1).

) Y ) Y ) Y ) Y ) Y ) Y Y ) Y Y Y ) Y Y )

The 24 columns are labeled by 0,1, ...,22 oo in [CS99], and we will write 23 instead of co
below.

A binary Golay code only has codewords with weight 0, 8, 12, 16, and 24. Codewords with
weight 8 and 12 are called an octad and a dodecad, respectively.

The largest Mathieu group Mo,



The automorphism group Aut(Gs4) of a binary Golay code is the largest Mathieu group
Msy,. Ttis a sporadic simple group which is 5-transitive as a subgroup of S, acting on 24 points.
In the above basis (2.6), M, is generated by the following four permutations [CS99, Ch. 10
§2.11:

(0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22),
(15,7,14,5,10,20,17,11,22,21,19)(3,6,12,1, 2,4, 8,16, 9, 18, 13),
(23,0)(15,3)(7, 13)(14, 18)(5,9)(10, 16)(20, 8) (17, 4)(11, 2)(22, 1)(21, 12)(19, 6),
(14,17,11,19,22)(20, 10,7, 5,21)(18,4, 2,6,1)(8, 16, 13,9, 12).

2.7

A presentation of Ms, can be found in [WWT™] as
My = (a,b ] a> = = (ba)® = [b",a]"® = [(bab) ", a]® = (b~ ab~'aba)? (b~ ababa)® = ((b~aba)®ba)* = 1), (2.8)

where [y~!, z7!] = y~'27'yx and note that the multiplication (2.2) in [WWT] is converted
to (2.1) here. In My, generated by (2.7), these generators a and b can be taken as®

a=(0,7)(1,6)(2,18)(3,22)(4,19)(5, 14)(8,15)(9, 10)(11, 21)(12, 17)(13, 23)(16,20),  (2.9)
b=(1,8,11)(2,12,23)(3, 16, 20)(4, 15, 14)(7,9, 22)(10, 13, 21). (2.10)

The second largest Mathieu group Mo3

The Mathieu Group Ms3 is the stabilizer group of one point of the action of Ms, on 24
points. Since Mo, is transitive, M3 is unique up to isomorphism, regardless of the choice of
the stabilized point. It is also a sporadic simple group.

A presentation of Ms3 can be found in [WWT™] as

Moz = (a,b | a®> = b* = (ba)?® = (b*a)® = [b71,a]® = (VPab laba)* = 1,
(b71a)?(ba)® (b~ aba)?*v?ab'a(ba)® = b2ab~tabab®aba(b~ ab*a)?(b*aba)® = 1). (2.11)

If we take My as the subgroup of Ms, generated by (2.7) stabilizing the point 23, these gener-
ators a and b can be taken as

a = (0,14)(1,19)(2,11)(3,18)(4,16)(6,12)(7,17)(10, 13), (2.12)
b= (0,11,16,20)(1,5,2,7)(3,8,15,19)(4, 22)(9, 14, 21, 12)(10, 18). (2.13)

2.2 Odd Leech Lattice, Leech Lattice, and Conway Groups

A lattice of rank n is a free abelian group L of rank n whose basis is an R-basis of a vector
space R" with a symmetric bilinear form (—,—) : L x L — R. Such a lattice is denoted

3These generators (2.9) and (2.10) were found in the result of the GAP [GAP22] command
IsomorphismGroups (MathieuGroup (24), G), where G is declared as a Group generated by the per-
mutations (2.7). This command returns one explicit isomorphism in the form of a map between generators, so it
suffices to check the relations in (2.8) for the displayed generators.
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by the pair (L, (—, —)), or just L, and naturally regarded as a subset of R". A vector k in L
is sometimes called a lattice point of L, and we also write the product (k, k') of two vectors
k,k' € L given by the symmetric bilinear form as k - k’. If any vectors k, k' € L satisfy
k - k' € Z, then the lattice is said to be integral. The squared length of a vector k € L is
defined as |k|? := k - k. A vector k € L with |k|?> € 27 is called an even vector, and k € L
with |k|* € 2Z + 1 is called an odd vector. An integer lattice is said to be even if its vectors
are all even, and odd otherwise. An isometry or isomorphism g : L — L' of lattices L and L’
is an isomorphism of free abelian groups compatible with their symmetric bilinear forms. The
group of all the isometries L — L, or the automorphisms of L, is denoted by Aut(L) or O(L),
but note that Aut(L) sometimes denotes the automorphism group of just a free abelian group
L (e.g. Section 3.3).
The dual lattice L* of L is defined by

L*:={leR"|(l,k) € Zforany k € L}, (2.14)

with the same symmetric bilinear form as that of L. L is integral if and only if L C L*. L is
said to be self-dual or unimodular if L* = L. An odd self-dual lattice is called Type I, and an
even self-dual lattice is called Type I1.

Lattices from codes

There are several ways to construct a lattice from a given code. We focus on the case of
binary codes here. See [CS99] for more on constructions.

Let C' C (FF2)" be a binary code of length n, and regard each codeword of C' as a vector
with entries 0 or 1. We can construct a lattice A(C') of rank n as

1 n n

AC) = \/50+ V27" € R, (2.15)
with the standard Euclidean metric k - k' = >, kK] for k = (k;);, k' = (k}); € R" as a
symmetric bilinear form. This construction is called Construction A [CS99, Ch. 7 §2]. This
lattice A(C') satisfies A(C*) = A(C)*, and hence A(C) is integer if and only if C' satisfies
C' C C*, and self-dual if and only if C is self-dual. In addition, A(C') is of Type I (odd self-
dual) if and only if C' is of Type I (singly-even self-dual), and Type II (even self-dual) if and
only if C' is of Type II (doubly-even self-dual).

Another construction called the Construction B [CS99, Ch. 7 §5] associates the sublattice
n—1
Ap(C) = {k = (Ko, ..., kn—1) € AM(C) | V2 k; € 4Z} (2.16)
i=0

of A(C') to a binary code C.
For a doubly-even self-dual binary code C, we further consider the following constructions
[DGMY4, §5.1]. We first define
7t = {x € Z" ||z’ € 22}, (2.17)
7" = {x cZ" | |z|* € 2Z + 1}. (2.18)



Table 1: Lattices constructed from a doubly-even self-dual binary code C'. On the right side
of the vertical line, the names of lattices constructed from the binary Golay code (G54 and their
isometry groups are shown.

name of construction lattice property for C' = Gy, Aut(lattice)
Construction A A(C) = Ao(C)UA(C)  even self-dual | (A;)* 2242 Moy
Construction B Ap(C) = Ao(C) even

twisted construction ~ A(C') = Ao(C) U A3(C)  even self-dual | Leech lattice Ay, Cog

— N(C) = Ag(C)UA5(C)  odd self-dual | odd Leech lattice Oy 2'2 : My,

Recall that the length n of a doubly-even self-dual code is always a multiple of 8, and also
define

1
Ao(C) == —=C + V277, 2.19
o(C) 7 Y (2.19)
1
A(C) = —=C + V22", 2.20
1( ) \/5 — ( )
1
Ay(C) = —=1 +—C+\fZ" . 221
2( ) 2\/— \/— 3t ( )
Ag(C) = —1 CHING Zy (2.22)
2\/5 f )E
where 1 := (1,...,1). Then we can construct some lattices as in Table 1.

Odd Leech lattice Oo4

The odd Leech lattice Oy, is the unique odd self-dual lattice of rank 24 without roots (vec-
tors with squared length 2) up to isometry. It can be constructed from the binary Golay code
G24 as

1 24
EG24+\/§Z+) (—= \/_ \/7

If we use the binary Golay code (G54 with the basis (2.6), then we can take a Z-basis
€, . .., ea3 of (2.23) as

Oay = ( G24 +27%). (2.23)

_ 1
€o _2\/517

e = %(the second line from the bottom of (2.6)),

ey = T( the first line of (2.6)),

e1s =/2(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0,...,0), (2.24)
ez =v2(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,...,0),

€0 — \/5(171707-"7())7

€23 = \/5(2707---70)'



In fact, Oy4 in (2.23) obviously contains Spany{e; };, and the opposite direction of the inclusion
can be checked as follows. Since it is obvious that Span,{e;}; contains \1/—1 and 2G24, it

suffices to check that it also contains v/2 272*. Here, Z2* is generated by the 24 vectors

(1707'--707071)7

(1,0,...,0,1,0),

(1,1,0,...,0),

(2,0,...,0).
Since the last 12 vectors of v/2x (above 24 vectors) are exactly eqo, . . ., es3, it suffices to check
that the first 12 vectors of v/2x (above 24 vectors) can be written as Z-linear combinations of
€o, - - - , €23, Which can be checked by computer.

The isometry group Aut(Os,4) of the odd Leech lattice is known to be 212 . My, [CS99, Ch.
17]. In the construction (2.23), these automorphisms are apparent because My; = Aut(Gay)
and 2'2 are the maps k = (k;); — ((—1)¥ik;); where w = (w;); € Gay.

If we use Construction A for ternary codes, an odd Leech lattice can also be constructed
from any self-dual ternary code of length 24 with the minimal nonzero weight 9. It is known
that there are only two such ternary codes up to equivalence [LPS81]: the extended quadratic
residue code (o4 (see e.g. [MS77, Ch. 16]), and the symmetric code P,; defined by Pless
[Ple69, Ple72]. However, the automorphism groups of these ternary codes are Aut(Qsy) =
(Z3)*-PSL(23,F3) [MS77,Ch. 16 §5] and Aut(Pyy) = Z4-PGL(11,Fy) [MPS76, §5.2], so the
structure of Aut(Oyy) = 212 My, is not apparent in these constructions of odd Leech lattices.
See [GJF18, Example 4.5] for application of these constructions to A = 1 supersymmetries of
the lattice VOAs.

Leech lattice Aoy
The Leech lattice Ao, is the unique even self-dual lattice of rank 24 without roots (vectors
with squared length 2) up to isometry. It can be constructed from the binary Golay code G4 as

1
—=Gly + V22 U (—=

% —=Glay +V27*). (2.25)

Ao = { it 73

The largest Conway group Cog

The isometry group Aut(Asy) of the Leech lattice is the largest Conway group Coy. It is
not a simple group, but its quotient by the center {£1} is a sporadic simple group called the
second largest Conway group Co;.

Generators of Coy as a subgroup of GL(24, Z) can be found on the Co; page of [WWT™]

10



as

(2.26)
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3 —1

-1 -1 -1
-1

1

2

0

1

0

0

0 -1

0 -1

2

2

-8 -5 -3 -2 —4

4

-2

0

-1

-1 0 0 0 0 -1

-1

0 0 -1

0

0 -2

1

0 -1

0

-3

0
2

-2 -2 -1

-1

-1 -1 0

-1

-1 -2 -1 0 -1
0 -1 =2

2

-1 -2

-3 -1

2 -1

-9
—4

-9 -5 —4

-1 -13

-1

9 -1
1

-1

-3 -3 -1

-1

1
0

0 -1 -1
0 0
0 -1

1
-1
2

2
-2

1
0

2
3 -2 -2 —1

-1

1

-1

-9

-1
-2

-1
-4

3 -1
2
-2

-1

0 -1

0

-2 -2 =2

1

-1

0

-3 =3 -1

0 0 -1

0 -1 1 0

0

0

0

0 -1

0

2 -1 -2 -1 1 -1 -1 -1
1
-1

0

-1

-4 -1

-2 -1

-2 =2

-2 -1

6 —2 —5 -3
4 -2 —4

-2

-1

-1

-1

0 -1 -1

-1
-1

-7 -5 -3 -1
—6

1

0

0
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(2.27)
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-1

-1
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0o 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
0 -2
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14

where the transpose on the right-hand side is taken just for the convenience of notation. These

—land B3 = 1.
The Conway group Co, generated by these generators A and B is the isometry group of a

lattice (Z**, q), where ¢ is some symmetric bilinear form which makes (Z?!, ¢) isomorphic to

generators satisfy A2

be found by solving the
(2.28)

1cation can

B"¢B =g,

ATqA =g,

the Leech lattice. The matrix form of ¢ up to scalar multipl
conditions

this notation act

by Mathematica [Wol23]. Note that the elements of the Conway group Cog in
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on the column vectors in the lattice (Z*, q) from the left. The result is*

4 -2 -2 2 2 2-1-1 2 2 -2 2 -2 1-1 1 1 2 0-1 0 -2 -2
-2 4 0 0-2 0-1 2 0 0 2 -1 1 1 -1 1 -2 -2-1 1 1 2 1
-2 0 4 0 0-2 0 0O 0O 0O 2 0 0-2 1-1-1-1 1-1-1 1 0 -1
2 0 0 4 0 0-2-1 2 2 0 2-2 1 0 2 -1 0-1 0 1 -1 —1
2 -2 0 0 4 0-1-1 1 1 -1 1-1 0 0-1 0 2 0 -2-2-1 -2 2
2 0-2 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 -1 1-1 1-1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 -1 1
-1 -1 0-2-1 0 4 1 -1-1 0-2 2 0 0 0 2-1 0 0-1 1 2 -1
-1 2 0-1-1 0 1 4 1 1 2 -1 1 0-1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 -1
2 0 0 2 1 1 -1 1 4 2 0 2-2 1 0 1-1 0-1-2 0-1 —1
2 0 0 2 1 1 -1 1 2 4 0 1-2 0-1 1-1 1 0-1 -1 -1 -1 1
-2 2 2 0-1-1 0 2 0 0 4 0 1 -1 0 1-1-2 0 0 0 2 1 -2
— 2 -1 0 2 1 1-2-1 2 1 0 4-2 0 1 0 0 1 0-1 1 -2 -2 1
q= -2 1 0-2-1-1 2 1-2-2 1-2 4 0-1 0 1 -1-1 1 0 2 2 -2/ (229)
1 1-2 1 0 1 0 0 1 0-1 0 0 4-1 1 0-1-2 0 0 0 0 0
-1 -1 1 0 0-1 0-1 0-1 0 1 -1-1 4-1-1 0 0 0 0-1 0 0
1 1-1 2-1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 -1 4 0-1-1 0 1 1 0 -1
1-2-1-1 0 1 2-1-1-1-1 0 1 0-1 0 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
2 -2 -1 0 2 0-1-1 0 1-2 1-1-1 0-1 1 4 1 -1 -1 -2 -2 2
0-1 1-1 0 1 0-1-1 0 0 0-1-2 0-1 1 1 4 0 0 0 -1 1
-1 1 -1 0-2 0 0-1-2-1 0-1 1 0 0 0 0-1 0 4 2 0 2 -1
o 1 -1 1-2 1-1-1 0-1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0-1 0 2 4 0 1 -1
-2 2 1-1-1 0 1 1 -1-1 2 -2 2 0-1 1 0-2 0 0 0 4 1 -2
-2 1 0-1-2-1 2 1 -1-1 1-2 2 0 0 0 0-2-1 2 1 1 4 -2
2 -2 -1 0 2 1-1-1 0 1-2 1-2 0 0-1 0 2 1 -1 -1 -2 -2 4

2.3 Lattice CFT, Z, Orbifold, and Fermionization

We can construct a modular invariant bosonic CFT from an even self-dual lattice. Its mathe-
matical description as a lattice VOA will be reviewed in Section 5.1. Here, we only present a
brief explanation in the language of physics.

If the lattice L is Euclidean, that is, the symmetric bilinear form is positive-definite, then
the resulting CFT is chiral. We only deal with such cases in this paper. The states of such a
CFT are C-linear combinations of the states in the form of

et k), (2.30)
where |k) is the state with momentum vector k € L, my,...,m; € Zg, and a2, ..., o™ "
(m € 7Z) are the creation-annihilation operators corresponding to an Z-basis ey, ..., e,_1 of

L, satisfying the commutation relations [a/, ai;,] = (e, € )Mp+my 0. We also often use the
creation-annihilation operators o , ..., o™ ! with respect to the standard basis ey, . . ., €,_; of
R™ where the lattice L is embedded. They are related to a2,, ..., o™ ! under a proper R-linear
transformation, and their commutation relation is of course [¢/’,, @zi;,] = (&;, 7 )MOmtm 0-

If we introduce the chiral bosons X (z) = (X*(z))i=o....n—1 Which satisfy the OPE

X'(21) - X?(2z) ~ —0" log(z1 — 22), (2.31)

and whose mode expansions are given as

OXi(z) = —vV=1 Y % (2.32)

m=—0oQ

“The author thanks Yuji Tachikawa for providing information on this symmetric bilinear form q.
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then we can describe the state-operator correspondence as (see e.g. [Pol07, §2.8])

o, |0) — 1)!8 X'(2), (2.33)
k) Vi(z) oc: eV TRXGE) (2.34)

where < denotes that we ignore the cocycle factor, which will be treated in Section 3.1.

If we consider an even self-dual lattice A(C') constructed by Construction A from a doubly-
even self-dual code C, the resulting CFT has a shift Z, symmetry with respect to the shift vector

X = %l as

X(2) = X(2) +my, (2.35)
Vi(2) oz eV "X @)y oIk (), (2.36)

Then we can also consider the states under the twisted boundary condition by this shift Z,
symmetry, in addition to the untwisted ones. Such twisted states with respect to a Z, symmetry
are built up on the twisted ground states, which constitute the 22 -dimensional irreducible rep-
resentation of a certain gamma matrix algebra, and these twisted ground states are of weight
1¢ and get a sign (—1)% under the Z, symmetry [DGM94, §5.3]. As a result, the even and
odd sectors of untwisted and twisted sectors under the action of the shift Z, symmetry can be
described as

‘ untwisted twisted
even | Ao(C) As(C) (2.37)

where A;(C') denotes the sector consisting of the states in the form of (2.30) with £ € A;(C).

In the modern understanding of fermionization [Tac18, KTT19] (see also [HNT20] and
references therein), we can uniformly treat Z, orbifolding and fermionization. By orbifolding
the Z, symmetry of (2.37), a new Z, symmetry emerges, and we obtain the following orbifold
theory:

orbifold | untwisted twisted
even ‘ Ao(C) A (C) . (2.38)

By fermionizing the Z, symmetry of (2.37), on the other hand, we obtain a fermionic CFT.
There are two ways of fermionization:

fermionic ‘ NS R fermionic’ ‘ NS R
(=D)F =+1 ] Ag(C) A (C) (=1)F = +1 | Ag(C) A3(C) . (2.39)
(_1)F =-1 A2(C) As(C) (_1)F =-1 Az(C) A1(C)
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We refer the reader to [KNO23b, KY24] for the shift Z, symmetries of more general lattice
CFTs, and their orbifold and fermionization.

For example, in the case where (' is the binary Golay code, we can see from Table 1 that the
bosonic CFT constructed from the (A;)?* lattice is mapped to the bosonic CFT of the Leech
lattice Ay, by the orbifold, and mapped to the fermionic CFT whose NS sector is described by
the odd Leech lattice Oy, by the fermionization, with respect to the shift Z, symmetry.

Lattice CFTs constructed from more general codes over finite fields are investigated in
[GJF18, Yah22, KY23a, KNO23b, KY24]. Recently, the construction of CFTs from quantum
codes through Lorentzian lattices was established in [DS20a, DS20b], and has been developed
in many directions; see for example [DS20c,DS21,BDR21,ACD22,DK?22], [HKM?22], [Fur22,
Fur23], [BR23], [KNO22, AKN"23, KNO23a, KNO23b, AKN24]. We also note that [HM20]
established the relation between a certain quantum code and a particular K3 CFT studied in
[GTVW13].

3 Cocycle Factor and Automorphism of Lattice VOA

In this Section 3, we review that the automorphism group Aut(V},) of a lattice VOA inherits
the information of the lattice isometry group O(L) in the form of its group extension. This
is because of the cocycle factors appearing in the OPE of vertex operators, which disturb the
group structure of O(L) directly lifting up to that of Aut(V},).

We introduce the concept of cocycle factor in the language of physics in Section 3.1, and
explain the outline of the rest of this section with a simplified argument in Section 3.2. They
are refined in a mathematical language in the following Sections 3.3 and 3.4. Looking into the
details of the group extension, we paraphrase our main Question raised in Section 1 into more
concrete forms Question 1, 2, and 3, step by step, and slightly generalize it to Question 3’.

3.1 Cocycle Factor

To realize the appropriate commutation relations of the vertex operators Vj(z) ~ : eV X(2) -
in accordance with whether Vj(z) is bosonic or fermionic, we have to introduce a correction
factor ¢, (p) to modify the commutation relations of : eV~ X() ’s As a result, an additional
factor e(k, k') called a cocycle factor appears in the OPEs of the vertex operators. In this
Section 3.1, we will review this story in the language of physics. A good reference for cocycle
factors is [GSW12, §§6.4.4-6.4.5], but it deals with only even lattices. The cases including odd
lattices are discussed in for example [GO85, Appendix], [GTVW13, Appendix A].
Let L be an integral lattice of rank n. We would like to construct a VOA satisfying

Vi(z1) - Vie(22) ~ (—1)%'2%,'2%'(22) Vi(21) ~ e(k, ) (21 — 22)F ¥ Vi (22), 3.1)

for some ¢ : L x L — {#£1}, where k,k' € L and we dropped O((z; — 2)***!) terms.
Since Vj(z) is a vertex operator of conformal dimension 3|k|?, it is bosonic when k is even
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and fermionic when £ is odd, which accounts for the factor (—1)"“‘2"“/‘2 of the commutation

relation. It immediately follows from (3.1) that € must satisfy
e(k, k') = (—1)FFHEPIMP (1 k). (3.2)
Recalling that the OPE of operators : e~ 1% X(2) g

L VTIRX(2) L L VTR X (22) Yok VTR X (1) o VETR X (22) (3.3)

L= (Zl — 29
we can observe

. e\/flkx(zl) - 6\/511@/.)((@) - (71)1@41« . e\/flk/.x(@) S 6\/5114.)((21) .y (2’1 _ 22)k.k' . eﬁ(k’ﬂc’)-X(m) 0 (34)

where O((z; — 2)**¥+1) terms are dropped. This (3.4) differs from the desired commutation
relation (3.1) only in the sign. To modify it, let us assume Vj(z) to be in the form of

Vi(z) = eV IR X(2) ck(p), (3.5)
where ¢, (p) is an operator in the form of a function of the momentum operators p° = «})
(1=0,...,n— 1). Then (3.1) translates to the condition on this correction factor c;(p) as

ce(p+ K)ew(p) = (—1)k'k/+|k‘2|k'|20kr (p+ k)ex(p) = e(k, K )eryn (p), (3.6)

where we used ¢ (p) - : eV K X@) .= VIR XE) L (p 4 E), because [pf, - eV T X() ] =
(k/)i . e\/—_lk’-X(z) .

In addition, if we impose the associativity on ¢ (p) as
(cu(p+ K + K )ew (p + K"))cwr (p) = cu(p + K + K" ) (cw (p + K" )ewr (p)),  (3.7)
then the factor ¢ should satisfy the condition
e(k,KNe(k+ K k') =¢e(k, k' + K")e(K' E"). (3.8)

This means that the factor € : L x L — {£1} is a 2-cocycle in the language of group cohomol-
ogy (where {41} is regarded as an L-module by the trivial L-action), and hence ¢ is called a co-
cycle factor. A 2-cocycle satisfying (3.2) is unique up to coboundary; see Theorem A.2. In the
language of Section A.2, ¢ is a 2-cocycle for the commutator map c(k, k') = (—1)F+ +IFPIFT?,

To construct ¢ (p) satisfying (3.6) and (3.7), we choose a basis {e;}i—o, . ,—1 of L and
introduce a bilinear non-commutative product * : L X L — Z on L by
kx*k = Zkik/j<ei'€j + led]?|ej]?), (3.9

i>j

for k = 37, k'e; and k' = . k"e;. In the language of Section A.2, this definition follows
the construction (A.32) of a cocycle from the commutator map. This product * depends on the
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choice of the basis {e;};. If the lattice L is even, or if the lattice L is odd and we choose the

basis so that e is odd and ey, . . ., e,_; are even,’ then this product reduces modulo 2 to
kxk'=) Kkei-e; (mod?2). (3.10)
i>j

We can now construct ¢, (p) satisfying (3.6) and (3.7) as
cr(p) = (=)™, (3.11)
and then ¢ is given by
ek, k') = (=1)F* (3.12)
which of course satisfies (3.2) and (3.8).

Proof that ci(p) in (3.11) satisfy (3.6) and (3.7). This is already discussed around (A.32), but
we can check it explicitly as follows.
For the first equation of (3.6), it suffices to check

(—1)F = (_1)k-k’+\k|2\k’\2(_1)k’*k_ (3.13)

It follows from
(—1)kek' sk (_1)2#;‘(’9%”%'€j+|ki€z‘|2|k'j€j|2) (3.14)
_ (_l)ziyj(kik/jei‘ej-‘r‘ki@i|2|kljej|2) _ (_1)k-k’+|k\2|k’|27 (3.15)

where the first equation follows from k* = (k") mod 2, the second equation follows from
k'K |e;)* + (K'K'"|e;]*)* = 0 mod 2, and the last equation follows from Y, |k'e;|* = |k|?
mod 2.

The second equation of (3.6), and (3.7), are obvious. L]

3.2 Brief Description of This Section

In this Section 3.2, we will outline what we are doing in the following Sections 3.3-3.4 with
a simplified argument. The discussions here will be refined in a mathematical language in the
following Sections 3.3 and 3.4.

Let us assume that an isometry ¢ of the lattice L can be lifted to an automorphism of the
lattice VOA V7, which consists of Vi (2)’s in (3.1), as

9(Vi(2)) = G (k) Vo (2), (3.16)

SThis is always possible because (odd vector) — (odd vector) = (even vector).
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where (,(k) is some factor taking values in Zy = {%1}, or more generally, in U(1). Here, we
abused notation and also wrote the automorphism of V7, lifted from the isometry g of L as g.
Since ¢ is an automorphism, it must preserve the multiplication (3.1), and hence ¢, must satisfy

ek, K)Co(k + k') = (k)G (K)e(g(k), g(K)). (3.17)

If we specify the values of (,(eo), ..., (,(en—1) for a basis {e;}i—o,. ,—1 of L, then (3.17)
recursively determines all the values (, (k) for k& € L. The resulting ¢, is well-defined, because

e(g(k ++), g(k"))

Col(k + &) +E") = Gk + K) (k") Rk (3.18)
_ no o EWGE), g(K)) e(g(k +k£),g(k"))
= (g(k) (g (K') o (") =(k, ) sk + 1, k) (3.19)
and
DLy o Elg(k), g(K + k"))
Colk + (K + ")) = (4(k)Cy (K" + E) b k) (3.20)
IQ%XAMQ%UdQMy%W%”M@%%“M» (3.21)

e(k, ki + k) (k' k)

are equal since ¢ is a 2-cocycle (3.8). Conversely, any (, determined in such a way by (3.17)
can define an automorphism of V7. Therefore, there are Z, or more generally U(1)", degrees
of freedom in the way of lifting a lattice isometry g to an automorphism of the lattice VOA.

Remark. Here is another derivation of Zj. If both ¢, and (, satisfy (3.17), then their difference
n(k) = ¢ (k)Cy(k)~" turns out to be just a linear map in Hom(L, Z,):
n(k + k) = n(k)n(k). (3.22)

Therefore, the degree of freedom in choosing (, is Hom(L, Z,) = Z%. (Remark ends.)

Our main Question raised in Section 1 was whether we can lift each isometry of L to an
automorphism of V7, while preserving the whole group structure of the isometry group O(L).
If this is the case, we should have

92(91(Vi(2)) = (9291)(Vi(2)) forany g1, g, € O(L), (3.23)

and hence

Cg2(91(k))gg1(k) = ngm(k) for any g1, g» € O(L). (3.24)

Therefore, our Question can be restated as follows. “Can we find a collection {(, : L —
Zy (or U(1)) | (4 satisfies (3.17)}4e0(r) satisfying the condition (3.24)? Here, we can ad-
just the values of (,(eq), ..., ,(en—1) € Zs (or U(1)) for each g € O(L), from which , is
completely determined by (3.17).” This is the paraphrased Question 3 or 3" in the following
Sections 3.3 and 3.4.
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3.3 Lift of Lattice Isometries to Automorphisms of Lattice VOA: Part 1

An isometry of the lattice L can be lifted to an automorphism of the lattice VOA V;, [FLMS8S];
our Question was whether such lifts preserve the group structure or not. That is,

Question 1. Can we lift the isometry group O(L) of a lattice L to a subgroup of the automor-
phism group Aut(V}) of the lattice VOA V?

To begin with, we review some general theory on the lift from [FLM88] in this Section 3.3.
See Appendix A for some basic facts on group extensions, although this section is intended to
be self-contained. We also note that we will postpone reviewing the definition of the lattice
VOA V/, itself until a later Section 5.1; for a while, it suffices to consider it to be some algebra
consisting of Vi (z)’s in (3.1).

Let L be the central extension® of the free abelian group L by Zy = (k | £2 = 1)
1—=Zy—L—L—0, (3.25)

specified by a 2-cocycle € : L X L — Z,. In other words, Lis Zy x L as a set, and if we write
its element as k™e* (k™ € Zy, k € L), then L is a group specified by the multiplication

MR kMR = E(k, KR ekt (3.26)

So, Vi(2) and ¢ in (3.1) correspond to e¥ € L and ¢ with k = eV~ here, respectively.
Here, it follows from (3.8) that any 2-cocycle € : L X L — Z, satisfies

£(k,0) =£(0,k) =£(0,0) foranyk € L. (3.27)
Furthermore, it is known that there exists a 2-cocycle ¢ satisfying the normalization condition
£(0,0) = &, (3.28)

in any cohomology class in H*(L,Z,), and it defines an equivalent extension L to any 2-
cocycle in the same cohomology class (see the last paragraph of Section A.1). Therefore, we
will always assume that € is a normalized one as in (3.28), without loss of generality. Also
note that there is no problem in applying the general theory here to the specific cocycle ¢ in
(3.12), because it also satisfies the normalization £(0,0) = 1. Then, we can observe that the
multiplication of L is well-behaved in the sense that

m 0 L kE _  .m+m ek (329)

m_k ,m' 0 _ m+m' k (330)

6 More generally, [FLM88] deals with the central extension L of L by Z, = (x | k* = 1). Furthermore, we
would like to consider the central extension by U(1) & R/2Z = (k)r/{k)az later. Therefore, the discussions
below avoid using special properties for Z, such as &(k, k') ~1 = é(k, k).
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and hence there is no confusion if we just write ™ instead of ™. We will also just write ¥
instead of xk’¢”.
We define the commutator map ¢ : L X L — Zy by

ek, K == é(k, KNé(K k)~ (3.31)

If ¢ here is the specific one ¢ in (3.1), we have ¢(k, k') = &FF R | __ | from (3.2).

Forgetting the symmetric bilinear form on L, for a moment, we focus on the automorphism
group Aut(L) of just a free abelian group L, instead of the isometry group O(L) of the lattice
L. The proposition [FLM88, Prop. 5.4.1] states that

1 — Hom(L, Z,) — Aut(L, k) — Aut(L,¢) — 1 (3.32)

is exact. (The proof is also reviewed in Appendix A.3.) The details of (3.32) are as follows.
Hom(L,Zy)=Aut(L, k) maps n € Hom(L, Z) to

i L—1L (3.33)

K™k s n(k)kmer. (3.34)

Note that n € Hom(L,Z,) is determined only from the values of 7n(ep), ..., n(e,—1), where
€, - - -, €n_1 18 a basis of L, and hence

Hom(L, Zs) = (Z)". (3.35)
Aut(L, k) is defined as
Aut(L, k) = {f € Awt(L) | f(x) = K}, (3.36)
and Aut(L, ¢) is defined as
Aut(L, é) == {g € Aut(L) | &(g(k), g(k)) = é(k, k)}. (3.37)

Aut(L, k)=Aut(L, ¢) maps f € Aut(L) to

f:L—=L (3.38)

k— f(ek), (3.39)

where the natural projection L= L of (3.25) is used.

Since 1 and x are the only elements of finite order in L, it follows that any f € Aut(f/)
satisfies f(x) = &, and hence Aut(L, x) reduces to Aut(L) in the case at hand. However, this
is the special property for the extension by Z,_,. If we consider a more general extension, say
by Zs-2, then we cannot reduce Aut(L, x) to Aut(L) (see footnote 6).
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Let us recall that L is a lattice, more than just a free abelian group, and move on to the
isometry group O(L) of the lattice from the automorphism group Aut(L) of the free abelian
group. If the commutator map ¢ depends only on the bilinear form of the lattice L, say
é(k, k') = kFH+EPIFP then the isometry group O(L) is a subgroup of Aut(L,¢) defined
in (3.37). In addition, if we define

O(L) :={f € Aut(L,») | f € O(L)}, (3.40)
then we obtain the exact sequence [FLM8S, Prop. 6.4.1]
1 — Hom(L, Zs) — O(L) — O(L) — 1 (3.41)

from (3.32).

As we will review in Section 5.1, any element of O(f;) can be naturally extended to an
automorphism of the lattice VOA V7, and then O(L) can be regarded as a subgroup of Aut (V).
The whole Aut (V) is determined in [DN99].

Now, Question 1 is reduced to how O(L) is lifted into O(L) in (3.41). More precisely,

Question 2. Does the exact sequence (3.41) have a section O(L) — O(L) such that it is a
group homomorphism?

If the answer is yes, we say that the exact sequence (3.41) splits, and O(f/) is a semidirect
product of Hom(L, Z5) and O(L). Otherwise, O(L) is some non-split extension of O(L), and
O(L) does not lift to a subgroup of O(L) or Aut(V7).

Remark. For any g € O(L), it is known that there exists a lift § € O(L) of g such that
G(e*) = eF for any k € L fixed by g as g(k) = k [Lep85, §5]. Such lift g is called the
standard lift of g, and is sometimes of use in research. See for example [Bor92, Lemma
12.1], [Mo16, §5.3], [VEMS20, §7] for some properties of the standard lift. (Remark ends.)

3.4 Making the Question More Concrete

We will paraphrase Question 2 into a more concrete form.
Let S : O(L) — O(L) ;g — S, be a section of (3.41). Then for each g € O(L), we can
define ¢, : L — Zy by

Se(e") = Go(k)e?™®, (3.42)
because S,(eF) = g(k). Since S, is an automorphism of L, it must satisfy
Sy(e" ey = 8,(e") - S, (), (3.43)
which translates to the condition on (4 as

ek, K)Co(k + k) = (k) Go(K)E(g (k) g (K)), (3.44)

where we also used S, € O(L) satisfies S,(r) = k.
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Remark. The equation (3.44) is equivalent to £(k, k') = £(g(k), g(k"))d(,(k, k"), which means
that the cocycles £(—, —) and £(g(—), g(—)) are in the same cohomology class. (Remark ends.)

Take another section " : O(L) — O(L) of (3.41) and define ¢+ L — Zy in the same
way. Since S} (S,) " is in the kernel of O(L)=O(L) in (3.41), there exists , € Hom(L, Z,)
satisfying

Mg = S5(Sg) ™", (3.45)

which shows that the degree of freedom in taking the value S, of the section S : O(L) — O(L)
is the linear map 7, € Hom(L, Z,) for each g € O(L). In terms of the factors (, and (; : L —
Zs, (3.45) reduces to

ng = C(Cg) 7", (3.46)

where the degree of freedom in taking the value S, is just parametrized by (,.

We can rephrase this degree of freedom Hom(L, Zy) = (Z,)™ in terms of the factor ¢, :
L — Z, in the following way. If we define the values of (,(e), ..., (,(e,—1) € Zy, where
€9, - - -, €n—1 18 a basis of L, then the condition (3.44) recursively determines all the values of
(4(k) for k € L. This recursive way to determine (, is well-defined thanks to the fact that € is
a 2-cocycle, as we saw in (3.18)—(3.21). Therefore, the value S, O(ﬁ) is parametrized by
only (,(ep), - - ., (y(en—1), and hence the parameter space is (Z)".

If there exists a section S : O(L) — O(L) such that it is a group homomorphism, as in
Question 2, then it should satisfy

Sgs 0 Sg = Sgag  forany gi, g2 € O(L). (3.47)

This translates to the condition on (, as

Cg2(91(K))Cgy (k) = Cgog, (k) forany g1, g2 € O(L). (3.48)
Therefore, Question 2 can be paraphrased as

Question 3. Can we find a collection {(, : L — Z, | (, satisfies (3.44)},co(r) satisfying
the condition (3.48), by adjusting each ¢, within the degree of freedom Hom(L,Z,)? More
specifically, we are allowed to adjust the values of ( (eg), ..., (,(en—1) € Zo for each g €
O(L), from which ¢, is completely determined by (3.44).

Remark. Note that even if we take another cocycle &’ cohomologous to £, in the equation (3.44)
from which (, is determined, the answer to Question 3 does not change. This is just because
cocycles in the same cohomology class define equivalent extensions L, but we can also check
it explicitly as follows. If ¢, satisfies (3.44), then (; satisfying (3.44) for £ = 2dJ, where
dé(k, k') = 6(K')(k + k')~16(k) is a coboundary, can be constructed as

Co(k) = Co(R)S(k)3(g(K)) ™" (3.49)
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In addition, if {(, | (3.44)}, satisfies (3.48), then it is easy to check that {(, }, constructed by
(3.49) also satisfies (3.48). (Remark ends.)

Finally, we mention one slight generalization of the question. We can generalize the dis-
cussions so far from Zy = (k | k> = 1) to U(1) ® R/2Z = {k" | r € R}/(r?*)z (see footnote
6). As a result, we may consider another question

Question 3'. Can we find a collection {(, : L — U(1) | (, satisfies (3.44)},co(r) satistying
the condition (3.48), by adjusting each ¢, within the degree of freedom Hom(L, U(1))? More
specifically, We are allowed to adjust the values of (,(ep), ..., (,(en—1) € U(1) for each g €
O(L), from which (, is completely determined by (3.44).

Of course, if the answer to Question 3 is yes, then so is the answer to Question 3’, and if
the answer to Question 3’ is no, then so is that to Question 3.

4 Determine Whether the Lift Preserves Group Structures
or Not

In this Section 4, we negatively settle Question 3’ in the cases of the odd Leech lattice and the
Leech lattice.

4.1 Closed Form of the Factor (,

Although we have pointed out that the relation (3.44) determines the value of (,(k) for any
k € L recursively from the values of (,(e), . .., (;(€,—1), it would be convenient if we have a
closed form of (,(k). It can be done at least in the case where the cocycle ¢ is the specific one
€1n (3.12), and the lattice L satisfies the following assumption.

Proposition 4.1. Let L be an integral lattice of rank n. Assume that we can take an integral
basis €, . . ., €,_1 of L such that,” if L is even, |¢;|* € 4Z forany i = 0,...,n — 1, and if L is
odd, eq is odd and |e;|?> € 4Z forany i = 1,...,n — 1. If the 2-cocycle € : L x L — U(1) in
(3.44) (with k = e¥~17) is the one € in (3.12)

e(k, k') = (=1 (4.1)

"The existence of a basis e, . .., e,_1 of a lattice L satisfying |e;|*> € 4Z for any i = 0,...,n — 1 does not
imply that |k|? € 4Z for any k € L. In fact, we can take such a basis of the Leech lattice, as we can see from the
symmetric bilinear form (2.29), but the Leech lattice has vectors whose squared lengths are not multiples of 4.
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where the product * is specified by the above choice of a basis, then the equation (3.44) deter-
mines the value of (,(k) forg € O(L) and k = ), k'e; € L as

n—1
Co(k) = H Cg(ei)kl : H e(g(ex), gley)).- (4.2)
= i’,j’e{li;cg is odd}

Before getting into the proof of this Proposition 4.1, we first recall that the bilinear non-
commutative product *x used in (4.1) can be reduced modulo 2 to (3.10)

kxk'=) Kke-e; (mod?2) (4.3)
i>j
under the choice of the basis ey, . . ., e,,_1 in Proposition 4.1.

We also prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. If the 2-cocycle ¢ : L x L — U(1) in (3.44) is the one ¢ in (4.1) where the product
x s specified by the choice of the basis ey, . . ., e,,_1 in Proposition 4.1, then we have

(1) e(2k, k') =1forany k., k" € L.
(2) ¢4(2k + K') = (4(2k)(y(K') for any k, k' € L and g € O(L).

(3) e(k,k) =€(g(k),g(k)) forany k € Land g € O(L).
(More generally, we can show e(k, k) = e(k', k') for k, k' € L satisfying |k|]* = |K'|?
mod 4.)

@) Cy((t1 + t2)k) = Cy(t1k)Cy(tak) forany ty,t2 € Z, k € L, and g € O(L).

Proof. (1) This is because 2k * k' = 0 (mod 2).
(2) Use (1) to (3.44).
(3) We first observe that

n—1
B =2 Kkeej+ Y (k) ]es]. (4.4)
=0

1>7

If L is even, recall that we took the basis satisfying \ei|2 = 0 mod 4. If L is odd, since we
took the basis such that ej is odd and e;( are even, k is odd if and only if k° is odd. Moreover,
we have |e; o[> = 0 mod 4. By applying these facts to the second term of the right-hand side
of (4.4), we have

o 0 (k is even)
2 — ip. . 0.
|k|“ =2 E kK'ke;-e; + { o2 (ks odd) (mod 4). 4.5)

1>7
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Therefore, |k|? = |g(k)|? leads to

ST Ko = S (g() (o) ei-e; (mod 2) 46)

1>7 1>7

and hence e(k, k) = €(g(k), g(k)) follows from (4.3).
(4) Use (3) to (3.44). Note that e(t1k, t2k) = (k, k)"*2 follows from the bilinearity of the
product . L

Now, we prove Proposition 4.1.
Proof of Proposition 4.1. By using Lemma 4.2 (2) and (4), we have
n—1 )
K
(k) = <H cg(ei)2L2J> -gg< > e) (4.7)
2 i’€{i|k? is odd}

If we write the elements of {7 | k' is odd} as 7}, ..., i) where i{ < --- < 7}, then by using (3.44)
and £(e;, e;) = 1 for i < j repeatedly, the last factor of (4.7) becomes

Coley, + -+ eir) = (glen)olew, + -+ +eq)e(glen), gley, + -+ +ex)) (4.8)

= Cg(ei’l)gg(eig + 62‘;) H 5(9(62"1),9(6%)) 4.9
1<m’<I
(4.10)
1
=Tl ¢tn) T elofes) e ) @.11)
m=1 1<m<m/<I
Therefore, we obtain (4.2). L]

4.2 The Mathieu Group of Odd Leech Lattice

Let us see that the answer to Question 3’ is no in the case of the odd Leech lattice Oy,.

We take e, . . ., ea3 in (2.24) as a basis of the odd Leech lattice O,4. This basis satisfies the
assumption of Proposition 4.1. The isometry group O(Os,4) contains the automorphism group
Moy, of the binary Golay code G54 as a subgroup, and its element g € My, C Syy acts on
k= (ko, ..., ks3) € Oy C R* from left as

g(k) = (kg-1(0ys - - - s kg1(23)), orequivalently, (g(k))gu) = ki (4.12)

Recall that the Mathieu group My, is generated by the two generators a, b satisfying the

24



relations in (2.8):

a? =1, (4.13)

b =1, (4.14)

(ba)® =1, (4.15)

(b?aba)'? =1, (4.16)
(b?ab*ababa)® = 1, (4.17)
(b*ab*aba)® (b*ababa)® = 1, (4.18)
((b*aba)®ba)* = 1. (4.19)

In our choice of a basis of Oy4, we can take explicit elements of a, b as in (2.9), (2.10).

For the answer to Question 3’ to be yes, we must at least be able to find the values of (,(e;)
and ((e;) € U(1) fori =0, ..., 23, which are compatible with the relations (4.13)—(4.19). For
example, by applying the relation (4.13) to the condition (3.48) that {(,}, preserve the group
structure, we have

Calalei))Caler) = Ci(es), (4.20)

forany ¢ = 0,...,23. By using the explicit form (4.2) of (,(k), the left-hand side of (4.20) can
be factorized in the form of

(—1)" Caleo)™ - - Calens)™s, 4.21)

where ;' € Zy,mi, ..., mby € Z. We further write (,(e;) € U(1) as (eV~17)? with p; €
R/2Z. Then (4.21) is rewritten as

(e\/—ilw)mgpo—i----—i-mggpza-i-ui. 4.22)

On the other hand, the right-hand side of (4.20) is 1, because we can show that (;(k) = 1 for
any k € L from the condition (3.48). Therefore, the equation (4.20) is equivalent to

mppo + -+ - + Mhapaz = i’ in R/27Z. (4.23)

In this way, from the relation (4.13), we have obtained 24 necessary conditions (4.23; ¢ =
0,...,23) for (,(e;) = (e¥~1") to preserve the group structure of M.

In the same way, from the seven relations (4.13)—(4.19), we obtain 7 x 24 equations, which
we label by ¢t =1,--- |7 X 24,

Mopo + ++  + Mz Paz + Moy pag + -+ + Myzpar = p' in R/27Z, (4.24)

with respect to variables p; € R/27Z defined by (,(e;) = (e¥~1")% and (e;) = (e¥~1m)P2143,
with coefficients m} € Z and p§ € Z/27 C R/27. We write these equations in a matrix form

Mj=f, (4.25)
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where the coefficient matrix M is Z-valued and has 7 x 24 rows and 48 columns, the variable
p is the R/2Z-valued column vector with 48 entries, and /i is the Z/2Z-valued and hence
R /27Z-valued column vector with 7 x 24 entries.

It is known that for any ¢ X u integer matrix M € Z'", there exist invertible square matrices
P € GL(t,Z) and Q € GL(u,Z), such that D = PM() is in the form of

do
D = p , do,...,dr_1 € Ly, d; | diyq forany q. (4.26)
r—1
O O
The entries dy, . .., d,_; are unique for M up to multiplication by elements in Z* = {41},

and called the elementary divisors of M. D is called the Smith normal form of M, and M =
P='DQ~" is called the Smith decomposition of M. The matrices P, D, @ for a given M can
be calculated by Mathematica command SmithDecomposition[M].

Let D = PM() be the Smith normal form of the coefficient matrix M in (4.25). Then the
equation (4.25) is equivalent to

DQ™'f = Pji. (4.27)

If the rank of D, or equivalently that of M, is r, and if Pji contains any non-zero element of
R/27Z somewhere inits (r + 1), ..., (7 x 24)-th entries, then the equation (4.27) does not have
any solution p, and hence we cannot find ,(e;) and ((e;) (i = 0, ..., 23) preserving the group
structure of My, and compatible with the relations (4.13)—(4.19). This means that the answer
to Question 3’ is no, and hence the Mathieu group M>,, a subgroup of the isometry group of
the odd Leech lattice Oy4, does not lift to a subgroup of the automorphism group of the lattice
VOA Vp,,.

In fact, we only need the 2 x 24 equations from the relations (4.13) and (4.18) to bring this
matter to a conclusion. The coefficient matrix M and i for these 2 x 24 equations are calculated
by computer (see M24_of_odd_Leech. ipynb for the source code) and recorded in (C.1,
C.2). By the Smith decomposition M = P~'D(Q~!, we obtain the elementary divisors of M
as

1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1, 2, 54, (4.28)
and hence the rank of D is 25, whereas

Pii= (16018 16019 22266 16022 22269 22266 16020 22268
16020 16019 16020 16020 31230 77430 48739 61107
51039 77168 54837 70020 78108 53946 76206 62456

31928 0 0 —2 0 0 22171 13702 (4.29)
23183 2 5974 17416 17762 0 0 7460
28878 —2 2 0 5156 23924 0 33476 )T,

26



where the 31st and 33rd entries are nonzero in R/27Z. Therefore, we cannot find the values of
Cu(e;) and (p(e;) (i = 0, ..., 23) compatible with the relations (4.13) and (4.18), and hence the
subgroup My, of the isometry group of O, does not lift to a subgroup of the automorphism
group of the lattice VOA Vp,,.

In a similar way, we can see that the subgroup M3 of My, also does not lift to a subgroup
of the automorphism group of V,,. Recall that the Mathieu group M,3 is generated by two
generators a, b satisfying the relations in (2.11):

a® =1, (4.30)

bt =1, (4.31)

(ba)® =1, (4.32)

(b?a)® =1, (4.33)

(b*aba)® =1, (4.34)

(b*ab*aba)* = 1, (4.35)
(b%a)?(ba)?®(b*aba)*b*ab®a(ba)® = 1, (4.36)
b?ababab?aba(b*ab*a)? (b*aba)® = 1. (4.37)

From the relations (4.36) and (4.37), we obtain the equation Mp = [i which (,(e;) =
(eV=Im)Pi and (y(e;) = (eV~'7)P21+i should satisfy, where the coefficient matrix M and ji
are calculated by computer (see M23_of_odd_Leech. ipynb for the source code) and
recorded in (C.3, C.4). By the Smith decomposition M = P~!DQ~!, we obtain the ele-
mentary divisors of M as

1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1, 1,1, 1,1, 1,1, 1, (4.38)

and hence the rank of D is 24, whereas

Pii=( 0 —184045 —57967 —121500 —94368 —45774 —62078 —153328

—2276 =572 —94178 81760 —132488 —197704 —197578 —182388

—59707 —185810 —9243 —5733 —86582 —170898 —161384 —99556

0 —2422 —198226 —188029 —118824 —38728 —109273 —199800

—172362 —200168 —11403 —113189 —102530 —-173862 —50724 —20268
—165812 —169514 —123120 —137854 —136654 —81506 —25294 —201016 )7,

(4.39)

where the 28th, 31st, 35th, and 36th entries are nonzero in R/27Z. Therefore, we cannot find
the values of (,(e;) and (y(e;) (i = 0,. .., 23) compatible with the relations (4.36) and (4.37),
and hence the subgroup My of the isometry group of Oy, does not lift to a subgroup of the
automorphism group of the lattice VOA V,,.

Let us restate our conclusion in the form of a theorem.
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Theorem 4.3. Let L be an odd Leech lattice Oy4. The subgroups (Z;)**. My, and (Z3)**. Mo
of the automorphism group Aut(Vy) of the lattice VOA are non-split extensions. In particular,
the subgroups My, and My3 of the isometry group O(L) do not lift to a subgroup of Aut(Vy).

If we use U(1) instead of Z in the construction of L in (3.25) and hence in the construction of
V7, then the subgroups U (1)*. My, and U (1)**. Ma3 of Aut(V7) are non-split. We will see that
(Zso or U(1))?**.Mys contains (Zy or U(1))?3. M3 as a subgroup around (5.13) and Appendix
D, and of course it is also non-split.

4.3 The Conway Group of Leech Lattice

Let us see that the answer to Question 3’ is no in the case of the Leech lattice Ay,. In fact, it
was already shown in [Gri73]; we will check it by the similar discussion to that of the previous
Section 4.2.

Recall that the isometry group O(Ag4) of a Leech lattice is the Conway group Co,, and
it is generated by the two generators A, B in (2.26, 2.27) as a subgroup of GL(24,7Z). From
the matrix form (2.29) of the symmetric bilinear form ¢, we can see that the standard basis
{ei}i=o.. 23 is a basis of the Leech lattice (Z**, ¢) satisfying the assumption of Proposition 4.1.

We need some relations of the generators A and B to use the discussion similar to that of
Section 4.2. Unfortunately, unlike the case of the Mathieu groups, we could not find informa-
tion on the set of relations constituting the presentation of Coy in terms of A and B, but the
way of finding relations is not important. After a lot of trials, we found some sets of relations
which lead to the system of equations showing that there are no values C4(e), - . ., (a(e23) and
Cp(eo), ..., Cp(ess) for the isometry group Cog of the Leech lattice to lift to a subgroup of the
automorphism group of its lattice VOA. (It would be valuable if there exists some systematic
way to find a set of such relations.)

For example, a set of relations®

(Z**BBAB)" =1, (4.40)
(YXY X))’ XY X)*2 =1, (4.41)
Y3 (YX)°Y2XB =1, (4.42)

where X = BA,Y = BBA, and Z = (BBABA)?BA, leads to the equation Mj = ji
with the coefficient matrix M and i recorded in (C.5, C.6); these M and /i are calculated by
computer (see Co0_of_Leech.ipynb for the source code). By the Smith decomposition
M = P~'DQ™*, we obtain the elementary divisors of M as

1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1, 1,2, (4.43)

8The relation (4.40) is taken from the semi-presentation of Co; on the Version 3 webpage of ATLAS of
Finite Group Representations https://brauer.maths.qmul.ac.uk/Atlas/v3/spor/Col/, (4.41) is taken from the repre-
sentative of the conjugacy class 22A of Co; on the same webpage, and the relation (4.42) was found through a
brute-force search by computer.
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and hence the rank of D is 24, whereas

Pji= (27709164 2529357 7489045 30268789 4526426 20722962 15136149 30380229
5661159 9704077 3615025 17793711 1073374 8631464 30885927 27407271

7011428 2117131 25166374 9655442 645641 12408278 26657215 —5342424

0 2 0 0 0 0 0

0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (4.44)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 2 2 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0

10378735 0 9006865 16286994 0 25479941 27049788 31316233 )7,

where for example the last entry is nonzero in R/27Z. Therefore, we cannot find the values of
Ca(e;) and Cp(e;) (i = 0,...,23) compatible with the relations (4.40)—(4.42), and hence the
isometry group Coq of the Leech lattice Ay does not lift to a subgroup of the automorphism
group of the lattice VOA Vj,,.

S Currents Invariant under Specified Symmetry

Now that we understand the symmetry of the odd Leech lattice CFT contains U(1)%**. My,
instead of My, our next interest is in investigating what kind of structure can be preserved
under its action or the action of its subgroup. Specifically, we determine weight-1 and weight-
3

5 elements of the odd Leech lattice VOA, which could be ingredients of a superconformal

algebra, invariant under the action of U(1)%4. Moy or its subgroup U(1)*. Mys.

5.1 Lift of Lattice Isometries to Automorphisms of Lattice VOA: Part 2

To determine which elements of the VOA are invariant under given automorphisms, of course
we have to know how automorphisms act on the elements. It was halfway done in Section 3.3,
but we have not seen how an element of O(L) extends to an element of Aut(V}); in the first
place, we have not explained the definition of V7, either. So we will review them in this Section
5.1.

The foundational literature is [FLMS88], and [DN99, Lam?20] also contain readable sum-
maries. These references deal with ordinary lattice VOAs constructed from even lattices, but
we also consider odd lattices in this paper, so the resulting VOA could be a vertex operator
superalgebra (VOSA) to be precise (see e.g. [DL.93, Remark 12.38]). However, this distinction
is not significant for our purposes, so let us be unconcerned about that point. We assume that
the lattice is Euclidean, and hence the resulting lattice VOA formulates a chiral CFT in the lan-
guage of physics. As for Lorentzian lattice VOAs or more general VOAS to describe non-chiral
CFTs (full CFTs in other words), see [HK05, Mor20, SS23].

As always, we assume L is an integral lattice. Let h = L ®7 C be the abelian Lie algebra,
andh=h® C[t,t™'] ® CK be its affine Lie algebra with the Lie bracket

[a(m), o’ (m")] = (a, & Ymby i 0 K, 5.1
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where a(m) := a ® t™ with a € h, m € Z, and the symmetric bilinear form (—, —) on the
lattice L is extended to ) by C-linearity.

Let U(h) be the universal enveloping algebra of h (the algebra where a(m)a/(m’) —
o/ (m')a(m) = [a(m), o/ (m’)] holds), and define the h-module /(1) as

M(l) = U(G) PpeC[eCK C, (5.2)

where h ® C[t] acts on C as a(m) - C = 0 (m > 0), and K acts on C as multiplication by 1.
As a vector space, M (1) is isomorphic to U(h~), which is the universal enveloping algebra of
the abelian subalgebra

h-:=ht 'Clt™Y, (5.3)

~

of h.

Recall that L is the central extension of L by Zs or U(1) whose generator was denoted by
k. We may consider a representation C of the subgroup Z, or U(1) of L, where the gener-
ator  acts on C as multiplication by e¥~1". We define the L-module C{L} as the induced
representation of L from it:

C{L} = Indéjg or U(l)C = C[f’] ®(C[Z2 or U(1)] Cv (54)

where C[G| denotes the group algebra of G over C. Roughly speaking, C{L} is just a group
algebra C[L] with &" - e¥ = eV~ ek,
Now, the lattice VOA V7, is defined as the C vector space

Vi = M(1) ®c C{L}, (5.5)

with the VOA structure such as the vacuum vector and the state-field correspondence, which we
do not write down here. Any element of V;, therefore can be written as a C-linear combination
of elements in the form of

aj(—my) - ~ozl(—ml)ek, (5.6)

where aq,..., a0 € h = L ®z C, mq,...,m; € Z~q, and k € L. The (conformal) weight or
the (conformal) dimension of the element (5.6) is defined as

1
wt (o (—my) - - ag(—my)e™) i=my + - +my + 5%\2, (5.7)

and we can introduce the grading by this weight to the VOA V. An element of a VOA is
sometimes called a current because of some physical background.

Let e, ..., e, 1 be an integral basis of L. The element e;, (—my) - - - ¢;,(—my)e* of Vy, is
usually denoted by o/_lml X ~o/_lml |k) in physics literature, where the commutation relation of
the creation-annihilation operators o, is [a? , o’ | = (e;, €i)MSmim.0. We also often use the
creation-annihilation operators o/, := e;(m) with respect to the standard basis ey, ..., e, 1
of R™ where the lattice L is embedded. Their commutation relation is of course [0/, 0! ,] =
(€, ©) MO tm 0-

The definition of an automorphism of a VOA V isamap F': V' — V such that
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(1) itis a C-linear automorphism on the C-vector space V.

(2) it preserves OPE; more precisely, F'(v,,(v)) = (F(v))m(F(v")) for any v,v" € V. Here,
U € End (V') denotes the m-th mode of the mode expansion of the operator corresponding
to the state v € V.

(3) it preserves the Virasoro element; F'(w) = w. Here, the Virasoro element w € V is
a specified state such that the modes of the corresponding operator, called the energy-
momentum tensor T(z), satisfy the Virasoro algebra. In a lattice VOA, w is given by
w =1, &(—1)%", and the corresponding operator is T'(z) = —1 >, : (0X'(2))? : (up
to scalar multiplication).

We refer the reader to [FLM88, §8.10] or [DN99, §2.3] for more details.

Any element f of O(f)), which was introduced in (3.40), induces an automorphism F' of

VL by

Flar(=mi) -+ aq(=my)e®) = flan)(=ma) - flan)(—m) f(e¥), (5.8)
where f € O(L) was defined in (3.39) and extended by C-linearity here. This preserves

the group structure of O(L), and hence O(L) = (Z, or U(1))".O(L) can be regarded as a
subgroup of Aut(Vy). The whole Aut(V}) is determined in [DN99].

5.2 Invariant Currents of Odd Leech Lattice VOA

In this Section 5.2, let L be the odd Leech lattice Oy constructed as in (2.23). The au-
tomorphism group Aut(V;) of the lattice VOA contains O(L) = U(1)**.0(L), and hence
U(1)**. My, as a subgroup. Let us investigate the weight-1 and weight—% currents of Vp, in-
variant under the action of U(1)**. My,.

To begin with, any weight-1 current of V, is in the form of

a(=1)e, (5.9)

where a € L®,C. Since ¢ is the identity element of L, we have f(e°) = €° forany f € O(L).
Therefore, an element (5.9) is invariant under the action (5.8) of U(1)?*. My, C Aut(V},), if and
only if &« € L ®;C is invariant under the action of My, C O(L) extended by C-linearity. Since
the action of My, on L = Oy constructed as in (2.23) is the permutation of the coordinates
with respect to the standard basis €, . . . , €3 of R?* where L is embedded, and it is transitive,
such avisonly 1 = (1,...,1) = > . e;, up to multiplication by C. In conclusion, the weight-1
current of V;, invariant under the action of U(1)?*. Mo, is

23
7= ei(—1)e, (5.10)
=0

up to multiplication by C. In physics notation,

23
§7 =" "ol ]0). (5.11)
=0
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Next, any weight—% current of V7, is a linear combination of elements in the form of

1
¥ with k=——=(-1)" w € Gy, (5.12)

2v2

where the codeword w of the binary Golay code G4 is regarded as a vector (w;); with entries
0 or 1, and (—1)* denotes the vector ((—1)*#);. Such elements are not invariant under the
action of Hom(L, U(1)) = U(1)** C Aut(Vy), recalling its action (3.34). Therefore, there is
no weight—% current of V7, invariant under the action of U(1)?*.My,. Even if we imposed the
invariance under the action of Z3*. Ms, only, there is still no invariant weight-3 current of V..
This is because k = ; \/5( 1)" is an odd vector, and hence its component with respect to the
basis e in (2.24) is odd, so its dual (ey)" € Hom(L, Z,) always gives a minus sign to (5.12).

How about a smaller subgroup? For example, the subgroup of My, stabilizing one coordi-
nate, say kg of k = ZZ k;e; € L, is Mys. In addition, if we consider the subgroup

Stabgom(r.r(1)) (€) := {n € Hom(L,U(1)) | n(L NRey) = 1} 2 U(1)*, (5.13)

of Hom(L, U (1)), then Stabyom(r,u(1))(€0). Mas is a subgroup of Hom(L, U(1)). My C O(L).
To see it,” we check that the 2-cocycle E : My, x My, — Hom(L,U(1)) associated to the
extension O(L) in (3.41) takes value in Stabrom(r,u(1))(€0) When restricted to L] 7, x arp5- See
Appendix D for the detailed proof.

Let us investigate the weight-1 and weight—% currents of V, invariant under the action of
Stabuom(z,u (1)) (€0).-Mas = U(1)**. Mas. By an analysis similar to the case of U(1)?*. Moy, the
weight-1 invariant currents are

3 =eg(—1)e", " = Zez , (5.14)

and their C-linear combinations. In physics notation,
M — o0 |0), M = Z@ o). (5.15)

There is no weight—% invariant current again. Even if we imposed the invariance under the
action of Z2®. Moz only, there is still no invariant weight—% current. This is because the ba-
Sis eop3 in (2.24) is in fact a primitive vector of L N Rey, and hence StabHom(LZQ)(eo) =
Spang, {(eo)", ..., (e22)"}, where (e;)" are the dual basis of (2.24). Therefore, (ey)" is in
Stabom( LZz)(eo), and it always gives a minus sign to (5.12) by the same discussion as in the
case of Z3*. Mo,.

The fact that Stabom(z,u(1))(€0).Ma3 is a subgroup of Hom(L, U(1)).M24 is nontrivial in the following

sense. Let G be an group extension N.G of G' by N. For any subgroup G’ of G, G contains an extension N.G’
as a subgroup. However, for a subgroup N’ of N, N'.G is not a subgroup of G in general. This is because the
multiplication law of G is like (n1, g1)- (n2, 92) = (n1g1(n2)e(g1, g2), g192); see (A.4) for the precise expression.
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6 Discussions

In this paper, we have seen that the symmetry Aut(Vp,,) of the odd Leech lattice VOA inherits
the Moy or Moz symmetry of the odd Leech lattice Oy in the form of the non-split exten-
sion U(1)*. My, or U(1)?.Mss, and therefore My, and Moz are not genuine symmetries of
the lattice VOA. We also determined weight-1 and weight—% currents in the odd Leech lattice
VOA invariant under the symmetry U (1)?*. My, or its subgroup U(1)?3. Mys. In particular, we
concluded that there is no such weight—% current.

Let us revisit the observation by [BDFK15]. They pointed out that representation dimen-
sions of My, appear in the decomposition of the A" = 2 extremal elliptic genus Z™=4(7, 2) of
central charge ¢ = 6m = 24 into the (—1)"-inserted characters of the Ramond representations
of an N' = 2 SCA. They further constructed a chiral N' = 2 SCFT whose partition function
of the R sector coincides with the extremal elliptic genus Z™=*(7, 2), although a slight mod-
ification is needed for the supercurrents as in Appendix B. Their theory is equivalent to the
fermionization of the (A;)?* lattice CFT with respect to the shift Z, symmetry, and its NS

sector can be described as the odd Leech lattice VOA Vo, .

Now, we notice that there are more obstacles in trying to explain the moonshine-type ob-
servation by this fermionized (A;)?* theory than we naively expected. The apparent problem is
why it is the representation dimensions of M5, that appear in the decomposition of the partition
function of the R sector into the A/ = 2 SCA characters, even though the genuine symmetry
of the VOA of the NS sector is the non-split extension (Zy or U(1))?**. M. Let us still try to
explore a perspective in which My, or its subgroup Mo3 takes on a meaningful role. As we will
see, this is not straightforward at all.

Here, we note that the difference between the NS sector and the R sector is not important.
One reason is that, using the spectral flow of the A” = 2 SCA, we see that the partition function
of the NS sector should also exhibit the representation dimensions of My, under the decom-
position into NV = 2 SCA characters. Another reason is that, since the R sector is not closed
under the OPE, we cannot consider a new CFT consisting of the R sector only, and the NS
sector always comes into the story, so there is no hope that the symmetry of CFT contains My,
as a subgroup.

Remark. In light of VOA, the R sector can be formulated as a twisted module Mg of the NS sec-
tor V. We may consider the automorphism group of this module Auty, (Mg) = Endy, (Mg)*,
but it would be too small to provide any useful implications. For example, if My is an irre-
ducible module of V7, then Auty, (Mgr) = C* by Schur’s lemma. We can try to find a sub-
algebra A of V,, say some algebra containing an N' = 2 SCA, such that End 4(Mp) contains
C[Maz4] or C[Mas], but this attempt is not much different from the following approach focusing
on the NS sector. (Remark ends.)

As such, to explain the appearance of the representation dimensions of M, we have to
exclude the effect of the group extension. One possible way to do so is to construct some
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VOA-like object, for example by using L/Z, = L, on which (2%4.M,,)/22* = My, can act.
The discussion on whether this idea works is beyond the scope of this paper, and it might
require further study.

Another rather haphazard way is to forget the information of cocycle factors, even though
it destroys the OPE structure. Let us investigate this possibility step by step.

Review of the definition of an automorphism of VOA
As reviewed in Section 5.1, the definition of an automorphism of the VOA Vj,,,, denoted
by V}, for short below, is a map F': V;, — V, such that

(1) itis a C-linear automorphism on the C-vector space V7,

(2) it preserves OPE; more precisely, F'(v,,(v")) = (F(v))n(F (V")) for any v, o' € V7,

(3) it preserves the Virasoro element; F'(w) = w.

Such maps constitute the automorphism group Aut(V7,), and it contains Hom(L, Z,).O(L) as

a subgroup as reviewed in Section 3.3.

Modifying the conditions to discard the effect of cocycle factors
To discard the effect of cocycle factors, let us modify these conditions (1)—(3) and consider
amap F': Vi, — V}, such that

(1) itis a C-linear automorphism on the C-vector space V7,
(2) it can be written in the form of (5.8):

F(an(=m) - ar(=m)e®) = flar)(=ma) -~ flor)(=m) f ("),

by using some map f : L — L such that f : L — L; k — f(e¥) is an isometry on L,
(3) it preserves the Virasoro element; F'(w) = w,
(4) it preserves the OPE action by w; F'(w,,(v")) = wy,(F(v")) for any v’ € V.

In the condition (2), such f : L — L satisfies
flehet) = KO f(e) f(e) ©6.1)

in L. This means that F preserves OPE of monomial elements up to cocycle factors; more
precisely, for any v, v’ € V7, in the form of oy (—my) - - - g (—my ) e¥,

F(um (V) = £(F(0))m(F(v")) (6.2)

holds, which can be seen from the explicit formula [DN99, §3.4] of (e*),,(e*"). The set of all
maps F': V;, — V satisfying these conditions (1)—(4) constitute a group under the composi-
tion, which we write as LinAut(Vy; Vir) o).
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The last condition (4) guarantees that the action of this group LinAut(V; Vir)o(r) does not
change the Ly-eigenvalue of states of V7, where L is the O-th mode of the operator 7'(z) corre-
sponding to the Virasoro element w, so that we can expect that LinAut(V7; Vir)o(z) accounts
for some properties of the decomposition of a partition function Try, ¢*°~21 into the Virasoro
characters. Here we considered a simple partition function rather than Try, (—1)Fy”oglo=21
respecting the N' = 2 SCA, just for simplicity. Fortunately, this condition (4) automati-
cally follows from the other conditions (1)—(3), because the action of modes w,, of the op-
erator 7'(z) o —3>.. : (0X'(z))? : does not change the lattice vector k of an element
ai(—=my) -+ a(—m;)e* € V, and hence this condition (4) does not lead to any nontrivial
constraint caused by cocycle factors.

As a result, this group LinAut(V7; Vir)o(z) turns out to be Map(L, Zy) : O(L), where
Map(L, Z,) is the set of all the maps L. — Z,, which constitutes a group under the multipli-
cation. It is greatly enlarged from Hom(L, Z5).O(L), and in particular contains M,y C O(L)
preserving the momentum lattice L = Oyy.

Taking the AV = 2 SCA into account

We only focused on the Virasoro algebra so far. Can we apply a similar discussion to
N = 2 SCA? The generators of N/ = 2 SCA are the energy-momentum tensor 7'(z), a U(1)
current J(z) of weight 1, and supercurrents G*(z) of weight 2. As discussed in [BDFK15] and
reviewed around (B.14), we can choose the U(1) current .J(z) as 2/—29X°(z), to reproduce
the extremal elliptic genus as the partition function Trg (—1)¥y”0¢ 021 of the R sector. This
U(1) current is exactly ji* = o°,]0) in (5.15) up to scalar multiplication, and invariant
under the action of 223 My3 C Aut(Vz). However, there is no weight—% current invariant
under 2%%.M,; as we have seen in Section 5.2. In addition, any weight-3 currents invariant
under the subgroup My3 of LinAut(Vy; Vir)o( 1) does not satisfy the OPEs of supercurrents of
N = 2 SCA, as we will show in Remark of Appendix B. The subgroup of 2%*. M,y C Aut(Vz)
preserving the supercurrents we will construct in Appendix B would be too small to provide
any useful implications (see the last paragraph of Appendix B).

Therefore, what we can do is to deal with the subalgebra A of the N' = 2 SCA generated by
T'(z) and J(z) only, and consider a group LinAut(Vz; A)o(z) consisting of maps I : Vi, — Vp,
such that

(1) itis a C-linear automorphism on the C-vector space V7,
(2) it can be written in the form of (5.8):

Flon(=m) - ar(=mu)e®) = flar)(=ma) - flor) (=m) f(e"),

by using some map f : L — L such that f : L — L: k — f(e*) is an isometry on L,
(3) it preserves the Virasoro element F'(w) = w and the U(1) current F(j23) = ji2s,
(4) it preserves the OPE action by w and j172%; F'(w,,,(v")) = wp (F'(v')) and F((517%),,(v')) =

(72" )m (F (v")) for any o' € V.
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Then the group LinAut(V7; A)o(r) contains Msg as a subgroup, through a similar discussion to
that on M, C LinAut(Vz; Vir)o(z), and it might account for the appearance of representation
dimensions of M3 in the decomposition of the partition function Try, (—1)Fy/¢ 21 into the
characters of the algebra A.

However, if we put together the characters of the algebra A into the characters of N’ = 2
SCA, then we can only say that the resulting coefficients are virtual representation dimensions
(where not only addition but also subtraction of irreducible representation dimensions are al-
lowed) of Ms3. Moreover, in the first place, the whole group LinAut(Vz; A)o(r) is much
larger than Mys; it is in fact Map(L, Z,) : (21 : Mag), where 2! : Mo is the subgroup
of O(L) = 2'2 . M,, stabilizing the first entry of the lattice vectors. So it is unclear why
the subgroup Mas is only in effect, compared with other moonshine phenomena such as the
monstrous moonshine and the Conway moonshine, where the automorphism groups of their
VOA:s are precisely the monster group M and the Conway group Co;. Anyway, since we have
destroyed the OPE structure, and hence the VOA structure, it is difficult to imagine that the
discussions here would yield so fruitful outcomes as, for example, the monstrous moonshine.

In conclusion, the situation surrounding the moonshine-type observation on the extremal
elliptic genus seems more mysterious than we think. We have only dealt with the VOA of odd
Leech lattice CFT, or the fermionized (A;)?** lattice CFT, but of course there is a possibility
that another new theory explains the observation in a nice way. It would be interesting if that is
the case, and if it also provides some implications for other moonshine phenomena including
the K3 Mathieu moonshine.
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A Group Extension

In this Appendix A, we give an elementary introduction to group extensions and a few related
topics. In Section A.1, we review basic notions of group extensions following [Bro82, Ch. IV],
and see that the equivalence classes of group extensions of a group G by a G-module N are
in one-to-one correspondence with the cohomology classes of the second group cohomology
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H?(G, N). In the next Section A.2, we focus on central extensions of abelian groups, and
establish another one-to-one correspondence with commutator maps in the case of free abelian
groups, following [FLMS88, §5.2]. The last Section A.3 is just a review of a certain theorem
[FLMS8S, Prop. 5.4.1] on the automorphism group of a central extension, which plays a vital
role in the discussion of the main text.

A.1 Group Extensions and Group Cohomology

An extension of a group GG by a group N is a short exact sequence of groups and homomor-
phisms

I NSG5G—1. (A.1)

(Be aware that some literature calls it an extension of N by (G.) When there is no risk of
confusion in the homomorphisms constituting the short exact sequence, we only say that G
is an extension of G by N. (But note that the equivalence of group extension, defined later,
classifies not only G, but also the whole short exact sequence.) We also use the notation N.GG
for any extension of G by N. Since i(NN) is the kernel of m, N can be regarded as a normal
subgroup of G, and the quotient group G /i(N) is isomorphic to G.

Let us take a set-theoretical section (not necessarily a group homomorphism) s : G — G.
Since s(g)s(g')s(gg’)™! € kerm = i(N) for g, ¢’ € G, we can define a functione : GXG — N
which measures how s failures to be a homomorphism by

s(9)s(g’) = i(e(g,9))s(99)- (A.2)

To look into the structure of G, we use the bijection N x G — G ; (n, g) — i(n)s(g).
Recalling that i(/N) is a normal subgroup of G, we can define the action of » € G on N by

pn(n) =i~ (hi(n)h™), (A3)

and then the multiplication law of G can be calculated as
i(n)s(g) - i(n')s(g") = i(n - Ps(g)(n') - (g, 9'))s(99")- (A.4)
This multiplication law (i.e. the group structure of G) becomes simpler in the following cases:

* If we can take a section s which is a group homomorphism (i.e. the short exact sequence
(A.1) splits), then the cocycle becomes trivial €(g, ¢') = 1. In addition, we can define a
G-action 0 on N by 0, := Q4. As aresult, G is isomorphic to the semidirect product
N %, G, and it is also denoted by N : G. In particular, G can be regarded as a subgroup
of G by s.

— Moreover, if the G-action o on N is trivial, then G is isomorphic to the direct
product N x G.
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« If N is abelian, then for a given g € G, any element h € G such that w(h) = g defines
the same action ¢y on N, so the G-action ¢ reduces to a G-action ¢ on V.

— Moreover, if (and only if) i(/V) is in the center of é, the GG-action ¢ becomes trivial.
In this case, G is called a central extension.

In the following, we assume [V is abelian. An abelian group on which a group G acts is called
a G-module. Since there is the G-action ¢ on N, N is a G-module.

From the associativity (s(g)s(¢'))s(g”) = s(g)(s(¢")s(g”)), the function € turns out to be
an N-valued 2-cocycle:

€(9,9")e(g9’,9") = @q(e(g’. 9"))elg,9'9"). (A.5)

If we take another section ', then the cocycle € for it differs from e by only coboundary. To
see it, we define  : G — N as the difference of s(¢g) and s'(g):

s'(9) = i(C(9))s(9)- (A.6)
Then we can calculate ¢’ based on the definition (A.2) as

€(9,9") = (g, 9)ey(¢(9")<C(99") ¢ (g), (A7)

which shows that € and e differ by the coboundary d(. Conversely, if a cocycle ¢’ is cohomol-
ogous to the cocycle € of the section s as € = ed(, then € is the cocycle of the section s’ such

that s'(g) = i(¢(g))s(g)-

Two extensions 1 — N 5 G 5 G — land1 — N 5 G' ™ & — 1 are said to be
equivalent if there exists a homomorphism ) : G — G’ such that the diagram

(A.8)

Gl

commutes. Such ¢ is an isomorphism by the short five lemma.'’ The difference of the cocycle
e for a section s : G — G and the cocycle ¢ for a section s’ : G — G’ is again a coboundary,

10For the short five lemma to be applied, v should be a homomorphism, not just a map. In fact, for any two
extensions (, G’ of G by N, there exists a map ¢ such that the diagram (A.8) commutes (e.g. just i(n)s(g) —
i'(n)s'(g) for sections s : G — G and s’ : G — G’ normalized as in (A.21)), but it is of course not an
isomorphism in general.
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because ¢ is also the cocycle for the section ¢ o s : G — (. Note that two extensions can be
non-equivalent even if G and G’ are isomorphic as groups.'' In this sense, the equivalence of
group extension classifies not only G, but also how N and G are incorporated in it.

So far, for a given G-module N, we have established a map

b { extensions of G by N

ival H*(G,N). A.
compatible with the action G ~ N } /equivalence — H*(G, N) (A.9)

We can construct a map f in the inverse direction of (A.9) as follows. For a given G-module
N and a 2-cocycle € : G x G — N, we can construct a group extension G, as a set N x G with
the multiplication'?

(n,g) - (n',g') = (n-g(n') - €(g.9), 99, (A.10)
together with group homomorphisms

i:N—=Geine (n-e(lg, 16)7Y 1a), (A.11)

m:Ge— G;(n,g)— g, (A.12)

constituting the short exact sequence.
For another 2-cocycle €, if it differs from e by the coboundary d( as in (A.7), then

¥ Ge— Go i (n,g) = (nC(9)™Y g) (A.13)

defines an homomorphism to show the equivalence of G, and G.. Therefore, we have estab-
lished the map f in the inverse direction of (A.9).

In fact, b and # are the inverse of each other. To see it, we first note that any 2-cocycle €
satisfies

€(1g,9) = €(1lg,1g) forany g € G, (A.14)
which follow from the cocycle condition (A.5). We also have
s(lg) =i(e(lg, 1)), (A.15)

from (A.2), for any section s : G — G of an extension and the cocycle ¢ for it.

"For example, for additive groups G = Zy x Zo and N = Zo, (i) G = Zy x Zy with i(1) = (2,0) and
7((a,b)) = (a,b) mod 2, and (ii) G = Zy x Zy withi(1) = (2,0) and 7((a, b)) = (b,a) mod 2 are inequivalent
extensions.

2Under this multiplication, the identity element of G is (e(1g,1g) !, 1¢), and the inverse of (n,g) is
(e(lg,1g) g7t (n Ye(g7t,9)"t,971). We can check them by using e(1g,g9) = €(lg,1q), €(g,1g) =
g(e(lg, 1)), and (g, g~ Ve(1g, 9) = g(e(g7 1, 9))e(g, 1), which all follow from the cocycle condition (A.5).
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To see f o b is an identity map, for a given extension G, take a section s : G — G and con-
struct the extension GG from the cocycle € for s. Then it is equivalent to the original extension

G by
V:Ge— Gi(n,g)—i(n)s(g). (A.16)
The most nontrivial part is ¢ o (i for @e) = (¢ for G), which follows from

W(melle 1)1 16)) = itne(la 16)s(1e) “= i), (A.17)

To see b o f is an identity map, starting from a given cocycle ¢, construct the extension G,
from it. Then the section s : G — G. ;g — (1, g) gives back the cocycle € because

s(9)s(g') = (e(9,9"),99') = (e(9.9)e(Le. 99') ", 16) - (I, 99) (A.18)
Al4 _ .
= (elg, )16 16) 10 - (L g9) = ile(g. ))slgg). (A19)
To summarize above discussions, we finally obtained the following theorem.

Theorem A.1. For a group G and a G-module N, there exists a one-to-one correspondence

b
/equivalence = H*(G, N). (A.20)

§

extensions of G by N
compatible with the action G ~ N

Lastly, we mention the normalization of sections and cocycles. If we take a section s :
G — G satisfying the normalization condition

s(lg) = 14, (A.21)
then the cocycle e for it satisfies the normalization condition
6(1(;, lg) = 1N~ (A22)

Therefore, by Theorem A.1, any cohomology class in H?(G, N) has at least one normalized co-
cycle. In fact, we can construct it explicitly; for any cocycle €, if we define ((g) := €'(g, g) %,
then the modified cocycle € := ¢’ - d( satisfies the normalization (A.22). Hence, in many cases,
we can restrict our attention to the normalized sections and cocycles, without loss of generality.

A.2 Central Extensions of Free Abelian Groups and Commutator Maps

Let GG be an abelian group and 1 — N % G5 G — 1 be a central extension of G. Now, any
commutator [h, &'] := hi'h~'h'~' of h,h' € G is in ker 7 = i(NN'), and hence in the center of
G.
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If we take a section s : G — G’, we can define a function ¢ : G X G — N by
c(g.9) =i ([s(9), 5(9")])- (A23)

If we take another section s’ : G — G, then we have [s'(g), s'(¢')] = [s(g), s(¢’)], which fol-
lows from the fact that s'(g)s(g) ™" is in ker 7 = i(IN) and hence in the center of G. Therefore,
the function ¢ does not depend on the choice of the section. This c is called the commutator
map associated to the central extension.

The properties of the commutator, [k, h] = 1 and [h, h'] = [’, h| ™!, respectively translates
to the alternating property

c(g,9) = 1n, (A.24)

and the antisymmetric property

(g9.9") =clg 97", (A.25)

of the commutator map c.
From the fact that any commutator of G is in the center of G, we also have the properties

[hh K] = [h, ][I, 1), (A.26)
[, W'K") = [h, 1)[h, B, (A.27)

for any h, i/, h" € G. They translates to the bilinearity

(9,9")c(d’, 9"), (A.28)
(9.9")e(g,9"), (A.29)

of the commutator map c. Under the bilinearity (A.28, A.29), the antisymmetric property
(A.25) follows from the alternating property (A.24)."?
In terms of the cocycle € of the section s, defined in (A.2), the commutator map is

c(gq’,q")
/

=c
c(g,9'9") =c

Y

c(g,9') =€(g.9")elg', 9) " (A.30)

This (A.30) holds even if we replace ¢ with another cocycle € cohomologous to €, because such
¢’ is, as we have seen around (A.7), just a cocycle for another section. (Or, we can explicitly
calculate €'(g, ¢')é'(¢', 9) ' = €(g, g')e(g’, g)~'.) Therefore, (A.30) establishes a map

(A.31)

e - HX(G, N) — { alternating bilinear maps } |

c:GxG— N

for abelian groups GG and N, where GG acts on N trivially.

13The converse (“antisymmetric = alternating” under bilinearity) holds if N does not have order-2 elements.
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To obtain the inverse f. of this map b., we further assume that G be a free abelian group

of finite rank r, and take a Z-basis e, ..., e,_; of G. For a given alternating Z-bilinear map
c¢:G x G — N, we define a Z-bilinear map ¢. : G x G — N by the bilinear extension of
clei,e;) (1> 7),
e.(ei,ei) = . ] A.32
(€ir5) { Iy (i <j). ( )

Since the action of G on N is trivial in the current situation, a Z-bilinear map G X G — N
is automatically a 2-cocycle. Now, this cocycle ¢, satisfies (A.30) for the given c. Therefore,
c — €. establishes a map

c:GxG—= N

for a free abelian group G of finite rank and an abelian group N, and b, o f. is an identity map.

To see that #. o b, is also an identity map, we start from a given cocycle ¢, consider the
commutator map c, for € as in (A.30), and show that the cocycle €., constructed from this c,
as in (A.32) is in the same cohomology class as the original cocycle € belongs to. Let G, be
the central extension constructed from € as in (A.10). Recall that the cocycle for the section
s: G — G, ;g — (1n,g) is € itself, and hence the commutator map associated to G, is of

i, { alternating Z-bilinear maps } — H%(G, N), (A.33)

course c. Take another section s’ : G — G as follows: set s'(e), . . ., s'(e,—1) to any element
satisfying 7(s'(e;)) = e;, say s'(e;) = s(e;), and for a general element ef’ - - - 5" ' € G, define
Sk’ ) =) )P (A.34)

This s : G — G. is well-defined because G is a free abelian group, that is, torsion-free.'* Note
that this s is not necessarily linear, or a homomorphism, because s’(¢e;)’s are not necessarily
commutative. Then the cocycle € for this section s’ coincides with ¢._, because

s’(e'gO . -e,’f:l) . s'(eloO . -eﬁ,rjll) (A.35)

= §'(eg)* - s (e,_)¥ s (eg) s (ep) (A.36)
=5(eo)" 5 (er2)" S (e0)" S ()T ] eelerrie)t ) (A3T)
r—1>j
= =5 (eo)" S (e )T (] T eeler e)F) (A.38)
1>7
=& (ef T e e (e el e e el)), (A.39)

4If G is a finitely generated abelian group, where torsion is allowed, then we cannot take a well-defined section
s’ in the form of (A.34) in general, and in particular, we cannot transform (A.38) into (A.39). In fact, there are
inequivalent extensions of G with the same commutator map in this case. For example, central extensions of an
elementary abelian 2-group G = (Z2)™ by Zs up to equivalence are in one-to-one correspondence with quadratic
forms G — Zo [FLMS88, Prop. 5.3.3]. The bilinear form associated to the quadratic form is the commutator map,
and there are multiple quadratic forms with the same associated bilinear form; its degree of freedom is adding
linear forms G — Zj to the quadratic form [FLM88, Remark 5.3.2]. If we further assume that N is a divisible
group, then we can take a well-defined section s’ in the form of (A.34) even if G has a torsion part, and therefore
we can still establish the one-to-one correspondence with commutator maps. For example, [TamO0, Prop. 2.6]
deals with the case of N = k*, which is the multiplicative group of a field k.
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where in the second equation, we used the fact that the commutator map c. does not depend
on the choice of the section s or s, as we saw above. Therefore, € and €., are the cocycles
of the different sections s and s’ of the same extension G, and hence they differ only by the
coboundary, as we have seen around (A.7).

We finally obtained the following theorem.

Theorem A.2. For a free abelian group G of finite rank and an abelian group N, there exist
one-to-one correspondences

b
{central extensions of G’ by N'} /equivalence = H*(G, N) (A.40)
#

e, { alternating Z-bilinear maps

S c:GxG— N

} , (A41)
fe

where in H?(G, N), N is regarded as a G-module by the trivial G-action.

A.3 A Theorem on Automorphism Group of Central Extension

This Section A.3 is a review of [FLM8S, Prop. 5.4.1].

Let1 — N - G 5 G — 1 be a central extension of a free abelian group G of finite rank
by an abelian group N, and ¢ : G x G — N be the associated commutator map.

We first define some necessary objects. We define a subgroup Aut(é, N) of the automor-

~

phism group Aut(G) as
Aut(G, N) := {x € Aut(G) | x(i(n)) = i(n) forany n € N}. (A.42)

Since N is abelian, Hom(G, N) has a group structure under the multiplication of functions:
for n,n" € Hom(G, N), (n-1')(g) = n(g)n'(g). Now we can define a group homomorphism
I : Hom(G, N) — Aut(G, N) which maps n € Hom(G, N) to

In):G =G (A.43)
h— i(n(m(h)))h. (A.44)

In fact, I(n) is an element of Aut(G, N), and I satisfies I(n - 1') = I(n) o I(1).
We also define a subgroup Aut(G, ¢) of Aut(G) as

Aut(G, c) := {¢ € Aut(G) | c((g), ¢(g) = c(g, ') forany g, ¢’ € G}, (A.45)
and a group homomorphism IT : Aut(G, N) — Aut(G, ¢) which maps x € Aut(G, N) to
M(y): G — G (A.46)

g9 = 7(x(9)), (A.47)
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where § is an element of G such that 7(§) = g. Here, II(x)(g) does not depend on the choice
of g, because such another ¢’ is an element of §i(/N), and hence

m(x(9) € 7(x(9i(N))) = 7(x(9)i(N)) = {x(x(9))}- (A.48)

To see that II(y) is in fact an element of Aut(G, ¢), it suffices to calculate

(1) (9), 10)(9") = i ([w(x(@), 7 (x(9"))) (A.49)

=i ([x(@), x(9)) =i (x((9, 9M) = i[9, 9']) = (g, 9), (A.50)

where we used the definition (A.23) of the commutator map ¢ in the form of ¢(—, —) =
i~1([=, =]); recall that it does not depend on the choice of —. Lastly, it is easy to see that

IT is in fact a group homomorphism: ITI(x o x') = II(x) o TI(x/).

Now, here is the theorem.

Theorem A.3 ( [FLMSS, Prop. 5.4.1]). The following sequence is exact.
1 — Hom(G, N) & Aut(G, N) B Aut(G,¢) — 1. (A.51)

Proof. ker I = 1y (constant function in Hom(G, N)) and im I C ker IT are easy.

ker IT C im I can be checked as follows. Let Y € Aut(G, N) satisfy II(x) = idg. Since
7(x(§)) = g forany g € G, we have 7(x(h)) = w(h) for any h € G, and hence the difference
X(h)h~=t of x(h) and h is in i(IN). Furthermore, it only depends on 7(h), because if we take
another &’ € G such that w(h') = 7(h), then b/ € hi(N) and hence x(1')(h')~! = x(h)h~".
Therefore, there exists a map 1 : G — N such that x(h)h™' = i(n(w(h))). The linearity of n
follows from, for any h, h' € G,

X(AR')(hR')™H = x(R)x (W) ()" h™ = x(h)h™ x (R) (1)), (A.52)

where the last equation follows from x(h/)(i/)~* € i(N) C Center(G). As a result, n €
Hom(G, N) and I(n) = x.

The surjectivity of II can be shown as follows. For ¢ € Aut(G, ¢), consider a new central
extension

1 — Hom(G,N) 5 G G - 1. (A.53)

If s : G — G is a section of the original central extension, i.e. 7 o s = idg, then s 0 ¢~}
is a section of (A.53). Then, the commutator map c, associated to the new central extension
coincides with the original commutator map ¢, because

co(9.9") = c(¢™(9), 07 (9)) = clg. 9). (A.54)
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Therefore, by Theorem A.2, there exists ¢» € Aut(G) such that the diagram

G (A.55)

() (9) = m(¥(s(9))) = d(x(s(9))) = ¢(9)- (A.56)
U

B N = 2SCA in Odd Leech Lattice CFT

In this Appendix B, we discuss how to realize an N = 2 superconformal algebra (SCA) of cen-
tral charge 24 in the odd Leech lattice CFT, such that the partition function of the corresponding
R sector coincides with the A/ = 2 extremal elliptic genus.

The N' = 2 SCA of central charge ¢ consists of the operators 7'(z), J(2), GT(z), G~ ()
satisfying the following OPEs:

c/2 2 1
T(Zl)T(ZZ) ~ (2;1 — 2;2)4 + (2;1 — 22)2T(22) + po—— 8T(22), (B.1)
1
T(z1)J(22) ~ mt](@) + o 22&](22)7 (B.2)
3/2 1
T(21)GE(2) ~ ﬁai@) 06 (), (B.3)
3
1
J(21)GF (%) ~ S G*(z), (B.5)
" _ 2¢/3 2
(21 — ZQ) (Zl — ZQ) 21 — 22
G*(2)GF (%) ~ 0. (B.7)

These operators, T(z),.J(z2), and G*(z) are called the energy-momentum tensor, the U(1)
current, and the supercurrents, respectively.

Let us first review the candidate of ¢ = 24 N' = 2 SCA proposed by [BDFK15]. The theory
of [BDFK15] uses the reflection Z, symmetry X (z) — —X(z) of the chiral bosonic lattice
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CFT constructed from the (A4;)?* lattice. The twisted states with respect to the Z, symmetry
are built up on the twisted ground states, which constitute the 22 ='2-dimensional irreducible
representation of a certain gamma matrix algebra, and these twisted ground states are of weight
2 = 3 and get a sign (—1)5=3 under the Z, symmetry [DGMO94, §5.3]. Currents of weight
< 2 in this (A;)** theory are

reflection Z, ‘ untwisted twisted
even Ve, (2) + V_ /36, (2) ; (B.8)
odd V36, (2) = V_ j36,(2), 0X'(2) the twisted ground states

.....

ory by the reflection Z, symmetry; the NS sector of the resulting theory is the even-untwisted
and odd-twisted sectors above, and the R sector is the odd-untwisted and even-twisted sectors.
They further proposed a ¢ = 24 A = 2 SCA in the NS sector such that the partition function
of the R sector coincides with the extremal A = 2 elliptic genus of central charge 24.

We can translate their theory in terms of the odd Leech lattice CFT, by considering the shift
Zs instead of the reflection Z,. With respect to the shift Z, symmetry (2.36), the twisted sector
of the (A;)?* theory has the lattice description as in Section 2.3. This time, currents of weight

< 3 in each sector of the (A;)?* theory are

shift Z, ‘ untwisted twisted
even 0X'(2) : (B.9)
odd | Vi, (2), Vo yze,(2)  Vi_1yujay(2), w0 € Gagin (5.12)

The fermionized theories by reflection Z, and shift Z, are equivalent (see footnote 2), and the
NS sector of the fermionized theory by this shift Z, is the odd Leech lattice CFT.

By comparing (B.8) and (B.9), we can translate the candidate of ¢ = 24 N' = 2 SCA
proposed by [BDFK15] in terms of the odd Leech lattice CFT as

123

T(z) =—; Z (90X1(2))? (B.10)

J(z) = 2\/—_58X0(z), (B.11)
N 1

G =57 > Vo yye(2), (B.12)

w€EG24 such that wo=0

1
G (2)=—= V. w(2), B.13
=) 8v2 wEGa4 st%:that wo=1 Y ) B
where w = (wy, . .., ws3) and (—1)* = ((=1)"°,...,(=1)*>3) as in (5.12).

These operators in fact satisfy the 77T, T'J, JJ, TG*, and JG* OPEs (B.1)—~(B.5). How-
ever, if we calculate the G*G* OPE and GG~ OPE for them, while taking into account the
cocycle factor given by (3.12) and the choice of the basis (2.24), then they fail to satisfy the
proper OPEs (B.6) and (B.7); their OPEs contain unnecessary weight-2 currents V. Lt (22),
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where w* denotes an octad whose non-zero entries are 1 or —1, in the (z; — 25)~! term. See
check_supercurrent_OPE. ipynb for the explicit calculation by computer. In fact, the
discussion of [BDFK15, Appendix A.2] on how these unnecessary weight-2 currents decouple
from the OPE:s is based on the assumption that the subgroup M, of the automorphism group
of the lattice directly lifts to a subgroup of the automorphism group of the lattice CFT, but in
reality, it is disturbed by the cocycle factors as in Theorem 4.3.

Their proposal is still valuable in the sense that the choice of the U(1) current J(z) in
(B.11) is enough for the partition function of the R sector to reproduce the N’ = 2 extremal
elliptic genus of central charge 24. The U(1) current (B.11) determines the first few terms of
the partition function as

Trg(—1)FyPoqho 2t =y 146 +y* 4 (B.14)

and such a weak Jacobi form'® of weight 0 and index ¢ = 4 is uniquely determined to be the
N = 2 extremal elliptic genus of central charge 24. So we only have to retake the supercurrents
G*(2) so that these operators satisfy the correct OPEs (B.1)—(B.7) for the " = 2 SCA.

Remark. (A long remark; ends at (B.20).) One of the advantageous points of the candidate
(B.12, B.13) of the supercurrents was that they are invariant under the M3 symmetry fixing
the first entry of (o4, if we forget the effect of cocycle factors of the odd Leech lattice CFT.
Unfortunately, however, we cannot find supercurrents while retaining this property.

To state it more precisely, we introduce some notations. Let G, and G5, denote the set
of all codewords of GGo4 with the first entry 0 and 1, respectively. Let Ggfl) denote the set of
all codewords of G54 with Hamming weight x, and also decompose it into ng)’i according
to the first entry. Note that Ggi) = Ggﬂ“ = {0} and ng‘” = G§i4)’_ = {1}. The orbit
decomposition of G5, and G5, under the action of Mo is {0} U G;?’Jr L Ggf)’Jr L G&GH and
G;i)’_ L Ggf)’_ L Ggiﬁ)’_ LI {1}, respectively.'® Therefore, if a current G*(z) of weight 2 and
U(1) charge +1 is invariant under the M3 symmetry, then it should be in the form of the linear

15Tt is known [KYY93] that if the U (1) charges of the states in the NS sector of an A” = 2 SCFT (in a non-
chiral case, say N' = (2, 2) SCFT) of central charge c are all integers, then the partition function (elliptic genus)
TrR_R(—l)FJrFyJ“qL“’ﬁ qLo~21 is a weak Jacobi form of weight 0 and index - The odd Leech lattice CFT in
the main text with the U (1) current (B.11) satisfies this condition.

16 This can be seen as follows. Mas acts on G52 as a permutation group, so we can consider a |GS%|-
dimensional representation R(*) := D, ag) Clw) of Mys. If O C Géﬁ) is an orbit of some element under the

action of My, then C(}", . [w)) is the 1-dimensional irreducible subrepresentation of R(*). Therefore, we have

(the number of orbits in Géz)) < (the multiplicity of the 1-dimensional irrep. in R(*)). By using the character table
of Ms3 from the ATLAS book [CCN™85], we can calculate by computer the multiplicity of the 1-dimensional
irrep. in R®) as 1,2,2,2,1 for z = 0,8,12,16, 24, respectively. This justifies the orbit decompositions in the
main text. In particular, Ms3 acts transitively on each Ggi)’i. In a similar way, we can also check that My, acts
transitively on each G{2).
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combination

G+(z) — C(O),+G(0),+(Z) +C(8)’+G(8)’+( )+c(12)’+G(12)’+( )+C(16)’+G(16)’+(2), (B.15)
0(8)"G(8)"(z)+c(12)"G(12)’ (2 )+Cl6 -G(16), ~(z )4_0(24),—@(24),—(2)7 (B.16)

G?
—~
I\
~—
I

where we defined

G+ Z Vo caw(2). (B.17)

weGS*

However, we cannot find the coefficients c(*)* such that these G*(2), G™(2) together with
T(z) in (B.10) and J(2) in (B.11) satisfy the correct N/ = 2 SCA OPEs (B.1)—(B.7).

To see it, we first use the GT G OPE. In the calculation of the G*G™ OPE for (B.15), the
only sources of singular terms are

Voa GV g (22) ~ (b5 ()%, 35— 1)*)

2vV2

VoLsne e (22),
(B.18)

for w,w' € G3, such that (—1)* + (—1)*" has precisely eight non-zero entries 42, and hence
V%((_l)w +(_1)w/)(z2) is of weight 2. By focusing on such terms, while taking into account the
2vV2

cocycle factors, we obtain the conditions on ¢+ for G*(z) in (B.15) to satisfy the correct
OPE GTG™ ~ 0 as follows.

o OF0F _ (B)+)2 = om the terms of w, w’ € G5, such that
(=) + (= ) =(2,0,2,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,2,0,0,2,0,0,0,0,0,2,2,2,2).
o cOFcl6+ 4 15(c®+)2 = 0 from the terms of w, w’ € G, such that
(-1)* 4+ (=1)*" = (2,0,0,0,2,2,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,2,0,2,0,2,2,2).
o (142 — B4 164 = 0 from the terms of w, w’ € G5, such that
(—1)"4+(=1)*" = (2,0,2,0,0,-2,0,—2,0,—2,0,0,-2,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,2,2).

See check_supercurrent_OPE. ipynb again for the computation of these conditions.
The solution to them is ¢®+ = ¢!+ = ( and ¢©+c10+ = 0,

As aresult, if G*(2) in (B.15) satisfies the OPE G*G™* ~ 0, then it must be G(OF(2) or
G169+ up to scalar multiplication. If we assume G*(z) oc G(®F(z), then the OPE G+G* ~
0 is achieved, and G~(2) in (B.16) must contain G*Y~(z) for their G*G~ OPE to have a
(21 — 2o) 72 term. However, its (21 — 2) 2 term is proportional to

23
D (=1)W-0X(2) =) 0X'(2), (B.19)
weGO+ i=0

where (—1)* - X (2) := 3.7 (~1)“0X?(z), and this is not J(z) in (B.11). So the G+*G~
OPE fails. Let us assume G*(z) o« G16)*(z), then. The OPE G*G* ~ 0 is achieved,
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wl

because it is easy to see that (—1)* + (—1)" cannot have precisely eight non-zero entries
when w, w’ € G19*. Now, G~(z) in (B.16) must contain G®)~(2), for their G*G~ OPE to
have a (z; — )~ term. However, its (2; — 2,) 2 term is proportional to

> (-1)"-0X(2) = 2530X°(= —9920){’ (B.20)

wGGéES)'Jr

so the GG~ OPE fails again. This concludes that we have to give up the M3 symmetry to
retake the supercurrents so that they satisfy the correct N' = 2 SCA OPE. (Remark ends.)

To retake the supercurrents, we first point out that we can constructa c = 1 N = 2 SCA

from a codeword w = (wy, . . ., we3) of the binary Golay code G, as
1
T"(2) = — g+ (=1 9X(2))" :, (B.21)

val
6v/2

2
G(z) = \/;VL(—l)’W(Z)a (B.23)

22
>
G (z) = \/jV_ﬁ(_l)w(z), (B.24)

where (—1)* - X(2) := Y7 (—1)®9X"(z). This is just a well-known construction of a
¢ = 1 N = 2 SCA from one free boson [Wat86], if we change the variables as Y (z) :=
2—\1/6 (—1)* - X(z). The cocycle factor does not cause a problem here because

JU(2) = Yo (21)* . 9X(2), (B.22)

1 . 1
NN

which follows from (i) e(k, —k) = (— )k*( B = (=1)%* = ¢(k, k), (ii) Lemma 4.2 (3)
e(k, k) = (K, k') for |[k|* = [K'%, (iii) | 535 5(=1)"]* = |eg|* = 3 where eg = \l/il in the basis
(2.24) of the odd Leech lattice, and (iv) 8(60, ep) = 1.
In addition, if w, w" € Gy, satisfy the orthogonality condition

£ (-1)*) =1, (B.25)

23

(1) (=) = Y1y =, (B.26)

1=0

then any OPE between 7%, J* G** and T%', J*', G="" vanishes. Therefore, 7% + T,
JU 4+ J¥ and GF* + G** constitute an ¢ = 1 + 1 N = 2 SCA.
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We can find the following 24 codewords w(V), ... w®Y) € Gy

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 1

1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1

1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1-1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1

1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 11 1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 —

1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 —

1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 11 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1
1 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1r 1 1 -1-1-1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1
1 -1 11 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1
1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1-1-1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1
1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1
1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1-1 1 -1 -1
1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1
1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1
1 11 1 -1-1-1 1-1-1-1-1 1 1 1 1-1 1-1 1 -1 1 -1
1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -

1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1

1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1

1 1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1

1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1

1 1 -1-1 1-1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1

1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 1 1 1 -1 1 -1

1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 —

1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1-1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1

(B.27)

1 -1 1 -1
-1 1 1 -1
-1 1 1 -1
-1 1 -1 1

1
1
1 -1 -1 1
1
1

by searching 23 dodecads w®, ... w® such that any two of the 24 vectors, (—1)*"" =1 and
(—1)“’(2) for those dodecads, satisfy the orthogonality condition (B.26). As a result, the sum

24 24 24

T(z) =Y T""(2), J(z)=Y_ J""(2), G*(z)=> G*"(), (B.28)

i=1 i=1 =1

constitute a ¢ = 24 A/ = 2 SCA. Moreover, we searched the 23 dodecads under the condition
that the first entry of (—1)*" is (—1)“’<gi) = 1, so the first column vector of [(—1)w§1)]i,j is 1,
and the other column vectors are all orthogonal to 1 because it is an orthogonal matrix (up to
scalar multiplication by 2_\1/6)‘ As aresult, the sum J(z) =) . J w™ (2 turns out to be

J(2) = 2v/—20X"(2), (B.29)

which coincide with J(z) in (B.11) proposed by [BDFK15]. We can also check that

1 23

T(z)=—; D> (0X'(2) (B.30)

1=0

by explicit calculation. See find_supercurrent.ipynb for the source code to find
w®, .. w® and to check (B.29, B.30).
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This construction of ¢ = 24 A/ = 2 SCA can be explained in connection with ternary
codes as follows. We have constructed an odd Leech lattice O3 from the binary Golay code
(a4, but we can also construct odd Leech lattices O™ from certain ternary codes as we re-
viewed in Section 2.2 (see also [GJF18, Example 4.5]). Let W denote the orthogonal matrix
[ﬁ(—l)wy)]i,j. Then O™ := OSPWT is in fact an odd Leech lattice constructed from a
ternary code, and WV can be regarded as an isometry between OY* and O™; for example, the
row vector 2—\1/5(—1)“’(” € OB is mapped to 2—\1/5(—1)“)(” W™ = \/3e;, which should be con-
tained in any lattice constructed from a ternary code by Construction A. To see that the lattice
O™ in fact can be constructed from some ternary code, it suffices to observe that the lattice
of [HMV09, HMO09]). In a lattice CFT constructed from ternary codes, [GJF18] pointed out
that we can always find a c = 1 N' = 2 SCA associated to each direction of the standard basis
&;, and hence the sum of them constitute a ¢ = n = 24 ' = 2 SCA with the U(1) current in
the direction of ) . e; = (1, ..., 1). This direction in O™ is mapped by W to the direction of
e = (1,0,...,0) in Ob", and therefore we obtained the ¢ = 24 N' = 2 SCA with the U(1)

current J(z) in the direction of e as above (B.29).

What is the subgroup of U(1)**. M,y C Aut(Vp,,) preserving the N' = 2 SCA (B.28) we
have constructed? Since the supercurrents have been constructed from a specific choice of 23
dodecads with the first entry 0, it should be a subgroup of some extension of M’, where M’ is
the subgroup of M, stabilizing the set of these 23 dodecads. The group My acts transitively
on the set Ggf” of all the dodecads with the first entry O (see footnote 16), so such M’ is at
least smaller than M3, and would be too small to provide any useful implications.

C Data of the Equations to Show the Lift Does Not Preserve
the Group Structures

Here, we record the coefficient matrix M and the vector /i of the equation (4.25) for the cases
we mentioned in Section 4.
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For M, of odd Leech lattice,
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For M,3 of odd Leech lattice,

15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 028 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 0
0 26 4 -2 4 4 -8 -4 14 0 —24 1 11 —12 3 7 -2 -1 12 11 7 14 =23 0 5 11 4 1 9 2 —11 16 —15 =27 7 2 —16 11 13 -5 4 18 16 16 24 —36
0 5 4 0 0 7 0 —6 4 5 —14 -8 8 -3 =5 10 4 =2 8 12 10 11 13 =30 0 10 10 0 1 11 0 —11 11 10 —28 —20 4 -6 —11 19 7 -6 12 24 19 22 27 —53
0 15 1 2 4 3 -8 7 11 —13 -16 9 0 —-11 10 7T —6 4 10 8 12 18 =25 0 3 9 5 6 3 2 —4 8 4 —13 —14 1 -6 —10 8 5 =2 7 11 15 17 19 =27
0 33 -1 4 10 0 —11 8 8 —15 —12 11 -3 —11 11 4 =7 8 12 10 12 17 -28 0 6 5 0 1 15 -4 —14 20 2 —28 —4 13 —19 —12 8 -7 -8 17 15 13 20 21 -33
0 3 2 2 5 6 -2 -4 9 0 —-13 -4 4 -8 -5 9 -2 -4 8 8 8 10 12 —-18 0 6 5 1 1 14 -8 -12 23 0 =34 1 15 =23 -9 2 -9 -7 21 14 13 22 22 -39
0 33 -1 4 5 -1 =5 9 4 —-15 -4 9 -7 -4 9 -1 -4 9 7 511 13 =21 0 6 9 2 2 6 4 =7 5 8 —18 —-20 7T -1 -—-11 11 12 -4 11 19 18 22 26 —48
0 95 1 0 2 =5 3 10 -6 —-23 -2 5 —11 3 13 -2 -1 14 14 12 18 15 =38 0 19 8 —6 1 11 —-16 —6 31 —6 —63 9 30 —34 8 44 =10 -4 35 27 19 35 32 —90
0 73 -3 2 11 -6 -7 13 2 =27 0 1 —-13 -3 19 -5 =5 16 13 10 15 16 =38 0 14 6 —6 7 19 —-18 —-17 37 2 —64 8 34 -36 -2 46 —-13 -8 35 24 15 32 33 —80
0 85 -1 -2 3 1 0 3 2 =17 -12 8 -1 -1 9 7T -3 8 16 13 18 16 —-40 0 15 11 -1 -6 5 4 =2 2 4 -31 -22 14 0 -3 18 15 =3 17 32 26 30 32 —80
0 92 -6 5 12 —-10 -5 26 -7 —43 12 22 27 2 28 —18 -8 23 13 9 22 19 —45 0 17 2 -8 13 19 —24 —12 47 —16 —T5 31 36 —55 8 51 =31 -7 46 21 14 36 28 -—T9
0 6 3 -1 3 9 -3 -6 9 1 -20 -4 10 -9 -4 12 -1 -4 11 13 11 14 15 =32 0 10 6 0 6 14 -4 —-10 16 0 -3 —6 17 —-16 -8 21 -3 -7 22 23 19 26 26 —56
0 24 0 -2 2 4 -4 =2 8 —4 -16 4 7T -6 2 1 -3 010 8 8 11 -21 0 6 6 0 -2 2 4 = 0 4 -8 —14 3 2 -4 5 8 -3 3 13 11 11 13 —-26
0 0 4 2 4 4 6 -8 -6 16 2 —26 3 15 —12 3 8 -5 =5 11 10 5 12 =20 0 0 6 4 2 4 4 -6 0 0 -2 -18 0 5 =12 1 8 -5 -2 8 9 6 11 -9
0 06 2 —6 -2 12 -4 -14 18 10 =36 -1 25 —12 —6 28 —4 —10 13 11 7 13 =21 0 0 10 8 —10 -8 24 6 —32 14 30 —46 —18 39 —-14 -25 36 -1 —18 14 17 4 11 -9
0 0 4 2 0 -2 2 =2 6 6 -8 —12 3 1 —4 8 5 —4 0 5 4 812 =15 0 0 6 4 4 —4 2 2 4 0o -6 -6 -3 -4 =3 4 2 -1 2 3 9 9 9 -—-11
0 0 4 2 0 2 4 -6 -6 10 4 —-18 -1 10 -9 -3 4 -1 -2 8 7 3 9 —-12 0 0 6 4 =2 4 10 -6 —10 14 6 —28 -2 17 -15 -6 19 -5 —4 12 11 7 14 -16
0 24 2 -4 -2 6 0 -8 8 4 —-18 -2 12 -3 -3 15 0 -4 8 7 5 7 -15 0 4 10 2 -10 -2 14 -2 -16 18 4 =38 -1 25 —-11 -3 30 -2 -6 19 16 20 —38
0 46 -2 —6 2 4 -4 -2 12 —-10 —-22 9 10 —6 8 15 =5 2 15 11 13 16 =37 0 8 8 0 -8 0 6 0 —6 8 —10 —22 5 10 -3 6 18 -3 4 19 15 15 19 —45
0 6 6 2 —6 —2 2 2 -4 4 -6 —18 —1 8 -1 4 14 0 1 14 12 11 12 =31 0 12 8 -2 -8 2 2 0 0 4 =22 —16 11 2 1 14 1 -3 9 23 17 18 20 —55
0 24 0 -2 2 4 -4 =2 8 —4 -16 4 7T -6 3 1 -3 -1 10 8 8 11 —-21 0 4 6 2 0 0 4 0 0 2 -8 —12 1 1 -4 4 6 -2 3 11 12 11 12 -23
0 24 0 -2 4 -4 =2 8 —4 -16 4 7 -6 3 1m -3 -1 10 8 8 11 =21 0 2 6 4 -4 2 14 -2 -16 10 8 =30 -4 21 -13 =10 21 -3 -4 16 15 9 14 -22
0 24 0 -2 2 4 -4 =2 8 —4 -16 4 7T —6 2 11 -3 010 8 811 =21 0 2 6 4 -4 0 10 0 —12 8 6 —24 —4 6 -9 -7 9 -2 -2 12 12 9 13 =21
0 0 8 4 -8 —4 12 —4 =16 20 12 —40 —4 28 —12 —6 32 -2 —12 14 12 6 14 -23 0 0 12 8 —12 -8 24 4 -32 20 28 —52 —16 42 —-16 —22 40 -2 =20 16 18 4 14 -—-14
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 028 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 0|’
0 24 0 3 7T -1 =8 9 9 —13 —10 9 -3 -9 9 2 —6 3 8 610 15 —-18 0 5 8 3 5 12 —4 —12 14 10 —21 —14 10 -9 —13 15 4 -6 11 14 12 17 22 -33
0 5 8 0 —4 4 3 -8 3 15 —14 -26 9 8 —10 12 16 —6 3 17 13 15 22 —-41 0 7 13 4 -4 6 4 -8 1 18 —17 -33 8 8 —14 12 21 -6 5 23 20 20 29 52
0 22 2 4 7T -1 =7 7 6 -9 -7 5 -4 -9 6 1 -4 5 6 6 7 11 —-12 0 3 6 4 9 15 -4 —-14 15 8 —25 —11 12 —-11 -16 15 0o -7 15 15 14 19 23 =35
0 24 2 1 4 2 =7 4 9 —4 -13 3 3 -9 5 7T =3 1 6 5 6 11 =13 0 2 9 5 3 10 4 —12 3 16 —4 =27 2 5 —19 3 14 -4 1 13 12 12 20 -21
0 59 -3 —6 9 4 —14 4 21 —-19 —-28 15 9 —13 17 17 -8 520 14 14 25 —49 0 7 16 -1 -8 15 6 —25 3 42 —27 -54 22 18 =27 24 35 —13 4 34 22 23 44 T8
0 45 1 -1 4 1 -6 5 8 —-11 -9 6 -1 -6 8 5 -1 4 8 6 8 12 =21 0 7 13 0 -4 12 4 —18 5 28 —23 -39 16 9 —-20 19 24 =7 6 27 19 21 35 —63
0 59 1 -5 3 5 =7 =3 13 —-12 -24 7 8 -9 10 18 -1 4 19 15 14 20 —45 0 10 15 0 -8 6 8 —11 -1 24 —26 —42 15 13 —15 19 28 —4 7 33 26 26 38 —80
0 25 5 -1 -1 4 2 -2 0 5 -9 —6 5 =3 —6 6 2 -3 5 5 5 4 -4 0 91 0 -3 13 4 —15 4 20 —23 -33 15 6 —17 16 19 -7 9 28 20 22 32 —61
0 45 3 0 1 2 0 -2 1 -6 -5 0 -2 =3 2 5 4 4 9 8 8 8 —19 0 10 12 1 —4 3 6 —4 1 10 —22 —-27 9 4 -8 14 17 2 9 26 23 24 29 —65
0 4 2 4 5 3 -2 2 4 -8 -8 1 -1 -9 -1 1 -3 1 8 8 911 7 —-15 0 11 4 1 8 9 —4 -1 15 —14 -29 6 9 -22 0 14 —-11 =2 22 17 17 24 17 —41
0 6 2 0 3 5 =2 0 7 -5 -13 2 4 -9 0 6 -4 -1 9 8 71 8 —-19 0 12 6 -1 4 11 -4 -6 5 -4 -32 =3 4 -17 -3 19 -3 -4 21 21 17 25 23 =53
0 84 —6 —2 8 —4 -8 12 8 —-32 —-10 19 -7 -1 23 3 -8 12 17 12 18 22 —=51 0 12 6 —4 =2 6 -6 -4 14 0 —-38 -2 19 —14 3 26 -2 -5 18 21 15 21 21 —59
0O 82 -8 -2 10 -6 -8 18 6 —28 -2 18 -8 1 22 -5 -10 9 9 412 15 =32 0 12 4 -8 0 20 —-12 -20 24 12 —44 —4 30 —-18 -6 34 -4 —-12 20 22 8 18 24 —56
012 4 -10 -4 10 -8 -8 18 8 —44 -2 25 —-14 3 32 -3 -8 17 17 10 19 23 —58 0 16 10 -8 -—10 8 —6 —10 14 14 —48 -16 29 -7 1 37 10 -6 18 31 18 25 32 —88
0 8 2 -8 0 12 -8 —10 20 6 —38 0 23 —15 0 28 -7 -—-10 16 13 8 16 20 —45 0 12 4 -8 2 16 —14 —16 28 6 —52 4 31 =25 -1 39 -9 —-10 25 21 10 22 25 —64
0 84 —6 —4 6 -2 -6 8 8 —26 -8 16 —4 0 19 4 =5 11 14 9 14 17 —44 0 12 10 -6 -10 6 0 —10 6 18 —34 —-24 22 3 -4 27 18 -7 12 28 17 22 31 —77
0 88 -8 -8 8 0 —-12 8 16 —32 —16 22 0 -2 26 10 -6 10 20 12 16 24 —61 0 12 14 -8 -—14 8 2 —18 6 34 —40 —40 29 11 —11 35 28 -8 8 35 20 23 40 —94
012 2 -8 =2 8 -8 —4 16 0 —38 4 20 —16 6 26 -6 -5 18 14 9 18 17 =50 0 20 6 —-12 -6 12 -8 -10 20 2 —58 -2 34 —-19 6 41 -2 =7 28 34 19 30 31 -95
0 82 —4 0 4 —4 2 8 —6 —22 4 8 —11 6 13 -5 =2 11 11 8 13 10 =31 0 16 4 -8 =2 8 —6 —4 16 —6 —44 4 23 —19 7 29 -6 —4 24 25 16 25 22 —T0
0 8 2 —6 0 8 —6 —4 16 0 —32 2 17 —14 3 20 -7 -7 13 12 8 16 16 =38 0 14 4 —6 0 8 —10 —4 20 —6 —42 8 21 —23 7 29 —10 —4 22 19 12 21 18 —56
0 82 -6 0 8 -6 —4 12 0 —28 2 15 —12 3 19 -5 =5 14 12 14 14 -38 0 14 4 -8 0 10 -10 -8 22 =2 —46 6 25 —23 5 33 -8 -6 24 21 12 23 22 —64
0 12 2 —-10 0 12 -10 -8 20 0 —46 6 26 —21 5 32 -9 -7 23 17 11 21 21 -60 O 16 4 -8 -2 10 —-10 -6 20 —4 =50 6 27 —22 7 34 -7 -5 27 25 15 26 24 -T5
016 4 —16 —4 16 —12 —12 28 8 —64 0 38 —22 6 46 -8 —14 26 24 14 28 32 -8 0 24 8 —-16 -8 16 —16 —16 32 8 —80 0 48 —28 8 60 -4 —12 36 40 20 36 40 —120
(C.3)
T
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For Co, of Leech lattice,

364 84 —288 —227 27 367 155 245 186 103 -9 16 38 =73 100 —105 =55 16 —20 —6
690 424 199 T4 327 524 —418 —149 ke 17 -89 125 96 190 —-12 31 32 69
477 322 123 —108 31 —72 123 —-1 -10 3 35
879 519 295 —154 93 —68 208 ~68 -25 15 98
247 198 51 82 104 -2 —104 26 -25 53
—506 —174 80 —61 34 —113 25 0 1 —47
—908 —346 126 —123 30 —198 92 15 —11 -110
402 172 =77 —46 62 4 85 —67 —~15 12 63
—288 —27  —367 155 245 18 31 119 45 103 -9 100 —105 =55 16 —20 —6 10 -52 35
591 268 575 —254 —409 —323 77 —153 119 51 84 32 103 —123 -9 -5 92 —93 107 —63
1196 373 1321 570 894 727 173 391 -212 229 132 40 —153 218 —130 303 -37 =31 31 116 —135 215 13
908 346 954 123 56 —115 145 -30 198 ~92 11 110 —125 163 —48
690 199 T4 s 17 -89 125 -96 190 —12 32 69 —72 130 0
—47 267 189 —96 —168 -22 21 41 271 28 —18 56 17 29 31 —29 28
104 1332 908 346 954 —415 —649 —541 123 198 =92 —15 11 110 —125 163 —48
13 1070 690 199 774 -327 524 418 1 190 —12 =31 32 69 =72 130 0
—201 —2174 —1499 -775 —614 —1529 669 1058 864 —207 —301 215 24 6 —202 218 —270 111
44 —5 29 36 51 12 — 5 =32 30 —10 -24 10 -4 12 —22 4 =20
—104 —1332 908 —483 -346 954 415 649 541 —123 —198 92 15 —11 —110 125 —163 48
—44 5 =20 36 -51  —12 6 -5 32 ~30 10 24 10 4 12 2 -4 20
—7 —490 317 —-191 -78 379 161 240 218 -39 —95 —31 6 —16 —18 32 —56 —15
—37 495 288 227 27 367 —155 —245 —186 31 —119  —45 —103 9 105 55 —16 20 6 35
~7 490 317 -191 78 379 161 240 218 65 119 48 75 —39 ~117 —160 —95 =31 6 16 —18 —15
37 495 288 227 27 367 155 245 186 -3l 119 45 103 -9 —180 —155 —105 =55 16 20 —6 —35
375 —19 3 549 350 -226 —359 =35 112 65 80 -24 -18 50 =51 56 125 55 58 -32 -8 4 —6 —10
~216  ~10 -21 301 184 130 181 14 58 -37T 54 3 5 -3l 27 40 138 —11 21 37 12 -5 13 15
159 29 —18 248 -166 —96 —178 —21 54 28 26 -21 -13 19 —37 5 4 -9 -19 5
318 58 36 —496 332 —192 —356 —42 108 56 52 —42 26 38 —74 10 8 —18 38 10
318 58 36 496 332 192 —356 —42 108 56 52 —42 26 38 ~T74 10 8 18 -38 10
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
=204 136 114 390 296 124 350 56 —100 —38 4 8 42 -4 106 102 =50
—102 68 57 175 28 —50 -—19 2 39 21 -7 53 51 —25
159 -29 I8 —178 —21 54 28 26 21 -13 19 —37 —19 5
375 —19 3 =120 -359 =35 112 65 80 -24 -18 50 —58 -6 —10
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
\{z —_— 318 —58 36 —122 356 —42 108 56 52 58  —60 —48 38 —42 26 —T74 —38 —20 —18 10
—102 68 57 63 175 =76 —101 —114 28 50 -—19 2 -2 51 32 7 39 21 53 51 39 23 —25
—159 29 18 61 178 21 -54 -28 =26 -29 30 24 19 21 13 37 19 10 9 =5
=216 —10 21 59 181 14 58 -37 -54 —56 9 16 31 3 5 21 -13 =19 -5 2 8 -5 15
216 10 21 —59  —181 82 133 90 —14 58 37 54 56 -9 -16 =31 -3 -5 —21 13 19 5 -2 -8 5 —15
273 49 60 —57  —184 85 149 8 -7 62 46 82 83 12 —8 —43 15 3 —5 45 48 19 -1 37 41 =35
375 —19 3 —120 =359 161 250 192 =35 112 65 80 85 =39 40 50 -24 -18 —58 -6 9 -4 -5 13 =26 -10
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
—375 19 -3 549 350 226 120 359 —161 —250 —192 35 —112 —65 —80 —85 39 40 50 24 18 =50 58 —66  —17 6 -9 4 5 —13 2610
—216 —-10 21 301 184 130 59 14 —58 37 —54 —56 9 16 31 3 5 =31 21 165 —108 2 8 =5 15
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
-318 36 496 332 192 122 42 -108  -56 —52 —58 G0 48 38 42 T4 198 182 6 —42 62 -10
—57 -39 53 18 34 -2 -7 —4 -9 28 27 -21 —8 12 —18 —16  —264 —199 -1 29 36 20
35 -2 =57 =34 =25 -8 -2 10 5 6 9 =5 -7 =5 -2 -8 =44 =34 -4 -7 -2 -6 6 —6 4
-2 -1 8 1 6 0 -6 2 0 1 =5 -1 2 -1 -3 0 1 4 -2 4 2 3 2 [
—54 1 7 50 10 5 -4 -7 -9 11 8 7 9 5 4 6 5 0 -7 8 —4
25 0 —33 =20 -3 -2 5 2 5 4 -2 —4 —4 -1 ] —6 4 -3 2
2 -6 -10 -7 3 1 4 2 3 -1 -2 0 0 -4 -2 -1 2 -1 4
=5 —66 —43 —14 -9 15 7 8 8 -8 -8 -7 —6 -1 -4 - -1 6 -7 1
3 -1 -3 -1 4 2 1 1 -1 2 -2 0 1 1 4 3 2 =5 1 -2
-3 -2 19 11 4 -2 1 2 -2 =5 -3 3 4 -2 -3 3 3 2 1 -1 ~1
-3 -3 14 10 4 4 2 0 0 -2 -1 0 4 1 -5 -3 -4 4 03
—5 -1 —29 —-18 -12 -5 —4 8 6 5 2 —5 —4 -2 -3 -5 -5 -1 —4 5 —6
—8 2 39 23 20 1 —6 =5 0 -2 -9 2 6 3 -2 4 -2 6 -3 1 =5
-9 1 1 1 —6 =1 -2 2 0 -1 0 1 0 0 -2 -1 -3 =2 3 2
—4 1 4 10 -2 -7 -1 e 0 4 -2 -2 7 2 8 -4 2 -6
7 -2 —57 -39 27 -5 1 10 4 7 8 —6 —6 =5 -2 -9 0 -4 4 -2 5
3 4 33 22 10 6 9 —10 -2 -3 3 4 5 4 -2 3 2 1 -3 7 2
1 -2 —63 —40  —26 -8 —6 12 5 8 -6 —6 =7 —4 1 -3 -2 =2 2 -6 -2
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D A Subgroup U(1)%3.Mys of U(1)*. My,

Here, we write down the detailed proof that the group Stabgem, L,U(l))(®0)-M23, introduced
around (5.13), is a subgroup of Hom(L, U(1)). My, C O(L), where L is the odd Leech lattice
0,4 constructed as in (2.23).

Let us take a section S : O(L) — O(L); g — S, of (3.41). For each g € O(L), we have
defined ¢, : L — U(1) in (3.42) as

Sg(ek) = Cg<k)69(k)- (D.1)
Define another section S : O(L) — O(L) by
St = (y(reg) 'Sy, (D.2)

where re is a primitive vector of L N Rey, say 7eg = v/2(2,0,...,0). Then {ij o Sy | ne
Stabrom(z.u(1y) (€0), g € Mas}, where ™ : Hom(L, U(1)) — O(L) is defined as in (3.33, 3.34),
is a subgroup of Hom(L, U(1)).Ma, as follows.

The multiplication of two elements 7); o S, and 7j; 0 Sy, in Hom(L, U(1)). My, is

(7 0 Sg,) 0 (720 Sg,) =1 om0 g7 0 E'(g1,92) © Sy, (D.3)

where we used

e~

S 0720 (S) " =mogr, (D.4)

and the 2-cocycle E' : O(L) x O(L) — Hom(L, U(1)) is specified by

—~—

5;1 © 5;2 = El(gl’gz) © Sf/Jng'

D.5)

Ifgl c Mgg and Mo € StabHom(L,U(l))(QE(]), then 2 Ogl_l c StabHom(L,U(l))(eo). Ifgl, go € Mgg,
the both-hand sides of (D.5) map e"® as

e"® = E'(g1, go)(reg)e’™, (D.6)

and hence E'(g1, g2) € Stabuom(z,u(1))(€0). Therefore, the set {705, | n € Stabyom(r,v(1))(€0),
g € My} is closed under the multiplication (D.3), and it turns out to form a subgroup
StabHom(LU(l)) ((B()).Mgg of HOIII(L, U(l))M24
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