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ABSTRACT: We introduce a code construction for Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW)
models associated with simply-laced affine Lie algebras at level 1. The chiral pri-
mary fields of these rational CF'Ts can be parametrized by the elements of the outer
automorphism group of the affine algebra, which is isomorphic to the discriminant
group G of the root lattice. We show that the classification of even, self-dual codes
over the alphabet G is equivalent to the classification of modular-invariant CFT’s.
Each individual CF'T is dual to a Chern-Simons theory, after gauging the maximal,
non-anomalous subgroup of its 1-form symmetry group specified by the code. We
calculate the ensemble average of these CFTs, which is holographically dual to “CS
gravity”— where the bulk theory is summed over topologies. When the alphabet G
consists only of elements of square-free order, we explicitly show that this ensemble
average reproduces the Poincaré series of the vacuum character, which can be inter-
preted as the CS path-integral summed only over handlebody topologies. However,
when G contains elements of non-square-free order, additional contributions from
singular topologies arise.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, it has become increasingly evident that certain low-dimensional mod-
els of gravity are dual to an ensemble of boundary theories, rather than a single the-
ory. A prominent early example is JT gravity in two-dimensional spacetime, which
is dual to an ensemble of quantum-mechanical models [1]. In three dimensions, a
key example is “U(1) gravity”—the perturbative sector of Abelian Chern-Simons
(CS) theory summed over handlebodies—which is dual to the ensemble of Narain
CFTs [2,3] (see also [4-17]).

Recent advances in the code-theoretic formulation of Narain CFTs [18-35] have
enabled a systematic study of discrete subsets of the Narain moduli space, which
admit a holographic description in terms of Abelian CS theory. According to the
picture developed in [32], the topological boundary conditions for 3D Abelian CS
theory (which correspond to modular-invariant boundary CFTs), are parametrized
by even, self-dual codes. Averaging over the boundary theories is holographically
dual to coupling the CS theory to topological gravity, where the bulk path-integral is
summed over all topologies, including singular ones [34]. In the limit of large genus,
the path integral of CS summed over handlebodies matches the ensemble average
of all boundary theories with uniform weights. The torus partition function can
then be obtained using the method of genus reduction. In many cases, this reduc-
tion yields a bulk sum over handlebody topologies only. In general, however, this
procedure introduces contributions from singular topologies. Similarly, for other ra-
tional CFTs (RCFTs) [36-40], summing over genus-one handlebodies alone may yield
non-physical modular invariants with negative densities of states, necessitating the
inclusion of contributions from singular topologies to obtain a physically consistent
boundary dual.

Motivated by these developments, we investigate the conditions under which
the ensemble average of torus RCFTs can be interpreted as a bulk sum over han-
dlebodies. We focus on ensembles of flavored partition functions of simply-laced
Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) models at level 1. A key component of our approach
is a code-theoretic formulation of these RCFTs. The primary fields are naturally
parametrized by elements of the discriminant group G of the corresponding root lat-
tice. The conditions of S- and T-invariance for the CFT partition function translate
into self-duality and evenness conditions for codes over the alphabet G. Conse-
quently, modular invariant CF'T's are in one-to-one correspondence with enumerator
polynomials of even, self-dual codes over G. The CF'T partition functions can be
obtained from these polynomials by substituting the arguments for the characters of
the relevant representations. While the classification of modular invariants for these
models is well known [41-43], our approach recasts them in the language of codes,
providing an explicit construction in the framework of [32].

The formulation in terms of additive codes is particularly straightforward due to



the underlying free-boson description of these models, which correspond to Narain
CFTs at special points of enhanced symmetry. Thus, our analysis includes the con-
struction and ensemble average of a discrete subset of Narain CFTs with fixed en-
hanced symmetry. The code-based construction of these CFTs was first described
in [44]. A similar approach, framed in terms of codes over cyclotomic integers, was
independently developed in [45]. In this paper we build on [44] by describing in detail
how this code formulation works and explaining its holographic origin.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the code formalism
used throughout our analysis and discuss its bulk interpretation in terms of Abelian
CS theory. In Sections 3, 4, and 5, we apply this framework to different Lie algebras.
Each section follows a similar structure: we classify and enumerate all modular-
invariant CFT partition functions using the code description, compute their ensemble
average, and discuss its bulk interpretation. We conclude in Section 6.

2. Code description of simply-laced affine algebras at level 1

Consider a simply-laced Lie algebra g of rank r and its root lattice A. By abuse of
notation, we also use A to refer to the generator matrix of the root lattice, whose
columns are the simple roots. For a simply-laced algebra, the dual root lattice,
given by At = (A71)7T, is equal to the weight lattice, whose columns contain the
fundamental weights wy,wo, ..., w,.

In the affine extension g, there is an additional fundamental weight, denoted by
W, corresponding to the basic (vacuum) representation. An arbitrary weight A can
be expressed as an integer linear combination of fundamental weights A = > 7 £;&;,
where ¢; are the Dynkin labels. The integrable highest-weight representations of g
correspond to dominant weights, which are weights with nonnegative integer Dynkin
labels. At a fixed level k, the only dominant weights allowed are those satisfying
Yoiq ail; <k, where a; is the comark (equal to the mark, for simply-laced algebras)
associated with the i-th simple root. Consequently, at level £k = 1, the only allowed
dominant weights are the fundamental weights whose corresponding simple root has
comark equal to 1.

Next, define the discriminant group of the root lattice G = At /A, which is a
finite Abelian group. This group is isomorphic to the outer automorphism group O,
of g, as well as to the center Z(G) of the Lie group G generated by g. O, maps
a fundamental weight to another with the same comark. Its action on the Dynkin
labels is given in table 1. The fundamental weights of unit comark have a single orbit
under Oy. Since wy always has unit comark, its orbit consists of all the dominant
weights at & = 1. We can, therefore, label the dominant weights (and thus the
integrable highest-weight representations) at k£ = 1 with elements of G.



Now, let ¢ be a surjective homomorphism ¢ : A+ — G with ker(¢) = A. For
each g € G, the equivalence class ¢~ !(g) contains exactly one fundamental weight!
of unit comark, which we denote by w, = A, (&), where A, € O, is the outer
automorphism corresponding to g € (. This establishes a natural identification
between fundamental weights w, of unit comark and elements of G. Under these
definitions, an outer automorphism Ay, acts on w, as Ay (wy) = Wytyr-

The group G naturally inherits a bilinear form from the Euclidean inner product
on A+ C R. Specifically, for g1, g» € G we have

(91lg2) = M1 - Ay mod Z, (2.1)

where i, Ay are any elements of AL such that g; = ¢()\;) and g» = ¢(\2) and - is
the Euclidean dot product. It is also useful to define the weight of g € GG, as follows

(W +2p)

IR I NT S 2 YWy
wt(g) = min[¢™(g)[" = min |Ak + Ag[" = =757, (2.2)

where )\, is an element of A+ such that ¢(}\,) = g, h* is the dual Coxeter number
and p is the Weyl vector (obtained by adding all columns of A*).

A code is a subgroup of G". The function ¢ can be naturally extended to
¢ : ®At — G, but there are multiple ways to extend the bilinear form (2.1). In
this paper, we focus on codes? C' C G™ x G" of Lorentzian signature (n,n), equipped
with the bilinear form

((@,b)(a',0) =) (aila)) = > _(Bilb), (a,b),(a’,b)) € G" x G". (2.3)
i=1 i=1
With respect to this bilinear form, the dual code of C' is
C* ={(a,b) € G" x G" : {(a,b)|(a’,¥)) = 0 for all (a’,b') € C}. (2.4)

A code C' is self-dual if C = C* and it is even when all ¢ = (a,b) € C satisfy the
condition

evenness condition: wt(a) — wt(b) = Zwt(ai) — Zwt(bi) =0 mod 2Z. (2.5)
i=1 i=1

The code enumerator polynomial is defined as

WC = Z Iaffb = Z Mmbxajb, (26)

(a,b)eC (a,b)eGn xGn

'The rest of the elements of ¢~!(g) correspond to descendants of w, under g (and are Virasoro
highest-weight representations).

2In the notation above we use G™ x G™, rather than G*", to emphasize the negative sign in the
bilinear form (2.3).



Table 1:

12 G Bilinear form on GG Action of generators on Dynkin labels
An L <9’9/>:n7_199’ o, by, -+ ] = [1, 02, -+ ln_1, bo]
Do Lo @ Lo <(91792)|(93795)>:%(9191 +9295) [EOvélv"' 7671] - [61’60’€2"' ’Emgn—l]

—I—"T_Q(glgé + g’lgg) [fo, El, s ,gn] — [fn, En—l; fn_g, s ,61, EO]
Dy —o141 Zy (gl9")=%99" o, 01y ln] = [ty lny bray .. L1, L)
Eg Zs3 <9|gl>:§99/ o, by, -+ L] = [l1, 05,44, L3, ls, Lo, o]
Eq Lo <9|9l>:%99/ o, by, -+ Ug] = [lg, U5, Ly, U3, Ua, U1, Ly, £r]
Eq trivial — —
where we defined
Talp = H xgg(“)fgg(b), (2.7)
geG

and e, (a) counts the entries of a that are equal to g. The M, p are non-negative in-
tegers counting the multiplicities of the codewords, and Moo = 1. The MacWilliams
transformation relates the polynomial of a code with the polynomial of its dual code
as follows

1 —27i((ala’)— / -
Wer = €0 > ST Mype 2rillala) =y gy (2.8)
(a,b)eGrx G (a’,b')eGn xGn

In particular, the enumerator polynomial of a self-dual code is invariant under the
MacWilliams transformation.

2.1 Affine characters and their modular transformations

The central charge of the g; WZW model is equal to the rank of g, as determined
by the Sugawara construction
dim g

CcC = ]_—|——hL =, (29)
where we used that dimg = (1 + ht)r for simply-laced algebras. At k = 1, there
are |G| primary fields, corresponding to the dominant weights w,. The conformal
dimension hy of w, is given by

wy - (wy +2p)  wit(g)

_— _ . 9.1
97 o+ ) y 1 9€C (2.10)

We define the flavored characters of g, as follows [46]
Xo(T36,1) = try, [efQWil%teQTriT(Lofcﬂzl)efZﬂié-H}’ (2.11)

where the trace is over the module of highest weight w,, H* are the Cartan generators
in the Cartan-Weyl basis and k is the central element, which has eigenvalue 1 in our



case. For a simply-laced algebra at level 1, they can be written as

Xg(T;ga t) _ e—27m't< (]‘)) Z eTriT(An—i-)\g)T(An+)\g)€—27ri§v(An+)\g)' (212)
) newr

Underlying this simplified form of the characters is the fact that simply-laced g,
WZW models have an equivalent description in terms of a Narain theory of r compact
free bosons ¢’. The generators of the Cartan algebra are identified with H/ = iQy’,
while the ladder operators, parametrized by the roots «, are vertex operators £ ~
e’?. The u(1)" characters can be organized into the g; characters, resulting in
(2.12).

Under the modular group, the characters transform as follows?

Xg(T+ 1:€, 1) i Z v Xo (T 6,1), Ty = Gggre™ W19, (2.13)
g'eG

1 o
Xq(—1/7:€/7, t+ =) Suxg(T:6,1), Spy = e~ 2milglg") (2.14)

q'eG \/@
where the bilinear form (g|g’) for each algebra is written explicitly in table 1.
A straightforward application of the Verlinde formula on the S matrix leads to
fusion numbers N, = d¢ 440, i.€. the fusion rules are

[w] X [wy] = [werg], 9,9 €G. (2.15)

2.2 Partition functions and code polynomials

The torus partition function of the CFT is a modular invariant combination of the
characters
Z= Y MabXaXs: (2.16)
(a,b)eGnxGn
where M, are non-negative integers, with Mpo = 1. The classification of all mod-
ular invariants at level 1 is well-known [41-43]. In this section we show that for
simply-laced algebras, the classification of these invariants is equivalent to the clas-
sification of even, self-dual codes in G x G™.
Under the S, T generators of the modular group, using (2.13) and (2.14) we have

T . Z _> Z/ — Zeﬂ-i(wt(a)_wt(b))Xabea’ba (217)
a,b
S.20z= b ¥ @1
a,a’,b,b

3We chose to exclude the phase ¢T3 from the definition of the T matrix, since it cancels out
upon combining holomorphic and anti-holomorphic parts.



Invariance under the T' transformation is equivalent to requiring that all tuples (a, b)
in (2.16) with Mg p # 0 obey the evenness condition (2.5). From (2.18) we see that
the S transformation acts on the characters in the same manner as the MacWilliams
transformation (2.8) acts on code enumerator variables, hence S-invariance is equiv-
alent to requiring that all tuples (a, b) appearing in (2.16) belong to a self-dual code.
Therefore, classifying all modular invariant combinations is equivalent to classifying
all even, self-dual codes C' C G™ x G™. The partition function is obtained from the
code enumerator polynomial (2.6) by the substitution

Ty = Xg(T:6,1), Ty = Xg(T36,1). (2.19)

From now on, we will use code variables =, and characters x,(7; &, t) interchangeably
(as well as enumerator polynomials W and CFT partition functions Z), keeping in
mind the correspondence (2.19).

2.3 Narain description and the bulk picture

The simply-laced g; WZW models are equivalent to a theory of r free bosons, com-
pactified on a specific lattice. Due to this equivalence, we can describe the bulk dual
theory in terms of Abelian Chern-Simons. The Narain lattice Lo can be obtained by
applying the generalized construction A [24] to the even, self-dual code C' C G™ x G"
as follows

Lo={le AN @ dA () €C}. (2.20)
The bulk description of these Narain CFTs is given in terms of U(1)" x U(1)™
Chern-Simons theory on a 3d handlebody M

S=—2 [ (A NdA — B* NdB?), (2.21)

A Sy

where K = @7 ;ATA is the Cartan matrix of the semi-simple Lie algebra @,g. The
distinct, gauge-invariant Wilson lines W p(7y) are parametrized by non-contractible
loops v and (a,b) € G™ x G™ [47], which is the 1-form symmetry group [48] of this
theory. The group G™ x G™ describes the fusion of anyons, corresponding to these
Wilson lines.

The path integral of the CS theory on a handlebody M defines a state on its
boundary. For a torus, the Hilbert space H of boundary states has dimension |G™ X
G™|. A basis can be constructed by inserting Wilson lines W, 4(7) in the path integral
with all possible charges (a, b) € G" x G" winding around the non-contractible cycle
7 of the handlebody M bounded by the torus. A non-contractible line W, () gives
rise to the conformal block corresponding to the code monomial x,%p.

Clearly, the blocks obtained this way are not modular invariants. To obtain a
full-fledged CFT (and thus a modular invariant CFT partition function), one needs



to gauge a maximal, non-anomalous subgroup of the 1-form symmetry group [16].
A non-anomalous subgroup C' C G™ x G™ is one containing lines, parametrized by
(a,b) € C, such that their spin and pairwise braidings are trivial. These conditions
are equivalent to C' being an even, self-dual code [32]. The spin statistics of the anyon
parametrized by (a,b) € G" x G" are described by the phase 6(a, b) it acquires after
a Dehn twist of the torus

0(a,b) = [ Tua Ty, = emietiar i), (2.22)
=1

where T is defined in (2.13), while the braiding of two lines is given by [49]

/ /
f(a+a',b+b) _ 2milala’)—(b'|b))

B<<a’7 b)?(alab/)) - 9(0, b)9(a,’ b/)

: (2.23)
Clearly, C' must be an even, self-orthogonal code. Additionally, the requirement that
C' is maximal, i.e. there exists no anyon outside of C' with trivial braiding with all
anyons in (', means that C is self-dual. Gauging the subgroup C' is equivalent to
summing over all insertions of Wilson lines in C' [48]. This results in a trivial CS
theory with a unique state, that is modular invariant. This modular-invariant state
corresponds to the code enumerator polynomial

We= > Zats. (2.24)
(a,b)eC

Equivalently, this modular-invariant state can be prepared from the path-integral
of (2.21) on the manifold M = T? x [0,1] (where two tori are connected by an
interval), by imposing topological boundary conditions described by the code C' at
T? x {1} [32]. This configuration can be “unfolded” into a U(1)"" CS theory (only
the A fields in (2.21)) on T? x [0, 2], with a surface operator [51-53] described by the
code C inserted at 7% x {1}.

As proposed in [34], we now consider the average over the ensemble of all maximal
gaugings of 1-form symmetries of (2.21), i.e. the average over all even, self-dual codes.
This process is holographically dual to coupling the bulk CS theory to topological
gravity. We define the CFT partition function averaged over this ensemble with
equal weights

(W) = J%/ > W (2.25)

where i runs over all even, self-dual codes and A is a normalization constant. This
expression is manifestly modular invariant and can be expressed as a Poincaré series

<W> X Z 7(Xseed)7 (226)

veSL(2,Z))T



with some appropriate seed, where I is a subgroup of SL(2,7Z) acting trivially on
Xseed-

In some cases, the ensemble average is equal to the Poincaré series of the vacuum
character Xgeq = oTo, suggesting a simple, semi-classical “TQFT gravity” inter-
pretation, where the bulk TQFT is summed only over handlebody topologies. It is
therefore useful to define W as the Poincaré series of the vacuum character

W= > y(zoTo), (2.27)

~yeSL(2,Z)/T

where I is a subgroup of SL(2,7Z) that acts trivially on the vacuum character. For a
rational CF'T, I' is a finite-index subgroup of the modular group, resulting in finitely
many classes of handlebodies that contribute to this sum. One of the main goals of
the subsequent sections will be to examine whether (W) is proportional to V.

3. The su(N)} WZW models

We begin with the su(N); algebra, which exhibits the most interesting structure.
The Poincaré series of this theory at n = 1 has been discussed earlier by [39]. Our
analysis, framed in the language of codes, generalizes their results for n > 1 and for
flavored characters. Including flavor has the benefit of making the characters (and
the partition functions) linearly independent and the S matrix well-defined through
equation (2.14).

The su(N) algebra has rank r = N — 1 and all comarks equal to 1, meaning
that there are N dominant weights at level 1. A generator matrix for its root lattice

JE i
Aij =< — /H-Ll j=i+1 , 4,7=12,...,N—1 (3.1)

0 otherwise.

A = An_; is given by

The discriminant group is

G=A/\N 7y, (3.2)
whose elements we use to label the dominant weights. The following weight A € A+
always has order N in the quotient AL/A

A=(0,0,...,0,4/ ——)7, (3.3)

thus we choose the map ¢ : At — Zy such that ¢(\) = 1. In other words, the
inverse map ¢! acting on an element a of Zy results to the following set of vectors
in AX C RV

a— {Am+ar: mezZ"'}. (3.4)



With this choice of ¢, the bilinear form (2.1) on G reads

N —1
(a1]az) = arag|N* = N G102 mod Z, (3.5)
while the group weight (2.2) is
. a(N —a)

tla) = Ak M=——~2 =0,1 N —1 3.6
U}((l) k;eHlean—lH +a || N , a s Ly ) ( )

This results in the conformal dimensions

t N —
py= W) _alN—a) o N (3.7)

2 2N
From (2.5) we also obtain the evenness condition on the codes C' C G x G

N -1
(a* —b*) =0 mod 2Z. (3.8)

evenness condition:

The modular T, S matrices are explicitly given by:

. a2 ]_ - aa’
Taa’ _ 5aa/e7rz(N71)W’ Saa’ _ —6727”7. (39)

VN

3.1 Classification of codes of length n =1

In this subsection we enumerate all the even, self-dual codes. We begin with the
case N = p™, where p is prime and m is a positive integer. Each self-dual code with
alphabet Z,m is isomorphic, as an additive group, to Zym-» X Zyx for k =0,1,...,m,
resulting in oo(p™) = m + 1 self-dual codes, where og(a) denotes the number of
divisors of a. Their generators are®

—_

<k<

SE

)

(p’“ p" )
0 pmfk
CO = (17 1)7 Cm = (17 _1)7 Ck = m—k m—k ‘
(P p ) mop<m—1
0 ¥

For odd p, it is clear from (3.8) that each self-dual code is automatically even. For

(3.10)

p = 2 and even m, the code C,,/; is not even. If p = 2 and m is odd, the codes
Cim—1)/2 and C(;,41)/2 are identical. In either case, this decreases the number of even,
self-dual codes for p = 2 to 0¢(2™/2) = m.

4For even m and odd prime p, the code Cz is a direct sum of two codes of length m/2, with

. . m/2_q m/2_q
factorizable enumerator polynomial W = Y, Topm/2 ) q—g

p™ — 1 is a multiple of 8, a dimension where even, self-dual Euclidean lattices exist.

Tg4pm/2. This happens because

— 10 —



Now consider general N with prime factorization N = II{_,p;"". By the Chinese
Remainder Theorem (CRT), there exists an isomorphism

q
w1 Ly = Q) Ly (3.11)

Let D; denote an even, self-dual code with alphabet Z T Given the collection
{D;,i =1,...,q}, we can construct an even, self-dual code C with alphabet Zx by
combining the product code ®;D; under the map 7~ [50]. Conversely, any even, self-
dual code C over Zy can be decomposed into a family of even, self-dual codes {D;,i =
1,...,q}, each over Z P This leads to an one-to-one correspondence between even,
self-dual codes over ZN and collections of even, self-dual codes {D;,i = 1,...,q},
each over a factor Zp;nz. Counting the latter is straightforward, leading to

Go(N) N odd

0o(N/2) N even. (3.12)

number of even, self-dual codes ky = {

Even, self-dual codes can be obtained by “orbifolding” the diagonal code Cy by sub-
groups of Zy (see appendix A). There are o¢(IN) subgroups of Zy, however for even
N the subgroups of odd index must be excluded, since they do not result in distinct
even codes. This leads to a counting in agreement with (3.12).

The enumerator polynomial Wz, 9‘5) of C can be obtained from the product of
the enumerator polynomials W@ (2@ 7)) of D;. First define the action of (3.11)
on the enumerator polynomial Variables T (x(gl)xg) xéq)) = Tr-1(g1,92,....95)- LDEI,
the polynomial of C is W (z,7) = 7~ ([, W@ (2, 2®)). An explicit formula for the

enumerator polynomials of even, self-dual codes is given by [41]

Wg(l’,f) = Z Z xan(gfas(ngbN/n(ga (313)

aEZN/n6 bGZn(;

where ¢ is a divisor of N, ng = ged(d, N/§) and s5 = ql% + @20 mod %, where ¢, ¢2
are any two integers satisfying ql% — @20 = ns. We emphasize again that for even
N, the choices of § containing a single factor of 2 must be excluded.

The specialized characters x,(7;0,0) are symmetric under charge conjugation
Xi(75;0,0) = xn_i(7;0,0). On the code side, this means that the operation mapping
a codeword (a, b) to (a, —b) becomes a code equivalence. This reduces the number of
inequivalent codes, or distinct partition functions, to [ry/2], leading to the enumer-
ation of [39]. For the general characters we consider, the operation (a,b) — (a, —b)
is not a code equivalence.

3.2 Ensemble average at n =1

We begin by calculating the Poincaré series of the su(/N); x su(N); vacuum character,

— 11 —



which can be expressed as follows

W= Z Y(2oZo), (3.14)

~yeSL(2,Z)/T

where T" is a congruence subgroup of SL(2,Z) that fixes xoZo. A subgroup that
achieves this is

.. {FO(N) N odd (3.15)
['o(2N) N even,
where
To(m) = {(i Z) €SL(2,Z):c=0 mod m} . (3.16)

Its index is finite

[SL(2,Z) : To(m)] =N ] (1 + %) : (3.17)

p|lm, p prime
where the product is over the prime divisors of m.

Handlebody topologies: For odd prime N = p, the Poincaré series leads to

p—1
W = (1 + ZTkS)xoj?o = ToXg + Z xajbaaQ,bz = W[) -+ W1 = 2<W>, (318)
k=0 a,bEZ N

while for N = 2 we have

3
W= (14 TS+ ST?S)zZy = 3W, = 3(W) (3.19)
k=0
and for N =4
A 7 3
W= () TS+ ST*S)agTo = 2(Wy + Wa) = 4(W). (3.20)
k=0 k=0

Using (3.11) this result generalizes straightforwardly to N = 2/ [ L pi, where f =
0,1,2 and p; are distinct odd primes

1
W o N;\]W(g — (W), (3.21)

where Wy is defined in (3.13) and A is a normalization constant. By d|* N we denote
the divisors of N which do not contain a single factor of 2. Therefore, for odd square-
free N, or even N such that N/2 is square-free, the average boundary CFT partition
function is proportional to the sum over handlebody topologies.
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I Ck

Figure 1: Left side: the annulus describing a cross-section of T? x [0,1]. The red circle
represents the inner boundary, where topological boundary conditions corresponding to the
code Ci, have been imposed. Right side: after the the surface of the inner torus boundary
has been shrunk, the resulting topology is a handlebody with a line defect.

Contributions from singular topologies: For N = p™, an odd prime power,

the index of the congruence subgroup I'o(p™) is
[SL(2,Z) : To(p™)] = p™ + ™, (3.22)
and we can choose the following representatives to perform the sum

-1

3

pm—l pm—l_l

. _ p—1
W= | TS+ > ST™S | moZo = We, + We,, +
k=0 k=0

o8N,
b

1

(3.23)

x~
Il

Meanwhile, for N = 2™ with m > 3, we find

am+l_q 2m—1 m—1

. _ 1

W = ( Z TkS + Z ST21€5> ToToy = 2 WCo + WCm + 5 Z ch . (324)
k=0 k=0 k=1

k# |y ]

In either of these cases, the result is not proportional to the average partition function

(W). For odd N = p™, we can rearrange the result

m—1

L1
(W) oc W+ ; > W, (3.25)
k=1

The additional terms that appear on the right-hand-side correspond to singular
topologies My, 1 < k < m — 1, which can be described by handlebodies, with a
defect line inserted along the non-contractible cycle (see figure 3.2). The presence of
this defect changes the first homology group to Hy(Mj, Zym) = Zy. X Zym—k, since it
affects which Wilson lines are contractible.
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Finally, we briefly comment on the interpretation of the codes in the “unfolded”
description (where the U(1)" CS theory is defined on T? x [0, 2], with a surface op-
erator [51-53] inserted at T2 x {1}). The codes Cy and C,, define invertible surface
operators (with Cy corresponding to the trivial operator), while the codes Cy, ..., Cp1
define non-invertible surface operators. Therefore, we notice that the singular con-
tributions in (3.25) are linked to the presence of non-invertible surface operators.

3.3 Classification of codes of length n = 2 and prime N =p

We now describe the classification of codes of length n = 2 and prime N = p. The
ensemble average and its holographic description is part of subsection 3.5.

In some cases, the generator matrix of a code can be brought into the following
form by performing Gauss-Jordan elimination on its left 2 x 2 block

(I|B), BeO©2Zy) (3.26)

where [ is the 2 X 2 identity matrix and B is an orthogonal 2 x 2 matrix with entries
in the ring Zy. We call these codes B-form codes.

p = 2: There are 2 B-form codes, with their B matrix given by

. el ()

Both of these codes have the same enumerator polynomial (x¢Zo + z,7;)?, which is
simply the square of the n = 1 polynomial.

p=3 mod 4: When p = 3 mod 4, the equation 2> + > = 0 has no non-trivial
solutions. This implies that all codes are B-form codes. For these values of p, the

orthogonal group has order |O(2,Z,)| = 2(p + 1), hence there are 2(p + 1) self-dual
codes. We list generating sets for the B matrices at p = 3,7, 11

p=s: 5 ((30). (03) o
pereme((00) (0): (B2)
peis me((30) (03) (B2).

p =1 mod 4: In this case, the order of the orthogonal group is |0(2,Z,)| = 2(p—1),

—~

3.29)

—~

3.30)

hence there are 2(p — 1) B-form codes. Generating sets for the B matrices at p =

— 14 —



5,13,17 are given by

e ((30). ()
X T B 0
e ne{(10) () (2) (4 e

In addition, there are 4 codes, which are not B-form, bringing the total up to 2(p+1).
They are direct sums of FEuclidean self-dual codes of length 2 and their generators

14il0 0
34
<0 O'Iii)’ (3:34)

where i € Z, is such that > = —1. The construction A lattice (2.20) of these codes is
a direct sum of two even, self-dual Euclidean lattices. The dimension of these lattices

are given by

is 2(p — 1), which is a multiple of 8.

3.4 Ensemble average at n =2 for N =4

In this case there are 8 B-form codes, with B matrices given by

pef(50). (42} 30

Among these 8 codes, there are 3 distinct enumerator polynomials, which belong to
the polynomial ring generated by the 2 invariants at n = 1:

wy, = ZZEZ{Z‘Z‘, W9 = T;T_;. (336)

The distinct polynomials corresponding to (3.35) can be written as w?, w3, wywy with
multiplicities 2,2, 4 respectively.
There is 1 additional even, self-dual code with generator matrix

11]11
Co=[0202], (3.37)
0022

whose enumerator polynomial is
Wg = (.Z‘ofo + IQ.fQ)Q + (Ioi‘Q + l’zi’o)z + (.7}11_31 + $353)2 + (l’lfg + Igi‘l)z. (338)

Let us now evaluate the Poincaré sum as in (3.20)

7 3
. L, 1
WE%ETW+§A%%$%%:%m+wﬁ. (3.39)
k=0 k=0
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We see that this sum is proportional to the average over B-form codes only. The
code Cy does not appear. This is a genus 1 effect, meaning that at larger genus the
code Cy does appear in the Poincaré series of the vacuum character. The average
enumerator polynomial can be expressed in terms of W and Wy as follows

1
(W) oc W + ZWg. (3.40)
Unlike in the n = 1 case, we now have additional contributions beyond the sum
over handlebodies. Similarly to (3.25), this is related to the presence of an invertible
surface operator in the “unfolded” theory, described by the code Cy.

3.5 Ensemble average at arbitrary n for prime N =p

We now compute the average code enumerator polynomial for prime N = p and any
code length n. Since codes related by permutations of their first or last n letters yield
the same enumerator polynomial, not all polynomials are distinct. When calculating
the average enumerator polynomial, we must take an equal-weighted average over all
codes, rather than only over those with distinct polynomials. We will demonstrate
that this average coincides with the Poincaré series of the vacuum for all n and prime
N = p. By application of the CRT (3.11), this equality extends to the case when N
is square-free. Due to subtle differences in the case p = 2, we treat it separately.

To compute the average enumerator polynomial, we closely follow the method
outlined in [27].

N =p>2: To each element (a,b) € G" x G™ we assign a pair of tuples

A= (eg(a),e1(a),....e,m1(a)), A= (ey(b),ei(b),....ep—1(b)). (3.41)

where e,(a), as defined in (2.7), counts the entries of a equal to g. A pair of tuples
A, A is called admissible, if and only if the corresponding codeword belongs to a
self-orthogonal code of length n. Hence, admissible pairs must satisfy

[y
—_

p—1 p—

i

p—

Il
o
Il
o
Il
o

i i

Let Ngp denote the number of self-dual codes that contain the codeword (a,b). It
is given by

[T @ +1) (a.b)#(0,0) A((a,b)|(ab)) =0
Nap =I5 (' +1) (a,b) =(0,0) (3.43)

0 otherwise.

Note that the total number of self-dual codes is N o.
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The average enumerator polynomial is, by definition

(W) EN Z We{xi, z;}) = Z Z A gA®) (3.44)

0.0 self-dual ¢ self-dual C (a,b)eC
where we used the shorthand notation

A(a) eo(a) o ep—1(a) jA(b) — j,go(b) o j,;p_—ll(b). (345)
The sum on the RHS of (3.44) can equivalently be expressed as a sum over all
codewords (a,b) € G™ x G", weighted by the number of self-dual codes in which
(a,b) appears

1 Aa)~A(b) _ n=n 1 A A4
<W>_/\/ Z Napr™' ¥z —x0x0+1+pn71 Z NiviEEs

0,0 (a,b)eGnxGn admissible A,A
Ao+Ap<2n

(3.46)
At the last step we isolated the contribution from the zero codeword and rewrote the
sum in terms of the remaining admissible tuples A, A (3.42). We also introduced the

combinatorial factors
n n!
= 4
(A) AglAl . A ) (3.47)

p—1

which appear because codewords related by permutations of the first n or last n
coordinates give rise to the same monomial.

We now turn to the calculation of the Poincaré series. The stabilizer of the
vacuum character xoZo is I'o(p) and we can choose the same representatives as in

(3.18)

p—1
~ _(p=Vmi 2
W= (1+ ) THS)wyag = g + Z Y. Talee T (3.48)
k=0 r=0 (a,b)cGrxGn
Writing x,2p = @) AD®) and converting the sum over codewords into a sum over

tuples A, A, we obtain symmetry factors (2) (E)

W= 0+ z; S e () () e
- A0+Ao<2n
(3.49)
The sum over r enforces the condition on the right side of (3.42). Comparing with
(3.46) we obtain

. pn—l + 1

W= E o (W) o (1) (3.50)
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N =p=2: The p =2 case has a few subtle differences. First, the evenness condi-
tion is not satisfied by all self-dual codes. An admissible pair of tuples A, A satisfies
Ag+ A=Ay +A =n, A —A, =0 mod 4. (3.51)

Additionally, every binary even, self-dual code contains the codeword with all entries
equal to 1, which we denote by (1,1). This modifies the counting of the even, self-
dual codes containing a codeword (a, b)

[11-2271+1) (a,b) # (0,0) A (a,b) # (1,1) Awt(a) — wt(b) =0 mod 2
Na,b = H?:_11<2i_1 + 1) (a’7 b) = (07 O) N (a’v b) = (1’ 1)
0 otherwise.

(3.52)
We calculate the average polynomial similarly to p > 2, but now we also isolate

TEH 3 (Z) (Z_l)xAxA. (3.53)

admissible AA
1<Ap+Ap<2n

the monomial z7z7

(W) = aizy + x1z] +

The Poincaré series can be calculated as in (3.19)

3 3
~ 1 n n A mir A
_ 2 k n=n __ . n=n n=n_ — AZA TR (A1 —Ar)
W = (1+ST S+ZT STy = x0x0+x1x1+2n ZZ (A) (A)x e A
k=0 r=0 A A
where we used that ST2S(xjzy) = x7z}. Comparing with (3.53) we find
(W) oc W (3.55)
square-free N: Applying the map (3.11) to the ring Zy when N is square-free

yields a product of rings of prime order. The averages and Poincaré sums can be
evaluated independently over each factor and then combined using the inverse map
1. Consequently, since the equality between the average and the Poincaré series
holds for Z, for all primes p, it follows that the same equality holds for Zy when N
is square-free.

4. The so(2r)} WZW models

The so(2r); (r > 4) algebra has rank r and 4 simple roots of comark 1 (independent
of ), hence there are always 4 dominant weights at level 1. The root lattice of so(2r)
is A = D,, with a generator matrix given by

1 1=y

-1 i=j5+1

1 1=r—1Aj=r

0 otherwise
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The discriminant group depends on the parity of r

Z dd
G:AL/Ag{ ! no (4.2)

Zo X Ly 1 even.
4.1 Modular invariant CFTs and ensemble average at n = 1 for odd r

For odd r, G is cyclic. The element A = (%, 21, ..., )7 € A+ has order 4 in A*/A and

219 ) 9
we choose the map ¢ such that ¢(A\) = 1 € Z,. This leads to the bilinear form on G

(a1]ag) = 2@1@2 mod Z (4.3)
and the weights
r r
wt(0) =0, wt(l) = T wt(2) =1, wt(3) = 1 (4.4)

The characters can be written in terms of Jacobi theta functions

—2mit

Xo(T36,1) = Hes(wfm +H04<7r&7q>) (4.5)

xi1(7;6,t) = ‘ HHZ(W&,Q) - irnel(ﬂfi,Q)> (4.6)

Xa(r36,8) = = Hea@r&-,q) - H@(w@»n)) (4.7)

TIT
—2mit r r
xa(rs€t) = © o [[6(x&. )+ [ s (&, Q)) : (4.8)
i=1 i=1

The T, S matrices are, explicitly
‘H.27‘ 1 ‘TGH./
Taa/ = GKZT(Saa/, Saa’ = 56_27”7. (49)
There exist 2 even, self-dual codes, with generators

Co = (11), C) = (13), (4.10)

leading to the CF'T partition functions

3 3
W() = ZZEZ{EZ‘, W1 == Zl’zi’_l (411)
1=0 1=0

An (infinite) subgroup of SL(2,Z) that leaves the vacuum character invariant is
[o(8), of index 12.
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Let us consider the holographic interpretation of this ensemble. By calculating
the sum over modular images of the vacuum

W= Z Y(z0Zo) (Z TS + Z ST%S> xhTh = Wo + Wi = 2(W).

YESL(2,2)/T0(8)
(4.12)

we find that the average partition function is proportional to sum over handlebodies
1 ~
(W) = §(Wo + W) o W. (4.13)

4.2 Modular invariants CFTs and ensemble average at n = 1 for even r

For even r, G = 7y X Zs, therefore we must find 2 generators. We choose the

vectors Ay = (3,1,...,£3)7 € At and the map ¢ such that ¢(Ay) = (1,0) and

®(A—) = (0,1). This leads to the bilinear form on G

{(a,b)|(a, b)) = ;l(aa’ + b)) + — 2(ab’ +a'b) mod Z, (4.14)

and the weights

wt(0,0) = 0, wt(1,1) = 1, wt(1,0) = wt(0,1) = 2. (4.15)

The holomorphic characters can be written in terms of Jacobi theta functions, as in
the case of odd r

X00)(T: €, 1) = i H Os(7&i,q) + H 04(m&i, C.I)) (4.16)
=1 i=1

X(wo)(T:6,t) = ° H92(7T£¢,Q) — irnel(ﬂﬁza@) (4.17)
=1 =1

Xan (T €t) = [T0s(x&.0) - H94(7r£¢,q)> (4.18)
i=1 =1

77T

e—2mit r r
X(0,1)(T; §,t) = e H O2(m&i, q) + i H 01(m&i,q) | - (4.19)

i=1 i=1

The T, S matrices are
- r r—2
Tiab) (@) = omil(a?+b%) f+ab”3 )8 e Ovt (4.20)
1 o / / r— / /

S(a,b),(a’,b’) _ 56_27”(2(“‘1 +bb )+Tz(ab +a b)) (421)

Due to the form of (4.14), the classification of even, self-dual codes depends on
the residue of » modulo 8. Therefore, we treat each case separately.
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4.2.1 r=2 mod 4

In this case the bilinear form (4.14) simplifies to
1
{(a,b)|(d',b)) = i(aa’ +0b') mod Z. (4.22)

There are two even, self-dual codes, generated by the rows of the following matrices

(10) (10) (01) (10)
Co = C) = , 4.23
= (oo on) &= (i on 29
giving rise to the diagonal and conjugation-symmetric modular invariants respec-
tively
Wo = (00)T(00) + T(10)Z(10) + T(01)ZT(01) + T T(11)5 (4.24)
Wi = 200)T(00) + Z(10)T(01) T T(01)Z(10) + T(11)T(11)- (4.25)

We now consider the Poincaré series of the vacuum character. A subgroup of
SL(2,7) that leaves the vacuum character invariant is I'((4) and we find

3 1
W= TS+ ST S)a0)i00 = Wi + Wo. (4.26)
=0 =0

Again, the average CFT partition function is proportional to the sum over handle-
bodies

A

<W> X Wo + Wl =W. (427)

4.2.2 r =4 mod 8§

In this case the weights (4.15) are odd integers, while the bilinear form (4.14) reads
1
{(a,b)|(a',0")) = §(ab’ +a'b) mod Z. (4.28)

There are six even, self-dual codes

(10) (10) B (01) (10)
%:<mme’Q‘Qwqu’ (4.29)

a0y N, (o0 ()
@‘<meQ’Q‘QanD’ (4.30)

a0y, (o0 ()
@‘<mmm9’%‘QanD’ (4.31)
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giving rise to the modular invariants

Wo = x00)Z(00) + T10)Z(10) + T(o1)T(01) + T11)T(11)5
Wi = 200)Z(00) + Z(10)Z(01) + Z(01)Z(10) + T(11)T(11),
Wi = x00)Z(00) + T(10)T11) + T(11)T(10) + T(01)Z(01)s
W3 = x00)Z(00) + Ton)Z(11) + TanZT(10) + T(10)T(01)5
Wy = (00)Z(00) + Z(10)Z(11) + T(11)Z(01) + T(01)Z(10)5

W5 = x00)Z(00) + T01)Ta1) + T T(o1) + T(10)Z(10)-

Since the group Zs X Zs has 5 subgroups, the orbifolding procedure in appendix
A leads to 5, rather than 6, modular invariants. This is because even with flavored
characters the above CFT partition functions are not linearly independent, but satisfy

Wo + Wi+ Wy =Wy + Wo + Ws. (4.38)

We now calculate the Poincaré series of the vacuum character. The S, T matrices
in this representation satisfy the relations of the dihedral group Dg: S? = T? =
(ST)? = 1, which is a finite group of order 6. Moreover, T stabilizes the vacuum
character. Therefore the series has only 3 terms

. 1

It may seem that the Poincaré series results in an average over half of the modular
invariants, but due to (4.38) there is an ambiguity in interpreting this result. Using
(4.38) we can write (W) = 2(Wy + W5 + W,), therefore the average CFT partition
function can again be expressed as a sum over handlebodies

(W) o< W. (4.40)

4.2.3 r=0 mod 8

In this case the weights (4.15) of (1,0) and (0, 1) are even integers, and the bilinear
form (4.14) simplifies to

{(a,b)|(a',0")) = %(ab’ +ba’) mod Z. (4.41)

There are six even, self-dual codes

a0y 0, ((01) (10)
Co= ((m) <01>) 1= ((10) <01>) ’ (4.42)

()o@
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a0y o)\, ((10) (00)
= <<oo> <01>) 5 = <<oo> <1o>) ’ (4.44)

giving rise to the modular invariants

Wo = ZooZoo + T10Z10 + To1To1 + 211711, (4.45)
W1 = ZooToo + To1T10 + T10T01 + L1171, (4.46)
Wa = (o0 + To1)(Zoo + Zo1), (4.47)
W5 = (200 + @o1)(Zoo + Z10), (4.48)
Wi = (200 + 210)(Zoo + Zo1), (4.49)
Ws = (zo0 + Z10)(Zoo + Z10)- (4.50)

As in the previous case, the CF'T partition functions are linearly dependent
W0+W3+W4 =W +W2+W5. (451)

We calculate the Poincaré series of the vacuum character similarly to the previous
case: ]

and writing (W) = 2(Wy + W3 + W,) we obtain
(W) o W. (4.53)

4.3 Ensemble average at n = 2 for odd r

For odd r, the discriminant group is G = Z,. The analysis is very similar to sub-
section 3.4, since the bilinear form and evenness conditions are the same. We find 9
even, self-dual codes. There are 8 B-form codes given by (3.35) and an additional
code Cy given by (3.37). We emphasize that even though the codes are the same as
in section 3.4, the CFT partition functions they give rise to are different, due to the
dependence of construction A (2.20) on the root lattice. The average enumerator
polynomial can be expressed in terms of the Poincaré series W as follows

.1
W) oc W+ =W, (4.54
4

where we find additional contributions, as in 3.4.

4.4 Ensemble average for arbitrary code length n and even r

For even r, the discriminant group is G = Zy X Z,. Using the group isomorphism
G" = (Zy x Zy)™ = 73" we can view a code of length n over GG as a binary code of
length 2n. Since the bilinear form and evenness conditions depend on the residue of
r modulo 8, we treat each case separately. In all cases, we show that the average
polynomial is proportional to the Poincaré sum of the vacuum.
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4.4.1 r=2 mod 4

Using G" = (Zy X Zs)" = 73", we can express the bilinear form on Z*" as follows
/ 1 /
(ala’) = Ja-a mod Z. (4.55)
The evenness condition on a codeword (a,b) € G™ x G" is
1
wt(a) — wt(b) = 5(a,2 —b*) =0 mod 2Z. (4.56)
We recognize that the bilinear form and eveness condition are the same as in section

(3) for N = 2. Using the counting in (3.52), but with n replaced by 2n, we find the
average code polynomial

n =n n =n 1 n n _A
<W> = ’ZCOO'IOO _I_ ':Ellxll _|_ 1 T 2277,72 g (A) (A) :L'AxA. (457)
admissible A,A
1<Ao+Ag<2n

The admissible A, A are given by

AgotArg+An+An = Ag+Aio+ Ao +An =n, Ap+An+241 = Ag+An+24;1 mod 4Z.

(4.58)

The Poincaré series is evaluated by choosing the same representatives as in (4.26)

3

T n =n n =n n =n 1 n n A=A

W= (L4STS+)_ T*S)agtly = whoTiotatitit g D (A) (A)x 74,
k=0 admissible A,A

(4.59)
leading to

(W) oc W. (4.60)
4.4.2 r=10,4 mod 8

Finally, we treat the cases where 7 is a multiple of 4. The bilinear form on G™ x G™
can be written as

Oan OTLXTL ITLXT'L Oan aT
- = 1 - |0 0 0 I a’
b a. b / b/ —/ b/ — Z(a A b/ b nxn Ynxn Ynxn Inxn
<((a’7 >’(a’7 ))|((a” )7<a’7 ))) 2(0’70’7 ) ) ]nxn On><n 0n><n Onxn bT
OTLXTL I’/’LXTL Onxn 07l><7’b BT
(4.61)

The codes in this class are binary quantum stabilizer codes (see [18] for an intro-
duction to these codes and their relation to Narain lattices). However, the evenness
condition depends on the value of r.
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r =4 mod 8 The evenness condition of a codeword ((a, b), (a’,b')) € G" x G" is
the usual one for a binary quantum stabilizer code [18]

wt(a,b) —wt(a',b) =a*+b*+a-b+a?+b*+a - =0 mod 2Z. (4.62)
This implies that the admissible tuples A, A satisfy

Ago+Arg+Agi+A1 = Agp+A+Ag+A = n, Ajp+Ap+An = A+Agi+A41;  mod 2Z.
(4.63)

r=0 mod 8 In this case the evenness condition of a codeword ((a,b), (a’,b)) €
G" x G" is

wt(a,b) —wt(a’,b')=a-b+a'-b' =0 mod 2Z (4.64)

and the admissible tuples A, A satisfy
Aoo + A10 + A()l + All = Aoo + AIO + A()l + Au =n, AH = 12111 IIlOd 2Z (465)

In either case, the counting of even, self-dual codes containing the codeword

(9,9) € G" x G" is

[155%2°+1) (g,9) # ((0,0),(0,0)) Awt(g) — wt(g') =0 mod 2
Ng,g’ = H?no 1(2z +1) (g,9') = ((0,0),(0,0))
0 otherwise.

(4.66)
This leads to the average polynomial

n —n 1 n n 3

admissible A,A
1<Ap+Ao<2n

Comparing it with the Poincaré series of the vacuum character

r=0 (a,b),(a’,b)
(4.68)

we obtain

(W) oc W. (4.69)
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5. The (E,)! WZW models

5.1 Eg

The exceptional Eg algebra has 3 dominant weights at level 1. A generator of the
root lattice A = Ej is

1 0 00-10
-11 00-50
0-110-%20
A= o 0—11—%1 (5-1)
00 01—35-1
00 00% 0

Its discriminant group is G = Zs. We choose A = (1,0,0,0,0,1/v/3)T € A+ and ¢
such that ¢(\) = 1. This leads to the bilinear form on G

(a1]ag) = %alag mod Z (5.2)
with the group weight
wt(0) = 0, wt(1) = wh(2) = g (5.3)
The evenness condition on G x G is
g(CLQ —v?) =0 mod 27, (5.4)

therefore, any self-dual code is automatically even. The modular 7, S matrices read

4 2 1 . e
Taa/ =X (Saa/, Saa/ = —=€ ity . (55)

V3

There exist 2 even self-dual codes, generated by
Co = (11), C; = (12). (5.6)

This leads to the modular invariants

2 2
Wo = Zﬂfifi, W1 = leii‘,l (57)
=0 1=0

Let us now calculate the Poincaré series of the vacuum character. The vacuum
character is invariant under the congruence subgroup I'g(3) and we can perform the

sum as follows
2

W= 3 awzo) = 1+ Y TS)aezo = Wy + Wi (5.8)
~ESL(2,Z)/To(3) i=0

Therefore, the average CFT partition function is proportional to the sum over han-
dlebodies
(W) o W. (5.9)
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5.2 E;

The E7 algebra has 2 dominant weights at level 1. A generator of the root lattice
A= E7 is

1 00 00-30
-11 0 00-10
0-11 00-10
A= 0 0-110-50 [, (5.10)
00 0-11-11
000 01-%-1
000 0 00 0

with discriminant group G' = Z,. We choose A = (1,0,0,0,0,0,1//2)”7 € A+ and
the map ¢ such that ¢(\) = 1. This leads to the bilinear form in G

1
(a1]ag) = §a1a2 mod Z, (5.11)

and weights
wt(0) = 0, wi(1) = ; (5.12)

The evenness condition in G x G is
1

5(a2 —b*) =0 mod 2Z. (5.13)
The T, S matrices read
T = €727 5,1, (5.14)
1 0
Spar = —=e 2Tz’ (5.15)

V2

There exists 1 even self-dual code, generated by
C = (11), (5.16)
leading to the unique modular invariant CF'T partition function
W = x20To + 2171. (5.17)

5.3 Eg

The Ejy lattice is unimodular, hence its discriminant group is trivial. There is a single
dominant weight, with character

—2mit

(7_ é t 8 Z TiTA2 7271'15)\ (518)

AEEg

and a unique modular invariant CF'T partition function

W = Toxg- (519)
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5.4 Ensemble average at arbitrary n

LEs  The bilinear form on the group G™ x G" is
1
{(a,b)|(a, b)) = g(a -a'—b-b') modZ. (5.20)

Due to (5.4), any self-dual code is even. Therefore, the classification of codes is the
same as in section 3 for N = 3. As an application of 4.4 we conclude that

(W) oc . (5.21)

Ly The bilinear form on G™ x G™ is

1
{(a,b)|(a, b)) = é(a -a'+b-b) modZ, (5.22)
while the evenness condition is
1
wt(a) — wt(b) = §(a2 —b*)=0 mod 27Z. (5.23)

Again, we recognize the same bilinear form and eveness condition as in section 3 for
N = 2. Applying 4.4 leads to
(WY =W. (5.24)

Ly The discriminant group in this case is trivial. For all n there exists a single
code; the trivial code. This leads to a single modular invariant, given by

W = alzh. (5.25)

6. Conclusion

In this work we developed a code construction for simply-laced WZW models at
level 1. We demonstrated that the classification of the modular-invariant CFTs is
equivalent to the classification of even, self-dual codes with alphabet G = A+/A,
where A and A+ are the root and weight lattices of the Lie algebra, respectively.
This formalism provides an efficient framework for constructing modular invariants
and can be naturally extended to codes of larger length, corresponding to semi-simple
algebras. While we focused on codes of Lorentzian signature (n,n), our approach
can be generalized to codes of signature (n,m) or (n,0) for applications to heterotic
or chiral CFTs respectively.

Using this framework, we examined the holographic interpretation of these CFTs
at genus 1. Each individual CFT in our construction is holographically dual to a
trivial CS theory, resulting from U(1)" x U(1)" CS theory (2.21) after gauging the
subgroup of its 1-form symmetries specified by an even, self-dual code. Moreover,
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the ensemble average of these CFTs is dual to summing the CS path integral over
topologies. Our holographic picture is, therefore, similar to [33], but the CFTs are
quite different. We found that if all elements of the alphabet group G have non-
square-free order, then the uniformly-averaged boundary partition function matches
the bulk CS path-integral summed over handlebody topologies only. In such cases, all
even, self-dual codes belong to a single orbit of the orthogonal group O,, = O(n,n, G)
(or O, = O(2n,2n,Zs) for so(4l)), which acts on the space of codes. This leads to a
unique state invariant under both SL(2,7Z) and O, (this is presumably a consequence
of Howe duality [54]). For the cases so(4{+2) and su(N) (when N is not square-free),
we find additional contributions from singular topologies. The appearance of these
singular topologies can be linked to the presence of non-invertible surface operators
in the chiral theory.

An interesting direction for future research is extending this code-based approach
to non-simply-laced algebras and higher levels. In these cases, the fusion rules are
generally non-Abelian, making a straightforward description using additive codes
impossible. Instead, one could look for non-Abelian structures that capture the
essential features of the special symmetric Frobenius algebras describing these mod-
ular invariant CFTs. On the other hand, the affine Lie algebras so(2r + 1); admit
a free-fermion description and a formulation in terms of odd lattices—similar to the
fermionic construction in Ref [55]—may be possible. More broadly, modular invari-
ants for any affine Lie algebra can, in principle, be constructed from even, self-dual
lattices [43,56]. However, the corresponding codes have alphabets whose size grows
exponentially with the rank of the algebra, and constructing modular-invariant CFT's
from them involves additional, non-trivial steps. It would be interesting to examine
whether this approach has practical use.
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A. Even, self-dual n = 1 codes by orbifolds

The diagonal combination of characters M,y = d,, is always a modular invariant.
The rest of the modular invariants can be obtained by orbifolding the diagonal in-
variant by a subgroup H of the center Z(G) [46]. Since H C Z(G) preserves the
highest-weight representations, the result is a partition function of the same affine
characters combined in a different way. This orbifolding procedure can be fully
formulated in terms of codes, which we describe in this appendix. Obviously, the
diagonal invariant corresponds to the diagonal code C = {(g,9)lg € G}. Since
G = Z(G), we can obtain other even, self-dual codes by “orbifolding” the diagonal
code by subgroups of its alphabet group G.

The isomorphism between G and the center Z(G) is straightforward; an element
g € G corresponds to

bg — 6—27ri)\g~H7 (11)

where H are the Cartan generators in the Cartan-Weyl basis and ¢(),) = g. Clearly,
b, commutes with the Cartan subalgebra, while for a ladder operator £ we have
by B = e ™A@ Fop, . Since A, € At and « € A, it follows that b, commutes with all
ladder operators. The elements b, € Z(G) act naturally on code polynomial variables
(or chiral characters) as follows

by (1,) = e 2990 (1.2)

An element of the outer automorphism group A, € O, also has an action on the
code variables

Ay(zy) = Tgyg. (1.3)
A quick calculation shows that conjugation by the modular S matrix is an explicit
isomorphism between these two groups

Ag(S(zg)) = S(by(z4)) = STA,S =10, (1.4)

For a subgroup H C G, the projection onto H-invariant states is performed by
inserting the following operator in the partition function

1
P= T > b, (1.5)

geH

The twisted sector is obtained by summing over the corresponding subgroup of the
outer automorphism group A = > gell Ag. An extra phase arises due to the fact that
b, and Ay do not commute, and the enumerator polynomial of the “orbifold code”
is given by [46]

= — MW W,/ 1 = —27i{a’ —TMiWa W1
Wi = 3 AP )™ = T3 3 e @ (1

geG g€G a,a’eH
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Orbifolding by the trivial subgroup clearly leads to the diagonal invariant, while
H = (G results in the conjugation-symmetric invariant. If H is a proper subgroup of
GG, then H is cyclic, generated by a, and we can write a simpler expression

|H[-1

1 . ,
W, = E Z Z xgjﬁpae—?mq(a\g)e—mpq wt(a) (1.7)

9€G p,q=0

Not all subgroups H lead to an even, self-dual code. Rather, a subgroup generated
by a must satisfy

@wt(a) €Z. (1.8)
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