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ABSTRACT: We construct a class of chiral fermionic CFTs from classical codes over finite
fields whose order is a prime number. We exploit the relationship between classical codes and
Euclidean lattices to provide the Neveu—Schwarz sector of fermionic CEFTs. On the other hand,
we construct the Ramond sector using the shadow theory of classical codes and Euclidean
lattices. We give various examples of chiral fermionic CFTs through our construction. We also
explore supersymmetric CFTs in terms of classical codes by requiring the resulting fermionic
CFTs to satisfy some necessary conditions for supersymmetry.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we construct a class of chiral fermionic CFTs from classical codes. The con-
struction of CFTs from error-correcting codes has a long history, which started with chiral
bosonic CFTs from a specific class of classical binary codes [1-3].! Recently, another type of
classical code called ternary codes, which are based on the finite field F3 = {0, 1,2}, have been
exploited to construct chiral fermionic CFTs [17]. This paper generalizes the construction of
fermionic CFTs to classical p-ary codes. Classical p-ary codes are a natural generalization
of binary and ternary codes corresponding to p = 2 and p = 3, respectively. For a prime
number p, classical p-ary codes are based on the finite field F,, = {0,1,2,--- ,p — 1} and can
be formulated in the same manner as the binary and ternary case. The goal is to extend the
construction from ternary codes to classical codes over ), where p is a prime number.

In analogy with the ternary case [17], one of the main tools for building up chiral fermionic
CFTs is the relationship between classical codes and Euclidean lattices [18, 19]. We exploit
the relationship to construct Euclidean lattices from classical codes. Each Euclidean lattice
can be associated with a set of vertex operators and provides the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector
of the corresponding fermionic CFT. On the other hand, constructing the Ramond (R) sector
requires us to introduce the shadow of a lattice [20], which is a kind of half-shifts of a
Euclidean lattice. The shadow of a lattice can be uniquely determined for each Euclidean
lattice constructed from classical codes. Although the shadow has been defined purely in
coding theory, it helps us to yield the R sector of our fermionic CFTs. In fact, we endow with
the R sector by associating each element of the shadow with a vertex operator as in the NS
sector (see the left panel of Fig.1).

In particular, the binary case allows us to construct the R sector more directly from
classical codes. While some classical binary codes have been known to provide chiral bosonic
CFTs [1-3], we employ a different type of binary code to construct chiral fermionic CFTs. For
that class of binary codes, one can introduce the shadow of a code [21], which is the analogous
notion with the shadow of a lattice. It is known that the shadow of a binary code can be
lifted to the shadow of the lattice constructed from a code [22]. Combining this relationship
with the one between the shadow of a lattice and the R sector, we can endow with the R
sector from the shadow of a binary code (see the right panel of Fig.1).

Our construction of fermionic CFTs establishes the relation between the spectrum of
classical codes, Euclidean lattices, and fermionic CFTs. While the spectrum of a lattice and
a CFT are captured by the lattice theta function and torus partition function, its counterpart
for a classical code C' is the complete weight enumerator We({x,}). Let us construct a
fermionic CFT from a classical code C' through our construction. Then the torus partition

"More recently, the construction of non-chiral CFTs has been developed using quantum error-correcting
codes [4-6] and a class of classical codes [7—-9]. The further progress in this direction can be found in [10-16].
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Figure 1: An illustration of our construction of fermionic CFTs from classical codes for an
odd prime p # 2 (the left panel) and p = 2 (the right panel). We employ the relationship
between classical codes and Euclidean lattices to provide the NS sector of fermionic CFTs.
Each Euclidean lattice can be associated with a unique shadow, which helps us to provide
the R sector. In particular, for the binary case (p = 2), we can introduce the shadow of a
code and make use of it to yield the shadow of a lattice and the R sector.

functions depending on the choice of spin structures (a, 8) € Zy X Zg can be written as

z00(r) = = We ({£2°(0)}) (1)

where 7 is the modulus of the torus, n(7) is the Dedekind eta function, and fg' B (1) are func-
tions of 7 depending on spin structures («, 3). Regardless of the choice of spin structures,
the partition functions with four sectors can be expressed in terms of the complete weight
enumerator. From the property of the complete weight enumerator, the torus partition func-
tions show the expected modular transformations. A dictionary between codes, lattices, and
CF'Ts for an odd prime p # 2 and p = 2 can be found in Table 2 and 4, respectively.

To figure out the profiles of our class of fermionic CFTs, we explore fermionic CFTs
with supersymmetry. Instead of constructing supercurrents explicitly, we consider some nec-
essary conditions to be supersymmetric. Along the lines of [23, 24], we impose the three
supersymmetry conditions: One requires the NS sector to contain a spin—% primary operator.
Another requires the energy of the Ramond sector to be positive. The other requires the
Ramond-Ramond torus partition function to be constant. These conditions are insufficient
to guarantee the existence of supersymmetry, but they strongly suggest it. Our fermionic
CFTs enable us to rewrite the supersymmetry conditions in the language of classical codes
and verify them easily. We apply the supersymmetry conditions to various classical codes
and obtain non-trivial CFTs likely to be supersymmetric in our construction.



The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the fundamentals of classical
linear codes over F, focusing on the mathematical framework of coding theory. We also
define an important class of linear codes called self-dual codes underlying our construction.
In section 3, we start with reviewing the construction of odd self-dual lattices from self-
dual codes, which can be leveraged to the NS sector. We also explicitly demonstrate the
construction of the R sector using a characteristic vector and the shadow of a lattice. When
computing the torus partition functions, we give a canonical choice of characteristic vectors
for an odd prime p and p = 2. In particular, for p = 2, we can exploit the shadow of a code
to provide the shadow of a lattice and the R sector. Then, we illustrate our construction
using some simple examples of self-dual codes. In section 4, we explore fermionic CFTs
with supersymmetry. After reviewing supersymmetric CFTs, we rewrite the supersymmetry
conditions for our fermionic CFTs and reduce them to some simple constraints on classical
codes. Using various examples of self-dual codes, we find fermionic CFTs satisfying all the
conditions. Section 5 concludes with discussions and future directions. Appendix A shows
the list of our notations used throughout this paper. In Appendix B, we discuss non-constant
Ramond-Ramond partition functions focusing on binary self-dual codes.

2 Classical linear codes over F,

In this paper, we focus on classical codes over the finite field, especially F, = {0,1,--- ,p—1}
where p is a prime number. This section introduces mathematical fundamentals of classical
codes, such as self-duality, the complete weight enumerator, and the MacWilliams identity
following [25, 26] (see [19, 27-30] for more details).

Mathematically, a classical linear code can be formulated as a vector space over a finite
field. For a prime number p, a p-ary linear code C of length n is a subspace of ;. Each
element ¢ € C' is called a codeword of C. We denote the dimension of C' by & < n. The
standard inner product of codewords taking values in IF,, can be introduced by

g =diag(1,1,--- ,1). (2.1)

We denote the inner product between elements z, 2’ € F, by z - 2’. Then, for a pair of
elements x = (v1,--- ,z,) € Fy, 2’ = (21,--- ,2,) € F}, we have -2’ = ), ;2 € F).

One can define a linear code C' in terms of a generator matrix G and a parity check
matrix H. We assume that they satisfy the relation

GHT =0 mod p, (2.2)

where the generator matrix G and parity check matrix H are a full rank k£ x n matrix over
[F,, and full rank (n — k) x n matrix over [, respectively. A generator matrix G generates all
codewords ¢ € C:

c=xG mod p, xGF’;, (2.3)



where x is a k-dimensional row vector. Then, a linear code C' can be written as

C={ceF;

c=2zG, :EEFI;}. (2.4)

Note that a generator matrix G is not uniquely determined by a linear code C. Each generator
matrix corresponds to a different choice of a basis of a linear subspace C.

Alternatively, we can use a parity check matrix to characterize a linear code C. From the
condition (2.2), a parity check matrix H vanishes all codewords ¢: ¢ H T = 0 mod p. Since
a parity check matrix H is full rank, its kernel space is k-dimensional. Then, a parity check
matrix determines a linear code C by

C:{yEFZ|yHT:0 mod p} . (2.5)
As well as a generator matrix, a parity check matrix H is also not unique to a linear code.

Let us consider a linear code C generated by a parity check matrix H of C:

ct={cer

d=xH, ZEEFZ_k} . (2.6)

From the relation (2.2), the codewords ¢ € O+ satisfy ¢ GT = 0 mod p. Since the matrix G
is full rank, the linear code C* can be written as

ct = {yGFZ |yGT:0 mod p} . (2.7)

Therefore, while the original code C' has the generator matrix G and the parity check matrix
H, the linear code C* has the generator matrix H and the parity check matrix G. We call a
linear code C* the dual code of C. For a linear code C' C I, with the dimension k, the dual
code C* has length n and the dimension n — k.

We can introduce dual codes without the help of generator matrices and parity check
matrices. Generally, codewords of the dual code Ct are orthogonal to ones of C: ¢-¢ =0
mod p for ¢ € C and ¢ € C*. For each linear code C, we can define its dual code C+ by

Cl:{c'eF;‘|c-c':0modp,ceC’}. (2.8)

In this formulation, it is obvious that the dual code Ct does not depend on a choice of a
generator matrix and parity check matrix.

Let us introduce some important classes of linear codes. We call a linear code C to be
self-orthogonal if C C C* and self-dual if C = Ct. As explained above, for a linear code
C C F, with the dimension k, its dual code has the dimension n — k. Then, the dimension
n

of a self-orthogonal code should be k£ < 7,
k = n/2, which also implies that the length of self-dual codes should be even: n € 2Z.

and the dimension of a self-dual code must be

In the binary case (p = 2), we can classify self-orthogonal codes further. All codewords
of a binary self-orthogonal code satisfy c - ¢ € 2Z. If C satisfies ¢ - c € 4Z for c € C, C C F}



is called doubly-even. If a self-orthogonal code C' C F% is not doubly-even, C is called

singly-even.

To measure the error-correcting ability of a classical code, it is useful to define the
Hamming distance on F). The Hamming distance between elements z = (21, ,7y),
y=(y1," ,yn) € F} is defined as

dy(z,y) = {i € {1,2,--- ,n} | @i # yi}| . (2.9)
The minimum distance d(C) of a code C' C F} is
d(C) =min{dy(z,y) |z, y € C, = #y}. (2.10)

A classical code C' with the minimum distance d(C) = d can correct up to |(d —1)/2], so
the minimum distance can capture the error-correcting property. It is customary to call a
k-dimensional linear code C' C Fy with the minimum distance d an [n, k, d], code.

If a linear code C contains z,y € Fy, then it also has x —y € C' due to linearity. Thus,
for linear codes, the minimum distance d(C') reduces to

d(C) = min{dg(c,0) | ce C, c#0}. (2.11)
Then it is useful to define
Wt(l‘) = dH(ZL',O) = |{Z € {1727' c 7”} | €T 7& 0}| ’ (212)

which is called the Hamming weight of x € F). Of course, the minimum Hamming weight of
a linear code C' gives the minimum distance of C.

More generally, for a € F),, we define
wte(c) = {i | ¢ = a}, (2.13)
which is called the composition of ¢ € C in [25, 27]. Then we have wt(c) = n — wtg(c).

Furthermore, we introduce the Lee weight and Euclidean norm [25] for later convenience.
For a € ), the Lee weight and Euclidean norm are

Lee(a) = min{a,p — a}, (2.14)
Norm(a) = (Lee(a))? . (2.15)
For a codeword ¢ = (cq,- -, ¢,), the associated Lee weight and Euclidean norm are

Lee(c) = Z Lee(c;), (2.16)
i=1

Norm(c) = Z Norm(c;) . (2.17)
i=1



Let us illustrate a difference between the Hamming weight, the Lee weight, and the
Euclidean norm by using an example ¢ = (1,2,4,3) € Fi. Each weight of ¢ = (1,2,4,3) € F3
is given by as follows:

e The Hamming weight is wt(c) = [{i € {1,2,3,4} | ¢; # 0}| = {1, 2,3,4}| = 4.

e The Lee weight is Lee(c) = Y1 Lee(e;) = 1+ 2+ (5 —4) + (5 — 3) = 6.

e The Euclidean norm is Norm(c) = Y5, Lee(¢;)? = 12 4 22 4 (5 — 4)2 4 (5 — 3)2 = 10.

From this example, these weights generally have different values for an element ¢ € [F};. Note
that, for the binary case (p = 2), the Lee weight and Euclidean norm reduce to the Hamming
weight: Lee(c) = Norm(c) = wt(c).

Let us define the complete weight enumerator of a classical code C' by
We{za}) =D ] ayt (2.18)
ceCacl,

where z, (a € F)p) are formal variables and wt,(c) are given in (2.13). The complete weight
enumerator of the dual code C is uniquely determined by the one of C. The relation between
them is given by the MacWilliams identity [31, 32] (see Theorem 10 of Chapter 5 in [27])

Wer({za}) = ‘ ’ Weo({Za}), Ty = Z M5 . (2.19)

beF,
We have an alternative representation
’C\ ~ —2mia
We({za}) = WCL({xa}) Lo = Z e P Ty . (2.20)
beF,

For a self-dual code C' = C*, the MacWilliams identity implies W ({z,}) = |C\WC({$CL})
Then the complete weight enumerator of a self-dual code is invariant under the change of
variables x, — &, followed by dividing |C| =

Finally, we give some examples of p-ary linear codes. Let us take a classical binary code
C C F3 generated by the generator matrix

G:[l 1]. (2.21)

We can choose a parity check matrix of the code as H = G since it satisfies G HT = 0 mod
2. The linear code consists of only two codewords: C = {(0,0),(1,1)}. The dual code C*,
which is generated by H, is also C' = {(0,0), (1,1)} because G = H. Then, the linear code is
self-dual. Furthermore, since ¢ - ¢ € 2Z for ¢ = (1, 1), it is a singly-even self-dual code.

The minimum distance d(C) is obviously d(C) = 2. Then the linear code is an [2,1,2]s
code. The complete weight enumerator is

Weol{x.}) = 22 4+ 23 (2.22)



Under the transformation xg — Zg = zo+z1 and 1 — T = x9—x1, the complete weight enu-
merator becomes We ({7, }) = 2(23+22) = |C| We({z4}), which reproduces the MacWilliams
identity for a self-dual code C' C F3.

Next, let us consider a ternary code C' C IE‘§ generated by

G= (2.23)

1011
0112

We can verify GGT = 0 mod 3, so a parity check matrix can be chosen as H = G, which
means that the linear code is self-dual C' = C. The complete weight enumerator is

Weo{za}) = 78 + 2073 + 3z073 12 + 3w01235 + TS . (2.24)

From the complete weight enumerator, we can easily know that the minimum distance of the
code is d(C) = 3. Then the linear code is an [4, 2, 3]s code. By the transformation z, — %, =
S, 2% 1y, the complete weight enumerator behaves as We({%,}) = 32 We({z,}), which
is the MacWilliams identity for a self-dual code C' C IE‘%.

3 Fermionic code CFTs

In this section, we give a systematic construction of fermionic CFTs from self-dual codes over
[F,. In section 3.1, we construct self-dual lattices from self-dual codes over [, for a prime p via
Construction A [18, 20]. Using the Euclidean lattices and their shadows, we define both the
Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector and the Ramond (R) sector of fermionic CFTs in section 3.2. In
section 3.3, we provide a canonical construction of the shadow of the Construction A lattice.
In particular, we construct the shadow of a lattice from the shadow of a code for p = 2. We
compute the partition functions depending on the choice of spin structures. Our construction
gives an explicit relation between the spectrum of classical codes and fermionic code CFTs.

3.1 0Odd self-dual lattices via Construction A

In this section, we review the construction of odd self-dual lattices from classical self-dual
codes over F, following [25, 30] (refer to Section 3 of Chapter 8 in [19] for more general
construction). Let C be a classical code over I, of length n where p is a prime number. The
construction of lattices from classical codes has been studied to seek dense sphere packings,
and the simplest construction is called Construction A [18]. It defines the Construction A
lattice A(C') as follows:

AC)={v/\/p|v e Z", v=c mod p, ce C}. (3.1)

The Construction A lattice A(C') is a Euclidean lattice with respect to the standard Euclidean
metric g given in (2.1). We simply denote the inner product with respect to the metric g by -.
While we use the same symbol for the inner product on classical codes, it would be clear from
the context which one is being used.



This construction ensures that A(C') = A(C") if and only if C' = C”. This follows from that
the Construction A lattice A(C) returns to the classical code C by identifying A ~ A+ /pZ"
where A € A(C).

By analogy with classical linear codes, we can define the dual lattice. For each lattice
A C R™, one can associate its dual A*:

A ={NeR"|X-N€Z, NeA}. (3.2)

A lattice A is integral if A C A* and self-dual if A = A*. A lattice A is even if A -\ € 27Z
for A € A. Note that every even lattice is integral. A lattice A is called odd if it is integral
but not even. This implies that an odd lattice A contains a vector A whose norm is odd:
A X €27+ 1. Also, a self-dual lattice that contains a vector with an odd norm is called an
odd self-dual lattice.

The following proposition guarantees the construction of self-dual lattices from self-dual
codes over F,, for a prime number p (including p = 2).

Proposition 3.1
For a prime number p, the Construction A lattice A(C) is self-dual if and only if a classical
code C over F), is self-dual.

Proof. In what follows, we prove A(C)* = A(Ct). We begin to prove A(C)* C A(C1). Let
X be an element of A(C)*. Then it satisfies A - X € Z for A € A(C). An element of the
Construction A lattice A(C') can be written as

c+pm
V

Let us choose ¢ = 0, m = e; where ¢; = (0,---,0,1,0,---,0) is an n-dimensional unit

A\ =

for ceC, meZ". (3.3)

vector with 1 at the i-th component and 0Os elsewhere. Then the condition X - X' € Z implies
VPéei- N € Z. Therefore, N € (Z/,/p)" and the elements N € A(C)* should be written by

/ /
)\/:H%, for ¢ elF,, meZ". (3.4)
b
Then the condition X - X € Z reduces to
. /
AN =26 +m' e+ -mtpm-m' €7, (3.5)

which means ¢-¢ = 0 mod p for ¢ € C. In other words, ¢ € C*+ = {¢ € FI' | ¢:¢ =0 mod p}.
Thus A(C)* € A(CH).

Let us move on to the proof of A(C)* > A(C*). Suppose that X' € A(C+). Then we can
write down
Jd+pm!

N =
VP

) for dect, m ez, (3.6)



The inner products between A € A(C) and X' € A(Ct) are X - N € Z since ¢ - ¢ = 0 mod p.
Then A(C)* D A(CH).

Eventually, we get A(C)* = A(Ct). If we start with a self-dual code C' = C+, then the
Construction A lattice satisfies A(C)* = A(C*) = A(C), which implies A(C) is a self-dual
lattice. On the other hand, for a self-dual lattice A(C') = A(C)*, the relation A(C)* = A(C*),
which we have shown, leads to A(C) = A(Ct). Since A(C) = A(C') if and only if C = (",
we conclude C' = C* (self-dual). Thus A(C) is self-dual if and only if C is self-dual. O

The following propositions clarify the conditions to construct odd lattices from linear
codes over F),. Note that there is a subtle difference between the binary case (p = 2) and the
other cases.

Proposition 3.2
For an odd prime p, the Construction A lattice A(C') is odd if and only if a linear code C' C )
is self-orthogonal.

Proof. From the construction, A € A(C') can be written as A\ = % + y/pm where ¢ € C' and
m € Z". The norm of X is given by

)\-)\:%+2m-c+pm-m. (3.7)

Suppose that the Construction A lattice A(C) is odd. Then the norm A - A should be an
integer and there must exist an element A € A(C) whose norm is odd. The first condition
reduces to ¢- ¢ = 0 mod p for any ¢ € C, which implies that C is self-orthogonal. Then
the second condition is automatically satisfied for an odd prime p since the Construction A
lattice A(C') contains A = /pe; where e; is an n-dimensional unit vector with 1 at the i-th
component and with Os elsewhere. On the other hand, suppose that ¢- ¢ = 0 mod p for
any ¢ € C. Then A(C) is integral and contains an element whose norm is odd. Thus the
Construction A lattice A(C') is odd. O

Proposition 3.3
For p = 2, the Construction A lattice A(C) is odd if and only if a linear code C' C F¥ is
singly-even self-orthogonal.

Proof. We prove this proposition along the same line as the previous one. An element \ €
A(C) can be written as A = % ++/2m where ¢ € C and m € Z". The norm of \ is given by
c-c

/\-)\:T—I—Zm-c—l—Zm-m. (3.8)

Suppose that the Construction A lattice A(C) is odd. Then the norm A - A has to be an
integer and there must exist an element A € A(C) whose norm is odd. The first condition
leads to ¢- ¢ =0 mod 2 for any ¢ € C. This means that C is a self-orthogonal code over Fs.

— 10 —



The second condition requires that there exists a codeword ¢ € C such that c¢-c € 4Z + 2,
which concludes that C' is singly-even self-orthogonal. On the other hand, let C' be a singly-
even self-orthogonal code. Then, the Construction A lattice A(C) is integral and contains an
element A with an odd norm, which is the definition of an odd lattice. O

Combining Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 or 3.3, we arrive at the following theorems.
These theorems ensure that a class of p-ary linear codes provides odd self-dual lattices in both
the binary and the other cases.

Theorem 3.4
For an odd prime p, the Construction A lattice A(C) is odd self-dual if and only if a linear
code C C F} is self-dual.

Theorem 3.5
For p = 2, the Construction A lattice A(C) is odd self-dual if and only if a linear code C' C F}
is singly-even self-dual.

3.2 Construction of fermionic CFTs

We have described the construction of odd self-dual lattices from linear codes over I, for a
prime p. In this section, we associate the odd self-dual lattices with fermionic CF'Ts and define
the fermionic code CFTs. We also illustrate that while an odd self-dual lattice directly gives
the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector of fermionic CFTs, the Ramond (R) sector can be provided
by the shadow of the lattice. This is the generalization of the work [17], which focuses on the
ternary case (p = 3).

Let A be an odd self-dual lattice. A lattice vector x € A is called characteristic [19, 33, 34]
if, for all A € A, it satisfies

A-A=x-A mod 2. (3.9)
Then, the following proposition follows immediately.

Proposition 3.6
For an odd self-dual lattice A, a characteristic vector x satisfies ¥ ¢ A.

Proof. Let A € A be an element of an odd self-dual lattice A such that A- A € 2Z + 1. Then,
by definition (3.9), we have § - A = % +keZ+ % where k € Z. Since A is assumed to be
integral, this is a contradiction unless % ¢ A. O

The choice of a characteristic vector is not unique to A. In what follows, we choose a
specific one for the Construction A lattice and denote it by x € A(C). While we do not
explicitly write down the characteristic vector in this section, we will give a canonical choice
for the Construction A lattice later.

— 11 —



Using the characteristic vector x € A(C'), we can divide the Construction A lattice A(C)
into two disjoint subsets: A(C') = Ag U Az (following the notation of [19]) where
A ={AeAC)|x-A=0 mod 2},

(3.10)
Ao={AeAC)|x-A=1 mod 2} .

From the definition of characteristic vectors, the subset Ay consists of lattice vectors with
even norms in A(C) and Ay contains only lattice vectors with odd norms in A(C).

Let us introduce the following half-shifted subsets:

Mo+3 (x-x€42),
= A2+§ (x-xE€EAZ+2),

Ay + % (x - x €4Z), o
ha Ao+§ (x-x€4Z+2),

where ¥ ¢ A(C') by Proposition 3.6. The union set S(A(C)) := Ay U A3 is called the shadow
of the lattice A(C) (originally introduced in [20]). It can also be written as

S(A(C)) = A(C) + % =+ g ‘ xe )} (3.12)

The shadow S(A(C)) is not a lattice because it does not contain the origin. Also, it is not
closed under addition. In fact, a sum of two shadow vectors A + X, \' 4+ & € S(A(C)) is in
the original lattice A(C'): A+ N + x € A(C). Note that the shadow does not depend on the
choice of a characteristic vector x.

These four subsets A; (i = 0, 1,2, 3) provide the corresponding Hilbert spaces of fermionic
CFTs. Let X(z) be an n-dimensional chiral free boson. We construct the Neveu-Schwarz (NS)
sector of fermionic CFTs by lifting an odd self-dual lattice to a set of vertex operators [35].
For the Construction A lattice A(C'), the vertex operators are given by

Va(z) =: X X e AO), (3.13)

where we omit the cocycle factors because it does not matter for our purpose. The correlation
functions of the vertex operators are given by

VA(2) Vv (w) = (z = w) Vi (w) (14 O(z — w))

= (z — W)™ Vi (w) + -+ . (3.14)

The amplitude is a meromorphic function and does not have a branch cut since the Construc-
tion A lattice A(C) is integral (A\- X € Z).
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The vertex operators V) (z) are mapped to the momentum states |\) via the state-operator
isomorphism. These states provide the Hilbert space of the NS sector:

Hns(C) = {ai_lkl caln ) ( AeAC), re ZZO} : (3.15)
where 04}; (1 =1,2,--- ,n) are the bosonic oscillators that satisfy the algebra
[a;;, a{] = ki Gpgr0 0% . (3.16)

The conforma{ weight of ozi_lkl e ozi_rkr |A) is given by h = %2 + 71 kj and h = 0. Then its
spin s = h — h is an integer (s € Z) for A € Ay and a half-integer (s € Z + 3) for A € As.
Then the resulting Hilbert space Hns(C') contains not only bosonic states with A € Ag but
also fermionic ones with A € As:

Hi(C) {ozi_lkl---ozijkr ) ‘ AeE A, T € ZZO} , .

Hys(C)

{ai_lkl---ai_rkr‘)O‘ )\GAQ, TGZZO},

where Hng(C) = Hyig(C)UHyg(C). Thus Ag and Ay provide bosonic and fermionic states in
the NS sector, respectively. This means that the Zs grading fixed by the characteristic vector

x € A(C) gives the one by the fermion parity (—1)F.

On the other hand, the Ramond sector can be built from the vertex operators associated
with the shadow S(A(C))

Viey(z) =0 dOH)XE L X e p(0). (3.18)

These vertex operators have the following correlation function:

Vaex (2) Vg (w) = (2 — w)M DNV (w) (3.19)

where A\, \ € A(C). Note that the NS sector operator appears on the right-hand side. This
reflects the fact that the product of two R sector operators returns an NS sector operator.

The operators in the Ramond sector change the periodicity of fermions, while they pre-
serve the one of bosons [36, 37]. To see this property, consider the following operator product
(a similar discussion has been done in [38]):

Va(2) Visx () = (2 = w2V s (w) + -+ (3.20)

where V,(2) and VA/+%(U)) (A, N € A(C)) are in the NS and R sector, respectively. Let us
pick up one of them and move it around the other as in Fig.2. Under the rotation z — w —
e?™(z — w), the amplitude acquires the phase e™X* = (—1)X*, It tells us that while bosonic
operators V) (z) (A € Ag) are periodic under the rotation, fermionic ones Vy(z) (A € Ag) are
anti-periodic. This can be understood from that R sector operators are non-local operators

— 13 -



Figure 2: The operator product between the NS sector operator at the position z and the
R sector operator at w. Under the rotation around w, the NS sector operator is subject to
the action of the fermion parity (—1)f, which extends from the R sector operator.

attached to the (—1)¥ line [39] (see Fig.2). Therefore, the NS operator Vj(z) receives the
action of (—1)¥ as it goes around an operator in the Ramond sector.

Using the state-operator isomorphism, the Hilbert space Hr(C') of the Ramond sector is
given by

Hr(C) = {ai_lkl ain )| Ae S(A(C))} , (3.21)

where 04}; are the bosonic oscillators as in the NS sector.

We propose to define the Zo, grading in the Ramond sector in analogy with the NS sector.
As in Fig.2, we consider the product of two R sector operators and rotate an operator around
the other. The Ramond sector of the fermionic CFTs is well-defined only up to an overall
fermion parity. We fix the ambiguity by considering the operator product

Varx (2) Vy (w) = (2 = w) M2 2 Vi (w) + -+ (3.22)

Under the rotation z — w — e2™(

z —w), the Zy line, which extends from Vx (w), acts on the

R sector operator V), x (z) and the above amplitude obtains the phase y = (—1)XA+3)_ It is
straightforward to know v = +1if A+ & € Ay and v = —1if A + § € A3. Therefore, the Zo
grading of the Ramond sector is given by

() = {aly, - at N | Ae Ay, reZsof -
Hg(C):{aijkl---aijkr\S&‘ A€ As, TGZZQ} . '

Combining (3.17) and (3.23), we see that the only difference between the four sectors is the
underlying subset A;. Then we can interpret the four sectors of the Hilbert space as the four
subsets A; defined in terms of lattices. Along these lines, we show the Hilbert spaces of the
fermionic CFTs (including the NS and R sectors) in Table 1. In the next section, we verify
that the resulting partition functions exhibit the expected modular transformations.
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‘ NS sector R sector ‘ NS sector R sector
even ’Hf\}s ’HE even Ao Ay

odd |  Hyg My, odd | Ay As

Table 1: Each NS and R sector of fermionic code CFTs is divided into two sectors by the
fermion parity (the left panel). The Zs grading (3.17) and (3.23) tell us that each sector of
fermionic code CFTs corresponds to a subset A; in terms of the lattice (the right panel).

3.3 Torus partition functions
Let us consider fermionic code CFTs living on the torus with modulus 7 = 71 +irs. The torus
has two cycles, which we will call the spacial and timelike periodicity

spacial : w ~ w + 27, timelike : w ~ w + 277, (3.24)

where w = o' + io? is the cylindrical coordinate. In analogy with the spacelike case, we
call the timelike periodicity NS if fermion operators are antiperiodic, and R if fermions are
periodic. The torus has four sectors specified by (spatial, timelike) boundary conditions and
we denote them by

NS: (NS,NS), NS:(NS,R), R:(R,NS), R:(R,R). (3.25)
These sectors correspond to the four different choices of spin structures associated with the

torus. The partition functions of each sector are (g = ™)

Z ql)\Z’

ZNs(T; A(C)) = TrHNS |:qL0_2_c4:| =

AEA(C
_c 1 S
Zgg(T M(C)) = Trang [(=1)F g™ 24] = Y (—)AgpN
n(7) AEA(C)
3.26)
Lo—< 1 L4%)2 (
ZR(rA(C)) = Top |g 51| = o 37 4R,
T\ Exe)
Za(riA(©)) = Tong [(=1)F o] = o 30 (m OGO,
n(7) AEA(C)
where x is a characteristic vector of A(C') and 7n(7) is the Dedekind eta function
1 o
n(r)=gx [J(1-q™). (3.27)
i=1

Alternatively, we can write down the partition functions in terms of the four subsets A;
(1 =0,1,2,3). Let us denote the associated partition functions by

AT L (3.28)

AEA
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where Dy 5. q%’\Q is the theta function associated with A;. Our construction of fermionic
CFTs naturally relates the Zo grading of the Hilbert space to four subsets A; as in Table 1.
Then, the partition functions of each sector are given by

Zns(1: M(C)) = Z(7 o) + Z(73 Az),
Zg (T M(C)) = Z(3Mo) — Z(73A9) (3.29)
Zr(riA(C)) = Z(riA) + Z(73 As)
Zy(miM(O) = Z(r5 A1) = Z(75As).

In the rest of this section, we explicitly check the modular transformations of the partition
functions. While partition functions of bosonic CFT's should be modular invariant, we do not
require modular invariance for fermionic CFTs. Instead, we ask that partition functions
associated with different spacial and timelike periodicity transform covariantly. For this
purpose, we denote the partition functions collectively as

2P mAC) = o 3T (-1 ey (330)
" oy

where (a, ) corresponds to each sector by

NS:(0,0), NS:(0,1), R:(1,0), R:(1,1). (3.31)
Note that Z%%(r; A(C)) = 2% (7; A(C)) for integers o = o/, B =3’ mod 2.
3.3.1 For odd prime p # 2

For an odd prime p, the canonical choice of a characteristic vector y is given by the following
proposition. In what follows, we fix the choice of a characteristic vector by x = /p (1,1,--- ,1)
for an odd prime case.

Proposition 3.7
Let p be an odd prime and C C Fy a self-dual code. Then x = \/p(1,1,---,1) is a charac-
teristic vector of the Construction A lattice A(C).

Proof. From the construction of A(C), x = \/p(1,1,---,1) € A(C) and XA € A(C) can be

written as A = # s (s € Z™). Since A(C) is self-dual and p is odd, A - A is an integer and
AA=pA-A=s-s mod2. (3.32)

On the other hand, for any integer s; = s? mod 2, thus

X-A:isizis? mod 2. (3.33)
i=1 i=1

Combining them, we get
AA=x-A mod2, (3.34)

which is the definition of a characteristic vector. O
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The above choice of a characteristic vector x = /p(1,1,---,1) reduces the partition
functions (3.30) to the complete weight enumerator of a classical linear code C' as follows:

Proposition 3.8
Let p be an odd prime and C' C F) a self-dual code. Then the partition functions of each
sector can be written by the complete weight enumerator We({z,}) as

1
20T MO = oo We (fo3 (7). 530, o £25,0) (3.35)
where
P 1 a 2
oB(r) =i Y (1)) 5(’“%*;) _ (3.36)
keZ
Proof. The proof is given by a straightforward computation. For x = /p(1,1,---,1), the

partition functions Z%(7; A(C)), excluding the Dedekind eta functions, are

Z (_1)5)(-()\4-04%)(]%()\—1—0:%)2 ’

AEA(C)
= Z Z (—1)6\/ﬁz?:1<x/iﬁci+\/ﬁmi+ag>q%Zz 1( 1p0i+\/;5mi+a‘/7’7>27

ceCmelzr
X" T et sevtme), & (Setmitat)’ (3.37)
=> J[i7 Y- (myfletmig ,

ceC i=1 m;EZ
-3 TT g2 =W (B )02 125,00) -

ceC =1

O

Combining with (3.29), Proposition 3.8 endows with the relationship between the spec-
trum of codes, lattices, and CFTs, which can be measured by the complete weight enumerator,
the theta functions, and the partition functions, respectively.

We can use Proposition 3.8 to calculate the modular transformations of the partition

functions. Under T: 7 -7+ 1and S: 7 — —1/7, ffﬁ},ﬁ(T) becomes

a(a+1) pa2 P+1 2

e+ 1) = (-1 T fratBl(r) (3.38)
p-t ;ab
fgf(_l/T) =/ —iT (_i)aﬁp % Z e—27r1? fbﬁ;,a(T) ' (339)
b=0

This can be shown by direct computation using the Poisson summation formula.

Let us see the modular 7" transformations of the partition functions by using (3.38). Since
: : a(at1)
all terms in the complete weight enumerator have the even degree n, the phase (—1)" 2
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i DL g2
is canceled in the partition functions. In addition, the contribution of ™5 % to each term
from c € C is

n
[[e™5 e = é™ee =1 (3.40)
since ¢ - ¢ € pZ from self-duality and p 4+ 1 € 2Z. Then

 Wesef ),

n(r+1)»
1 - pa?
— e—mﬁ TN WC’ fa ,a+8+1 7
e (Lo )
— ein(3pa2—1)% Za,oe-i—ﬁ-i—l(T;A(C))’
_ ein(3o¢2—l)1—”2 Zoe,a-i-ﬁ—i-l(T; A(C)) )

Z%P (1 + 1; A(C)) =

(3.41)

For the last equality, we used the fact that the length of a self-dual code over F, is n € 2Z
if pedZ 4+ 1 and n € 47 if p € 4Z + 3. Then, the phase depends on n, which is the central
charge of our fermionic CF'Ts, but not on an odd prime p.

Similarly, the modular S transformation can be given by

_ aB(_1/r
n(=1/7)" We({fay (=1/7)}),

— (—1)28% 1 Lp_l e_zﬂ% X
=1 (e Ve <{\/Tob§ fop )}> ’ (3.42)
1

T We{ £ (),
= (-1)*72 ZP°(;A(C)) -
For the third equality we used the MacWilliams identity (2.19) for a self-dual code C' = C*.

2%9(=1/T:A(C)) =

= (-1

Let us couple holomorphic fermionic code CFTs with anti-holomorphic Majorana-Weyl
fermions and probe a gravitational anomaly of our fermionic code CFTs by implementing the
modular transformations The torus partition functions of a single Majorana-Weyl fermion
with (cr,cr) , are

0s(

3 _ M 92(7’)

ZR(77¢)

Zns(T59) = Zz(m39) =0,

(3.43)

where 0;(7) (i = 2,3,4) are the Jacobi theta functions. Following the notation (3.31), we
denote the partition functions by Z%#(r;1)). The modular transformations of these partition
functions are well known (see for example [36])

20 (7 + L) = & (759). (3.44)
ZoB(=1/739) = ZP°(734), (3.45)
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where we formally write down the modular transformations for («, 3) = (1,1), which is the
R sector, because Zz(7;%) is vanishing.

For a fermionic code CFT with (c¢z,cr) = (n,0), we couple N = 2n anti-holomorphic
Majorana-Weyl fermions with (cr,cr) = (0,n). The resulting non-chiral CFT with (cr, cgr) =
(n,n) has partition functions

ZO"B(T, T) = ZO"B(T; A(C)) Z@B(;4p2n) . (3.46)
Note that since Z1(7;4) = 0, the whole partition function Z!(7,7) is also vanishing.

The modular T' transformation of the partition functions is
Z4P (1 + 1,7 + 1) = 24P+ (1 7) (3.47)

because the modular T' transformation of 2n Majorana-Weyl fermions from (3.44) is exactly
same as (3.41). For the modular S transformation, we have

ZoB(=1)7,-1)7) = ZP%(1,7), (3.48)

where we use Z;1(7,7) = 0. These modular transformation laws exactly match modular
covariance without a gravitational anomaly, which tells us that the gravitational anomaly
of fermionic code CFTs can be canceled by one of the Majorana-Weyl fermions. In this
sense, our fermionic CFTs behave as properly as Majorana-Weyl fermions under modular
transformation.

Note that the above discussion does not allow us to understand the modular property
of Zz(7;A(C)) because Zg(1;1) = 0. We need an additional discussion for the R sector.
According to [40], the modular S transformation of fermionic CFTs with v = 2(cg — ¢z) mod
8 should behave as

r

Ze(=1/7,=1)7) = 77 Zz (1, 7). (3.49)

n

For our fermionic CFTs with (cr, cg) = (n,0), v = —2n mod 8. Then we have e ™™ = (—1)2,
which agrees with the transformation law (3.42). This suggests that while our fermionic
CFTs have a gravitational anomaly, their partition functions show the expected modular
transformation laws.

For an odd prime p, we have formulated the construction of fermionic CFTs from self-
dual codes over F,, which relates linear codes, lattices, and CFTs. In Table 2, we show a
dictionary between them. This tells us that, for example, the complete weight enumerator C
determines the lattice theta function and the partition functions of fermionic code CFTs.

3.3.2 Forp=2

In the previous section, we have canonically chosen a characteristic vector x = /p (1,1,--- ,1)
for an odd prime p. For p = 2, however, the vector v/2 (1,1,---,1) is not characteristic for
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Table 2: A dictionary between codes, lattices, and CFTs for odd prime p # 2

Linear code Lattice Fermionic CFT
length n rank central charge
codeword ¢ lattice vector A momentum
inner product x - A fermion parity (—1)F
linear code C Construction A lattice A(C) NS sector
shadow of A(C) R sector
complete weight enumerator lattice theta function partition function

any Construction A lattice. To make a clear choice of a characteristic vector and define the
shadow of A(C), it is useful to introduce the shadow of a binary self-dual code [21, 41].

Let C C F3 be a singly-even self-dual code. We divide C' into two subsets Cy and Cs.
The subset Cy (C3) consists of doubly-even (singly-even) codewords of C":

Co={ceC|wti(c) € 4Z},

(3.50)
Cy={ceC|wti(c) €4Z + 2},

where C' = Cy U Cy. Note that Cj is a linear code, in particular, doubly-even self-orthogonal.
This is because for ¢, ¢ € Cy, wty(c+ ) = wti(c) + wty (') —2¢- ¢ € 4Z and thus ¢+ € Cp.
In addition, we have Cy C C' C Cy from the self-duality of C. Then the shadow S(C) of a
self-dual code C' is defined by

S(C)=Cq\C. (3.51)

From linearity and the dimension of the codes, any t € Cy and s € S(C) satisfy
C=CyU(Co+t), Cr=CU(C+s), SC)=C+s. (3.52)
Moreover, their inner products are

tos=1, (3.53)

L f0 ez, (350
|1 (nedz+2), '

where we have done the mod 2 computation. The first equation (3.53) follows from the fact
that if ¢ - s = 0, then s is orthogonal to Co U (Co +t) = C and thus s € C+ = C, which is
contradict with s € S(C). For (3.54), we consider a = (1,1,--- ,1) € F}, which all self-dual
codes contain. If n € 4Z, s-s=s-a=0froma € Cyandif n €4Z+2,s-s=s-a =1 from
a € Cs.
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Then, the elements s € S(C) in the shadow automatically satisfies

soc— {O (c€Co)  od2. (3.55)
1 (ce )

where we have used s € Cg and (3.53). This is analogous to the shadow of a lattice, where a
characteristic vector y divides a lattice A by the mod 2 value of x - A for A € A as in (3.10).
The following proposition tells us that s € S(C') gives the canonical choice of a characteristic
vector x € A(C) for a singly-even self-dual code C' C F3.

Proposition 3.9
Let C' C F} be a singly-even self-dual code. Then, for any s € S(C), x = v/2s € R" is a
characteristic vector of A(C').

Proof. From the construction of the lattice A(C), any A € A(C) can be written as A =

%(C + 2m) where ¢ € C,m € Z". The inner product is

1 1 0 (ceC
ANA==(E+4dc-m+4am?) = = = ( 0) mod 2. (3.56)
2 2 1 (cey)
On the other hand,
0 (ceC
Ax=(c+2m)-s=c-s= ( 0) mod 2, (3.57)
1 (cey)
where we used (3.55) in the last equation. Combining these, we get
AA=x-A mod 2, (3.58)
which is the definition of a characteristic vector. O

Let us define the Construction A subsets for later convenience. By applying Construction
A to a subset K C F, we obtain the following subset A(K) C R" (rather than a lattice):

A(K) = {v/\/i\u € 7" v=s mod 2, seK} . (3.59)

The following corollary guarantees the relationship between the shadow of a code and the
shadow of the Construction A lattice.

Corollary 3.10 ([22])
Let C' C F% be a singly-even self-dual code. Then the shadow of A(C') is identical to a subset
constructed from the shadow of C"

S(A(C)) = A(S(C)). (3.60)
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‘ NS sector R sector

even Co &
odd 02 03

Table 3: The Z; grading of the Hilbert space in terms of the subsets C; C 5.

Proof. Let s € S(C) and x = v/2s be a characteristic vector. Suppose k € S(A(C)), then
it can be written as k = %(Cﬁ- 2m) + & = %(C + s+ 2m) where ¢ € C', m € Z"™, which is
equivalent to k € A(S(C)) since ¢+ s € S(C). O

In what follows, we take a specific element s € S(C') and fix a characteristic vector by
X = V/2s. Let us define C1, C3 C F} by

o — Co+s (nedz)
b Co+s (nedZ+2)
(3.61)
o — Co+s (nedz)
PTCots (nedz+2)

Note that C; and C5 can be exchanged depending on the choice of s € S(C). For A(C), the
subsets A; C R™ corresponding to each sector can be written as

A = A(C)), i=0,1,2,3, (3.62)

where we apply Construction A to the subsets C; (i = 0,1,2,3). We can prove this from
(3.55) for Ag, Ag and (3.54) for Aq, As.

In section 3.2, the Zs grading of the Hilbert space can be understood from underlying
subsets A; as in Table 1. In particular, the binary case allows us to relate A; to a subset
C; C F§ as in (3.62). Therefore, we can go back further than lattices and give the Zy grading
directly from classical codes C'. For example, we start with the subset C7, which gives us

A(C}) = A; via Construction A. Then, from Table 1, the associated vertex operator : e (%)

where A € A; is in the R sector and even under the action of the fermion parity. In this sense,
we show the Zy grading of the Hilbert space in terms of the subsets C; C 5, in Table 3.

Let us check the modular property of the partition functions for p = 2. For notational
convenience, we denote the partition function corresponding to a subset K C F3 by

1 )
2rmK) = >0 @, g=e (3.63)
n(7) AEA(K)
As we introduce the complete weight enumerator of a subset K C F§
Wi (zo,21) = Z xgto(n)iﬂ;vtl(ﬁ)a (3.64)
keK
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then the partition functions can be expressed as follows:

Z(t;K) = Wik (65(27),62(27)) (3.65)

1
n(T)"

n2
where 03(7) :== >, ;02 and O2(7) := > s q2("*2)” are the Jacobi theta functions. From
(3.29), the partition functions of each sector are

Zns(m5M(C)) = Z(1;Co) + Z(13C2) = Z(750),

Zg (s MC)) = Z(1;Co) — Z(7;C2), (3.66)
Zr(1; A(C)) = Z(1;C1) + Z(1;C3) = Z(13.5(C))
Zg (i MC)) = Z(1;C1) — Z(15C3)

Under the modular 7" transformation 7 — 7+1, the partition function of a subset K C I}

behaves
1
Z(t+ 1;K) = ———Wkg (03(2(1 +1)),602(2(1 + 1)) ,
ng:? b (3.67)
_ f? o Wi (65(27),16(27)) .
Wi (k) o= L

The modular T transformation multiplies each term from x € K by the phase i
By definition, we know wtq(k) = 0 mod 4 for k € Cy and wty(k) = 2 mod 4 for k € Cj.
Additionally, Corollary 1 and 2 of [41] tell us wti(x) = 4 mod 4 for k € S(C). Combining
them, we conclude

T3,

Zns(T+1) = (Zey + Zoy) (7 + 1) = e 712 (Zgy — Zey )(7) = ”%Zﬁg(f) ;

Zg(r+1) = (Zoy — Zey) (T + 1) = e—i’:% (Zcy + Zey) (1) = €713 Zng (1), (3.68)
Zr(t+1) = (Zcy + Zey) (T + 1) =76 (Zoy, + Zoy)(T) = ”TSZR(T),
Zs(1+1) = (Zey, — Zoy) (T + 1) = €76 (Ze, — Ze,) (1) = €76 Zz (1),

where we abbreviate Z,(7; A(C)) as Z.(7) and Z(7; K) as Zi (7). This reproduces the same
transformation law as (3.41) for an odd prime p.

For the modular S transformation, the following proposition is useful.

Proposition 3.11
Let C be a binary linear code C' C F§ (not necessarily self-dual). Then, under the modular
S transformation: 7 — —1/7, the partition function (3.63) of C' behaves

2(-1/r:0) = 1 7m0, (3.69)
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Proof. Using the transformation law of the Jacobi theta functions and MacWilliams identity
(2.19), we get

21/ C) = ——L - Wo(Bs(2(-1/)).0a(2(-1/7))
— W (5(a2r) + 20, ar) - a2r)) @70
.
:WZ(T,CL).

O

For a singly-even self-dual code C' C F%, we already know C+ = C and Cj- = Co U Cy U
Cy U Cs. In addition, from (3.53) and (3.54),

(C UC)J‘: Cou(Cy (’I’L€4Z) (371)
o- CoUCy (nedz+2) '

From Proposition 3.11, the S transformation acts for the partition function as

Zc, < ; (Zcy + Zcy + Zey, + Zcy)

Zay 5 (Zoy + Zoy, — Zoy — Zoy) (3.72)
ch % (ZC'O 202 + ch F ZC3) '
Zey 3 (Zoy — Zey F Zoy £ Zcy)

where we take the upper sign when n € 4Z and the lower sign when n € 4Z + 2. Rearranging
these equations, we get

Zns(—1/7) = (Zcy + Zey)(—=1/7) = (Zey + Zep)(7) = Zns(7)

Z5s(=1/1) = (Zey — Zoy)(=1/7) = (Zey + Zey)(7) = Zr(7) (3.73)
Zr(=1/7) = (Zcy + Zey)(—1/7) = (Zey — Zey) (1) = Zge(7)

Zz(—1/1) = (Zey — Zey)(—1/7) = (—1)""*(Ze, — Zcy) (1) = (—1)"2 Zg(7).

In similar to the modular T transformation, these obey the same transformation law as the
case where p is an odd prime.

Therefore, the modular T' and S transformations of the partition functions for p = 2
are the same as an odd prime p # 2. Along the lines of an odd prime p, this suggests that
our fermionic code CFTs exhibit the expected modular transformation while they have a
gravitational anomaly. A dictionary between codes, lattices, and CFTs is shown in Table 4.
Unlike the case with an odd prime p # 2, the shadow of the Construction A lattice A(C) is
related to the shadow of a linear code C', which gives the interpretation of the Ramond sector
from a linear code.
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Table 4: A dictionary between codes, lattices, and CFTs for p = 2

Linear code Lattice Fermionic CFT
length n rank central charge
codeword ¢ lattice vector A momentum
inner product s - ¢ inner product x - A fermion parity (—1)¥
linear code C Construction A lattice A(C) NS sector
shadow of C' shadow of A(C) R sector
complete weight enumerator lattice theta function partition function

3.4 Spectral gap

In the construction of chiral bosonic CFTs from linear codes [3], a distance of codewords is
related to a conformal weight of the corresponding states. For CFTs from linear codes with
a large minimum distance, a spectral gap, which is the energy gap between the vacuum and
the first excited state, tends to be large. In this section, we explore a similar relation between
the spectral gap of fermionic code CFTs and the distance of linear codes.

As we have seen, the operators that appear in our fermionic code CFTs are the vertex
operators : e X(2) . and their descendants, which have the conformal weights h = %k‘2 + N
where N is the level for the Virasoro algebra.

Let us consider the minimum weight of the vertex operators in the NS sector, other than
the identity operator. The minimum squared norm of the lattice A(C) is

2
c m
min A2 = min min <+p >, min (\/ﬁm)2 )
AEA(C),A£0 c€C,c#0, VP mezn, m#0
meZL"
. . 1 2 (3.74)
= min min - (c m)~, ,
ceC,c#0, p( tp ) p
me{0,—1}"
. . 1
= min min — Norm(c), p o ,
ceC,c#0Dp

where we have used the definition of Norm(c) for a codeword ¢ € C' in (2.17). Therefore, the
minimum conformal weight of the vertex operators is

A1 1
in 2 —-mi in -N : .
)\EAI(%I)I,])\;AO 5 = 5 Win {66%17151#0 . orm(c), p} (3.75)

If we include the descendants, there are always states 0X = «_1 |0) with the conformal weight
h =1 and thus the energy gap between the vacuum and the first excited state becomes

: : 1
ANs = min {Cerg}gﬁo % Norm(c), 1} . (3.76)
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Since %Norm(c) € Z for a self-dual code, Ang only takes % or 1. Note that, for p = 2, the
Euclidean norm reduces to the Hamming weight: Norm(c) = wt(c). Using the minimum
distance d(C'), we can rewrite the spectral gap for p = 2 as

Axs =min {41} (3.77)

The R sector has no identity operator, thus the minimum weight in the R sector does
not depend on whether we include descendants or not. For an odd prime p, a characteristic

vector is chosen to be x = /p(1,1,---,1) and the minimum weight hny, of the R sector can
be calculated by
. 1 . c+pm x\?
Pomin = ~ k= - as
min = S\ e) 2 ceCimenn 2 < P2 >
. - D\ 2
= cec]*n,lrtne 2 2p - <Ci +pm; + 5) (3.78)

1 & P\ 2
=min o> (e—5)

i=1

In the last line, we used that m; = —1 always gives the minimum value for 0 < ¢; < p.

For the binary case (p = 2),

s+2m>2

. 1 . 1
hmin = min — k%= min 3 ( 7

ke S(A(C)) 2 s€S(C),mez" (3.79)

= min - wti(s).
2 3

Thus, the minimum conformal weight hn;, in the R sector is proportional to the minimum
Hamming weight in the shadow of the underlying code.

3.5 Examples

We have shown the construction of fermionic CFTs from self-dual codes over [F,, in general.
In this section, we take some examples of self-dual codes and demonstrate the construction
of fermionic code CFTs in detail. A large list of self-dual codes can be found in [42].

3.5.1 n=2,p=5
Let us consider a simple self-dual code C C F% generated by

G = [1 2]. (3.80)

The linear code consists of only 5 codewords: C = {(0,0),(1,2),(2,4),(3,1),(4,3)}. The
complete weight enumerator of C' is

Weo{xa}) = l‘(z) + X122 + Toxy + 3T + X473 . (3.81)
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Figure 3: The Construction A lattice (the black dots) and its shadow (the red dots), where
we depict the origin with the thick black dot. The Construction A lattice turns out to be
the 2-dimensional square lattice rotated by — arctan(1/2). On the other hand, the shadow
elements lie at the center of the squares. The shaded region gives the subspace FZ.

The Construction A lattice of the linear code C' C IE‘% is given by

A(C) = € R?

{c—l\—/gm

ceC,meZQ}. (3.82)

We show the Construction A lattice in Fig.3 as the black dots, which is just the 2-dimensional
square lattice Asquare = 72 rotated by the angle — arctan(1/2). Choosing a characteristic
vector by x = v/5(1,1), the shadow of A(C) is

c+5m

V5

S(A(C)) = A(C) + % = { € R?

cGC’,m€<Z+%>2}. (3.83)

In Fig.3, the shadow of A(C) is depicted with the red dots, which can be obtained by a half
shift of the black dots. It is easy to see the addition of shadow elements (red dots) returns to
a black dot representing an element of the original Construction A lattice.

Following Section 3.2, we construct a fermionic code CFT from C. Although the resulting
partition functions are determined by the complete weight enumerator of C, it is useful to
choose an appropriate basis of A(C'). In this case, we take v = %(1, 2) and vy = %(2, —1),
which provide an orthonormal basis of A(C'). As suggested in Fig.3, the Construction A lattice
can be decomposed into Z @ Z. Then a characteristic vector is x = v/ (1,1) = 3vy + vg, so
the shadow of A(C) consists of A = m} v + mhvy where m}, mh € Z + 3. Finally, we obtain
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the partition functions of each sector

T 2 T 2
Ins(ri (€)= B Zg(m M) = B
0a(r)? (3.84)
Z(TiAC) = o5y s ZR(TiA(C) = 0.

The above partition functions agree with (Z B (r; w))4 where Z%#(1;1)) is the torus partition
functions of a single Majorana-Weyl fermion in (3.43). This implies that the fermionic CFT
consists of four chiral fermions. Of course, the spectral gap of the NS sector is Axg = % by
(3.76). On the other hand, the conformal weight of the R sector ground states is hmin = i.

3.5.2 n=2, p=2
Let us take the simplest self-dual code C' C F%, which is generated by

G:[l 1]. (3.85)
The codewords are C' = {(0,0), (1,1)}, then the complete weight enumerator of C' is

We({za}) = 2§ + 7. (3.86)

To construct the shadow of C', we divide C into two subsets with respect to the weight.
Since codewords (0,0) and (1, 1) are doubly-even and singly-even, respectively, we have Cy =
{(0,0)} and Cy = {(1,1)}. Then Cj = F3. The shadow of C' is given by

S(C) = CH\C = {(0,1),(1,0)}. (3.87)

We choose an element of the shadow S(C) by s = (0,1) € S(C). Following (3.61), for n = 2,

we set

Ci=Cy+s=1{(10)}, C3=Co+s=1{01)}. (3.88)

The Construction A lattice of C' C F3 is

A(C):{CJ:/;meRz cEC’,mGZ2}. (3.89)
On the other hand, the shadow of A(C) is
s+2m 9 9
S(A(C)) =A(S(C)) = 7 eR*|seS(C),meZ ;. (3.90)

As shown in Fig.4, the Construction A lattice forms the square lattice Z ® Z rotated by the
angle /4, while the elements of the shadow S(A(C)) take place in each center of the squares.
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Let us compute the partition functions depending on the choice of spin structures. Each
sector is given in terms of the subsets C; C F§ (i = 0,1,2,3) in (3.66). In this example, we
have Cy = {(0,0)}, Cy = {(1,1)}, C1 = {(1,0)}, and C5 = {(0,1)}. Then the corresponding
complete weight enumerators (3.64) are

Weo({za}) = 23, We,({za}) = 21, We,({za}) = Wes({wa}) = zoz1 - (3.91)

Replacing x¢ and x1 with 03(27) and 05(27), respectively, we obtain the partition functions
for each subset C; (i =0,1,2,3)

63(27)2 6o (27)2 02(27)05(27
2triCo) = BT 2(riCa) = BEL L 2(ri0n) = (o) =PI g
From (3.66), the torus partition functions of the fermionic code CFT are
. _03(27)% 4+ 62(27)2  63(7)?
Zns(T3A(C)) = n(r)2 - n(r)2 )
(7 . 93(27’)2 — 92(27’)2 . 94(7’)2
Z5 (1 A(C)) = PSP =T (3.93)
. - 293(27’)92(27’) o 92(7’)2
Zr(m;A(C)) = ()2 =T

and Zg(7; A(C)) = 0. Here we used the identities 2(27) = \/%(93(7')2 — 04(7)?) and 65(27) =

\/ $(05(7)2 + 04(7)?). In the third equality, we also applied the Jacobi identity @3()* —
04(7)* = 02(7)*. These partition functions are the same ones as the previous example (3.84),
which is expected because lattices in Fig.3 and Fig.4 are related by the rotation around the
origin. Additionally, the spectral gap Anxg = % and the minimum weight h = % of the R sector
can be obtained from (3.77) and (3.79), respectively, and agree with the previous example.

3.5.3 n=4, p="7

For an odd prime p € 4Z + 3, a self-dual code C C F) exists only when n € 4Z. For p =7,
the unique self-dual code C' of length 4 is generated by

G = (3.94)

1023
0142/

Then the Construction A lattice A(C) is isomorphic to Z*, which is consistent with the fact
that an n-dimensional odd self-dual lattice is isomorphic to Z" for n < 8 [19]. The partition
functions of each sector are

T 4 T 4
Ins(rA(©) = T Zglmshc) = S
bo(r)! (3.95)
Zr(miAO) = 55T, Zr(TiA(C) =0,
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Figure 4: The Construction A lattice (the black dots) and its shadow (the red dots). The
Construction A lattice is the square lattice rotated by 7 /4, and the shadow elements lie at
the center of the squares. The shaded region gives the subspace F3.

which implies that the fermionic code CF'T consists of 8 Majorana-Weyl fermions. The above
examples with a relatively small length demonstrate our construction for p = 2 and an odd
prime p # 2. In the next examples, our construction provides non-trivial fermionic CFTs.

3.54 n=12, p=5
Let us consider a linear code C C (F5)'? generated by ([42])

100203020333
010401040142
001200000043
G= 000012000012]|"° (3.96)
000000120043

100000000121 2]

Using the complete enumerator polynomial We({z,}), the partition functions of the corre-
sponding CFT are
Zns(7) = q72 + 2762 + 2048¢ + 112022 + 49152¢% + 184024¢% + 61440043 + - - - ,
Zga(T) = q77 + 27697 — 2048¢ + 112027 — 49152¢° + 184024¢3 — 614400¢° + - - - ,
Zr (1) = 24 + 4096¢ + 9830442 + 1228800¢°> + 10747904 + 742440964¢° + - - - |
Zg(r) = —24.
Note that Zxs(7) does not contain the ¢° term, which implies the absence of NS primary fields
of the conformal weight 1/2. This can be thought of as a fermionic analog of the Monster
CFT [1, 2], which does not have any bosonic excitation of weight 1.

(3.97)
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There is a notion generalizing the Monster CFT called the extremal CFT. For a bosonic
CFT with the central charge ¢ = 24k (k € Z~), it is called extremal if it does not include
primary fields other than the identity of weight less than k [43, 44]. The Monster CFT is a
prominent example of bosonic extremal CFT with k£ = 1.

For a fermionic CFT with the central charge ¢ = 12k* (k* € Z~), an extremal CFT is
defined to be one with no primary fields other than the identity of weight less than k*/2 [45].
An extremal fermionic CFT of k* = 1 is known to admit an action of a large discrete group
related to the Conway group and have an N = 1 supersymmetry. Furthermore, there are
results about uniqueness [46, 47].

From (3.97), the fermionic code CFT with n = 12 has no primary fields other than the
identity of weight less than 1/2. In particular, Zng(7) and Zg(7) coincide with (3.35) and
(3.48) in [45] respectively, which means the extremal CFT with k* = 1.

3.5, n=24, p=5
For a self-dual code C C (F5)** (Q24 in [48]) generated by

[200000000000011111111111]
020000000000404144411141
002000000000410414441114
000200000000441041444111
000020000000414104144411

G- 000002000000411410414441 ’ (3.98)

000000200000411141041444

0000000200004411141041414

000000002000444111410414

000000000200444411141041

000000000020414441114104

000000000002441444111410]

the partition functions of the corresponding CFT are

Zns(T) =q ' 424 + 4096(]2 ~+ 98580g + 1228800q2 + 107458564 4 - - - ,

Zﬁé(T) =q ' 24— 4096q2 + 98580q — 1228800(]2 + 1074585642 4 - - -, (3.99)
Zr(T) = 48 + 196608¢ + 21495808¢° + 864288768¢> + -
Zg(T) =48

Note that the descendants o |0) contribute as 24¢" to Zns(7), although there are no A €

A(C) such that A\? = 1,2 (corresponding to q_%,qo), Therefore, the minimum norm of the
Construction A lattice A(C) is 3.
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In 24 dimensions, an odd self-dual lattice of minimum norm 3 is known to be unique and
called the odd Leech lattice [19, 49] with the lattice theta function

Onui e (T) = 14 4096¢%/% + 982564% + 1130496¢°/% + 8384512¢° + - - - . (3.100)

Thus, we can conclude that A(C) is the odd Leech lattice. This is consistent with the fact that
the odd Leech lattice can be constructed using some self-dual codes over Zj by Construction
A for any k > 3 [50]. For a binary self-dual code C' C F3*, the Construction A lattice always
contains an element A = (2,0,---,0)/v/2 with A2 = 2. Then, any binary code cannot generate
the odd Leech lattice since it does not have any element with A\? = 1,2.

4 Finding supersymmetric CFTs

We have constructed chiral fermionic CFTs from self-dual codes over F,, and illustrated the
construction using various examples. For the ternary case (p = 3), all fermionic code CFTs
have been known to possess supersymmetry [17]. On the other hand, supersymmetry does
not necessarily emerge for the other cases (p # 3). To figure out profiles of our class of
fermionic CFTs, we search for supersymmetric CF'Ts for a prime number p. Instead of giving
an explicit form of supercurrent, we require some necessary (not sufficient) conditions that
strongly suggest the existence of supersymmetry following [23, 24]. Recasting the conditions
in terms of classical codes, we apply them to examples of self-dual codes and construct CFT's
likely to be supersymmetric.

4.1 Supersymmetry conditions

Let us start with reviewing the fundamentals of supersymmetric CFTs following [37]. In
this section, we only care about the existence of supersymmetry. Then we focus on N = 1
supersymmetry, in particular, (/\/ N ) = (1,0) since our fermionic CFTs are chiral. The
energy-momentum tensor 7'(z) and the supercurrent G(z) satisfy the following OPEs:

n 2 1
—+ —=T(0 —07T(0
L S T(0) + - OT(0),

T(2) G(0) ~ % G(0) + % 9G(0), (4.1)

T(z)T(0) ~

where n € Zs is a central charge. From this relation, G(z) has conformal weight & = 3. The

Laurent expansions are

T(z) = 3 an% Gz = 30 % (4.2)
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where v = 0 for the NS sector and v = 1/2 for the R sector. The operators {L,,} and {G,}
form the superconformal algebra:

n

[Lma Lk] = (m - k)Lm-i-k + 12 (m3 - m) 5m+k,0 )
1
LGl = (3 =7) G (43)
1
(Gy Gy} = 2L, s + g <r2 _ Z) Srts0 -

Since [Lg, Go] = 0, for a state |k) in the R sector such that Ly |k) = h|k), Go |k) has the same
eigenvalue h of Ly and the opposite statistics unless G |k) = 0. The norm is

| Go k) 112 = (k| (Lo = 57 ) 1K) = (b= 5 ) (klR) . (44)

thus Go |k) = 0 if and only if » = g5 and the condition h > g5 is necessary for the represen-

tation to be unitary.

For a unitary supersymmetric theory, we have the partition function of the R sector:

Zz(t) = Tr[(—1)F¢"0~2i] where F is the fermion parity.

e For h > 3%, |k) and Gy |k) contribute as the opposite signs and thus vanish.

R

e For h = g3, each |k) contributes as £1 since glom21 = 1.

n

Therefore, Zz(7) becomes constant and counts the signed number of states with h = g,

which is called the Witten index [51, 52].

In this section, we aim to find fermionic code CFTs with supersymmetry. Our fermionic
CF'Ts have been defined by a set of vertex operators associated with the underlying momen-
tum lattices. We can show the existence of supersymmetry by giving a supercurrent satisfying
the OPEs (4.1). However, in general, it is hard to construct an explicit supercurrent from
vertex operators because it requires careful treatment of cocycle factors.? Instead, we check
the following three necessary conditions derived from the above discussion:

1. The Neveu-Schwarz sector contains a spin—% Virasoro primary field.
2. Any primary operator in the Ramond sector satisfies h > 7.
3. The Ramond-Ramond partition function Zz () = Tr[(—1)F q"0~2i] is constant.

Recently, it has been proved that the second condition implies the third one [54]. The above
three conditions do not guarantee supersymmetry, but they strongly suggest the existence of
supersymmetry. In what follows, we call them the supersymmetry (SUSY) conditions.

2Recently, it has been pointed out that a fundamental property of quantum error-correcting codes can be
used to construct supercurrents from vertex operators [53].
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In particular, the third condition is highly nontrivial because bosonic and fermionic ex-
citations cancel each other. It is natural to require supersymmetry as a mechanism for the
cancellation. Note that Zz(7) = 0 if a fermionic CFT contains a free fermion. In that case,
the third condition does not provide nontrivial evidence of supersymmetry. In the rest of this
section, we further comment on free fermions in our fermionic CFTs.

In general, it is known that a holomorphic CFT can be decomposed into free fermions
(including h = § operators) and a sector without h = 3 operators [55]. For fermionic code
CFTs, we can rephrase it as the decomposition of momentum lattices. From the following
discussion, an odd self-dual lattice A C R™ can be decomposed into an integer lattice Z"
(0 < r < n) corresponding to r pairs of free fermions and a lattice orthogonal to it.

Let A € R™ be a self-dual lattice including a norm 1 vector Ay € A: A1 - A\ = 1.
Then we can decompose any A € A into A; direction and its orthogonal component by
A =mM + A where m = A\ - X\ € Z from self-duality. Thus, A can be decomposed into the
1-dimensional integer lattice in A; direction and its orthogonal component: A = \MZ ® A
where A| = {A € A| A1 -\ =0}. In this case, the partition function of the NS sector can be
written as

Zns(T3A) 2N

AEA

mEZ )\J_EAJ_

hibs I

meZ )\J_EAJ_

The equivalence between two Majorana-Weyl fermions ', ? and one chiral boson X (z)

L) () 2O ge) = = - w)(e) X e XE, (46)

V2 V2

tells us that the left part of Zng(7;A) is the same as the partition function of a pair of free

P(z) =

fermions [37]. Therefore, we can conclude that a pair of free fermions corresponds to A;
direction in the lattice. Since A | can be regarded as a self-dual lattice in R*~!, we can repeat
this procedure until no h = % operators are left.

4.2 Constraints on codes

In the previous section, we have declared the three necessary conditions for supersymmetry.
Our construction of fermionic CFTs enables us to rewrite them simply in terms of classi-
cal codes. In this section, we reduce the supersymmetry conditions to some constraints on
underlying p-ary codes for an odd prime p and p = 2.

— 34 -



4.2.1 For odd prime p # 2

Let us start with the supersymmetry condition 1, which imposes the existence of a spin—%
primary field in the NS sector. As we have seen, the Virasoro primaries in our fermionic CFT's
are only Vj(z) =: e*X(®) . with the conformal weight h = $k%. Then the first condition is
equivalent to the existence of A € A(C) with A?> = 3. Since the Construction A lattice satisfies
A2 = %(c +pm)2forc€ C, m € Z" and 0 < ¢; < p, it is sufficient to calculate A\? explicitly
for all c € C and m € {—1,0}" when p > 3. The contribution of i-th element to A? is ¢? /p or
(p — ¢;)?/p. Thus, the condition can be reduced by substituting

2o — 3% + gP2)” , (4.7)

into the complete weight enumerator We({z}).
SUSY condition 1: W¢({z® + 2#~9"}) contains 237.

The coefficient of 2P represents the number of spin-3/2 primaries. Note that for p = 3
we have to consider

We(l+22% x + 2tz + %), (4.8)

where the term 22 comes from m; = +1. Thus the corresponding CFT always contains
spin-3/2 primaries from (0,--- ,0) € C. For p > 3, we do not have to include 2™ s.t. m > 3p.
For example, when p = 5 it is enough to consider

We(l, o', o + 2% 2% + 29 ). (4.9)

The second condition requires the positive energy of any operator in the R sector. From
(3.78), the second condition becomes

SUSY condition 2:

hmin = min 1 Z (ci — ]—9)2 > iy (4.10)

To reduce the third condition, we prepare a refined version of the complete weight enu-
merator We({z4}).

Corollary 4.1
Let p be an odd prime and C' C )} a self-dual code. Then

1

W (f3 ) P 7, (0)

n 1 y . (4.11)
N W(T)nRWC (flfp (), ’f(z;—l)/Z,p(T)) '

Zg (T A(C)) =

— 35 —



where RW¢({z,}) is the refined weight enumerator

RWe(x1, s zp—1y2) = Wel 0,21, Z(p—1)/2, —T(p—1)/2: """ » —T1) s

(p—1)/2
(_1)th,a(c)xzbvta(c)-‘rwtp,a(c) ' (412)

Proof. The second equality in (4.11) follows from

p k 1,a 2
— P Z (k+a 5 2ty

)

keZ
2
=" Y (-1)RHe- “)—P)q§<‘k—%+p;“) |
e (4.13)
lp( 1)p Z (_1)(](;’.!,.(17 a)) g(k/'i‘%-i-%) ’
k'eZ
1,1
- p—a,p(T)-
where k — —k’ — 2, and in particular f&”; (r) = 0. _

From Corollary 4.1, the third condition becomes

SUSY condition 3:

1
n(r)" filve <f (7)o (zl—wz,p(ﬂ) (4.14)

is constant with respect to the torus modulus 7 = 7 + im.

We can check this by numerical computation or formulas for theta functions. In some
cases, RWc¢ (w1, -+, 2(p—1y/2) = 0 before substituting the concrete form fc%,}}.

Finally, we deal with the number of free fermions in a fermionic code CFT. As in the
previous section, the number of free fermions is equal to that of norm 1 vectors in the Con-
struction A lattice A(C'). Therefore, from a similar discussion for the first condition, the
coefficient of zP in

We({z? +a#=9Y) (4.15)

is the number of free fermions.

4.2.2 For p=2

From the same discussion as when p is an odd prime, the first condition becomes

SUSY condition 1: W (1 + 22, 2x) contains 2°.
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Equivalently, for n # 2, the SUSY condition 1 requires the existence of a codeword ¢ € C
with wti(c) = 20r6. Note that, in the complete weight enumerator We (1 + 22, 2x), the

coefficient of 2% counts the number of primary operators with the spin s = %
From (3.79), the second condition becomes
SUSY condition 2:
min wii(s) = %. (4.16)

Regarding the third condition, to simplify the discussion, we define the complete weight
enumerator corresponding to the R sector by

Wﬁ(xo,xl) = WC& (a:o,xl) — WC3(330,331) . (4.17)

From (3.66), the partition function of the R sector can be written as

1
Zy(riA(C)) = Lo Wy (04(2r). 6a(27)). (418)
Then the third condition becomes
SUSY condition 3:
1
— W5 2 2 4.1
7](7')”WR(03( 7),02(27)) (4.19)

is constant with respect to 7.
In some cases, W (7o, 71) = 0 before substituting the Jacobi theta functions.

The number of free fermions is the coefficient of 2% in W (1, 22!), which is equal to four
times the number of codewords with wt;(c) = 2.

4.3 Examples

In this section, we explore supersymmetric CFTs by applying the supersymmetry conditions
to several examples of classical codes. We summarize the properties of the self-dual codes
related to the SUSY conditions in Table 5. We demonstrate the SUSY conditions for six
self-dual codes with various lengths and finite fields. The first column characterizes the type
of self-dual code. The second column represents the number of spin—% primary fields. The
third column shows the minimum energy of operators in the R sector. The fourth column
gives the RR partition function. Finally, the fifth column counts the number of free fermions.
Excluding fermionic CFTs with free fermions, two self-dual codes with n = 12, p = 2, and
n = 36, p = 2 satisfy all the SUSY conditions.
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Table 5: The properties of self-dual codes associated with the SUSY conditions

Self-dual code C spin-3 Pin — 35 Zgz(m; A(C)) free fermions
n=2,p=>5 0 : 0 4
n=4,p=3 32 : 0 8
n=10, p=5 960 ~1 0 4
n=12, p=2 2048 0 24 0
n=20,p=>5 4608 —1 Ory(q)/n(q)® 0
n=36, p=2 1536 0 384 0

431 n=2,p=5
Let C C IE‘% be a self-dual code generated by

G=[12]. (4.20)

As we have seen in section 3.5.1, the complete weight enumerator of C' is
We(xg, 21,2, x3,24) = :Eg + Z1T9 + Tox4 + T3T1 + T4T3 . (4.21)
Substituting 29 + 205=9)* for Zq, We obtain
Weo({z® +2079°)) =14 42° + 42'0 4 4220 4 ... . (4.22)

Since there is no z'® term, C' does not satisfy the condition 1. Therefore, we can conclude
that the fermionic CFT does not have supersymmetry. In addition, the coefficient of x° is 4,
thus the corresponding CFT consists of 4 free fermions. This is consistent with the discussion
about the partition functions in section 3.5.1.

The minimum value of $2_, (ci — %)2 is 5 for ¢ = (1,2) and then the SUSY condition 2

is satisfied:
1 2
%mzzzﬂ- (4.23)
Then, the resulting fermionic code CFT only contains operators with positive energy in the
R sector.

For the self-dual code C, the refined weight enumerator is vanishing:
RWC(JEl,ZEg) = Wc(O,ZEl,:EQ,—l’Q,—l’l) =0. (4.24)

Then the RR partition function becomes 0, and the SUSY condition 3 is immediately satisfied.
The vanishing RR partition function follows from the inclusion of free fermions.
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432 n=4,p=3
Let C' C F3 be a self-dual code generated by

G = [(1) . g} . (4.25)
which is Example 2.2 in [17].
The complete weight enumerator of C' is
We(zo, x1,x2) = xé + a:oxi{’ + 395095%3:2 + 33:095195% + xoxg’ , (4.26)
which can be expanded as
We(l+22° o + a2tz +2%) =1 + 823 + 2425 + 322° + 2422 + ... | (4.27)

From the existence of the z° term, the fermionic code CFT contains 32 primaries with the
spin s = % Then the SUSY condition 1 is satisfied. In addition, the CFT consists of 8 free
fermions from the coefficient 8 of the z® term, which agrees with the discussion in [17].

The minimum value of Z?:l (cl- — %)2 is 3 for ¢ = (1,1,2,0) and then the condition 2:
4

>
- 24

(4.28)

N =

hmin =
is satisfied.
The refined weight enumerator is
RWe(x1) = We(0,21,—21) =0, (4.29)
thus the condition 3 is immediately satisfied.

Therefore, the code C satisfies all the SUSY conditions and indeed the CFT consisting
of 8 free fermions is supersymmetric [56].

433 n=10, p=5

Let C C Fi0 be a self-dual code generated by
1004300242
01023004314
G=10012100242], (4.30)
0000010422
0000001331

which is the bottom matrix for F5 and n = 10 in [42].

Since the complete weight enumerator consists of 165 terms, we do not write it here. If

(5-a)

. 2 2 .
we substitute % + x for x4, it becomes

Weo({z® +20797)) =1 4 425 + 24420 + 96025 + 3120220 + - -- . (4.31)
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Thus, the code C satisfies the condition 1 and the corresponding CFT has 4 free fermions.

The minimum value of Zﬁgl (ci — %)2 is % for ¢ = (2,3,2,3,2,2,3,2,3,2) and then the

condition 2 is not satisfied as 10

ﬂ .
Therefore, the resulting fermionic code CFT does not satisfy the necessary condition for

1

supersymmetry, which concludes that it is not supersymmetric.
The refined weight enumerator is
RWe(x1,22) = We (0,21, 22, —22, —21) = 0, (4.33)

thus the condition 3 is immediately satisfied. This result is consistent with the existence of

free fermions.

434 n=12, p=2

Let C C F%z be a self-dual code generated by
(100010001 111]
010010011110
001010010001
G=1000100011001]" (4.34)
000001010101
000000110011,
which is the bottom matrix for Fo, n = 12 in [42]
The complete weight enumerator is
Wel(zg,z1) = 25> + 15252 + 322828 + 150527 + 212 (4.35)
Since
We(l + 2%, 22) = 1 + 264z + 204825 + 79442% + - - - | (4.36)

the condition 1 is satisfied from the existence of 2% term and the CFT does not include free
fermions from the absence of the 22 term. We can reach the same conclusion based on whether

or not the term with 2%, 2% corresponding wt1(c) = 2, 6 exists in (4.35).

The minimum weight of the shadow is 2 for s = (1,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0) € S(C) and
the condition 2: 2 > 12/6 is satisfied.

The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is

Wx

(z0, 1) = 62°2% — 122528 + 62321° . (4.37)
It consists of the terms corresponding to wti(c) = 2,6, 10, which reflects the fact that wty (k) =
5 mod 4 for k € S(C) as discussed in 3.3.2. From the property of the Jacobi theta functions,
the partition function of the R sector is a nonzero constant as

1
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Therefore, the condition 3 is satisfied. This result is consistent with the fact that for a unitary
supersymmetric CF'T, Zg(7) can be a nonzero constant only if hni, = ¢/24, i.e., the condition
2 is satisfied by equality.

Since there is only one self-dual lattice at n = 12 that does not contain a vector A s.t.
A? = 1, which corresponds to a free fermion in the CFT, A(C) is equivalent to the lattice in
3.5.4. Indeed, the partition function of the R sector agrees with (3.97). (Although an overall
factor —1 is multiplied, this is not significant because of the ambiguity in the R sector as
discussed in section 3.2.)

4.3.5 n=20, p=>5
Let C C IE‘%O be a self-dual code generated by

[N el Moo NolNeRa el )
OO OO OoOO NN
SO OD OO O R ON
SO OO OONN
SO OO O R OO ON
SO O OO OOON
(NNl e N NN Nall )
[Nl e N NN No Nall V)
O OO OoOOONN
HO OO o NN
R Wk = Wk W
OWINRFRPR WO, ON
NWOOHRNDWHFFHIN

HF NS RFEFNDNDDNDOERDN
NWHFRWONND DN
O WNODO R WHF DN
NN~ FEFDNDOODNDN
W WO RO RPN
WHR WHFROWERNRFIN
HO Wk kR, WHFON

(4.39)

which we constructed as an appropriate example.

The complete weight enumerator substituted 2@ + 2= for z, is
We({z® +20-9°1) = 1 + 18420 + 4608z'® + 683342 + - - - , (4.40)

which shows the existence of spin—% primary operators and the absence of primary operators
with weight h = % Thus, the condition 1 is satisfied and there are no free fermions.

The second condition asks for the minimum energy of the R sector to be positive. For

the self-dual code C, the minimum value of Zfﬂl (ci — %)2 is 5 for

c=1(2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2) € C, (4.41)

where the first row of the generator matrix guarantees the existence of the element in C. In
this case, the SUSY condition 2 is not satisfied:

1 20
The refined weight enumerator of C' is
RWe (21, 9) = 4230 4+ 91221725 + 197621230 — 91227235 + 422 . (4.43)
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We can easily verify the small g expansion of the Ramond-Ramond partition function

1
.
ae e (Nt
— 4(q73 + 248¢5 + 41245 + 347525 + ).
Therefore, the RR partition function is not constant, which means that the condition 3 is
not satisfied. This is consistent with the fact that the partition function of the R sector can

1,1
1,5

1,1

_1 2 5 8
fa (T)) = 4q73 +992¢3 + 16496¢3 + 139008¢3 + - - - ,

(4.44)

be nonzero only if the CFT has no free fermions. In addition, the first term has a negative
exponent, which corresponds to the fact that the condition 2 is not satisfied since the partition

function is expressed as the sum of ¢"—¢/?*,

Note that the above ¢ expansion exactly agrees with the one of 40 ,(q)/n(q)%, where
©p;(q) is the lattice theta function of the Eg lattice. Since the Ejg lattice is even self-dual, the
corresponding theta function is invariant under the modular transformations up to phases.
This is consistent with the modular property of the RR partition function. We further discuss
fermionic code CFTs with non-constant RR partition functions in Appendix B. We examine
several examples of non-constant RR. partition functions and observe that they are related to
particular modular forms called the Eisenstein series.

4.3.6 n=36, p=2

Let C C F30 be

—_
[en}

DO DO OO OO DODDOD OO OO+ OO

g
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0

DO DD DD DO DDOHODDODDODDODDODODODOO
DO DD DODODDODOOHODODODODODODDODODODOoOO
DO DO DODODDODOHODODODODODODDODODODODODOoOO O

OO DO DD DODO OO OO oo oo oo
& DO DO DD OO OO OO OoOoO

ke

which is the to

3

W OO0 OO MFHFOORRRFERFERFRERERFEROO

=
e
k=)

OO O OO ODDODDODDODODDODDODDODODODOoO O

self-dual code generated by

DO OO HODODODODDODODDODDODDODDODOOO
QA DO O ODDODDODODDODODODOOOOOOCOO
NN NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo N
o PO RPRHPROO0OO0O0OO0O0OORrRHROOOO
[N Yo NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo N
el eNeleNoNoNoNoloNoloNoNo o No o Na)
RO R OO PR EFPFOORFRF R =
O = OOOO M e e e e
OO RHPRHRORKFHPPRPROORFRHROORH—
O OR PR MFHFEFPFRPRORFRPFRPFOOOOREF,FOO
== OO OOOMEOO M =
PR R PFRPOORRFRPRORFRODODOORHRRRER
RO R OFRPFRPROOOOOoORrRORRFEFRFEOO

_
=]

=

B

The complete weight enumerator of C' is

We(zo, z1) = 238 4 242328 + 22522827 + 1872220210 + 95552

+ 55755220216

+ 955520223t + 18722 230

+ 6896028218 + 55755z

— 492 —

16,..20
0 1

HO R OFRPFROOOOOR R R OOOO
O MR MEFEFEOFEFOFRFOOOHREOOOOO
OR R OO0 OHrHROROOHROOOOO
— OO0 rRORRORrROOOORrRrOO
O OO MEMEE OO MO MO M =

24 12
01

SO OO MFEPFEFOOOFROFFERFEO
OO EFEFOOOFROOO MM M=O
OO MFEFOKFRMEMEFEOOROOO MO
H O OO O OO OO OHFRFREEFEF OO

+ 29160z

+ 29160z 232

+ 2251’81’%8 + 24:E8:E‘Z’0 + :E‘I’6 .

22 14
0 1

(4.45)
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The complete weight enumerator gives the expansion
Weo (1 + 228, 22) = 1 + 722" 4 15362° + 601202° + - - - . (4.47)

Then, the SUSY condition 1 is satisfied from the existence of the 2% term and the fermionic
code CFT does not contain free fermions because of the absence of the z2 term.

The minimum weight of the shadow is 6 for an element s € S(C):
s=(0,1,0,0,0,1,1,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0) . (4.48)
Therefore, the SUSY condition 2 is satisfied: hmyi, = 6 > 36/6.
The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is
Wi (zo,71) = 623028 — 36220210 +90222 211 — 12023218 + 902 272 — 36220 + 625430 . (4.49)

The partition function of the R sector is
1
n(r)%
which means that the condition 3 is satisfied. Therefore, the self-dual code C satisfies all the
SUSY conditions. Moreover, it does not contain free fermions. This strongly suggests the

Zz(1) = Wx(05(27),02(27)) = 384, (4.50)

existence of supersymmetry in the fermionic code CFT. To clarify the spectrum of the CFT,
the partition functions of the other sectors can be calculated similarly from (3.66) as

Zns(T) = q % +108¢72 + 1536 + 63414q> + 2064384g + - - - ,

1

Zga(7) = 77 +108¢77 — 1536 + 634147 — 2064384q + - - - , (4.51)

Zr(7) = 1152 + 4128768¢ + 1307049984¢> + 127940165632¢> + - - - .

5 Discussion

We have constructed chiral fermionic CFTs from linear self-dual codes over finite fields F),
where p is a prime number including p = 2. The key ingredient of our construction is
the relationship between self-dual codes and odd self-dual lattices via Construction A. This
relationship can be generalized to classical codes over Zg, which is the ring of integers modulo
k. It is known that Construction A can be applied to self-dual codes over Z; and endows
with self-dual lattices [57]. Thus, we expect the generalization of our construction into such
a class of classical codes.

In section 4.3.5, we found an example of fermionic CFTs with a non-constant RR partition
function. Notably, the RR partition function is associated with the unique 8-dimensional
even self-dual lattice Fg. From the constraint of the modular property, a non-constant RR
partition function should be written in a modular form. In Appendix B, we discuss non-
constant RR partition functions focusing on binary self-dual codes. From several examples of
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self-dual codes, we observe that the RR partition functions are related to particular modular
forms called the Eisenstein series. Moreover, some examples show the RR partition functions
written by the theta functions of 8- and 16-dimensional even self-dual lattices. As suggested
in Question 0.2 of [17], it could be interesting to find a systematic construction of fermionic
CFTs with the RR partition function related to even self-dual lattices.

This paper has mainly studied the torus partition functions with four sectors NS, ﬁé, R,
and R depending on the choice of spin structures on the torus. More generally, we can consider
the higher-genus partition functions corresponding to fermionic CFTs living on higher-genus
Riemann surfaces. The higher-genus partition functions have been discussed for bosonic
CFTs constructed from classical binary codes in [11]. It tells us that higher-genus partition
functions can be expressed as the higher-genus weight enumerator [58], which is a natural
generalization of the complete weight enumerator We({z,}). It could be extended to our
fermionic CFTs constructed from classical p-ary codes. More recently, the average of higher-
genus weight enumerators over p-ary self-dual codes has been computed in [6], which may
enable us to study the averaged higher-genus partition functions of our fermionic CFTs.

Our fermionic CFTs have been defined by a set of vertex operators associated with the
Construction A lattice. In section 4, we have examined the three necessary conditions for
fermionic CFTs to be supersymmetric. To show that they are in fact supersymmetric, we
have to give a supercurrent satisfying the OPEs (4.1) from vertex operators. Recently, it has
been pointed out that a fundamental property of quantum error-correcting codes can be used
to construct supercurrents from vertex operators [53]. If the construction of supercurrents
can be generalized to our theories, it can be helpful to show the existence of supersymmetry.
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A List of notations

Symbol  Definition See
P prime number
Fy, finite field of order ¢
C linear code over [,
n length of C
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& codeword c € C
G generator matrix of a linear code
H parity check matrix of a linear code
Cc+ dual code of C'
d(C)  minimum distance of C Eq.(2.10)
wt(c)  Hamming weight of ¢ Eq.(2.12)
wte(c)  number of components of ¢ that are equal to a Eq.(2.13)
Lee(c)  Lee weight of ¢ Eq.(2.16)
Norm(c) Euclidean norm of ¢ Eq.(2.17)
We complete weight enumerator of C Eq.(2.18)
A(C)  Construction A lattice from a linear code C' Eq.(3.1)
A* dual lattice of A Eq.(3.2)
X characteristic vector Eq.(3.9)
Ao, Ay subset of A(C) consisting of elements with even (odd) norm Eq.(3.10)
Ay, Az shift of Ag and Ay by /2 Eq.(3.11)
S(A) shadow of a lattice A
Z.(1T)  partition functions of each sector (x = NS, NS, R, R in (3.25)) Eq.(3.26)
Z*P(1)  partition functions associated with spin structures (a, () Eq.(3.30)
;f;?(T) functions of 7 depending on spin structures (a, 3) (a € Fp) Eq.(3.36)
Co, Cy  subset of C' consisting of doubly-even (singly-even) codewords Eq.(3.50)
S(C)  shadow of a code C' Eq.(3.51)
s element of S(C)
Cq, C3  shift of Cy and Cy by s € S(C) Eq.(3.61)
ANs spectral gap of the NS sector
Rmin minimum conformal weight of the R sector
RWc  refined weight enumerator of C Eq.(4.12)
Wi complete weight enumerator corresponding to the R sector Eq.(4.17)

B Non-constant Ramond-Ramond partition functions

In section 4, we explored fermionic CFTs with constant RR partition functions. While most
of the examples gave rise to 0 or a constant, we encountered the non-constant RR partition
function written by the theta function of the Eg lattice in section 4.3.5. In this appendix,
we further discuss non-constant RR partition functions of fermionic code CFTs and clearly
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express them in modular forms. In some cases, we find the RR partition function associated
with even self-dual lattices. We focus on binary singly-even self-dual codes in [42].

Let C' C F% be a singly-even self-dual code. We define /iy, € N as the minimum value of [
such that [{s € C1 | wti(s) = I} # [{s € C3 | wti(s) = [}|. If no such [ exists, Wx(zo,71) =0
and thus Zﬁ(T) = 0. In the following, we assume that such [ exists. Then, l,,;, is equal to the
minimum integer such that xg_lxll is included in W (2o, 71). In addition, the lowest degree

term in Zﬁ(T) is qh where h = %lmin _ 2_71.

Let us introduce

O (7) = n(r) " Z (), (B.1)

which satisfies ©x(7) = O(¢") when we take ¢ — 0 since 7(r) = O(qi). From (3.68)
and (3.73), the property of the Dedekind eta 7(7) and the fact that wti(s) = § mod 4 for
s € S(C), the modular transformation law is

Op(T + 1) = exp [i% <—l“i“ + 2”—4 + %)] Of(1) = Og(7), (B.2)
O (—1/7) = 7712 (—i) Bhuin 3 (_1)30 (1) = 7712 O (7). (B.3)

Thus, ©f(7) is a modular form of weight —12h = § — 3ln.

Since the dimensions of spaces of modular forms of weight 4,6,8,10,14 are 1, if —12h is
such a value, then the RR partition function must be a constant multiple of E_15,(7) where
Eo(7) is the Eisenstein series of weight 2k: (((s): the Riemann zeta function)

1 1
Eor(1) = —_— B.4
2%(7) 2¢(2k) - n)ezZ:Z\(o 0 (m + nt)2k (B-4)

We can directly calculate that the RR partition functions of the binary codes with length
n < 18 or n = 22,24 are all 0 or constant. Those of codes with p =5, n < 16 or p = 7,
n < 12 are also 0 or constant. Several examples of the non-constant RR partition functions
are presented below.

n=18, p=2

A self-dual code generated by the bottom matrix for Fo,n = 18 in [42]:

[10000001100000011 17
010000000000010110
001000011000001000
000100010110001111
G=1000010001110001111]. (B.5)
000001011010000000
000000111100000000
000000000001010101
00000000000011001 1]
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The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is

W= (20, 21) = 28721 — 340532} + 34ad2l3 — xo2l”. (B.6)

R

The partition function of the R sector is

1 2
R(T) = T](T)18 Wﬁ(93(27—)762(27—)) = W

Eg(7) . (B.7)

This is the only code with the non-constant RR partition function at n = 18, p = 2.

n=20, p=2

The bottom matrix for Fo,n = 20 in [42]:

10000000011000000111
01000000001110001111
00100100011000011110
00010100010110011001
G = 00001100001110000111 (B.8)
~—100000010001110010001 :
00000001011010000000
00000000111100000000
00000000000001010101
0000000000000011001 1]
The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is
Wﬁ(xo,xl):x(1)8$%+12$é4$(15—26$60$%0+12$8$%4+$3xi8. (B.9)
The partition function of the R sector is
1
Zﬁ(T):Wwﬁ(eg(ZT),02(2T)):77(7’)8E4(T) (BlO)

Note that the Eisenstein series E4(7) can be written as the lattice theta function of the Fg
lattice, which is the unique even self-dual lattice in 8 dimensions. The RR partition functions
of all other codes at n =20, p =2 are 0 or 1,2,3,4,6,10 times (B.10).
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n=206, p=2

The seventh matrix from the bottom for Fa,n = 26 in [42]:

(B.11)

“1001111101101_
OSC—HOO—HOO—HOO—HO
OO0 A" —O OO —O
SO O—HOOHHO OO
—FH OO "A OO0 —O
SOOI O —"A—"A— 0O —O
OC—HOOO—HOO—HOHAHO
A A A OO A A0 —HO
— OO 100 OO0 —+H—HO
HrA O A O~ OO~ OO
HreA A A A O OO —H 1O OO
— OO A4 A0 4O 14O O
oo ocococococooH
SO O —AHA—=A—AHDO O
SO DO OoOHO
SO ODDODODODDODOOHOO
SO DODODDODODDODOHODOO
SO DDDDDODDDDODOHDODODODOO
SO DODODDODOOODHDDODODDOO
SO OOHODODDODDODOO
SO O—HODODODDODDODODOO
OO OHODODDODDODDODDODOO
OO HOODDODDODDODDODDODOO
S OO DODDDODDDDODODO O
OCrHOODODDODDODDODDODDODDODOO
HOOO0OODOoOoOoOo0o0oo

I
G

The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is

(B.12)

2023 2y — 4752y a) + 475221 4 202523 — wha

e -

Wf{(x()) xl)

The partition function of the R sector is

(B.13)

The RR partition functions of all other codes at n = 26, p = 2 are 0 or this.

n=28, p=2

The second matrix from the bottom for Fo,n = 28 in [42]:

(B.14)

_11000110011111_
A A A A A OO OO OO A O
OO0 A —O — —
A A OO A A A A OO OO
— OO —HOO A A 10O O A
— OO OO A A0 O
— OO AT OO A H—A—H OO
— OO —HOOO A 1O O OO
—F O 410040 44O OO
HreA A O A OOO O
—H OO OO — OO O
— OO0 OO A" —O— O — O
O OO —AO A —"AO = —=OO
O =
[slelelolelolelolololoNo Nl ]
SO DODDDDDDODDODDDDODDODODODOHO
OO DODODDODDODDODODODDODOHOO
OO ODDODDODDODDDDODOHDODOO
SO ODOD OO OoOOoOHODOO O
SO OODODODDODDODOHODODODOO
SO DODODDODOOOHODODODODODODDOO O
SO OHODDODDODDODODODODOO
OO OO HODODODDODDODDODODODOO
OO OHOODDODDODDODDODDODOO
SO OO DODDODDDDODDODDODOO
COmHOODDODDODDODDODDODDODDODOO
OO OO DODDODDDDODDODODODDODOO
e e e e

I
O

The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is

Wi (zo,71) = 22022 + 2622228 + 14323210 — 34028 211 + 14320218 + 2625232 +-232%° . (B.15)
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The partition function of the R sector is

Zg(r) = ﬁWﬁ(eg(ZT),92(2T)) = ﬁEg(T). (B.16)

Note that Eg(7) can be expressed by the theta function associated with the 16-dimensional

even self-dual lattices. The RR partition functions of all other codes at n = 28, p = 2 are 0
or constant multiples of this.

n=236, p=2
The second matrix from the top for Fy,n = 36,d = 8 in [42]
r10000000000000010001000010100010100 17
010000000000000100010000101000010110
001000000000000100010011010101110011
000100000000000100010011010110000000
000010000000000100010101111000110011
0000010000000001000101011101110011060
000000100000000100010110010000100001
000000010000000100010110100011101101
G = 000000001000000001000110111111101110 (B.17)
~—1000000000100000001000101000011011101 :
000000000010000101000111110110010100
000000000001000101000100111001100100
000000000000100001010111000101000101
000000000000010001010100001010000110
0000000000000O01100000011110000001111
000000000000000011000011111100000000
000000000000000O0000110011110000111100
1 000000000000000000001111000000110071 1.
The complete weight enumerator for the R sector is
Wi (zo,71) = wita? + 3423028 + 544220210 4 1598222211 — 43542818
14, 22 10,26 6..30 2,34 (B.18)
+ 1898z x1” + 544wy x1” + 3dxgxy + xHT| -
The partition function of the R sector is
1
Zgz(1) = —%Wﬁ(03(27), 02(27))
n(7)
4 17 1 (B.19)
=4j(1) — 384 = ——- ( —Eu(7)* + —E4(7)?
i) =384 = o (B0 + g Eal?)

where j(7) is the j function (sometimes called Klein’s j function).
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