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Abstract. Whether a binary doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code exists is a question raised
by Sloane in 1973. A series of papers, surveyed by Borello, shows that the automorphism group
of such a code is trivial or isomorphic to C2, C3, C2 × C2 or C5. We prove that such a code
has no automorphism of order 2, 3 or 5, and hence no nontrivial automorphism. Each such
automorphism reduces the problem to a finite computer search. For order 2 the search runs over
symmetric bilinear forms on the 41 self-dual [36, 18, 8] codes. An automorphism of order 3 leads to
a search over labellings of the Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] codes over F4 by the extended Golay
code. Order 5 reduces to 7×7 unitary matrices over F16. Along the way we classify the Hermitian
self-dual [24, 12, 8] codes over F4: there are 26 924 931 of them up to monomial equivalence.

1. Introduction

A binary linear code C = C⊥ ≤ Fn
2 is doubly-even self-dual, or of Type II, if all its weights are

divisible by 4. Its minimum weight satisfies d ≤ 4⌊n/24⌋+4 [32] (see also [38, Sect. 9, Thm. 26]),
and C is extremal if equality holds. Extremal codes of lengths 24 and 48 exist: the extended
Golay code and the extended quadratic residue code of length 48. Whether an extremal code of
length 72, that is, a doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code, exists is a question of Sloane [39]. It
is still open.

Conway and Pless [16] restricted the odd primes dividing the order of the automorphism group
of such a code to 3, 5, 7, 11, 17 and 23, and Bouyuklieva [10] showed that its involutions have no
fixed points. Further papers excluded the primes 23, 17, 11 and 7 [20, 27, 36, 37], restricted the
possible orders [11, 12, 35, 41], and excluded elements of order 4, 6, 8, 9 and 10 [6, 34, 40, 43] and
several small groups [7, 9, 20, 34]. Together they show that the automorphism group is trivial or
isomorphic to C2, C3, C2×C2 or C5 (see Borello’s survey [8, Thm. 6.3]). Two arXiv preprints that
claimed stronger results were withdrawn by their authors [19,28]. We exclude all four groups.

Main Theorem. The automorphism group of a binary doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code is
trivial.

Theorem A. A binary doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code has no automorphism of order 5.

Theorem B. A binary doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code has no automorphism of order 3.

Theorem C. There are exactly 26 924 931 Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] codes over F4 up to
monomial equivalence, and exactly 13 485 816 up to monomial equivalence and conjugation.

For a fixed-point-free involution a of such a code, the words fixed by a are constant on the 36
cycles of a. Keeping one coordinate of each cycle gives the contracted fixed code of a. By (L2)
and (L3) in Section 3 it is a self-dual [36, 18, 8] code, and there are exactly 41 such codes up to
equivalence.
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Theorem D. Let Y be one of the 41 self-dual [36, 18, 8] codes. No binary doubly-even self-dual
[72, 36, 16] code has a fixed-point-free involution whose contracted fixed code is equivalent to Y .

Proof of the Main Theorem. By the results quoted above it suffices to exclude the four nontrivial
groups. By (L1) in Section 3 every involution of such a code is fixed-point-free, so by Theorem D
the group contains no involution. This excludes C2 and C2 × C2. Theorems A and B exclude C5

and C3. □

In particular, an extremal code of length 72 cannot be found by methods that assume a non-
trivial automorphism.

Altunbulak Aksu, Hafezieh and Tuvay [3] obtain structural results on such a code with a fixed-
point-free involution. Theorem B confirms Conjecture 5.5 of the preprint [2], which predicts that
the automorphism group of such a code is not generated by an automorphism of order 3.

Each of Theorems A, B and D is proved by replacing the code with an object attached to the
cycles of an automorphism of prime order, and by showing with an exhaustive computer search
that no such object gives minimum weight 16. For order 5 the fixed subcode comes from e8 ⊕ e8
and the rest of the code is described by a 7×7 unitary matrix over F16 (Section 2). For order 3 the
fixed subcode is the tripled extended Golay code and the rest of the code is a Hermitian self-dual
[24, 12, 8] code E over F4. We classify these codes (Theorem C, Section 5) and test each class for
a labelling of its coordinates by the points of the Golay code under which no support of a word of
weight 8 meets an octad in more than 6 points, no support of a word of weight 10 contains an octad
and no support of a word of weight 12 is a dodecad (Section 4). For an involution a we use results
of Bouyuklieva and Nebe to describe the code by a symmetric bilinear form on the contracted
fixed code of a, with one syndrome condition for each word of weight 8, 10 or 12 (Sections 3
and 6). In Section 3 a second involution b makes the form invariant under the involution that b
induces on the contracted fixed code, and the resulting search proves Proposition 3.8, a separate
check of the case C2 × C2.

The proofs are computer-assisted, and Section 7 summarises the computations and how they
were checked. The reductions and the final deduction are also formalized in Lean 4 with Mathlib,
and the formal proof assumes only results from the literature and the outcomes of the computa-
tions for Theorems A–D (Section 7).

Conventions. All codes are binary unless stated otherwise. For x ∈ Fn
2 we write |x| for the

weight, suppx for the support and ⟨x, y⟩ =
∑

i xiyi. We identify a set of coordinates with
its characteristic vector, so that |x ∩ y| is the number of common coordinates of x and y. A
permutation p of the coordinates acts by (xp)p(i) = xi, and Aut(C) is the group of permutations p
with Cp = C. Two codes are equivalent if a permutation maps one onto the other. Throughout,
C denotes a doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code. We use the identity |x+y| = |x|+ |y|−2|x∩y|
without comment.

2. Automorphisms of order 5

2.1. Decomposition. Let g ∈ Aut(C) have order 5. By Conway and Pless [16] (see also [20,
§V.A]), g has 14 cycles of length 5 and two fixed points. We number the coordinates so that the
i-th cycle is {5i, . . . , 5i + 4} for 0 ≤ i ≤ 13, with g acting on it as the cyclic shift, and the fixed
points are 70 and 71.

Let F = {v ∈ C : vg = v}, and let E be the set of v ∈ C that vanish on the fixed points and
have even weight on each cycle. Then C = F ⊕ E and F ⊥ E [26, 44], and both summands have
a simple description.

• F = φ0(C0), where φ0(a, x) repeats ai on the i-th cycle and places x ∈ F2
2 on the fixed

points. The code C0 ≤ F16
2 is self-dual [26], and |φ0(a, x)| = 5|a|+ |x|.
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• E = φ1(C1) with C1 ≤ F14
16. Here F16 = F2[t]/(t

4 + t3 + t2 + t + 1) is identified with the
even-weight code of length 5 by ψ(p(t)) = p(t) (t + t2 + t3 + t4) in F2[t]/(t

5 − 1), and φ1

applies ψ on each cycle. Multiplication by t is the action of g. The code C1 is F16-linear
and self-dual for the Hermitian form ⟨u, v⟩ =

∑
i uiv̄i with ȳ = y4 [20, Sect. II, Lemmas 2.2

and 2.5].

The norm N(y) = yȳ = y5 maps F×
16 onto F×

4 . Its fibres are the three cosets of the group µ5 of
fifth roots of unity, which we call norm classes: class 1 is µ5, class 2 contains 1 + t, and class 3
contains 1 + t2. For y ̸= 0 we have |ψ(y)| = 4 if y ∈ µ5 and |ψ(y)| = 2 otherwise.

2.2. The fixed code.

Lemma 2.1. Up to a permutation of the cycles and of the fixed points, C0 = e8 ⊕ e8, with one
fixed point in each component.

Proof. Each nonzero (a, x) ∈ C0 satisfies 5|a| + |x| ≥ 16 and 5|a| + |x| ≡ 0 (mod 4). Hence
|a| + |x| ≡ 0 (mod 4) and |a| ≥ 3, so C0 is a doubly-even self-dual [16, 8, 4] code. A word with
x = (1, 1) has |a| ≥ 6, so no word of weight 4 in C0 contains both fixed points. The doubly-even
self-dual codes of length 16 are e8 ⊕ e8 and d+16, with automorphism groups of orders 2 · 13442
and 27 · 8! [38, Sect. 11]. Indeed, 16!/|Aut(e8 ⊕ e8)| + 16!/|Aut(d+16)| = 5791 500 + 4 054 050 =

9 845 550 =
∏6

i=0(2
i + 1), which is the number of doubly-even self-dual codes of length 16 by the

mass formula [38, Sect. 2.2]. Each pair of coordinates of d+16 lies in a word of weight 4. In e8 ⊕ e8
exactly the pairs inside one component do. The claim follows because Aut(e8) is transitive on the
coordinates. This is equivalent to [20, Lemma 5.1]. □

From now on C0 = e8 ⊕ e8. The cycles split into two sides A and B of seven cycles each. We
number the cycles of each side 0, . . . , 6 and regard them as the points of a Fano plane with lines

{0, 1, 3}, {1, 2, 4}, {2, 3, 5}, {3, 4, 6}, {4, 5, 0}, {5, 6, 1}, {6, 0, 2}.

The words of e8 on one side are the 16 pairs (S, x), with S a set of cycles and x the value at the
fixed point: (∅, 0), (L, 1) and (L, 0) for the seven lines L, and ({0, . . . , 6}, 1).

2.3. Reduction to a unitary matrix. For v ∈ F7
16 let wi = |ψ(vi)| and

M(v) = min
(S,x)

(
5|S|+ x+

∑
i/∈S

wi −
∑
i∈S

wi

)
,

the minimum over the 16 words (S, x) of e8. The expression in brackets is the weight, on one side,
of φ0(S, x) + φ1(v). Thus M(v) is the distance from φ1(v) to the copy of e8 on that side, and it
depends only on the norm classes of the entries of v. It follows at once from the definition that
M(v) is even, because 5|S| + x ≡ |S| + x ≡ 0 (mod 2) for each word of e8 and each wi is even.
Moreover, M(v) ≥ 2 for v ̸= 0: the term with S = ∅ is

∑
iwi ≥ 2, and every other term is at

least 5|S|+ x− 4|S| = |S|+ x ≥ 4.

Lemma 2.2. The code C has minimum weight at least 16 if and only if

(1) M(cA) +M(cB) ≥ 16 for every nonzero c = (cA, cB) ∈ C1.

Proof. Each word of C is φ0(u, u
′)+φ1(c) with (u, u′) ∈ e8⊕ e8 and c ∈ C1. Its weight is the sum

of its weights on the two sides, and for fixed c the minimum over (u, u′) is M(cA) +M(cB). The
nonzero words with c = 0 are the words φ0(a, x) with 0 ̸= (a, x) ∈ e8 ⊕ e8. Their weight 5|a|+ |x|
is at least 16, because a word of weight 4 of e8 ⊕ e8 contains at most one fixed point. □

Lemma 2.3. No nonzero v ∈ F7
16 with ⟨v, v⟩ = 0 satisfies M(λv) ≥ 16 for all λ ∈ F×

16.
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Proof. Let W =
∑

iwi and WL =
∑

i∈Lwi. The terms with S = ∅, S = {0, . . . , 6}, S = L

and S = L show that M(v) ≥ 16 implies 16 ≤ W ≤ 20 and (W − 4)/2 ≤ WL ≤ W/2 for each
line L. Let h = | supp v|, and let n1, n2, n3 be the numbers of entries in the three norm classes.
Multiplication by λ permutes the norm classes cyclically, and W = 2h + 2nr when class r is
mapped to µ5. Hence 8 ≤ h + nr ≤ 10 for r = 1, 2, 3. Summing over r gives 24 ≤ 4h ≤ 30, so
h ∈ {6, 7}. We have ⟨v, v⟩ = n1 + n2N(1 + t) + n3N(1 + t2), and 1, N(1 + t), N(1 + t2) are the
three nonzero elements of F4. Their only linear relation over F2 is that their sum is 0, so isotropy
gives n1 ≡ n2 ≡ n3 (mod 2).

If h = 6, then (n1, n2, n3) = (2, 2, 2), so W = 16 and 6 ≤ WL ≤ 8 after each scaling. Take
a line through the zero entry. One of its other two entries must lie in µ5 after each of the three
scalings, which is impossible because the three scalings map different classes to µ5. If h = 7, then
(n1, n2, n3) is a permutation of (1, 3, 3). After the scaling that maps a class with three entries
to µ5 we have W = 20, and 8 ≤WL ≤ 10 means that each line contains one or two of these three
entries. No set of three points of the Fano plane meets every line in one or two points: a line
meets itself in three points, and a non-collinear triple misses exactly one line. □

Suppose that C1 contains a nonzero word c = (cA, 0). Then λc ∈ C1 for all λ ̸= 0, andM(0) = 0,
so (1) gives M(λcA) ≥ 16. Moreover ⟨cA, cA⟩ = ⟨c, c⟩ = 0. This contradicts Lemma 2.3, and the
same argument applies to words (0, cB). Hence the projection of C1 onto the coordinates of A is
injective, so it is bijective, and C1 = {(a, aU) : a ∈ F7

16} for an invertible 7 × 7 matrix U . Since
⟨(a, aU), (a′, a′U)⟩ = a(I +UU∗)a′∗ with U∗ = ŪT, the code C1 is Hermitian self-dual if and only
if UU∗ = I. Together with Lemma 2.2 this reduces Theorem A to a finite statement.

Proposition 2.4. There is no 7×7 matrix U over F16 with UU∗ = I such that M(a)+M(aU) ≥
16 for every nonzero a ∈ F7

16.

2.4. Symmetries and normal form. The following maps preserve unitarity and the condition
of Proposition 2.4. Each of them is induced by a permutation of the 72 coordinates that maps
φ0(e8 ⊕ e8) to itself and normalises ⟨g⟩.

(a) U 7→ D−1
1 UD2 with D1, D2 diagonal with entries in µ5 (cyclic shifts inside cycles).

(b) U 7→ P−1
1 UP2 with P1, P2 the permutation matrices of collineations of the Fano plane

(automorphisms of e8 ⊕ e8 that fix both fixed points).
(c) The Frobenius map y 7→ y2 applied to all entries (the permutation k 7→ 2k inside each

cycle, which conjugates g to a power of g).

The pattern of v ∈ F7
16 is the vector of norm classes of its entries, with 0 for a zero entry, read as the

base-4 integer
∑

j cj4
j . The Frobenius map fixes class 1 and interchanges classes 2 and 3. The key

of a row is the smallest pattern among its images under the collineations and the Frobenius map.
The rows of U are indexed by the coordinates of A, which we process in the order 0, 1, 3, 2, 4, 5, 6.
The row of the d-th coordinate in this order is the row at depth d.

Lemma 2.5. Every matrix U as in Proposition 2.4 is mapped by the symmetries (a)–(c) to one
with the following properties, which define the normal form.

(i) The row at depth 0 has the smallest key among all rows.
(ii) The pattern of the row at depth 0 equals its key.
(iii) Scan the nonzero entries row by row in order of depth, and within a row in order of

column. Each scanned entry is an edge of a bipartite graph on the rows and columns.
Every entry that joins two different components of the graph built from the earlier entries
is the representative of its norm class. The representatives are 1, 1 + t and 1 + t2 for the
classes 1, 2 and 3.

Proof. Property (i) is reached by (b) on A, since the collineation group is transitive on points.
Then (b) on B and (c) give (ii). These maps change no key, so (i) is kept. For (iii) we process
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the joining entries in scanning order. When an entry joins two components, we apply (a) with
D1 = D2 equal to some ζ ∈ µ5 on the rows and columns of the component being attached
and to 1 elsewhere. This multiplies the joining entry by ζ or ζ−1, so a suitable ζ moves it to
the representative of its class. An entry with both ends inside one component is multiplied by
ζ−1ζ = 1 or by 1, so it does not change. Each earlier scanned nonzero entry touching the attached
component lies inside it, so no earlier normalisation is undone. Scalings by µ5 change no pattern,
so (i) and (ii) are kept. □

In particular, the first nonzero entry of each row is the representative of its class, since its row
vertex is still isolated when it is scanned. All nonzero entries of the row at depth 0 have this
property. By (ii) the row at depth 0 is therefore determined by its key, and seven keys occur
(Table 1).

2.5. The search. Every row u of U satisfies ⟨u, u⟩ = 1. For a unit vector ei we have M(λei) =
|ψ(λ)|, since the term with S = ∅ is |ψ(λ)| ≤ 4 and every other term is at least |S|+x ≥ 4. So the
word (λei, λu) of C1, with u the row of ei, gives M(λu) ≥ 16− |ψ(λ)| for all λ ̸= 0. Let R be the
set of u ∈ F7

16 with ⟨u, u⟩ = 1 and M(λu) ≥ 16 − |ψ(λ)| for all λ ̸= 0. A computer enumeration
gives |R| = 42 437 500 (Table 1). The search builds U row by row in order of depth. A candidate
u ∈ R for the row at depth d must satisfy three tests.

(1) It is orthogonal to the earlier rows, its key is at least the key of the row at depth 0, and
the rows so far satisfy condition (iii) of Lemma 2.5.

(2) Pair test: M(λek + µed) +M(λuk + µu) ≥ 16 for the row uk at each depth k < d and all
λ, µ ̸= 0. Here ek and ed are the unit vectors of the coordinates at depths k and d.

(3) Full test: M(a)+M(aU) ≥ 16 for every a supported on the coordinates at depths 0, . . . , d
with ad ̸= 0, where aU uses the rows chosen so far.

Each test is a necessary condition for a solution, by Lemma 2.5 and the conditions of Proposi-
tion 2.4. The full test is shortened in three ways, none of which changes its outcome. Multiplying
a by an element of µ5 changes no pattern, so the coefficient ad runs over one element of each norm
class. Words with at most one nonzero coefficient at depths below d are covered by the definition
of R and the pair test. Words with M(a) ≥ 14 pass, because the rows are orthonormal, hence
aU ̸= 0 and M(aU) ≥ 2.

Table 1. The search of §2.5. For each key, numbered 0 to 6 (the pattern c0 . . . c6
of the row at depth 0): the number of rows of R with this key, the number of rows
of R that are orthogonal to the row at depth 0 and pass the pair test with it (no
normal-form condition), and the number of partial matrices with k rows in normal
form that pass all tests. No partial matrix has six or seven rows.

key pattern rows in R depth-1 rows k = 2 k = 3 k = 4 k = 5

0 3211110 2 625 000 1 479 340 59 212 107 673 776 3 110 422 096 32
1 3222110 2 625 000 1 502 120 56 244 96 310 444 2 578 475 424 24
2 2211111 3 281 250 1 280 920 215 560 274 462 160 5 635 916 128 0
3 2222111 4 375 000 1 303 950 204 630 250 782 852 4 940 763 168 96
4 3322111 13 125 000 1 299 570 176 930 187 177 548 3 190 216 136 40
5 3132211 3 281 250 1 293 840 100 736 62 330 048 639 280 128 0
6 3322221 13 125 000 1 331 590 83 400 43 176 320 366 603 888 0

all 42 437 500 896 712 1 021 913 148 20 461 676 968 192



6 TEJASVI SINGH TOMAR

Proof of Proposition 2.4. By Lemma 2.5 a solution can be assumed to be in normal form. Its
first k rows then form a partial matrix that passes all tests, for each k. The search finds no such
partial matrix with six rows (Table 1). □

Proof of Theorem A. By Lemmas 2.1–2.3, an extremal code with an automorphism of order 5
yields a matrix as in Proposition 2.4, and no such matrix exists. □

3. Fixed-point-free involutions and Klein four-groups

This section describes a code with a fixed-point-free involution by a bilinear form on its con-
tracted fixed code, the model that Section 6 also uses, and then adds a second involution. As
in the proof of the Main Theorem, Theorem D excludes subgroups C2 × C2 of Aut(C), and
Proposition 3.8 checks this case by a much smaller computation that does not use the searches
of Section 6. Let V = ⟨a, b⟩ ≤ Aut(C) be a subgroup isomorphic to C2 × C2. The reduction uses
three results from the literature.

(L1) Every involution in Aut(C) is fixed-point-free [10].
(L2) Let a ∈ Aut(C) be a fixed-point-free involution. Then C is a free F2⟨a⟩-module, and the

fixed code C(a) = {c ∈ C : ca = c}, contracted to one coordinate for each cycle of a, is a
self-dual [36, 18, 8] code [34, Thm. 3.1].

(L3) Up to equivalence there are exactly 41 self-dual [36, 18, 8] codes [1, 25].

With u = 1 + a the group algebra F2⟨a⟩ is the ring F2 + uF2, so (L2) says that C is a free linear
code of length 36 over this ring. This formulation of codes with a fixed-point-free involution
goes back to Dougherty, Gaborit, Harada and Solé [18]. By (L1) the elements a, b and ab are
fixed-point-free.

3.1. The model. We label the coordinates (i, e) with 1 ≤ i ≤ 36 and e ∈ F2 so that a(i, e) =
(i, e + 1). A vector c ∈ F72

2 is written c = (u | v) with ui = c(i,0) and vi = c(i,1). The sets
{(i, 0), (i, 1)} are the cycles of a, and we call them pairs. The contracted fixed code of a is
Y = {u : (u | u) ∈ C}. Its all-one word is denoted 1. Since Y is self-dual, all its weights are even
and 1 ∈ Y .

Definition 3.1. Let Y ≤ F36
2 be self-dual and let B be a bilinear form on Y . Put

CB =
{
(z | z + y) : y ∈ Y, z ∈ F36

2 , ⟨z, y′⟩ = B(y, y′) for all y′ ∈ Y
}
.

Since Y = Y ⊥, the map z 7→ ⟨z, ·⟩|Y from F36
2 to the dual space of Y is onto with kernel Y .

Hence, for each y ∈ Y , the admissible z form a coset z0(y) + Y , and z0 : Y → F36
2 can be chosen

linear. Thus CB is a linear code of dimension 36, and its words with y = 0 are the words (x | x)
with x ∈ Y .

Lemma 3.2. Let a ∈ Aut(C) be a fixed-point-free involution, with coordinates labelled as above,
and let Y be its contracted fixed code. Then C = CB for a unique bilinear form B on Y .

Proof. By (L2), Y is self-dual and C is a free F2⟨a⟩-module. In a free module the kernel and the
image of 1 + a coincide, so {c + ca : c ∈ C} = C(a). Let σ(u | v) = u + v. For c = (u | v)
we have c + ca = (u + v | u + v), so σ(c) is the contraction of c + ca. Hence σ(C) = Y , and
the kernel of σ on C is C(a) = {(x | x) : x ∈ Y }. For y ∈ Y choose (zy | zy + y) ∈ C. Then
zy is determined modulo Y , the map y 7→ zy can be chosen linear, and B(y, y′) = ⟨zy, y′⟩ is a
well-defined bilinear form on Y . By construction C ⊆ CB, and both codes have dimension 36.
The code CB determines z0(y) modulo Y , hence B. □

Lemma 3.3. Let Y ≤ F36
2 be self-dual and let B be a bilinear form on Y .

(a) Let y ∈ Y have support S, and let z ∈ z0(y) + Y . Then |(z | z+ y)| = |y|+2|z \ S|, where
|z \ S| is the number of coordinates outside S at which z is 1.
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(b) CB is self-dual if and only if B is symmetric.
(c) If B is symmetric, then CB is doubly-even if and only if

(2) B(y, y) ≡ |y|/2 +B(y,1) (mod 2)

for all y in a basis of Y .
(d) The involution a is an automorphism of CB, with contracted fixed code Y .

Proof. (a) On a pair i ∈ S exactly one of zi and zi + yi equals 1. On a pair i /∈ S both equal zi.
(b) For c = (z | z + y) and c′ = (z′ | z′ + y′) in CB,

⟨c, c′⟩ = ⟨z, z′⟩+ ⟨z + y, z′ + y′⟩ = ⟨z, y′⟩+ ⟨y, z′⟩+ ⟨y, y′⟩ = B(y, y′) +B(y′, y),

since ⟨y, y′⟩ = 0. So CB is self-orthogonal if and only if B is symmetric, and it has dimension 36.
(c) Let y, S and z be as in (a). Since 1 ∈ Y and y ∈ Y , we have |z \S| = |z|− |z∩S| ≡ ⟨z,1⟩+

⟨z, y⟩ = B(y,1)+B(y, y) (mod 2). By (a), all words (z | z+y) with a given y have weight divisible
by 4 if and only if q(y) = B(y, y)+B(y,1)+ |y|/2 is even. For symmetric B the map q is additive
on Y modulo 2: the cross terms of B(y+ y′, y+ y′) cancel, and |y+ y′|/2 = |y|/2+ |y′|/2−|y∩ y′|
with |y ∩ y′| even. Hence q ≡ 0 on Y if and only if q ≡ 0 on a basis.

(d) We have (z | z + y)a = (z + y | z) and z + y ∈ z0(y) + Y . The words fixed by a are those
with y = 0. □

3.2. The second involution. For a permutation β of {1, . . . , 36} and y ∈ F36
2 we write yβ for

the permuted vector, (yβ)β(i) = yi.

Lemma 3.4. Let C = CB as in Lemma 3.2, and let b ∈ Aut(C) be an involution that commutes
with a such that b and ab are fixed-point-free.

(a) There are a fixed-point-free involution β ∈ Aut(Y ) and t ∈ F36
2 with b(i, e) = (β(i), e+ ti)

and ti = tβ(i).
(b) After relabelling the two coordinates of some pairs, t = 0. The relabelling commutes with a,

and the contracted fixed code of a is still Y .
(c) If t = 0, then b ∈ Aut(CB) if and only if B(yβ, y′β) = B(y, y′) for all y, y′ ∈ Y .

Proof. (a) Since b commutes with a, it maps pairs to pairs, so b(i, e) = (β(i), e+ ti) for a permu-
tation β. From b2 = 1 we get β2 = 1 and ti = tβ(i). If β(i) = i, then b fixes both coordinates
of pair i (if ti = 0) or acts on it as a (if ti = 1), and then b or ab has a fixed point. Hence β is
fixed-point-free. The involution b maps C(a) to itself, and (x | x)b = (xβ | xβ), so Y β = Y .

(b) For each β-orbit {i, j} with ti = tj = 1, interchange the labels (j, 0) and (j, 1). If s denotes
this interchange, then sbs maps (i, e) to (j, e) and (j, e) to (i, e). The interchange commutes with a
and fixes each word (x | x).

(c) If t = 0, then (z | z + y)b = (zβ | zβ + yβ). This word lies in CB if and only if ⟨zβ, y′β⟩ =
B(yβ, y′β) for all y′ ∈ Y , using Y β = Y . The left side equals ⟨z, y′⟩ = B(y, y′). □

3.3. Normalisation. For T ⊆ {1, . . . , 36} let sT interchange (i, 0) and (i, 1) for each i ∈ T . It
commutes with a. Define the symmetric form

DT (y, y
′) = |y ∩ y′ ∩ T | mod 2 (y, y′ ∈ Y ).

Lemma 3.5. Let Y be self-dual and B a bilinear form on Y . In (b) and (c), let β ∈ Aut(Y ) be
a fixed-point-free involution and b(i, e) = (β(i), e).

(a) CBsT = CB+DT
. Moreover DT (y, y) = DT (y,1), so B satisfies (2) if and only if B +DT

does.
(b) If T is a union of β-orbits, then sT bsT = b. If T contains exactly one element of each

β-orbit, then sT bsT = ab. In both cases DT is β-invariant.
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(c) Let G be the span of the forms DT for the sets T in (b). For D ∈ G there is a permutation
s that commutes with a and normalises V = ⟨a, b⟩ such that CB+D = CBs. In particular,
CB is a doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code with V ≤ Aut(CB) if and only if CB+D is.

Proof. (a) On a pair i ∈ T , sT replaces (zi, zi+yi) by (zi+yi, zi). Hence (z | z+y)sT = (z′ | z′+y)
with z′ = z + (y ∩ T ), and ⟨z′, y′⟩ = B(y, y′) + |y ∩ T ∩ y′|. The second claim holds because
DT (y, y) = |y ∩ T | = DT (y,1).

(b) We have sT bsT (i, e) = (β(i), e+[i ∈ T ]+[β(i) ∈ T ]). The sum [i ∈ T ]+[β(i) ∈ T ] is 0 for all i
in the first case and 1 for all i in the second. MoreoverDT (yβ, y

′β) = |y∩y′∩β(T )|. In the first case
β(T ) = T . In the second case β(T ) is the complement of T , and |y∩y′∩β(T )| = |y∩y′|−|y∩y′∩T |
is congruent to |y ∩ y′ ∩ T | modulo 2 because |y ∩ y′| is even.

(c) Since sT sT ′ = sT△T ′ and DT△T ′ = DT +DT ′ , each D ∈ G is DT for a product s = sT of
the swaps in (b). By (b), s commutes with a and conjugates b to b or ab, so s−1V s = V . By (a),
CBs = CB+D. □

The 18 forms DR, for R a β-orbit, sum to D{1,...,36} = 0, because |y ∩ y′| is even. For each
instance of §3.5 a rank computation shows that they span a space of dimension 17 and that the
form DT of a set T with one element in each β-orbit lies outside this space, so dimG = 18.

Let A = A(Y, β) be the affine space of symmetric, β-invariant bilinear forms on Y that sat-
isfy (2). By Lemma 3.5 it is a union of cosets of G. Fix a basis w0, . . . , w17 of Y , and identify
B with its Gram entries B(wi, wj), 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 17, in row-major order. Choose a basis of G in
reduced echelon form whose pivots are the earliest possible entries. The slice S ⊆ A consists of
the forms whose entries at these dimG pivot positions vanish. Each coset of G in A meets S in
exactly one form, and

N = dimS = dimA− dimG.

3.4. The distance condition. For y ∈ Y let Yy = {x ∈ Y : x∩y = ∅} and fix a basis x1, . . . , xm
of Yy. The syndrome of B at y is

sy(B) =
(
B(y, x1), . . . , B(y, xm)

)
∈ Fm

2 .

Let E8 = {0, 2}, E10 = {1} and E12 = {0}, and for |y| ∈ {8, 10, 12} let

Bad(y) =
{
(⟨e, x1⟩, . . . , ⟨e, xm⟩) : e ⊆ {1, . . . , 36} \ supp y, |e| ∈ E|y|

}
.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that Y has minimum weight 8, and let B ∈ A. Then CB has minimum
weight at least 16 if and only if sy(B) /∈ Bad(y) for every y ∈ Y of weight 8, 10 or 12.

Proof. Let S = supp y and z ∈ z0(y) + Y . By Lemma 3.3, (z | z + y) has weight |y| + 2|z \ S|,
divisible by 4, so |z \S| ≡ |y|/2 (mod 2). Since Y has minimum weight 8, either y = 0 or |y| ≥ 8.
For y = 0 the nonzero words have weight 2|z| ≥ 16. For |y| ≥ 16 the weight is at least 16, and
for |y| = 14 it is at least 14 and divisible by 4. Let |y| ∈ {8, 10, 12}. The weight is less than 16
exactly when |z \S| < (16− |y|)/2, and with the parity above this means |z \S| ∈ E|y|. As z runs
over z0(y)+Y , its restriction to the complement Sc runs over a coset of the punctured code Y |Sc .
A vector e ∈ FSc

2 is orthogonal to Y |Sc if and only if its extension by zeros lies in Y ⊥ = Y , that
is, in Yy. Hence e lies in this coset if and only if ⟨e, xj⟩ = ⟨z0(y), xj⟩ = B(y, xj) for j = 1, . . . ,m.
So some word (z | z + y) has weight less than 16 if and only if sy(B) ∈ Bad(y). □

For B ∈ A the condition at yβ, computed with the basis x1β, . . . , xmβ of Yyβ, coincides with
the condition at y, because B(yβ, xjβ) = B(y, xj) and e 7→ eβ maps the patterns of Bad(y) to
those of Bad(yβ). One word from each orbit {y, yβ} therefore suffices. We call these words the
constraint words. On the slice, B 7→ sy(B) is an affine map FN

2 → Fm
2 .
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3.5. Instances. Let Y0, . . . , Y40 be the 41 codes of (L3), numbered from 0 in the order of the
database [23]. An instance is a pair (Yk, β) with β a fixed-point-free involution in Aut(Yk),
taken from a fixed set of representatives of the conjugacy classes of such involutions in Aut(Yk).
Computing these classes for all 41 codes gives 119 instances. One of the 41 codes has no fixed-
point-free involution. A solution of an instance is a form B ∈ S(Yk, β) with sy(B) /∈ Bad(y) for
every constraint word y.

Proposition 3.7. A doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code with a subgroup C2 × C2 of automor-
phisms exists if and only if some instance has a solution.

Proof. Let V = ⟨a, b⟩ ≤ Aut(C). Label the coordinates as in §3.1. By Lemma 3.2, C = CB,
where Y is the contracted fixed code of a. A permutation π of the pairs with Y π = Yk lifts to
(i, e) 7→ (π(i), e). The lift commutes with a and maps C to a code CB′ over Yk. By Lemma 3.4
we may assume b(i, e) = (β(i), e). For g ∈ Aut(Yk), the lift of g commutes with a, fixes Yk, and
replaces β by g−1βg. So β may be taken from the fixed set of representatives. Now B lies in A
by Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, and by Lemma 3.5 we may replace B by the form of S in B + G. By
Lemma 3.6 this form is a solution.

Conversely, for a solution B the code CB is doubly-even and self-dual (Lemma 3.3), has min-
imum weight 16 (Lemma 3.6 with the reduction to one word per orbit {y, yβ} that follows it),
and has the automorphisms a and b (Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4). They generate a group C2×C2, since
b moves the pairs. □

For each instance we compute dimA ∈ {81, 82, 83} and N ∈ {63, 64, 65}. The value N = 63
occurs for 106 instances, N = 64 for 9 and N = 65 for 4. The involution β makes Y a module
over F2⟨β⟩, and r = dimY (1 + β) is 9 for 84 instances (then Y is free and N = 63), 8 for 31
instances (N = 63 or 64) and 7 for 4 instances (N = 65). Each instance has between 5 932 and
6 328 constraint words.

3.6. The search. We decide each instance by an exhaustive search over S ∼= FN
2 that enumerates

the Gram matrix of B row by row.

Variables and levels. The conditions that define S are affine equations in the 171 Gram entries
B(wi, wj), i ≤ j: β-invariance, (2) and the vanishing of the entries at the pivot positions of G.
We bring them into reduced echelon form with pivots at the latest possible entries in row-major
order. The N non-pivot entries are the variables. Each pivot entry is an affine function of earlier
variables, so the entries in row t of the Gram matrix depend only on the variables in rows 0, . . . , t.
A variable in row t has level t, and kt denotes the number of variables of level t. The syndrome
sy of a constraint word y is an affine function of the variables, and its level is the largest level of
a variable that occurs in it.

Nodes and removal of children. A node at level t is an assignment of all variables of level less
than t. Its children are the 2kt assignments v of the variables of level t. For a constraint word y of
level t we have sy = s0+Lyv, where s0 depends on the node and Ly is a fixed m× kt matrix. For
each b ∈ Bad(y), the children with s0+Lyv = b form either the empty set or a coset v0+kerLy,
and these children are removed. The surviving children are nodes at level t+1. A node at level 18
satisfies every constraint and is a solution, and the program reports it.

Constraint sets and basis order. The program uses one word from each orbit {y, yβ} of words of
weight 8 to 14, with the larger sets {0, 1, . . . , (16 − |y|)/2 − 1} in place of E|y|. This gives the
same solutions: by Lemma 3.3(c) the coset in the proof of Lemma 3.6 contains only vectors e
with |e| ≡ |y|/2 (mod 2), so the additional patterns never match the syndrome of a form in S. In
particular, the words of weight 14 never remove a child. The order of the basis w0, . . . , w17 affects
only the running time.
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Proposition 3.8. The automorphism group of a binary doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code has
no subgroup isomorphic to C2 × C2.

Proof. By Proposition 3.7 it suffices that no instance has a solution, and the search of §3.6 finds
none in any of the 119 instances. □

4. Automorphisms of order 3

In this section σ ∈ Aut(C) has order 3. By Conway and Pless [16] and Bouyuklieva [11] (see
also [20, Sect. III] and [8, Prop. 6.1]), σ has 24 cycles of length 3 and no fixed points. For extremal
binary self-dual codes of length at least 72, Bouyuklieva, Russeva and Karatash [13] show that an
automorphism of order 3 with c cycles of length 3 and f fixed points satisfies c ≥ f . Bonnecaze,
Bracco, Dougherty, Nochefranca and Solé [5] derive necessary conditions for the existence of a
cubic [72, 36, 16] Type II code. Yorgov [42] announced in a talk abstract that the Hermitian
code E of §4.1 has no generator matrix with entries in {0, 1}, a partial result that Theorem B
supersedes.

4.1. Decomposition. We label the coordinates (i, j) with 1 ≤ i ≤ 24 and j ∈ Z/3 so that
σ(i, j) = (i, j+1). We identify F3

2 with F2[x]/(x
3−1), so that σ acts on each cycle as multiplication

by x. The words of even weight form the ideal generated by 1 + x. With identity element x+ x2

this ideal is a field with four elements, and multiplication by x acts on it as multiplication by its
element x2 + 1, a root of y2 + y+ 1. We write F4 = {0, 1, ω, ω̄} with ω̄ = ω2 = ω+ 1 and identify
F4 with the even-weight words of length 3 by

ψ(1) = (0, 1, 1), ψ(ω) = (1, 0, 1), ψ(ω̄) = (1, 1, 0).

Then multiplication by ω is the action of σ, and |ψ(y)| = 2 for y ̸= 0. For u, v ∈ F4 we have
⟨ψ(u), ψ(v)⟩ = Tr(uv̄), where Tr(y) = y+ y2 and v̄ = v2: both sides equal 1 exactly when u and v
are nonzero and distinct.

Let F = {c ∈ C : cσ = c} and let E(σ) be the set of words of C with even weight on each
cycle. Then C = F ⊕ E(σ) [26,44] (see also [9, Sect. 2]). The words of F are constant on cycles.

We write F = {g(3) : g ∈ G}, where g(3) repeats gi on the i-th cycle. By [20, Lemma 3.1],
G ≤ F24

2 is equivalent to the extended Golay code. We call the words of weight 8 and 12 of G
octads and dodecads. Moreover E(σ) = φ(E), where φ applies ψ on each cycle and E ≤ F24

4 is
F4-linear. Since ⟨φ(x), φ(y)⟩ = Tr

(∑
i xiȳi

)
and E(σ) has dimension 24 over F2, the code E is

a Hermitian self-dual [24, 12] code [26]. Its weights are even, because
∑

i xix̄i ≡ wt(x) (mod 2).
Since |φ(e)| = 2wt(e), the minimum distance of E is at least 8. A Hermitian self-dual code
of length 24 has minimum distance at most 2⌊24/6⌋ + 2 = 10 [30], and a Hermitian self-dual
[24, 12, 10] code does not exist [29]. So E has minimum distance 8.

4.2. The distance condition.

Lemma 4.1. For g ∈ G and e ∈ E with support S,

|g(3) + φ(e)| = 3|g|+ 2|S| − 4|g ∩ S|.

Proof. On the i-th cycle the word g(3) +φ(e) has weight 0, 2, 3 or 1 according as (gi, ei) is (0, 0),
(0, ̸= 0), (1, 0) or (1, ̸= 0). The sum over the cycles is 3|g \ S|+ 2|S \ g|+ |g ∩ S|. □

Lemma 4.2. Let G ≤ F24
2 be equivalent to the extended Golay code, let E ≤ F24

4 be a Hermitian

self-dual code of minimum distance 8, and let C = {g(3) : g ∈ G} ⊕ φ(E). Then C has minimum
weight at least 16 if and only if the following hold.

(W8) Every support of a word of weight 8 of E meets every octad in at most 6 points.
(W10) No support of a word of weight 10 of E contains an octad.
(W12) No support of a word of weight 12 of E is a dodecad.
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Proof. Let g ∈ G and e ∈ E, not both zero, and put w = wt(e) and t = |g ∩ supp e|. If e = 0,
the weight is 3|g| ≥ 24. If g = 0, it is 2w ≥ 16. Otherwise |g| ∈ {8, 12, 16, 24}, w is even with
8 ≤ w ≤ 24, and by Lemma 4.1 the weight is at least 16 if and only if 4t ≤ 3|g| + 2w − 16. For
|g| = 8 this reads t ≤ 2 + w/2. It fails only for w = 8, t ≥ 7 and for w = 10, t = 8, which are the
cases excluded by (W8) and (W10). For |g| = 12 it reads t ≤ 5 + w/2, and since t ≤ min(12, w)
it fails only for w = 12, t = 12, which (W12) excludes. For |g| = 16 it reads t ≤ 8 + w/2, which
holds because t ≤ min(16, w). For |g| = 24 the weight is 72− 2w ≥ 24. □

For a Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] code E on a coordinate set X, an 8-subset of X is forbidden
if it meets the support of a word of weight 8 in at least 7 points or lies in the support of a word
of weight 10. A 12-subset is forbidden if it is the support of a word of weight 12. A Golay code
on X is the image of the extended Golay code under a bijection from its 24 points onto X. It
is valid for E if none of its octads and none of its dodecads is forbidden. Two codes over F4

are monomially equivalent if one is mapped onto the other by a permutation of the coordinates
followed by multiplication of the coordinates by nonzero scalars. Conjugation applies y 7→ ȳ to
every entry.

Proposition 4.3. A doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code with an automorphism of order 3 ex-
ists if and only if some Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] code over F4 has a valid Golay code on
its coordinates. Whether such a Golay code exists depends only on the class of the code under
monomial equivalence and conjugation.

Proof. If σ ∈ Aut(C) has order 3, then E is a Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] code and the labelled
code G is valid for E by Lemma 4.2. Conversely, let E and a valid Golay code G on its coordinates
be given, and put C = {g(3) : g ∈ G} ⊕ φ(E). Then C has dimension 12 + 24 = 36. Two tripled
words are orthogonal because 3|g∩g′| is even. A tripled word is orthogonal to φ(E) because ψ(y)
has even weight. The code φ(E) is self-orthogonal by the trace identity. So C is self-dual. Its

generators g(3) and φ(e) have weights 3|g| and 2wt(e), both divisible by 4, so C is doubly-even.
It is invariant under σ, and it has minimum weight 16 by Lemma 4.2. A monomial map moves
supports by its permutation and conjugation fixes them, so the forbidden sets of an equivalent
code are the images of those of E. □

4.3. The labelling tests. By Proposition 4.3 and Theorem C (Section 5), Theorem B amounts
to a finite statement: none of the 13 485 816 classes has a valid Golay code. We test each class by
an exact search that uses only the forbidden sets of E and standard properties of the extended
Golay code G24 and its automorphism group M24. The nonzero weights of G24 are 8, 12, 16
and 24, and every 5-set of points lies in exactly one octad [15, Thm. 11 and Tables 10.1–10.2].
Since the sum of two distinct words again has one of these weights, two distinct octads meet in 0,
2 or 4 points, and an octad and a dodecad meet in 2, 4 or 6 points. The group M24 is 5-transitive
of order 244 823 040 = 24 · 23 · 22 · 21 · 20 · 48 [15, Thms. 5 and 10]. The stabiliser of an octad O
induces the alternating group on O, and the pointwise stabiliser of O is elementary abelian of
order 16 and acts regularly on the complement of O [15, Thm. 10], [14, Sect. 10]. On the reference
code used by the search, the order of M24, the order 48 of the pointwise stabiliser of five points
of an octad, its action on the other three points, and the regularity of the pointwise stabiliser of
the octad were also confirmed by computer. A Golay code on X is π(G24) for a bijection π from
the points of G24 to X, and π and π′ give the same code if and only if π′ = πm with m ∈M24.

We also use the octads disjoint from a given octad R. The only words of G24 supported in R
are 0 and R, so the restriction of G24 to R has dimension 7, and the words of G24 that vanish on R
form a 5-dimensional code D supported on the complement of R. Its weights are 0, 8 and 16, and
it contains the word j whose support is the complement of R. In a generator matrix of D with
first row j, the columns of the other four rows are 16 vectors of F4

2. Every nonzero linear form
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takes the value 1 on exactly 8 of them, since the corresponding word of D is neither 0 nor j. So
the multiplicities of the columns have vanishing Fourier coefficients away from 0, and the columns
are the 16 vectors of F4

2, each once. The 30 words of weight 8 of D, which are the octads disjoint
from R, are then the affine hyperplanes of the affine space AG(4, 2) on the complement of R
(compare [14, Sect. 10] and [31, Sect. 5]).

Point placement. Fix an octad O0 of G24 with points p1 < · · · < p8, a point q1 /∈ O0, and five
coordinates c1 < · · · < c5 of E.

Lemma 4.4. Every Golay code on the coordinates of E is π(G24) for exactly one bijection π with

(N1) π(pi) = ci for i = 1, . . . , 5,
(N2) π(p6) < π(p7) and π(p6) < π(p8),
(N3) π(q1) is the smallest coordinate outside π(O0).

Proof. Let H be the pointwise stabiliser of p1, . . . , p5 in M24. It has order 48 and fixes O0,
the unique octad through these points. The alternating group on O0 contains exactly three
permutations that fix p1, . . . , p5, the rotations of p6, p7, p8, so H acts on these three points by
rotations. The kernel K of this action is the pointwise stabiliser of O0, of order 16, so H induces
all three rotations. Given π, choose m1 ∈ M24 with πm1(pi) = ci for i ≤ 5, by 5-transitivity.
The elements of πm1H satisfy (N1), and they permute the three values at p6, p7, p8 cyclically. So
exactly one coset πm1h0K satisfies (N2). On this coset the value at q1 runs once through the
coordinates outside πm1(O0), the common image of O0 under the elements of πm1H, because K
is regular on the complement of O0. So exactly one element also satisfies (N3). If π and πm both
satisfy (N1)–(N3), then m ∈ H by (N1), m ∈ K by (N2), and m = 1 by (N3). □

The search places the points of G24 in a fixed order: p1, . . . , p8 as in (N1) and (N2), then the
eight points of an octad Q disjoint from O0, starting with q1 as in (N3), and then the eight points
of the complement O∗ of O0 ∪ Q, which is an octad because the sum of the all-one word, O0

and Q has weight 8. After each step, a coordinate is removed from the candidates of an unplaced
point when some octad or dodecad, with all its other points placed, would receive a forbidden
image. Forward checking of this kind removes no valid labelling. The octads inside O0∪Q are the
30 octads disjoint from O∗, namely O0, Q and 28 octads that meet each of them in four points.
By the intersection numbers above, no dodecad lies inside O0 ∪Q, and no octad or dodecad has
exactly one point in O∗. So the placement of Q tests exactly these 30 octads, and the points of O∗

start with all free coordinates as candidates. A complete bijection that passes all tests is a valid
Golay code, and by Lemma 4.4 each valid Golay code is found exactly once.

4.4. Results. The point-placement search decided each of the 13 485 816 classes exactly once,
visited 4.37× 1014 nodes in total and found no valid Golay code.

Proof of Theorem B. By Proposition 4.3 and Theorem C it suffices that none of the 13 485 816
classes has a valid Golay code, and this is the outcome of the point-placement search of §4.4. □

5. Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] codes over F4

Hermitian self-dual codes over F4 are classified up to length 20 [17,22,24,30], and the extremal
ones of length 22 are known [24] (see [21]). Theorem C classifies the codes of length 24 with
minimum distance 8, the largest possible (§4.1). We describe the method, which builds each code
from one of its words of weight 8. Monomial equivalence and conjugation are as in §4.2.

Let E be a Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] code and e1 ∈ E a word of weight 8 with support S1.
After scaling coordinates, e1 is the all-one word 1 on S1. Let B be the complement of S1. The
shortened code EB = {e|B : e ∈ E, e|S1 = 0} is a Hermitian self-orthogonal [16, 5,≥8] code. The
restriction of E to S1 is 1⊥, and the restriction to B is E⊥

B . The map e 7→ (e|S1 + ⟨1⟩, e|B +EB)
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sends E onto the graph of a linear isometry θ between the six-dimensional spaces 1⊥/⟨1⟩ and
E⊥

B/EB, with their induced Hermitian forms, and E is the full preimage of this graph. Conversely,
each such isometry θ defines a Hermitian self-dual code. It has minimum distance at least 8 if
and only if, for every nonzero class ū of 1⊥/⟨1⟩, the minimum weights of the coset ū in F8

4 and of
the coset θ(ū) in F16

4 add up to at least 8.
The classification program proceeds in two stages.

(i) The classes of Hermitian self-orthogonal [16, k + 1,≥8] codes are obtained from those of
dimension k by adding one vector, one from each orbit of the automorphism group on the
possible extensions. Up to monomial equivalence and conjugation there are 30, 393, 9 519
and 45 775 classes of dimension 2, 3, 4 and 5.

(ii) For each code EB of dimension 5, the isometries θ are enumerated up to the group S8×F×
4

acting on S1, subject to the Gram conditions and the minimum-weight condition above.
The program lists the images of the classes of the vectors ϵi + ϵ8 (i = 1, . . . , 7), where
ϵ1, . . . , ϵ8 are the unit vectors on S1, in increasing order and tests canonicity at the leaves.
A code E obtained in this way is kept only if e1 is a canonical word of weight 8 of E. A
word is canonical if the multiset of intersection sizes of its support with the other supports
of weight 8 has the largest value of a fixed hash, with ties broken by a canonical labelling.
This rule is invariant under monomial maps, and the labelling is chosen so that the rule
is also invariant under conjugation. Duplicates are removed with a canonical form under
monomial equivalence, computed with nauty [33] from a graph with three vertices per
coordinate, for the scalings, and one vertex per word of a spanning set of codewords that
is invariant under monomial maps. The class key of E is the smaller of the canonical
forms of E and of its conjugate.

Proof of Theorem C. The program produces 13 485 816 classes up to monomial equivalence and
conjugation. Of these classes, 46 701 are self-conjugate, and each of the other 13 439 115 splits into
two classes up to monomial equivalence. So the list gives 46 701+2·13 439 115 = 26 924 931 classes
up to monomial equivalence. It remains to show that the list has no repetitions and contains every
class, for which we use the five facts below, each of which rests on a computation.

(1) Every listed code is a Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] code, with A8 as listed.
(2) An invariant of the supports of the words of weight 8, obtained by two rounds of colour

refinement and invariant under monomial maps and conjugation, takes 13 485 816 distinct
values on the list. So no two listed codes are equivalent.

(3) The listed orders of the monomial automorphism groups and the self-conjugacy flags are
correct. Two programs that share no code with the classification programs apart from
nauty recomputed both. For 13 372 811 codes a discrete colouring of the coordinates and
a connected hypergraph of supports force every monomial automorphism to be a scalar
and every monomial map from the conjugate of E onto E to be diagonal, and the first
program decides directly whether such a diagonal map exists. For the other 113 005
codes the second program computes the order with nauty and decides self-conjugacy by
comparing canonical forms of E and of its conjugate.

(4) Stage (i) is complete. In each dimension the classes produced by stage (i) have distinct
class keys, so no two of them are equivalent. Counting pairs of a code of dimension k + 1
and one of its subcodes of dimension k gives∑

D′

(4k+1 − 1)/3

|AutMon(D′)|
=

∑
D

ext(D)

|AutMon(D)|
,

where D′ and D run over the classes up to monomial equivalence of dimension k+1 and k,
and ext(D) is the number of Hermitian self-orthogonal [16, k+1,≥8] codes that contain D,
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counted directly from the cosets of D in D⊥. The identity holds exactly for k = 0, . . . , 4.
Both sides are sums of positive terms, so by induction on k no class is missing at any
dimension.

(5) Counting pairs consisting of a code and one of its words of weight 8 up to scalars, once
from the codes and once from the isometries, gives∑

E

A8(E)/3

|AutMon(E)|
=

∑
EB

N(EB)

|S8 × F×
4 | |AutMon(EB)|

,

where the sums run over all classes up to monomial equivalence and N(EB) is the number
of isometries θ over EB that give minimum distance 8. Before the acceptance test, the
program counts the orbits of S8 × F×

4 on these isometries. This group acts faithfully on
1⊥/⟨1⟩, already on the classes of the vectors ϵi+ ϵj , and hence freely on the isometries, so
N(EB) is 120 960 times the number of orbits. The second program of Section 7 obtained
the same counts with its own enumeration. The right side, computed from these counts,
equals 526 493 209 678 523/322 560.

By (1)–(3), the left side of (5), evaluated over the list, is a sum of distinct terms of the full sum,
and it also equals 526 493 209 678 523/322 560. By (4) and (5) the right side is the full sum. All
terms are positive, so the list contains every class. □

Write A8 = 9β [4, Fact 5.1]. Table 2 gives the number of classes for each value of β and for
each order of the monomial automorphism group. These orders include the three scalar multiples
of the identity. The largest group belongs to G24⊗F4, the code spanned over F4 by the extended
Golay code, with β = 253 and |AutMon | = 3|M24|.

Table 2. Classes of Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8] codes over F4 up to monomial
equivalence and conjugation, by β = A8/9 (left) and by the order of the monomial
automorphism group (right). Both columns sum to 13 485 816.

β classes β classes

57 951 871 85 3 002
58 4 446 371 88 2 068
60 2 683 915 93 442
61 2 096 124 94 55
64 1 901 498 96 69
66 579 753 100 61
69 237 562 106 26
70 382 142 109 3
73 91 586 114 2
76 59 338 121 5
78 40 308 133 1
82 7 955 138 1
84 1 656 157 1

253 1

|Aut | classes |Aut | classes |Aut | classes

3 13 416 367 63 1 576 5
6 65 586 66 1 648 2
9 423 72 18 720 1

12 2 663 96 26 864 1
18 198 108 5 1 008 1
24 303 120 1 1 152 1
27 1 144 14 1 512 1
30 3 180 1 1 728 1
36 65 192 10 3 456 1
42 1 216 1 4 320 1
48 84 288 8 8 640 1
54 2 324 1 9 216 1
60 2 384 9 11 520 1

432 1 27 648 1
362 880 1

734 469 120 1

6. Automorphisms of order 2

In this section a ∈ Aut(C) is a fixed-point-free involution. Structural results for this case
are in [3]. We keep the notation of Section 3: the coordinates are labelled as in §3.1, Y is the
contracted fixed code of a, and C = CB for a unique bilinear form B on Y (Lemma 3.2). By (L2)
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and (L3) the code Y is equivalent to one of the codes Y0, . . . , Y40 of §3.5. The numbers of words
of weight 8, 10 and 12, which we computed for each code, are 225, 2 016 and 9 555 for 25 of these
codes and 289, 1 632 and 10 387 for the other 16.

6.1. The model. Let A0 = A0(Y ) be the affine space of symmetric bilinear forms on Y that sat-
isfy (2), and let G0 be the span of the forms DT of §3.3 for all T ⊆ {1, . . . , 36}. By Lemma 3.5(a),
CB+DT

= CBsT , where sT commutes with a, and A0 is a union of cosets of G0. The proof of
Lemma 3.6 uses only that B is symmetric and satisfies (2), so the lemma holds for every B ∈ A0.

Lemma 6.1. Let Y be one of the codes Yk.

(a) dimA0 = 154 and dimG0 = 35, so the cosets of G0 in A0 form an affine space of
dimension 119.

(b) For y ∈ Y the syndrome sy(B) depends only on the coset B +G0.

Proof. (a) Choose a basis of Y that contains 1. A symmetric form has 171 independent Gram
entries. For y = 1 condition (2) reads B(1,1) ≡ 18 + B(1,1), which holds for every B. For
each of the other 17 basis vectors it expresses the diagonal entry by an off-diagonal one. So
dimA0 = 171− 17 = 154. The map T 7→ DT is linear, and its kernel contains ∅ and {1, . . . , 36},
because |y ∩ y′| is even for y, y′ ∈ Y . For each code Yk a rank computation shows that the kernel
consists of these two sets, so dimG0 = 35.

(b) For x ∈ Yy we have DT (y, x) = |y ∩ x ∩ T | = 0, since x ∩ y = ∅. □

We use the parametrisation of §3.3 with G0 in place of G and without β. Fix a basis w0, . . . , w17

of Y , choose a basis of G0 in reduced echelon form whose pivots are the earliest possible Gram
entries, and let S0 be the set of forms in A0 whose entries at these 35 pivot positions vanish. Each
coset of G0 in A0 meets S0 in exactly one form, so S0 is an affine space of dimension 119. The
constraint words are now all words of Y of weight 8, 10 or 12, so there are 11 796 or 12 308 of
them. A solution for Y is a form B ∈ S0(Y ) with sy(B) /∈ Bad(y) for every constraint word y.
By Lemma 6.1(b), a form B ∈ A0 satisfies these conditions if and only if the form of S0 in B+G0

does. We then call B +G0 a solution class.

Proposition 6.2. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ 40. A doubly-even self-dual [72, 36, 16] code with a fixed-point-free
involution whose contracted fixed code is equivalent to Yk exists if and only if Yk has a solution.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.7, without b and with G0 in place of G: after a relabelling
that commutes with a, the code is CB′ for a form B′ ∈ A0(Yk), which may be replaced by the
form of S0 in B′ +G0, and this form is a solution.

Conversely, for a solution B the code CB is doubly-even and self-dual (Lemma 3.3), has mini-
mum weight 16 (Lemma 3.6), and has the fixed-point-free automorphism a with contracted fixed
code Yk (Lemma 3.3(d)). □

6.2. The search. We decide each code by an exhaustive search over S0 with the level-wise
algorithm of §3.6. The conditions that define S0 are now symmetry, (2) and the vanishing of
the entries at the pivot positions of G0, so there are 119 variables. For the constraint words
the program uses the larger sets {0, 1, . . . , (16− |y|)/2− 1} in place of E|y|, which give the same
solutions, and it does not use the words of weight 14, which never remove a child (§3.6).
Symmetry. Let Γ = Aut(Y ). For g ∈ Γ and a bilinear form B on Y put Bg(x, x′) = B(xg, x′g).
As in the proof of Lemma 3.4(c), the lift (i, e) 7→ (g(i), e) of g commutes with a and maps CBg

onto CB. Moreover Bg ∈ A0 for B ∈ A0, and D
g
T = DTg−1 , so B 7→ Bg permutes the cosets of G0

in A0. For a word w the map x 7→ xg maps Yw onto Ywg. Hence there is an invertible matrix Tg,w,
independent of B, with

sw(B
g) = Tg,w swg(B),
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and Tg,w maps Bad(wg) onto Bad(w). Since g permutes the constraint words, B 7→ Bg permutes
the solution classes. We choose key words k0, . . . , kr−1 among the constraint words and put

K(B) =
(
sk0(B), . . . , skr−1(B)

)
,

with each syndrome read as a binary integer and the tuples compared lexicographically. By
Lemma 6.1(b), K(B) depends only on the coset B +G0.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that, apart from the children that violate a constraint word, the search
removes a node only if there is g ∈ Γ with K(Bg) < K(B) for every form B ∈ S0 that extends
the node. If Y has a solution, then the search reports one.

Proof. The group Γ permutes the finitely many solution classes. Let O be an orbit, and let
B∗ ∈ S0 be a solution whose class lies in O and for which K(B∗) is minimal. The nodes on the
path of B∗ are its restrictions to the variables of level less than t, for t = 0, . . . , 18, and none of
them is removed as a child that violates a constraint word. Suppose that one of them is removed
with some g. Then K((B∗)g) < K(B∗). The class of (B∗)g lies in O, and its form in S0 is a
solution with key K((B∗)g), which contradicts the choice of B∗. So the search reaches the node
of B∗ at level 18 and reports it. □

The program uses two tests of this kind: the first compares K(Bg) with K(B) component by
component while both components are determined by the node, and removes the node if the first
difference has K(Bg) < K(B). For the first component it computes sk0g(B) only once for each
coset Γ0g of the stabiliser Γ0 of k0 in Γ, takes from a precomputed table the smallest of the values
sk0(B

h) = Th,k0 sk0g(B) for h ∈ Γ0g, removes the node if this value is smaller than sk0(B), and

compares the later components only for the h with sk0(B
h) = sk0(B). The second test is used for

the codes Y0, Y12, Y14, Y15, Y19, Y20, Y26 and Y32. Once the node determines sk0(B), it compares
sk0(B

g) with sk0(B) bit by bit, starting with the most significant bit, up to the first bit of sk0(B
g)

that the node does not determine. It removes the node if these leading bits of sk0(B
g) are smaller

than those of sk0(B). It can therefore remove a node at a lower level than the first test. Both
tests remove a node only under the condition of Lemma 6.3.

6.3. Results. Table 3 lists the searches. Every search ran to completion and reported no solution.

Proof of Theorem D. By Proposition 6.2 it suffices that no code Yk has a solution. The searches
satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma 6.3, so each of them would report a solution if there were one,
and by §6.3 none does. □
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Table 3. The searches of Theorem D. For each code Yk: the order of Aut(Yk)
and the number of nodes of the search. No search reports a solution.

k |Aut(Yk)| nodes k |Aut(Yk)| nodes

0 48 1.48× 1015 21 240 6.33× 1013

1 1 536 1.99× 1012 22 10 752 7.44× 1011

2 48 5.74× 1013 23 12 960 7.48× 1011

3 288 8.70× 1013 24 32 4.89× 1012

4 384 1.30× 1012 25 36 1.23× 1014

5 2 688 1.74× 1011 26 24 1.64× 1015

6 32 4.20× 1013 27 128 8.44× 1012

7 80 5.65× 1013 28 96 1.38× 1013

8 2 304 2.03× 1010 29 96 2.17× 1013

9 24 4.91× 1013 30 240 4.23× 1014

10 96 1.95× 1013 31 12 2.91× 1013

11 384 1.71× 1013 32 24 5.09× 1014

12 18 5.60× 1015 33 128 5.57× 1012

13 64 5.91× 1013 34 32 3.25× 1014

14 48 1.38× 1015 35 34 6.23× 1013

15 36 8.35× 1015 36 48 3.62× 1013

16 48 2.38× 1012 37 64 4.71× 1013

17 384 1.50× 1013 38 48 3.34× 1013

18 864 3.03× 1012 39 34 560 8.99× 109

19 8 5.95× 1014 40 6 4.54× 1015

20 96 2.78× 1014

7. Verification

Table 4 lists, for each result, the computation that its proof uses, its size and outcome, and
how the result was checked. The paragraphs after the table describe the second programs and the
other checks. An implementation is independent if it shares no code with the program it checks,
and a removal certificate exhibits, for a child removed by a search, a word of weight less than 16
in the code of a completion of the child. The reductions were tested on explicit codes, and the
programs were run on test instances with known solutions, which they find. The README of the
archive gives every check in detail, with its outcome and files, the tests of individual components,
implementation details of the searches such as their splitting into parts, and the running times.

Theorem A. The independent implementation was written from the statement of Proposition 2.4,
with its own normal form, and it also found no partial matrix with six rows.

Theorem B. The octad-growth program builds the Golay code on X as a code spanned by octads,
using sextets. Every 4-set of points lies in exactly one sextet, a partition of the points into six
4-sets any two of which form an octad [14, Sect. 9]. Each step adds the unique octad through
a chosen 5-set, the unique tetrad of a sextet that contains a chosen point, or the unique set of
octads disjoint from an octad R. A candidate must keep the code doubly even with minimum
weight at least 8, and each new word must be legal: a new octad must not be forbidden, and a
new dodecad must not be the support of a word of weight 12. The first octad O1 passes through
a 5-set F0 chosen from the supports of E. The second octad O2 passes through T ∪ {x}, with
T a 4-subset of O1 and x /∈ O1, and meets O1 exactly in T . Then A = O1 \ T and B = O2 \ T
are tetrads of the sextet of T . The program branches over the candidates for the tetrad C of this
sextet that contains a chosen one of the remaining 12 points. These are the 4-sets C of remaining
points that contain the chosen point and make T ∪ C, A ∪ C, B ∪ C and the complement R
of T ∪ A ∪ B ∪ C octads that are not forbidden. In a Golay code, R is the union of the other
two tetrads. The 30 octads disjoint from R are the hyperplanes of the affine space AG(4, 2) on
the complement of R (§4.3). They span the 5-dimensional code D supported on the complement
of R, and together with the all-one word of length 24 they span a code of dimension 6. They
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Table 4. The computations of the proofs and how they were checked. The rows
are Theorems A–D and Proposition 3.8.

object searched size outcome checked by

A 7× 7 unitary matrices over F16

in normal form, row by row
(§2.5)

2.15× 1010

partial matrices
(Table 1)

no partial
matrix with
six rows

an independent
implementation with its own
normal form; the 192 five-row
matrices re-checked by
independently written code

B labellings of each class by the
points of the Golay code (§4.3)

13 485 816
classes;
4.37× 1014

nodes of point
placement

no valid
labelling

the octad-growth program on
every class; the coverage of
both runs checked by two
independent programs; an
independent solver on 5 711
classes

C Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8]
codes over F4 (§5)

13 485 816
classes

the counts of
Theorem C

a second classification program
with the same classes and
invariants; the double count of
the proof of Theorem C

D forms modulo G0 on each of
the 41 codes Yk (§6.2)

Table 3 no solution an independent program for
Y8, Y18, Y22, Y23 and Y39; for
all 41, partial reruns with the
reference program and
independently written checks
of instances, programs and
coverage; a parity certificate
for Y39

3.8 β-invariant forms on Yk, 119
instances (§3.6)

6.08× 1010

nodes
no solution a second, independent

implementation, also with a
second basis order; the
guess-and-determine program
on 113 instances; removal
certificates

are the six unions of two of T,A,B,C and 24 octads that meet each of T,A,B,C in two points.
The program enumerates every such structure whose octads are not forbidden, using tables of
forbidden pairs computed from the supports of E. It also requires a split of R into two 4-sets
each of which, in place of C, satisfies the same octad conditions and admits such a structure. In
a Golay code the other two tetrads of the sextet form such a split. For each structure, the code
of dimension 6 that it spans with the all-one word is extended one generator at a time. Each step
adds the octad through the 5-set with the fewest candidates among the first 24 uncovered 5-sets
T ′ ∪ {x} in a fixed order, where T ′ runs over the 4-subsets of the last octad added (of O1 at the
first extension step) and x over the points outside that octad. If all of these 5-sets are covered,
the first uncovered 5-set in a fixed order is used. Each new word of the code is checked when its
generator is added. A word of weight 8 or 16 is accepted only if the octad, or the complementary
octad, is not forbidden. A word of weight 12 is accepted only if neither it nor its complement is
the support of a word of weight 12. Words of other weights are rejected. So at dimension 12 all
759 octads and 2 576 dodecads of the code have been checked. Every step is complete: a Golay
code that contains the partial structure has exactly one octad through the chosen 5-set, exactly
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one tetrad of the sextet of T through the chosen point and exactly one set of 30 octads disjoint
from R, and these are among the candidates.

Unlike point placement, the octad-growth program uses automorphisms of E. For codes with
|AutMon(E)| > 3, the first level runs only over representatives of the orbits of a group Γ of
coordinate permutations on the octads through F0. The group Γ is induced on the coordinates by
the automorphism group, computed with nauty [33], of a graph with three vertices per coordinate,
for the scalings, and one vertex for each word of weight 8 of E. The vertices of the coordinates
of F0 form a separate cell, so that Γ fixes F0 as a set. When the words of weight 8 span E, Γ is the
setwise stabiliser of F0 in AutMon(E), acting by its coordinate permutations, and the reduction is
sound because automorphisms of E preserve the forbidden sets. A rank computation shows that,
among the 69 449 classes with |AutMon(E)| > 3, exactly two have words of weight 8 that span
only a subcode of dimension 11 (|AutMon(E)| = 288, β = 57 and |AutMon(E)| = 9216, β = 93).
For these two classes the reduction is still valid, because the group used preserves all supports of
weight 8, 10 and 12 of both codes, which we checked by computer, and re-tests of both classes
without the reduction found no solution. The octad-growth run decided each class exactly once
in the part to which it was assigned and found no solution.

Theorem C. A second classification program, with its own implementation of the canonical form,
repeats the classification. Stage (i) uses the same method in both programs. In stage (ii) the
second program chooses the images of a basis one at a time, each minimal in its orbit under the
stabiliser of the earlier ones. It keeps a code if the multiset of intersection sizes for e1 is the
lexicographically smallest among the words of weight 8, without a tie-break, and it removes all
duplicates by class keys. It uses the canonical form of the first program only to compare the final
lists. Both programs gave the same 13 485 816 classes, with identical multisets of (class key, order
of the monomial automorphism group, A8, self-conjugacy). The second program also counted
N(EB) before the acceptance test, with its own enumeration, and for every EB its count agreed
with that of the first.

Theorem D. The searches were run with several versions of one program, which were tested to
give the same output as one of them, the reference program. No independent search was made
for the 36 codes other than Y8, Y18, Y22, Y23 and Y39. For them the checks of Table 4 test the
instance files, the program versions and the coverage of the runs, and rerun selected parts with
the reference program. In the independent program, written from a statement of the problem,
Aut(Y ) acts by affine maps on the values of 31 to 40 linear functions B(x, x′) with x∩x′ = ∅. The
program keeps the smallest value in each orbit that passes the constraints these functions decide,
with further reductions for three of the codes, and completes the form by a depth-first search.
For Y39 a parity certificate excludes every form without a search. The number of pairs (y, e) with
|y| = 8, |e| = 2, e ∩ supp y = ∅ and (⟨e, xj⟩)j = sy(B), plus the number of words y of weight 12
with sy(B) = 0, is odd for every form B, so every form violates a constraint. The parity of this
number is a polynomial of degree at most 6 in affine coordinates on the 119-dimensional space of
cosets of G0. Indeed, for a word y of weight 12 the coordinate of sy(B) at the word 1+ y of Yy is
fixed by (2), so the indicator of sy(B) = 0 is a product of six affine factors, and the contribution of
each word of weight 8 has degree 4, as a computation of its table shows. So it suffices to evaluate
the parity at the 3 660 967 171 points of weight at most 6, and this was done twice, in different
coordinates.

Proposition 3.8. The reference program contains most of the code of the program of §3.6, so the
main runs of Proposition 3.8 and of Theorem D are not independent of each other. A second
implementation of the search of §3.6, written from a statement of the problem and independent
of the other programs, uses the constraint words with the sets E|y| of Lemma 3.6. It takes as the
level of a syndrome sy the largest index i with wi in the expansion of y, an upper bound for the
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level of §3.6. It was run on all 119 instances with two different basis orders, and neither run found
a solution.

A guess-and-determine program provides a check by a different method. It uses only the 17-
dimensional span of the forms DR, so its search space has dimension N+1 and contains two forms
from each coset of G. Its variables are the coordinates of this space. For each constraint word of
weight at most 14 it keeps the m affine forms of sy, reduced modulo the linear equations fixed so
far, and the set of syndromes outside the bad set (with the larger sets of §3.6) that are consistent
with the linear relations among the reduced forms. It branches on the word with the smallest
value of log2(number of consistent syndromes)/(rank of the reduced forms), adds the equations
of each consistent syndrome in turn, and propagates words with a single consistent syndrome.
A branch ends when some word has no consistent syndrome. At a leaf the program solves all
equations and checks every constraint word against the original forms. It was run on the 113
instances other than the six with the largest search trees in the second implementation and found
no solution.

The extended quadratic residue codes of lengths 48, 72 and 80 are doubly-even self-dual with
minimum weights 12, 12 and 16 [38, Sect. 12.1]. Their automorphism groups contain PSL(2, q)
for q = 47, 71, 79. Since q ≡ 3 (mod 4), the involutions of PSL(2, q) have no fixed points on the
projective line, so a Klein four-subgroup acts freely on the coordinates. For such a subgroup we
form Y and β as in Section 3 and run the programs of Proposition 3.8 with 16 replaced by the
minimum weight of the code. If the reduction and the programs are correct, the form of the
known code is among the solutions. At length 48 the searches are complete. At lengths 72 and 80
some variables are fixed to the values of the known code and the rest are searched.

Inputs from the literature. The proofs use the following published results, which are not re-proved
here. Theorem A uses the cycle type of an automorphism of order 5 [16], the decomposition
results quoted in §2.1, and the classification of the doubly-even self-dual codes of length 16 with
the mass formula [38]. Theorem B uses the absence of fixed points [11], the decomposition results
quoted in §4.1, the bound d ≤ 2⌊n/6⌋+ 2 for Hermitian self-dual codes of length n [30], the non-
existence of a Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 10] code [29], and the uniqueness of the extended Golay
code, which enters through [20, Lemma 3.1]. Theorem D uses (L2) and (L3) of Section 3, and
Proposition 3.8 uses (L1)–(L3). The Main Theorem also uses the list of possible automorphism
groups [8] and (L1). Theorem C uses none of them. Beyond these results each proof rests on its
computations.

Formal verification. The deduction of the Main Theorem is formalized in Lean 4 with Mathlib.
The Lean theorem has twelve explicit hypotheses. Nine of them state results listed above, some in
a weaker form, with those of [29] and [30] combined into one. The other three state the outcomes
of the computations: Proposition 2.4 (row A of Table 4), that no Hermitian self-dual [24, 12, 8]
code over F4 has a valid Golay code on its coordinates (rows B and C), and that no code Yk has a
solution (row D). The rest of the deduction is proved in Lean, including the decompositions under
automorphisms of prime order, the reductions to the three computations and the final step. Lean
also proves Lemma 2.5, Lemma 4.4 with the facts about M24 that it needs, Lemma 6.3 with both
symmetry tests, and the reduction of Proposition 3.7 from codes to instances. It checks neither
the cited results nor the computations. The proofs depend only on the standard axioms of Lean
and were checked with Lean version 4.35.0-rc3 and Mathlib commit c55e6e786f49. The Lean
files are in the directory lean/ of the archive.

Data and code availability

The archive at doi:10.5281/zenodo.23789974 holds the programs, input files, logs and certificates
of the computations and the Lean files of the formal proof, with a README that describes how
the runs were made and lists the files left out.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.23789974
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18. S. T. Dougherty, P. Gaborit, M. Harada, and P. Solé, Type II codes over F2+uF2, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory
45 (1999), no. 1, 32–45.

19. S. T. Dougherty, S. Karadeniz, and B. Yildiz, The automorphism group of the doubly-even [72, 36, 16] code can
only be of order 1, 3 or 5, arXiv:1303.4920, 2013, Withdrawn by the authors (v2, 25 March 2013).

20. T. Feulner and G. Nebe, The automorphism group of an extremal [72, 36, 16] code does not contain Z7, Z3×Z3,
or D10, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 58 (2012), no. 11, 6916–6924.

21. M. Harada, A method for constructing quaternary Hermitian self-dual codes and an application to quantum
codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 92 (2024), no. 10, 2927–2948.

22. M. Harada, C. Lam, A. Munemasa, and V. D. Tonchev, Classification of generalized Hadamard matrices H(6, 3)
and quaternary Hermitian self-dual codes of length 18, Electron. J. Combin. 17 (2010), R171.

23. M. Harada and A. Munemasa, Database of self-dual codes, https://www.math.is.tohoku.ac.jp/~mharada/
selfdualcodes.htm, Binary page research/codes/sd2.htm (length 36, minimum weight 8: 41 codes); Hermitian
GF(4) page research/codes/hsd4.htm. Accessed 20 October 2026.

24. , Classification of quaternary Hermitian self-dual codes of length 20, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 57
(2011), no. 6, 3758–3762.

25. , Classification of self-dual codes of length 36, Adv. Math. Commun. 6 (2012), no. 2, 229–235.
26. W. C. Huffman, Automorphisms of codes with applications to extremal doubly even codes of length 48, IEEE

Trans. Inform. Theory 28 (1982), no. 3, 511–521.
27. W. C. Huffman and V. Yorgov, A [72, 36, 16] doubly even code does not have an automorphism of order 11,

IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 33 (1987), no. 5, 749–752, Correspondence.
28. G. Janusz, Solution of the [72, 36, 16] problem, arXiv:2210.02551, 2022, Withdrawn by the author (v2, 9 No-

vember 2022).

https://www.math.is.tohoku.ac.jp/~mharada/selfdualcodes.htm
https://www.math.is.tohoku.ac.jp/~mharada/selfdualcodes.htm


22 TEJASVI SINGH TOMAR

29. C. W. H. Lam and V. Pless, There is no (24, 12, 10) self-dual quaternary code, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 36
(1990), no. 5, 1153–1156.

30. F. J. MacWilliams, A. M. Odlyzko, N. J. A. Sloane, and H. N. Ward, Self-dual codes over GF(4), J. Combin.
Theory Ser. A 25 (1978), no. 3, 288–318.

31. F. J. MacWilliams and N. J. A. Sloane, The Golay codes, The Theory of Error-Correcting Codes, North-Holland,
Amsterdam, 1977, pp. 634–650.

32. C. L. Mallows and N. J. A. Sloane, An upper bound for self-dual codes, Information and Control 22 (1973),
no. 2, 188–200.

33. B. D. McKay and A. Piperno, Practical graph isomorphism, II, J. Symbolic Comput. 60 (2014), 94–112.
34. G. Nebe, An extremal [72, 36, 16] binary code has no automorphism group containing Z2×Z4, Q8, or Z10, Finite

Fields Appl. 18 (2012), no. 3, 563–566.
35. E. A. O’Brien and W. Willems, On the automorphism group of a binary self-dual doubly even [72, 36, 16] code,

IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 57 (2011), no. 7, 4445–4451.
36. V. Pless, 23 does not divide the order of the group of a (72, 36, 16) doubly even code, IEEE Trans. Inform.

Theory 28 (1982), no. 1, 113–117, Correspondence.
37. V. Pless and J. G. Thompson, 17 does not divide the order of the group of a (72, 36, 16) doubly even code, IEEE

Trans. Inform. Theory 28 (1982), no. 3, 537–541, Correspondence.
38. E. M. Rains and N. J. A. Sloane, Self-dual codes, Handbook of Coding Theory (V. S. Pless and W. C. Huffman,

eds.), Elsevier, Amsterdam, 1998, pp. 177–294.
39. N. J. A. Sloane, Is there a (72, 36) d = 16 self-dual code?, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 19 (1973), no. 2, 251,

Correspondence.
40. N. Yankov, A putative doubly even [72, 36, 16] code does not have an automorphism of order 9, IEEE Trans.

Inform. Theory 58 (2012), no. 1, 159–163.
41. V. Yorgov, On the automorphism group of a putative code, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 52 (2006), no. 4,

1724–1726.
42. , On automorphisms of order three of a putative [72, 36, 16] binary self-dual code, Talk abstract, 30th

Midwestern Conference on Combinatorics and Combinatorial Computing (MCCCC30), Illinois State University,
Normal, IL, October 2016, https://about.illinoisstate.edu/MCCCC30/files/2019/11/Yorgov.pdf.

43. V. Yorgov and D. Yorgov, The automorphism group of a self-dual [72, 36, 16] code does not contain Z4, IEEE
Trans. Inform. Theory 60 (2014), no. 6, 3302–3307.

44. V. I. Yorgov, Binary self-dual codes with automorphisms of odd order, Problemy Peredachi Informatsii 19
(1983), no. 4, 11–24, In Russian.

ORCID : https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4668-3639

https://about.illinoisstate.edu/MCCCC30/files/2019/11/Yorgov.pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4668-3639

	1. Introduction
	Conventions

	2. Automorphisms of order 5
	2.1. Decomposition
	2.2. The fixed code
	2.3. Reduction to a unitary matrix
	2.4. Symmetries and normal form
	2.5. The search

	3. Fixed-point-free involutions and Klein four-groups
	3.1. The model
	3.2. The second involution
	3.3. Normalisation
	3.4. The distance condition
	3.5. Instances
	3.6. The search

	4. Automorphisms of order 3
	4.1. Decomposition
	4.2. The distance condition
	4.3. The labelling tests
	4.4. Results

	5. Hermitian self-dual [24,12,8] codes over F4
	6. Automorphisms of order 2
	6.1. The model
	6.2. The search
	6.3. Results

	7. Verification
	Data and code availability
	References

