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Environmental interaction is a fundamental consideration in any controlled quantum system.
While interaction with a dissipative bath can lead to decoherence, it can also provide desirable
emergent effects including induced spin-spin correlations. In this paper we show that under quite
general conditions, a dissipative bosonic bath can induce a long-range ordered phase, without the
inclusion of any additional direct spin-spin couplings. Through a quantum-to-classical mapping and
classical Monte Carlo simulation, we investigate the T = 0 quantum phase transition of an Ising chain
embedded in a bosonic bath with Ohmic dissipation. We show that the quantum critical point is
continuous, Lorentz invariant with a dynamical critical exponent z = 1.07(9), has correlation length
exponent ν = 0.80(5), and anomalous exponent η = 1.02(6), thus the universality class distinct from
the previously studied limiting cases. The implications of our results on experiments in ultracold
atomic mixtures and qubit chains in dissipative environements are discussed.

Introduction – Decoherence of a quantum two-level sys-
tem, due to its coupling to the environment, is a key issue
in the experimental attempts to improve the stability of a
qubit and thus render it more suited to quantum compu-
tation [1–6]. Investigating the decoherence of a qubit is
thus of obvious import, and its roots in theoretical liter-
ature can be traced back to studies of a two-level system
in a dissipative environment, referred to as the spin bo-
son model, which has been extensively studied and is a
particular limiting case of the Caldeira-Leggett model [7–
12]. If the spin-bath coupling is sufficiently strong, the
spin loses its ability to maintain a coherent superposi-
tion of “up” and “down” states and instead locks into a
semiclassical “localized” state – an effect clearly not de-
sirable from the quantum computing perspective. Open
quantum systems with bosonic dissipation are not lim-
ited in their application to quantum computers, and in
fact encompass many experimental endeavors including
ultracold atomic gases and ions [13–16]. However, fun-
damental questions about the nature of decoherence in
these complex systems remain unanswered.

When multiple qubits are coupled to the same bath,
the dissipation can induce interactions between dis-
tant qubits. This effect is reminiscent of the Ru-
derman–Kittel–Kasuya–Yosida (RKKY) interaction in-
duced by Friedel oscillations in a Fermi gas [17–19], al-
though the microscopic mechanism in the presence of a
bosonic bath is clearly different. These boson-induced in-
teractions can allow coherent quantum states to form in
a variety of different systems as demonstrated in trapped
ions [20], superconducting qubits in a microwave cavity
[21, 22], and ultracold Bose-Fermi mixtures [23–25].

A direct solution of dissipation-induced interactions
in qubit arrays that takes into account both their re-
tarded dynamics and long-range nature has remained out
of reach. Instead, theoretical progress has focused on

more simplified settings that either ignore the inter-site
dissipation-induced interactions or leave out the dynam-
ical fluctuations of the bosonic medium. For example,
arrays of Josephson qubits have been modeled as inde-
pendent spin-boson systems, leading to locally critical
floating phases [26, 27], which however ignore the bath-
induced interactions between qubits. A problem where
these induced interactions are expected to play a dom-
inant role, and is central to this work, is in a 1D spin
chain immersed in a bosonic bath. This system, shown
in Fig. 1(a) can be realized using either Bose-Fermi or a
Bose-Bose mixture, by placing one atomic species into a
deep optical lattice that is embedded in a Bose-Einstein
condensate (BEC) [28]. When the coherence length of
the BEC (also known as healing length) is short, this
leads to novel universality classes in the presence of short-
range inter-qubit interactions [29, 30]. In the opposite
limit of a very long healing length, one can take the limit
of zero lattice spacing, whereby the bath couples to the
total value of the spin Sz =

∑

i s
z
i , resulting in effec-

tively infinite-range bath-induced interactions and a one-
dimensional (1D) Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)
transition [31]. In the general case away from these ex-
treme limits, when the full spatial dependence of the
bath interactions must be taken into account, only lim-
ited progress has been made to date: for instance in the
case of only two spins, interesting phenomena such as en-
tanglement [32–34], quantum criticality [35–38], and co-
herent dynamics [39–42] emerge. It is clear that the spa-
tial variation of the bath-induced interactions produces
nontrivial correlations between coupled spins, however to
elucidate their effect on possible ordering and criticality
in a spin chain, it is essential to go to the thermodynamic
limit, much beyond the two-spin solution, and this has
proven to be a very challenging problem.

In this letter, we apply a quantum-to-classical mapping
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FIG. 1. (a) Diagram of an Ising chain embedded in a BEC
bath. Local confining potentials trap particles in a superposi-
tion of two states, which maps to a chain of Ising pseudospins
interacting with bath bosons. (b) Bath-induced interactions
given by Eq. (5) in space and imaginary time, in the limit
ωc → ∞ (λ → 0), with the color indicating the parity of the
interaction. (c) Bosonic RKKY interactions for the cases of
exponential and hard cutoff, Eqs. (6) and (7), obtained by
taking the static (ω = 0) limit of the full two-dimensional
interactions, here with Q = 1.

that transforms this one-dimensional quantum problem
into a frustrated long-range interacting Ising model in
two dimensions, which we simulate using classical Monte
Carlo with parallel tempering in coupling constants. Our
results demonstrate that a chain of free qubits develops
long-range ferromagnetic (FM) order at finite tempera-
ture for a sufficiently strong coupling to the bath. We
further show that a zero temperature quantum critical
point (QCP) separates a quantum paramagnet from the
FM phase with unique critical exponents that are distinct
from the limit of short-range interactions studied previ-
ously [29, 30]. We emphasize that the long-range order
arises purely from the spin-spin interactions induced by
the dissipative bath, and that the universality class of the
QCP is fundamentally changed when accounting for the
long-range character of the bath-induced interactions.
Bosonic RKKY Effect – The presence of the common
bath results in the long-range temporal (retarded) and
spatial interaction between the spins, which we refer to
as the bosonic RKKY effect by analogy with the RKKY
interaction between spins mediated by a Fermi gas. The
model we consider is one of the simplest settings to study
the bosonic RKKY effect, which is realized in a chain of
spin-1/2 local moments (i.e. qubits) embedded in a com-
mon bath of free bosons. The Hamiltonian for this model,
which we term the dissipative transverse field Ising model
(DTFIM), is

H = −∆
∑

i

σ̂x
i +

∑

k

ωk b̂
†
kb̂k+

∑

i,k

σ̂z
i e

ikrigkb̂
†
k+h.c. (1)

Here, ∆ is an applied transverse magnetic field, ωk is

the dispersion of bath modes, and gk is the strength of
the coupling between local moments and the bath bosons
[28, 29]. The Pauli matrices σ̂x

i and σ̂z
i act on the qubit

at position ri, while b̂†k and b̂k create and annihilate, re-
spectively, the bath bosons with momentum k. We stress
that in the limit of gk = 0 the local moments are com-
pletely free and are only coupled to the transverse field,
so as to ensure that any long-range order that may be in-
duced is solely due to the dissipative bosonic bath. The
coupling to the bath naturally arises in various settings,
perhaps the simplest example being ultracold Bose–Bose
or Bose–Fermi mixtures, where ωk denote the low-energy
acoustic phonon modes of a bosonic superfluid in which
the qubits are immersed (the qubits are represented by
the second atomic species that is tightly confined in an
optical lattice), see Fig. 1(a). In this case, the phonon
dispersion is linear, ωk = v|k|, where v is the sound ve-
locity of the condensate, which we shall assume to be the
case for the remainder of this Letter.
By integrating out the bosons and performing a

quantum-to-classical mapping [43], we arrive at the
partition function of a 1+1-dimensional classical Ising
model [44]:

Z = Z0

∑

{s(r,τ)}

e−Sc

Sc = −Γ
∑

i,n

s(i, n)s(i, n+ 1)

− τ20
∑

i,j

∑

m,n

K(ri − rj , τm − τn)s(i,m)s(j, n).(2)

We have introduced the classical Ising variables s(i, n)
which correspond to the eigenvalues of σ̂z

j evaluated at
position rj ≡ ja along the chain and at imaginary time
τn ≡ nτ0. Here Z0 =

∏

k(1 − e−βωk)−1 is the free bo-
son partition function. The nearest-neighbor imaginary
time interaction Γ = − 1

2 ln(tanh(∆τ0)) that arises from
the quantum-to-classical mapping [43] does not affect the
universality, and we take a constant ∆ = 1 without loss
of generality. The spatial and imaginary-time dimensions
of the system have lengths L and β = Nτ0, respectively,
with lattice constant a = 1.
Similar to the single spin boson model [9, 10], coupling

to the bath is captured by a frequency-dependent func-
tion, the spectral density J(ω) = π

∑

k |gk|
2δ(ω − ωk).

For the case of acoustic phonons in the BEC, the cou-
pling coefficients gk in Eq. (1) scale as gk ∼ k1/2 [28],
and the resulting spectral density is therefore Ohmic, i.e.
a linear function of frequency:

J(ω) = 2παωf(ω/ωc). (3)

Here α is a dimensionless parameter characterizing the
dissipation strength of the bath. The cutoff function
f(ω/ωc) depends on the physical setting and must de-
cay to zero as ω becomes greater than the bath cutoff
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frequency ωc. This cutoff function is often taken to be
either smooth or abrupt:

f(ω/ωc) = e−ω/ωc “exponential” cutoff

f(ω/ωc) = Θ(1− ω/ωc) “hard” cutoff (4)

where Θ is the Heaviside step function.
The bath-induced interactions K(r, τ) take the form

K(r, τ) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

J(ω) cos
(rω

v

)eω(β−|τ |) + eω|τ |

eβω − 1
dω, (5)

whose nontrivial dependence on space and imaginary
time is shown in Fig. 1(b). Notably, K(r, τ) can be
written in a Lorentz-invariant form by introducing the
complex coordinate z = τ + ir

v . The static limit of the

bath interactions K(r, ω = 0) =
∫ β

0 K(r, τ)dτ gives a
clear definition of the bosonic RKKY effect. Depending
on the choice of the cutoff f(ω/ωc), the bosonic RKKY
interactions are either ferromagnetic

K(r, ω = 0) =
4αωc

1 + (Qr)2
exponential cutoff, (6)

or oscillating

K(r, ω = 0) = 4αωc
sin(Qr)

Qr
hard cutoff. (7)

These two distance dependencies are shown in Fig. 1(c).
The characteristic momentum Q ≡ ωc

v arises naturally
from the introduction of the high-frequency cutoff and
is analogous to the Fermi momentum in the fermionic
RKKY effect. In the case of a BEC bath, this momentum
can be identified with the inverse of the healing length
Q = ξ−1

h . Then, the spatial extent of the bath interac-
tions is fully described by the dimensionless parameter
λ = (Qa)−1 = ξh/a, where a is the lattice spacing. In
the following we focus on the exponential cutoff in Eq. (6)
and leave the hard cutoff, which is harder to converge, to
future work [45].
Several limiting cases can be understood from the

form of the static interactions in Eq. (6). At suffi-
ciently high temperatures such that the transverse field
∆ ≪ kBT , the DTFIM maps onto a classical Ising chain
with long-range interactions that fall off like ∼ r−2 at
large distances. This model famously exhibits a finite-
temperature BKT phase transition [46] to a long-range
ordered ferromagnetic phase as α is increased. This
finite-temperature transition will be explored further in
future work [45]. At zero temperature T = 0, on the
other hand, two limits lend themselves to analytical un-
derstanding: (i) the limit λ → ∞ corresponds to the
BEC healing length ξh ≫ a much longer than the lat-
tice spacing, and equivalently Q → 0, where all spins
in the chain couple to each other equally strongly and
form one large “superspin” which then behaves like the
spin-boson model displaying a BKT transition [31]. In

QPM

FM

FM
Critical
QPM

(a)

(c)

(b)

FIG. 2. The points shown (a) all belong to the 2nd or-
der universality class described in this text. Extrapolat-
ing off the boundaries to λ → ∞ and λ → 0 results in
BKT transitions. The disconnected correlation functions in
the red-boxed region (a) are shown in (b,c), for values of
α = {0.035, 0.085, 0.09}, demonstrating continuously variable
power-law decay in the QPM through the critical point, giving
way to long-range ferromagnetic order for α > αc.

the opposite limit (ii) λ → 0, the spins are completely
decoupled from one another and the DTFIM maps onto
a model where each spin couples to an independent bath.
This model has been studied previously, including by the
present authors [29, 44]. In this work, we explore the
most nontrivial case of finite λ ∼ 1, and show that the
resulting QCP has distinct critical exponents from the
aforementioned limiting cases.

Methods – We study the DTFIM by performing classical
Monte Carlo simulations on the 2D classical Ising model
defined by the partition function in Eq. (2). The long-
range interactions include frustration, which causes an
exponential slowdown of autocorrelation times in näıve
Monte Carlo simulations [47]. In order to counter-
act this effect, the simulations were performed with a
combination of Metropolis updates, modified Wolff clus-
ter updates, and parallel tempering updates [44]. The
procedure for cluster updates is based on the Luijten-
Blöte modified Wolff algorithm for long-range interac-
tions [48], however the presence of mixed-sign interac-
tions (see Fig. 1b) necessitates a modification where the
acceptance probability for adding a given spin to the clus-
ter is calculated from the absolute value of the interac-
tion strength [44, 49, 50]. In addition to the cluster up-
dates, parallel tempering [51] in the dissipation strength
α is employed. Unless otherwise specified, the simula-
tions were performed with 16 replicas at different values
of α, with all other parameters equal, and the replicas
were exchanged on average every 1000 Metropolis steps
and 100 Wolff steps, with 10 observable measurements
in between each parallel tempering step. These hyperpa-
rameters were found to provide the best autocorrelation
times for the systems and observables of interest.

In the following, we study the total magnetization
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m = [(NL)−1
∑

i,n s(i, n)], that we use to compute the
Binder cumulant

U4 = 1−
〈m4〉

3〈m2〉2
(8)

and the disconnected correlation function

C(|i− j|, τ) = 〈σi(τ)σj(0)〉 (9)

as probes of the critical properties and relevant phases.
The angle brackets 〈·〉 will be used to denote a Monte
Carlo average. The imaginary time discretization varies
according to τ0 = ω−1

c , and should not affect the univer-
sality [29].
Quantum Critical Point – The quantum paramagnet
[QPM; the blue region in Fig. 2(a)] phase occurs for weak
dissipation and low temperatures down to T = 0. As dis-
sipation is increased beyond the critical value αc(λ), the
local Z2 symmetry is broken and the spins order ferro-
magnetically [FM; the red region in Fig. 2(a)]. The lo-
cal self-correlations (Fig. 2b) and the equal-time spatial
correlations (Fig. 2c) both decay as a power law which
varies with α in the QPM phase. It is interesting that
the equal-time correlations are purely antiferromagnetic
in the QPM phase, consistent with the form of the in-
teraction shown in Fig. 1(b), however for α > αc, they
approach a positive (ferromagnetic) long-range limit, de-
picted by red circles in Fig. 2(c), resulting in the true
long-range order with 〈m〉 > 0.
The long-range interaction makes the finite-size cor-

rections to the critical dissipation αc significant, so great
care is required in extracting the critical exponents [52];
see Supplemental Material [50]. In the following, we use
the finite size rounding of the transition in the limit
of zero temperature to extract a strongly L-dependent
cross-over location αc(L, λ). For clarity of notation the
argument λ will be suppressed. The finite-size crossovers
can be determined by the universal crossings of the
Binder cumulant, defined in Eq. (8), at different system
sizes. For fixed values of L ∈ [8, 192] at each λ = ω−1

c ∈
{1.0, 0.5, 0.2, 0.1}, we determine αc(L) by extracting the
points where U4(α, β, L) lines cross, as shown in Fig. 3a.
The series of β ∈ {128, 256, 384, 512, 768, 1024} is fixed,
with the number of imaginary time slices N adjusted for
different τ0 = ω−1

c . We use the values of αc(L) from these
crossings and later determine the critical exponents di-
rectly from the correlation functions.
From a series of αc(L), the critical dissipation in the

thermodynamic limit αc (specified as αc(∞)) and the
correlation length exponent ν can be determined by iden-
tifying L with the correlation length. The scaling law
ξ ∼ (α − αc)

−ν implies the ansatz for the critical cou-
pling

αc(∞) ∼ αc(L)− bL−1/ν (10)

for some constant b. Fig. 3b shows a fit to this scaling
ansatz for multiple values of λ, demonstrating a collapse

(a)

b

(b)

FIG. 3. Calculation of the correlation length exponent ν for
the DTFIM QCP. αc(L) is determined by universal Binder
cumulant crossings at each fixed value of L. Panel (a) shows
U4 for fixed λ = 1.0, L = 128, with a series of β, giving
αc(L = 128) = 0.0847(5). For a given λ, ν and αc(∞, λ) are
then found by fitting the values of αc(L, λ) to the scaling rela-
tion L−1 ∼ (αc(L, λ)−αc(∞, λ))ν , rearranged from Eq. (10).
Panel (b) shows the fits for multiple values of λ performed
simultaneously, giving ν = 0.80(5).

onto a universal scaling law relating αc(L) and L with
ν = 0.80(5), independent of λ. This indicates the en-
tire phase boundary in Fig. 2a is governed by a common
quantum critical universality class with the value of ex-
ponent ν that is distinct from both the case of Josephson
junction arrays (limit λ → 0) [29] and from the well-
studied case of short-range transverse field Ising model.
These results imply that the long-range dissipative inter-
action has a profound effect on the universality class of
the quantum phase transition.
Finally, the correlation functions at the critical point

can be used to determine the dynamical exponent z, and
the anomalous dimension η. At the critical point, the
connected same-time and same-site correlation functions
for D = 1 + z should follow the universal power law
relations [29]

C(r, τ = 0)− 〈m〉2 ∼ r−(z+η−1)

C(r = 0, τ)− 〈m〉2 ∼ τ−(z+η−1)/z , (11)

where C(r, τ) is defined in Eq. (9). These connected cor-
relation functions are plotted in Fig. 4a-b [53], and the
finite-size scaling in Fig. 4c allows us to extract the crit-
ical exponents η = 1.02(6) and z = 1.07(9).
Discussion – The DTFIM represents a clear-cut example
of long-range magnetic order induced purely by environ-
mental bosonic interactions. By analogy to the fermionic
RKKY effect, whose spatial dependence is governed by
the UV momentum scale 2kF , it is clear that a similar
cutoff must appear in the bosonic RKKY. Indeed, the
analogous momentum scale is given by the inverse healing
length Q ∼ ξ−1

h or equivalently the UV momentum cutoff
ωc = vQ, which enters Eqs. (6) and (7). Despite this UV
dependence of the details of the bath-induced interaction,
the quantum critical behavior for the exponential cutoff
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 4. Connected correlation functions fitted to the scaling
form in Eq. (11) to determine η and z. The fits show the
power-law decay in the (a) same-site and (b) same-time cor-
relation functions for λ = 0.5, L = 64, αc = 0.1336 (blue
triangles) and λ = 1.0, L = 128, αc = 0.084 (orange circles),
with chord(τ ) = β/π sin(πτ/β). Panels (c) and (d) show 1/L
extrapolations of z and η from the power law fits for λ = 1.0
at the largest value of β = 2048. The results of this extrapo-
lation are z = 1.07(9) and η = 1.02(6).

studied in this work remains universal and in particular,
does not depend on the finite value of λ ∼ Q−1.

Intriguingly, we find that the quantum critical expo-
nents found here for finite λ characterize a novel univer-
sality class, fundamentally distinct from the previously
studied limits of λ → ∞ (i.e. ωc → 0) [31] and the limit
of λ → 0, which corresponds to each spin in a chain cou-
pled to an independent bath [44]. In either of these two
asymptotic cases, the quantum critical properties reduce
to a BKT transition of the single spin model in a bosonic
bath [7–9].

We should add that in the independent bath limit,
adding an intrinsic (not bath induced) nearest-neighbor
Ising interaction was shown by Werner et al. [29] to lead
to a modified dissipative Ising universality class charac-
terized by z = 1.985(15), ν = 0.638(3). By contrast,
bond dissipation [54] gives a different set of critical ex-
ponents z = 1.007(15), ν = 1.005(8), the same as the
dissipation-free transverse-field Ising model. It is in this
context that the present findings are particularly interest-
ing – we find that with the proper inclusion of long-range
bath-induced interactions, the Lorentz-invariance of in-
teraction kernel K(r, τ) in Eq. (5) forces the model to
obey conformal invariance with z = 1, up to the uncer-
tainty bounds in the present study. Furthermore, the
correlation length exponent takes an anomalous value
ν = 0.80(5). It is thus clear that the critical proper-
ties of dissipative Ising models depend intimately on the
details of the bath, and intrinsic length scales therein.

It should be possible to experimentally verify the re-
sults of this study, for example, by measuring the sus-
ceptibility exponent defined by χ ∝ |α − αc|

−γ , or the
magnetization exponent defined by 〈σz

i 〉 ∝ |α−αc|
β. By

use of hyperscaling relations, our results predict β ≈ 0.4
and γ ≈ 0.8. These values are distinct from the values

predicted for the non-dissipative 1D transverse-field Ising
model (β = 1/8, γ = 7/4), as well as those predicted
in the examples given above for the limits λ → 0 and
λ → ∞. Since our predicted critical exponents should
apply to the generic case of a finite bath cutoff (a finite
BEC healing length), an experimental measurement in,
say, ultracold Bose-Fermi mixtures could provide defini-
tive proof of boson-mediated long-range order and the
bosonic RKKY effect.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL FOR “LONG-RANGE ORDER AND QUANTUM CRITICALITY IN A

DISSIPATIVE SPIN CHAIN”

CLUSTER UPDATES FOR MIXED-SIGN

INTERACTIONS

Due to the mixed ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic
long-range interactions, we employ modified cluster up-
dates originally based on the Wolff algorithm [55]. The
cluster updates can admit long-range interactions [48]
further generalized to mixed-sign interactions [44]. Re-
cently, the authors became aware of a similar method
that was also discovered previously [49], for which this is
a generalization. For a given update step, the cluster be-
gins by selecting a random “seed” spin si (here the index
i has absorbed both the spatial index and the imaginary
time index for notational simplicity). The next spin sj to
be considered for the cluster is selected with probability

pis(j) = 1− e−2|J̃ij| (12)

and subsequently added to the cluster if it is favorably
aligned with the seed spin si, such that

piadd(j) = Θ(J̃ijsisj). (13)

In the previous definitions J̃ij is the total interaction
between spins si and sj such that the classical action

Sc = 1
2

∑

ij J̃ijsisj . This Sc is the classical action after
quantum-to-classical mapping, and in the case of a clas-
sical model Hamiltonian Hcl we can define Sc ≡ βHcl.
We can avoid checking every pair of spins by then calcu-
lating the cumulative probability of skipping over a set
of m− 1 spins and selecting the mth. Starting with spin
sk, we skip m− 1 spins and select sk+m with probability

Ci
s(k, k +m) = 1− e−2

∑m
j=0

|J̃i,k+j|. (14)

A selected spin sm is then added to the cluster if it aligned
favorably with the seed si. Once all spins have been
added or passed over for the seed si, another spin in
the current cluster is chosen as the seed and the rest
of the lattice is queried again by the same procedure.
The cluster building step is only finished once every spin
outside the cluster has been rejected by every spin inside
the cluster. Then the spins in the cluster are inverted
and the next cluster update begins.

BINDER CUMULANT COLLAPSE FOR

DETERMINATION OF αc AND z

The standard procedure for determining αc and z, as
exemplified in Ref. [29], is demonstrated in Fig. 5. The

scaling ansatz for the Binder cumulant U4 = 1− 〈m4〉
3〈m2〉2 ∼

f(α = αc, β/L
z) implies that for fixed α = αc, U4 should

collapse to a universal function of the aspect ratio N/Lz

(where N = β/τ0 according to the quantum-classical
mapping). The strong finite-size effects induced by the
long-range interactions in the DTFIM cause a significant
drift in the value of the effective critical point αc(L) for
nearly all accessible system sizes. Therefore, this method
is ineffective for determining αc or z without prior knowl-
edge.

By visual inspection, it is clear there is no collapse
whatsoever for values of β <

∼ L. This is a result of the
shift from 2nd order QCP to 1D BKT at finite tem-
peratures. On the side of β >

∼ L, the collapse is best
for small values of L at αc = 0.0843, and improves for
the largest values of L at αc = 0.0840, as determined
in the main text. This method is not sufficient for a
non-biased determination of z but does support the con-
clusion z = 1.07(9).

BINDER CUMULANT CROSSINGS FOR

DETERMINATION OF αc(L)

Binder cumulant crossings for some small values of L
are displayed in Fig. 6. The critical Binder cumulant
is near U4(αc) ≈ 0.45 for all L in the limit β → ∞.
This is further evidence that second-order universality is
already reached in small system sizes, and the finite-size-
dependence of αc is a result of the power-law scaling of
correlation length as described in the main text.

FINITE-SIZE EXTRAPOLATION OF

CORRELATION FUNCTION FITS

Full data for correlation function exponent extrapola-
tions is shown in Fig. 7. Correlation functions for all
system sizes were fit to the scaling forms shown in the
main text to obtain a finite-size estimate for z(L, β) and
η(L, β) with λ = 1. Then, for each fixed value of L,
the β → ∞ estimate is obtained by a cubic fit vs. β−1

according to the ansatz x(L, β) = x(L) + aβ−2 + bβ−3,
where x is either z or η. Finally, the β → ∞ estimates
are extrapolated to infinite system size by a fit to the
ansatz x(L) = x+ cL−2. The cubic term is left off the L
extrapolation to prevent overfitting for the small number
of sample points.
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FIG. 5. Binder cumulant U4 = 1 − 〈m4〉

3〈m2〉2
collapse vs. the scaled aspect ratio N/Lz at the error bounds for αc = 0.084(3)

(λ = 1.0) determined in the main text. The presumed collapse for L → ∞ is given with z = 1.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. Binder cumulant crossings for additional values L =
16 (a) and L = 32 (b).

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Finite-size values for (a) z and (b) η are shown over-
laid with the β → ∞ extrapolations, which are pictured in the
main text. Error bars are bootstrapped from the fit errors in
the correlation function fits, through the β → ∞ and L → ∞
extrapolations successively. The finite-size estimates do not
depend strongly on β except in the case L = 192 (leftmost
points).


