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New thermal phase of QCD, featuring scale invariance in the infrared (IR), was proposed to exist
both in the pure-glue (Nf=0) and the “real-world” (Nf=2+1) settings. Among key aspects of the
proposal is that the system in this IR phase separates into two independent components: the scale-
invariant IR part and the non-invariant bulk. Such scenario requires non-analyticities in the theory
and, in case of pure-glue QCD, they were found to arise via Anderson-like mobility edges in Dirac
spectra (λIR=0, ±λA ̸=0) manifested in dimension function dIR(λ). Here we present first evidence
that this mechanism is also at work in “real-world QCD” (Nf=2+1 theory at physical quark masses
and a= 0.105 fm), supporting the existence of the proposed IR regime. Indeed, at T = 234MeV,
we find the dimensional jump between zero modes and lowest near-zero modes very close to unity
(dIR = 3 to dIR ≃ 2), exactly like in pure-glue QCD in IR phase. However, no jump is found at
T =187 MeV which is in the intermediate region between chiral crossover at Tc ≈ 155MeV and the
onset TIR of IR phase, originally estimated at 200 < TIR < 250MeV.

1. Introduction: Starting with the pre-QCD times of
Hagedorn [1, 2] and early lattice QCD calculations in the
pure-glue setting [3–5], the question of thermal transi-
tion in strongly-interacting matter has become one of the
highly researched topics in nuclear and particle physics.
Apart from well-motivated need to understand strong in-
teractions, the interest in the issue was fueled, to a large
extent, by the potential significance of its resolution to
the physics of early universe.

Hagedorn in fact set the basic scenario, wherein the
thermal transformation process in strong interactions
boils down to a single “instability temperature” which,
nowadays in QCD, is commonly referred as the critical
temperature (Tc). Due to the non-perturbative nature
of the problem, lattice QCD became the workhorse for
investigations in this area. Advances in lattice QCD tech-
niques and computational resources led to a major con-
clusion, namely that true phase transition does not oc-
cur in “real-world” QCD. Rather, an analytic crossover
takes place in the temperature range 150-200 MeV, with
Tc ≈ 155 MeV for the case of chiral crossover [6].

Transitionless outlook meant a setback to QCD’s role

in cosmology, but an important new twist appeared
around the same time. Experiments at RHIC and LHC
concluded that the state of strongly interacting matter
with properties akin to near-perfect fluid exists in cer-
tain range of temperatures [7–11]. Among other things,
this invites questions about how can such an exotic state
of matter arise without a true phase transition.
To this end, some of us presented evidence of an un-

usual change in QCD Dirac spectra at temperatures well
above the chiral crossover [12]: the anomalous accumu-
lation of infrared (IR) Dirac modes, first seen in high-T
phase of pure-glue QCD [13] and shown to persist into the
continuum and infinite-volume limits [14], dramatically
increases and starts to exhibit signs of scale-invariant
behavior. This sharp change was found in both the
pure-glue and real-world (Nf = 2+1 at physical masses)
QCD [12]. It was proposed that, at the associated tem-
perature TIR, thermal state of strong interactions recon-
figures by forming two independent components sepa-
rated by new scale ΛIR(T ) ≲ T : the bulk governing dis-
tances ℓ<1/ΛIR and the IR part describing ℓ>1/ΛIR via
scale-invariant glue [12]. In pure-glue case, TIR coincides
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with Tc of Polyakov-line phase transition. In real-world
QCD, it was also proposed to be a true phase transforma-
tion occurring at 200<TIR<250 MeV [12]. Its presence
may clarify the physics of near-perfect fluid and enhance
the role of “QCD transition” in cosmology.

Although the proposed phase transition is symmetry-
based, it is very unusual: the anomalously broken scale
invariance of glue fields gets restored, but only in IR sec-
tor/component of the theory. This is sufficient to predict
massless behavior in glue [12], but the associated long-
distance physics only becomes important at volumes un-
usually large by normal QCD standards. In fact, obtain-
ing insights into this emerging IR world via numerical
simulations needs somewhat unusual techniques [15, 16].

The 2-component scenario was first evoked by a clean
IR-bulk separation in Dirac spectra (bimodality of mode
density ρ(λ)), which is very suggestive of decoupling [12].
But more detail was needed. Indeed, how would the scale
invariant and non-invariant physics coexist and would it
imply a non-analytic running of the coupling constant at
ΛIR? Concrete proposal was presented in Refs. [15, 16],
ascribing the origin of non-analyticity to two Anderson-
like mobility edges (critical points) in Dirac spectra. The
first one at λA > 0 was found previously [17–21], and its
purpose here is to shield the IR component from the in-
fluence of the bulk. Indeed, bulk fluctuations (including
UV) will not affect the IR component owing to the in-
tervening non-analyticity. The second mobility edge was
found recently [16], and is strictly IR (λIR=0). Its role is
to facilitate the long-range physics of the IR component.

A suitable tool to express this scenario is the function
dIR(λ), namely the spatial IR dimension of Dirac modes
at eigenvalue λ [15]. Indeed, dIR is a proper dimensional
construct to probe the infrared [22]. The key concep-
tual step granting its uses in quantum theory is the as-
signment of a meaningful measure-based dimension to a
region effectively selected by probabilities. This has re-
cently become possible via effective number theory [23–
25]: replacement of ordinary counting in definition of
box-counting dimension for fixed sets by effective count-
ing for probability distributions leads to such measure-
based dimension [22]. For Dirac modes in thermal QCD
the prescription is as follows. In lattice-regularized Eu-
clidean setup the number of sites N(L) ≡ (L/a)3/(aT )
(UV cutoff 1/a, IR cutoff 1/L, temperature T ) grows as
L3 at fixed a, conveying that IR dimension of space is
DIR = 3. But Dirac eigenmode Dψ(x) = λψ(x) entails
probabilities P = (p1, p2, . . . , pN ), pi ≡ψ+(xi)ψ(xi), and
sites have to be counted effectively in order to quantify
the volume ψ actually extends into, namely [23]

N −→ N⋆[ψ] = N⋆[P ] =

N∑
i=1

min {Npi, 1} (1)

The IR scaling of QCD-averaged effective volume at given
λ then determines dIR(λ) at UV cutoff a, namely [15, 22]

⟨N⋆ ⟩L,λ,a ∝ LdIR(λ,a) for L→ ∞ (2)

TABLE I. UV cutoff a, pion mass mπ, lattice volumes n3
L×nT

and temperature T of lattice QCD ensembles studied.

a(fm) mπ(MeV) nL nT T (MeV)
0.105 135 24/28/32/40/48/64/96 8 234
0.105 135 32/40/48/64 10 187

Using the overlap Dirac operator due to its superior
chiral and topological properties, an unusual dIR(λ) was
found in IR phase of pure-glue QCD [12]. Indeed, the
function is non-analytic at both λIR and λA, with spectral
region of low-d (dIR≤1) modes between them [15]. More-
over, in contrast to exact zero modes, which are dIR=3,
the lowest near-zero modes (λ→ 0+) are close to other
topological value dIR = 2. Such jump at λIR = 0 is sur-
prising since the proposed origin of anomalous IR mode
accumulation is the conventional mixing of topological
lumps [13, 26] which, in absence of additional (unknown)
effects, leads to dIR = 3 in both cases. The jump could
thus offer valuable clues on IR phase dynamics, and could
be used to detect the transition into IR phase.
In this work, we make a key step toward this proposal

becoming a reality: we present evidence supporting the
existence of the above unusual pattern also in “real-world
QCD”. Indeed, in Nf =2+1 theory with physical quark
masses we find at T =234MeV and 187MeV

234MeV : dIR(0)=2.98(09) dIR(0
+)=2.03(16) (3)

187MeV : dIR(0)=2.96(22) dIR(0
+)=3.03(31) (4)

with identical UV cutoffs a=0.105 fm. Eq. (3) suggests
that QCD at T = 234MeV is in IR phase. It also sup-
ports the topological origin of IR-phase dynamics [15, 16]
(see also [13, 26, 27]) and strenghtens its connection to
non-analyticities of Anderson-like origin [16]. In fact, the
topology aspects may have close ties to critical Anderson
dynamics [28–30] which is entirely unexpected. Eq. (4)
confirms that there is a temperature range above the chi-
ral crossover Tc ≈ 155MeV but below the onset TIR of
IR phase (200 < TIR < 250MeV [12]) where there is no
non-analyticity of dIR(λ, T ) near λ=0. It is only above
TIR that the non-analyticity (and the IR phase itself)
emerges [12, 15, 16].
2. Numerical setup and Dirac spectral density: We

lattice-regularize Nf =2+1 QCD using tadpole-improved
clover fermion action (1-step stout link smearing with
parameter 0.125) and tadpole-improved Symanzik gauge
action at a=0.105 fm and mπ ≃ 135MeV. Ensembles at
temperatures T =187 and 234MeV on numerous spatial
volumes (up to L=10.1 fm) were generated by CLQCD
collaboration (see Table I), which allows for calculation
of IR dimensions. More detailed ensemble description is
given in Ref. [31]. We note in passing that ensembles
with similar quark and gauge actions were already used
in previous zero-temperature calculations [31–35].
Lattice glue fields U in these theories will be stud-

ied via their effect on the overlap Dirac operator Dov[U ].
We construct Dov using the original square-root prescrip-
tion [36] at ρ=1.5 with 1-step HYP smearing of U . To
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determine the low-lying eigensystem, we select the chi-
ral sector containing zero mode(s), calculate the eigen-
vectors of D†

ovDov in it using the Arnoldi method, and
then construct non-zero modes [37–40]. Transformation
D ≡ Dov/(1− a

2ρDov) [41] yields purely imaginary eigen-

values (Dψλ(x) = iλψλ(x)) and the associated spectral
density is ρ(λ) = T

∑
i δ(λ − λi)/L

3. Further technical
details can be found in Appendix A.

Eigenmodes with λ up to ≈ 500 MeV were computed
for ensembles in Table I. Densities ρ(λ) were calculated
and renormalized in MS at 2 GeV, using Zm = Z−1

S =
0.907(26) obtained by interpolating the results at 11 UV
cutoffs [42]. Our main interest is the temperature range
200<T <250 MeV, where the system was originally pre-
dicted to reach the IR phase at certain TIR. In Fig. 1
we show ρ(λ) at T = 234 MeV (red circles). The strik-
ing bimodal structure exhibits features previously asso-
ciated with IR phase [12], including a fully-formed re-
gion of mode depletion: the plateau. For comparison,
we also show densities at T = 187MeV (green crosses
and T ≃0 MeV (black triangles)). The three simulations
were performed in the same lattice setup and at iden-
tical parameters except for nT = 8, 10, 96 respectively,
which controls the temperature. The changes in the dis-
played sequence of Dirac spectra are thus exclusively due
to the changing level of thermal agitation. In fact, the
three cases illustrate three thermal regimes of Ref. [12]
in terms of IR-bulk separation. Indeed, the T ≃ 0 case
showcases the domain 0≤ T < TA (TA ≈ Tc ≈ 155MeV)
where IR and bulk are not meaningfully separable. At
T = 187MeV, the system is inside the finite transition
regime TA<T < TIR where the separation process effec-
tively starts at TA and becomes complete at TIR which
is the onset of IR phase. At T =234 MeV, IR and bulk
seem fully separated (IR phase), consistently with the
original estimate TIR ∈ (200, 250)MeV [12].

Although the above reasoning based on IR-bulk sep-
aration is quite cogent, it is qualitative. Making a
sharp statement about the distinction it suggests between
T =187MeV (not IR phase) and 234MeV (IR phase) re-
quires a more quantitative approach. To that end, recall
that temperature TIR is defined as the onset of negative
leading power in the infrared behavior of ρ(λ) [12]. Based
on the numerically verified case of pure-glue theory, it
was conjectured to coincide with temperature where IR
dimension function dIR(λ, T ) becomes non-analytic (dis-
continuous) at λ = 0 [15, 16]. Since IR dimension is a
global characteristic of a mode, we expect it to be a
more robust indicator of a phase change. Indeed, we
will provide evidence that the qualitative distinction be-
tween T =187 and 234MeV is cleanly seen in this second
non-analyticity aspect.

Before proceeding to make this point, let us comment
in passing on a different aspect conveyed by Fig. 1. In
particular, it is generally assumed, based on asymptotic
freedom, that UV behavior of ρ(λ) is the same at any
temperature T . However, it is not a priori clear from such
arguments how and at what scales this occurs. Remark-

FIG. 1. Spectral density ρ(λ) at T ≃ 0MeV (triangles), T =
187MeV (crosses) and T =234MeV (circles). The cutoffs are
a=0.105 fm and L=5.0 fm in all cases. At T ≃ 0 MeV, ρ(λ)
was computed using stochastic estimates [43].

ably, we see that ρ(λ, T =187MeV) not only approaches
but becomes effectively indistinguishable from ρ(λ, T =0)
at unexpectedly small λ ∼ 270MeV. Indeed, the two de-
pendences join above the scale of temperature (187 MeV)
but well before the asymptotic behavior (ρ(λ) ∝ λ3) sets
in. System at T =234MeV follows the same pattern.
3. IR dimensions of Dirac eigenmodes: Following the

reasoning in Sec. 2, we now examine in detail whether
the unusual dIR(λ) in IR phase of pure-glue QCD [15]
is also manifested in real-world QCD at T = 234MeV
and T = 187MeV. To that end, we utilize and extend
the techniques of early studies. A useful concept is the
“finite-volume” dIR, namely [15]

dIR(L, s) =
1

ln(s)
ln

N⋆(L)

N⋆(L/s)
, s > 0 (5)

since then dIR = limL→∞ dIR(L, s) independently of s.
Estimating the limit from linear extrapolations in 1/L
works well in Anderson models, at least for extended
states and at criticality [28]. Here we utilize this, and
point out that the procedure is equivalent to direct fit-
ting of N⋆(L) to the form b LdIRe−c/L (see Appendix B),
which is technically more convenient.
T =234MeV. Using the data on five largest systems to

fit, we obtained dIR(λ) shown in Fig. 2. Despite some dif-
ferences (see below), its behavior is strikingly similar to
pure-glue case (Fig. 1 of Ref. [15]). Important common-
ality is the discontinuity feature at λIR = 0, suggesting
that exact zero-modes (dIR(0) ≃ 3, full red circle) differ
from lowest near-zero modes (dIR(0

+)≃2, red circles) in
a robust qualitative manner. This is made explicit by the
inset of Fig. 2 focusing on the very deep IR, and yield-
ing dIR(0

+)=2.03(16) after linear λ→0+ extrapolation.
Explanation of this (more than 5σ) difference in terms
of the underlying IR glue may provide important clues
toward the full understanding of IR phase.
Like in pure-glue case, we find a clear low-d plateau,
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FIG. 2. Function dIR(λ) at T = 0 (triangles), T = 187MeV
(crosses) and T = 234MeV (circles). The full circle is the
result for exact zero modes at T =234MeV. The inset zooms
in on deep infrared with linear λ → 0+ extrapolations shown.

here in the range of about 10−220MeV, roughly coincid-
ing with the region of strongly suppressed ρ(λ) (Fig. 1 vs
Fig. 2). Dimensional structure of plateaus will be further
clarified in forthcoming studies using the multidimension-
ality technique of Ref. [30].

The onset of rise toward dimension 3 past λ≈220MeV
confirms the viability of scenario with mobility edges λIR

and ±λA [16]. However, the discontinuity of dIR(λ) at
presumed λA is not apparent in our data, contrary to
both the pure-glue case [15] and the situation in Ander-
son models [28]. Resolution of this difference may provide
an additional new insight into the IR-phase dynamics.

T =187MeV. Data for all four system sizes were used
in fits to obtain dIR(λ) shown in Fig. 2. Here the situ-
ation is different, most visibly in the approach to deep
infrared (see the inset). In particular, we find no de-
tectable disconnect between exact zero modes and the
deepest near-zero modes. In fact, in this case we have
dIR(0

+) = 3.03(31) after linear λ→ 0+ extrapolation in
clear contrast to T =234MeV.

The dip of dIR(λ) in the range of about 10-90 MeV
is a structure qualitatively between a low-dIR plateau of
T =234MeV and a constant behavior typical of low tem-
peratures. We thus cannot say unambiguously whether
this aspect is IR phase-like or not. However, the moder-
ate unphysical overshooting of dIR= 3above the dip and
rather large error bars suggest that better statistics and
simulation of somewhat larger systems will provide the
soon-accessible answer to this question.

T =0. It is instructive in this context to also perform
a dIR calculation at zero temperature. To that end, we
used three 2+1 flavor Mobius+Iwasaki+DSDR ensem-
bles from the RBC collaboration at a = 0.194 fm and
nL = 24, 32, 48 [44, 45]. With three sizes available, we
performed two-parameter fits of the form bLdIR with re-
sults shown in Fig. 2 (triangles). Note that the available
range of λ is smaller due to the large number of lattice
points at low temperatures. However, apparently suffi-

cient statistics and lattice sizes yield a stable dIR(λ)≡3,
as expected.

4. IR scaling: To illustrate the quality of scaling in
various λ-regimes shown in Fig. 2, we plot in Fig. 3
the fraction f⋆ of volume taken by the effective sup-
port of the state, namely f⋆ ≡ N⋆/N = N⋆/(n

3
LnT).

Since N⋆(L)∝LdIRe−c/L is used to extract dIR, we have
f⋆(L)∝LdIR−3e−c/L and these fits are shown in Fig. 3 for
T =234MeV. The displayed χ2/dof for modes in differ-
ent regimes do indeed confirm very good scaling behav-
ior. Note how functions f⋆(L) in Fig. 3 visually separate
the bulk modes and near-bulk modes from IR modes.
Indeed, although zero-modes are dIR = 3, and hence oc-
cupy a finite fraction of volume in thermodynamic limit
(limL→∞ f⋆(L)>0), its magnitude is much smaller than
that of typical bulk modes. At the same time, for dIR<3
modes of IR component the effective fraction vanishes
(limL→∞ f⋆(L)=0).

Fig. 3 reveals that the lowest near-zero modes we stud-
ied (λ=0.22MeV, dIR<3) have larger f⋆ at studied vol-
umes than those of zero modes (λ = 0, dIR = 3). But
given their dIR, this order has to reverse at sufficiently
large volume. We can read off the graphs in Fig. 3 that
this happens at L ≈ 20 fm. Such deep IR thresholds sim-
ply do not appear in other QCD regimes. Only at larger
L will modes at λ=0.22MeV become “sparser” than zero
modes. Note that the qualitative difference between zero
and near-zero modes is expressed here by the opposite
convexity properties of their f⋆(L, λ).

Finally, we wish to gain some visual insight into the
spatial geometry of modes. In definition (1) of N⋆, uni-
form probability pu = 1/N enters as a reference value:

points xi with p(xi) = ψ†
λ(xi)ψλ(xi) ≥ pu are guaran-

teed to be in effective support, and we refer to them
as “core”. We wish to set up a sea-level representa-
tion that visualizes it sharply. Plotting min{Np(xi), 1},
namely the contribution of xi to effective count, accom-
plishes that. In Fig. 4 we color-code this input (on a
logarithmic scale) and show its typical behavior on a
plane containing the global probability maximum. The
black regions mark the core. The panels represent dif-
ferent λ-regimes on the same glue background. The bulk

FIG. 3. Function f⋆(L) for various λ at T =234MeV.
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FIG. 4. Typical color-coded log10(min {Np(xi), 1}) in a 2d
plane containing xi with maximal probability. Modes in dif-
ferent λ-regimes are shown at T =234MeV and L=10.1 fm.

mode at λ = 330MeV (right) resembles modes at low
temperatures in that its core spreads out contiguously
over large distances and its granularity (composition from
distinct lumps) is not very obvious. To the contrary,
the plateau mode (λ = 100MeV) is usually dominated
by a well-formed lump as shown. The near-zeromodes
(λ=0.22MeV) maintain the granularity, but involve mul-
tiple lumpy features forming a larger spatial structure.
The zero-modes (left) at this volume are in fact quite sim-
ilar but, due to dIR=3 vs dIR=2 difference, will become
infinitely more “space-filling” in thermodynamic limit.

Additional results are described in Appendices B,C.
5. Summary and Discussion: Remarkable property

of QCD IR phase [12] is that it requires the presence
of non-analyticities not only at the transition point TIR,
but at any temperature within the phase. It was pro-
posed and verified [15, 16] that in pure-glue QCD the
system arranges for this by reconfiguring itself into two
independent components (IR & bulk), sharply separated
in Dirac spectrum. The needed non-analyticity enters
via Anderson-like mobility edges λIR = 0 and ±λA ̸= 0,
encoded by the dimension function dIR(λ). In this work
we presented results suggesting that key elements of
this scenario also materialize in “real-world” QCD at
T = 234MeV. Thus, in certain regards, thermal state
in IR phase of strong interactions resembles the Tisza-
Landau two-fluid model of liquid helium. The proposed
2-component nature of thermal state may in fact be the
most essential attribute of IR phase.

The above is based on our results from simulations
of Nf =2+1 QCD at physical quark masses, UV cutoff
a=0.105 fm and temperatures T =234 and 187MeV. The
former temperature is in the range where the transition
temperature TIR was originally estimated (200 < TIR <
250MeV) and our results suggest that T = 234MeV is
past that onset. Indeed, here the computed IR-dimension
function dIR(λ) exhibits the same broad features as that
of pure-glue QCD in IR phase. Particularly striking is
the clear presence of the identical tell-tale discontinu-
ity at λ = 0, wherein exact zero modes (dIR(0) = 3)
are dimensionally different from lowest near-zero modes
(dIR(0

+)≃2). Few aspects of our results at T =234MeV
should be pointed out. (i) The computed dimension dIR

of near-zero modes is in close vicinity of “topological-
value” 2, thus inviting a systematic inquiry into its pos-
sible origin in a certain topological feature of underlying

glue fields. At the same time, recent findings of possible
topological behavior in 3d Anderson model [30] also in-
volve dimension 2 but no glue fields. (ii) In the existing
QCD data there is no clear evidence yet for critical value
dIR ≈ 8/3, which was suggested to be a generic feature
of Anderson models [28]. (iii) Unlike in the case of λIR,
we did not find an obvious dimension jump in the vicin-
ity of λA. This differs from the situation in pure-glue
QCD [15] and from that at critical points of Anderson
models [28]. Taken together, points (i-iii) constitute an
intriguing complex puzzle to be solved by future studies.
In contrast to T =234MeV, we found that the charac-

teristic λ=0 discontinuity is absent at T =187MeV. This
is consistent with the original IR-phase proposal [12],
wherein there is a regime of rapid but analytic change
between the crossover temperature TA ≈ Tc ≈ 155MeV
and the onset TIR of IR phase. Nevertheless, as evidenced
by Fig. 2, there is a dimensional structure above the deep
IR and below T , which is neither low-dIR plateau as in IR
phase, but also not a constant dIR =3 as at low temper-
atures. Resolving its nature will require better control
over both IR and UV cutoff systematics, which can be
non-trivial in dynamical simulations [46] but achievable
by current computational means. Some aspects of cutoff
effects are discussed in Appendix D.
Recently a number of lattice QCD papers focused on

the same temperature range as the one investigated here
(see e.g. [47–53]). Their physics goals are mostly differ-
ent and tend to involve the chiral limit, such as in studies
of UA(1) problem or chiral phase transition. From sym-
metries perspective, it would be interesting to study how
low dimensional nature of low-lying Dirac modes in IR
phase relates to the approximate color-spin symmetry ob-
served in Refs. [54, 55]. Other related developments can
be found in Refs. [56–58]. The present CLQCD data
could be used to study some of these problems.
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Appendix A: Accuracy of Overlap Eigenmodes

In this section we focus on the accuracy of the low-lying eigenvectors used in this study. For efficiency reasons, we
compute the low-lying eigenvalues and eigenvectors of M ≡ 1

ρ2D
†
ovDov = 1

ρ (Dov +D†
ov) in the chiral sector of exact

zero mode(s). The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of D are simply related to the eigenvectors of M : non-zero modes of
Dov come in pairs, λR ± iλI , and they span an invariant two-dimensional space for M with λM = λR and for near
zero-modes λR ≈ λ2I/(2ρ). When computing the spectrum of M , zero modes appear as Ritz pairs with eigenvalues
of the order of ϵ, the precision of the sign-function approximation used to implement Dov. When we have near-zero
modes with (aλI)

2 < ϵ, it is impossible to distinguish them from zero modes. Using a polynomial approximation for
the sign functions, the best precision we are able to achieve is ϵ ≈ 10−12, and consequently we can only confidently
resolve eigenvalues with aλI > 10−6, which in physical units correspond to λI > 2× 10−6 MeV. For the volumes used
in this study, the near-zero eigenmodes satisfy this condition.

Another concern is the mixing between nearly-degenerate eigenvectors. For eigenvector observables (like f⋆) that
are smooth as a function of λ, this is less of a concern. However, at discontinuities mixing could introduce systematic
effects. This could potentially be a problem at λ = 0 since the zero modes and near-zero modes behave differently.
We argue here that this is not the case.

To see this, consider two eigenvectors of the projected operator D with Dv1 = iλ1v1 and Dv2 = iλ2v2. A mixed
vector v = v1 cos θ + v2 sin θ has a Ritz “eigenvalue” iλ = v†Dv and residue δ= ∥Dv − iλv∥= | cos θ sin θ(λ1 − λ2)|.
The case relevant for us is λ1 ≈ 0 and the near-zero value λ2> 0.1MeV where our residues, even in the worst case,
are δ<10−7. This implies that the mixing angle is at most θ ∼ δ/(λ2a) < 2× 10−3. Given that f⋆ varies slowly (the
difference between zero modes and near-zero modes is less than two), this mixing will have negligible effect given our
statistical errors.

Appendix B: Fitting of Effective Fractions

FIG. 5. Function f⋆(L) (left) and the associated d̄IR(L̄) (right) for various λ at T =234MeV. See text for explanations.

Our procedure to extract dIR assumes an approximately linear (in 1/L) approach of “finite-volume” dimension
dIR(L, s) in Eq. (4) to its L→∞ limit. This was suggested by Ref. [28] in the context of Anderson models. One can
easily check that this is equivalent to direct fits of N⋆(L) to the form N⋆(L)∝LdIRe−c/L and f⋆(L)∝LdIR−3e−c/L for
effective volume fraction f⋆(L)≡N⋆(L)/N . Fits shown in the left panel of Fig. 5 support the validity of this approach.



7

Here we wish to check the nature of finite-L correction more directly. Given the above scaling form, L-dependence
of IR dimension can be expressed as

dIR(L, s) = dIR +
s− 1

ln(s)

c

L
−→ d̄IR(L̄) = dIR +

c

L̄
with d̄IR(L̄(L, s)) ≡ dIR(L, s) , L̄(L, s) ≡ L

ln(s)

s− 1
(B1)

Introduction of variable L̄ thus makes it possible to combine dIR results from all pairs of distinct lattices and follow
their trends. Indeed, according to the above, value d̄IR(1/L̄) from each pair should fall on an indicated straight line,
at least near 1/L̄=0. To check this, we show in the left plot of Fig. 5 our f⋆ data for five largest volumes at selected
values of λ, and in the right plot the associated functions d̄IR(1/L̄). Note that there are 10 data points for each λ
in the latter case since this is the number of possible lattice pairs. Displayed fits are indeed consistent with linear
nature of dIR(1/L̄) near 1/L̄=0. The qualitative difference between exact zero modes and lowest near-zero modes is
expressed in the right plot by the crossed lines representing λ=0 and λ=0.22MeV. Their finite-volume corrections
are in fact of opposite sign.

FIG. 6. Function f⋆(L) with different simulated size L at T=234 MeV, for λ ∈ [0.1, 2.0] MeV (left), λ ∈ [20, 200] MeV (middle)
and λ ∈ [280, 330] MeV (right).

We also provide the f⋆(1/L;λ) data for more values of λ in Fig. 6. As shown in the left panel, the f⋆(L > 4 fm; 0 <
λ < 2 MeV) becomes higher when λ is smaller, and thus the corresponding dIR is also larger. The tendency converges
at λ ∼ 0.2 MeV (orange band), which corresponds to dIR = 2 and is consistent with the λ =0.13 MeV case (dark red
band) within the uncertainty. However, this limit is significantly different from f⋆(; 0) as illustrated by the red band.
Thus, f⋆ and also dIR will be discontinued at λ = 0.
In contrast, the middle panel of Fig. 6 shows that dIR changes smoothly with λ for λ ∈ [20, 200]MeV, corresponding

to dIR ∼ 1 within 2σ. The change of dIR is also smooth in the range λ ∈ [280, 330]MeV where it converges to 3 with
increasing λ, as in the right panel. Therefore the discontinuity of dIR would only occur at λ = 0, given our statistical
precision at a = 0.105 fm and T = 234MeV.

FIG. 7. Function f⋆(L) at T =234MeV in different spectral regions, for all simulated sizes L. Left: zero modes and near-zero
modes. Right: plateau, just below λA and at the bottom of the bulk. Shaded regions are excluded from the displayed fits.

Finally, we give a justification for using the five largest lattices in our fits i.e. systems with L>3 fm. To that end,
we show in Fig. 7 functions f⋆(1/L) for all simulated volumes, together with previously shown fits. Shaded areas
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mark the volumes excluded from these fits. One can see that in case of zero modes and near-zero modes (left plot),
the systems in shaded region do not follow the fit curves, and were thus excluded from fits in all spectral regions.

A similar plot of the results for Nf =2+1 zero-temperature ensembles at a = 0.194 fm and L ∈ {5.7, 6.2, 9.3} fm is
shown in Fig. 8 (left panel). Note that f⋆ of exact zero modes is significantly different from that of non-zero modes,
while dIR is consistent with 3 at all studied values of λ.

FIG. 8. f⋆(L) (left) and Typical color-coded log10(min {Np(xi), 1}) in a 2d plane containing point xi with maximal probability
(right) at zero temperature.

Appendix C: Visualization of Spatial Distributions

In this Appendix we wish to extend our visualization of mode distributions in various λ-regimes at T =234MeV
shown in Fig. 4 of the manuscript.

In particular, the right panel of Fig. 8 demonstrates that zero-temperature mode distributions remain quite similar
at different scales λ and various IR cutoffs, and are qualitatively different from that shown in Fig. 4.

FIG. 9. Typical color-coded log10(min {Np(xi), 1}) in a 2d plane containing point xi with maximal probability. Modes in
different λ-regimes on a given glue background at T =234 MeV are shown for all spatial sizes L studied.

In contrast, Fig. 9 shows examples of modes at the same four values of λ, but at all IR cutoffs (sizes L of the
system) considered in this work. for T=234 MeV. Note that λ=0, 0.22 and 100 MeV belong to the IR part of the
spectrum, while λ=330 MeV is in a near-bottom part of the bulk.

Interesting aspect of observing the typical geometry at fixed λ for increasing L is an evolution in degree of granularity.
Indeed, note that for the plateau mode (λ=100MeV), increasing L confirms the picture of a single solid lump present
in the volume. On the other hand, for zero-modes and near-zero modes, the apparent (visually observable) degree of
granularity increases with increasing L, reflecting that their effective supports keeps spreading out in the volume. In
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TABLE II. UV cutoff a, pion mass mπ, lattice volumes n3
L × nT and temperature T of lattice QCD ensembles studied.

a(fm) mπ(MeV) nL nT T (MeV)
0.105 135 24/28/32/40/48/64/96 8 234

32/40/48/64 10 187
0.105 290 24 8 234
0.052 317 48/ 96 16 234

fact, all qualitative aspects we observe agree with metal-to-critical picture of transition to IR phase, put forward in
Ref. [16]. The associated details will be worked out in dedicated follow-up publications.

Appendix D: Lattice Spacing Dependence

To assess the impact of lattice spacing on our findings, we recalculated ρ(λ) and f⋆ at a = 0.052 fm with a heavier
pion mass of mπ = 317 MeV, and also ρ(λ) at a = 0.105 fm with mπ = 290 MeV. Details regarding these ensembles
are listed in Table II.

FIG. 10. Spectral density ρ(λ) at T = 234 MeV at a = 0.105 fm with mπ=135 MeV (red dots), mπ = 290 MeV (ting black
boxes), and a = 0.052 fm with mπ=317 MeV (blue crosses).

In Fig. 10, pink diamonds show the ρ(λ) at a = 0.105 fm with mπ = 290 MeV with relatively low statistics, and
show good consistency with that at the same lattice spacing but mπ = 135MeV (red dots). It suggests that the
pion mass dependence of ρ(λ) is weak, as shown in the previous study using the overlap fermion on the Domain wall
sea [49]. Thus we calculate ρ(λ) at smaller lattice spacing but heavier pion mass to investigate the lattice spacing
dependence.

As shown as the blue crosses in Fig. 10, the peak of ρ(λ) at small λ diminishes at a = 0.052 fm with the same
temperature but a heavier mπ. This decrease implies that the magnitude of this peak may contain a significant
discretization error, such as the mixed action effect. At the same time, ρ(λ) at a = 0.052 fm becomes higher than
that at a = 0.105 fm for λ > 120 MeV. This disparity is also likely primarily attributed to discretization errors.
Regarding f⋆, we display the f⋆ values at two temperatures and a = 0.105 fm in Fig. 11 for various typical λ, and

include the values at T = 234MeV and a = 0.052 fm (blue boxes) for two volumes for comparison. The values at
a = 0.052 fm are typically lower than those at a = 0.105 fm for λ < 100MeV, indicating a sparse distribution in
the infinite volume limit. However, f⋆ are larger for λ > 100MeV, which can result in a decrease in λA such that
dIR(λ > λA) = 3 as we approach the continuum limit.
In addition, comparing the f⋆ with two temperatures at a = 0.105 fm, those at higher temperature are always lower

and suggest that the Dirac mode and then gluon field become “sparser”.
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