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Clustering–the tendency for neighbors of nodes to be connected–quantifies the coupling of a

complex network to its latent metric space. In random geometric graphs, clustering undergoes

a continuous phase transition, separating a phase with finite clustering from a regime where

clustering vanishes in the thermodynamic limit. We prove this geometric-to-nongeometric phase

transition to be topological in nature, with anomalous features such as diverging entropy as well

as atypical finite size scaling behavior of clustering. Moreover, a slow decay of clustering in the

nongeometric phase implies that some real networks with relatively high levels of clustering may

be better described in this regime.

Introduction

For many years, Landau’s theory of symmetry breaking was believed to be the ultimate explanation of continuous

phase transitions1. In the liquid-crystal transition, for instance, the continuous translational and rotational symme-

try at high temperatures break into a set of discrete symmetries in the low temperature phase. This paradigm was

challenged for the first time by Berezinskii, Kosterlitz, and Thouless (BKT) in the two dimensional XY model2,3,4.

For this model, the Mermin-Wanger theorem5 states that there is no ordered phase even at zero temperature, so that
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a phase transition in Landau’s sense cannot exist. Yet, BKT showed that, in fact, there is a finite temperature phase

transition driven by topological defects: vortices and antivortices. At low temperature, vortex-antivortex pairs

are bound together. Above the critical temperature, vortex-antivortex pairs unbind, moving freely on the surface.

No symmetry is broken in the transition since both phases are rotationally invariant and so magnetization is zero

in both phases. Topological order and topological phase transitions are nowadays fundamental to understand the

properties of quantum matter6.

In this paper, we show that a transition taking place in a very general class of sparse spatial random networks

models is, in fact, topological in nature with no broken symmetry. In this transition, chordless cycles in the net-

work play the role of topological defects with respect to a tree. A critical temperature separates a low temperature

phase, where the underlying metric space forces chordless cycles to be short range –mostly triangles– and a high

temperature phase, where chordless cycles decouple from the metric space and become of the order of the net-

work diameter. This is similar to the unbinding of vortex-antivortex pairs in the BKT transition. However, the

thermodynamics of the transition is very different. As opposed to the BKT transition, the entropy density diverges

at the critical temperature. This is also at odds with the continuous entropy density (with discontinuous first–or

higher order–derivative) usually observed in continuous phase transitions. We thus describe a topological phase

transition with novel thermodynamic properties. The two distinct topological orders of the transition can be quan-

tified by means of the average local clustering coefficient, a measure of the fraction of triangles attached to nodes.

Clustering is finite in the “geometric” phase with short range cycles –as a result of the triangle inequality of the

underlying metric space– and vanishes in the thermodynamic limit of the “non-geometric” phase with long range

chordless cycles. This geometric-to-nongeometric phase transition shows interesting atypical scaling behavior as

compared with standard continuous phase transitions, where one observes a power law decay at the critical point

and a faster decay in the disordered phase. Instead, at the critical point, the average local clustering coefficient

decays logarithmically to zero for very large systems and, in the nongeometric phase, where the coefficient decays

as a power law, we discover a quasi-geometric region where the exponent that characterizes this decay depends on

the temperature.
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Results and discussion

We use a geometric description of networks7, which provides a simple and comprehensive approach to complex

networks. The existence of latent metric spaces underlying complex networks offers a deft explanation for their

intricate topologies, giving at the same time important clues on their functionality. The small-world property, high

levels of clustering, heterogeneity in the degree distribution, and hierarchical organization are all topological prop-

erties observed in real networks that find a simple explanation within the network geometry paradigm7. Within

this paradigm, the results found in this work hold in a very general class of spatial networks defined in compact

homogeneous and isotropic Riemannian manifolds of arbitrary dimensionality8,9,10,11,12,13. Yet, in this paper, we

focus on the S1 model9 and its isomorphically equivalent formulation in the hyperbolic plane, the H2 model14.

Interestingly, many analytic results have been derived for the S1/H2 model, e. g. degree distribution9,14,15, cluster-

ing14,15,16,17, diameter18,19,20, percolation21,22, self-similarity9, or spectral properties23 and it has been extended to

growing networks24, as well as to weighted networks25, multilayer networks26,27, networks with community struc-

ture28,29,30 and it is also the basis for defining a renormalization group for complex networks31,32. The analytical

tractability of the S1 model makes it the perfect framework for our work.

In the S1 model, nodes are assumed to live in a metric similarity space, where similarity refers to all the

attributes that control the connectivity in the network, except for the degrees. At the same time, nodes are het-

erogeneous, with nodes with different levels of popularity coexisting within the same system. The popularity of a

given node is quantified by its hidden degree. In our model, expected degrees can match observed degrees in real

networks and we fix the positions of nodes in the metric space so that generated networks can be compared against

real networks. This imposes constraints on the connection probability. Specifically, a link between a pair of nodes

is created with a probability that resembles a gravity law, increasing with the product of nodes’ popularities and

decreasing with their distance in the similarity space. We further ask the model to define an ensemble of geometric

random graphs with maximum entropy under the constraints of having a fixed expected degree sequence. This de-

termines completely the form of the connection probability depending on the value of one of the model parameters:

temperature8. Next, we describe the S1 model in the low and high temperature regimes.
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Low temperature regime

The S1 is a model with hidden variables representing the location of the nodes in a similarity space and their

popularity within the network. Specifically, each node is assigned a random angular coordinate θi distributed

uniformly in [0, 2π], fixing its position in a circle of radius R = N/2π. In this way, in the limit N � 1 nodes are

distributed in a line according to a Poisson point process of density one with periodic boundary conditions. Each

node is also given a hidden degree κi, which corresponds to its ensemble expected degree. In the low temperature

regime, each pair of nodes is connected with probability

pij =
1

1 +
(

xij
µ̂κiκj

)β , (1)

where xij = R∆θij is the distance between nodes i and j along the circle, and β > βc = 1 and µ̂ are model

parameters fixing the average clustering coefficient and average degree of the network, respectively. In this repre-

sentation, the parameter β plays the role of the inverse temperature, controlling the level of noise in the system. To

see this, the connection probability in Eq. (1) can be rewritten as the Fermi distribution8

pij =
1

eβ(εij−µ) + 1
, (2)

where the energy of state ij is

εij = ln

[
xij
κiκj

]
(3)

and where the chemical potential µ = ln µ̂ fixes the expected number of links, as in the grand canonical ensemble.

This result is remarkable as it allows us to map our model to a system of identical particles with Fermi statistics.

First, links in our model are unlabeled –and so indistinguishable– objects. Second, the model generates simple

graphs such that only one link can occupy a given state of energy εij . Third, such a state is occupied with the

probability given in Eq. (2), which is the occupation probability of the Fermi statistics in the grand canonical

ensemble. Thus, the S1 model is equivalent to a system of noninteracting fermions at temperature T = 1
β

14,8.

These Fermi-like “particles” correspond to the links of the network and live on a discrete phase space defined by

the N(N − 1)/2 pairs among the N nodes of the network. Each such state ij has an associated energy given by

εij , which grows slowly with the distance between nodes i and j in the metric space.
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Despite the fact that links in the model are noninteracting particles, the system undergoes a continuous topolog-

ical phase transition at a critical temperature Tc = β−1
c = 1, separating a geometric phase, with a finite fraction of

triangles attached to nodes induced by the triangle inequality, and a nongeometric phase, where clustering vanishes

in the thermodynamic limit9. We can analyze the nature of the transition by studying the entropy of the ensemble.

Given the mapping of the S1 model to a system of non-interacting fermions in the grand canonical ensemble, we

start from the grand canonical partition function

lnZ =
∑

i<j

ln

[
1 +

(
xij
µ̂κiκj

)−β]
, (4)

where µ̂ = expµ, with µ = ln
(

β
2π〈k〉 sin π

β

)
so that, in the thermodynamic limit, the average degree is set to 〈k〉8.

Given the homogeneity and rotational invariance of the distribution of nodes in the similarity space, we can place

the i’th node on the origin, leading to N identical terms. When the system size is large, we can approximate the

sums in Eq. (4) by integrals. This leads to the following expression

lnZ = N

∫∫
dκdκ′ρ(κ)ρ(κ′)

∫ ∞

0

dx ln

[
1 +

(
x

µ̂κκ′

)−β]

= Nµ̂〈k〉2
∫ ∞

0

dt ln
[
1 + t−β

]
= N

µ̂〈k〉2π
sin π

β

. (5)

We can then use the above expression to find the grand potential Ξ = −β−1 lnZ and the entropy as S = β2(∂Ξ
∂β )µ

From this, we can find the entropy per link of the system as

S

E
= β − π cot

π

β

β→β+
c∼ 1

β − 1
, (6)

where in the last step µ̂ was plugged in. Note that E = N〈k〉/2 is the number of links –and so particles– in the

network. Interestingly, the entropy density is only a function of β, and so independent of the degree distribution.

From Eq. (6), we see that the entropy per link diverges at the critical temperature β → β+
c = 1. This implies

that there is a sudden change in the behavior of the system at the critical point β = βc, which could indicate the

presence of a phase transition. This transition is, however, anomalous –at odds with the continuous entropy density

usually observed in continuous phase transitions– and thus cannot be described by Landau’s symmetry-breaking
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Figure 1: Entropy per link for S1 geometric networks of different sizes with homogeneous degrees. Different
curves are obtained by numerical integration (see SI). The inset shows the same curves in the region β > βc in
logarithmic scale. The sketch in the top illustrates the different organization of cycles in the two phases, short-range
at low temperatures and long-range –of the order of the network diameter– in the high temperature regime.

theory of continuous phase transitions. Figure 1 shows a numerical evaluation of the entropy for different system

sizes in homogeneous networks confirming the divergence of the entropy per link at the critical temperature as

predicted by our analysis. Nevertheless, as we show in the SI, entropy per link diverges logarithmically with the

system size at β = βc so that the divergence can only be detected for very large systems.
High temperature regime

In the high temperature regime β < βc we again fix the angular coordinate and expected degree of the nodes

(κi, θi) so that the degree distribution of the network remains unaltered when temperature is increased beyond the

critical point and the model can be directly compared with real networks. Under these constraints, maximizing the
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entropy of the ensemble leads to the following connection probability8

pij =
1

1 +
xβij
µ̂κiκj

, (7)

with µ̂ ' (1 − β)2−βNβ−1/〈k〉 for β < 1 and µ̂ ' (2〈k〉 lnN)−1 when β = 11. Notice that this definition of

the model converges to the soft configuration model with a given expected degree sequence33,34,35,36 in the limit of

infinite temperature β = 0. As we show in the SI, in this regime long range connections dominate, which causes

the entropy density to scale as lnN (see Fig. 1) in the whole interval β ∈ [0, 1] (and so to diverge in the limit

N →∞) and the clustering to vanish in the thermodynamic limit.

Notice that the S1 model is rotationally invariant both above and below the critical temperature, which implies

that there is no symmetry breaking at the critical point. In fact, we argue that βc separates two distinct phases with

different organization of the cycles, or topological defects, in the network. Indeed, the cycle space of an undirected

network with N nodes, E links, and Ncom connected components is a vector space of dimension E−N +Ncom
37.

This dimension is also the number of chordless cycles in the network as they form a complete basis of the cycle

space. In complex networks, we are typically interested in connected or quasi-connected networks, with a giant

connected component extending almost to the entire network. In the S1 model this is achieved in the percolated

phase when the average degree is sufficiently high, but still in the sparse regime, so that the vast majority of

cycles are contained in the giant component. In this case, by changing temperature without changing the degree

distribution, the number of nodes, links, and components remain almost invariant and so does the number of

chordless cycles. Thus, the two different phases correspond to a different arrangement of the chordless cycles of

the network 2, as illustrated in the sketch in Fig. 1. This is again similar to the BKT transition since the number of

vortices and antivortices is preserved in both phases.

This difference in arrangement of the cycles is caused by the following process. At low temperatures, the high

energy associated to connecting spatially distant points causes the majority of links attached to a given node to

be local. This defines the geometric phase at β > βc where the triangle inequality plays a critical role in the

1Here we define ‘A ' B’ as ‘A is asymptotically equal to B’, i.e. that the equality becomes exact asN →∞. This in contrast to ‘A ∼ B’
which means that A and B are asymptotically proportional to one another.

2We, however, notice that the preservation of the number of cycles is not a necessary condition for the transition to take place.
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Figure 2: Average local clustering coefficient vs network size for S1 geometric networks with homogeneous de-
grees. The networks were generated by applying the DPG technique to a configuration model network with a
homogeneous degree sequence k = 4,∀k. Dashed lines are power law fits used to estimate the exponent σ.

formation of cycles of finite size. As temperature increases, the number of energetically feasible links connecting

very distant pairs of nodes grows, and at β ≤ βc the number of available long range states becomes macroscopic

due to the logarithmic dependence of the energy on distance, which causes the entropy per link to be infinite in

this regime. This defines a nongeometric phase where links are mainly long ranged and the fraction of finite size

cycles vanishes because the triangle inequality stops playing a role. This in turn implies that chordless cycles are

necessarily of the order of the network diameter.

In the geometric phase, there are finite cycles of any order although, as we shown in the SI, the density of

triangles is much higher than the density of squares, pentagons, etc. In the nongeometric phase, the cycles are of

the order of the network diameter. However, due to the small-world property and finite size effects the diameter

of the network can be quite small, so that the distinction between finite cycles of order higher than three and

long range cycles can be difficult. Therefore, the average local clustering coefficient –measuring the density of

the shortest possible cycles, which are also the most numerous– is the perfect order parameter to quantify this
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Figure 3: Exponent σ(β), as defined in c(N, β) ∼ N−σ(β), for β < βc evaluated from numerical simulations
(colored circles), numerical integration of Eq. (8) (dashed lines), and theoretical approach Eq. (11,12) (solid lines).
Networks are generated with a homogeneous distribution of hidden degrees (red lines and circles) and a power law
distribution with exponents γ = 2.3 and γ = 2.7, blue and green lines and circles, respectively.

topological phase transition.
Finite size scaling of the transition

To quantify the behavior of clustering in this transition, we compute the average local clustering coefficient, c̄, as

the local clustering coefficient averaged over all nodes in a network. The local clustering coefficient for a given

node i, with hidden variables (κi, θi), is defined as the probability that a pair of randomly chosen neighbors are

neighbors themselves and, using results from38, can be computed as

ci =

∑
j 6=i
∑
k 6=i pijpjkpik(∑
j 6=i pij

)2 . (8)

In the SI we derive analytic results for the behavior of the average local clustering coefficient when hidden degrees

follow a power law distribution ρ(κ) ∼ κ−γ with 2 < γ < 3 and a cutoff κ < κc ∼ Nα/2. This is done by

finding appropriate bounding functions f(N, β) ≤ c(N, β) ≤ g(N, β) that are both asymptotically proportional

to N−σ(β), implying that c ∼ N−σ(β) as well. When β > 1, which we call the geometric region, the average local

clustering coefficient behaves as9

lim
N→∞

c(N, β) = Q(β), (9)
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for some constant Q(β) that depends on β. Moreover, there exists a constant Q′ such that

lim
β→1+

Q(β)

(β − 1)2
= Q′ (10)

When β′c < β ≤ 1, i.e. in the quasi-geometric region,

c(N, β) ∼





(logN)−2 if β = 1

N−2(β−1−1) if β′c < β < 1
(11)

where the vale of β′c depends on the parameter α. If α > 1 3 it is given by β′c = 2/γ and if κc grows with N

slower than any power law (α = 0) then β′c = 2
3 . This includes the case of homogeneous degree distributions

with ρ(κ) = δ(κ − 〈k〉) that we study in this paper. Notice that the behavior in a close neighborhood of βc is

independent of γ. The fact that the microscopic details of the model do not affect this scaling behavior points to

the universality of our results.

Finally, when β < β′c (in the non-geometric region), the exact scaling behavior depends on α (see the SI for the

general case α ≤ 1):

c(N, β) ∼




N−(γ−2) logN if α > 1

N−1 if α = 0.
(12)

These results are remarkable in many respects. First, clustering undergoes a continuous transition at βc = 1,

attaining a finite value in the geometric phase β > βc and becoming zero in the nongeometric phase β < βc in

the thermodynamic limit. The approach to zero when β → β+
c is very smooth since both clustering and its first

derivative are continuous at the critical point. Second, right at the critical point, clustering decays logarithmically

with the system size, and it decays as a power of the system size when β < βc. This is at odds with traditional

continuous phase transitions, where one observes a power law decay at the critical point and an even faster decay

in the disordered phase. Third, there is a quasi-geometric region β′c < β < βc where clustering decays very

slowly, with an exponent that depends on the temperature. Finally, for β < β′c, we recover the same result as that

of the soft configuration model for scale-free degree distributions34. The results in Eqs. (11,12) around the critical

point suggest that Neff = lnN plays the role of the system size instead of N . Indeed, in terms of this effective

size, we observe a power law decay at the critical point and a faster decay in the unclustered phase, as expected
3α = 1 defines the onset of structural degree-degree correlations 39
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for a continuous phase transition. Consequently, we expect the finite size scaling ansatz of standard continuous

phase transitions to hold with this effective size. We then propose that, in the neighborhood of the critical point,

clustering at finite size N can be written as

c̄(β,N) = [lnN ]
− ην f

(
(β − βc) [lnN ]

1
ν

)
, (13)

with η = 2, ν = 1, and where f(x) is a scaling function that behaves as f(x) ∼ xη for x→∞.

We test these results with numerical simulations, and by direct numerical integration of Eq. (8) using Eq. (1)

for β > βc and Eq. (7) for β ≤ βc, see SI. Simulations are performed with the degree-preserving geometric (DPG)

Metropolis-Hastings algorithm introduced in40, that allows us to explore different values of β while preserving

exactly the degree sequence. Given a network, the algorithm selects at random a pair of links connecting nodes i, j

and l,m and swaps them (avoiding multiple links and self-connections) with a probability given by

pswap = min

[
1,

(
∆θij∆θlm
∆θil∆θjm

)β]
, (14)

where ∆θ is the angular separation between the corresponding pair of nodes. This algorithm maximizes the

likelihood that the network is S1 geometric while preserving the degree sequence and the set of angular coordinates,

and it does so independently of whether the system is above or below the critical temperature. Notice that the

continuity of Eq. (14) as a function of β makes it evident that, even if the connection probability takes a different

functional form above and below the critical point, the model is the same.

Figure 2 shows the behavior of the average local clustering coefficient as a function of the number of nodes

for homogeneous S1 networks with different values of β, showing a clear power law dependence N−σ(β) in the

nongeometric phase β < βc, with an exponent that varies with β as predicted by our analysis. These results are

used to measure the exponent σ(β) as a function of the inverse temperature β, which in Fig. 3 are compared with

the theoretical value given by Eq. (11,12). The agreement is in general very good, although it gets worse for values

of β very close to βc and for very heterogeneous networks. This discrepancy is expected due to the slow approach

to the thermodynamic limit in the nongeometric phase, which suggests that the range of our numerical simulations,

N ∈ [5 × 102, 105], is too limited. To test for this possibility, we solve numerically Eq. (8) for sizes in the range

11



−10 0 10

2

3

4

5

6

c[
ln

N
]η

/
ν

η/ν = 1.90
ν = 0.48

Heterogen. γ = 2.7
Simulations

−2 0 2

2

4

6

8

η/ν = 1.90
ν = 0.71

Heterogen. γ = 2.7
Num. Integration

−5 0 5

(β− 1)[ln N]1/ν

0

1

2

3

c[
ln

N
]η

/
ν

η/ν = 2.00
ν = 0.59

Homogen.
Simulations

−1 0 1

(β− 1)[ln N]1/ν

1

2

3

4

η/ν = 2.00
ν = 0.83

Homogen.
Num. Integration

Figure 4: Finite size scaling Eq. (13) for heterogeneous networks with γ = 2.7 (top row) and homogeneous
networks (bottom row). Left column correspond to numerical simulations with sizes in the range N ∈ (5 ×
102, 105), whereas the right column is obtained from numerical integration of Eq. (8) with sizes in the range
N ∈ (5× 105, 108). Different colors correspond to the different system sizes used.

N ∈ [5× 105, 108] and measure numerically the exponent σ(β). In this case, the agreement is also very good for

heterogeneous networks. The remaining discrepancy when β ≈ βc is again expected since, as shown in Eq. (11),

right at the critical point clustering decays logarithmically rather than as a power law. Finally, Fig. 4 shows the

finite size scaling Eq. (13) both for the numerical simulations and numerical integration of Eq (8). In both cases,

we find a very good collapse with exponent η/ν ≈ 2 in all cases. The exponent ν, however, departs from the

theoretical value ν = 1 in numerical simulations due to their small sizes but improves significantly with numerical

integration for bigger sizes. We then expect Eq. (13) to hold, albeit for very large system sizes.

The slow decay of clustering in the nongeometric phase implies that some real networks with significant levels

of clustering may be better described using the S1 model with temperatures in the quasi-geometric regime β < βc.

Given a real network, the DPG algorithm can be used to find its value of β. To do so, nodes in the real network
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are given random angular coordinates in (0, 2π). Then the DPG algorithm is applied, increasing progressively the

value of β until the average local clustering coefficient of the randomized network matches the one measured in

the real network. Many real networks have very high levels of clustering and lead to values of β > βc. However,

there are notable cases with values of β below the critical point. As an example, in the SI table we show values of

β obtained for several real networks with values below or slightly above βc. In fact, some of them are found to be

very close to the critical point, like protein-protein interaction networks of specific human tissues41, with β ≈ 1,

or the genetic interaction network of the Drosophila Melanogaster42, β ≈ 1.1.

Conclusion

Our results in this paper show that the dependence of the phase space on an underlying geometry in networks

where edges are considered noninteracting particles leads to an anomalous phase transition between different

topological orders. Despite particles being noninteracting, the set of states that they can occupy are correlated by

the triangle inequality in the underlying metric space. This correlation induces an effective interaction between

particles, ultimately leading to a clustered phase at low temperatures. Interestingly, the logarithmic dependence

of the state-energy with the metric distance results in the divergence of the entropy at a finite temperature βc and,

thus, to a different ordering of cycles below βc, where clustering vanishes in the thermodynamic limit. The finite

size behavior of the transition is anomalous, with lnN and not N playing the role of the system size. This slow

approach to the thermodynamic limit is relevant for real networks in the quasi-geometric phase β′c < β < 1, for

which high levels of clustering can still be observed. All together, our results describe an anomalous topological

phase transition that cannot be described by the classic Landau theory but that, nevertheless, differs from other

topological phase transitions, such as the BKT transition, in the behavior of thermodynamic properties.
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S1 Analytics

In the following section we will first present some preliminaries about the S1-model. We will do so from the point of view

of network theory, focussing on connection probabilities and hidden variables of nodes. This section functions as a summary

of known results about the S1-model. For further reading about this model and its alternative formulation, the H2-model, we

kindly direct the reader to1. We will then look at the model from another direction, focussing on the fact that the network

can be represented as a gas of fermions (links), where the nodes of the network define the available states. This will allow us

to fully determine the thermodynamics of the model, generalizing what was already done in the main text of the paper. We

investigate the surprising result further by showing that many can be recovered by a highly simplified toy-model. We then

revert back to the network point of view to find the finite size scaling behaviour of the clustering coefficient in different cases.

This is done by looking at N � 1 but finite, taking only the dominant contributions into account. We distinguish between

the cases β < βc and β = βc as these show different behaviour. Finally we will study how the clustering coefficient in the

thermodynamic limit (N →∞) approaches zero in the limit β → β+
c . Notation-wise we choose to use a ' b to refer to ‘a is

asymptotically equivalent to b’ and ∼ to ‘a is asymptotically proportional to b’.

S1.1 Preliminaries

The average clustering coefficient for a node with hidden degree κ and angular position θ is defined in the S1 2 model as

c(κ, θ) =

(
N

k̄(κ, θ)

)2 ∫∫∫∫
dκ′dκ′′dθ′dθ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′, θ′′)p(κ, κ′′, θ, θ′′)p(κ, κ′, θ, θ′), (S1)

in a network with system size N . Here the function k̄(κ, θ) is the average degree of a node with hidden coordinates (κ, θ),

ρ(κ) is the hidden degree density and p(κ, κ′, θ, θ′′) is the connection probability between two nodes with hidden coordinates

(κ, θ) and (κ′, θ′). The exact form of these functions will be discussed in the following. Note that as the model has rotation

symmetry, one only needs to investigate the node at angular coordinate θ = 0. The average clustering coefficient can be

computed from c(κ) in the following manner

c =

∫
dκ′ρ(κ′)c(κ′). (S2)

However, as c(κ) is a bounded monotonically decreasing function, it suffices to find the scaling of c(κ) for small κ3. In

Eq. (S1), ρ(κ) defines the distribution of the hidden degrees. In the following, we always apply a power law distribution. As
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we are interested in finite-sized scale-free networks, we choose the following distribution

ρ(κ) =





(γ−1)κγ−1
0

1−
(
κc
κ0

)1−γ κ
−γ if κ0 ≤ κ ≤ κc

0 else
(S3)

Note that from this expression also the homogeneous distribution can be reached. This can be done in two different ways.

The first is by letting κc → κ0. Note that then ρ(κ)→∞ if κ0 ≤ κ ≤ κc, but that this region also goes to zero width. Thus,

we end up with a delta distribution (note that the integral of ρ(κ) always gives 1, irrespective of κc), exactly what we want for

a homogeneous distribution. We can then set κ0 = 〈k〉 to obtain the correct average degree. One can make similar arguments

by leaving κc > κ0 and γ → ∞. In this case, one again ends up with the same distribution. We choose to not specify the

specific form of the cut-offs just yet. We just demand that κ0 is such that the correct average degree is obtained and that, to

lowest order, it does not depend on the system size. The average degree of nodes with hidden variable κ and angular position

θ is defined as

k̄(κ, θ) = N

∫∫
dκ′dθ′ρ(κ′)p(κ, κ′, θ, θ′). (S4)

The function p describes the probability of two nodes in the network being connected and is given by the Fermi-Dirac

distribution. In Ref.4 it is noted that for β > βc, one can define the connection probability in the thermodynamic limit, given

in terms of the spatial coordinates r, in our 1D case the coordinates on a infinite line:

p(κ′, κ′′, r′, r′′) =
1

1 +

( |r′ − r′′|
µ̂κ′κ′′

)β , (S5)

Here µ̂ = expµ where µ is the chemical potential which fixes the average degree of the network. We come back to this

shortly. As was noted in the main text, the relation between the coordinate θ on a circle with a finite radius and the coordinate

on the real line r is r = Nθ
2π . So for finite sizes this becomes

p(κ′, κ′′, θ′, θ′′) =
1

1 +

(
N∆θ

2πµ̂κ′κ′′

)β . (S6)

Here ∆θ = π − |π − |θ′ − θ′′||. To find the value of µ̂ we demand that the average degree remains constant:

〈k〉 =
N

π

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
1

1 +
(

Nθ′
2πµ̂κ′κ′′

)β (S7)

= N

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′) 2F1

[
1, 1/β

1 + 1/β
;−
(

N

2µ̂κ′κ′′

)β]
(S8)
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' 2πµ̂〈k〉2
β sin (π/β)

+ (2µ̂)β
N1−β

1− β κ
2β
0

(
γ − 1

γ − β − 1

)2

(S9)

Here, 2F1

[
a, b
c

; z

]
is the ordinary hypergeometric function 1. Which one of these terms is dominant depends on β. If

β > 1, the first term is more important and so we can isolate µ̂ to obtain

µ̂ ' β sin(π/β)

2π〈k〉 . (S10)

If β < 1, the second term dominates and we obtain

µ̂ ' 1

2κ2
0

(1− β)1/β〈k〉1/βN1−1/β

(
γ − β − 1

γ − 1

)2/β

. (S11)

However, as explained in the main text, using connection probability (S6) also when β < 1 leads to an ever more homoge-

neous network. If instead we want to preserve the degree sequence also below the critical β we need to redefine the connection

probability in this regime:

p(κ′, κ′′, θ′, θ′′) =
1

1 +
(N∆θ)β

(2π)βµ̂κ′κ′′

. (S12)

If we use this connection probability instead in Eq. (S7) we obtain for µ̂ when β < 1

µ̂ ' (1− β)

2β〈k〉N1−β . (S13)

It can be shown that higher order terms become relevant when β → 1. Thus, when β = 1 the form of the dominant

contribution to chemical potential will change. Note that in this case both connection probabilities are equivalent. To fix the

average degree we write

〈k〉 =
N

π

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
1

1 +
(

Nθ′
2πµ̂κ′κ′′

)

= N

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)2F1

[
1, 1
2

;− N

2µ̂κ′κ′′

]
' 2〈k〉2µ̂ ln(N) (S14)

This then leads to

µ̂ '
(

2〈k〉 ln(N)
)−1

. (S15)

Having derived the expressions above, we can also determine k(κ, θ). For large N , Eq. (S4) evaluates to k(θ, κ) ' Cµ̂〈κ〉κ,

where C is some constant that depends on β. Thus, we note that the expected degree is proportional to the hidden degree.
1Note that we use a slightly different form than the standard 2F1[a, b; c; z] for aesthetic purposes.
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Now, integrating over κ we obtain 〈k〉 ' Cµ̂〈κ〉2, where above we have defined the various µ̂’s s.t. 〈k〉 = 〈κ〉. This then

implies that k(θ, κ) ' κ, i.e. that the hidden degree exactly represents the expected degree of a node.

S1.2 The network as a gas of fermions

We will now look at the network in a different picture, using the fact that, as explained in the main text, the edges can be seen

as fermions, with occupation numbers given by (1 + exp (β(ε− µ)))−1.

S1.2.1 The density of states

We start from the most general form of the connection probability

p =
1

1 + eβ(ε−µ)
.

Now, if we want the connection probability to have the form as given in Eq. (S6), where µ̂ = exp(µ), we must define the

energy per link/particle as

ε(θ′, θ′′, κ′, κ′′) = ln

(
N(π − |π − |θ′ − θ′′||)

2πκ′κ′′

)
. (S16)

As was mentioned above as well as in the main text, we must change the form of the connection probability for β < βc

in order to have a degree distribution independent of temperature. The form we then use is that given in Eq. (S12), where

µ̂ = expβµ, which leads to the following energy per particle.

ε(θ′, θ′′, κ′, κ′′) = ln

(
N(π − |π − |θ′ − θ′′||)

2π(κ′κ′′)1/β

)
. (S17)

Note that, from a standard statistical physics perspective having the energy levels depend on temperature explicitly is unusual.

In fact, we will see that we need to be very careful when deriving the thermodynamic properties. However, we will also show

that, from a network perspective, the results we obtain are completely valid.

With the two expressions for the energy per particles we can then derive the density of states as follows:

ρ(ε) =

∫ 2π

0

dθ′ρ(θ′)
∫ 2π

0

dθ′′ρ(θ′′)
∫ ∞

κ0

dκ′ρ(κ′)
∫ ∞

κ0

dκ′′ρ(κ′′)δ(ε− ε(θ′, θ′′, κ′, κ′′)) (S18)

This leads to two distinct density of states. The first, using Eq. (S16), is

ρ(ε) = 2

(
γ − 1

2− γ

)2

κ4
0e
ε+εmaxΘ(εmax − ε)

[
1 + e(2−γ)(εmax−ε)((2− γ)(εmax − ε)− 1)

]
, (S19)
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with εmax = ln
(
N

2κ2
0

)
(connecting two points on opposite sides of the S1 manifold with both points having the minimal

expected degree) and the second, using Eq. (S17), is

ρ(ε) = 2

(
γ − 1

1 + 1/β − γ

)2

κ
4/β
0 eε+εmaxΘ(εmax − ε)

[
1 + e(β+1−βγ)(εmax−ε)((β + 1− βγ)(εmax − ε)− 1)

]
, (S20)

with εmax = ln

(
N

2κ
2/β
0

)
. Note that at β = 1 these two are the same. The general form is thus

ρ(ε) = aeε+εmaxΘ(εmax − ε)
[
1 + eb(εmax−ε)(b(εmax − ε)− 1)

]
. (S21)

S1.2.2 Chemical Potential

With this we can calculate the chemical potential. In order to do so we study the average amount of links

〈E〉 =

∫ εmax

−∞
dε

ρ(ε)

1 + eβ(ε−µ)

= ae2εmax

(
b2

(b− 1)2
+ eβ(εmax−µ)

(
−
bΦ
[
− eβ(εmax−µ), 2, 1−b+β

β

]

β2
−

2F1

[
1, 1 + 1

β

2 + 1
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]

1 + β

+

2F1

[
1, 1 + 1−b

β

2 + 1−b
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]

1 + β − b

))
. (S22)

Here, Φ[z, a, b] is the Lerch zeta function. If we now assume eβ(εmax−µ) � 1, we can approximate this as

〈E〉 ' ae(2+β)εmax−βµ
{

1

β
π csc

(
π

β

)
e−(1+β)(εmax−µ) +

b2

(1− β)(b+ β − 1)2
e−2β(εmax−µ)

}
. (S23)

We know that εmax ∼ lnN so µ ' c lnN where c < 1. It can then be shown that for all c the dominant contributions are

〈E〉 '





aπ
β e

εmax+µ csc
(
π
β

)
if β > 1

aεmaxe
εmax+µ if β = 1

ab2

(1−β)(b+β−1)2 e
(2−β)εmax+µβ if β < 1

(S24)

If we take 〈E〉 = N〈k〉/2 (sparse network) we obtain

µ '





ln

(
β sin(πβ )

2π〈k〉

)
if β > 1

1
2〈k〉 lnN if β = 1

1
β ln

(
Nβ−1(1−β)

2β〈k〉

)
if β < 1

(S25)

Note that in all these cases eβ(εmax−µ) � 1 and that these are exactly the same results as we found before.
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S1.2.3 Thermodynamics

With this we can now study the grand potential.

Ξ = − 1

β

∫ εmax

−∞
dερ(ε) ln

(
1 + e−β(ε−µ)

)

= − a
β
e2εmax

{
b

β(1− b)Φ

[
− eβ(εmax−µ), 2,

1− b
β

]
+ (−1)−1/βe−(εmax−µ)B−eβ(εmax−µ)

[
1 + 1/β, 0

]

1− 2b+ (b− 1)bεmax

1− b+ β

β

(1− b)2 2F1

[
1, 1 + 1−b

β

2 + 1−b
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]
eβ(εmax−µ)

+
βb

(b− 1)3
(1− εmax + b(−3 + b+ εmax)) +

b2

(1− b)2
ln
(

1 + e−β(εmax−µ)
)

− bβ

(1− b)2
εmax2F1

[
1, 1−b

β

1 + 1−b
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]
eβ(εmax−µ)

}
, (S26)

whereBz[a, b] is the incomplete beta function. Again assuming that eβ(εmax−µ) � 1 and b < 1 we get the following dominant

terms, after having divided out 〈E〉

Ξ

E
'





−1 if β > 1

−1 if β = 1

− 1
β if β < 1

(S27)

Normally with this we have enough to calculate the entropy. However, we need to be careful when using a temperature

dependent density of states. Let us check if S = β2
(
∂Ξ
∂β

)
µ

still holds.

β2

(
∂Ξ

∂β

)

µ

= −βρ(εmax)
∂εmax

∂β
ln
(

1 + e−β(εmax−µ)
)
− β

∫ εmax

−∞
dε
∂ρ(ε)

∂β
ln
(

1 + e−β(εmax−µ)
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∆

+

∫ εmax

−∞
dερ(ε)

(
ln
(

1 + e−β(εmax−µ)
)

+ β(ε− µ)
1

1 + εβ(ε−µ)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
−βΞ+β(〈U〉−µ〈E〉)

= ∆ +

∫ εmax

−∞
dερ(ε)

(
ln
(
1 + eβ(εmax−µ)

)

1 + εβ(ε−µ)
+

ln
(
1 + e−β(εmax−µ)

)

1 + ε−β(ε−µ)

)

= ∆−
∫ εmax

−∞
dερ(ε)

(
1

1 + εβ(ε−µ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
p(ε)

ln

(
1

1 + eβ(εmax−µ)

)
+

(
1− 1

1 + εβ(ε−µ)

)
ln

(
1− 1

1 + eβ(εmax−µ)

))

= ∆−
∫ εmax

−∞
dερ(ε)

(
p(ε) ln(p(ε)) + (1− p(ε)) ln(1− p(ε))

)
= ∆ + S (S28)

In the last step we recognize the entropy of a graphon gas5. So, indeed, in the case that ρ(ε) or εmax depends on the tempera-

ture, we get extra terms (S = β2
(
∂Ξ
∂β

)
µ
−∆). These terms, at least in the general case, are not trivial to evaluate. However,
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we also note that S = β(〈U〉 − Ξ − µ〈E〉) remains valid in all cases. We will therefore approach S in this way. Thus, the

final thing we need to do is find an expression for the average energy.

〈U〉 =

∫ εmax

−∞
dε

ερ(ε)

1 + eβ(ε−µ)

= ae2εmax

{
2F1

[
1, 1−b

β

1 + 1−b
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]
εmax +

1

b− 1
2F1

[
1, 1−b

β

1 + 1−b
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]
εmax

+
1 + bεmax

(b− 1)2 3F2

[
1, 1−b

β , 1−b
β

1 + 1−b
β , 1 + 1−b

β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]
− 3F2

[
1, 1

β ,
1
β

1 + 1
β , 1 + 1

β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]

+
2b

(b− 1)2 4F3

[
1, 1−b

β , 1−b
β , 1−b

β

1 + 1−b
β , 1 + 1−b

β , 1 + 1−b
β

;−eβ(εmax−µ)

]}
(S29)

We can again take the limit eβ(εmax−µ) � 1, dividing out 〈E〉, to obtain

〈U〉
〈E〉 '





µ− π
β cot

(
π
β

)
if β > 1

1
b + 1

2εmax + 1
2µ if β = 1

εmax − b+3β−3
(1−β)(b+β−1) if β < 1.

(S30)

Finally, this leads us to the entropy:

S

〈E〉 = β

( 〈U〉
〈E〉 −

Ξ

〈E〉 − µ
)
'





β
(
µ− π

β cot
(
π
β

)
+ 1− µ

)
if β > 1

1
b + 1

2εmax + 1
2µ+ 1− µ if β = 1

β
(
εmax − b+3β−3

(1−β)(b+β−1) + 1
β − µ

)
if β < 1

(S31)

Now we plug in the remaining variables to obtain

S

〈E〉 '





β − π cot
(
π
β

)
if β > 1

1 + 1
2 lnN − 1

2 ln〈k〉+ ln
(
γ−1
γ−2

)
+ 1

2−γ + 1
2 ln lnN if β = 1

1 + lnN − ln〈k〉 − ln(1− β) + β
β−1 + 2 ln

(
γ−1
γ−2

)
− 2

γ−2 if β < 1

(S32)

The final entropy is, as expected, equal to that of the an Erdös-Renyi graph with connection probability 〈k〉/N when β → 0

and γ →∞6 and should give the entropy of the soft configuration model when β → 0.

Using the density of states and the Fermi-Dirac statistics we can also find the probability of a link having energy ε. This is

namely given by

p(ε) =
1

〈E〉
g(ε)

1 + eβ(ε−µ)
(S33)
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We can plug in the approximated values of µ from before and plot the results for β = 1/2 (blue line) and β = 3/2 (orange

line) in Fig. S3. Notice that this probability density changes dramatically at the “critical” point β = 1. Indeed, when β > 1

particles occupy low energy states and for β < 1 they occupy mainly high energy states. However, since the number of

states grows exponentially with the energy, the number of available microstates per particle grows extremely fast in the β < 1

regime, inducing a sudden increase of the entropy, explaining the divergence of the entropy in the thermodynamic limit in

this regime.

S1.2.4 Toy model

Above we have seen some interesting bahavior, most notably the non-extensivity of the entropy above the critical temperature.

We want to now investigate where this feature comes from, by looking at a simplified version of our model. Suppose we have

a system made of Npart non-interacting “particles”, each of which can attain states of energy ε ∈ (0, εmax). Suppose also that

the degeneracy of states of energy ε grows as

g(ε) = V eβcε

with βc a fixed parameter and V the volume of the system. The probability density to find one such particle in a state of

energy ε is

p(ε) =
β − βc

1− e−(β−βc)εmax
e−(β−βc)ε. (S34)

We notice that here we find the same sudden change of behavior at the critical point β = βc as we found in the S1 model.

Using Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics for identical particles, the entropy per particle of this system is easily calculated as

S

Npart
=

β

β − βc
− βεmax

e(β−βc)εmax − 1
− ln

[
Npart

V

β − βc
1− e−(β−βc)εmax

]
+ 1. (S35)

The first two terms in this last equation are just the average energy per particle of the system. If the density of particles is

kept fixed, so that limNpart→∞
Npart

V = cte, then entropy is an extensive quantity as it is proportional to the number of particles.

However, there is a clear change of behavior as one goes from β > βc to β < βc due to the change of behavior of the

probability density Eq. (S34). If besides βεmax � 1, then the entropy behaves as

S

Npart
'





β
β−βc − ln

[
Npart

V (β − βc)
]

+ 1 β > βc

1
2βcεmax − ln

[
Npart

V εmax

]
+ 1 β = βc

βcεmax + β
β−βc − ln

[
Npart

V (βc − β)
]

+ 1 β < βc

(S36)
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Thus, in the limit of εmax →∞ the entropy per particle diverges at β → β+
c and scales as εmax for β ≤ βc, just as in our model.

In the S1-model, the effective system size is given by the proportionality constant Veff = aeεmax in Eq. (S21) and the

amount of particles is given by 〈E〉 = N〈k〉/2 as we are working with a sparse graph. In this case we indeed satisfy

lim〈E〉→∞
〈E〉
Veff

= cte and the entropy is thus in principle extensive. However, as in the full model there is the extra constraint

〈E〉 ≤ N(N − 1)/2 and εmax = ln(N/(2κ2
0)), we are obliged to also send εmax to infinity when going to the thermodynamic

limit, thus resulting in a non-extensive entropy for β < βc. We thus show that the essential feature of the S1 model that leads

to a non-extensive entropy is the exponential dependence on the energy of the density of states.

S1.3 Scaling Behaviour of Clustering with System Size

In the following section we find the dominant finite size scaling of the clustering coefficient for β ≤ 1. As was explained

in the main text, in this region in the thermodynamic limit clustering vanishes. We will therefore study what happens when

N � 1 but finite for any β (we thus do not take any limit with respect to the temperature). As for β . 1 higher order finite

size correction become important, we study separately the case β = 1.

We start by manipulating the angular integrals of Eq. (S1) as to simplify the task at hand later on. We then turn to the scaling

when β < 1 and conclude with an analysis of the scaling when β = 1. In the case of β < 1, in order to facilitate numerics

later on, we choose to adopt the connection probability as defined by Eq. (S12), where the degree sequence at different

temperatures is the same.

The basis of these calculations is the fact that we are looking for the scaling behaviour of the c with respect to the system size

N . This allows us to always ignore terms that we know are smaller than than the main term, which simplifies the integrals

that we study substantially. Once we have a term, say A, we want to know the scaling behaviour of, we use the fact that if the

functions f(N) and g(N) in equation

f(N) < A < g(N) (S37)

have the same dominant scaling, one can immediately conclude that A also has that exact dominant scaling. Therefore, by
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finding upper and lower bounds to the integrals in question we can extract there scaling behavior with respect to A. It is

important to keep in mind that, even when the integrals representing the bounds become very tedious, the strategy we employ

remains the same throughout this section.

S1.3.1 Angular Manipulation

We start by manipulating the angular integrals of Eq. (S1) to make it easier to work with, i.e. get rid of the absolute values in

the expressions for ∆θ. The equation has the following form:

c(κ) =

∫∫∫∫
dκ′dκ′′dθ′dθ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)p(κ, κ′, π − |π − |θ′||)p(κ, κ′′, π − |π − |θ′′||)p(κ′, κ′′, π − |π − |θ′ − θ′′||))∫∫

dκ′dθ′ρ(κ′)p(κ, κ′, π − |π − |θ′||) .

(S38)

Here, we have used θ = 0. Let us first investigate the trivial case of the denominator, where we only focus on the angular

integral

∫ 2π

0

dθ′p(κ, κ′, π − |π − |θ′||) =

∫ π

0

dθ′p(κ, κ′, π − |π − |θ′||) +

∫ 2π

π

dθ′p(κ, κ′, π − |π − |θ′||)

=

∫ π

0

dθ′p(κ, κ′, θ′) +

∫ 2π

π

dθ′p(κ, κ′, 2π − θ′) = 2

∫ π

0

dθ′p(κ, κ′, θ′), (S39)

where in the last step we have performed the transformation t = 2π − θ′ and t → θ′ on the second integral. The numerator

can be rewritten in a similar way to obtain four terms

∫ 2π

0

dθ′
∫ 2π

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, π − |π − |θ′||)p(κ, κ′′, π − |π − |θ′′||)p(κ′, κ′′, π − |π − |θ′ − θ′′||)

=2

∫ π

0

dθ′
(∫ θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ − θ′′) +

∫ θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ − θ′′)

+

∫ π−θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ + θ′′) +

∫ π

π−θ′
dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, 2π − θ′ − θ′′)

)
.

(S40)

The first two terms are not exactly the same. However, as the full expression of the clustering coefficient also contains

integrals over the hidden degrees, one can interchange κ′ ↔ κ′′. This thus shows that the first two terms contribute equally

to the clustering coefficient. All in all, we will thus be working with the following three terms

4

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ − θ′′)

+2

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ π−θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ + θ′′)

+2

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ π

π−θ′
dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, 2π − θ′ − θ′′). (S41)
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Now, before we get started on finding the scaling with respect to the system size of each term individually, it might be that

we can avoid doing so by some simple arguments. Indeed, we will show that the first term will always dominate the others in

the large N limit, and so we only have to find its scaling. Let us start with the second term

2

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ π−θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ + θ′′)

≤2

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ π

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ + θ′′). (S42)

The above statement is true as the integrand is strictly positive and so extending the integration domain will only make the

integral larger. Now, we can split the θ′′ integral and perform θ′ ↔ θ′′ and κ′ ↔ κ′′ on the second term to obtain

2

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ π

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ + θ′′)

= 4

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ + θ′′)

≤ 4

∫∫
dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

∫ π

0

dθ′
∫ θ′

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ − θ′′). (S43)

In the final step we use the functional form of p with respect to the angular coordinate is

p(s) =
1

1 + sβ
. (S44)

As sβ is monotonously increasing, and 1/(1 + s) is monotonously decreasing, p(s) is monotonously decreasing. Thus, it is

largest when s is smallest. Obviously, θ′ + θ′′ > θ′ − θ′′ for all (θ′, θ′′) ∈ [0, π]× [0, θ′]. We have thus proven that the first

term in Eq. (S41) dominates the second term. We can follow similar steps for the third term. We we will now only clarify

steps if they are new.

2

∫∫

κ′,κ′′

dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

π∫

0

dθ′
π∫

π−θ′
dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, 2π − θ′ − θ′′)

≤4

∫∫

κ′,κ′′

dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

π∫

0

dθ′
θ′∫

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, 2π − θ′ − θ′′). (S45)

Now, one knows that 2π − θ′ − θ′′ ≥ θ′ − θ′′ ∀(θ′,θ′′)∈[0,π]×[0,θ′]. For the same reasons as before, this then implies

4

∫∫

κ′,κ′′

dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

π∫

0

dθ′
θ′∫

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, 2π − θ′ − θ′′)

≤4

∫∫

κ′,κ′′

dκ′dκ′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)

π∫

0

dθ′
θ′∫

0

dθ′′p(κ, κ′, θ′)p(κ, κ′′, θ′′)p(κ′, κ′′, θ′ − θ′′), (S46)

so this term is also dominated by the first term in Eq. (S41).
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S1.3.2 Case 0 < β < 1

The first step is to perform the transformation x = κ′

κs
and y = κ′′

κs
, where we define κ2

s ≡ Nβ/((2π)βµ̂). Note that we use

assume the functional form of µ̂ defined in Eq. (S13), such that κs ∼
√
N . This leads to

c(κ) ∼ 2

κc/κs∫
κ0/κs

dx
κc/κs∫
κ0/κs

dy
π∫
0

dθ′
θ′∫
0

dθ′′(xy)−γp(κ, κsx, θ′)p(κ, κsy, θ′′)p(κsx, κsy, θ′ − θ′′)
(
κc/κs∫
κ0/κs

dx
π∫
0

dθ′x−γp(κ, κsx, θ′)

)2 , (S47)

We investigate the numerator and denominator separately and define

A− =

κc/κs∫

κ0/κs

dx

κc/κs∫

κ0/κs

dy

π∫

0

dθ′
θ′∫

0

dθ′′(xy)−γp(κ, κsx, θ
′)p(κ, κsy, θ

′′)p(κsx, κsy, θ
′ − θ′′). (S48)

B =

κc/κs∫

κ0/κs

dx

π∫

0

dθ′x−γp(κ, κsx, θ
′). (S49)

It is also useful to define

A+ =

κc/κs∫

κ0/κs

dx

κc/κs∫

κ0/κs

dy

π∫

0

dθ′
θ′∫

0

dθ′′(xy)−γp(κ, κsx, θ
′)p(κ, κsy, θ

′′)p(κsx, κsy, θ
′ + θ′′). (S50)

Our investigation will focus on finding upper and lower bounds for these integrals. Note that from here on out we will drop

the domains of the x and y integrals and assume them to be [κ0/κs, κc/κs] unless otherwise indicated. Using the fact that

1

1 +
(θ′ + θ′′)β

xy

<
1

1 +
(θ′ − θ′′)β

xy

, ∀θ′,θ′′,x,y, (S51)

we can conclude that A+ < A−. As numerical investigation leads us to expect that both have the same scaling, this implies

that we do not need to worry about an upper bound for A+ nor the lower bound for A−. If the functions f(N) and g(N) in

equation

f(N) < A+ < A− < g(N) (S52)

have the same dominant scaling, one can immediately conclude that A− also has that exact dominant scaling. One might

ask why we introduce A+ in the first place, when in the end we are only interested in the scaling of A−. The answer to this

is thatA+ in general has nicer properties due to the lack of (θ′−θ′′), as it is thus easier to find a lower bound for it than forA−.
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We start with the simplest integral, the B-term, which can be solved exactly. To this end we first need to rewrite it a bit. By

performing two substitutions

x′ =
κs
κc
x x′ → x, t =

θ′

π
t→ θ′, (S53)

one obtains

B = π

(
κc
κs

)1−γ 1∫

0

dθ′
1∫

κ0/κc

dx
x−γ

1 +
(πθ′)βκ2

s

κcκx

. (S54)

This then gives the following expression

B =
π

(β(γ − 1)− 1)(γ − 1)

{
(γ − 1)β

(
κ0

κs

)1−γ
2F1

[
1, 1/β

1 + 1/β
;−π

βκ2
s

κκ0

]

−(γ − 1)β

(
κc
κs

)1−γ
2F1

[
1, 1/β

1 + 1/β
;−π

βκ2
s

κκ0

]

− κ0

(
κ0

κs

)1−γ
2F1

[
1, γ − 1

γ
;−π

βκ2
s

κκ0

]

+ κ0

(
κc
κs

)1−γ
2F1

[
1, γ − 1

γ
;−π

βκ2
s

κκ0

]}
. (S55)

This expression can then be expanded w.r.t. N , using that κs ∼
√
N . To lowest order, one finds that B then scales as

B ∼ N γ−3
2 (S56)

Next we turn to the A+ term. Here we use the following fact to bound this integral. If F =
∫
V f(~x), where V is the volume

over which to integrate the function, and f(~x) ≥ f0 for all ~x, where f0 some constant, then F ≥ f0V . From the form of the

standard connection probability given in Eq. (S44), we see thatA+ is smallest when the argument is largest, which is the case

when θ′, θ′′ are largest, so when they are both π. Thus we can bound the angular integrals by replacing the integrand with its

minimum, the same function where both angular coordinates are π. The integrand is then a constant so the bound is given by

the value of that constant times the area of the integral. Plugging this in we obtain

A+ ≥
1

2
π2

∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

1

1 +
πβκs
κx

1

1 +
πβκs
κy

1

1 +
(2π)β

xy

=
1

2
π2−3β

(
κ

κs

)2 ∫
dxdy(xy)2−γ 1

1 +
κx

πβκs

1

1 +
κy

πβκs

1

1 +
xy

(2π)β

. (S57)

Now, this is exactly the same integral (with the exception of the π’s, but they will obviously not change scaling) as the one

evaluated in Ref.3. As was found in the reference (Eq. (6)), the scaling depends on how we set κc relative to κs. We

14



distinguish two regimes. First, there is the regime where κ0 � κs � κc. In this case, the scaling is

A+ ≥ c+,1κ−2
s ln(κc/κs). (S58)

Then, there is the region where κ0 ≤ κc ≤ κs (κ0 � κs must be required to hold) where one obtains

A+ ≥ c+,2κ2γ−8
s κ6−2γ

c . (S59)

This, however, does not give the full scaling behaviour, as numerical results show us that for large β the scaling with respect

to N is different. To find where this different scaling comes from we take a step back and look at the full integral A+ as given

in Eq. (S50). One might be tempted to, as in Ref.3, expand the first two connection probabilities to first order. However,

the presence of the angular coordinate makes this impossible. The argument of these connection probabilities has the form

s =
θβκ2

s

κκ′ . It becomes clear that for small enough θ, s is no longer large and the approximation thus breaks down. We thus

expect different scaling behaviour to arise as a result of small angular coordinates. To investigate this further, we split the

angular integration domain [0, π] × [0, t] in a convenient way and investigate the domain D1 = [0, (xy)1/β ] × [0, t]. Note

that we do not have to look at the other half of the original domain as we are only interested in the lower bound and our

integrand is positive for all angles, which means that the integral over the full domain must be larger or equal to the integral

over D1. The domain D1 can only be defined in the case that κc ≤ κs, as only then the angular coordinates remain smaller

than the maximal possible value of π for all x and y. For the case that κc � κs we define the more restrictive domain

D2 = [0, (κ0/κs)
2/β ]× [0, t]. Starting with the case κc ≤ κs, bounding the integral as before (by replacing the integrand by

its minimum), one finds

A+ ≥
1

1 + 2β

∫
dxdy(xy)2/β−γ 1

1 +
κsy

κ

1

1 +
κsx

κ

=
(κs/κ)−4/β+2γ−2

1 + 2β

(
B κ
κ0+κ

[
γ − 2

β
, 1− γ +

2

β

]
−B κ

κc+κ

[
γ − 2

β
, 1− γ +

2

β

])2

' c+,s,1κ−4/β+2γ−2
s + c+,s,2κ

−4/β+2γ−2
s κ4/β−2γ

c , (S60)

For the case κc � κs one obtains

A+ ≥
(
κ0

κs

)4/β ∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

1

1 +
κs
κx

κ2
0

κ2
s

1

1 +
κs
κy

κ2
0

κ2
s

1

1 +
2β

xy

κ2
0

κ2
s
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'
(
κ0

κs

)4/β ∫
dxdy(xy)−γ ' c+,s,3κ−4/β+2γ−2

s , (S61)

where in the first step it was noted that irrespective of the value of x and y, the argument of the connection probabilities is

small.

We now have five different scaling behaviours. Which terms dominate will depend on the value of β as well on κc. To

quantify how the scaling varies with κc we introduce the exponent α such that κc ∼ Nα/2. As κs ∼ N1/2, the different

regimes of κc described above correspond to α ∈ [0, 1] for κc ≤ κs and α ∈ (1, 2
γ−1 ] for κc � κs. Using these definitions

and adding up the different scaling we found above, we conclude that

A+ ≥




C+,1N

−2/β+γ−1 + C+,2N
−1 lnN if κc � κs

N−1

(
C+,3N

γ−2/β + C+,4N
(1−α)(γ−2/β) + C+,5N

(1−α)(γ−3)

)
if κc ≤ κs

, (S62)

where C+,i are constants. Note that, for example, the scaling of Eqs. (S58) and (S61) can indeed be combined to the first of

these two inequalities as both now hold for all β. When β > 2/γ the C+,2-term vanished with respect to the C+,1-term and

we are left with inequality (S61) and when β < 2/γ the other term dominates and we are left with inequality (S58).

Now obviously this is just a lower bound. To show that the clustering indeed scales like this we must also find an upper

bound, which we do by turning to the A− term. We divide the integration domain in two: Ds = [0, (κ0/κs)
2/β ]× [0, θ′] and

Dl = [(κ0/κs)
2/β , π]× [0, θ′]. We first turn to region Dl.

A−,l =

∫∫

Dl
dθ′dθ′′

∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

1

1 +
θ′βκs
κx

1

1 +
θ′′βκs
κy

1

1 +
(θ′ − θ′′)β

xy

≤
(
κ

κs

)2 ∫∫

Dl
dθ′dθ′′

∫∫
dxdy (xy)2−γ(θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′))−β 1

1 + xy
(θ′−θ′′)β

=

(
κ

κs

)2 ∫∫

Dl

dθ′dθ′′

(θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′))β
(
κc
κs

)2(3−γ)

Φ

[
−(θ′ − θ′′)−β

(
κc
κs

)2

, 2, 3− γ
]

+

(
κ

κs

)2 ∫∫

Dl

dθ′dθ′′

(θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′))β
(
κ0

κs

)2(3−γ)

Φ

[
−(θ′ − θ′′)−β

(
κ0

κs

)2

, 2, 3− γ
]

− 2

(
κ

κs

)2 ∫∫

Dl

dθ′dθ′′

(θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′))β
(
κ0κc
κ2
s

)3−γ
Φ

[
−(θ′ − θ′′)−β κ0κc

κ2
s

, 2, 3− γ
]
. (S63)

One sees that these three terms are similar, and so we treat the general integral

Iζ =

∫∫

Dl
dθ′dθ′′

Φ
[
−(θ′ − θ′′)−βζ, 2, 3− γ

]

(θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′))β ζ3−γ =

∫∫

Dl
dθ′dθ′′

Φ
[
−θ′′−βζ, 2, 3− γ

]

(θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′))β ζ3−γ , (S64)
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where the transformation θ′′′ = θ′ − θ′′, θ′′′ → θ′′ was performed. Now, the argument of the Lerch zeta function can in

principle be smaller and larger than one. If it is smaller, it can be shown that Φ[−(θ′ − θ′′)−βζ, 2, 3 − γ] < 2γ−3. If it is

bigger than one can use the identity described in Ref.3

Φ[−z2, 2, 3− γ] = z−2(3−γ)

(
2ψ(γ) ln z + ϑ(γ)

)
+

1

z2
Φ

[
1

z2
, 2, γ − 2

]
, (S65)

where

ψ(γ) = Φ[−1, 1, 3− γ] + Φ[−1, 1, γ − 2] and ϑ(γ) = −π2 cot(πγ) csc(πγ). (S66)

The argument of the Lerch zeta function is exactly one, which is the inflection point between the behaviours, when

a = ζ1/β (S67)

We must thus split the integration domain Dl in three regions (where b = (κ0/κs)
2/β): DX = [a, π] × [a, θ′], DY =

[a, π]× [0, a] and DZ = [b, a]× [0, θ′] as depicted in Fig. S1. Now, the grey region is the one where the Lerch zeta function

θ′′

θ′
b a

a

DX

DYDZ

Figure S1: Integration regions. In the grey region (DY + DZ) the argument of the Lerch zeta function is bigger than one, in
the hatched region (DX ) it is not and the black region is Ds.

argument is bigger than one, in the hatched region we can bound the Lerch zeta function away and the black region is Ds

and we thus do not care about it for the moment. Before going any further, let us note that Fig. S1 looks slightly different

for different κc and ζ. If κc � κs and ζ = (κc/κs)
2, then ζ � 1 and thus so is a. However, a as an integration limit must

be smaller than π and thus in this case the DX and DY regions disappear. When κc ≤ κs this is not the case as for all ζ,

a < π. Finally, irrespective of the value of κc, for ζ = (κ0/κs)
2, a = b and thus region DZ vanishes. Implementing the
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transformation given by Eq. (S65) in the grey region one obtains

Iζ ≤
∫∫

dθ′dθ′′(θ′(θ′ − θ′′))−β
{
θ′′β(2−γ)

[
ψ(γ) ln

(
ζ

θ′′β

)
+ ϑ(γ)

]
+ ζ2−γ(γ − 2)−2

}
. (S68)

As this leads to three different angular integrals, in the end we have seven different integrals to solve.

∫∫

DX
dθ′dθ′′

(
1

θ′θ′′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
=

a2−3β

3β − 2

{
B1[2β − 1, 1− β]−B1[1− β, 1− β]

+B a
π

[2β − 1, 1− β] + (a/π)3β−2B a
π

[1− β, 1− β]

}

+
4β−1/2π5/2−3βΓ[1− β]

Γ[3/2− β](3β − 2)

(
(a/π)2−3β − 1

)
(S69)

= cX11a
2−3β + cX12 (S70)

∫∫

DY
dθ′dθ′′

(
1

θ′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
=

a2−2β

2(β − 1)2

{
2(β − 1)B a

π
[2β − 1, 1− β]

− π−1/2(β − 1)Γ[1− β]Γ[β − 1/2]− 1

+ (1− 2F1

[
2(β − 1), β

2β − 1
; a/β

]
)(a/π)2β−2

}
(S71)

' cY11
a2−2β + cY12

(S72)

∫∫

DY
dθ′dθ′′

(
θ′′2−γ

θ′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
=

a2−γβ

γβ − 2

{
B1[1 + 2β − γβ, 1− β]

−B1[2β − 1, 1− β] +B a
π

[2β − 1, 1− β]

− (a/π)γβ−2B a
π

[1 + 2β − γβ, 1− β]

}
(S73)

' cY21a
2−γβ + cY22a

1+2β−γβ (S74)

∫∫

DY
dθ′dθ′′

(
θ′′2−γ

θ′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
ln

(
ζ

θ′′β

)
=

βa2−βγπ1−2β

(β(γ − 2)− 1)(βγ − 2)2

×
{

4β−1

π
3
2−2β

(β(γ − 2)− 1)Γ[1− β]Γ

[
β − 1

2

]

+
π2β−1Γ[1− β]Γ[−γβ + 2β + 2]

Γ[−γβ + β + 2]
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×
(

1 + (γβ − 2)(Hβ(2−γ) −H1+β−γβ)

β(γ − 2)− 1

)

− a2β−1

(
(β(γ − 2)− 1)

2β − 1
2F1

[
β, 2β − 1

2β
;
a

π

]

(βγ − 2)

β(γ − 2)− 1
3F2

[
β,−γβ + 2β + 1,−γβ + 2

β + 1− γβ + 2β + 2,−γβ + 2β + 2
;
a

π

]

+ 2F1

[
β, β(−γ) + 2β + 1
β(−γ) + 2β + 2

;
a

π

])}
(S75)

' cY31
a2−γβ + cY32

a1+2β−γβ (S76)

∫∫

DZ
dθ′dθ′′

(
1

θ′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
=
a2−2β − b2−2β

2(β − 1)2
= cZ11a

2−2β + cZ12b
2−2β (S77)

∫∫

DZ
dθ′dθ′′

(
θ′′2−γ

θ′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
=

Γ[1− β]Γ[−γβ + 2β + 1]
(
b2−βγ − a2−βγ)

(βγ − 2)Γ[−γβ + β + 2]
(S78)

= cZ21a
2−γβ + cZ22b

2−γβ (S79)

∫∫

DZ
dθ′dθ′′

(
θ′′2−γ

θ′(θ′ − θ′′)

)β
ln

(
ζ

θ′′β

)
=

Γ[1 + 2β − γβ]Γ[1− β]β

(βγ − 2)Γ[2 + β − γβ]

(
a2−γβ − b2−γβ

)

×
{
Hβ(2−γ) −H1+β−γβ +

1

γβ − 2
− 1

β
log(ζ)

+
a2−γβ log a− b2−γβ log b

a2−γβ − b2−γβ
}

(S80)

=
a2−γβ

(
cZ31 + cZ32

(
log(a)− 1

β log(ζ)
))

−b2−γβ
(
cZ31 + cZ32

(
log(b)− 1

β log(ζ)
)) (S81)

The next step is to organise the different scalings (see Tab. (S1), where we have defined cYi = cY1i
+cY2i

+cY3i
and similarly

for Z) that were found and find which is dominant.

Let us note that as, the final results (Eq. (S63)) contains Iκ2
c/κ

2
s
− 2Iκ0κc/κ2

s
, the terms containing ln(κc/κ0) cancel. We now

have many different scaling behaviours, and the question of which one dominates again depends on the value of β as well as

κc. As a matter of fact, if one includes the κ−2
s pre-factor in Eq. (S63), one recovers the same behaviour as was found for the

lower bound

I− ≤




C−,1N−2/β+γ−1 + C−,2N−1 lnN if κc � κs

N−1

(
C−,3Nγ−2/β + C−,4N (1−α)(γ−2/β) + C−,5N (1−α)(γ−3)

)
if κc ≤ κs

, (S82)
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ζ =
(
κ0

κs

)2

ζ =
(
κ0κc
κ2
s

)
ζ =

(
κc
κs

)2

(κc � κs) ζ =
(
κc
κs

)2

(κc ≤ κs)

X
cX11

(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

cX12

(
κ0

κs

)2(3−γ)

cX11

(
κ0κc
κ2
s

) 2
β−γ

+

cX12

(
κ0κc
κ2
s

)3−γ
cX11

(
κc
κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

cX12

(
κc
κs

)2(3−γ)

Y
cY 1

(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

cY 2

(
κ0

κs

)4+ 2
β−2γ

cY 1

(
κ0κc
κ2
s

) 2
β−γ

+

cY 2

(
κ0κc
κ2
s

)2+1/β−γ
cY 1

(
κc
κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

cY 2

(
κc
κs

)4+2/β−2γ

Z

cZ1

(
κ0κc
κ2
s

) 2
β−γ

+

(cZ22
− cZ31

)
(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

cZ32

β

(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

ln
(
κc
κ0

)
+

cZ12

(
κ0κc
κ2
s

)2−γ (
κ0

κs

) 4
β−4

cZ11
π2−2β

(
κc
κs

)2(2−γ)

+

(cZ21 + cZ31)π2−γβ+

(cZ22
− cZ32

)
(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

−
2
β cZ32

π2−γβ ln
(
κc
κs

)
+

2
β cZ32

(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

ln
(
κc
κ0

)
+

cZ23
π2−γβ ln(π)+

cZ12

(
κc
κs

)2(2−γ) (
κ0

κs

) 4
β−4

cZ1

(
κc
κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

(cZ22
− cZ31

)
(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

+

2cZ32

β

(
κ0

κs

) 4
β−2γ

ln
(
κc
κ0

)
+

cZ12

(
κc
κs

)4−2γ (
κ0

κs

) 4
β−4

Table S1: The different terms resulting from (S63).

where C−,i are constants.

This seems to go in the right direction. However, we have not explored the full integration domain yet. It turns out though

that the integration domain Ds does not lead to any new scaling:

I−,s =

∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

∫∫

Ds

1

1 +
θ′βκs
κx

1

1 +
θ′′βκs
κy

1

1 +
(θ′ − θ′′)β

xy

≤
∫∫

dxdy(xy)−γ
∫∫

Ds
1

=

(
κ0

κs

)4/β ∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

=

(
κ0

κs

)4/β
1

(1− γ)2

((
κc
κs

)1−γ
−
(
κ0

κs

)1−γ)2

' 1

(1− γ)2

(
κ0

κs

)2(1−γ+2/β)

∼ N−1+γ−2/β . (S83)

The contribution of Ds is thus subleading for small β and equally dominant as the other contributions for large β. We have

thus shown that for the the upper and lower bound the dominant scaling is the same. We now have the scaling of all distinct
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parts, B,A+, A−, so we can now combine them all.

c '
{
C1N

2−2/β + C2N
2−γ lnN if κc � κs

C3N
2−2/β + C4N

2−2/β−α(γ−2/β) + C5N
−1−α(γ−3) if κc ≤ κs

(S84)

Let us discuss the limiting cases of α. When α = 0, κ0 ∼ κc, and the network thus has a homogeneous degree distribution.

Then, C ' (C3 + C4)N2−2/β + C5N
−1. If α = 1, i.e. κc ∼ κs, the scaling becomes C ' C3N

2−2/β + (C4 + C5)N2−γ .

S1.3.3 Case β = 1

We now turn to the limit β = 1. The general practice of finding upper and lower bounds for the various relevant integrals will

be again pursued here, and in many cases the integrals examined will be similar to the ones studied above. However, there are

some important differences that force us to treat this case separately. For one, we know that in the case of β = 1, µ scales as

µ̂ ∼ (lnN)−1 instead of µ̂ ∼ N1−β , and thus κs ∼
√
N lnN , which of course alters scaling. We will represent all integrals

evaluated at β = 1 by a tilde (Ã−, Ã+, B̃). We start with B̃:

B̃ = π

(
κc
κs

)1−γ 1∫

0

dθ

1∫

κ0/κc

dx
x−γ

1 +
πθκ2

s

κcκx

= π

(
κc
κs

)1−γ {
κκc
πκ2

s

log
(

1 +
πκ2

s

κcκ

)

2− γ +
1

γ − 2

(
κ0

κc

)2−γ
κκc
πκ2

s

log

(
1 +

πκ2
s

κκ0

)

+
1

(γ − 2)(γ − 1)

(
2F1

[
1, γ − 1

γ
;−πκ

2
s

κκc

]
−
(
κ0

κc

)1−γ
2F1

[
1, γ − 1

γ
;−πκ

2
s

κκ0

])}
. (S85)

The second term is dominant and thus B̃ scales as

B̃ ∼ κγ−3
s log(κs) ∼ N

γ−3
2 (logN)

γ−1
2 . (S86)

For the lower bound of the numerator of the clustering coefficient we can use the result found in Eq. (S62) as nowhere was it

assumed that β < 1. Irrespective of κc this gives us

Ã+ ≤ c̃+Nγ−3 (lnN)
γ−3

. (S87)

For the upper bound of Ã− we cannot follow the same path as was done in the case of general β. This is because the

upper bound employed, given by Eq. (S63), diverges in the β = 1 limit. Thus, we must find a stricter bound. This is

done by once again dividing the angular integration domain, this time in four pieces: Ds = [0, (κ0/κs)
2] × [0, θ′], D2 =

[(κ0/κs)
2, π]×[0, (κ0/κs)

2],D3 = [(κ0/κs)
2, π]×[θ′−(κ0/κs)

2, θ′] andD3 = [2(κ0/κs)
2, π]×[(κ0/κs)

2, θ′−(κ0/κs)
2],
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θ′′

θ′
b

π − b

b

Figure S2: Integration regions where b =
κ2
0

κ2
s

The black region is region Ds. The horizontally striped region is region D2.
The vertically striped region is region D3. The grey region is region D4.

as represented in Fig. S2. Note that regions D2 and D3 overlap, but that is not a problem as our integrand is positive and

counting a region double just increases the value of the integral, which in turn work for our purposes as we are only looking

for an upper bound. For the region Ds we can use the result (S83):

Ã−,s ≤ c̃−,sNγ−3 (lnN)
γ−3

. (S88)

Turning to D2 we obtain

Ã−,2 =

∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

∫∫

D2

dθ′dθ′′

1 +
θ′κs
κx

1

1 +
θ′′κs
κy

1

1 +
θ′ − θ′′
xy

≤ κ

κs

∫∫

D2

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

κs/κ0∫

κs/κc

dx

κs/κ0∫

κs/κc

dy
xγ−3yγ−2

1 + xy(θ′ − θ′′) (S89)

where we have bounded the integral by decreasing the size of the denominators of the first and second terms. We also

performed a change of variables of x and y. We now extend the lower bounds of the x and y integrals to zero, which can be

done as our integral is positive, and so the resulting integral will be larger or equal to the original one.

Ã−,2 ≤
κ

κs

∫∫

D2

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

κs/κ0∫

0

dx

κs/κ0∫

0

dy
xγ−3yγ−2

1 + xy(θ′ − θ′′)

=
κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−3

∫∫

D2

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

(
Φ

[
−κ

2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′), 1, γ − 2

]
− Φ

[
−κ

2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′), 1, γ − 1

])
(S90)

We know again have the situation that depending on the values of the angular coordinates, the arguments of the Φ’s diverge

or go to zero. For the region D2s = [b, 2b] × [0, b], θ′ − θ′′ ∈ [0, b], so the argument lies between zero and one. For the
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region D2l = [2b, π] × [0, b], θ′ − θ′′ ∈ [b, π], so the argument is larger than one. We first turn to the second region. Here

the argument can diverge and we should thus perform a similar transformation as Eq. (S65). It is not exactly the same as the

second argument of the Φ’s is now 1 and not two 2, but the derivation is equivalent. This leads us to

κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−3

∫∫

D2l

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

(
Φ

[
−κ

2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′), 1, γ − 2

]
− Φ

[
−κ

2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′), 1, γ − 1

])

=
κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−3

∫∫

D2l

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

( (
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)2−γ (

Φ[−1, 1, 3− γ] + Φ[−1, 1, 2− γ]
)

−
(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)−1

Φ

[
−
(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)−1

, 1, 3− γ
]

+

(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)1−γ (

Φ[−1, 1, 2− γ] + Φ[−1, 1, 1− γ]
)

−
(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)−1

Φ

[
−
(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)−1

, 1, 2− γ
])

≤ κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−3

∫∫

D2l

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

( (
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)2−γ (

Φ[−1, 1, 3− γ] + Φ[−1, 1, 2− γ]
)

+

(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)1−γ (

Φ[−1, 1, 2− γ] + Φ[−1, 1, 1− γ]
)

− 2

(
κ2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′)
)−1)

∼ κ2(γ−3)
s ∼ Nγ−3 (lnN)

γ−3
. (S91)

For D2s we can immediately bound away the Φ to find

κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−3

∫∫

D2s

dθ′dθ′′

θ′

(
Φ

[
−κ

2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′), 1, γ − 2

]
− Φ

[
−κ

2
s

κ2
0

(θ′ − θ′′), 1, γ − 1

])

≤ κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−3

∫∫

D2s

dθ′dθ′′

θ′
=

κ

κs
(κs/κ0)2γ−5 ln 2 ∼ Nγ−3 (lnN)

γ−3
. (S92)

Combining the two results we find that Ã−,2 ≤ c̃−,2Nγ−3 (lnN)
γ−3 as expected. Then we investigate to D3:

Ã−,3 =

∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

∫∫

D3

dθ′dθ′′
1

1 +
θ′κs
κx

1

1 +
θ′′κs
κy

1

1 +
θ′ − θ′′
xy

=

∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

∫∫

D2

dθ′dθ′′
1

1 +
θ′κs
κx

1

1 +
(θ′ − θ′′)κs

κy

1

1 +
θ′′

xy

≤
(
κ

κs

)2 ∫∫
dxdyx1−γy1−γ

∫∫

D2

dθ′dθ′′
1

θ′
1

θ′ − θ′′

=
1

(2− γ)2

(
κ

κs

)2(
κ0

κs

)2(2−γ)(
π2

6
− Li2

[
κ2

0

κ2
sπ

])

∼ κ2(γ−3)
s ∼ Nγ−3 (lnN)

γ−3
. (S93)
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Here Li2(z) is the dilogarithm. The final region to be studied is D4:

Ã−,4 =

∫∫
dxdy(xy)−γ

∫∫

D4

dθ′dθ′′
1

1 +
θ′κs
κx

1

1 +
θ′′κs
κy

1

1 +
θ′ − θ′′
xy

≤
(
κ

κs

)2 ∫∫
dxdy(xy)1−γ

∫∫

D4

dθ′dθ′′
1

θ′θ′′
1

1 + θ′−θ′′
xy

=

(
κ

κs

)2
κs/κ0∫

κs/κc

dx
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Let us investigate the term with the logarithm first.
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This can then be evaluated. The θ′′ integral leads to a variety of different terms, which need to be treated separately. Some

variable transformations need to be performed, and some special functions need to be expanded to their series representation.

It can be shown that the integral to leading order is constant inN , implying that the logarithm term of Ã−,4 scales as κ2(γ−3)
s .

The other two terms in expression (S94) are easier to evaluate:

∫∫
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1
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(S96)

∫∫
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dθ′dθ′′
1
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)

b
− 2 log

(
π
b − 1
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π
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s

κ2
0

. (S97)
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Plugging this back in we find that also the integral over the region D4 scales as Nγ−3(lnN)γ−3.

Thus, we can finally conclude that for β = 1, the clustering coefficient must scale as

c ∼ Nγ−3(logN)γ−3

Nγ−3(logN)γ−1
= (logN)−2 . (S98)

With this we have found the critical exponent η/ν = 2.
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S1.4 Exponent η

In this section we show that the scaling exponent η that encodes how the clustering approaches zero when β → β+
c = 1. As

this only requires working on the low temperature side of the transition, we can directly work in the thermodynamic limit (we

thus take first the limit N → ∞ and then β → 1). To this end, we denote the general definition of the clustering coefficient

with hidden degree κ and (without loss of generality) spacial coordinate r = 0

c(κ) =

∞∫
κ0

dκ′
∞∫
κ0

dκ′′
∞∫
−∞

dr′
∞∫
−∞

dr′′ρ(κ′)ρ(κ′′)p(κ, κ′, |r′|)p(κ, κ′′, |r′′|)p(κ′, κ′′, |r′ − r′′|)
(
∞∫
κ0

dκ′
∞∫
−∞

dr′ρ(κ′)p(κ, κ′, |r′|)
)2 . (S99)

where we can use connection probability (S5) and µ̂ (S10).

Let us first turn to the denominator:

∫
dκ′ρ(κ′)

∞∫

−∞

dr′

1 +
(

r′
κκ′µ̂

)β = κ, (S100)

where we have plugged in the definition of µ̂ and used that 〈k〉 = γ−1
γ−2κ0.

The next step is the numerator. We first perform the transformation t = r′/(κκ′µ̂) and τ = r′′/(κκ′′µ̂) to obtain

c(κ) =
µ̂2

4
(γ − 1)2κ2γ−2

0

∫∫∫∫
dκ′dκ′′dtdτ

(κ′κ′′)1−γ

1 + |t|β
1

1 + |τ |β
1

1 +
∣∣ κt
κ′′ − κτ

κ′

∣∣β . (S101)

We know that µ̂2 ∼ (β − 1)2. This is exactly the scaling that we expect from numerical investigation for the clustering

coefficient. Thus, all we need to prove is that at β = 1, the numerator is finite. If so, its (β − 1) dependence must be order

O(1). If the full expression contained (β − 1)−n terms with n > 0 it would diverge at the critical point and if the dominant

term was O((β − 1)n) with n > 0 the numerator would go to zero at the critical point. And indeed, numerical integration

shows that at β = 1 the numerator is finite, leading to the conclusion that

c(κ) ∼ (β − 1)2 (S102)

such that η = 2, which in turn implies that ν = 1.
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S2 Real Networks

As was stated in the main text, the DPG algorithm can be used to find the temperature of its embedding in the S1 model. We

list here a collection of real networks and their corresponding inverse temperatures. We choose to restrict ourselves to models

where the inverse temperature lies below or close to the transition point βc.

Network Names Type |V | |E| 〈k〉 Target c β
CElegans-C7 Biological - Brain 279 2287 16 0.34 1.5
Drosophila1-C8 Biological - Brain 350 2887 16 0.25 1.1
Drosophila2-C8 Biological - Brain 1770 8905 10 0.33 1.1
Arabidopsis-G9 Biological - Cell 4519 10721 4.7 0.16 1.2
CElegans-G7 Biological - Cell 3692 7650 4.2 0.11 0.77
Drosophila-G10 Biological - Cell 8114 38909 9.6 0.12 1.1
Human1-P11 Biological - Cell 913 7472 16 0.23 1.0
Human2-P11 Biological - Cell 1090 9369 17 0.20 1.0
Mus-G10 Biological - Cell 7402 16858 4.6 0.13 1.1
Rattus-G10 Biological - Cell 2350 3484 3.0 0.22 0.74
Yeast1-P12 Biological - Cell 1647 2518 3.1 0.10 1.2
Yeast2-P13 Biological - Cell 1458 1948 2.7 0.14 1.5
Polblogs-H14 Citation - Hyperlinks 1222 16714 27 0.36 1.1
Wiki-H15 Citation - Hyperlinks 1872 15367 16 0.42 1.3
Ecological16 Ecological - Troffic 700 6495 18 0.10 0.15
Commodities17 Economic - Commodities 374 1090 5.8 0.22 1.2
Friends-OFF18 Social Offline - Friends 2539 10455 8.2 0.15 1.4
Airports119 Transport - Flights 1572 17214 22 0.64 1.4

Table S2: Properties of a selection of networks with the inverse temperature β obtained with the DPG algorithm. Only
networks with β < 1.5 are shown.
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S3 Supplementary Figures

Figure S3: The probability p(ε) of finding a link with energy ε based on Eq. (S33). The full lines show the homogeneous
case whereas the dotted lines represent the heterogeneous case with γ = 2.5. For both degree distributions we plot the p(ε)
for both β = 0.5 (blue/orange) and β = 1.5 (green/red). In all cases N = 105 and 〈k〉 = 4, i.e. this represents the situation
for a sparse graph.
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Figure S4: The global clustering coefficient for different sized chordless cycles as a function of the inverse temperature β.
The results shown are for networks of size N = 5000 and 〈k〉 = 6
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Figure S5: Degree-degree correlations (upper row) and average clustering coefficient per degree (lower row) for three of the
real networks in Tab. S2. The first column corresponds to the Human1-P network, the second to Human2-P and the third to
Drosophila-G. The green points represent the network measures corresponding to the original network. The orange points
represent the the average of 100 randomized networks at the β that reproduces the correct global clustering coefficient (see
Tab. S2).
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