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Theoretical considerations suggest an ordering of the ratios of net-baryon number fluctuations
in the vicinity of the transition from the low-temperature hadronic phase to the high temperature
quark-gluon plasma phase at small values of the baryon chemical potential, µB , in the QCD phase
diagram. The ordering hierarchy is χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
, where χn is the nth order cumulant of

net-baryon number fluctuation. The STAR experiment observed this hierarchy in the ordering of
cumulant ratios of net-proton number (a proxy of net-baryon number) for a range of colliding ener-
gies. These inequalities can be tested in spin models by taking the corresponding order parameters
in the model as an analog of baryon density. We employed two different models: the two-state and
three-state Potts models in two dimensions, which undergo a transition from an ordered phase to a
disordered phase at their respective critical temperature. Simulations were performed on square lat-
tices of different sizes using the Wolff algorithm. The cumulants of total magnetization are obtained
up to the sixth order in both of these models in a temperature range near their corresponding critical
temperatures. With increasing lattice size, height (trough) of the peaks (dips) of the higher-order
cumulants appears to increase with the increase in the order of the cumulants. Except in a narrow
range above the critical temperature of the three-state Potts model, the complete inequality or its
complete reverse is not satisfied in the temperature ranges simulated.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the phase structure and the nature of
phase transitions in the temperature-baryon density (or
equivalently the baryon chemical potential, µB) plane for
the strongly interacting matter, known as quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD) phase diagram, is crucial for unrav-
eling the fundamental properties of matter [1, 2]. While
the QCD phase diagram is not well-explored for larger
µB , the region below µB = 450 MeV, spanning down to
µB = 0, has been extensively studied, both in theory
[2, 3] and in experiments [4]. For vanishing and small
values of µB , the transition from the low-temperature
hadronic region to the quark-gluon plasma at high tem-
perature is well-known to be a smooth transition (cross
over) [5]. At larger values of µB , however, it is gener-
ally expected that a first-order phase transition line ex-
ists, which ends in a second-order critical point belonging
to the three-dimensional Ising model universality class
[6–8]. Comprehensive studies of net-proton fluctuations
have been carried out with the Beam Energy Scan (BES)
program of the Relativistic Heavy Ion collider (RHIC)
in the STAR experiment to search for the QCD critical
point [9, 10]. Recently, an ordering of the cumulant ra-
tios of net-proton number, χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
, has

been reported by the STAR experiment across the en-
ergy range 7.7 to 200 GeV [11] where χn is the nth or-
der cumulant of event-by-event net-proton number dis-
tribution. This ordering was suggested previously by
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the Lattice-QCD (LQCD) calculations for the cumulants
of net-baryon number fluctuations at small values of µB

[12, 13]. Functional renormalization group (FRG) calcu-
lations were also found to follow this hierarchy of the in-
equalities [14]. In contrast, predictions from the Hadron
Resonance Gas (HRG) model, utilizing an ideal gas equa-
tion of state within a grand canonical ensemble frame-
work, consistently yield positive unity for all cumulant
ratios, lacking the observed ordering [15]. One may won-
der whether these inequalities are generically valid in the
vicinity of any phase transition or even in wider regions
surrounding it. In the QCD phase diagram, either near
the cross over or near the QCD critical point, if it exists,
whether such inequalities exist is an interesting question
to ask.

With the advent of lattice gauge theories, the Z(N)
spin models have gained significant importance in the
study of critical behavior in SU(N) gauge theories at fi-
nite temperature. Here, the variable N in general repre-
sents the number of degrees of freedom: within SU(N)
gauge theories, it denotes the number of colors compris-
ing the gauge group, while in Z(N) spin models, it repre-
sents the number of distinct spin states assignable to each
lattice site. Among the Z(N) spin models, the three-state
Potts model (Z(3)) in three dimensions (3D) holds partic-
ular significance as it provides a valuable framework for
understanding the phase structures of QCD based on the
SU(3) gauge symmetry group. The Polyakov loop, which
serves as an order parameter of SU(3) gauge theories, be-
haves similarly as spins in the low temperature phase of
the 3D three-state Potts model [16, 17]. The line of first
order phase transition in QCD phase diagram [18, 19]
is closely related to the first order phase transition of
3D three-state Potts model in the absence of an exter-
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nal magnetic field [17, 20]. Addition of a small magnetic
field (h) leads to a critical point in the Ising universality
class for the three-state Potts model in 3D at hc [21],
making it a nice toy model to explore the hierarchy of in-
equalities of the ratios of net-baryon number cumulants.
As a first step towards such an investigation, we studied
the higher-order cumulants of magnetization in the two-
state (Z(2)) and the three-state (Z(3)) Potts model on a
two-dimensional lattice in this paper. Both are known to
have critical points albeit of another universality class.
The finite-size scaling of the higher-order cumulants of
magnetization were investigated near the critical region
in the respective models and the ordering of their ratios
were tested.

The paper is structured as follows: in Sec. II, we pro-
vide an overview of the q-state Potts models, detail-
ing their formalism and the computation of cumulants
of magnetization up to 6th order in these models. We
also discuss the application of finite size scaling rela-
tion, which enables the extraction of exponents associ-
ated with the scaling of higher-order cumulants. Section
III presents the methodology employed for simulating the
models and outlines the simulation validation process. In
Sec. IV, we present the temperature-dependent behavior
of cumulants and their ratios. The exponents involved
with the finite-size scaling of the higher-order cumulants
are estimated in terms of known critical exponents of the
model and compared with the numerical results. Finally,
Sec. V summarizes the key findings of our study.

II. MODEL AND OBSERVABLES

The Hamiltonian for the the q-state Potts model [22]
is given by

H = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

δ(σi, σj)− h
∑
i

δ(σi, 0) , (1)

where J is a coupling constant in units of energy, de-
termining the interaction strength among neighbouring
spins, h is the external magnetic field apllied to the model
and δ is the Kronecker delta function. Here, σk can take
any integer values in the set {0, 1, 2, ..., (q - 1)} and for
each σk, the spin orientations in the Potts model are rep-

resented by sk = exp
(

i2πσk

q

)
. The sum is over nearest

neighbors ⟨i, j⟩. In d-dimensions there are 2d such pairs.
We focus on d = 2 in this work. In the absence of an ex-
ternal magnetic field (h = 0), the model exhibits an exact
symmetry represented by the group of permutations Sq,
which encompasses all possible global permutations of
the q spin values. This symmetry implies that each spin
state is equally likely, and there is no preferred direction
for alignment. However, below a critical temperature,
the symmetry is spontaneously broken resulting in the
alignment of spins along a specific direction and the es-
tablishment of an ordered phase. To measure the extent
of symmetry breaking in the system, a quantity called

the order parameter is used, that provides a measure of
the overall alignment of spins in the model. The order
parameter for the q-state Potts model (mPotts) that we
use in this study is given by

mPotts =
q

q − 1

(
max(N0, N1, ..., Nq−1)

N
− 1

q

)
, (2)

where Nα =
∑Ld

j=1 δ(σi, α) with α ∈ {0, 1, 2, ..., q − 1}
represents the number of sites in the lattice with σi = α
and N = Ld =

∑
α Nα is the total number of spin sites

in the lattice.
In the following analysis and results, we will be dealing

Potts model with both q = 2 and q = 3 states. The two-
state Potts model is equivalent to the well-known Ising
model for which the exact solution by Onsager gives the
critical point at TC = 2

ln(1+
√
2)
J /kB ≈ 2.2692J /kB [23].

The three-state Potts model that belongs to the same
universality class as the two-dimensional Ising model,
undergoes a second order phase transition at TC =

1
ln(1+

√
3)
J /kB ≈ 0.9950J /kB [22].

A. Cumulants

In this paper, the main objects of interest are the
higher-order cumulants (also referred as susceptibilities
in the paper), which reflect the higher-order correlations
amongst the spins. In spin models, the pth order suscep-
tibility normalized by the total number of spin sites in
the lattice is defined [24] by

χp(T ) =
1

Ldβp

(
∂plnZ

∂hp

)
h→0

, (3)

where β = 1/(kBT ), T is the temperature, kB is the
Boltzmann constant. Here, Z is the partition function of
the model given by its corresponding H as

Z =
∑
a

exp(−βH) . (4)

The sum over a in Eq. 4 means the summation over all
possible spin configurations on the lattice. The higher-
order spin-spin susceptibilities can be associated with the
cumulants of total magnetization (M). This is because
Z is proportional to the moment generating function [25]
of M and therfore one can easily deduce,(

∂plnZ

∂hp

)
h→0

= βpKp(M) . (5)

Here, M is referred as magnetization which is equal to
the product of the order parameter and the volume of
the lattice, i.e., M = LdmPotts. Kp(M) is the pth order
cumulant of M . The expressions for χp (obtained by us-
ing the relation of cumulants in terms of central moments
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FIG. 1. (a) The second order susceptibility of magnetization
for the two-dimensional Ising model (equivalent to q = 2 state
Potts model) shown as a function of temperature. The results
shown by different colored markers represent different lattice
sizes (L). (b) The reduced temperature, t′ = T (χmax

2 ) − TC

is plotted as a function of 1/L, and fitted with the function

y = Ax1/ν to extract the value of ν.

[26]) up to p = 6 is listed below,

χ1 = ⟨M⟩/Ld (6)

χ2 = µ2/L
d (7)

χ3 = µ3/L
d (8)

χ4 = (µ4 − 3µ2
2)/L

d (9)

χ5 = (µ5 − 10µ3µ2)/L
d (10)

χ6 = (µ6 − 15µ4µ2 − 10µ2
3 + 30µ3

2)/L
d (11)

where µp = ⟨(M − ⟨M⟩)p⟩ is the pth order central mo-
ment of the magnetization and the angular brackets, ⟨..⟩
represents average over all possible spin configurations on
the lattice. We will be studying these χp’s as a function
of temperature in the critical region.

B. Finite size scaling

In this section, we obtain the generalized relation
for finite size scaling of the higher-order susceptibili-
ties of magnetization in the Potts model. We define,
t = (T − TC)/TC and hr = βh. For a second order
(continuous) phase transition, there are at least two rel-
evant scaling fields for the free energy: temperature like
and magnetic field like. The dependence of free energy
on these scaling fields near the critical point can be es-
tablished by a bulk Renormalization Group (RG) trans-
formation. RG transformation involves length scale re-
scaling, under which, the scaling fields generally look like
C1L

1/νt and C2L
∆/νhr respectively [27, 28]. Here, the

exponent ν is defined such that ξ ∼ t−ν (for a finite lat-
tice ξ ∼ L at the critical point) and ∆ ≡ β + γ is such
that χ1 ∼ tβ and χ2 ∼ tγ in the zero field limit, i.e.,
h → 0.

In the obtained scaling relation for the singular part
of the free energy after RG transformations, irrelevant
scaling fields and non-linear contributions from relevant
scaling fields can be safely removed by setting them to
zero. This simplification is valid under the condition that
d < d>, where d> is the upper critical dimension. Con-
sequently, only the linear order of temperature-like (t)
and magnetic field-like (hr) scaling fields remains, serv-
ing as the sole parameters that determine the distribu-
tion of the system [27]. The asymptotic finite size scaling
relation of the singular part of reduced free energy den-

sity, i.e f
(s)
r = L−d lnZ, can therefore be written as (for

t → 0, hr → 0)

f (s)
r (t, h;L) ≈ L−dY (C1L

1/νt, C2L
∆/νhr) . (12)

Here, the function Y (x, y) is same for every system in the
universality class, i.e. it is universal, while the coefficients
C1 and C2 are generally not universal. The nth derivative
of Eq. 12 with respect to hr gives the scaling relation for
the nth order finite-size susceptibility,

χ(s)
n (t;L) ≈ −Cn

2 L
n∆
ν −d ∂

nY

∂hn
r

∣∣∣∣
hr=0

. (13)

From Eq. 13, we can extract the scaling relation for the

singular part of χn, i.e., χ
(s)
n ∼ L

n∆
ν −d. To simplify the

exponents, we utilize the relations among the critical ex-
ponents: γ = 2∆− (2−α) and 2−α = dν. Both of these
relations are valid for d = 2, but in general, the latter is
only valid for any d < d>. Thus, we can write the scaling
exponent of nth order susceptibility as,

en ≡ n∆

ν
− d =

1

2

nγ

ν
+ (n− 2)d . (14)

These exponents for n = 2 to 6 can now be calculated
using the respective values of γ and ν for the model under
consideration. For the q = 2 state Potts model on a two-
dimensional lattice, we have γ = 7

4 and ν = 1 for q = 2

[29], while γ = 13
9 and ν = 5

6 for q = 3 [22].



4

FIG. 2. (a) The second order susceptibility of magnetization
for the two-dimensional q = 3 state Potts model shown as
a function of temperature. The results shown by different
colored markers represent different lattice sizes (L). (b) The
reduced temperature, t′ = T (Cmax

2 )−TC is plotted as a func-

tion of 1/L, and fitted with the function y = Ax1/ν to extract
the value of ν.

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

Both q = 2 and q = 3 state Potts model were simu-
lated on two-dimensional lattices using the Wolff Cluster
algorithm [30] at temperatures close to their correspond-
ing critical temperature (TC). In this algorithm, clusters
of similarly oriented spin sites are determined randomly
which are then flipped together to generate new states.
This algorithm reduces the effect of critical slowing down
near TC with increase in lattice size, i.e. it has a smaller
dynamical exponent resulting in more efficient simula-
tions in this region [31]. For q = 2, square lattices of
linear size L = 50, 60, 70, 80 and 90 were used in the sim-
ulations and during the simulation 104 independent con-
figurations were generated after ensuring thermalization
by throwing away sufficient initial configurations. Sim-
ilarly, for q = 3, simulations were performed on square
lattices with L = 48, 64, 80, 96 and 128 to generate
2×104 independent configurations after approprite ther-
malization. In order to obtain independent spin config-

urations on the lattice, configurations were recorded at
the interval of 2τ where τ is the auto-correlation time
that is obtained from the auto-correlation function (of
M) defined in Eq. 15 using an exponential decay ansatz
ϕ(t) ∼ exp

(
− t

τ

)
.

ϕ(t) =
⟨M(0)M(t)⟩ − ⟨M⟩2

⟨M2⟩ − ⟨M⟩2
(15)

The magnetization is calculated for each spin configura-
tion in the simulation and the higher-order susceptibil-
ities of magnetization are calculated using Eqs. 6 - 11
by averaging over all possible spin configurations on the
lattice.

IV. RESULTS

The top panels of Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 display the second-
order susceptibility, denoted as χ2, for the q = 2 and
q = 3 state Potts model respectively with varying lattice
sizes, L. In both cases, χ2 exhibits a distinctive peak
structure. As may be expected, the locations (TC,L) and
magnitudes (χ2(TC,L)) of these peaks vary with changes
in the lattice size. Their scaling behavior can be utilized
to extract the critical exponents, specifically γ and ν,
which will be further elaborated upon in the subsequent
section, IVA.

A. Critical exponents

The critical exponents, γ and ν can be obtained using
the scaling relations, χ2(TC,L) ∝ L−γ/ν and TC,L−TC ∝
L−1/ν , where TC,L is the psuedo-critical temperature for
a given lattice size, and TC represents the critical tem-
perature of the model in the limit L → ∞. The pseudo-
critical temperature is an effective critical temperature
observed in finite-sized systems, reflecting behavior sim-
ilar to the critical point in infinite-sized systems. TC,L

is defined as the location of the peak in the second or-
der susceptibility, χ2 distribution as shown in Figs. 1 and
2. By fitting χ2 as a Gaussian function of the temper-
ature, T , the peak location (TC,L, χ2(TC,L)) is deter-
mined for each lattice size. The obtained values of TC,L

and χ2(TC,L) as a function of L are tabulated in Tables
I and II for q = 2 and q = 3 state Potts model respec-
tively. Also, we define the critical region around TC,L for
each lattice size by the width of the χ2 distribution peak,
which is equal to the σ of the fitted Gaussian distribu-
tion function, represented here as σC . Using the values
of TC,L, the difference t′ = TC,L − TC is plotted as a
function of 1/L, and fitted with its scaling relations for
both q = 2 and q = 3 state Potts model as shown in
the bottom panels of Figs. 1 and 2 respectively. Alter-
natively, TC can be estimated by plotting directly TC,L

against L and fitting with y = A + Bx−1/ν . The re-
sulting estimates (TC = 2.2780 ± 0.0089 for q = 2 and
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FIG. 3. The third and fourth order susceptibilities of magnetization, χ3 and χ4, are shown for different lattice sizes as a
function of temperature scaled by critical temperature of the corresponding lattice, T/TC,L. The left side plot belongs to
two-dimensional q = 2 state Potts model whereas the right side plot is for q = 3 state Potts model. The upper panel represents
χ3 and the bottom panel represents χ4 [where χ3 and χ4 divided by a factor 105 (106) and 108 (109) respectively for q = 2
(q = 3)].

TC = 0.9953 ± 0.0001 for q = 3) are found to be consis-
tent with the known values [22, 23] within uncertainties.
For precise measurements of the critical exponents, how-
ever we employ the known values of TC in the former
method and extracted the coefficient ν. The peak posi-
tion, χ2(TC,L) as a function of L, is also fitted with its
scaling relation. Therefore, the extracted values of γ and
ν from the fits with the scaling relations are as follows:
for q = 2, γ = 1.758 ± 0.060, ν = 1.019 ± 0.034 whereas
for q = 3, γ = 1.435 ± 0.014, ν = 0.830 ± 0.008. The
excellent agreement observed between the calculated val-
ues of γ and ν and their theoretical counterparts affirms
the validation of our simulation.

Lattice size TC,L χ2(TC,L) σC

50 2.3151 ± 0.0007 105.656 0.0495 ± 0.0011
60 2.3076 ± 0.0006 143.913 0.0424 ± 0.0009
70 2.3020 ± 0.0007 188.497 0.0360 ± 0.0009
80 2.2974 ± 0.0005 238.766 0.0310 ± 0.0007
90 2.2956 ± 0.0005 289.739 0.0288 ± 0.0007

TABLE I. The extracted values for position (TC,L), height
(χ2(TC,L)) and width (σC) of the peak of χ2 distribution as
a function of temperature for q = 2 state Potts model. The
quoted values after ’±’ represent statistical uncertainties de-
rived from the fit.

We plot the higher-order susceptibilities, χ3 and χ4

Lattice size TC,L χ2(TC,L) σC

48 1.0039 ± 0.0001 105.656 0.0102 ± 0.0002
64 1.0012 ± 0.0001 143.913 0.0071 ± 0.0002
80 0.9998 ± 0.0001 188.497 0.0056 ± 0.0001
96 0.9989 ± 0.0001 238.766 0.0046 ± 0.0001
128 0.9978 ± 0.0001 289.739 0.0033 ± 0.0001

TABLE II. The extracted values for position (TC,L), height
(χ2(TC,L)) and width (σC) of the peak of χ2 distribution as
a function of temperature for q = 3 state Potts model. The
quoted values after ’±’ represent statistical uncertainties de-
rived from the fit.

for both q = 2 and q = 3 state Potts model in Fig. 3 as
a function of temperature scaled by TC,L. Since, these
χn’s are one order derivative of its preceding χn−1 (for
n > 2), the sign of peak structure gets reversed in χn

with respect to χn−1. Similarly, χ5 and χ6 are shown as
a function of T/TC,L for both the models in Fig. 4. The
height of the peaks or dips in these higher-order suscepti-
bilities are found to be lattice size dependent. They also
follow a scaling as a function of L as discussed in section
II B. In order to determine the scaling exponents of the
higher-order susceptibilities, we fit the maximum or min-
imum value of χn, depending on which is prominent, as a

function of L against the scaling relation: χ
max/min
n ∝ Lb.

The scaling exponents of χ3, χ4, χ5 and χ6 obtained from



6

FIG. 4. The fifth and sixth order susceptibilities of magnetization, χ5 and χ6, are shown for different lattice sizes as a function of
temperature scaled by critical temperature of the corresponding lattice, T/TC,L. The left side plot belongs to two-dimensional
q = 2 state Potts model whereas the right side plot is for q = 3 state Potts model. The upper panel represents χ5 and the
bottom panel represents χ6 [where χ5 and χ6 divided by a factor 1012 (1013) and 1016 (1017) respectively for q = 2 (q = 3)].

the fit are referred as e
′′

n. For q = 2 state Potts model,
the values of scaling exponents are given in Table III,
whereas for q = 3 state Potts model, they are provided
in Table IV. Additionally, we compare the scaling expo-
nents (Eq. 14) obtained using exact values of γ and ν as
well as by using the estimates of γ and ν (from scaling
of χ2) obtained in this paper, and they are referred as
en and e′n respectively in Tables III and IV. The numeri-
cally estimated scaling exponents, e′′n for the higher-order
susceptibilities show a good agreement with the analyti-
cally obtained values. We also note that determining the
exponents from finite size scaling of χn’s instead of us-
ing the numerical estimate of γ and ν from χ2 result in
smaller numerical errors.

Quantity en e′n e′′n
χ3 3.625 3.566± 0.097 3.608± 0.026
χ4 5.500 5.420± 0.130 5.500± 0.074
χ5 7.375 7.280± 0.160 7.257± 0.067
χ6 9.250 9.130± 0.190 9.196± 0.066

TABLE III. Finite size scaling exponents of higher-order sus-

ceptibilities, e
′′
n obtained from fits to peak (or dip) values of

χn as a function of lattice size in two-dimensional q = 2 state
Potts model. Here, en is computed based on exact values of
γ and ν (γ = 7/4 and ν = 1) in Eq. 14, while e′n is derived
using our estimates of γ and ν discussed in Sec. IVA. The
quoted values after ’±’ represent statistical uncertainties de-
rived from the fit.

Quantity en e′n e′′n
χ3 3.599 3.593± 0.036 3.619± 0.021
χ4 5.466 5.458± 0.047 5.501± 0.047
χ5 7.333 7.322± 0.059 7.301± 0.047
χ6 9.199 9.187± 0.071 9.197± 0.077

TABLE IV. Finite size scaling exponents of higher-order sus-

ceptibilities, e
′′
n obtained from fits to peak (or dip) values of

χn as a function of lattice size in two-dimensional q = 3 state
Potts model. Here, en is computed based on exact values of
γ and ν (γ = 13/9 and ν = 5/6) in Eq. 14, while e′n is de-
rived using our estimates of γ and ν discussed in Sec. IVA.
The quoted values after ’±’ represent statistical uncertainties
derived from the fit.

B. Ordering of Cumulant ratios

In this section, we delve into the discussion of whether
the two-dimensional q = 2 and q = 3 state Potts models
exhibit ordering in the susceptibility ratios, χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
<

χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
. Figure 5 presents a comparison of susceptibil-

ity ratios, χ3

χ1
, χ4

χ2
, χ5

χ1
, and χ6

χ2
, in the q = 2 state Potts

model for lattice sizes of 50, 60, and 80 as a function
of temperature scaled by TC,L. The shaded yellow band
corresponds to the critical region, TC,L ± σC , where the
values of σC are listed in Table I. It is already clear from
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FIG. 5. Ratios of the susceptibilities, χ3/χ1, χ4/χ2, χ5/χ1 and χ6/χ2 for two-dimensional q = 2 state Potts model with lattice
sizes, L = 50 (left plot), 60 (middle plot), and 80 (right plot) are shown as a function of scaled temperature, T/TC,L. The
yellow shaded region represents the critical region, TC,L ± σC .

FIG. 6. Ratios of the susceptibilities, χ3/χ1, χ4/χ2, χ5/χ1 and χ6/χ2 for two-dimensional q = 3 state Potts model with lattice
sizes, L = 50 (left plot), 60 (middle plot), and 80 (right plot) are shown as a function of scaled temperature, T/TC,L. The
yellow shaded region represents the critical region, TC,L ± σC .

Figs. 3 and 4 that the scale of the susceptibilities differ
by factors larger than ∼ O(103). Therefore, to investi-
gate the inequalities among the susceptibility ratios (if
it exists) thoroughly, the ratios are displayed pairwise in
three panels (for easy inspection by eye). Furthermore, a
meaningful discussion of the ordering of the ratio of sus-
ceptibilities is feasible in the critical region around TC,L

as a result of the vast changes in the magnitudes of suc-
cessively higher orders. A clear ordering, χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1

is observed for T > Ta in the critical region from the top
and middle panel plots of Fig. 5, where Ta ∼ 1.01TC,L

(Ta ∼ 1.005TC,L) for L = 50 (L = 80). But the ordering,
χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
is not observed for T > Ta. Instead, a reverse

ordering is observed, with χ5

χ1
being smaller than χ6

χ2
for

the entire T > TC,L. Therefore, we find that the ex-
pected complete ordering as seen in [11] is not observed
in any temperature range near the critical region in q = 2
state Potts model. Only a truncated ordering of the sus-
ceptibility ratios up to χ5

χ1
, i.e., χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
holds true

for T > 1.01TC,L across all lattice sizes shown in Fig. 5.
Such a truncated inequality is not observed for the entire
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temperature range, T < Ta.
The susceptibility ratios for the three-state Potts

model are similarly examined for lattice sizes 48, 80 and
128 in Fig. 6 and similar trends are observed for the ratios
as seen in the q = 2 state Potts model. An ordering of the
ratios, χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
is observed for T > Ta within the

critical region where Ta ∼ 1.002TC,L (Ta ∼ 1.001TC,L)
for L = 48 (L = 80). For the largest lattice size, L = 128
in Fig. 6 (right plot), the ratios show distinct differences
only in a narrow region around T/TC,L = 1 between 0.984
to 1.008, making it possible to talk of any inequality in
this region around the transition point. In the top panel
of the right plot, χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
for T/TC,L in (0.996, 1.003) and

the inequality is reversed for (0.984, 0.996). Similarly, in
the middle panel, χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
in (0.99, 0.994) and (0.999,

1.004) while inequality is reversed in (0.994, 0.999). Fi-
nally, in the bottom panel, χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
in two regions of

T/TC,L, (0.993, 0.997) and (1.001, 1.006), whereas the ra-
tio is reversed in the two complementary regions, (0.986,
0.983) and (0.997, 1.001). Therefore, it can now be eas-
ily summarized that only in a narrow range of tempera-
ture, (1.001TC,L, 1.003TC,L), a complete ordering of ra-
tios, i.e., χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
is observed. In no other

region of temperature, such an inequality or its complete
reversed version is seen, including the entire region below
TC,L. As one decreases the lattice size, a similar trend is
observed albeit in yet narrower interval for temperature
greater than TC,L.
A partial reversal of the ordering up to χ5

χ1
, i.e., χ5

χ1
>

χ4

χ2
> χ3

χ1
is seen in a narrow temperature range below the

TC,L, but a complete reversal is not observed for both
q = 2 and q = 3 state Potts model. An important point
to note is that regions of inequality exclusively lie in the
critical region, which itself shrinks as in the infinite vol-
ume limit. This suggests that for infinite system size,
we may not be able to establish any inequalities for the
susceptibility ratios of magnetization in the spin models
considered, and any observed orderings are a finite size
effect. It would be interesting to check if any such vol-
ume dependence of the produced medium is seen in the
relativistic heavy ion collisions.

V. CONCLUSIONS

LQCD predicts a specific hierarchy of net-baryon num-
ber susceptibility ratios near the quark-hadron transition
temperature for small µB :

χ6

χ2
< χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
. The

STAR experiment tested these predictions for net-proton
number cumulant ratios in Au+Au collisions at various
center-of-mass energies. Cumulant ratios from 7.7 to 200
GeV exhibited the predicted hierarchy, while a reverse
ordering was observed at 3 GeV. If these inequalities are
universally applicable for any system undergoing phase
transition, is what we tried to understand.

In this study, we investigated higher-order susceptibil-
ities of magnetization and their ratios in the critical re-

gions of two-dimensional two and three-state Potts mod-
els. Utilizing the Wolff cluster algorithm to mitigate criti-
cal slowing down effects, simulations were conducted. We
employed finite size scaling techniques to extract scaling
exponents associated with higher-order susceptibilities,
extending up to the sixth order. Additionally, we esti-
mated these scaling exponents using the known critical
exponents of the model, specifically the ν and γ expo-
nents. The obtained values from both methods exhibited
a good agreement, indicating that the behavior of higher-
order susceptibilities aligns well with our understanding
of second-order phase transitions in the spin models.
We observed an absence of a consistent order in suscep-

tibility ratios both above and below the pseudo-critical
point (pseudo-critical temperature). A truncated order-
ing, χ5

χ1
< χ4

χ2
< χ3

χ1
is observed in a small temperature

range, greater than the pseudo-critical temperature for a
given lattice size in both two and three-state Potts mod-
els. In a yet narrow temperature range just above the
pseudo-critical temperature, the complete ordering hier-
archy in the susceptibility ratios is noted in the three-
state Potts models for L = 128 (illustrated in Fig. 6).
While a complete reversal of this ordering is not ob-
served in either of the models, we acknowledge that a
partial reversal of the ordering, χ5

χ1
> χ4

χ2
> χ3

χ1
is seen in

a small temperature range below the pseudo-critical tem-
perature. Furthermore, we found that the region suitable
for making comparisons between these ratios diminishes
notably as the lattice size (or “lattice volume”) increases,
shrinking to a point in the infinite volume limit. Conse-
quently, the orderings observed in the susceptibility ra-
tios can be attributed to finite size effects in spin model.
The spin models considered here have only a second

order phase transition. A more realistic simulation which
will be in better analogy with the expectations for the
QCD phase diagram entails employing q = 3 state Potts
model on a three-dimensional lattice and with a small but
non-vanishing magnetic field. It will be interesting to see
what changes does a first order phase transition or the
cross over region beyond the critical magnetic field make
to the above observations on the inequality structure.
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