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Scale invariance profoundly influences the dynamics and structure of complex systems, span-
ning from critical phenomena to network architecture. Here, we propose a precise definition of
scale-invariant networks by leveraging the concept of a constant entropy loss rate across scales in a
renormalization-group coarse-graining setting. This framework enables us to differentiate between
scale-free and scale-invariant networks, revealing distinct characteristics within each class. Fur-
thermore, we offer a comprehensive inventory of genuinely scale-invariant networks, both natural
and artificially constructed, demonstrating, e.g., that the human connectome exhibits notable fea-
tures of scale invariance. Our findings open new avenues for exploring the scale-invariant structural
properties crucial in biological and socio-technological systems.

The network paradigm effectively captures essential at-
tributes of real-world complex systems, offering a natu-
ral framework for studying entangled interconnected sys-
tems across disciplines like neuroscience [1], ecology [2],
and epidemiology [3], among others [4]. Understand-
ing the evolutionary dynamics of complex networks, as
they adapt their connectivity patterns to achieve diverse
goals, is crucial to understanding their long-term stability
or other features influencing functional roles and perfor-
mance [5, 6]. Notably, amidst the multitude of potential
network structures, one organization ubiquitously arises
in natural systems: the scale-free architecture [7–10].

Scale-free networks manifest a distribution of node
connectivities k that decays as a power-law P (k) ∝ k−γ

for large values of k [7, 11]. In statistical physics,
power-law behavior is the hallmark of scale invariance
and scaling behavior, implying no significant character-
istic value of the analyzed quantity [12–14]. For scale-
free networks, there is no typical scale in the degree
of connectivity apart from natural cut-offs. However,
the network community has been intrigued by the pos-
sibility of discerning, through careful statistical analyses
[11, 15], including finite-size effects [16], whether empiri-
cal networks genuinely exhibit bona-fide scale invariance
or only appear to. From a theoretical standpoint, ad-
dressing this question calls for designing a renormaliza-
tion group (RG) approach [17–20]. In this framework,
a fixed point of the RG transformation denotes a state
or system whose characteristics remain unchanged under
appropriate scale transformations achieved through it-
erated coarse-graining. RG fixed points are inherently
linked to universal scaling laws governing the system,
so systems at the same fixed point share identical scal-
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ing features and belong to the same universality class
[18, 20]. Hence, a key implication of RG theory is the
categorization of numerous seemingly disparate physical
systems and dynamical models into a relatively compact
set of universality classes at criticality, either in or out
of thermal equilibrium [21, 22]. Elucidating the relevant
ingredients that give rise to a particular universality class
offers valuable insights into the fundamental mechanisms
underpinning complex systems and their key features.

Given the lack of a natural Euclidean embedding for
complex networks, traditional length-scale transforma-
tions using translational invariance were deemed unfea-
sible until recently [23, 24]. In particular, small-world ef-
fects, characterized by short path lengths between nodes,
further complicate block identification or affine transfor-
mations [24–27]. Nevertheless, various techniques have
been proposed to tile the network, exploiting specific
scale-invariant properties as a function of the number
of links along any shortest path between two nodes [23].
These include box-covering techniques [27, 28], spectral
partitioning [29], and hyperbolic geometry embeddings,
which offer a promising novel approach for understand-
ing particular complex network structures and dynam-
ics [30, 31]. However, fully characterizing scale-invariant
properties in real networks remains an open challenge.

A novel approach, the Laplacian Renormalization
Group (LRG), generalizes statistical mechanics RG to
graphs, providing a comprehensive framework for coarse-
graining heterogeneous systems in both real and momen-
tum space [32]. This approach uses diffusive dynamics on
networks to gradually remove the smallest fine-grained
structural scales, eliminating the contribution from large
eigenvalues. Specifically, the LRG allows for the redef-
inition of effective time-dependent Laplacian and adja-
cency matrices at coarser scales. Due to its general va-
lidity, it comes natural to explore structural scale in-
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variance within the LRG framework, as evidenced by
the observation of a time-independent rate of entropy
loss [32, 33]. This leads to the fundamental question
of whether non-Euclidean architectures, like general net-
works, can be intrinsically scale-invariant. Two key ques-
tions arise. Can we identify benchmark classes of net-
work architectures exhibiting genuine scale-invariant be-
havior and, thus, define an analog to universality classes?
Can we detect and quantify this kind of self-similarity in
real-world networks? Here, we provide a clear definition
and compilation of scale-invariant networks, emphasizing
that scale-freeness, i.e., a power law degree distribution,
does not imply structural self-similarity, and vice versa.
Finally, we analyze actual brain networks and highlight
their scale-invariant features.

Laplacian Renormalization Group (LRG).
The introduction of a multi-scale statistical mechani-
cal approach, the LRG, allows the detection of different
scales within a network [32, 34]. The LRG is based on
the time-evolution operator e−τL̂ of the diffusion or heat
equation, where L̂ = D̂− Â is the Laplacian operator, Â
is the adjacency matrix, and D̂ is the degree matrix [35].
Using this operator and denoting the Laplacian eigenval-
ues as λi with i = 1, ..., N (all real and positive [36, 37]),
one can define the Laplacian density matrix [38],

ρ̂(τ) =
e−τL̂

Z ≡ Tr(e−τL̂)
=

e−τL̂

∑N
i=1 e

−λiτ
, (1)

and develop a "canonical" description of heterogeneous
networks in analogy with statistical mechanics [32, 35].
Here, L̂ formally acts as a Hermitian Hamiltonian, Z(τ)
is the partition function, and τ serves as a control scale
parameter akin to the inverse temperature. In this way,
as the resolution scale τ is increased, the contribution
of large eigenvalues to ˆρ(τ) -revealing fine structure- is
progressively removed, allowing for an effective network
coarse-graining [39]. Within this formalism, one can com-
pute the network entropy as S(τ) = −Tr[ρ̂(τ) log ρ̂(τ)],
so that S(τ) = τ⟨λ⟩τ + lnZ(τ), where ⟨λ⟩τ ≡ ⟨L̂⟩τ =
N∑

i=1
λie

−τλi/Z(τ). In particular, S runs from S = lnN at
τ = 0, the segregated (high temperature) regime to S = 0
at τ → ∞, the integrated (low temperature) regime.
More specifically, one can define the network entropic
susceptibility or "heat capacity" [35]

C(τ) ≡ − dS

d log τ
, (2)

which describes the rate of entropy loss —i.e., the rate at
which the complexity of the network shrinks upon coarse-
graining— or the rate of information acquired about the
network structure during diffusion dynamics at scale τ .
Recalling statistical physics, peaks of C (diverging in the
infinite size limit) are associated with structural phase
transitions. Thus, we can analyze C at varying τ to in-
vestigate the network multi-scale organization, detecting

scales where entropy changes more significantly due to
structural transitions. This description permitted, e.g.,
the detection of the network information core and its
related structural/diffusive transitions [35] and led to
naturally extending the RG to heterogeneous networks
[32]. Here, it allows us to define informationally scale-
invariant networks as graphs whose entropy-loss rate
C(τ) takes a constant value C0 > 0 across scales or, at
least, within a sufficiently broad diffusion-time interval,
thus being (exactly or approximately) scale invariant.

We demonstrate that this definition of informational
scale-invariance holds if and only if the Laplacian spectral
density follows w(λ) ∼ λγ , considering the spectral den-
sity as a continuum distribution in the infinite network-
size limit. Using Eq.(2) and the definition of S(τ) one
derives C(τ) = −τ2 d⟨λ⟩τ

dτ , and setting C(τ) = C0 as a
constant, one gets ⟨λ⟩τ = C0/τ . The only solution to
this equation is a Laplacian spectral density w(λ) ∼ λγ ,
which allows expressing C0 as a function of the exponent
γ, specifically C0 = γ + 1. This implies that macro-
scopic properties —stemming from vanishing Laplacian
eigenvalues— of a network with a power-law spectrum re-
main invariant under LRG scale transformations. Thus,
network scale-invariance shifts from a power-law degree
distribution to a power-law in the spectral density. Note
that the exponent of the Laplacian spectral density, γ,
can be related to the spectral dimension, ds, which is a
global property of the graph, related, e.g., to the infrared
singularity of the Gaussian process [40] and that has been
shown to provide a robust generalization of the standard
dimension for networks [40, 41]. As ds/2 = γ + 1 [40],
one concludes that C0 is constant and equals half of the
graph’s spectral dimension: C0 = ds/2. Thus, measuring
the plateau value of the heat capacity of a scale-invariant
network effectively determines its dimensionality.

For finite-sized networks, scale invariance may only be
approximate and confined to a finite-scale interval. This
means that C(τ) cannot remain constant across all scales:
it decays from its plateau value C0 to 0 for sufficiently
large values of τ . To estimate this cut-off, we have to con-
sider that the smallest non-zero eigenvalue λ2 of L̂, also
called "spectral gap" or "Fiedler eigenvalue" λF , [42, 43],
is the one providing the slowest decaying contribution
in time to Eq.(1), therefore determining the asymptotic
time decay of C(τ). Starting from Eq.(2) and imposing
that the Laplacian spectrum ω(λ) integrates to N , we get
λF ∼ N−2/ds for large N [44, 45]. From this, it follows
(see Supplemental Material, SM [46]),

C

(
α

λF

)
≃ Γ

(
ds

2

)
Γ
(
ds

2 + 2, α
)
− Γ2

(
ds

2 + 1, α
)

Γ2
(
ds

2

) , (3)

where Γ(x, α) =
∫∞
α

duux−1e−u is the lower incomplete
Euler Gamma function which exponentially decreases in
α for α ≫ 1, with α a free parameter. This allows a com-
plementary way to estimate dS from finite-size scaling of



3

C(τ) in finite scale-invariant networks. For practical pur-
poses, this can be done by studying the scaling in N of
τ in the large time-decaying region for which C gets a
fixed value. We use C = 1/2, referred to as τF .

Laplacian Random-Walk RG. The LRG method
relies on a “heat-like" diffusion process defined by L̂.
However, we wonder whether the results obtained for
scale-invariance and graph dimensionality remain valid
when using the Laplacian random-walk operator, L̂RW =
D̂−1L̂ instead of L̂. L̂RW describes the time-discrete dy-
namics of a RW moving from a node to a neighbor with
uniform probability and represents the transition matrix
for RW dynamics on a graph [36, 47]. Although L̂RW is
not symmetric, it is equivalent to the symmetric operator
L̂sym = D1/2L̂RW D̂−1/2 [36] with all its eigenvalues real
and satisfying 0 ≤ µi ≤ 2. We can, thus, reformulate
the LRG for the RW dynamics by substituting L̂ with
L̂sym, renaming the related heat capacities as CL and
CRW , respectively. In fact, L̂RW provided the original
definition of the RW spectral dimension, dRW

s , related to
the first-return time distribution of the random-walker
P0(t) [40, 48] by the scaling P0(t) ∝ t−dRW

s /2. This
extends the behavior on d−dimensional lattices where
P0(t) ∝ t−d/2 [49]. While L̂ or L̂RW strictly coincide
in regular networks like lattices, both operators unravel
heterogeneous network structures in different ways [34]
and, to our knowledge, there is no proof that ds = dRW

s

for generic heterogeneous networks.
LRG non-trivial fixed points. Subsequently, we

tackle the following lingering questions: What are the
current non-trivial fixed points of the LRG, i.e., fami-
lies or "universality classes" of scale-invariant networks?
Are scale-invariant networks necessarily scale-free? Do
results depend on the choice of the operator?

Let us remark that regular lattices, with a degree dis-
tribution P (κ) = δ(κ − κ0), represent the simplest case
of scale-invariant structures lacking scale-free properties
(see SM [46]). However, our main focus is categorizing
heterogeneous and stochastic scale-invariant networks.

The first category of self-similar networks comprises
trees, i.e., connected loopless networks. It is known that
the spectral dimension of random trees, with minimal
branching ratio bmin = 1, depends upon the first two
moments of the degree distribution P (κ) [50, 51]. Specif-
ically, ds = 4/3 if ⟨κ2⟩ is finite, while the problem remains
open when ⟨κ2⟩ diverges [50, 52, 53]. Here, we examine
specific cases within these two classes, with the lenses of
LRG: ordinary random trees (RT) and Barabási-Albert
(BA) networks where new nodes attach preferentially to
existing ones, forming m = 1 edges [7]. As reported
in Fig.1(a), CL shows a plateau corresponding to the
theoretically known spectral dimension for random trees,
dRT
s = 4/3 [52] and follows the finite-size scaling condi-

tion, Eq.(3). Also, we observe that L̂RW does not alter
this value (see Fig.1(b)), despite specific differences in the
shape of C, as the local peak at short times in Fig.1(b).

W
W

F

F F
F

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

Figure 1. Trees. Heat capacity versus diffusion time for:
(a)-(b) Random trees and (c)-(d) Barabasi-Albert networks
with m = 1. We have used L̂ in (a) and (c) and L̂RW in
(b) and (d). Insets show the scaling of τF as a function
of the network size N . Orange dashed lines and solid black
lines represent the theoretical expectation, dRT

s = 4/3 and
dBA
s = 2. All curves have been averaged over 103 independent

realizations. Different colors represent different sizes N =
{1, 2.5, 4, 8, 16} × 103.

Instead, BA networks with m = 1 are trees with di-
verging ⟨κ2⟩. As shown in Fig.1(c), they have a constant
heat capacity CL corresponding to a spectral dimension
ds = 2. Although CRW grows in the intermediate regime,
it also becomes flat for asymptotic times and large net-
work sizes (see Fig.1), confirming scale-invariance with
dRW
s = ds = 2. This same spectral dimension is also ob-

tained for Bethe lattices with coordination number z ≥ 3
(see [54] and SM [46]). Furthermore, BA networks with
m > 1 show no sign of scale invariance (see SM [46]),
proving that the archetypes of scale-free networks are
not scale-invariant. This prevents preferential attach-
ment from generating self-similar networks with ds > 2.

Second, we consider networks that, contrary to trees,
have a non-vanishing clustering coefficient. In particu-
lar, the Dorogovstev-Golstev-Mendes [55] networks and
their generalization: (u,v)-flowers [24, 55, 56]. These
deterministic fractal-like structures grow by iteratively
replacing the link between two nodes with two paths of
lengths u and v (see SM [46]). Diameter-based analy-
ses, such as calculating the Hausdorff dimension of these
networks lead to an apparent paradox: all (1, v) flow-
ers are infinite-dimensional and exhibit anomalous scal-
ing functions [24, 55, 57]. This paradox stems from the
lack of network embedding in an Euclidean space. Con-
versely, as shown in Figs.2(a), (b) and SM [46], all flow-
ers exhibit well-defined spectral dimensions [24], ds =
log(u + v)/ log(uv) changing from ds ≈ 3.17 to ds = 1.
Fig.2(b) sheds light on their differences: (u, v) flowers
with u > 1 exhibit characteristic oscillations emerging
from the discrete nature of the recursive network growth
process (much as log-periodic oscillations in standard
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F

Figure 2. Clustered networks. RW heat capacity versus
diffusion time for: (a) (1, 2) flowers with s = 6, 8, 9, 10 and 11,
hierarchical levels (b) (2, 2) flowers with s = 5, 6, 7, and 8. For
(u, v) flowers, the number of nodes is Ns =

(
w

w−1
+ w−2

w−1
ws

)
,

with w = u+ v. (c) KH with m = 2 and (d) KH with m = 3
of sizes N = {1, 2.5, 4, 8}× 103. Insets show the scaling τF as
a function of the system size. Orange dashed lines and solid
black lines represent the theoretical expectation. All curves
have been averaged over 103 independent realizations.

fractal analyses of deterministic structures, as stem from
their discrete-scale invariance [13, 58]). Thus, we demon-
strate that the method detects the presence of discrete
scale invariance on networks.

Third, to explore whether self-similarity can exist in
stochastic scale-free graphs with small-world properties
[24], we consider the Kim and Holme (KH) model [59].
This requires modifying BA networks by introducing a
probability p for each newly added node to form a triangle
with existing nodes (see SM [46]). The resulting networks
show a power-law degree distribution with high clustering
coefficient. LRG analysis of KH networks reveals scale-
invariance only when p = 1. As shown in Figs.2(c) and
(d), CRW (and CL [46]) shows a plateau with spectral di-
mension from ds = 2.57(1) to ds = 3.65(1) as m increases
(see SM [46]).

Fourth, we have investigated the behavior of net-
works with a built-in hierarchical structure. In partic-
ular, we have analyzed the Dyson graph [60, 61]: a fully-
connected deterministic graph with hierarchically orga-
nized link weights, resulting in a tunable spectral dimen-
sion ds = 2/(2σ− 1) where σ is a scaling parameter con-
trolling the weight strength at every scale (see SM [46]).
Fig.3(a) shows the constant plateau of CL for a Dyson
network with σ = 0.85, consistent with the theoretical
value. We have also examined hierarchical modular net-
works (HMNs) that were proposed using inspiration from
actual brain networks [62]. In HMNs, nodes grouped
in basal fully-connected modules are recursively coupled
with nodes in other moduli, establishing inter-modular

links randomly in a hierarchical fractal-like manner (see
SM [46]). Fig.3(b) shows their heat capacity: HMNs are
scale-invariant for any set of parameters, with spectral
dimension in the range ds ∈ (1.25, 2) (see SM [46]).

W

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

Figure 3. Hierarchical networks. Heat capacity versus
diffusion time for: (a) Dyson graphs with σ = 0.85 and s =
11, 13, 14, 15 hierarchical levels. The network size is N = 2s in
both cases. The upper left inset shows the weighted adjacency
matrix. (b) HMNs with m0 = 3 and α = 2 (see SM [46]) for
s = 9, 10, 11, 12 hierarchical levels (N = 2sm0). Insets show
the scaling of τF as a function of N . Orange dashed and solid
black lines represent the theoretical expectation. (c) The HC
for different thresholds (see legend). (d) The scaling of τF
for coarse-grained versions of the HC with T = 3 · 10−2 and
different fixed values of τ = 10−1, 100, and 101. Black dashed
line corresponds to ds = 1.9.

Finally, we have analyzed the Human Connectome
(HC) structural brain network [1] (see SM [46]). The
analysis of CL for the largest available (thresholded)
HC network is shown in Fig.3(c), while Fig.3(d) shows
the finite-size scaling of λF for reduced versions of the
HC. Both analyses support an underlying scale-invariant
topology with spectral dimension ds ∼ 1.9(1).

Outlook. The observation of scale-invariance across
length and time scales led to the development of RG ideas
[18, 20] whose initial implementation took advantage of
the geometrical homogeneity and translational invariance
to perform scaling of statistical physical systems, com-
puting critical exponents [63], and leading to a catego-
rization of apparently diverse phase transitions into a few
universality classes [21, 22].

Extending universality to networks with heterogeneous
and non-local connectivity properties has long challenged
physicists. Despite remarkable advances have been re-
cently made [27, 28, 30, 31, 64], fully understanding
scale-invariance in generic networks remains unresolved.
Initially, network scale-invariance was associated with
power-law degree distributions [16]. However, as we ex-
plicitly show, scale-freeness of node degrees is neither
necessary nor sufficient for true self-similarity [11]. In-
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stead, the LRG [32, 35], provides a general framework to
characterize and classify non-trivial structural LRG fixed
points, describing their scaling properties and offering a
classification in terms of universality classes. A constant
heat-capacity indicates the presence of scale-invariance
or self-similarity in graphs, characterized by a constant
entropy-loss rate during network coarse-graining. We
have linked the constant entropy-loss rate to the net-
work spectral dimension, ds —computed using either L̂
or L̂RW— confirming its role as a natural generalization
of the Euclidean dimension [40, 41, 48].

Our LRG analysis identifies regular lattices, trees, clus-
tered networks, and hierarchical networks as fundamen-
tal classes of scale-invariant networks. Beyond regular
lattices, we highlight (u-v)-flowers and KH networks as
unique structures combining local clustering with hubs
at all scales to generate self-similar topologies. Trees are
bound to ds ≤ 2, and simply adding hubs appears in-
sufficient to achieve higher-dimension values. Generally,
as the dimension increases, it becomes more challenging
to generate self-similar heterogeneous networks [24]. Our
findings are promising for studying biological and socio-
technological networks; notably, hierarchical networks,
including the HC [65, 66] which exhibit robust scale in-
variance with ds ≈ 1.9(1), corroborating previous results
[64]. Our findings provide a solid ground for future dy-
namical RG theoretical calculations on these structures
and for identifying new signatures of scale invariance in
real-world networks.
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Universidad de Granada, E-18071, Granada, Spain.

4Departamento de Electromagnetismo y F́ısica de la Materia, Universidad de Granada, Granada 18071, Spain
5Dipartimento di Ingegneria Civile, Informatica e delle Tecnologie Aeronautiche,
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1. ASYMPTOTIC LIMIT OF λF

Let us assume to have a scale-invariant network for which ω(λ) = Aλγ , with γ = ds/2 − 1 and that λmax do
not depend on N (reasonable if the maximum node degree does not scale with N) [1]. Since the total number of
eigenvalues is N , i.e. the number of network nodes, we have

A

∫ λmax

0

dλλγ ≡ A
λγ+1
max

γ + 1
= N ,

which implies A = γ+1

λγ+1
max

N . On the other hand, by the definition of the Fiedler eigenvalue λF , we need to have [2],

A

∫ λF

0

dλλγ = 1 ,

from which we can derive the scaling relation λF ∼ N−2/ds .

Under these hypotheses, the specific heat can be written as

C(t) = t2
(〈

λ2
〉
t
− ⟨λ⟩2t

)
= t2

(
A
∫ λmax

0
dλλγe−λt

)(
A
∫ λmax

λF
dλλγ+2e−λt

)
−
(
A
∫ λmax

λF
dλλγ+1e−λt

)2

(
A
∫ λmax

0
dλλγe−λt

)2 , (1)

where the lower integration extreme for the integrals of the first and second moments of λ with time dependent
measure ρ̂(t) is explicitly limited to λF as the fundamental eigenvalue λ = 0 does not contribute and in this way we
can explicitly study the effect of the N -dependent gap λF ∼ N−2/ds for finite N .

By the change of integration variable u = λt, we can write

C(t) =

(∫ umax

0
duuγe−u

) (∫ umax

λF t
duuγ+2e−u

)
−

(∫ umax

λF t
duuγ+1e−u

)2

(∫ umax

0
duuγe−u

)2 (2)

with umax = λmaxt.

Let us now evaluate C(tF ) with tF = α/λF ∼ N2/ds where C(t) is expected to deviate from the constant value
ds/2 because of finite size effects giving a constant gap. In this case, due to the exponential factor in the integrals,
we can take with no danger umax → +∞. Consequently, we can write

C(α/λF ) =
Γ(γ + 1)

∫∞
α

duuγ+2e−u −
(∫∞

α
duuγ+1e−u

)2

Γ2(γ + 1)
=

Γ(γ + 1)Γ(γ + 3, α)− Γ2(γ + 2, α)

Γ2(γ + 1)
, (3)

where Γ(x) is the complete Euler Gamma function and Γ(x, α) =
∫∞
α

duux−1e−u is the lower incomplete Euler Gamma
function. Equation (3) immediately shows that for different N we get the same large time value for the specific heat
C(t), different from the infinite N value ds/2, at corresponding times t = α/λF where λF ∼ N−2/ds , while this value
depends on α. In particular, by using the large α asymptotic expansion of Γ(x, α) in Eq. (3) we get that the main α
dependence characterized by the following exponential decay:

C(α/λF ) =
αγ+2e−α

Γ(γ + 1)
. (4)

Finally, it is simple to note that in the limit α → 0+ Eq. (3) correctly coincides with the limit N → ∞ of Eq. (2)
at finite t:

C(t) =
Γ(γ + 1)Γ(γ + 3)− [Γ(γ + 2)]2

[Γ(γ + 1)]2
= γ + 1 = ds/2 ,

which explains the plateau value.
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2. ASYMPTOTICALLY SCALE-INVARIANT GRAPHS

Despite its simplicity, the request for a unique power-law behavior to hold on to all the support of the spectrum
may seem too severe to be easily detected in both synthetic and real graphs. However, a large set of networks satisfies
a much weaker but equally relevant condition: ω(λ) ∼ λγ in the limit λ → 0. Networks that meet this asymptotic
condition are scale-invariant graphs. The results shown in the main text can be derived, in a more general way, for
the asymptotic case using the Tauberian and Abelian theorems [3]. In particular, one can write

C(t)log(N) = −t2
d

dt
h(t). (5)

If ω(λ) ∼ λγ in for λ → 0, then h(t) ∼ t−1 in the limit t → ∞ and C(t)log(N) ∼ γ+1 < ∞ in the same regime. In this

context, the study of the spectral dimension ds fits the well-known asymptotic definitions ds = −2 limt→∞
ln pt(G,v)

ln t
and limλN→0 ωN (λN ) when these limits exist for infinite-sized graphs and where pt(G, v) is the return probability of
a random walk to a generic vertex v at time t and ωN (λN ) is the spectral density of normalized Laplacian operator.

3. REGULAR LATTICES

For consistency and to avoid spurious results, we first study the most straightforward trivial scale-invariant struc-
tures: regular lattices. As shown in Figure 1, the τ peak at short diffusion times reflects the characteristic resolution
scale of the system (or, in other words, the ’cutoff’ scale, Λ). We have analyzed different simple cases (both in 2D and

3D) to check the correspondence between the specific heat and the expected dimension of the network, using both L̂

and L̂RW . We emphasize that, in this particular case, both Laplacians are formally equivalent, as for regular lattices,
P (κ) = δ(κ− κ0), where k0 represents the coordination number of the homogeneous structure.

W

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Regular lattices. Specific heat versus diffusion time by using (a) L̂ and (b) L̂RW . All networks show a plateau for
the expected dimension of any lattice for both cases.
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4. SCALE-DEPENDENT NETWORKS

We have conducted extensive simulations to analyze the specific heat of Erdös-Rényi networks of different mean
connectivity. Figure 2 shows the expected specific heat versus the diffusion time for different sizes of the system,
which shows that there is no scaling for large networks. Note also that CL presents a single peak, pointing to a scale
that corresponds to the system size.
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FIG. 2. Erdös-Rényi networks. Specific heat versus diffusion time for different network sizes (see legend) and mean
connectivity: (a) ⟨κ⟩ = 10, (b) ⟨κ⟩ = 20, (c) ⟨κ⟩ = 30, (d) ⟨κ⟩ = 40. All curves have been averaged over 102 network
realizations.
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5. BETHE LATTICES

One of the paradigmatic cases of self-similar networks is those of Bethe lattices with coordination number z > 2.
Figure 3 shows the specific heat for different Bethe lattices with coordination numbers z = 3, 4, 5 and 6. Note that the
specific heat monotonically grows for all networks at short times. Still, the heat capacity asymptotically converges to
a constant value with a spectral dimension dS = 2 (see Figure 3). The scaling of the Fielder eigenvalue confirms such
a constant value (see also the theoretical proof below), as reported in Figure 4.

10 1 101 103 105
0.0

0.5
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(a) z = 3
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(b) z = 4
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FIG. 3. Bethe lattice. Specific heat versus system size for Bethe lattices of different coordination numbers: (a) z = 3, (b)
z = 4, (c) z = 5, (d) z = 6. The dashed gray line shows the value associated with the scaling of the Fiedler eigenvalue in Figure
4.

101 103 105
N

100
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104
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1010

1/
F dS = 2.0

dS = 1.0

2
3

4
5

FIG. 4. Fiedler scaling. Scaling of the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue versus system size for different Bethe lattices and
different values of z (see legend). Black dashed lines correspond to 1/λF ∼ N2/dS . Bethe lattices with z ≥ 3 present generic
scaling with associated spectral dimension dS = 2.
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We now rigorously demonstrate that all Bethe lattices exhibit an identical spectral dimension dS = 2. For conve-
nience, let us consider a regular Cayley tree where all nodes present a branching ratio b and r iterations. The total
number of nodes is

Nr =
br − 1

b− 1
⇒ r =

log(Nb−N + 1)

log b

Following the results of Erzan and Tuncer [4], we know that,

λF ∼ (b− 1) b−r =
b− 1

b
log(Nb−N+1)

log b

and thus,

1

λF
∼ b

log(Nb−N+1)
log b

b− 1

where the upper term simply involves the change of base formula logb a = logc a
logc b . Finally,

1

λF
∼ N +

1

b− 1

By comparison with the scaling form for 1/λF , dS = 2, regardless of the value of b.

6. BARABÁSI-ALBERT NETWORKS

We have analyzed BA networks with subsequent values of m > 1 for both cases L̂ and L̂RW . As shown in Figures
5 and 6, BA networks show no sign of scaling properties for m > 1, nor in the specific heat, where any plateau is
present, nor in the analysis of the Fiedler eigenvalue, where only the network with m = 1 presents a bona-fide scaling
with dS = 2.
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FIG. 5. Barabási-Albert. Specific heat versus system size for BA networks of different m for: (a) L̂, m = 2, (b) L̂, m = 3,

(c) L̂RW , m = 2, and (d) L̂RW , m = 3. All cases show no plateau, evidencing the absence of scale-invariant properties of the
networks.
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FIG. 6. Spectral dimension. Scaling of the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue versus system size for different Barabási-Albert
networks and different values of m (see legend) by using (a) the Laplacian L̂ and (b) the normalized Laplacian LRW . In both
cases, only the case with m = 1 is truly scale-invariant with spectral dimension dS = 2.

7. (u, v)−FLOWERS

The (u, v)-flowers are deterministic and recursive graphs [5]. Let us briefly describe how such networks are built:
At step t = 0, the graph G(0) corresponds to a dimer, that is, two nodes connected by a link. The structure of
successive G(t > 0) is driven by both the parameters u and v, together with 1 ≤ u ≤ v. G(t) is built by replacing each
link of G(t− 1) with two parallel links of, respectively, length u and v, as shown in Fig. 7.

t=0 t=2 t=3t=1

FIG. 7. Construction of the (1, 2)-flowers at steps t = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Such a procedure generates different types of graphs. Hence, (> 1, v)-flowers are known to exhibit finite Hausdorff
dimension, dH , while (1, v)-flowers have been called transfinite fractals (transfractals) and hold strong small-world
properties with infinite Hausdorff dimension. In particular, all the derivations of dH are based on rescaling analyses

of the diameter of the graph L (e.g., N(L + ℓ) = eℓd̃fN(L), N number of nodes) instead of a multiplicative one
(e.g., N(bL) = bedfN(L)). However, we note that the general spectral dimension of both types of networks is
ds = log(u + v)/ log(uv), corresponding to the analysis of the Fiedler eigenvalue in Figure 9. Note also that, as
expected for usual deterministic and recursively growing fractals [6], periodic oscillations are observed and detected
by the specific heat as exemplified in Fig. 8.
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W
W

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

FIG. 8. (u,v)-flowers. Specific heat versus diffusion time τ for different system sizes (see legend) for (1, 3)-flowers (purple solid

line) and (1, 4)-flowers (green solid line) by using (a) L̂, and (b) L̂RW , and (2, 2)-flowers (orange solid line) and (2, 3)-flowers

(cyan solid line) by using (c) L̂ and (d) L̂RW . The colored horizontal dashed lines display the theoretical value of dS/2, and
the black dashed lines in the sub-panels show the theoretical scaling of CF as suggested in the main text.
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FIG. 9. Spectral dimension for (u,v) networks. Scaling of the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue versus system size for

different (u, v) networks and different values of v (see legend) by using the Laplacian L̂ for (a) u = 1, (b) u = 2. In all cases,
these networks are scale-invariant with variable spectral dimensions.
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8. KIM AND HOLME NETWORKS

The analysis of standard BA networks with an extended mechanism to include a ‘triad formation step’ is particularly
interesting to explore possible mechanisms to generate self-similar networks with dS > 2 [7]. Therefore, the generation
mechanism proposed by Kim and Holme (KH) works by adding a new step to the preferential attachment rule as
follows:

(i) A vertex, v, with m edges is added at each time step. The growth time t is identified as the number of time
steps.

(ii) Preferential attachment rule (PA): Each edge of v is then linked to an already existing vertex with probability
proportional to its degree, namely, Pi =

κi∑
j κj

.

(iii) Triad formation (TF): After each PA step in which a new vertex v is added and some edge (u, v) is added, a
triangle is closed with probability p by choosing a neighbor of u, u2 and adding the edge (v, u2).

Here, we investigate whether KH networks show any power-law scaling of the Fielder eigenvalue for different values
of m and p. Let us highlight that the case with m = 1 is rather trivial because it is impossible to close any triangle.
Consequently, this latter mechanism will produce results identical to those of a simple BA network with m = 1. The
results of the different types of KH networks (that is, the values of m) for different TF probabilities are reported
in Figure 10, making it evident that only KH networks with p = 1 generate scale-invariant structures, as shown
in the main text. In particular, the spectral dimension of the generated networks ranges from dS = 2.57(1) and
dS = 3.65(1) for large values of m, as shown in Figure 11(b). Figure11(a) and Figure11(c) shows a specific example
of these networks with m = 2 and m = 3.
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FIG. 10. KH scale-invariant networks. Scaling of the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue versus system size for different KH
networks and different values of p (see legend) by using the Laplacian L̂ for (a) m = 2, (b) m = 3, and (c) m = 4. In all cases,
only the case with p = 1 is truly scale-invariant with variable spectral dimension.
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FIG. 11. KH networks. (a) KH network with m = 2, p = 1 and N = 1000. (b) Scaling of the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue
versus system size for different KH networks with p = 1 and varying m (see legend). The spectral dimension of the networks
range from dS = 2.57(1) to dS = 3.65(1) for large values of m. (b) KH network with m = 3, p = 1 and N = 1000.
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9. DYSON NETWORK

The Dyson graph is a weighted, fully connected, and deterministic graph. It was originally introduced by Dyson
[8] to determine the occurrence of a phase transition in a one-dimensional chain with long-range interactions.

In the initial step, the network consists of a dimer with a weight link J(d = 1, t = 1, σ) = 4−σ. Here, t is the
iteration step, which is an integer ≥ 1, such that the initial configuration of the dimer is called G(1). d is the distance
between two nodes and corresponds to the iteration step where they have been connected. In the next step, the graph
is duplicated and all missing links are filled with a weight connection J(d = 2, t = 2, σ) = 4−2σ. The same quantity is
added to the weight of the old links, which now reads as J(d = 1, t = 2, σ) = J(d = 1, t = 1, σ) + 4−2σ. Generalizing
we get J(d, t− 1, σ) → J(d, t, σ) = J(d, t− 1, σ) + J(t, t, σ). Then it follows that each node will hold a unique degree

w ≡ wi =
∑

i̸=j Jij =
∑T

d=1 2
d−1J(d, T, σ), where J(d, T, σ) =

∑T
l=d J(l, t, σ). Thus, the parameter σ can be adjusted

to modulate the decay of the interaction strength. In particular, its value affects the resulting spectral dimension that
can be written as dS = 2/(2σ − 1). Finally, we have to add that σ is bounded as follows: 1/2 < σ ≤ 1. The lower
bound ensures the finite value of w. The upper bound does not let the inverse of the spectral gap grow faster than
the system size.

t=0 t=2t=1

FIG. 12. Construction of Dyson graph at steps t = 0, 1, 2. For the sake of clarity, at step t = 2, only the new links involving
the first node have been reported. The rest of the nodes will follow the same building rule.

Figure 13 shows the constant specific heat for different Dyson graphs with σ = 0.85 and σ = 0.95 and different
system sizes. Note that these graphs can generate networks of arbitrary spectral dimension.

W
W

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

FIG. 13. Dyson graphs. Specific heat versus diffusion time τ for different system sizes (see legend) for σ = 0.85 using (a)

L̂ and (b) L̂RW , and σ = 0.95 using (c) L̂ and (d) L̂RW . The colored horizontal dashed lines display the theoretical value of
dS/2, and the black dashed lines in the sub-panels show the theoretical scaling of CF as suggested in the main text.
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10. HMN NETWORKS

We have also analyzed the synthetic hierarchical networks originally developed in [9]. These networks, called
Hierarchic Modular Networks (HMNs), have been specifically generated to closely resemble the structure of real brain
networks. In particular, HMN consists of N nodes or neurons and L links or synapses, organized into hierarchical
levels for easy analysis. The HMN model that we exemplify here uses a bottom-to-top approach. First, we construct
local fully connected modules and group them recursively by establishing new inter-modular links in a deterministic
manner with a level-dependent number of connections (HMN).

Hence, the growing algorithm works as follows, as detailed in [9]:

(i) At each hierarchical level l = 1, 2, ..., s, different pairs of blocks are selected, each with size 2i−1M0. All possible
undirected 4i−1M2

0 connections between the two blocks are evaluated and established to avoid repetitions.

(ii) The number of connections between blocks at each level is set a priori at a constant value α.

(iii) This method is stochastic in assigning connections, although the number of them (as well as the degree of the
network) is fixed deterministically, being,

⟨κ⟩ = M0 − 1 +
2α

M0
(1− 2−s).

Figure 14 shows the eigenvalue probability distribution for HMNs with M0 = 2 and different values of α. Note the
power-law scaling for small values of λ, where the number of oscillations increases with the number of hierarchical
levels, s. Figure 15 shows the inverse of the Fielder eigenvalue for different classes of HMN networks using fully
connected cliques of size M0 = 2, M0 = 3, and M0 = 4 as basal blocks. In particular, we observe that the spectral
dimension of these specific networks continuously varies over the interval dS ∈ (1.25, 2).
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8192
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(c) = 4
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8192

FIG. 14. HMN eigenvalues. Eigenvalue probability distribution for HMN networks with M0 = 2 and different system sizes
(see legend) by using the Laplacian L̂ for (a) α = 1, (b) α = 2, and (c) α = 4. All curves have been averaged over 103

independent realizations. Dashed lines represent the scaling P (λ) ∝ λ
dS/2−1.

102 103 104 105 106
N

100

104

108

1/
F 1.26(1)

1.77(1)

(a) M0 = 2
1
2

3
4

102 103 104 105 106
N

10 3

101

105

109

1/
F

1.26(1)

1.90(1)

(b) M0 = 3

1
2
3

4
5
6

7
8
9

102 103 104 105 106
N

10 3

101

105

109

1/
F

1.26(1)

1.94(1)

(c) M0 = 4

1
2

3
4

6
8

10
12

14
16

FIG. 15. HMN spectral dimension. Scaling of the inverse of the Fiedler eigenvalue versus system size for different HMN
networks and different values of α (see legend) by using the Laplacian L̂ for (a) M0 = 2, (b) M0 = 3, and (c) M0 = 4. In all
cases, HMN are scale-invariant networks with variable spectral dimensions.
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Figure 16 shows the constant specific heat for different HMN networks for M0 = 2 and different values of α. Note
that all networks present a constant specific heat, either for CL and CR with the expected theoretical value of dS .

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

W
W

FIG. 16. HMN graphs. Specific heat versus diffusion time τ for M0 = 2 and α = 1 using (a) L̂ and (b) L̂RW , and M0 = 2

and α = 2 using (c) L̂ and (d) L̂RW . The colored horizontal dashed lines display the plateau level, and the black dashed lines
in the sub-panels show the theoretical scaling of CF , as suggested in the main text. All curves have been averaged over 103

network realizations.

(a) (b)

FIG. 17. HMN networks. (a) HMN network with M0 = 2, α = 2 and s = 9 hierarchical levels. (b) HMN network with
M0 = 4, α = 10 and s = 9 hierarchical levels.
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11. HUMAN CONNECTOME NETWORK

We have also analyzed the intrinsic structure of the Human Connectome Network (HC), a reconstruction of struc-
tural brain networks composed of hundreds of neural regions and thousands of white-matter fiber interconnections.
This network consists of 998 nodes, each representing a mesoscopic population of neurons whose mutual connections
are encoded by a symmetric weighted connectivity matrix. In particular, it is well-known that the HC is organized in
modules and structured in a hierarchical fashion across many scales.

To uncover incipient scale-invariant features in HC, we have filtered the weighted HC matrix by imposing a threshold
T below which the links are discarded (without performing any network binarization). We emphasize that, as a
function of this threshold T , a random tree will always emerge, forming the backbone of the giant component of every
network at the percolation threshold. However, here we observe that the network exhibits a kind of plateau near
dS ≈ 2 for T ∈ (2 · 10−2, 5 · 10−2), which is consistent with our previous results for HMN networks. Figure 18(a)
shows the fraction of nodes belonging to the giant cluster (P∞) and the remaining fraction of edges regarding their
initial number (E∞) when we sparsify the network. Note that at some specific value of T ≈ 6 · 10−2, the resulting
giant component corresponds to a random tree at the critical point of percolation. Instead, Figure 18(b) shows the
resulting specific heat for the giant connected component of the sparsified network. Figure 19 shows the resulting
networks for the different values of T analyzed in Figure18(b).

Finally, to check whether the HC network actually exhibits scale-invariant properties, we performed iterative coarse-
graining of the network using the LRG [10] and monitored the scaling of the Fiedler vector for different system sizes.
We used the density matrix ρ(τ) to define a network dendrogram as explicitly described in [10, 11]. Hence, by
applying Ward’s method to analyze the HC network clusters, it is possible to cut the dendrogram at different heights
to generate reduced networks of smaller sizes, as shown in the main text.

10 2 10 1

T
0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

P
,E

(a)

100 101 102 103 104

0.5

1.0

1.5
C L

lo
gN

(b)

1.5 10 2

3.1 10 2
3.5 10 2

6.0 10 2

FIG. 18. (a) Giant cluster size (P∞) and fraction of edges regarding the total original ones (E∞) versus sparsification threshold
T . The network shows a usual percolation phase transition for T ≈ 0.6, while a non-trivial network structure still emerges
with a non-vanishing giant component for threshold values T ∈ (2 · 10−2, 5 · 10−2). (b) Specific heat versus diffusion time for
different values of T (see legend). Values of T within (2 · 10−2, 5 · 10−2) are compatible with a spectral dimension dS ≈ 1.9(1),
while for T ≈ 0.6 a random tree with spectral dimension dS = 4/3 emerges, as expected for any percolation phase transition.
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FIG. 19. Human Connectome network Giant cluster network for different threshold values. (a) T = 10−3, (b) T = 3 · 10−2, (c)
T = 3.5 · 10−2, and (d) T = 6 · 10−2. Note that, for the last case, the giant cluster of the network corresponds to a random tree
as expected for a usual percolation phase transition.
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