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The view that the probability density function (PDF) of a key statistical variable, anomalously
scaled by size or time, could furnish a hallmark of universal behavior contrasts with the circumstance
that such density sensibly depends on non-universal features. We solve this apparent contradiction
by demonstrating that both non-universal amplitudes and universal exponents of leading critical
singularities in large deviation functions are determined by the PDF tails, whose form is argued on
extensivity. This unexplored scenario implies a universal form of central limit theorem at criticality
and is confirmed by exact calculations for mean field Ising models in equilibrium and for anomalous
diffusion models.

The confirmation of scaling and universality, together
with the calculation of critical exponents on which one
can test such universality, are among the most funda-
mental achievements of the theory of equilibrium critical
phenomena [1–3]. Much progress in this field was possi-
ble through finite size scaling techniques, which allowed
to determine critical exponents by extrapolating to the
thermodynamic limit finite systems properties [4–6]. An
interesting prerogative of finite systems at criticality is
also the fact that the probability distribution of the order
parameter, if properly scaled, converges to a well defined
scaling PDF [7, 8]. For example, in an Ising model with
N spins in d > 1 dimensions, the probability distribu-
tion of the magnetization M at the critical temperature
Tc and in zero magnetic field is expected to converge for
increasing N to a limit

NyH/dPN (M,Tc) −−−−→
N→∞

f(M/NyH/d) (1)

with f a scaling function of the rescaled magnetization
m = M/NyH/d, and yH the magnetic Kadanoff exponent
[3].

Scaling functions were proposed as possible locations of
universal signatures, with a conjectured stretched expo-
nential decay f(m) ∼ exp(−c|m|δ+1) for large |m| [9, 10]
modulated by the equation of state exponent δ [3] and
some unknown coefficient c > 0. In spite of many at-
tempts, numerical analyses of f proved to be extremely
difficult and far from conclusive for the tails [11–14] (for
rigorous proofs in 2D see [15, 16]). Analytical evidence of
this type of decay, with precisely the form conjectured for
the Ising magnetization scaling function [9, 10] [17], was
most recently found in a series of paradigmatic models of
anomalous diffusion [18, 19] with time and displacement
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playing the roles of system’s size and magnetization, re-
spectively. Such decay was also identified as responsible
of power law singularities in the large deviation functions
of displacement, suggesting the importance of these mod-
els for proving properties out of reach in the Ising case.

The probabilistic interpretation of the renormalization
group [20, 21] suggested to regard non-Gaussian scal-
ing functions as solutions of stability conditions for the
PDF’s of sums of strongly correlated random variables
[22, 23]. It remains an open issue to identify up to
what extent these shapes are reflecting universal (or non-
universal [24]) properties, as f strongly depends on fea-
tures which can be different within the same universal-
ity class, such as the boundary conditions of the finite
systems from which it is extrapolated [7, 25, 26]. The
absence of precise criteria for identifying universal and
non-universal features of scaling functions prevented so
far the formulation of general forms of limit theorems at
equilibrium criticality, as well as a thorough investigation
of critical power-law singularities in the rate functions of
large deviation theory [27–29].

In this work, we focus on the magnetization of the criti-
cal Ising model in equilibrium as a paradigmatic example
of variable obeying anomalous scaling. We demonstrate
that the extensivity of an auxiliary form of cumulant gen-
erator determines the stretched exponential decay of the
scaling function conjectured for the Ising model. This
decay is shown to account for both universal exponents
and non-universal amplitudes of leading singularities in
all large deviation functions, opening to a universal gen-
eralization of the central limit theorem at criticality. The
scenario is exactly confirmed in the case of mean field in-
teractions and for the displacement in time of anomalous
diffusion models.

We start by considering the example of an Ising model
in equilibrium. In d = 2 or d = 3, the system undergoes a
phase transition at a finite critical temperature T = Tc >
0 [3]. We consider a box with N spins, e.g. on a square or
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cubic lattice, and with open boundary conditions. The
same argument applies to different lattices or periodic
boundary conditions. Given a generic configuration σ⃗ =
{σ1, σ2, . . . , σN} of the system, where σi = ±1 is the spin
at site i = 1, 2, . . . , N , the total magnetization is M =∑

i σi. The system has reduced Hamiltonian H(σ⃗) =
J

kBT

∑
⟨i,j⟩ σiσj + hM . Here J > 0 is a ferromagnetic

coupling and the sum is extended to all pairs of nearest
neighbor sites, kB is the Boltzmann’s constant and h ≥ 0
is a dimensionless magnetic field (magnetic spin energy
divided by kBT ; the same analysis can be repeated for
negative h). The reduced Helmoltz free energy is given
by FN (h, T ) = log(

∑
σ⃗ e

H(σ⃗)) where the sum is over all
2N spin configurations and the following identity holds
(see the Supplemental Material [30]):

GN (h, T ) :=
∑
M

ehMPN (M,T ) = eFN (h,T )−FN (0,T ).

(2)
Here, PN (M,T ) is the probability of observing the sys-
tem in a generic configuration with total magnetization
M for h = 0. Thus, PN (M,Tc) refers to the system be-
coming critical in the N → ∞ thermodynamic limit. The
function logGN is the generator of the cumulants of this
probability distribution P by derivation with respect to
h at h = 0.
If we set T = Tc in Eq. 2 for large N the right hand

side should grow as ∼ eN [g(h,Tc)−g(0,Tc)]+..., where g is
the free energy per site in the thermodynamic limit (the
dots represent sub-extensive terms that depend on the
specific choice of boundary conditions [31]). In large devi-
ations language g(h, Tc)− g(0, Tc) is the scaled cumulant
generating function (SCGF) [27] of the observable M at
T = Tc, with h playing the role of a Laplace parameter.
We expect g to be singular at criticality for h → 0 [3], so
that we can write

g(h, Tc)− g(0, Tc) = lim
N→∞

logGN (h, Tc)

N
= Ahd/yH + . . .

(3)
where the first term on the r.h.s. is the leading singu-
lar term with amplitude A and the dots indicate other
less singular or regular terms in a whole expansion (sub-
extensive terms in Eq. 2 are omitted). The determi-
nation of the leading singular term, with the magnetic
Kadanoff exponent yH < d, is a task which can be faced
only by exact solutions (in 2D [15]) and in most cases is
more or less satisfactorily achieved by approximate nu-
merical or renormalization group methods [1, 3, 4].

At criticality, PN (M,Tc) is expected to satisfy scal-
ing as N → ∞, meaning that in the thermodynamic
limit this distribution translates into a PDF f(m) (up
to a factor 1/2, see [30]) of the continuous argument
m = M/NyH/d ∈ [−∞,+∞]. Here we want to show
that the elusive behavior of f(m) for large |m| can be
obtained by studying the role of this function in charac-
terizing the limit in Eq. 3. At the same time, we will
demonstrate that this insight is sufficient to fully charac-
terize the correct exponent and amplitude of the leading

singularity of g. Quite remarkably, given the value of
yH/d, the form of the asymptotic behavior of f can be
argued simply on the basis of the extensivity of the cu-
mulant generator (the power of N normalizing logGN in
Eq. 3). This extensivity in equilibrium is determined
by the existence of the thermodynamic limit for the free
energy density.
To accomplish all this, one has to replace G by an

auxiliary expression defined as

Ḡ(hNyH/d, Tc) =
1

2

∫ +∞

−∞
dm emhNyH/d

f(m) (4)

which, by differentiation with respect to h at h = 0,
generates the leading large N behavior of the moments
of PN (M,Tc). As we show below, Ḡ cannot be expected
to reproduce the full large N behavior (inclusive of sub-
leading extensive terms) on the r.h.s. of Eq. 3. Indeed, Ḡ
is a function of the single argument hNyH/d, instead of h
and N separately as GN . Still, Ḡ offers the advantage to
fully account for the leading singularity just by inspection
of its N → ∞ behavior. At the same time, this generator
allows to link this singularity to the tail of f .
Assuming rapid decay of f at large |m|, the integral in

Eq. 4 for large hNyH/d is dominated by the maximum
value of the integrand. For h > 0, the point of maximum
m̄ of the integrand approaches +∞ in the limit N →
∞. Writing f(m) = e−r(m), m̄ formally satisfies the
differential equation

r′(m̄) = hNyH/d (5)

such that the leading contribution to the logarithm of the
auxiliary function is

log Ḡ(hNyH/d, Tc) = hNyH/dm̄− r(m̄) (6)

Now, if this leading contribution is assumed to be ∝ N
and yH/d < 1, from the last two equations follows that
m̄ ∝ N1−yH/d and r(m̄) ∝ N . This necessarily implies
that r must be proportional to a power of m̄. Indeed,
r(m̄) is expected to grow as m̄ → +∞, but a growth
faster than a power, e.g. exponential, would lead to
m̄ ∼ log(hNyH/d), not fulfilling the required extensiv-
ity. Following the notations adopted in Refs. [9, 32], we
write r(m̄) = cm̄δ+1 and, consistently,

m̄ =

(
hNyH/d

c(1 + δ)

)1/δ

. (7)

These positions are clearly compatible with Eq. 5 and,
guarantee a leading Laplace contribution ∝ N to the
logarithm of the integral in Eq. 4 with

δ =
yH/d

1− yH/d
(8)

as it can be verified in Eq. 6. Indeed, upon substitution
we get

log Ḡ(hNyH/d, Tc) = N
δ

c1/δ

(
h

δ + 1

) 1+δ
δ

(9)
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yielding the expected leading magnetic singularity ∝
hd/yH of the free energy density of the model (Eq. 3).
We propose to interpret the factor multiplying Nhd/yH

on the r.h.s. of Eq. 9 as the amplitude of the singularity
in h of the free energy density g(h, Tc) at h = 0 (the coef-
ficient A in Eq. 3). While such an amplitude is generally
expected to be non-universal [6], its estimation through
the auxiliary function Ḡ suggests that it depends only on
the universal exponent δ and the coefficient c multiply-
ing m̄δ+1 in the exponential decay rate of f . A direct
verification that Eq. 9 provides precisely the amplitude
of the leading singularity in h of the free energy density
in 2 or 3D is not possible. However, our exact results
for mean field interactions and for anomalous diffusion
models provide strong indirect confirmation (see below).

The role played by the constant c in the decay rate of
f acquires further importance if we look at the conse-
quences of Eq. 9 for the rate function I(m′) in terms of
which one expresses the large deviation principle for the
magnetization density m′ = M/N . This principle can be
formulated by saying that for large N one has

PN (m′ = M/N, Tc) ∼
N→∞

e−NI(m′). (10)

The validity of this large deviation principle is guaranteed
here by Gärtner-Ellis theorem [33, 34], since the condi-
tion d/yH > 1 guarantees that g(h, Tc) is differentiable
for all h. According to this theorem, we can obtain the
rate function through a Legendre-Fenchel Transform of
the SCGF as

I(m′) = g(0, Tc) + sup
h>0

[hm′ − g(h, Tc)] . (11)

Such a supremum problem implies solving for h the equa-
tion m′ = ∂hg(h, Tc). This can be easily done in the
neighborhood of h = 0, where the h dependence of
g(h, Tc) − g(0, Tc) just reduces to the leading singular
term in Eq. 9. Substituting h = c(1 + δ)(m′)δ in the
expression of which we need to compute the sup in Eq.
11, one obtains I(m′) = c(m′)δ+1, valid for m′ → 0+.
This shows that the amplitude of the power law singu-
larity of I(m′) is identical to the coefficient appearing in
the exponential decay rate of f(m) for large |m|. This
establishes a precise link between the singularity of the
rate function I(m′) at its minimum m′ = 0, and the tail
of the scaling function f(m) for large |m|. For critical
Ising models, rate functions have been extensively stud-
ied, by numerical or renormalization group methods [29].
However, so far, these studies did not establish for them
general features related to universal critical exponents or
to critical amplitudes.

Ising Mean-Field – An exact confirmation of the estab-
lished above link between scaling and rate functions at
criticality is possible in the case of an Ising model in
which the spin-spin interaction is expressed in a mean
field way as J

2kBT M
2/N . This allows to write explicitly

the magnetization probability PN (M,T ) in zero external

field as (see SM [30])

PN (M,T ) ∝ eN [ 12 (M/N)2(J/kBT−1)− 1
12 (M/N)4+... ]. (12)

The critical temperature is easily determined to be Tc =
J/kB by cancellation of the quadratic term, implying
a quartic rate function at criticality I(m′ = M/N) =
− 1

12 (m
′)4 + ..... This mean field rate function allows

for an exact verification of the connection between its
amplitude around m′ = 0 at criticality with the scaling
function tail.
Since for the mean field case we should have δ = 3, we

argue that a plausible scaled variable is m = M/N3/4,
which indeed cancels the asymptotic dependence on N
in the fourth order term. So, for this model in which d
looses meaning, NyH/d is replaced by N3/4 in our basic
Eq. 4. The problem left is to determine f(m). Such a
task was faced long ago by Ellis and Newman [35, 36]
(see also [22]), with a derivation within a renormaliza-
tion group strategy that proposed to identify the scal-
ing function among a parameterized infinity of possible
fixed point solutions which, however, does not include
normalized PDFs. In the Supplemental Material [30],
we present a consistent derivation of the scaling function
for all m ∈ [−∞,+∞] by showing that at criticality it
exactly satisfies the stability condition

f(m) =
31/4Γ(1/4)

21/2
f(2−1/4m)2 (13)

under iterative doubling of the number of spins in the
limit of infinite system, where Γ(·) is the complete
Gamma function. The unique solution of this fixed point
equation is

f(m) =

√
2

31/4Γ(1/4)
e−

1
12m

4

(14)

which is the (normalized) scaling function for the mean-
field Ising model. The exponential decay rate for |m| →
∞ exactly coincides, both in exponent and in amplitude,
with the leading term of I(m′) around m′ = 0, as pre-
dicted by our general argument.

Central limit theorems – Another aim of the present
investigation is to explore general, possibly universal,
forms of limit theorems valid at criticality. While the
full knowledge of a scaling function would amount au-
tomatically to a limit theorem [37], the existence of de-
pendencies on boundary conditions of the critical scaling
functions [25, 26] represents a manifest obstacle to the
achievement of such generality. Our result concerning
the asymptotic decay of scaling functions for large ar-
gument suggests validity of a weak form of generalized
central limit theorem [27] for additive observables like
the magnetization of the Ising model at criticality. In-
deed, the behavior we found for I(m′) around m′ = 0,
suggests that one can approximate the PDF of m′ values
not too deviating from m′ = 0 as

P (m′) ∼ e−Nc(m′)1+δ

, (15)



4

depending only on c and on the universal exponent
δ. As in the case of the standard central limit theo-
rem, recovered here for δ = 1, one should expect that
this approximation works well for magnetization values
M < 1

cN
δ/(1+δ) if sub-leading contributions to I(m′) are

of order sufficiently higher than δ + 1.
Of key importance for the above derivations has been

the possibility to extract the leading singular term of
the free energy by performing the limit for hNyH/d →
∞ (thus, at arbitrary nonzero h) of the integral in
Eq. 4. This term is obtained without having previ-
ously performed an N → ∞ limit to extract the full
g(h, Tc)− g(0, Tc) in Eq. 3.

Anomalous Diffusion – Outside of equilibrium, large de-
viation theory can be used to describe the behavior of
key extensive variables, such as the total particle trans-
fer [27, 38–47] or entropy production [48–50]. Dynami-
cal large deviation functions in these contexts have been
shown to exhibit singular behaviors, but typically related
to first order transitions [51–58]. Here we show that the
derivation we outlined for the magnetization of the Ising
model in equilibrium holds also for extensive variables ex-
hibiting anomalous scaling out of equilibrium, ultimately
leading to critical power-law singularities in the rate func-
tion. Indeed, strong support to the validity of the above
Ising scenario comes from the context of anomalous dif-
fusion, in which the mean squared displacement of a dif-
fusing particle grows as

〈
x2
〉
∼ Dt2ν with ν ̸= 1/2 and

diffusion constant D [18, 19, 59]. In these dynamical con-
texts, displacement plays the role of magnetization, while
the system’s extensivity is regulated by time in place of
size. Exact results can be obtained in the 1D Continuous
Time Random Walk model (CTRW), in which a particle
hops with some rate r (in units [t]−2ν) to nearest neigh-
boring sites on a lattice with spacing L. The probability
of observing a particle at a position i of a 1D lattice
evolves according to

[∂2ν
t − 2r]Pi(t) = r (Pi−1(t) + Pi+1(t)) (16)

where the fractional Caputo [60] derivative ∂2ν
t accounts

for the power-law tailed waiting time PDF ω(t) ∼ t−1−2ν

giving rise to subdiffusion [61]. The generating function
of displacement G(λ, t) = Σie

λiLPi(t) and the associated
SCGF ε(λ) = limt→∞ G(λ, t)/t can be evaluated exactly
for this model (see [18, 30, 50]) providing the singular
behavior

ε(λ) = (rL2)1/2ν |λ|1/ν +O(λ2+1/ν) . (17)

Here the Laplace parameter λ acts as the magnetic field
h in the Ising case, so that ε(λ) can be regarded as an
analog of g(h, Tc)− g(0, Tc).
Taking the continuum limit, the lattice spacing goes

to zero while rL2 → D stays constant and the
probability distribution approaches the PDF p(x, t) =
limL→0 Pi(t)/L of the continuous displacement x = iL.
From Eq. 16 we get that this PDF satisfies the fractional
diffusion equation ∂2ν

t p(x, t) = D∂2
xp(x, t), whose solu-

tion can be expressed as p(x, t) = Mν(x/t
ν
√
D)/(tν

√
D)

with Mν M-Wright function [61–64]. This allows to con-

clude that the scaling function is f(z/
√
D) = Mν(z/

√
D)

with rescaled displacement z = x/tν , so that we can write

Ḡ(λ, t) =
1√
D

∫
dz eλzt

ν

Mν(z/
√
D) . (18)

For large |z| the M-Wright function is known exactly [62]
to have a stretched exponential decay

Mν(z/
√
D) ∼ exp

(
−1− ν

ν

(
ν|z|/

√
D
) 1

1−ν

)
. (19)

This is consistent with δ = ν/(1 − ν), equivalent to Eq.
8, and expressing the Fisher relation for anomalous diffu-
sion [18, 19, 65]. Plugging δ and the c coefficient implied
by the last equation into the equivalent of Eq. 9, and
taking into account that D = rL2, eventually yields the
same leading singularity in λ obtained in Eq. 17. On the
basis of this singularity one can also argue the behavior
of the rate function I(v = x/t) around |v| = 0, obtaining
[30]

I(v = x/t) =
1− ν

ν

(
ν|v|√
D

) 1
1−ν

+ o(v
1

1−ν ). (20)

Summarizing, we have shown that plausible arguments
allow to argue the exponential decay rate of the scaling
function of a critical observable and to fully character-
ize the leading singularity of the SCGF in terms of this
rate. We did also establish the existence of a critical
singularity of the rate function of large deviation theory
at its minimum, with exponent and amplitude matching
precisely those of this exponential decay rate. This sin-
gularity guarantees validity of a general form of central
limit theorem for additive critical variables. The whole
scenario must be expected to hold for both equilibrium
and non-equilibrium variables obeying anomalous scaling
with scaling function possessing finite moments of all or-
ders. Altogether the results show the central role played
by scaling function tails in setting up a large deviations
approach to criticality. They also strongly support and
extend, as far as meaning and implications are concerned,
long standing unproved conjectures for equilibrium Ising
criticality.
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where J > 0 is a ferromagnetic interaction modulating the nearest neighbors pairwise spin-spin interactions and h is
a dimensionless magnetic field. The partition function of the system at a temperature T reads:

ZN (h, T ) =
∑
σ⃗

eH(σ⃗) (S2)

where the sum is performed over all 2N spin configurations σ⃗ and the reduced Helmoltz Free energy consequently
reads

FN (h, T ) = logZN (h, T ) = log

(∑
σ⃗

eH(σ⃗)

)
. (S3)

Let us refer with PN (M,T ) to the probability of observing a certain total magnetization M =
∑

i σi in zero magnetic
field h = 0 at temperature T . Formally

PN (M,T ) =
eFN (M,T )

ZN (h = 0, T )
(S4)

where we have introduced the reduced Landau Free energy in zero magnetic field:

FN (M,T ) = log

 ∑
σ⃗:

∑
i σi=M

e
J

kBT

∑
⟨i,j⟩ σiσj

 (S5)

and the sum is performed over all spin configurations σ⃗ yielding a total magnetization M . Noting that the reduced
Helmoltz free energy for any h can be expressed in terms of the Landau free energy as

FN (h, T ) = log

[∑
M

eFN (M,T )+hM

]
(S6)

we get that the following identity holds

GN (h, T ) :=
∑
M

ehMPN (M,T ) =

∑
M eFN (M,T )+hM

ZN (h = 0, T )
= eFN (h,T )−FN (h=0,T ) (S7)

where we introduced the generating function GN of the moments of the magnetization, which can be obtained upon
derivation of GN with respect to the external magnetic field at h = 0.

II. MAGNETIZATION SCALING FUNCTION OF AN ISING MEAN-FIELD FERROMAGNET

The reduced Hamiltonian (at inverse temperature β = 1/kBT ) for an Ising system in which every spin σs = ±1 is
coupled to all other N − 1 spins reads

H(σ⃗i) = βJ
N

∑N
s=1 σs

∑N
s′=s+1 σs′ (S8)

= βJ
2N

∑N
s=1 σs

∑
s′ ̸=s σs′ (S9)

where J > 0 represents the ferromagnetic interaction and σ⃗i one of the 2N possible spin configurations of the system.
Note that in the following derivation we will use the inverse temperature β in place of the temperature T . The coupling
strength is rescaled with the system size to maintain the energy extensive with the system size N . Introducing the

magnetization M =
∑N

s=1 σs one can rewrite the Hamiltonian as an explicit function of M . To do so, we note that∑
s′ ̸=s σs′ = M − σs and substituting in the above expression we get

H(M) =
βJ

2

(
M2

N
− 1

)
(S10)

In the derivation that follows, we will drop the constant term.
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A. Multiplicity

A given magnetization M corresponds to a fixed number N↓ of downwards pointing spins. It’s easy to see that
N↓(M) = N/2−M/2. For a given value of M the multiplicity of the configurations amounts to

ΩN (M) =

(
N

N↓(M)

)
=

N !

(N2 + M
2 )!(N2 − M

2 )!
. (S11)

If we assume N and N±M
2 large enough we can use Stirling’s formula to approximate the logarithm of the multiplicity

obtaining:

log ΩN (M) = −N
[
1−M/N

2 log
(

1−M/N
2

)
+ 1+M/N

2 log
(

1+M/N
2

)]
+ log

√
1

π
1−(M/N)2

2

+ log 1√
N

(S12)

= −NS(M/N) + log
√

1

π
1−(M/N)2

2

+ log 1√
N

where we introduced the ”entropy” function

S(x) =
1− x

2
log

(
1− x

2

)
+

1 + x

2
log

(
1 + x

2

)
(S13)

defined for x ∈ [−1; 1]. For later use, we can already highlight its expansion around x = 0, which reads:

S(x) ∼ − log 2 +
x2

2
+

x4

12
+

x6

30
+O(x8) (S14)

while the expansion of the square root term inside the logarithm reads
√
2/π + x2/

√
2π +O(x4).

B. Partition and probability functions

Let us first define the partition function in zero magnetic field (from now on we set J = 1):

ZN (β) =

N∑
M=−N

elog ΩN (M)+H(M) =

N∑
M=−N

(
N

N+M
2

)
e

βM2

2N (S15)

where the increments are of step 2. This allows to define the exact probability of observing a given total magnetization
M as:

PN (M,β) =
1

ZN

(
N

N+M
2

)
e

βM2

2N (S16)

Now let us split the system into two sub-lattices each of size N/2, with total magnetizations M1 and M2. Let us
assume M ≥ 0 without any loss of generality. The following equation relating the probabilities holds:

PN (M,β) =
Z2
N/2(β)

ZN (β)

N
2∑

M1=M−N
2

PN/2(M1, β)PN/2(M −M1, β)e
− β

2N (M−2M1)
2

(S17)

In the case M < 0 the sum spans the set [−N/2,M +N/2].

C. Ratio Z2
N/2/ZN

The partition in terms of the entropy function S(M/N) reads:

ZN (β) ∼ 1√
N

+N∑
M=−N

e−NS(M/N)+ β
2N M2

√
1

π 1−(M/N)2

2

(S18)
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Expanding the term in the sum around M = 0 provides us with:

ZN (β) ∼ 2N√
N

√
2

π

+N∑
M=−N

e
M2

2N (β−1)− M4

12N3 (S19)

highlighting that at the critical temperature β = βc ≡ 1 the dominant term in the exponent is quartic in the
magnetization.

1. Critical case (β = 1)

At criticality, expressing the sum in terms of the rescaled magnetization m = M/N3/4 (reminder, we also need to
divide by a factor of two since the steps in the sum are of size 2) and taking the continuum limit yields

ZN (βc) ∼
2N√
N

√
2

π

N3/4

2

∫ +N1/4

−N1/4

dme−
1
12m

4

(S20)

where in the large size limit the integral domain can be extended to the whole real axis (the integrand function is
peaked around the origin) providing the following constant value:∫ +∞

−∞
dme−

1
12m

4

=
31/4Γ(1/4)√

2
(S21)

Putting everything together we get:

ZN (βc) ∼ 2NN1/4 3
1/4Γ(1/4)

2
√
π

(S22)

implying that the ratio of partition functions we wanted to estimate, in the limit of large N reads:

Z2
N/2(βc)

ZN (βc)
→N→∞ N1/4 3

1/4Γ(1/4)

2
√
2π

∝ N1/4 (S23)

2. High temperature (β < 1)

In the case β < 1, the leading term in the exponent is quadratic, implying a Gaussian scaling. With the change of
variable z = M/N1/2 and taking the continuum limit, we can write the partition function in this case as:

ZN (β) ∼ 2N√
N

√
2

π

N1/2

2

∫ +N1/2

−N1/2

dze
β−1
2 z2

→N→∞ 2N
1√

1− β
(S24)

implying that the ratio of the partition functions in this case is the constant 1/
√
1− β.

In the following section, we will address separately the critical and non-critical case to obtain a fixed point equation
for the probability density function.

D. Criticality (β = 1)

We assume that scaling holds in the limit of large N , namely that:

PN (M,βc) →N→∞ 2N−3/4f(m) with: m = M/N3/4 (S25)

PN/2(M1, βc) →N→∞ 2(N/2)−3/4f(m1) with: m1 = M1/(N/2)3/4

PN/2(M −M1, βc) →N→∞ 2(N/2)−3/4f(23/4m−m1) with: 23/4m−m1 = M−M1

(N/2)3/4

N
2∑

M1=M−N
2

→N→∞

(
N

2

)3/4
1

2

∫ +(N
2 )1/4

23/4m−(N
2 )1/4

dm1
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FIG. 1. Ratio Z2
N/2/ZN at criticality (β = 1) and at high temperature β > 1. The numerical calculation matches the predicted

behavior, including the multiplying constants.

We remind that the factors 2 (1/2 in the integral) comes from the steps of length two for in the sum over M ,

consistently with the fact that we demand the scaling function to be normalized (i.e.
∫ +∞
−∞ dmf(m) = 1). This

implies that for m > 0 the relation

2

N3/4
f(m) =

Z2
N/2(βc)

ZN (βc)

(
N

2

)3/4
22

2

∫ +(N
2 )1/4

23/4m−(N
2 )1/4

dm1
f(m1)f(2

3/4m−m1)

(N/2)3/2
e
−N1/2

21/2
(2−1/4m−m1)

2

(S26)

holds asymptotically for large N , which, simplified, reads:

f(m) =
Z2
N/2(βc)

ZN (βc)
23/4

∫ +(N
2 )1/4

23/4m−(N
2 )1/4

dm1f(m1)f(2
3/4m−m1)e

−N1/2

21/2
(2−1/4m−m1)

2

(S27)

Substituting the ratio of the partition functions we evaluated previously at criticality we get:

f(m) = N1/4 3
1/4Γ(1/4)

21/4
√
2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dm1f(m1)f(2

3/4m−m1)e
−N1/2

21/2
(2−1/4m−m1)

2

(S28)

where we extend the integral bounds to ±∞ consistently with the large N limit, which makes this equation holding
true also for m < 0. With the change of variable u = m1 − 2−1/4m we can rewrite the integral in a more symmetric
form as:

f(m) =
31/4Γ(1/4)

21/2

∫ +∞

−∞
duf(2−1/4m+ u)f(2−1/4m− u)

N1/4

21/4
√
π
e−(N/2)1/2u2

(S29)

where we have isolated the coefficients that will contribute to a Dirac-delta function in the integral. This ultimately
provides us with the fixed point equation:

f(m) =
31/4Γ(1/4)

21/2
f(2−1/4m)2 (S30)

which can be shown to have as solution the probability density distribution

f(m) =

√
2

31/4Γ(1/4)
e−

1
12m

4

. (S31)

One can see that also the normalization in the fixed point equation is properly taken into account by integrating over
dm both sides of the equation

f(m)dm =
31/4Γ(1/4)

21/4
f(2−1/4m)2d(2−1/4m) (S32)

which yields the identity 1 = 1.
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E. High temperature (β < 1)

We assume again that scaling holds in the limit of large N , only now with a different exponent. We have:

PN (M,β) →N→∞ 2N−1/2f(m) with: m = M/N1/2 (S33)

PN/2(M1, β) →N→∞ 2(N/2)−1/2f(m1) with: m1 = M1/(N/2)1/2

PN/2(M −M1, β) →N→∞ 2(N/2)−1/2f(21/2m−m1) with: 21/2m−m1 = M−M1

(N/2)1/2

N
2∑

M1=M−N
2

→N→∞

(
N

2

)1/2
1

2

∫ +(N
2 )1/2

21/2m−(N
2 )1/2

dm1

This implies that for m > 0 the relation

2

N1/2
f(m,β) =

Z2
N/2(β)

ZN (β)

(
N

2

)1/2
22

2

∫ +(N
2 )1/2

21/2m−(N
2 )1/2

dm1
f(m1, β)f(2

1/2m−m1, β)

N/2
e−β(2−1/2m−m1)

2

(S34)

holds asymptotically for large N , which, simplified, reads:

f(m,β) =
Z2
N/2(β)

ZN (β)
21/2

∫ +(N
2 )1/2

21/2m−(N
2 )1/2

dm1f(m1, β)f(2
1/2m−m1, β)e

−β(2−1/2m−m1)
2

(S35)

Substituting the ratio of the partition functions we evaluated previously for β < 1 we get:

f(m,β) =
21/2√
1− β

∫ +∞

−∞
dm1f(m1, β)f(2

1/2m−m1, β)e
−β(2−1/2m−m1)

2

(S36)

where we extended the integral bounds to ±∞ consistently with the large N limit, which makes this equation holding

true also for m < 0. Introducing the characteristic function (Fourier transform) f̂(k, β) =
∫
dmeikmf(m,β) we can

rewrite the above equation as:

f̂(k, β) =
21/2√
1− β

∫ +∞

−∞
dm1f(m1, β)e

ik2−1/2m1

∫ +∞

−∞
d
( u

21/2

)
f(u, β)eik2

−1/2ue−
β
2 (u−m1)

2

(S37)

where we performed the change of variable u = 21/2m−m1. It is easily seen that in the case β = 0 we get

f̂(k, β = 0) = f̂(2−1/2k, β = 0)2 (S38)

The solution is of the Gaussian family of functions f̂(k, β = 0) = e−αk2

for any real α > 0. Inverting to the real space,
we get:

f(m,β = 0) =
1

2
√
απ

e−
m2

4α (S39)

This would correspond to the ”weakly interacting variables” case outlined in [22].

III. ANOMALOUS DIFFUSION MODELS

A Continuous Time Random Walk (CTRW) model describes the evolution of a particle on a lattice with spacing L
through the fractional differential equation

∂2ν
t Pi(t) = rL2Pi−1(t) + Pi+1(t)− 2Pi(t)

L2
(S40)

where Pi(t) represents the probability of being on the i-th lattice site at a given time t, r accounts for transition rate
probability among nearest neighboring sites and the operator ∂2ν

t (with 0 < ν < 1) represents the fractional Caputo
derivative which has the following integral representation [60]:

∂2ν
t f(t) =

1

Γ(1− 2ν)

∫ t

0

dτ
∂τf(τ)

(t− τ)2ν
(S41)
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Introducing the generating function of displacement G(λ, t) =
∑

i e
λiLPi(t) we get from Eq. S40 that it satisfies the

equation [
∂2ν
t − 4r sinh2(λL/2)

]
G(λ, t) = 0 (S42)

which is exactly solved by the one parameter Mittag-Leffler function E2ν(z) =
∑∞

k=0 z
k/Γ(2νk1) (defined for every

z ∈ C and ν > 0, see e.g. [66]) such that we can write

G(λ, t) = E2ν

(
4r sinh2(λL/2)t2ν

)
(S43)

The Mittag-Leffler function has an exponential (power-law) asymptotic behavior for positive (negative) arguments.
The argument of the function is positive for every r > 0, so that the asymptotic representation for large times takes
the exponential form

G(λ, t) = exp
(
(4r sinh2(λL/2))1/2νt+ o(t)

)
(S44)

which allows us to evaluate the exact SCGF as

ε(λ) = lim
t→∞

1

t
G(λ, t) = (4r sinh2(λL/2))1/2ν = (rL2)1/2ν |λ|1/ν +O(λ2+1/ν) (S45)

where we highlighted the leading singular character around λ = 0 as presented in the main text.
The solution of Eq.S40 is expected to satisfy scaling for t → ∞ and the equivalent of Eq. (1) in the main text can

be written as

Pi(t)

L
→t→∞

t−ν

(rL2)1/2
f

(
iL

(rL2)1/2tν

)
(S46)

The scaling function f appearing in this equation can be obtained also by performing a different limit in which L → 0
and r → ∞, keeping rL2 = D fixed, in such away that iL = x assumes the meaning of a continuous coordinate to be
kept at finite values with t:

lim
L→0,r→∞,rL2=D

Pi(t)

L
=

t−ν

D1/2
f
( x

D1/2tν

)
(S47)

The possibility to determine f is given by the circumstance that in this continuum limit Eq. S40 provides the fractional
diffusion equation by simply recognizing on the r.h.s. a second order discrete central derivative of the limit probability
density

p(x, t) = lim
L→0,r→∞,rL2=D

1

L
Pi(t). (S48)

Finally, recognizing on the r.h.s. of Eq. S40 a discrete second order central derivative, in this continuum limit we
obtain the fractional diffusion equation

∂2ν
t p(x, t) = D∂2

xp(x, t) . (S49)

By means of fractional calculus techniques [60], one can show that this class of diffusion problems is exactly solved in

terms of, e. g., M-Wright density function as p(x, t) = Mν(x/t
ν
√
D)/(tν

√
D) where Mν has the following representa-

tion [61–64]

Mν(z) =

∞∑
k=0

(−z)k

k!Γ(−νk + 1− ν)
. (S50)

for every z ∈ C. Its asymptotic representation for large real valued |z| can be expressed in terms of elementary
functions as

Mν(z) ≃ a(ν)|νz|
ν−1/2
1−ν e−b(ν)|νz|1/(1−ν)

(S51)

where the (positive) coefficients a(ν) and b(ν) have the form

a(ν) =
1

2
√

2π(1− ν)
, b(ν) =

1− ν

ν
. (S52)
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