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A quantum walk on a lattice is a paradigm of a quantum search in a database. The database qubit strings are
the lattice sites, qubit rotations are tunneling events, and the target site is tagged by an energy shift. For quantum
walks on a continuous time, the walker diffuses across the lattice and the search ends when it localizes at the
target site. The search time 𝑇 can exhibit Grover’s optimal scaling with the lattice size 𝑁 , namely, 𝑇 ∼

√
𝑁 , on

an all-connected, complete lattice. For finite-range tunneling between sites, instead, Grover’s optimal scaling is
warranted when the lattice is a hypercube of 𝑑 > 4 dimensions. Here, we show that Grover’s optimum can be
reached in lower dimensions on lattices of long-range interacting particles, when the interaction strength scales
algebraically with the distance 𝑟 as 1/𝑟𝛼 and 0 < 𝛼 < 3𝑑/2. For 𝛼 < 𝑑 the dynamics mimics the one of a
globally connected graph. For 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 𝑑 + 2, the quantum search on the graph can be mapped to a short-range
model on a hypercube with spatial dimension 𝑑𝑠 = 2𝑑/(𝛼 − 𝑑), indicating that the search is optimal for 𝑑𝑠 > 4.
Our work identifies an exact relation between criticality of long-range and short-range systems, it provides a
quantitative demonstration of the resources that long-range interactions provide for quantum technologies, and
indicates when existing experimental platforms can implement efficient analog quantum search algorithms.

Grover’s quantum search algorithm is a cornerstone of quan-
tum computing. For an unstructured search, the computational
time scales with the number of entries 𝑁 of a database as
𝑇𝑄 ∼

√
𝑁 . This is a more favorable computational time com-

plexity than the classical counterpart, where 𝑇𝐶 ∼ 𝑁 , and thus
holds the promise of a quadratic speedup with respect to a
classical search [1–3]. Practical overheads of digital quan-
tum circuits can severely reduce the advantage [4]. In this
context, analog quantum platforms—such as those leveraging
continuous-time quantum walks—may exhibit reduced over-
head and inherent resilience to certain types of noise, allowing
one to fully exploit the speedup provided by quantum mechan-
ics.

The analog implementation of Grover’s quantum search in
continuous time realizes a quantum walk on a complete graph,
whose vertices are the elements of the database and in which
the target state is tagged by an energy shift [5]. Starting from a
uniform superposition of all the graph’s vertices, the dynamics
localizes the walker in the target site over a computational
time 𝑇 ∼

√
𝑁 . Global connectivity is a sufficient but not

necessary condition: Grover’s optimal scaling can be achieved
in strongly regular graphs [6–9], random graphs satisfying
certain requirements on the edges’ probability distribution [10,
11], and in spatial searches on hypercubes with dimension
𝑑 > 4 [12, 13].

Spatial searches on hypercubes establish a direct connection
between quantum search algorithms and dynamical localiza-
tion on lattices, implemented in photonic architectures [14–16]
and dipole traps [17–19]. The requirement of 𝑑 > 4 spatial
dimensions, on the other hand, is a demanding condition. Yet,
most physical implementations are based on particles whose
interactions scale with the distance 𝑟 as 1/𝑟𝛼 with 𝛼 > 0 [20].
These systems can realize long-range 𝑋𝑌 models, where a
single excitation performs a quantum walk with the tunneling
amplitude scaling as 1/𝑟𝛼 [21, 22]. The resulting graph is
all-connected, whereby the edge capacities decrease with the

Euclidean distance between the connected vertices, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1.

In this Letter we show that simple arrays of long-range
interacting atoms or molecules, in which interactions scale
algebraically with the distance 𝑟 as 1/𝑟𝛼, can implement an
optimal analog quantum search [23]. We identify the condition
on the exponent 𝛼 and on the spatial dimensionality 𝑑, for
which Grover optimal scaling can be realized. This is done by
performing a formal mapping between a long-range quantum
walk on a cubic lattice of dimension 𝑑 ≤ 3 and a short-range
quantum walk on a lattice in spatial dimension 𝑑𝑠 = 𝑑𝑠 (𝑑, 𝛼),
corresponding to the spectral dimension of the graph. In doing
so, we also provide a formal demonstration of the role of
the spectral dimensionality in connecting criticality of long-
range systems with the corresponding short-range ones for a
dynamics that is central to several quantum algorithms.

Quantum walk in continuous time. The database comprises
𝑁 sites on a 𝑑-dimensional hypercube, with vertices (nodes)
identified in space by the 𝑑-dimensional vector ®𝑖 ≡ (𝑖1, . . . , 𝑖𝑑)
with 𝑖 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 and 𝑛 = 𝑁1/𝑑 . The states {|𝑖1, . . . , 𝑖𝑑⟩} form
a basis of the Hilbert space of the single walker. Denoting by

FIG. 1. (a) Illustrative graphic of search on a cubic lattice (hypercube
with 𝑑 = 3) with nearest-neighbor couplings (𝛼 → ∞). Target node
is depicted in red. (b) Schematic of the power-law scaling of the
connectivity of a single site ®𝑖 in a two-dimensional cubic lattice.
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|𝑤⟩ the target state, the dynamics is governed by the dimen-
sionless Hamiltonian

𝐻̂𝛼 = −𝛾0𝐿𝛼 − |𝑤⟩⟨𝑤 | , (1)

with the Laplacian 𝐿𝛼 encoding the graph’s properties. In
the formulation of Ref. [5], the graph is complete. Cor-
respondingly, the Laplacian is 𝐿0 = 𝑁 |𝑠⟩⟨𝑠 |, where |𝑠⟩ =∑

𝑖1 ,...,𝑖𝑛 |®𝑖⟩/
√
𝑁 is the uniform superposition of all states of

the database. Preparing the database in the extended state
|𝑠⟩ reduces the dynamics to a two-dimensional Hilbert space,
consisting of the state |𝑟⟩ = ∑

𝑖1 ,...,𝑖𝑛≠𝑤 |®𝑖⟩/
√
𝑁 − 1 and the lo-

calized state |𝑤⟩. In the reduced Hilbert space the eigenvalues
of 𝐻̂𝛼 have an energy gap Δ𝐸 =

√︁
4𝛾0 (1 − 𝑁) + (𝛾0𝑁 + 1)2

and the transfer amplitude at time 𝑡, 𝐴(𝑡) = ⟨𝑤 |e−i𝐻̂𝛼𝑡 |𝑠⟩, is
a rotation in the two-dimensional subspace. We denote by 𝑇

the minimal time at which the fidelity 𝐹 (𝑇) = |𝐴(𝑇) |2 reaches
unity. This time scales as 𝑇 ∝ 1/Δ𝐸 =

√
𝑁/2 when 𝛾0 is set

at the critical point 𝛾𝑐 = 1/𝑁 separating the extended ground
state |𝑠⟩ from the localized ground state |𝑤⟩.

Power-law tunneling. Assume now that the Laplacian of
Eq. (1) has the form

𝐿𝛼 =
∑︁
®𝑖≠ ®𝑗

1
|®𝑖 − ®𝑗 |𝛼

(
|®𝑖⟩⟨ ®𝑗 | + H.c.

)
− 𝜀0𝐼 , (2)

with | . . . | the Euclidean norm of the vector, 𝛼 > 0, and
𝜀0 a real scalar, multiplying the identity 𝐼 and to be deter-
mined. With this Laplacian, Hamiltonian (1) generalizes the
dynamics to all-connected graphs but with edge capacities that
decay algebraically with the Euclidean distance, as illustrated
in Fig. 1(b). This family of graphs includes the complete
graph in the limit 𝛼 → 0. In the opposite limit, 𝛼 → ∞,
the corresponding graph is a hypercube with nearest-neighbor
coupling in 𝑑 spatial dimensions: Grover’s optimum is reached
for 𝑑 > 4 after setting 𝜀0 = 0 and choosing 𝛾0 at the critical
point of the phase transition between the extended ground state
|𝑠⟩ and the localized state |𝑤⟩ [12].

We now determine the computational complexity as a func-
tion of 𝛼 and 𝑁 , namely, the scaling of the time 𝑇 with 𝑁 and
𝛼, where 𝑇 now is the time at which the transfer probability
amplitude 𝐴(𝑇) reaches its first maximum [24]. For this pur-
pose, we generalize the derivation of Ref. [12] to power-law
Laplacians (2). We decompose the the transfer amplitude 𝐴(𝑡)
using the eigenstates |𝜓𝑖⟩ of 𝐻̂𝛼 at eigenvalue 𝐸𝑖:

𝐴(𝑡) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

W𝑖 S∗
𝑖 e−𝑖𝐸𝑖 𝑡 ≈

∑︁
𝑖=0,1

W𝑖 S∗
𝑖 e−𝑖𝐸𝑖 𝑡 , (3)

where W𝑖 = ⟨𝑤 |𝜓𝑖⟩ and S𝑖 = ⟨𝑠 |𝜓𝑖⟩ are the overlaps of the
eigenstate |𝜓𝑖⟩ with the target and extended state, respectively.
In the Appendix we show that the sum in Eq. (3) can be reduced
to the sole contribution of ground and first excited states, |𝜓0⟩
and |𝜓1⟩, respectively, after setting 𝜀0 =

∑
®𝑗≠0 1/| ®𝑗 |𝛼 − E𝛼 (®0)

and 𝛾0 to the value 𝛾𝑐 = 𝑆
(𝛼)
1 . Here,

𝑆
(𝛼)
ℓ

=
∑︁
®𝑘≠®0

[E𝛼 ( ®𝑘)]−ℓ/𝑁 , (4)

where the sum runs over the first Brillouin zone of the hyper-
cube and E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) are the eigenvalues of the Laplacian 𝐿𝛼 (2).
For 𝛾0 = 𝛾𝑐 the two lowest energies read 𝐸1 = −𝐸0 = 𝜒𝛼/

√
𝑁 ,

where

𝜒𝛼 = 𝑆
(𝛼)
1 /

√︃
𝑆
(𝛼)
2 , (5)

with |𝜒𝛼 | ≤ 1. The transfer amplitude is approximated by the
expression 𝐴(𝑡) ≈ 𝜒𝛼 sin(𝜒𝛼𝑡/

√
𝑁) and the first maximum

is reached at 𝑇 ≈ 𝜋
√
𝑁/(2𝜒𝛼) with fidelity 𝐹 (𝑇) = |𝜒𝛼 |2.

Grover’s optimum is reached when 𝜒𝛼 → 1.
Algorithmic complexity and spectral gap. The scaling

𝑇 ∼
√
𝑁 is obtained when the two lowest energies are well

separated from the rest of the spectrum. For the choice of pa-
rameters in which the ground state of the Laplacian is almost
degenerate with the target state, this condition can be reformu-
lated as 𝐸1 − 𝐸0 ≪ 𝛿𝛼, where 𝛿𝛼 = E𝛼 ( ®𝑘1) − E𝛼 (®0) is the
spectral gap of the Laplacian, namely, the energy difference be-
tween the Laplacian’s ground state and the first excited eigen-
state at | ®𝑘1 | = 2𝜋/𝑛. The spectral gap is proportional to the
algebraic connectivity 𝑎(𝐺) = E𝛼 ( ®𝑘1) of the graph [25, 26],
whose magnitude provides indications on the graph’s robust-
ness. Increases of the algebraic connectivity have been linked
to shorter characteristic path lengths between sites, resulting
in faster propagation [27, 28]. Interestingly, the condition for
the optimal search sets a lower bound on the spectral gap:

𝛿𝛼 > 𝑐𝛼/
√
𝑁 , (6)

where 𝑐𝛼 is a positive constant and we have used that 𝐸1 −
𝐸0 = 2𝜒𝛼/

√
𝑁 at the optimal value 𝛾0 = 𝛾𝑐. We note that

the same condition has been found for the optimal search in
a random graph [29], suggesting that this is the necessary
requirement that a generic graph shall satisfy for achieving
Grover’s optimum.

We now derive the asymptotic scaling of the spectral
gap. In order to provide a scaling behavior with a well-
defined thermodynamic limit, we analyze the rescaled gap
Δ𝛼 = 𝛿𝛼/E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) with | ®𝑘max | =

√
𝑑𝜋. This rescaling

corresponds to the operation 𝐿𝛼 → 𝐿′
𝛼 = 𝐿𝛼/E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max)

and 𝛾0 → 𝛾′0 = 𝛾0E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max), which does not change the
Hamiltonian but now makes the rescaled bandwidth and crit-
ical value independent of 𝑁 . In the rescaled framework,
𝛾′𝑐 = 𝛾𝑐E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) is finite for 𝑁 → ∞ and is the critical
point of the quantum phase transition separating the extended
from the localized ground state. We restrict our analysis to
spatial dimensions 𝑑 ≤ 4 and find that

Δ𝛼 ≈


1 − C (𝑑)

1 (𝛼) 𝛼 ∈ [0, 𝑑)
C (𝑑)

2 (𝛼)𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2)
C (𝑑)

3 (𝛼)𝑁−2/𝑑 𝛼 ≥ 𝑑 + 2
(7)

with 𝛼-dependent constants C (𝑑)
𝑖=1,2,3 (𝛼) of order 1 and accu-

rate up to a factor C ∈ [1, 𝑑𝛼/2]. The detailed derivation,
including the explicit functional behavior of the coefficients,



3

Grover speedup

Suboptimal

FIG. 2. Search optimality diagram illustrating the connection between
the spatial dimension 𝑑 ∈ Z, in which the hypercube is embedded,
and the power-law tunneling exponent 𝛼, and how it relates to the al-
gorithmic complexity. The critical exponent 𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2, represented
by the white points, separates regimes in which we have optimal
(𝑑𝑠 > 4, light blue) and suboptimal (𝑑𝑠 < 4, dark blue) quantum spa-
tial search, distinguished by the critical spectral dimension 𝑑𝑠 = 4.

is relegated to the supplementary material [30]. Three distinct
cases emerge. (i) For 𝛼 < 𝑑, the gap Δ𝛼 is independent of
𝑁 . Therefore, condition (6) is satisfied for sufficiently large
𝑁 . Using other words, for 𝛼 < 𝑑 the power-law tunneling be-
comes sufficiently long-ranged to mimic a globally connected
graph. (ii) For 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑+2) the spectral gap scales as 𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑

and the condition on optimality depends on the value that 𝛼
takes within the interval (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2). Finally, (iii) for 𝛼 > 𝑑 + 2
the spectral gap scales as 𝑁−2/𝑑 and the quadratic speedup is
provably lost. This includes the nearest-neighbor tunneling of
Ref. [12] in the limiting case 𝛼 → ∞.

Case (ii) is peculiar, since it identifies an additional exponent
𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2 separating the behavior of the gap: For 𝑑 + 2 >

𝛼 > 𝛼𝑐 the quantity 𝛿𝛼
√
𝑁 decreases with 𝑁 , while for 𝛼𝑐 >

𝛼 > 𝑑 it exhibits the opposite behavior (cf. Eq. (7)). Hence,
at fixed dimension 𝑑 ≤ 4, when 𝛼 < 𝛼𝑐, condition (6) holds
asymptotically, and the Grover optimum is attainable. For
𝛼 > 𝛼𝑐, instead, the gap condition is violated, and the search
time 𝑇 reverts to the suboptimal scaling.

Equation (7) permits to establish an insightful connection
between 𝛼 and 𝑑 in determining the algorithmic complexity of
the quantum search, which we summarize in Fig. 2. This be-
havior is linked to the Lieb-Robinson bound, namely, with the
maximal speed at which information can propagate across the
lattice [31–33]. It proves that the critical exponent 𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2
is associated with a phase transition in the time complexity
of the search problem. The order parameter is 𝜒𝛼, Eq. (5),
its squared value is the fidelity, that quantifies the occupation
of the two lower energy eigenstates and is reminiscent of the
order parameter of Bose-Einstein condensation in interacting
systems [34]. The dependence of 𝜒𝛼 on 𝛼 and 𝑑 is reported

in Fig. 3(a)–(c) for a range of values of 𝑁 . The asymptotic
limit, for 𝑁 → ∞, is displayed in Fig. 3(d) as a function of 𝛼.
The value 𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2 separates the regime at 𝛼 > 𝛼𝑐, where
the search dynamics spans over a size of the Hilbert space
with dimension of the order 𝑁 , from the condensed regime at
𝛼 < 𝛼𝑐, where the search occurs in the subspace consisting of
the extended state |𝑠⟩ and the target state |𝑤⟩. This result, that
applies to hypercubes of spatial dimension 𝑑 ≤ 4, proves rigor-
ously hypotheses formulated on the basis of careful numerical
simulations performed on finite chains with 𝑑 = 1 [22].

Spectral dimension and criticality. We now focus on the
regime where 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2) and perform a formal mapping
of the long-range model of Eq. (1) to an effective short-range
model with a higher dimension 𝐷 that exhibits the same criti-
cal behavior. The existence of this kind of mapping has been
conjectured in the context of criticality of long-range systems
[20, 36, 37]. We now prove it for the extended-localized quan-
tum phase transition of Hamiltonian (1). In order to proceed,
it is convenient to introduce the concept of spectral dimen-
sion 𝑑𝑠 ∉ Z [38, 39], which characterizes a fictitious diffusion
process on the search space: The spectral dimension is effec-
tively the dimension perceived by the quantum walker. The
spectral dimension 𝑑𝑠 can be extracted when the density of
states scales as a power-law in the low-energy limit. Denoting
by 𝜆 = E𝛼 ( ®𝑘)/E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) the rescaled eigenvalues, then for
𝜆 → 0 the density of states scales as 𝜌(𝜆) ∼ 𝜆𝛽 . The associ-
ated cumulative distribution 𝜌CD (𝜆) according to the relation
is

𝜌CD (𝜆) =
∫ 𝜆

0
𝑑Λ 𝜌(Λ) ∼ 𝜆𝑑𝑠/2 ,

which defines the spectral dimension 𝑑𝑠 = 2(𝛽 + 1). This
connects the scaling of the gap with the spectral dimension:
In fact, for a gap that vanishes in the thermodynamic limit,
𝜌CD (Δ) ∼ Δ𝑑𝑠/2. Assume now a nearest-neighbor model. In
this case, the gap vanishes as 𝑁−2/𝐷 and 𝜌CD (Δ) ∼ Δ𝐷/2. This
establishes a direct link between 𝐷 and 𝑑𝑠 , and thus between
the universal critical behavior of the short-range and of the
long-range model. In the regime 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2), by means
of the spectral gap scaling (7) we can extract the spectral
dimension:

𝑑𝑠 =
2𝑑

𝛼 − 𝑑
=

2𝑑
𝜎

, (8)

with 𝜎 = 𝛼 − 𝑑. For 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2), the spectral dimension
𝑑𝑠 = 4 is the upper critical dimension of the long-range quan-
tum walk. This identifies the critical exponent 𝛼 = 𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2,
such that for 𝛼 > 𝛼𝑐 at 𝛾𝑐 the ground state ceases to transition
to a truly localized ground state.

Equation (8) provides a simple means to assess the algorith-
mic complexity of the quantum walk for lower-dimensional
lattices, 𝑑 ≤ 4. For algebraically-decaying interactions with
exponent 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑+2), the long-range model in 𝑑 dimensions
can be mapped to a short-range model in 𝐷 = 𝑑𝑠 dimensions.
One can then use the predictions of Ref. [40] valid for con-
tinuous walks on a hypercube with short-range hopping, and
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FIG. 3. Upper bound to the search fidelity: 𝜒𝛼 as a function of the number of lattice sites 𝑁 and long-range tunneling exponent 𝛼 for (a) 𝑑 = 1,
(b) 𝑑 = 2, and (c) 𝑑 = 3. Vertical lines correspond to 𝛼 = 𝑑 (solid) and 𝛼 = 𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2 (dashed). Contours are shown for 𝜒𝛼 = 0.999, 0.99, 0.9.
(d) Asymptotic behavior of 𝜒𝛼, Eq. (5), in the limit 𝑁 → ∞ as a function of 𝛼/𝑑. In the SM [35] we show that, for 0 < 𝛼 < 𝑑, 𝜒𝛼 = 1, while
for 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 3𝑑/2 it decreases monotonically to zero as 𝜒𝛼 =

√︁
3 − 2𝛼/𝑑/(2 − 𝛼/𝑑).

Grover’s optimal search is achieved for 𝑑𝑠 > 4. We note that
in the limit 𝛼 → 𝑑+ the spectral dimension (8) diverges: In
this limit, in fact, the power-law tunneling becomes sufficiently
long-ranged to mimic a globally connected graph with 𝛼 = 0.
In contrast, at 𝛼 = 𝑑 + 2 we obtain 𝑑𝑠 = 𝑑, and the effective
dimension 𝐷 reduces to the real spatial dimension 𝑑.

These relations have practical implications on identifying
physical platforms for analog quantum searches: An array of
atoms, nuclei, or molecules with interactions scaling with the
distance as 𝑟−𝛼 can realize an efficient quantum search pro-
vided that 𝑑𝑠 > 4, thus 𝛼 < 3𝑑/2 ≤ 6. It shows that Rydberg
interactions (𝛼 = 6) [41, 42] might realize an efficient ana-
log search provided that the lattice geometry has the same
connectivity as a hypercube in four dimensions. For dipolar
interactions, instead, Grover’s algorithmic complexity can be
reached in a simple-cubic lattice in three dimensions [43, 44],
while any scalable Coulomb crystalline structure, from three
dimensions down to the Coulomb chain [45, 46], can warrant
Grover’s optimum. Given present capabilities to engineer the
interaction exponent 𝛼 [47, 48], relation (8) indicates the re-
quirement on the exponent once the lattice dimensionality has
been fixed.

Discussion. In this work we focused on cubic geometries.
We anticipate the bound 𝑑𝑠 = 4 to apply more generally to
other search spaces. The results here could be further ex-
tended to search on fractals, where it has been conjectured that
the spectral dimension, as opposed to the fractal dimension, is
the appropriate metric to quantify the search’s optimality [49–
51]. From a broader perspective, this study brings to the fore
the tight connection between criticality and quantum search
algorithms. A key concept is the spectral dimension 𝑑𝑠: The
value 𝑑𝑠 = 4 is the upper critical dimension of the localized-
extended quantum phase transition and of the dynamical phase
transition to the quadratic scaling of Grover’s optimum. The
critical exponent 𝛼𝑐 = 3𝑑/2 separates an ergodic to a localized
phase. It is interesting to consider how these concepts can be
key for other kinds of dynamics based on quantum searches,
such as optimization problems like, for instance, active learn-
ing agents [52]. Our insights allows to quantitatively assess

the resources that long-range interactions offer for quantum
search algorithms, and might provide a key to determine the
resource they can offer for quantum information processing
and quantum technologies in general [20, 31].
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and C. Silberhorn, Quantum walks with dynamical control:
graph engineering, initial state preparation and state transfer,
New Journal of Physics 18, 063017 (2016).
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Appendix: Computational time complexity as a function
of 𝑁 and 𝛼. Information about the scalar products W𝑖 and
S𝑖 in Eq. (3) is extracted from the projections ⟨ 𝑗 |𝐻̂𝛼 |𝜓𝑖⟩ =

𝐸𝑖 ⟨ 𝑗 |𝜓𝑖⟩. It is convenient to use of the transcendental equa-
tion F𝛼 (𝐸𝑖) = 1, whose roots are the eigenvalues 𝐸𝑖 [12].
The transcendental equation is derived by recasting the time-
independent Schrödinger equation for the search Hamiltonian
𝐻̂𝛼 as

|𝜓𝑖⟩ = W𝑖 (−𝛾0𝐿𝛼 − 𝐸𝑖)−1 |𝑤⟩,

and taking the projection onto |𝑤⟩ [54]. It reads

F𝛼 (𝐸) =
1
𝑁

∑︁
®𝑘∈BZ

1
𝛾0E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) − 𝐸

, (A1)

where E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) =
∑

®𝑗≠®0 cos( ®𝑘 · ®𝑗)/| ®𝑗 |𝛼−𝜀0 are the eigenvalues of
the Laplacian 𝐿𝛼 and the sum runs over the first Brillouin zone.
The expression for the overlap W𝑖 is found from the normal-
ization condition ⟨𝜓𝑖 |𝜓𝑖⟩ = 1, giving |W𝑖 |2 = 1/F ′ (𝐸𝑖), with
F ′
𝛼 (𝐸𝑖) ≡ 𝑑F𝛼 (𝐸)/𝑑𝐸 |𝐸=𝐸𝑖

. Moreover, |S𝑖 |2 = |W𝑖 |2/𝑁𝐸2
𝑖
,

and the probability amplitude takes the compact form

𝐴(𝑡) = 1
√
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖

1
|𝐸𝑖 |F ′

𝛼 (𝐸𝑖)
𝑒−𝑖𝐸𝑖 𝑡 . (A2)

The behavior of the transcendental function permits to iden-
tify the condition when the sum can be reduced to the first
two terms. We first assume that |𝐸0 |, |𝐸1 | ≪ 𝛾0E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) for all
®𝑘 ≠ 0, namely, that there is an energy gap between the two
lowest eigenvalues and the rest of the spectrum. This requires
setting 𝜀0 =

∑
®𝑗≠®0 1/| ®𝑗 |𝛼 − E𝛼 (®0). In order to find an ex-

pression for the overlaps, we perform the Taylor expansion of
F (𝐸) and of its derivative:

F𝛼 (𝐸𝑖) ≈
−1
𝑁𝐸𝑖

+
𝑆
(𝛼)
1
𝛾0

+
𝑆
(𝛼)
2

𝛾2
0

𝐸𝑖 , F ′
𝛼 (𝐸𝑖) ≈

1
𝑁𝐸2

𝑖

+
𝑆
(𝛼)
2

𝛾2
0

,

(A3)

Localized ground state Extended ground state

FIG. A1. Participation ratio 1/∑ 𝑗 |⟨ 𝑗 |𝜓0⟩|4 for the ground state |𝜓0⟩
vs 𝛾0, with the critical value 𝛾0 = 𝛾𝑐 separating the extended from
the localized ground state. Inset shows scalar products |S𝑖=0,1 |2 and
|W𝑖=0,1 |2 and the energy gap 𝐸1 − 𝐸0 as a function of parameter 𝛾0.
We set 𝑑 = 1 and 𝛼 = 0.6; qualitatively similar results hold for other
dimensions and tunneling exponents.

with 𝑖 = 0, 1 and 𝑆
(𝛼)
ℓ

=
∑

®𝑘≠®0 [E𝛼 ( ®𝑘)]−ℓ/𝑁 , Eq. (4). Using
that the overlap |W𝑖 |2 = 1/F ′ (𝐸𝑖), then W0 ≈ W1 and S0 ≈
S1. Together with the truncated expression for F ′

𝛼 (𝐸𝑖=0,1),
this provides an equation connecting the two lowest energy
eigenvalues:

−𝐸0

(
1

𝑁𝐸2
0
+
𝑆
(𝛼)
2

𝛾2
0

)
+ 𝐸1

(
1

𝑁𝐸2
1
+
𝑆
(𝛼)
2

𝛾2
0

)
≈ 0 .

Solving for 𝛾0 gives 𝛾0 =

√︃
𝐸0𝐸1𝑁𝑆

(𝛼)
2 . To make

the expression explicit, one must insert the ener-
gies, which themselves depend on the parameter
𝛾0. We extract the energies from the truncated form
of transcendental equation F (𝐸) = 1 in Eq. (A3):

𝐸𝑖 = 𝛾0/
(
2𝑆 (𝛼)

2

) [
𝛾0 − 𝑆

(𝛼)
1 ±

√︃
(𝑆 (𝛼)

1 − 𝛾0)2 + 4𝑆 (𝛼)
2 /𝑁

]
.

Inserting this into the expression for 𝛾0 gives the trivial
solution 𝛾0 = 0 and the critical value 𝛾0 = 𝛾𝑐 = 𝑆

(𝛼)
1 ,

separating the extended from the localized ground state, see
Fig. A1.
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Supplementary material for
“Optimal spatial searches with long-range tunneling”

I. ASYMPTOTIC SCALING OF THE LAPLACIAN SPECTRAL GAP

Preliminaries. The asymptotic scaling of the spectral gap Δ𝛼 =
[
E𝛼 ( ®𝑘1) − E𝛼 (®0)

]
/E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) of the rescaled Laplacian is

reported in Eq. (7) of the Letter. Here we provide analytic expressions for the prefactors C (𝑑)
𝑖=1,2 (𝛼) for 𝑑 = 1, . . . , 4, and compare

the results with exact numeric data. First, note that E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) =
∑

®𝑗≠®0 cos( ®𝑘 · ®𝑗)/| ®𝑗 |𝛼 − 𝜀0 is the eigenenergy of the Laplacian 𝐿𝛼 in
the unscaled framework, with 𝜀0 =

∑
®𝑗≠0 1/| ®𝑗 |𝛼 − E𝛼 (®0) a constant energy shift. The momentum vector ®𝑘max is defined by its

magnitude | ®𝑘max | =
√
𝑑𝜋. It follows that

Δ𝛼 =
𝛿𝛼

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max)
=

∑
®𝑗≠0 cos( ®𝑘1 · ®𝑗)/| ®𝑗 |𝛼 − 𝜅0

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max)
, (S1)

where 𝛿𝛼 ≡ E𝛼 ( ®𝑘1) − E𝛼 (®0) and 𝜅0 ≡ 𝜀0 + E𝛼 (®0). The scaling behavior of Δ𝛼 is determined by analyzing the numerator
and denominator of Eq. (S1) independently. To make the calculations analytically tractable, we describe the distance between
the hypercube graph vertices using the Manhattan norm, a 𝑝-norm | | ®𝑥 | |𝑝 =

( ∑𝑑
𝑖=1 |𝑥𝑖 |𝑝

)1/𝑝 with 𝑝 = 1. This gives the length
of the shortest path constrained to move along the graph’s edges (i.e. a “grid distance”), compared to the Euclidean norm
| ®𝑥 | ≡ | |®𝑥 | |2 which was used in the main text and describes the shortest distance between the two vertices. Since all norms in
finite-dimensional spaces are equivalent, we can make a statement about the scaling and prefactor of the spectral gap independent
of the norm that is chosen. To make this more concrete, using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder’s inequality, we find the relation
between 𝑝-norms as | | ®𝑥 | |𝑝 ≤ ||®𝑥 | |𝑟 ≤ 𝑑1/𝑟−1/𝑝 | | ®𝑥 | |𝑝 , 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑝. Therefore, | ®𝑗 | ≤ | | ®𝑗 | |1 ≤

√
𝑑 | ®𝑗 |, and the scaling of the spectral

gap (S1) is evidently unaffected by the choice of norm. We proceed by using the Manhattan norm. Constants C (𝑑)
𝑖=1,2 (𝛼) reported

in Table II are accurate up to a factor C ∈ [1, 𝑑𝛼/2] when implementing the Euclidean norm.

Spectral gap scaling and prefactors. In Table I we summarize the large-𝑁 asymptotic results for 𝛿𝛼 and E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) of Eq. (S1),
with detailed derivations and numeric checks provided in Sec. II. With these results, we extract the scaling behavior with 𝑁 of
the spectral gap. Two regimes need to be considered: 𝛼 < 𝑑 and 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 𝑑 + 2. For 𝛼 < 𝑑, both the numerator and denominator
of Eq. (S1) diverge in the limit 𝑁 → ∞. Applying l’Hôpital’s rule, we evaluate the 𝑁 → ∞ limit. Previously of an indeterminate
form, the asymptotic limit of the spectral gap is converted into a limit that can be evaluated directly. This leads to explicit analytic
expressions for the constants C (𝑑)

1 (𝛼) of the main text, all of which are independent of 𝑁 , see Eqs. (S15), (S17), (S19) and (S21)
of Table II.

To extract the scaling in the regime 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 𝑑 + 2 we require a different approach. Note that for 𝛼 > 𝑑 the term scaling as
∼ 𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑 in 𝜅0 asymptotically satisfies 𝑐𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑 ≪ 1, with 𝑐 an 𝛼-dependent prefactor, as reported in Table I (see Eqs. (S5),
(S8), (S11), and (S14)). Defining 𝑥 ≡ 𝑐𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑 , we expand the spectral gap (S1) around 𝑥 = 0. Generically, the spectral
gap (S1) written in terms of 𝑥 takes the form Δ𝛼 ≈ 𝑥+ 𝑓 (𝛼,𝑁 )

𝑥+𝑔 (𝛼) , with 𝑓 (𝛼, 𝑁) ∼ 𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑 and 𝑔(𝛼) simply an 𝛼-dependent constant.
Performing now the small-𝑥 expansion, we obtain

Δ𝛼 ≈ 𝑓

𝑔
+ (𝑔 − 𝑓 )

𝑔2 𝑥 + O(𝑥2) , (S2)

where the first term 𝑓 /𝑔 is the leading-order contribution. From Table I we insert the appropriate functions 𝑓 (𝛼, 𝑁) and 𝑔(𝛼),
leading to the asymptotic results for the spectral gap, Δ𝛼 ≈ 𝑓 /𝑔. These results give the analytic expressions for the prefactors
C (𝑑)

2 (𝛼) of the main text, see Eqs. (S16), (S18), (S20) and (S22) of Table II.

Assessing the accuracy of our asymptotic analysis. To benchmark our analytic results for the spectral gap, see Table II, we per-
form comparisons with exact numeric results, refer to Figs. S1–S4. In all cases, subfigure (a) demonstrates the agreement between
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Dimension 𝒅 = 1 𝜶 < 3
Unscaled spectral gap:

𝛿𝛼 ≈ −𝜅0 + 2𝜁 (𝛼) + 2𝛼𝜋𝛼−1 sin
( 𝜋𝛼

2

)
Γ(1 − 𝛼) 𝑁1−𝛼 (S3)

Largest eigenenergy:
E𝛼 (𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 + (22−𝛼 − 2)𝜁 (𝛼) (S4)

Constant energy shift:
𝜅0 ≈ 2𝜁 (𝛼) + −2𝛼

𝛼 − 1
𝑁1−𝛼 (S5)

Dimension 𝒅 = 2 𝜶 < 4 (𝜶 ≠ 1)
Unscaled spectral gap:

𝛿𝛼 ≈ −𝜅0 + 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) −
[ 2𝛼 1𝐹2

(
2−𝛼

2 ; 1
2 ,

4−𝛼
2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) + 2K𝛼−1 (2) − 2𝛼−1K𝛼−1 (1)

(𝛼 − 1)

]
𝑁1−𝛼/2 (S6)

Largest eigenenergy:
E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 + (24−𝛼 − 4)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) (S7)

Constant energy shift:
𝜅0 ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 4 − 2𝛼+1

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑁
1−𝛼/2 (S8)

Dimension 𝒅 = 3 𝜶 < 5 (𝜶 ≠ 1, 2)
Unscaled spectral gap:

𝛿𝛼 ≈ −𝜅0 + 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 2𝜁 (𝛼) +
[
−

2𝛼 1𝐹2
(

3−𝛼
2 ; 1

2 ,
5−𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) + 2𝛼K𝛼−2 (1) − 4K𝛼−2 (2) − 2𝛼−133−𝛼K𝛼−2 (3)

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

]
𝑁1−𝛼/3 (S9)

Largest eigenenergy:
E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 + (25−𝛼 − 4)𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + (22−𝛼 − 2)𝜁 (𝛼) (S10)

Constant energy shift:
𝜅0 ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 2𝜁 (𝛼) − 31−𝛼 (9(2𝛼) − 8(3𝛼) + 6𝛼)

(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑁1−𝛼/3 (S11)

Dimension 𝒅 = 4 𝜶 < 6 (𝜶 ≠ 1, 2, 3)
Unscaled spectral gap:

𝛿𝛼 ≈ −𝜅0 + 8
3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 16

3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) −

[ 2𝛼 1𝐹2
(

4−𝛼
2 ; 1

2 ,
6−𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) −

3 2𝛼−1K𝛼−3 (1) − 2𝛼34−𝛼K𝛼−3 (3) − 27−𝛼K𝛼−3 (4)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

]
𝑁1−𝛼/4

(S12)
Largest eigenenergy:

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 + 1
3

(
27−𝛼 − 23

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 1

3

(
26−𝛼 − 24

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) (S13)

Constant energy shift:

𝜅0 ≈ 8
3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 16

3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) −

4
(
−26−𝛼 + 2𝛼 + 2𝛼34−𝛼 − 24

)
(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑁1−𝛼/4 (S14)

TABLE I. Asymptotic scaling of the (unscaled) spectral gap 𝛿𝛼, the largest eigenenergy E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) for normalization, and the energy shift
𝜅0 ≡ 𝜀0 + E𝛼 (®0). Results are reported for 𝑑 ∈ [1, 4] and 𝛼 < 𝑑 + 2 to leading-order in 𝑁 , with sub-dominant contributions of order
O(𝑁1−1/𝑑−𝛼/𝑑) being neglected. For compactness, we introduced the following 𝑁-independent function: K𝑛 (𝑧) ≡ 𝐸𝑛 (𝑖𝜋𝑧) + 𝐸𝑛 (−𝑖𝜋𝑧),
where 𝐸𝑛 (𝑥) is the exponential integral function. Note that 𝜁 (𝑠), Γ(𝑠) and 𝑝𝐹𝑞 (𝑎; 𝑏; 𝑧) denote the Riemann Zeta function, Gamma function
and generalized hypergeometric function, respectively. For 𝛼 > 𝑑 + 2 the well-established asymptotic scaling of the gap 𝛿𝛼 ∼ 𝑁−2/𝑑 is
recovered and is not reported in this table.

Dimension 𝒅 = 1 𝜶 < 1 1 < 𝜶 < 3

C (1)
1 (𝛼) = (1 − 𝛼)𝜋𝛼−1 sin(𝜋𝛼/2)Γ(1 − 𝛼) (S15) C (1)

2 (𝛼) =
[

2𝛼𝜋𝛼−1 (𝛼 − 1) sin(𝜋𝛼/2)Γ(1 − 𝛼) + 2𝛼

ℎ(𝛼) (𝛼 − 1)

]
(S16)

Dimension 𝒅 = 2 𝜶 < 2 2 < 𝜶 < 4

C (2)
1 (𝛼) =

1𝐹2
(

2−𝛼
2 ; 1

2 ,
4−𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
2 − 22−𝛼

− (𝛼 − 2)K𝛼−1 (2)
2 − 2𝛼

+ (𝛼 − 2)K𝛼−1 (1)
23−𝛼 − 4

(S17)
C (2)

2 (𝛼) = 1
𝑓 (𝛼)

[
2𝛼+1 − 4

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) −
2K𝛼−1 (2) − 2𝛼−1K𝛼−1 (1)

(𝛼 − 1)

−
2𝛼 1𝐹2

(
2−𝛼

2 ; 1
2 ,

4−𝛼
2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

] (S18)

Continued on next page.
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Dimension 𝒅 = 3 𝜶 < 3 3 < 𝜶 < 5

C (3)
1 (𝛼) =

1𝐹2
(

3−𝛼
2 ; 1

2 ,
5−𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
3(32−𝛼 − 23−𝛼 + 1)

− (𝛼 − 3)

× 2𝛼+1K𝛼−2 (1) − 8K𝛼−2 (2) − 33−𝛼2𝛼K𝛼−2 (3)
6
(
32−𝛼2𝛼 + 2𝛼 − 8

) (S19)
C (3)

2 (𝛼) = 1
𝑔(𝛼)

[
−

2𝛼 1𝐹2
(

3−𝛼
2 ; 1

2 ,
5−𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) + 2𝛼K𝛼−2 (1) − 4K𝛼−2 (2)

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

− 2𝛼−133−𝛼K𝛼−2 (3)
(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) + 31−𝛼 (9(2𝛼) − 8(3𝛼) + 6𝛼)

(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

]
(S20)

Dimension 𝒅 = 4 𝜶 < 4 4 < 𝜶 < 6

C (4)
1 (𝛼) =

2−2
1𝐹2

(
4−𝛼

2 ; 1
2 ,

6−𝛼
2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(
−3 2𝛼+3 + 4𝛼 − 64

)
4−𝛼 + 34−𝛼

− 3 4𝛼 (𝛼 − 4) (K𝛼−3 (1) − 54 3−𝛼K𝛼−3 (3))
8
(
−3 2𝛼+3 + 4𝛼 − 43 + 34−𝛼 4𝛼

)
+ 28 (𝛼 − 4)K𝛼−3 (4)

8
(
−3 2𝛼+3 + 4𝛼 − 43 + 34−𝛼 4𝛼

)
(S21)

C (4)
2 (𝛼) = 1

𝑗 (𝛼)

[
−

2𝛼 1𝐹2
(

4−𝛼
2 ; 1

2 ,
6−𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) +

3 2𝛼−1K𝛼−3 (1)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

− 6−𝛼 (81 4𝛼K𝛼−3 (3) + 128 3𝛼K𝛼−3 (4))
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

+ 4(−26−𝛼 + 2𝛼 + 2𝛼34−𝛼 − 24)
(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

]
(S22)

TABLE II. Analytic expressions for the constants C (𝑑)
𝑖=1,2 (𝛼) appearing in the asymptotic scaling of the spectral gap: Δ𝛼 ≈ 1 − C (𝑑)

1 (𝛼), 𝛼 ∈
[0, 𝑑), and Δ𝛼 ≈ C (𝑑)

2 (𝛼)𝑁1−𝛼/𝑑 , 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2), see Eq. (7) of the main text. For compactness, we introduced the following 𝑁-
independent functions: ℎ(𝛼) = (22−𝛼 − 4)𝜁 (𝛼), 𝑓 (𝛼) = (24−𝛼 − 8)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1), 𝑔(𝛼) = (25−𝛼 − 8)𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + (22−𝛼 − 4)𝜁 (𝛼), 𝑗 (𝛼) =

−3−124−𝛼 ((2𝛼 − 8) 𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 2 (2𝛼 − 2) 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1)), and K𝑛 (𝑧) ≡ 𝐸𝑛 (𝑖𝜋𝑧) +𝐸𝑛 (−𝑖𝜋𝑧), where 𝜁 (𝑠) is the Riemann Zeta function and 𝐸𝑛 (𝑥)
is the exponential integral function. The notation Γ(𝑠) and 𝑝𝐹𝑞 (𝑎; 𝑏; 𝑧) is used to denote the Gamma function and generalized hypergeometric
function, respectively. Constants C (𝑑)

𝑖=1,2 (𝛼) are exact (asymptotically) for 𝑑 = 1, and accurate up to a factor C ∈ [1, 𝑑𝛼/2] for 𝑑 = 2, 3, 4.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S1. Spectral gap Δ𝛼 of a one-dimensional hypercube as a function of (a) the power-law exponent 𝛼 ∈ [0, 1), (b) the power-law exponent
𝛼 ∈ (1, 3), and (c) the system size 𝑁 , i.e. the number of vertices in the hypercube graph. Data points correspond to exact numeric results, while
solid curves represent the asymptotic results in Eq. (7) of the main text, with the constants C (1)

𝑖=1,2 defined in Table II, see Eqs. (S15) and (S16).

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S2. Spectral gap Δ𝛼 of a two-dimensional hypercubic lattice as a function of (a) the power-law exponent 𝛼 ∈ [0, 2), (b) the power-law
exponent 𝛼 ∈ (2, 4), and (c) the system size 𝑛 = 𝑁1/2, i.e. the number of vertices along each dimension in the hypercube graph. Data points
correspond to exact numeric results, while solid curves represent the asymptotic results in Eq. (7) of the main text, with the constants C (2)

𝑖=1,2
defined in Table II, see Eqs. (S17) and (S18).
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S3. Spectral gap Δ𝛼 of a three-dimensional hypercube as a function of (a) the power-law exponent 𝛼 ∈ [0, 3), (b) the power-law exponent
𝛼 ∈ (3, 5), and (c) the system size 𝑛 = 𝑁1/3, i.e. the number of vertices along each dimension in the hypercube graph. Data points correspond
to exact numeric results, while solid curves represent the asymptotic results in Eq. (7) of the main text, with the constants C (3)

𝑖=1,2 defined in
Table II, see Eqs. (S19) and (S20).

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S4. Spectral gap Δ𝛼 of a four-dimensional hypercube as a function of (a) the power-law exponent 𝛼 ∈ [0, 4), (b) the power-law exponent
𝛼 ∈ (4, 6), and (c) the system size 𝑛 = 𝑁1/4, i.e. the number of vertices along each dimension in the hypercube graph. Data points correspond
to exact numeric results, while solid curves represent the asymptotic results in Eq. (7) of the main text, with the constants C (3)

𝑖=1,2 defined in
Table II, see Eqs. (S21) and (S22).

the analytic spectral gap Δ𝛼 ≈ 1 − C (𝑑)
1 (𝛼) with 𝛼 ∈ [0, 𝑑) and the exact numeric results. Close to the transition point 𝛼 ≈ 𝑑,

finite size effects become apparent and the accuracy of our analytic approximations deteriorates. To recover the analytic behavior
of the gap in the limits 𝛼 → 𝑑+ and 𝛼 → 𝑑− , system sizes exceeding those that are numerically tractable would be required. In
subfigure (b) we provide comparisons for the second asymptotic regime, 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2). Overall, good agreement is observed
between analytic and numeric results. As before, toward the edges of this region in 𝛼 we observe deviations from the analytic
predictions. We expect these errors to decrease with increasing 𝑁 , see subfigures (c). Figures S1–S4 indicate that the asymptotic
results of the main text, together with the constants of Table II, provide a realistic, quantitative description of Δ𝛼 in the large-𝑁
limit.

II. DETAILED DERIVATIONS OF 𝛿𝛼 AND E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max)

Here, we provide in-depth calculations of the spectral gap scaling with 𝑁 , see Sec. I. for the final results. For clarity,
we separate the computations according to the hypercubic lattice dimension, with each subsection, II.A.–II.D., containing
derivations for the constant energy shift 𝜅0, the unscaled spectral gap 𝛿𝛼, and the eigenenergy E𝛼 ( ®𝑘max) with the largest
magnitude. For our analysis we assume, without loss of generality, that lattices comprise an even number of sites in each
dimension, such that 𝑛 = 𝑁1/𝑑 ∈ {2𝑥 | 𝑥 ∈ N}, and we drop the 𝛼 subscript for convenience. Moreover, the Hurwitz Zeta function
𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥) = ∑∞

𝑛=0 (𝑛 + 𝑥)−𝜂 for Re(𝜂) > 1, and extended by analytic continuation to other 𝜂 ≠ 1, will be of central importance [55].
For future reference, we state its large-𝑥 asymptotic series expansion here [56]:

𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥) ∼ 𝑥−𝜂

2
+ 𝑥1−𝜂

𝜂 − 1
+ O(𝑥−1−𝜂) , (S23)

where 𝜂 ≠ 1 and 𝑥 ≫ 1. Finally, note that we use the Manhattan norm in all the derivations of this section. Refer to Sec. II. for a
detailed discussion on this matter.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S5. (a) Comparison of the exact numeric value (solid curve) of 𝜅0 (S24) with the asymptotic result (S25) (dashed). Inset shows the
absolute percentage deviation, APD = 100× |(E−A)/E|, of the asymptotic result 𝐴 from the exact result 𝐸 as a function of 𝛼. We set 𝑁 = 100.
(b) Scaling of the spectral gap 𝛿 (S26) (solid curves) with 𝑁 , and a comparison to exact numeric results (data points). (c) A comparison
between analytic (S26) (solid curves) and exact numeric results (data points) for E(®𝑘max). In both (b) and (c) dashed horizontal lines represent
the case of nearest-neighbor hopping (𝛼 → ∞).

A. One-dimensional hypercube (𝑑 = 1)

Constant energy shift. The energy shift 𝜅0 is expressed as

𝜅0 =

𝑁/2∑︁
𝑗=−𝑁/2+1;

𝑗≠0

| 𝑗 |−𝛼 = 2
𝑁/2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗−𝛼 −
(
𝑁

2

)−𝛼

= 2𝐻 (𝛼)
𝑁/2 − 2𝛼𝑁−𝛼 , (S24)

where 𝐻
(𝑟 )
𝑁

=
∑𝑁

𝑖=1 1/𝑖𝑟 is the harmonic number of order 𝑟 [55]. For 𝛼 ≠ 1, the harmonic number in Eq. (S24) can be recast
in terms of the Hurwitz and Riemann Zeta functions, leading to 𝜅0 = 2𝜁 (𝛼) − 2𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑁/2 + 1) − 2𝛼𝑁−𝛼. Asymptotically
𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑁/2 + 1) ≈ 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑁/2), and we use the series expansion of the Hurwitz Zeta function, Eq. (S23), to extract the asymptotic
behavior of 𝜅0 to leading order:

𝜅0 ≈ 2𝜁 (𝛼) − 2𝛼

𝛼 − 1
𝑁1−𝛼 + O(𝑁−𝛼) . (S25)

For 𝛼 > 1, the 𝑁-dependent terms decay as a power-law, approaching zero for large 𝑁 , and 𝜅0 thus tends toward the real scalar
value 2𝜁 (𝛼). In contrast, for 𝛼 < 1, 𝜅0 will scale as ∼ 𝑁1−𝛼. This behavior is depicted in Fig. S5(a), together with the absolute
percentage deviation (APD) of approximation (S25).

Scaling of 𝜹 and E(®𝒌max). A rigorous treatment of 𝛿 and E(®𝑘max) is provided in the Supplementary Material of Ref. [22].
Following their approach, we recover the asymptotic expressions to leading-order as

𝛿 ≈ −𝜅0 +2𝜁 (𝛼) +2𝛼𝜋𝛼−1 sin
( 𝜋𝛼

2

)
Γ(1−𝛼)𝑁1−𝛼 +2

∞∑︁
𝑗=1

𝜁 (𝛼 − 2 𝑗)
(2 𝑗)! (2𝜋𝑖)2 𝑗𝑁−2 𝑗 , E(®𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 + (22−𝛼−2)𝜁 (𝛼) , (S26)

provided 𝑁 ≫ 1. The accuracy of these expressions is assessed through a comparison to exact numeric results, see Fig. S5.

B. Two-dimensional hypercube (𝑑 = 2)

Constant energy shift. For the two-dimensional hypercubic lattice, 𝜅0 is defined as

𝜅0 =
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

1/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 =

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 |)−𝛼 , (S27)

where | | . . . | |1 denotes the Manhattan norm (geodesic/shortest-path distance), 𝑛 = 𝑁1/𝑑 and ®𝑗 ≡ ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2). Equation (S27) can be
recast into the following equivalent form:

𝜅0 =
[
1 + 21+𝛼 (𝑛 − 1)

]
𝑛−𝛼 +

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

[
4 𝑗1−𝛼 + 4 𝑗 (𝑛 − 𝑗)−𝛼

]
, (S28)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S6. (a) Comparison of the exact numeric value (solid curve) of 𝜅0 (S27) with the asymptotic result (S31) (dashed). Inset shows the
absolute percentage deviation, APD = 100 × |(E − A)/E|, of the asymptotic result 𝐴 from the exact result 𝐸 as a function of 𝛼. We set
𝑛 = 𝑁1/𝑑 = 40. (b) Scaling of the spectral gap 𝛿 (S6) (solid curves) with 𝑛, and a comparison to exact numeric results (data points). (c) A
comparison between analytic (S7) (solid curves) and exact numeric results (data points) for E(®𝑘max). In both (b) and (c) dashed horizontal
lines represent the case of nearest-neighbor hopping (𝛼 → ∞).

which is amenable to an asymptotic analysis. The leading-order contribution of the first term is O(𝑛1−𝛼). To understand the
limiting behavior of the second term of Eq. (S28) as 𝑛 → ∞, we express the summations in terms of the Hurwitz Zeta function
𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥), and then use the asymptotic series expansion of Eq. (S23). After some algebra, we obtain

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

4 𝑗1−𝛼 = 4
∞∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗1−𝛼−4
∞∑︁
𝑗=0

( 𝑗 +𝑛/2)1−𝛼 = 4𝜁 (𝛼−1)−4𝜁 (𝛼−1, 𝑛/2) ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼−1)−2𝛼𝑛1−𝛼− 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2
𝑛2−𝛼+O(𝑛−𝛼) , (S29)

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

4 𝑗 (𝑛 − 𝑗)−𝛼 = 4
𝑛−1∑︁

𝑗=𝑛/2+1

[
𝑛 𝑗−𝛼 − 𝑗1−𝛼

]
= 4𝑛

[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛)

]
− 4

[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛)

]
(S30)

≈ 2𝛼𝑛1−𝛼 + 2𝛼 (𝛼 − 3) + 4
(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛

2−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) .

Substituting the results of Eqs. (S29) and (S30) into Eq. (S28) leads to

𝜅0 ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 4 − 2𝛼+1

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛
2−𝛼 + O(𝑛1−𝛼) . (S31)

As observed for the one-dimensional case in Sec. II.A., there are two important regimes: (i) When 𝛼 < 2, the 𝑛-dependent term
dominates such that 𝜅0 ∼ 𝑛2−𝛼, and (ii) for 𝛼 > 2, 𝜅0 is approximated by the real constant 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1). Due to the suppression
of contributions from the terms scaling as ∼ 𝑛𝑥 , 𝑥 < 0, this approximation improves as 𝑛 becomes larger. The accuracy of the
asymptotic result (S31) is assessed in Fig. S6(a).

Scaling of 𝜹 and E(®𝒌max). By definition, the unscaled spectral gap is

𝛿 = −𝜅0 +
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

cos( ®𝑘1 · ®𝑗)/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 = −𝜅0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 |)−𝛼 cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) , (S32)

which can be written in the equivalent form:

𝛿 = −𝜅0 + 4
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛)
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)𝛼

+ 2
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗2=1

𝑗−𝛼
2 + 2

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗2=1

(𝑛
2
+ 𝑗2

)−𝛼

+
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1=−𝑛/2+1;
𝑗1≠0

cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛)
| 𝑗1 |𝛼

−
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1=−𝑛/2+1;
𝑗1≠0

cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛)(
| 𝑗1 | + 𝑛

2
)𝛼

≈ −𝜅0 + 4𝜁 (𝛼) + 4
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1
cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼

︸                                     ︷︷                                     ︸
(∗)

+ O(𝑛1−𝛼) . (S33)
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Simplification was performed by noting that the final two terms, treated in the one-dimensional case, give 2𝜁 (𝛼) and terms of
order 𝑛1−𝛼. Now, focussing on the term denoted by (∗) in Eq. (S33), we recast the summation exactly as

(∗) = 4
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1
cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 = 4

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) [𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 1) − 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 𝑛/2 + 1)] . (S34)

To evaluate the finite sum (S34) containing the Hurwitz Zeta functions, we approximate it in terms of an integral and subsequently
use the machinery of calculus to extract the asymptotic result. For this purpose, we implement the Euler–Maclaurin formula

𝑏∑︁
𝑘=𝑎+1

𝑓 (𝑘) =
∫ 𝑏

𝑎

𝑓 (𝑥) 𝑑𝑥 + 1
2
[ 𝑓 (𝑎) − 𝑓 (𝑏)] +

⌊𝑝/2⌋∑︁
𝑘=1

𝐵2𝑘
(2𝑘)!

(
𝑓 (2𝑘−1) (𝑏) − 𝑓 (2𝑘−1) (𝑎)

)
+ 𝑅𝑝 , (S35)

where 𝑎, 𝑏 are natural numbers and 𝑓 : R→ R is a continuous function for real 𝑘 ∈ [𝑎, 𝑏]. Provided 𝑓 (𝑘) is 𝑝 times continuously
differentiable on the interval [𝑎, 𝑏] for 𝑝 ∈ Z+, the difference between the summation and integral depends on terms containing
the 𝑘-th Bernoulli number, 𝐵𝑘 , as well as the error term 𝑅𝑝 . Disregarding the error terms, which we later numerically show to
have negligible impact on the final results, see Fig. S6(b), the summation of (S34) is approximated as

(∗) ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 4𝜁 (𝛼) + 4
∫ 𝑛/2

0
𝑑𝑥 cos(2𝜋𝑥/𝑛)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑥 + 1) − 4

∫ 𝑛/2

0
𝑑𝑥 cos(2𝜋𝑥/𝑛)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑥 + 𝑛/2 + 1) . (S36)

Performing a change of variable 𝑥 → 𝑛𝑦/2, followed by a series expansion of the Hurwitz Zeta function (S23), Eq. (S36)
simplifies to

(∗) ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 4𝜁 (𝛼) + 2𝛼

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦1−𝛼 −

∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)1−𝛼

]
𝑛2−𝛼 + O(𝑛1−𝛼) , (S37)

where only leading-order terms are explicitly written. The integrals (S37) can be computed analytically, and written in terms of
the generalized hypergeometric function 𝑝𝐹𝑞 (𝑎; 𝑏; 𝑧) [55] and the exponential integral function 𝐸𝑛 (𝑥) [55] as∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦1−𝛼 = −

1𝐹2

(
1 − 𝛼

2 ; 1
2 , 2 − 𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
𝛼 − 2

, for 𝛼 < 2 , (S38)

∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)1−𝛼 = −1

2
[
𝐸𝛼−1 (−𝑖𝜋) + 𝐸𝛼−1 (𝑖𝜋) − 22−𝛼{𝐸𝛼−1 (−2𝑖𝜋) + 𝐸𝛼−1 (2𝑖𝜋)}

]
. (S39)

For the first integral we require 𝛼 < 2 to ensure convergence. This restriction on the range of 𝛼 is not problematic, since
the O(𝑛2−𝛼) term of Eq. (S37), to which the integrals are a prefactor, is asymptotically suppressed when 𝛼 > 2 and the
term (∗) tends to the constant 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 4𝜁 (𝛼). Thus, in the regime where the O(𝑛2−𝛼) term is dominant, the integral is
guaranteed to converge. Finally, Eq. (S37), together with the intregrals (S38) and (S39), is substituted back into Eq. (S33) to
give the scaling of 𝛿, see Eq. (S6). This asymptotic result is in close agreement with exact numeric results for large 𝑛, see Fig. S6(b).

To determine the scaling of E(®𝑘max), we start with the definition

E(®𝑘max) = −𝜀0 +
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

cos( ®𝑘max · ®𝑗)/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 = −𝜀0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 |)−𝛼 cos (𝜋 𝑗1 + 𝜋 𝑗2) . (S40)

Since 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 ∈ Z, we perform the replacement cos (𝜋 𝑗1 + 𝜋 𝑗2) → (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2 and shift the summation indices such that the
absolute values may be dropped. After some algebra, we arrive at

E(®𝑘max) = −𝜀0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=0;
𝑗1+ 𝑗2≠0

(−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2 ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 + 2
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1=0

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗2=1

(−1) 𝑗1− 𝑗2 ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 +
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

(−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2 ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 . (S41)

The second term of Eq. (S41) can be recast in terms of two summations, each running over a single summation index:
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=0;
𝑗1+ 𝑗2≠0

(−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2 ( 𝑗1+ 𝑗2)−𝛼 =

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗 ( 𝑗 +1) +
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝑛− 𝑗 +1)−𝛼 (−1)𝑛− 𝑗+1 𝑗 ≈ (22−𝛼−1)𝜁 (𝛼−1) + (21−𝛼−1)𝜁 (𝛼) , (S42)
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where the final step assumes 𝑛 ≫ 1. The third term (S41) can be treated similarly. To leading-order, we find

2
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1=0

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗2=1

(−1) 𝑗1− 𝑗2

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)𝛼
= 2

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗 𝑗 + 2
(

2
𝑛

)𝛼
(−1)𝑛/2

(𝑛
2
− 1

)
+ 2

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝑛 − 𝑗)−𝛼 (−1)𝑛− 𝑗 𝑗

= (23−𝛼 − 2)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + (−1)𝑛/2
(
2𝛼𝑛1−𝛼 − 21+𝛼𝑛−𝛼

)
+ 2

𝑛−1∑︁
𝑗=𝑛/2+1

𝑗−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗 (𝑛 − 𝑗) (S43)

≈ (23−𝛼 − 2)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + O(𝑛1−𝛼) , (S44)

where the second term of line (S43) is sub-leading-order, and the third term is negligible when 𝑛 is large. The latter statement
can be verified by writing the summation explicitly in terms of Hurwitz Zeta functions, 𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥), yielding

2
𝑛−1∑︁

𝑗=𝑛/2+1
𝑗−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗 (𝑛 − 𝑗) = 22−𝛼𝑖𝑛

[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

4
+ 1

2

)
− 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

4
+ 1

)
+ 𝑒

𝑖 𝜋𝑛
2

{
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2

)
− 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 1

2

)
−𝑛

2
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2

)
+ 𝑛

2
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 1

2

) }
− 𝑛

2
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

4
+ 1

2

)
+ 𝑛

2
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

4
+ 1

)]
. (S45)

Now, note that 𝑛/4+1/2 ≈ 𝑛/4+1 and 𝑛/2 ≈ 𝑛/2+1/2 for large 𝑛. This implies that, asymptotically, 𝜁
(
𝜂, 𝑛4 + 1

2

)
≈ 𝜁

(
𝜂, 𝑛4 + 1

)
and 𝜁

(
𝜂, 𝑛2

)
≈ 𝜁

(
𝜂, 𝑛2 + 1

2

)
for both 𝜂 = 𝛼 and 𝜂 = 𝛼 − 1, and the entire summation tends to zero in large-𝑛 limit. Determining

the asymptotic behavior of the final term of Eq. (S41) follows the procedure taken in Eq. (S42). We simply state the result as

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

(−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2 ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 ≈ (22−𝛼 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − (21−𝛼 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼) . (S46)

Substituting Eqs. (S42), (S44) and (S46) into Eq. (S41), we recover the asymptotic result (S7), provided in Table I. Figure S6(c)
provides an assessment of the accuracy of this asymptotic result for 𝜀0 = 0 and a range of 𝛼 values.

C. Three-dimensional hypercube (𝑑 = 3)

Constant energy shift. In hypercubic lattices of three dimensions, 𝜅0 may be treated via an expansion into a series of
summations, followed by various approximations and simplifications. Recalling that | | . . . | |1 denotes the Manhattan norm,
𝑛 = 𝑁1/3 and ®𝑗 ≡ ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2, 𝑗3), the definition of the energy 𝜅0 leads to

𝜅0 =
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

1/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 =

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |+| 𝑗3 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 | + | 𝑗3 |)−𝛼 = 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 + 12

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

(
𝑗1 + 𝑗2 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 12
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼

+ 6
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)−𝛼 + 12
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

(
𝑗1 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 6
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1)−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S47)

We proceed by performing an asymptotic expansion of each term in Eq. (S47) independently, after which we combine the results
to obtain the scaling of 𝜅0 (S11). Starting with the first term in (S47), we reformulate the triple summation over indices 𝑗1, 𝑗2
and 𝑗3 as a collection of summations with single indices:

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 = 4

𝑛/2+1∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 1) ( 𝑗 − 2) 𝑗−𝛼

︸                          ︷︷                          ︸
(𝑎)

+
𝑛/2+𝑛/4∑︁
𝑗=𝑛/2+2

[
−8 𝑗2 + 12 𝑗𝑛 − 3𝑛(𝑛 + 2) + 8

]
𝑗−𝛼

︸                                                   ︷︷                                                   ︸
(𝑐)

(S48)

+ 4
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗 ( 𝑗 + 1)
[
3𝑛
2

− 𝑗 − 2
]−𝛼

︸                                    ︷︷                                    ︸
(𝑏)

+
𝑛/2+𝑛/4−3∑︁

𝑗=𝑛/2

[
6(2 𝑗 + 3)𝑛 − 8( 𝑗 + 1) ( 𝑗 + 3) − 3𝑛2] [

3𝑛
2

− 𝑗 − 2
]−𝛼

︸                                                                               ︷︷                                                                               ︸
(𝑑)

.



15

Note that the summation upper bounds in (𝑐) and (𝑑) contain the fraction 𝑛/4. For convenience, we hereafter assume that
mod(𝑛, 4) = 0, where mod is the standard modulo operation giving the remainder on division of 𝑛 by 4. In the limit of large 𝑛,
our results apply to lattices with any number of sites. Now, terms (𝑎) and (𝑐) can be rewritten exactly in terms of the difference
of infinite sums, giving expressions in terms of the Hurwitz Zeta function 𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥) and Riemann Zeta function 𝜁 (𝜂). After some
algebra, these terms exhibit the following asymptotic behavior:

(𝑎) = −4
[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
− 3𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
+ 2𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 3𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 2𝜁 (𝛼)

]
≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 12𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 8𝜁 (𝛼) − 2𝛼+2𝑛−𝛼 + 2𝛼 (3𝛼 − 7)

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 − 2𝛼−1 (𝛼 − 8)

𝛼 − 2
𝑛2−𝛼 − 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 3
𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛−1−𝛼) (S49)

(𝑐) = −8𝜁
(
𝛼 − 2,

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
+ 8𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

3𝑛
4

+ 1
)
+ 12𝑛𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
− 12𝑛𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
4

+ 1
)

− (3𝑛(𝑛 + 2) − 8)
[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
− 𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
4

+ 1
)]

≈ 2𝛼+23−𝛼 (3𝛼 − 2𝛼) 𝑛−𝛼 +

(
2
3

)𝛼
[3 2𝛼 (𝛼 − 3) + 3𝛼 (7 − 3𝛼)]

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 − 2𝛼−23−𝛼 (3 2𝛼 − 2 3𝛼) (𝛼 − 7)

𝛼 − 1
𝑛2−𝛼

+ 2𝛼−33−𝛼 [4 3𝛼 (𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 + 1) − 9 2𝛼 (𝛼 − 5)𝛼]
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛−1−𝛼) . (S50)

To evaluate terms (𝑏) and (𝑑) of Eq. (S48) we shift the summation indices, such that the denominator undergoes the transformation[ 3𝑛
2 − 𝑗 − 2

]−𝛼 −→ 𝑗−𝛼. In their new form, summations (𝑏) and (𝑑) can be written as the differences of the Hurwitz Zeta
function infinite summations. Applying this, we find the asymptotic expansions

(𝑏) =
3𝑛/2−3∑︁
𝑗=𝑛−1

(2 𝑗 − 3𝑛 + 2) (2 𝑗 − 3𝑛 + 4) 𝑗−𝛼 = −4𝜁
(
𝛼 − 2,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
+ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑛 − 1) + 12(𝑛 − 1)𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)

− 12(𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 − 1) + (3𝑛 − 4) (3𝑛 − 2)
[
𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 − 1) − 𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)]

≈ 22 3−𝛼 (3𝛼 − 2𝛼) 𝑛−𝛼 −
3−𝛼

[
3𝛼 (3𝛼 − 11) + 3 2𝛼+2]

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 +

3−𝛼
[
3𝛼 (𝛼 − 10) (𝛼 − 5) − 27 2𝛼+1]

2(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼

+ 3−𝛼 (3𝛼 ((𝛼 − 9)𝛼 + 26) − 27 2𝛼)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛−1−𝛼) (S51)

(𝑑) =
𝑛−2∑︁

𝑗=3𝑛/4+1

[
−8 𝑗2 + 12 𝑗𝑛 − 3𝑛(𝑛 + 2) + 8

]
𝑗−𝛼 = −8𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

3𝑛
4

+ 1
)
+ 8𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑛 − 1) + 12𝑛𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
4

+ 1
)

− 12𝑛𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 − 1) − (3𝑛(𝑛 + 2) − 8)
[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
4

+ 1
)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 − 1)

]
≈ 22 3−𝛼 (4𝛼 − 3𝛼) 𝑛−𝛼 + 3−𝛼 [3𝛼 (3𝛼 − 11) − 3 4𝛼 (𝛼 − 3)]

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + 3−𝛼 [3 4𝛼 (𝛼 − 7) − 2 3𝛼 (𝛼 − 13)]

4(𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼

+
3−𝛼

[
9 4𝛼 (𝛼 − 5)𝛼 − 8 3𝛼 (𝛼2 − 9𝛼 + 2)

]
8(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛−1−𝛼) . (S52)

Combing the results of Eqs. (S49)–(S52), we arrive at an asymptotic expression for the first term of Eq. (S47):

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 12𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 8𝜁 (𝛼) − 31−𝛼 (9 2𝛼 − 8 3𝛼 + 6𝛼)

(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛2−𝛼) , (S53)
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where we keep only leading-order terms in 𝑛 and constants. Determining the large-𝑛 behavior of the remaining terms in Eq. (S47)
is more straightforward. For the second term we find

12
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

(
𝑗1 + 𝑗2 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

= 12
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 1)
(
𝑗 + 𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 12
𝑛/2−2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗

(
3𝑛
2

− 𝑗 − 1
)−𝛼

= 12
[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
2

− 1
)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 + 1) +

(
1 − 3𝑛

2

) [
𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

− 1
)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 + 1)

]
+2𝛼𝑛−𝛼 + 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 + 1) − 1

2
(𝑛 + 2)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 + 1)

] ]
≈ −2𝛼+131−𝛼 (3𝛼 − 3)

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + 31−𝛼 (9 2𝛼 − 8 3𝛼 + 6𝛼)

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S54)

Since the leading-order contribution scales as ∼ 𝑛3−𝛼, see Eq. (S53), the result above indicates that the contribution of the second
term to 𝜅0, see Eq. (S47), is negligible for 𝑛 ≫ 1. We can determine the asymptotic behavior of the third term in Eq. (S47)
following a similar sequence of steps:

12
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 = 12
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 1) 𝑗−𝛼 + 12
𝑛−2∑︁

𝑗=𝑛/2+1
(𝑛 − 𝑗 − 1) 𝑗−𝛼

= −12
[
2𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 − 1) − 𝑛𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
+ (𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 − 1) − 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 𝜁 (𝛼)

]
≈ 12𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 12𝜁 (𝛼) + 12

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + 6 (2𝛼 − 2)

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛
2−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S55)

Crucially, the expansion contains two 𝑛-independent terms, which will contribute to the value of 𝜅0 when 𝛼 > 3. The dominant 𝑛-
dependent term in the expansion scales as ∼ 𝑛2−𝛼, inferring that the contribution will be sub-leading-order in the final expansion.
The final three terms in (S47) can each be directly reformulated in terms of the difference of two appropriate infinite sums. This
allows us to express the summations in terms of the well-known Hurwitz Zeta function, and expand using the asymptotic result
of Eq. (S23), as before. The calculations are summarized below:
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

6
( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)𝛼 =

∞∑︁
𝑗1=0

6
( 𝑗1 + 𝑛 + 1)𝛼 − 6

∞∑︁
𝑗1=0

(
𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

)−𝛼

= 6𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 + 1) − 6𝜁
(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

)
≈ 31−𝛼 (2 3𝛼 − 3 2𝛼) 𝑛1−𝛼

𝛼 − 1
+ O(𝑛−𝛼) ,

(S56)

12
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

(
𝑗1 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

= 12


∞∑︁
𝑗1=0

(
𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)−𝛼

−
∞∑︁
𝑗1=0

( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)−𝛼

 = 12
[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛)

]
≈ 6 (2𝛼 − 2)

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) ,

(S57)

6
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1)−𝛼 = 6
∞∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1)−𝛼 − 6
∞∑︁
𝑗1=0

(
𝑗1 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

= 6𝜁 (𝛼) − 6𝜁
(
𝛼,

𝑛

2

)
≈ 6𝜁 (𝛼) − 6 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S58)

The scaling 𝑛1−𝛼 is sub-leading-order in all of the above expressions. We therefore disregard these subdominant contributions in
the full expansion of 𝜅0 where the leading-order contribution scales as ∼ 𝑛3−𝛼. Finally, combining Eqs. (S53)–(S58), the energy
𝜅0 (S47) takes the form

𝜅0 ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 2𝜁 (𝛼) − 31−𝛼 (9 2𝛼 − 8 3𝛼 + 6𝛼)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛2−𝛼) , (S59)

as reported in Table I. For 𝛼 < 3, 𝜅0 ∼ 𝑛3−𝛼, meanwhile 𝜅0 is well-approximated by the 𝛼-dependent constant 4𝜁 (𝛼− 2) + 2𝜁 (𝛼)
in the regime 𝛼 > 3. Figure S7(a) provides an indication of how well the asymptotics of Eq. (S59) describe 𝜅0, even for
comparatively small 𝑛.

Scaling of 𝜹 and E(®𝒌max). For three spatial dimensions, the (unnormalized) spectral gap is given by

𝛿 = −𝜅0 +
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

cos( ®𝑘1 · ®𝑗)/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 = −𝜅0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |+| 𝑗3 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 | + | 𝑗3 |)−𝛼 cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) . (S60)
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Omitting intermediate steps, we shift the summation indices in Eq. (S60) such that 𝑗𝑖 ∈ Z > 0 for 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3, leading to

𝛿 = −𝜅0 + 12𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 6𝜁 (𝛼) + 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
cos(2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼

︸                                          ︷︷                                          ︸
(∗)

+ O(𝑛2−𝛼) . (S61)

A complete understanding of the scaling requires an asymptotic analysis of the term denoted by (∗). Since the argument of the
cosine is independent of 𝑗𝑖=2,3, we can compute

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 =

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 1) ( 𝑗 + 𝑗1)−𝛼 +
𝑛/2−2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗 (𝑛 − 1 − 𝑗 + 𝑗1)−𝛼

= 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 2) − ( 𝑗1 + 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 2) − 2𝜁
(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
+ 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)

+ (2 𝑗1 + 𝑛)𝜁
(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− ( 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) . (S62)

Evidently, Eqs. (S61) and (S62) lead to

(∗) = 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

) [
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 2) − ( 𝑗1 + 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 2) − 2𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
+ 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)

+ (2 𝑗1 + 𝑛)𝜁
(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− ( 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)

]
. (S63)

The scaling analysis is identical for each term of the above expression, therefore we simply state the steps, followed by the results
for the six terms. As in the two-dimensional case, see Sec. II.B., we first approximate the summation by an integral using the
Euler-Maclaurin formula (S35). Disregarding the error terms, we perform a change of variable 𝑗1 → 𝑛𝑦/2, followed by the
Hurwitz Zeta series expansion (S23). With some algebra, we obtain the six asymptotic results, written to leading-order in 𝑛:

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 2) ∼ 8𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 8𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦2−𝛼

]
𝑛3−𝛼 , (S64a)

−8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
( 𝑗1 + 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 2) ∼ −4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 8𝜁 (𝛼) − 2𝛼

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦2−𝛼

]
𝑛3−𝛼 ,

(S64b)

−16
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
∼ − 2𝛼+1

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)2−𝛼

]
𝑛3−𝛼 , (S64c)

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ∼ 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)2−𝛼

]
𝑛3−𝛼 , (S64d)

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 𝑛)𝜁

(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
∼ 2𝛼+1

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)2−𝛼

]
𝑛3−𝛼 , (S64e)

−8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
( 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ∼ − 2𝛼

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)2−𝛼

]
𝑛3−𝛼 . (S64f)

The integrals (S64), contributing to the 𝛼-dependent prefactors of the O(𝑛3−𝛼) terms, are computed exactly, with∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦2−𝛼 = −

1𝐹2

(
3
2 − 𝛼

2 ; 1
2 ,

5
2 − 𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
𝛼 − 3

, for 𝛼 < 3 , (S65a)∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)2−𝛼 = −2−1K𝛼−2 (1) + 22−𝛼K𝛼−2 (2) , (S65b)∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)2−𝛼 = 22−𝛼K𝛼−2 (2) − 2−133−𝛼K𝛼−2 (3) . (S65c)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S7. (a) Comparison of the exact numeric value (solid curve) of 𝜅0 (S47) with the asymptotic result (S59) (dashed). Inset shows the
absolute percentage deviation, APD = 100 × |(E − A)/E|, of the asymptotic result 𝐴 from the exact result 𝐸 as a function of 𝛼. We set
𝑛 = 𝑁1/3 = 32. (b) Scaling of the spectral gap 𝛿 (S9) (solid curves) with 𝑛, and a comparison to exact numeric results (data points). (c) A
comparison between analytic (S10) (solid curves) and exact numeric results (data points) for E(®𝑘max). In both (b) and (c) dashed horizontal
lines represent the case of nearest-neighbor hopping (𝛼 → ∞).

Here we use the compact notation K𝑛 (𝑧) ≡ 𝐸𝑛 (𝑖𝜋𝑧) + 𝐸𝑛 (−𝑖𝜋𝑧), with 𝐸𝑛 (±𝑖𝜋𝑧) the exponential integral function [55].
Substituting the asymptotic results (S64), together with the prefactors (S65), into Eq. (S63) leads to

(∗) ≈ 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 12𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 8𝜁 (𝛼) −
[2𝛼

1𝐹2

(
3−𝛼

2 ; 1
2 ,

5−𝛼
2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) − 2𝛼K𝛼−2 (1) − 4K𝛼−2 (2) − 2𝛼−133−𝛼K𝛼−2 (3)

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

]
𝑛3−𝛼 .

(S66)
Finally, by replacing the term denoted by (∗) in Eq. (S61) by the above expression, we determine the scaling of the spectral gap,
see Eq. (S9). Refer to Fig. S7(b) for a comparison of this asymptotic result (S9) to exact numeric results.

The final quantity to evaluate is E(®𝑘max). We start from the definition

E(®𝑘max) = −𝜀0 +
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

cos( ®𝑘max · ®𝑗)/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 = −𝜀0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |+| 𝑗3 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 | + | 𝑗3 |)−𝛼 cos (𝜋 𝑗1 + 𝜋 𝑗2 + 𝜋 𝑗3) . (S67)

Noting that cos (𝜋 𝑗1 + 𝜋 𝑗2 + 𝜋 𝑗3) = (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3 for 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 ∈ Z, we expand Eq. (S67):

E(®𝑘max) = − 𝜀0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=0;
𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3≠0

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3 +
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3 (S68)

+ 3
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2=0

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗3=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2− 𝑗3 + 3
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1=0

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1− 𝑗2− 𝑗3

︸                                                                                                            ︷︷                                                                                                            ︸
A

,

To analytically extract the scaling, we express the first and second term of Eq. (S68) as a series of summations that contain only
a single summation index. An identical strategy is implemented in the treatment of two-dimensional hypercubic lattices, see
Sec. II.B. We obtain

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=0;
𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3≠0

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3 =
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑥=1

1
2
(−1)𝑥 (𝑥2 + 3𝑥 + 2)𝑥−𝛼 +

𝑛/2+1∑︁
𝑥=1

1
2
(−1)3𝑛/2−𝑥+1𝑥(𝑥 + 1)

(
3𝑛
2

− 𝑥 + 1
)−𝛼

+
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑥=1

(−1)𝑛/2+𝑥
[
−𝑥2 + 𝑛

2
𝑥 + 1

8
(𝑛 + 2) (𝑛 + 4)

] (𝑛
2
+ 𝑥

)−𝛼

, (S69)

and similarly for the second term of Eq. (S68). From the more transparent structure of Eq. (S69), it is possible to derive the
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asymptotic results

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=0;
𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3≠0

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3 ≈
(
22−𝛼 − 1

2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) +

(
3 21−𝛼 − 3

2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + (21−𝛼 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼) , (S70)

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 (−1) 𝑗1+ 𝑗2+ 𝑗3 ≈
(
22−𝛼 − 1

2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) −

(
3 21−𝛼 − 3

2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + (21−𝛼 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼) . (S71)

In fact, this asymptotic behavior comes solely from the first term of (S69), since the other terms tend toward zero for an increasing
number of lattice sites 𝑛. See, for example, the calculation of Eq. (S45) for the two-dimensional lattice and the discussion thereof.
Now, we reformulate the final two terms of Eq. (S68), denoted by A, as

A =
3
2

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑥=1

𝑥−𝛼 (−1)𝑥𝑥(𝑥 + 1) + 3
2

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑥=1

𝑥−𝛼 (−1)𝑥𝑥(𝑥 − 1) + 𝐶 , (S72)

where 𝐶 → 0 for large 𝑛. As a result, A can be approximated by

A ≈ −3 2−𝛼 [(2𝛼 − 8) 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 𝑖𝑛 (𝑎 + 𝑏)] , (S73)

with 𝑎 = 2𝜁
(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑛4

)
− 4𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑛4 + 1

2

)
+ 2𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑛4 + 1

)
and 𝑏 = 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑛4

)
− 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑛4 + 1

)
. As argued in Sec. II.B.,

for very large 𝑛, we have that 𝑛/4 ≈ 𝑛/4 + 1/2 ≈ 𝑛/4 + 1. Asymptotically, the second term of Eq. (S73) then goes to zero, such
that A ≈ (3 23−𝛼 − 3)𝜁 (𝛼 − 2). Substituting the asymptotic results (S70), (S71) and A into the expression (S68) for E(®𝑘max),
we get

E(®𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 + (25−𝛼 − 4)𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + (22−𝛼 − 2)𝜁 (𝛼) . (S74)

In Fig. S7(c) we demonstrate that this asymptotic result (S74) captures the true behavior of the largest eigenenergy well.

D. Four-dimensional hypercube (𝑑 = 4)

Constant energy shift. From the definition of 𝜅0 we write

𝜅0 =
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

1/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 =

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |+| 𝑗3 |+| 𝑗4 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 | + | 𝑗3 | + | 𝑗4 |)−𝛼 = 16
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4)−𝛼 + 32

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1

(
𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 32
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 + 48

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

(
𝑗1 + 𝑗2 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 + 24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑛)−𝛼 + 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

(
𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

)−𝛼

+ 24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)−𝛼 + 24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

(
𝑗1 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1)−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) ,

(S75)

where | | . . . | |1 denotes the Manhattan norm, 𝑛 = 𝑁1/4 is the number of sites in each dimension and ®𝑗 ≡ ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2, 𝑗3, 𝑗4). The
expansion (S75) can be treated on a term-by-term basis. Hereafter, we assume 𝑛 ≥ 14 for convenience. This does not impact
on the validity of the asymptotic result, since we are only interested in the scaling behavior at large 𝑛. With this assumption, we
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expand the first term of Eq. (S75):

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 ,
𝑗4=1

16
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4)𝛼

for n≥14
= 16

[
𝑛/2+2∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 3) ( 𝑗 − 2) ( 𝑗 − 1)
6 𝑗 𝛼︸                              ︷︷                              ︸

(𝑎)

+
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗 ( 𝑗 + 1) ( 𝑗 + 2)
6(− 𝑗 + 2𝑛 − 3)𝛼︸                       ︷︷                       ︸

(𝑏)

(S76)

+ 1
2

𝑛/2−2∑︁
𝑗=1

(
− 𝑗3 + 𝑗2 (

𝑛
2 − 4

)
+ 𝑗

(
𝑛2

4 − 3
)
+ 𝑛

24
(
𝑛2 − 4

) )(
𝑗 + 𝑛

2 + 2
)𝛼︸                                                                  ︷︷                                                                  ︸

(𝑐)

+ 1
2

𝑛/2−3∑︁
𝑗=1

(
− 𝑗3 + 𝑗2 (

𝑛
2 − 4

)
+ 𝑗

(
𝑛2

4 − 3
)
+ 𝑛

24
(
𝑛2 − 4

) )(
− 𝑗 + 3𝑛

2 − 2
)𝛼︸                                                                  ︷︷                                                                  ︸

(𝑑)

]
.

After some manipulation, terms (𝑎)–(𝑑) can be rewritten exactly in terms of the differences of infinite sums. These infinite sums
have the structure of either the Hurwitz Zeta function 𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥) or the Riemann Zeta function 𝜁 (𝜂), offering further simplification.
The asymptotic behavior is then extracted by applying the series expansion of Eq. (S23). After some algebra, term (𝑎) of
Eq. (S76) exhibits the following asymptotic behavior:

(𝑎) =
[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
− 1

6
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 3,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
− 11

6
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
+ 𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
+ 1

6
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) − 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 11

6
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 𝜁 (𝛼)

]
≈ 𝜁 (𝛼 − 3)

6
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 11𝜁 (𝛼 − 1)

6
− 𝜁 (𝛼) + 2𝛼−3 (23 − 11𝛼)

3(𝛼 − 1) 𝑛1−𝛼 + 2𝛼−3 (3𝛼 − 17)
3(𝛼 − 2) 𝑛2−𝛼

− 2𝛼−5 (𝛼 − 15)
3(𝛼 − 3) 𝑛3−𝛼 − 2𝛼−5

3(𝛼 − 4) 𝑛
4−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S77)

Similarly, we determine the asymptotics of the remaining three terms as

(𝑏) =
2𝑛−4∑︁

𝑗=3𝑛/2−2

(− 𝑗 + 2𝑛 − 3) (− 𝑗 + 2𝑛 − 2) (− 𝑗 + 2𝑛 − 1)
6

𝑗−𝛼

=
1
6

[
− 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 3,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
+ 𝜁 (𝛼 − 3, 2𝑛 − 3) + 6(𝑛 − 1)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 2𝑛 − 3)

]
− (12(𝑛 − 2)𝑛 + 11)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 2𝑛 − 3)

]
+ 2(𝑛 − 1) (2𝑛 − 3) (2𝑛 − 1)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 2𝑛 − 3)

] ]
≈

2−𝛼−33−𝛼−1 [
4𝛼 (11𝛼 − 47) + 16 3𝛼+1]

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + 2−𝛼−33−𝛼−1 [176 3𝛼 − 3 4𝛼 ({𝛼 − 14}𝛼 + 57)]

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼

+
[
4𝛼 (𝛼{(𝛼 − 42)𝛼 + 407} − 1518) + 512 3𝛼+1]

2𝛼+53𝛼+1 (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)
𝑛3−𝛼 + [4𝛼 (𝛼{(𝛼 − 18)𝛼 + 143} − 510) + 512 3𝛼]

2𝛼+53𝛼 (𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)
𝑛4−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) ,

(S78)

(𝑐) =
𝑛∑︁

𝑗=𝑛/2+3

1
2
𝑗−𝛼

[(
𝑛2

4
− 3

) (
𝑗 − 𝑛

2
− 2

)
−

(
𝑗 − 𝑛

2
− 2

)3
+

(𝑛
2
− 4

) (
𝑗 − 𝑛

2
− 2

)2
+ 𝑛

24

(
𝑛2 − 4

)]
=

1
2

[
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3, 𝑛 + 1) − 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 3,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)]
+ (𝑛 + 1)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑛 + 1)

]
− 1

2
(𝑛(𝑛 + 4) − 1)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 + 1)

]
+ 1

12
(𝑛(𝑛 + 2) (𝑛 + 4) − 12)

[
𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 3

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 + 1)

]
≈ [(11 2𝛼 − 14) 𝛼 − 23 2𝛼 + 38]

24(𝛼 − 1) 𝑛1−𝛼 + [2𝛼 (𝛼((𝛼 − 18)𝛼 + 47) + 18) − 4(𝛼 − 5) ((𝛼 − 13)𝛼 + 6)]
96(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼

+
[
6𝛼2 − 46𝛼 − 2𝛼 (𝛼 − 5) (3𝛼 − 5) + 56

]
24(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼 + [−8(𝛼 − 7) (𝛼 − 2)𝛼 + 2𝛼 (𝛼 − 5) ((𝛼 − 1)𝛼 + 6) + 96]

96(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛4−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) ,

(S79)



21

(𝑑) =
3𝑛/2−3∑︁
𝑗=𝑛+1

1
2
𝑗−𝛼

[(
𝑛2

4
− 3

) (
− 𝑗 + 3𝑛

2
− 2

)
−

(
− 𝑗 + 3𝑛

2
− 2

)3
+

(𝑛
2
− 4

) (
− 𝑗 + 3𝑛

2
− 2

)2
+ 𝑛

24

(
𝑛2 − 4

)]
=

1
2

[
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3, 𝑛 + 1) − 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 3,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)]

− (2𝑛 − 1)
[
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑛 + 1) − 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)]

+ (𝑛 − 1) (5𝑛 + 1)
2

[
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛 + 1) − 𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)]

− (𝑛(𝑛(11𝑛 − 6) − 20) + 12)
12

[
𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛 + 1) − 𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

− 2
)]

≈ 3−𝛼−1 [2 3𝛼 (7𝛼 − 19) + 2𝛼 (47 − 11𝛼)]
8(𝛼 − 1) 𝑛1−𝛼 + 3−𝛼−1 [3 2𝛼 (𝛼 − 11) (𝛼 − 3) − 2 3𝛼 (𝛼 − 5) (3𝛼 − 8)]

8(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼

+ 3−𝛼−1 [4 3𝛼 (𝛼 − 5) ((𝛼 − 13)𝛼 + 6) + 2𝛼 (222 − 𝛼((𝛼 − 42)𝛼 + 407))]
32(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼

+ 3−𝛼−1 [8 3𝛼 ((𝛼 − 7) (𝛼 − 2)𝛼 + 60) − 3 2𝛼 (𝛼((𝛼 − 18)𝛼 + 143) + 138)]
32(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛4−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S80)

Combining the results of Eqs. (S77)–(S80) up to O(𝑛3−𝛼), which is the first sub-leading-order contribution to 𝜅0 when 𝑑 = 4,
we find

16
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4)−𝛼 ≈8𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 88𝜁 (𝛼 − 1)

3
− 16(𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 𝜁 (𝛼)) −

(
3𝛼

(
−3 2𝛼+3 + 4𝛼 − 64

)
+ 81 4𝛼

)
2𝛼−23𝛼 (𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

𝑛4−𝛼 .

(S81)

Moreover, it can be checked that the second term appearing in Eq. (S75) is O(𝑛3−𝛼) and has no constants, i.e. no 𝑛-independent
terms. Therefore, its contribution can immediately be neglected in our asymptotic analysis. For the third term, see Eq. (S75), we
already derived the asymptotic expression in Sec. II.C. We therefore multiply Eq. (S53) by 4 to obtain

32
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3)−𝛼 ≈ 16𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 48𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 32𝜁 (𝛼) − 22 31−𝛼 (9 2𝛼 − 8 3𝛼 + 6𝛼)

(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛3−𝛼 + O(𝑛2−𝛼) . (S82)

Likewise, the large-𝑛 asymptotic behavior of the fourth and fifth terms of Eq. (S75) is determined by Eqs. (S54) and (S55), up to
a constant prefactor. We simply state the results below, refering the reader back to Eqs. (S54) and (S55) for further details:

48
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

(
𝑗1 + 𝑗2 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

≈ −2𝛼+331−𝛼 (3𝛼 − 3)
𝛼 − 1

𝑛1−𝛼 + 22 31−𝛼 (9 2𝛼 − 8 3𝛼 + 6𝛼)
(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) , (S83)

24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2)−𝛼 ≈ 24𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 24𝜁 (𝛼) + 24
𝛼 − 1

𝑛1−𝛼 + 12 (2𝛼 − 2)
(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛

2−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S84)

In Eq. (S75) the sixth term can be treated similarly, such that

24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑛)−𝛼 = 24
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 1) ( 𝑗 + 𝑛)−𝛼 + 24
𝑛/2−2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗 (2𝑛 − 𝑗 − 1)−𝛼

= 24
[
3𝑛 𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

+ 1
)
− 2𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1,

3𝑛
2

+ 1
)
+ 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑛) + 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 2𝑛 − 1) − (𝑛 + 1) 𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑛) + (1 − 2𝑛) 𝜁 (𝛼, 2𝑛 − 1) + 𝑛−𝛼

]
≈ −3 23−𝛼 (2𝛼 − 2)

𝛼 − 1
𝑛1−𝛼 + 22−𝛼31−𝛼 [2 3𝛼 (2𝛼 + 4) − 9 4𝛼]

(𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛2−𝛼 + O(𝑛−𝛼) . (S85)

Note that the leading-order term of Eq. (S85) is sub-leading-order in the context of the full energy 𝜅0, thus making a negligible
contribution to 𝜅0 in the large-𝑛 limit. Finally, we combine the last four terms of 𝜅0 (S75), for which the scaling follows directly
from the steps provided in Eqs. (S56)–(S58) of Sec. II.C., leading to

Last 4 terms: 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

(
𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

)−𝛼

+ 24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)−𝛼 + 24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

(
𝑗1 +

𝑛

2

)−𝛼

+ 8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

( 𝑗1)−𝛼

= 8
[
𝐻

(𝛼)
𝑛/2−1 − 2𝜁

(
𝛼,

3𝑛
2

)
+ 3𝜁

(
𝛼,

𝑛

2
+ 1

)
− 𝜁 (𝛼, 2𝑛) −

(
2𝛼

3𝛼
+ 3

)
𝑛−𝛼

]
≈ 8

[
𝜁 (𝛼) + (−2 3𝛼 − 3 4𝛼 + 12𝛼)

6𝛼 (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛1−𝛼

]
+ O(𝑛−𝛼) ,

(S86)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S8. (a) Comparison of the exact numeric value (solid curve) of 𝜅0 (S75) with the asymptotic result (S87) (dashed). Inset shows the
absolute percentage deviation, APD = 100 × |(E − A)/E|, of the asymptotic result 𝐴 from the exact result 𝐸 as a function of 𝛼. We set
𝑛 = 𝑁1/4 = 20. (b) Scaling of the spectral gap 𝛿 (S12) (solid curves) with 𝑛, and a comparison to exact numeric results (data points). (c) A
comparison between analytic (S13) (solid curves) and exact numeric results (data points) for E(®𝑘max). In both (b) and (c) dashed horizontal
lines represent the case of nearest-neighbor hopping (𝛼 → ∞).

where only the 𝛼-dependent constant, 8𝜁 (𝛼), will enter in the final asymptotic expansion of 𝜅0. Using Eqs. (S81), (S82), (S84),
and (S86), we obtain, for large 𝑛,

𝜅0 ≈ 8
3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 16

3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) −

4
(
−26−𝛼 + 2𝛼 + 2𝛼34−𝛼 − 24

)
(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) 𝑛

4−𝛼 + O(𝑛3−𝛼) . (S87)

As observed in Secs. II.A.–II.C., 𝛼 = 𝑑 separates two asymptotic regimes, each with distinct behavior. In the 𝛼 < 4 regime,
𝜅0 ∼ 𝑛4−𝛼. However, when 𝛼 > 4, 𝜅0 is approximated by an 𝛼-dependent constant 8

3 𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 16
3 𝜁 (𝛼 − 1), which naturally

becomes more accurate with increasing 𝑛 due to the suppression of sub-leading-order terms scaling as ∼ 𝑛𝑥−𝛼, 𝑥 < 4. For an
illustration of the accuracy of the asymptotic result (S87), refer to Fig. S8(a).

Scaling of 𝜹 and E(®𝒌max). The (unnormalized) spectral gap is expressed as

𝛿 = −𝜅0 +
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

cos( ®𝑘1 · ®𝑗)/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 = −𝜅0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |+| 𝑗3 |+| 𝑗4 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 | + | 𝑗3 | + | 𝑗4 |)−𝛼 cos (2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) . (S88)

Following the same approach as in Sections II.B. and II.C., we recast the gap (S88) in a form that only accounts for constants
and leading-order contributions in 𝑛:

𝛿 = −𝜅0 + 16𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) − 24𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) + 16𝜁 (𝛼) + 16
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=1
cos(2𝜋 𝑗1/𝑛) ( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4)−𝛼

︸                                                   ︷︷                                                   ︸
(∗)

+O(𝑛3−𝛼) . (S89)

The quadruple summation, denoted by (∗) (S89), is simplified by evaluating the summations with indices 𝑗𝑖=2,3,4, whereby

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4)−𝛼 = 4

𝑛/2+1∑︁
𝑗=1

( 𝑗 − 2) ( 𝑗 − 1) ( 𝑗 + 𝑗1)−𝛼 +
3𝑛/4∑︁

𝑗=𝑛/2+2

(
−8 𝑗2 + 12 𝑗𝑛 − 3𝑛(𝑛 + 2) + 8

)
( 𝑗 + 𝑗1)−𝛼

+
3𝑛/4−3∑︁
𝑗=𝑛/2

[
6𝑛(2 𝑗 + 3) − 8( 𝑗 + 1) ( 𝑗 + 3) − 3𝑛2](

− 𝑗 + 𝑗1 + 3𝑛
2 − 2

)𝛼 + 4
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑗 ( 𝑗 + 1)(
− 𝑗 + 𝑗1 + 3𝑛

2 − 2
)𝛼 . (S90)

Exploiting this representation (S90) in terms of single-index summations, we express each summation as the difference of infinite
sums. After some manipulation and shifting of indices, the infinite summations evaluate to Hurwitz zeta functions 𝜁 (𝜂, 𝑥) and
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Eq. (S90) reduces to

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁

𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=1
( 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4)−𝛼 = 4𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 + 1) − 4(2 𝑗1 + 3)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 1) + 4( 𝑗1 + 1) ( 𝑗1 + 2)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 1)

− 12𝜁
(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
− 4𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
+ 12𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1)

+ 12(2 𝑗1 + 𝑛 + 1)𝜁
(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
+ 4(2 𝑗1 + 3𝑛 − 3)𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

− 2
)

− 12(2 𝑗1 + 2𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) − 3(2 𝑗1 + 𝑛) (2 𝑗1 + 𝑛 + 2)𝜁
(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
+ (2 𝑗1 + 3𝑛 − 2) (−2 𝑗1 − 3𝑛 + 4)𝜁

(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
+ 12( 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) . (S91)

Inserting this result into Eq. (S89), we now extract the asymptotic behavior of the term labeled by (∗). This involves computing
the twelve terms independently, and later combining the results. For transparency, we state the leading-order behavior with 𝑛

for each term below. The approach is identical to that implemented in the preceding sections: Approximate the summations
by integrals and perform a change of variable, followed by a large-𝑛 expansion of the Hurwitz Zeta function (S23). Refer to
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Eqs. (S92a)–(S92l) for the final results.

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 + 1) ≈ 8𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) − 8𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 2𝛼−1

(𝛼 − 3)

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92a)

−8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 3)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 1) ≈ 8 (3𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) − 𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) − 2𝜁 (𝛼 − 2)) − 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼

(S92b)

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
( 𝑗1 + 1) ( 𝑗1 + 2)
[𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 1)]−1 ≈ 8

(
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3)

3
+ 𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 2𝜁 (𝛼 − 1)

3
− 2𝜁 (𝛼)

)
+ 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼

(S92c)

−24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
≈ −3 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 3

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92d)

−8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁

(
𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
≈ − 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 3

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 3)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92e)

24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ≈ 3 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 3

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92f)

24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 𝑛 + 1)𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
≈ 3 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92g)

8
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 3𝑛 − 3)𝜁

(
𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
≈ 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 3)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92h)

−24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 2𝑛 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼 − 1, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ≈ − 3 2𝛼

𝛼 − 2

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92i)

−6
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 𝑛) (2 𝑗1 + 𝑛 + 2)𝜁

(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

𝑛

2
+ 2

)
≈ −3 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92j)

2
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
(2 𝑗1 + 3𝑛 − 2) (−2 𝑗1 − 3𝑛 + 4)𝜁

(
𝛼, 𝑗1 +

3𝑛
2

− 2
)
≈ − 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 3)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92k)

24
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

cos
(

2𝜋 𝑗1
𝑛

)
( 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ( 𝑗1 + 𝑛)𝜁 (𝛼, 𝑗1 + 𝑛 − 1) ≈ 3 2𝛼−1

𝛼 − 1

[∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)3−𝛼

]
𝑛4−𝛼 (S92l)

In the asymptotic results, see Eqs. (S92a)–(S92l), there are several integrals, all contributing to the 𝛼-dependent prefactors of the
terms scaling as ∼ 𝑛4−𝛼. These have analytic solutions, and are given by∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) 𝑦3−𝛼 = −

1𝐹2

(
2 − 𝛼

2 ; 1
2 , 3 − 𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
𝛼 − 4

, for 𝛼 < 4 , (S93a)∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 1)3−𝛼 = −1

2
K𝛼−3 (1) + 23−𝛼K𝛼−3 (2) , (S93b)∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 2)3−𝛼 = 23−𝛼K𝛼−3 (2) −

34−𝛼

2
K𝛼−3 (3) , (S93c)∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦 cos(𝜋𝑦) (𝑦 + 3)3−𝛼 = 27−2𝛼K𝛼−3 (4) −

1
2

34−𝛼K𝛼−3 (3) , (S93d)

with 1𝐹2 the generalized hypergeometric function and K𝑛 (𝑧) ≡ 𝐸𝑛 (𝑖𝜋𝑧) + 𝐸𝑛 (−𝑖𝜋𝑧), with 𝐸𝑛 (±𝑖𝜋𝑧) denoting the exponential
integral function, introduced to compactify notation. Combining Eqs. (S92a)–(S92l) with the explicit solutions (S93) of the
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integrals, we obtain a simplified expression for the (∗) term (S89), leading to the spectral gap scaling

𝛿 ≈ −𝜅0 +
8𝜁 (𝛼 − 3)

3
+ 16𝜁 (𝛼 − 1)

3
+ 2𝛼

[
3 2−1K𝛼−3 (1) − 34−𝛼K𝛼−3 (3) − 27−2𝛼K𝛼−3 (4)

(𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1) −
1𝐹2

(
2 − 𝛼

2 ; 1
2 , 3 − 𝛼

2 ;− 𝜋2

4

)
(𝛼 − 4) (𝛼 − 3) (𝛼 − 2) (𝛼 − 1)

]
𝑛4−𝛼 .

(S94)

Result (S94) accurately approximates the unscaled spetcral gap 𝛿 when the number of lattice sites 𝑛 along each spatial dimension
is sufficiently large, see Fig. S8(b).

To normalize the spectral gap, we need to analyze the scaling of E(®𝑘max). Starting from the definition

E(®𝑘max) = −𝜀0 +
∑︁
®𝑗≠®0

cos( ®𝑘max · ®𝑗)/| | ®𝑗 | |𝛼1 = −𝜀0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=−𝑛/2+1;
| 𝑗1 |+| 𝑗2 |+| 𝑗3 |+| 𝑗4 |≠0

( | 𝑗1 | + | 𝑗2 | + | 𝑗3 | + | 𝑗4 |)−𝛼 cos (𝜋 𝑗1 + 𝜋 𝑗2 + 𝜋 𝑗3 + 𝜋 𝑗4) , (S95)

the cosine may be replaced by (−1)ℓ , where ℓ = 𝑗1 + 𝑗2 + 𝑗3 + 𝑗4 for compactness, since ℓ ∈ Z. Then, upon expanding the
quadruple summation and shifting the summation indices, we have

E(®𝑘max) = −𝜀0 +
𝑛/2∑︁

𝑗1 , 𝑗2 , 𝑗3 , 𝑗4=0;
ℓ≠0

ℓ−𝛼 (−1)ℓ

︸               ︷︷               ︸
(1)

+ 4
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1=1

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗2 , 𝑗3 ,
𝑗4=0

ℓ−𝛼 (−1)ℓ

︸                      ︷︷                      ︸
(2)

+ 6
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2=1

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗3 , 𝑗4=0

ℓ−𝛼 (−1)ℓ︸                         ︷︷                         ︸
(3)

+ 4
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 ,
𝑗3=1

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑗4=0

ℓ−𝛼 (−1)ℓ

︸                     ︷︷                     ︸
(4)

+
𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑗1 , 𝑗2 ,
𝑗3 , 𝑗4=1

ℓ−𝛼 (−1)ℓ

︸              ︷︷              ︸
(5)

.

(S96)
The asymptotic scaling of the five terms, labeled (1)–(5), can now be extracted by writing the quadruple summations as a series
of single summations. In fact, in each expansion, only one term is non-negligible in the large-𝑛 limit. Collectively representing
terms with a negligible contribution by C𝑖 , with 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 corresponding to term (𝑖) in Eq. (S96), we write the single
summations that contribute significantly to E(®𝑘max) as

(1) = 1
6

𝑛/2∑︁
𝑥=1

(−1)𝑥
(
𝑥3 + 6𝑥2 + 11𝑥 + 6

)
𝑥−𝛼 + C1

≈
(
23−𝛼 − 2−1)

3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + (23−𝛼 − 1)𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) +

11
(
21−𝛼 − 2−1)

3
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) +

(
21−𝛼 − 1

)
𝜁 (𝛼) ,

(2) = 2
3

𝑛/2−1∑︁
𝑥=1

(−1)𝑥 (𝑥 + 1) (𝑥 + 2)𝑥1−𝛼 + C2 ≈ 1
3

(
25−𝛼 − 2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) +

(
24−𝛼 − 2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 1

3

(
24−𝛼 − 22

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) ,

(3) =
𝑛/2∑︁
𝑥=1

(−1)𝑥 (𝑥 − 1) (𝑥 + 1)𝑥1−𝛼 + C3 ≈
(
24−𝛼 − 1

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) −

(
22−𝛼 − 1

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) ,

(4) = 2
3

𝑛/2+1∑︁
𝑥=1

(−1)𝑥 (𝑥 − 1) (𝑥 − 2)𝑥1−𝛼 + C4 ≈ 1
3

(
25−𝛼 − 2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) −

(
24−𝛼 − 2

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 1

3

(
24−𝛼 − 22

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) ,

(5) = 1
6

𝑛/2+2∑︁
𝑥=1

(−1)𝑥 (𝑥 − 3) (𝑥 − 2) (𝑥 − 1)𝑥−𝛼 + C5

≈ 1
3

(
23−𝛼 − 2−1

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) −

(
23−𝛼 − 1

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 2) + 11

3

(
21−𝛼 − 2−1

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) −

(
21−𝛼 − 1

)
𝜁 (𝛼) . (S97)

Substituting the asymptotic results (S97) into expression (S96), we observe that, to leading-order in 𝑛, E(®𝑘max) scales as

E(®𝑘max) ≈ −𝜀0 +
1
3

(
27−𝛼 − 23

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 3) + 1

3

(
26−𝛼 − 24

)
𝜁 (𝛼 − 1) . (S98)

Figure S8(c) shows that this asymptotic result (S98) provides a reliable description of the behavior of the Laplacian’s largest
eigenvalue, E(®𝑘max).
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III. MAGNITUDE OF THE SEARCH FIDELITY

Here we further discuss the asymptotic behavior of the order parameter 𝜒𝛼 in the thermodynamic limit 𝑁 → ∞, which in turn
determines the magnitude of the search fidelity, 𝐹 (𝑇) = |𝜒𝛼 |2. By definition, we have

𝜒𝛼 = 𝑆
(𝛼)
1 /

√︃
𝑆
(𝛼)
2 , with 𝑆

(𝛼)
ℓ

=
1
𝑁

∑︁
®𝑘≠®0

[E𝛼 ( ®𝑘)]−ℓ , (S99)

where E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) are the eigenvalues of the Laplacian 𝐿𝛼. Noting that the hypercubic lattices are regular graphs with vertices of the
same degree, we can set the energy shift 𝜀0 = 0 without loss of generality; see main text Eq. (2). With this, the energies take the
form E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) =

∑
®𝑗≠®0 cos( ®𝑘 · ®𝑗)/| ®𝑗 |𝛼, where | ®𝑗 | denotes the Euclidean norm. To proceed, we consider 𝜒𝛼 (S99) for two regimes

of the long-range tunneling exponent: (i) 0 ≤ 𝛼 < 𝑑, see Sec. III.A., and (ii) 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 3𝑑/2, see Sec. III.B.

A. Regime (i): 0 ≤ 𝛼 < 𝑑

For strongly long-range tunneling, with exponent 𝛼 ∈ [0, 𝑑), the dominant contribution to the summation 𝑆
(𝛼)
ℓ

(S99) comes
from the eigenvalues E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) at low momentum values. Since ®𝑘 = ®0 is explicitly excluded, the main contribution will come
from the second smallest eigenvalue, i.e. the spectral gap 𝛿𝛼. The remaining eigenvalues scale with the lattice size 𝑁 , hence
the corresponding terms of 𝑆 (𝛼)

ℓ
, scaling as 1/E𝛼 ( ®𝑘), tend to zero in the limit 𝑁 → ∞ for ℓ > 0. Consequently, we may write

𝑆
(𝛼)
ℓ

≈ 1
2𝜋

∫
BZ d®𝑘 𝛿−ℓ𝛼 + 𝑐ℓ , where the term 𝑐ℓ , containing contributions from the larger Laplacian eigenvalues, tends to zero for

𝑁 → ∞. It follows directly that 𝜒𝛼 ≈ 𝛿−1
𝛼 /

√︁
𝛿−2
𝛼 = 1.

B. Regime (ii): 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 3𝑑/2

The behavior of 𝜒𝛼 (S99) strongly depends on the momentum-dependence of the Laplacian eigenvalues E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) around ®𝑘 = ®0,
which we extract by approximating the summations by integrals,

∑
®𝑗 →

∫
d ®𝑗 , with the integration extending over the entire space,

excluding the origin ®𝑗 = ®0. Considering each lattice dimension 𝑑 ≤ 4 independently, we perform an appropriate coorindate
transformation and derive the following leading-order results:

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ∝
{
| ®𝑘 |𝛼−𝑑 , 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2)
| ®𝑘 |2 , 𝛼 > 𝑑 + 2

. (S100)

Detailed calculations are provided in the itemized list below.

(i) In one dimension E𝛼 (𝑘) ≈
∫ ∞

1 𝑑𝑗 𝑗−𝛼 cos 𝑘 𝑗 . For 𝛼 > 0 and 𝑘 ∈ R the integral evaluates to

∫ ∞

1
𝑑𝑗 𝑗−𝛼 cos 𝑘 𝑗 =

1𝐹2

(
1
2 − 𝛼

2 ; 1
2 ,

3
2 − 𝛼

2 ;− 𝑘2

4

)
𝛼 − 1

+ sin
( 𝜋𝛼

2

)
Γ(1 − 𝛼) |𝑘 |𝛼−1 , (S101)

with 𝑝𝐹𝑞 (𝑎; 𝑏; 𝑧) the generalized hypergeometric function and Γ the Gamma function. Expanding in powers of the
momentum 𝑘 , we find the leading-order behavior of the dispersion relation

E𝛼 (𝑘) ∝
{

sin
(
𝜋𝛼
2

)
Γ(1 − 𝛼) |𝑘 |𝛼−1 , 𝛼 ∈ (1, 3)

− 1
2(𝛼−3) 𝑘

2 , 𝛼 > 3
. (S102)

(ii) For two spatial dimensions, the eigenenergies can be approximated as E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ≈
∫ ∞

0 d 𝑗1
∫ ∞

0 d 𝑗2 ( 𝑗2
1 + 𝑗2

2 )
−𝛼/2 cos( 𝑗1𝑘1 +

𝑗2𝑘2), where we require | ®𝑗 | ≠ 0. The latter requirement is included explicitly later. Converting to polar coordinates,
the area element transforms as d 𝑗1d 𝑗2 = 𝑟d𝑟d𝜃 with 𝑟 = | ®𝑗 | =

√︃
𝑗2
1 + 𝑗2

2 and 𝜃 = arctan( 𝑗2/ 𝑗1), and we find the integral∫ ∞
1 d𝑟 𝑟1−𝛼

∫ 𝜋

0 d𝜃 cos(𝑟𝑘 cos(𝜃 − 𝜃𝑘)) where 𝑘 ≡ |®𝑘 | and 𝜃𝑘 = arctan(𝑘2/𝑘1) is the angle providing the direction of
the momentum vector ®𝑘 . To evaluate the angular part of the integral, we perform the change of variable 𝜃 → 𝜃′ + 𝜃𝑘 ,
yielding the simplified form

∫ ∞
1 d𝑟 𝑟1−𝛼

∫ 𝜋

0 d𝜃′ cos(𝑟𝑘 cos(𝜃′)). The cosine term cos(𝑟𝑘 cos(𝜃′)) can be rewritten using
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the Jacobi–Anger expansion. In its most generic form, 𝑒𝑖𝑧 cos(𝜃 ) ≡ ∑+∞
𝑛=−∞ 𝑖𝑛𝐽𝑛 (𝑧)𝑒𝑖𝑛𝜃 with 𝐽𝑛 (𝑧) the 𝑛-th Bessel function

of the first kind, giving a convenient expansion of exponentials of trigonometric functions in the basis of their harmonics.
We use the real-valued variation cos(𝑧 cos(𝜃)) ≡ 𝐽0 (𝑧) + 2

∑∞
𝑛=1 (−1)𝑛𝐽2𝑛 (𝑧) cos(2𝑛𝜃). The angular integral is now easily

evaluated, leaving only the integral over the radial part:

𝜋

∫ ∞

1
d𝑟 𝑟1−𝛼𝐽0 (𝑟𝑘) = 𝜋

©­­«
1𝐹2

(
1 − 𝛼

2 ; 1, 2 − 𝛼
2 ;− 𝑘2

4

)
𝛼 − 2

−
2−𝛼𝛼 Γ

(
− 𝛼

2
)
|𝑘 |𝛼−2

Γ
(
𝛼
2
) ª®®¬ (S103)

for 𝑘 > 0, 𝑘 ∈ R and 𝛼 > 1/2. Performing a series expansion around 𝑘 = 0, we obtain, to leading order in 𝑘 ,

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ∝
{
− 2−𝛼−1 𝜋𝛼Γ (−𝛼/2)

Γ (𝛼/2) |𝑘 |𝛼−2 , 𝛼 ∈ (2, 4)
− 𝜋

8(𝛼−4) 𝑘
2 , 𝛼 > 4

. (S104)

(iii) For 𝑑 = 3 a similar procedure may be followed. After approximating the summation over ®𝑗 by an integral, we convert
to spherical coordinates, with the volume element expressed as d ®𝑗 = 𝑟2 sin 𝜃 d𝑟 d𝜃 d𝜙, 𝑟 = | ®𝑗 |, such that E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ≈∫ ∞

1 d𝑟 𝑟2−𝛼
∫ 𝜋

0 d𝜃 cos(𝑘𝑟 cos 𝜃) sin 𝜃
∫ 2𝜋

0 d𝜙. Due to the system being isotropic, we assumed ®𝑘 is aligned along the 𝑧-axis,
allowing for simplification of the angular integrals. The azimuthal integral evaluates to 2𝜋, while the angular integral is∫ 𝜋

0 d𝜃 cos(𝑘𝑟 cos 𝜃) sin 𝜃 = sin(𝑘𝑟)/𝑘𝑟 . Substituting this result, we compute the radial component as

∫ ∞

1
d𝑟

sin(𝑘𝑟)
𝑘𝑟

𝑟2−𝛼 =
1𝐹2

(
3
2 − 𝛼

2 ; 3
2 ,

5
2 − 𝛼

2 ;− 𝑘2

4

)
𝛼 − 3

+ sin
( 𝜋𝛼

2

)
Γ(2 − 𝛼) |𝑘 |𝛼−3 (S105)

for 𝑘 ∈ R and 𝛼 > 1. A series expansion then yields the leading-order behavior of the Laplacian eigenenergies:

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ∝
{

2𝜋 sin
(
𝜋𝛼
2

)
Γ(2 − 𝛼) |𝑘 |𝛼−3 , 𝛼 ∈ (3, 5)

− 𝜋
3(𝛼−5) 𝑘

2 , 𝛼 > 5
. (S106)

(iv) In four spatial dimensions, we approximate the eigenenergy summation by an integral and then transform to hy-
perspherical coorindates, with the volume element 𝑑 ®𝑗 = 𝑟3 sin2 𝜃 𝑑𝑟 𝑑𝜃 𝑑𝜙1 𝑑𝜙2. After simplification we obtain
E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ≈ 4𝜋

∫ ∞
1 d𝑟 𝑟3−𝛼

∫ 𝜋

0 d𝜃 cos(𝑘𝑟 cos 𝜃) sin2 𝜃. The remaining angular integral can be evaluated explicitly, giv-
ing

∫ 𝜋

0 d𝜃 cos(𝑘𝑟 cos 𝜃) sin2 𝜃 = 𝜋𝐽1 (𝑘𝑟)/(𝑘𝑟) with 𝐽𝑛 (𝑧) the Bessel function of the first kind. Inserting this result into
the radial integral leads to

4𝜋2
∫ ∞

1
d𝑟

𝐽1 (𝑘𝑟)
𝑘𝑟

𝑟3−𝛼 = 𝜋2Γ
(
2 − 𝛼

2

) (
24−𝛼 |𝑘 |𝛼−4

Γ
(
𝛼
2
) − 1𝐹̃2

(
2 − 𝛼

2
; 2, 3 − 𝛼

2
;− 𝑘2

4

))
(S107)

for 𝑘 > 0, 𝑘 ∈ R and 𝛼 > 1.5, and where 1𝐹̃2 is the regularized generalized hypergeometric function and Γ is the Gamma
function, as before. The leading-order behavior of the eigenvalues is then extracted as

E𝛼 ( ®𝑘) ∝


𝜋224−𝛼Γ(2− 𝛼
2 )

Γ( 𝛼
2 )

|𝑘 |𝛼−4 , 𝛼 ∈ (4, 6)
− 𝜋2

4(𝛼−6) 𝑘
2 , 𝛼 > 6

. (S108)

Combining the results for all spatial dimensions 𝑑 ∈ [1, 4], we obtain Eq. (S100).
The next step involves computing 𝑆

(𝑎)
ℓ

. Since we are working in the thermodynamic limit, we approximate the discrete
momentum space by a continuum:

𝑆
(𝛼)
ℓ

≈ 1
2𝜋

∫
BZ

d®𝑘 | ®𝑘 |−(𝛼−𝑑)ℓ , 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 𝑑 + 2) . (S109)

The prefactors coming from the eigenenergy approximation, Eqs. (S102), (S104), (S106) and (S108) and summarized in

Eq. (S100), do not contribute to the ratio of interest 𝜒𝛼 = 𝑆
(𝛼)
1 /

√︃
𝑆
(𝛼)
2 and are therefore neglected. Notice now that the integrand

(S109) depends solely on the magnitude of the momentum vector ®𝑘 , allowing for the transformation to spherical coorindates in
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𝑑 dimensions, | ®𝑘 | = 𝑟 and d®𝑘 = Ω𝑑𝑟
𝑑−1d𝑟 , with Ω𝑑 the surface area of the unit sphere in 𝑑 dimensions. Collecting the global

prefactors and denoting it by 𝑐𝑑 , we evaluate the integral:

𝑆
(𝛼)
ℓ

≈ 𝑐𝑑

𝑑 + ℓ(𝑑 − 𝛼) . (S110)

The convergence criterion is Re[𝑑 + ℓ(𝑑 − 𝛼)] > 0. For the cases we consider, the largest value of ℓ is ℓ = 2. This implies that

the integral 𝑆 (𝛼)
2 diverges for 𝛼 > 3𝑑/2. The value of 𝜒𝛼 = 𝑆

(𝛼)
1 /

√︃
𝑆
(𝛼)
2 in the regime 𝛼 > 3𝑑/2 is therefore determined by

the rate of divergence of
√︃
𝑆
(𝛼)
2 compared to 𝑆

(𝛼)
1 . More precisely, we find that 𝜒𝛼 → 0. Instead, in the regime 𝛼 ∈ (𝑑, 3𝑑/2),

Eq. (S110) leads to

𝜒𝛼 =
𝑆
(𝛼)
1√︃
𝑆
(𝛼)
2

≈ √
𝑐𝑑

√︁
3 − 2𝛼/𝑑
2 − 𝛼/𝑑 , (S111)

exhibiting the behavior of Fig. 3(d) of the main text, where 𝜒𝛼 acts as an order parameter and decreases monotonically to zero
for 𝑑 < 𝛼 < 3𝑑/2. The coefficient 𝑐𝑑 can be determined numerically.
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