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The harmonically confined Vicsek model displays qualitative and quantitative features observed in natural
insect swarms. It exhibits a scale free transition between single and multicluster chaotic phases. Finite size
scaling indicates that this unusual phase transition occurs at zero confinement [Physical Review E 107, 014209
(2023)]. While the evidence of the scale-free-chaos phase transition comes from numerical simulations, here
we present its mean field theory. Analytically determined critical exponents are those of the Landau theory of
equilibrium phase transitions plus dynamical critical exponent z = 1 and a new critical exponent φ = 0.5 for
the largest Lyapunov exponent. The phase transition occurs at zero confinement and noise in the mean field
theory. The noise line of zero largest Lyapunov exponents informs observed behavior: (i) the qualitative shape
of the swarm (on average, the center of mass rotates slowly at the rate marked by the winding number and its
trajectory fills compactly the space, similarly to the observed condensed nucleus surrounded by vapor), and (ii)
the critical exponents resemble those observed in natural swarms. Our predictions include power laws for the
frequency of the maximal spectral amplitude and the winding number.

Collective animal motion has common features that suggest
underlying principles beyond biological details [1–5]. Indeed,
insect swarms, fish schools, bird and sheep flocks, or crowds
of people exhibit collective properties distinct from those of
their component individuals. In the past, these properties have
been characterized as of hypnotic [6] or telepathic [7] nature,
although other authors in those years argued that the spread of
impulse in well organized groups was adequate to explain the
existence of a collective mind of the flock [8]. More recently,
advances in stereo videography and calibration [9] have gen-
erated enormous amounts of quantitative data for collective
animal motion [5]. In particular, the observation of power
laws and critical exponents in biological systems [3, 10–14]
has generated much theoretical investigation into the unusual
phase transitions which may be responsible for them. Power
laws for natural insect swarms are deduced from correlation
functions [14–17]. Their relation to possible renormalization
group theories of phase transitions [18] have led to efforts to
identify their postulated universality class [17, 19–22].

Besides observations in natural settings, mating swarms of
male midges have been much studied in laboratory conditions
[5, 23–28]. Midges perceive acoustic signals and move with
low frequency maneuvers but react with synchronized high
frequency oscillatory motion to the presence of nearby insects
[24]. When undriven, the swarm center of mass moves almost
randomly on a plane (with larger fluctuations in the vertical
direction of gravity) but it follows an elliptic trajectory when
driven at 1 Hz frequency superimposed to the sound of a male
midge [25]. Motions of single midges in swarms follow Lévy
walks [29], which might indicate chaotic motion in related
animal patterns [30]. Acoustic interaction of midges has been
modeled by adaptive gravity, which produces an effective har-

monic potential near the swarm center [26]. Swarms comprise
a core condensed phase surrounded by a dilute vapor phase
with midges entering and leaving the core [27], while indi-
vidual midges do not sample the swarm uniformly [28]. The
long range correlations between midges in the wild [14–17]
are not observed in laboratory conditions where background
noise and atmospheric conditions are absent [31].

Finding models accounting for all the different swarm
features is challenging. Recently, we have discovered a
phase transition in the harmonically confined Vicsek model
(HCVM), characterized by scale free chaos, which exhibits
several observed traits of the swarm (condensed nucleus and
vapor phases, flatness at the origin and, on a bounded interval,
collapse of dynamic correlation function in terms of time di-
vided by correlation length) and is compatible with observed
critical exponents [32]. For finitely many insects, the scale-
free-chaos phase transition is a critical line separating sin-
gle from multicluster chaotic swarms, and having correlation
length proportional to swarm size. This line converges to zero
confinement as insect number goes to infinity and chaos dis-
appears [32]. Since our findings are based on numerical simu-
lations, it is important to have a theory to interpret them. Not
having a renormalization group theory of the HCVM scale-
free-chaos phase transition, we develop here a mean field the-
ory of the HCVM as a first step. Note that the standard Vicsek
model with periodic boundary conditions [4, 33] displays an
ordering transition [34] that is very different from the HCVM
scale-free-chaos transition [32].
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The three dimensional (3D) HCVM satisfies

xi(t+ 1) = xi(t) + vi(t+ 1), i = 1, . . . , N,

vi(t+ 1) = v0Rη

Θ
 ∑

|xj−xi|<R0

vj(t)− βxi(t)

,(1)

where Θ(x) = x/|x|, R0 is the radius of the sphere of in-
fluence about particles, β is the confining spring constant,
and Rη(w) performs a random rotation uniformly distributed
around w with maximum amplitude of η [32]. Firstly, we set
η = 0, average these equations using the definition

⟨f(xi)⟩ =
1

N

N∑
i=1

f(xi), X(t) = ⟨xi⟩, (2)

in the limit as N → ∞, and assume the mean field (tree [35])
approximation ⟨f(xi)⟩ ≈ f(⟨xi⟩). The result is

X(t+ 1)−X(t) = v0Θ
(
X(t)−X(t− 1)− β̃X(t)

)
,(3)

where β̃ = β/M and M is the average number
of particles within the sphere of influence about i, all
of which remain inside the sphere. We have used
that, for a compact swarm,

〈∑
|xj−xi|<R0

vj(t)
〉

=〈∑
|xj−xi|<R0

[xj(t)− xj(t− 1)]
〉
≈ M [⟨xi(t)⟩ − ⟨xi(t −

1)⟩] = M [X(t) − X(t − 1)]. Moreover, the initial positions
X(0) and X(1) characterize a plane to which all successive
positions given by (3) belong. This is similar to observed
swarm motion [25]. Restoring the alignment noise in (3), we
obtain the stochastic mean field HCVM (MFHCVM):

X(t+ 1) = X(t) +V(t+ 1), (4a)

V(t+ 1) = v0Rη

[
Θ
(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)]
. (4b)

Numerical simulations of the MFHCVM produce the phase
diagram in Fig. 1. For η = 0, deterministic chaos with posi-
tive largest Lyapunov exponent (LLE) λ1 occurs on the inter-
val (0, βc2). For nonzero noise, noisy chaos (as defined from
scale-dependent Lyapunov exponents [32, 36]) appears on
the intervals (βc1(η), βc2(η)) and (βc3(η), βc4(η)), whereas
noisy quasiperiodic and periodic attractors exist elsewhere
[37]. At β = η = 0, λ1 = 0. For 2 < η < 2π, noise
dominates even though there is a region of chaos swamped by

noise for intermediate values of β. For the MFHCVM, the
scale-free-chaos phase transition of the 3D HCVM [32] cor-
responds to the origin in Fig. 1.

Figure 2 shows the windows of positive LLE for vertical
lines in Fig. 1 at noises η = 0 and η = 0.5, correspond-
ing to deterministic and noisy chaos, respectively. For zero
noise, the chaotic window ends at βc2 = 0.2 and begins at
βc1 = 0 (in our simulations, we still get a clearly positive
LLE at β = 10−9). There are two chaotic windows (βc1, βc2)
and (βc3, βc4) for η = 0.5 in Fig. 2(b). Inside these win-
dows, the LLE has peaks at βm1 and βm2, respectively. Fig. 1
shows that the scale-free-chaos phase transition is located at

FIG. 1. Phase diagram on confinement vs noise plane indicating re-
gions of deterministic and noisy chaos, noisy period-σ (NPσ) and
noisy quasiperiodic (NPQ) attractors, and mostly noise. We set
M = v0 = 1, effectively replacing β instead of β̃ in all figures.

the origin of the phase diagram (β, η). While we can reach
this transition by lowering β at η = 0, we can also move
on the critical line βc1(η) in Fig. 1 and let η → 0 until we
reach the origin. This latter route to the scale-free-chaos phase
transition is reminiscent of finite size scaling for the HCVM,
which produces critical exponents by letting N → ∞ on the
critical lines βc(N ; η) as βc → 0+ having fixed η on the re-
gion of noisy chaos [32]. The critical exponents obtained by
either route are the same but the deterministic route is more
amenable to theory, whereas the critical exponents obtained
by descending through the noise line βc1(η) in Fig. 1 follow
from numerical simulations.

The maximum at βm1 ≈ 10−7 in Fig. 2(a) is in a region of chaotic attractors filling a large portion of space (for β < 10−6).
The chaotic attractors fill a smaller annular region for β > 10−6; see Fig. 3(a). Attractors filling large regions of space have zero
average position and velocity but nonzero time averaged amplitudes ⟨|X(t)|2⟩t, ⟨|V(t)|2⟩t = v20 .

Fig. 3(b) shows the singularity spectrum f(α) [38–40] of the
transition from quasiperiodicity to chaos at βc2(0) of Fig. 2(a).
Its shape is that of the circle map, with a maximum D0 =
maxα f(α) = 1 equating the Haussdorff fractal dimension at

the transition. The zeros D∞ < D−∞ of f(α) do not take on
the same values as those for the golden-mean winding number
of the critical circle map, D∞ ≈ 0.6326 and D−∞ ≈ 1.8980
[38]: (D∞, D−∞) is narrower for the undriven transition be-
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FIG. 2. Largest Lyapunov exponent versus confinement for (a)
η = 0, (b) η = 0.5 showing the windows of deterministic and noisy
chaos, respectively. The insets show zooms of the rectangular re-
gions in the main figures of each panel.

tween quasiperiodicity and chaos at βc2(0).
We now find the critical exponents at β = 0, which corre-

spond to the scale-free-chaos phase transition of the HCVM

[32]. In the latter, the correlation length ξ is proportional
to swarm size, which can be defined as the time average of
R(t) = |X(t)| [37]. From (4a), we obtain

v20= |X(t)|2+ |X(t+ 1)|2− 2|X(t)| |X(t+ 1)| cos θ(t+ 1)

= R(t)2 +R(t+ 1)2 − 2R(t)R(t+ 1) cos θ(t+ 1),

where θ(t+ 1) is the angle between X(t) and X(t+ 1). Av-
eraging over time and ignoring fluctuations,

⟨R(t)2⟩t ≈ ⟨R(t)⟩2t , ⟨R(t)R(t+ 1) cos θ(t+ 1)⟩t
≈ ⟨R(t)⟩2t cos⟨θ(t)⟩t = ⟨R(t)⟩2t cos(2πw),

where w is the winding number [37]. Thus, we get v20 ≈
2⟨R⟩2t [1 − cos(2πw)]. As β → 0+, w → 0 (see Fig. 4), and
therefore ⟨R(t)⟩t → ∞ with

w ∼ v0
2π⟨R⟩t

. (5)

For zero noise, winding number and the frequency of the
highest peak of the power spectrum, Ω = w, for a signal
s(t) = X(t) + Y (t) + Z(t) coincide; see Fig. 4(a). Ω is
the reciprocal correlation time, therefore (5) implies τ ∼ ξ
(relating correlation time and length), and the dynamical criti-
cal exponent is z = 1. For nonzero noise, the relation between
winding number and peak frequency Ω is more complex; see
Fig. 4(b). Within the first chaotic window, (βc1, βc2), Ω = w,
whereas Ω < w for β < βc1. Within the second chaotic
window, (βc3, βc4), Ω is piecewise constant, with a finite
jump at βm2, corresponding to the maximum of the LLE.
The winding number is smooth: it is slightly larger than Ω
for βc3 < η < βm2), and it is slightly smaller than Ω for
βm2 < β < βc4); see the inset of Fig. 4(b).

To obtain the other critical exponents, we note that the or-
der parameter of the MFHCVM cannot be the polarization be-
cause |V(t)|/v0 = 1. For η = 0, (4b) yields

R(t+ 1)2 = R(t)2 + v20 + 2v0
(1− β̃)R(t)2 −R(t)R(t− 1) cos θ(t)√

(1− β̃)2R(t)2 +R(t− 1)2 − 2R(t)R(t− 1)(1− β̃) cos θ(t)
.

Time averaging this expression and ignoring fluctuations,

0 = v20 + 2v0⟨R⟩t
1− β̃ − cos(2πw)√

2(1− β̃)[1− cos(2πw)] + β̃2

.

In the limit as β → 0+, ⟨R⟩t → ∞, w → 0, and this equation
yields 1 − cos(2πw) ∼ β̃ − v0

√
2[1− cos(2πw)]/(2⟨R⟩t),

from which

w ∼

√
β̃

4π2
. (6)

Thus, we have found the relation w ∼ βb, with b = 1/2, for
the winding number, which plays the role of order parameter

in the Landau theory. From (5) and (6), we find the critical
exponent ν = 1/2 in the relation ξ ∼ β̃−ν . We define the
susceptibility χ as the time averaged norm of the linear re-
sponse matrix Ht = ∇Hχt = ∂χi

t/∂Hj (at zero field) to an
external force resulting from replacing V(t) + H instead of
the alignment force V(t) in (4b)[37]:

χ = ⟨∥Ht∥⟩t, ∥Ht∥ =
√
λM (HtHT

t ). (7)

Here λM (HtHT
t ) is the maximum eigenvalue of the sym-

metric positive matrix HtHT
t . Eq. (4a) produces Yt+1 =

Yt + Wt+1, where Yij = (Yj)i = ∂Xi/∂Hj , and Wij =
(Wj)i = ∂Vi/∂Hj , at H = 0. Eq. (4b) yields [37]
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FIG. 3. Deterministic dynamics. (a) Chaotic attractors (depicted on a short time interval) for different values of β. (b) Multifractal singularity
spectrum for the transition between quasiperiodicity and chaos.

FIG. 4. Winding number versus confinement for (a) η = 0, (b) η = 0.5 indicating periodic, quasiperiodic attractors and ends of the chaotic
windows as β decreases.

(Wj
t+1)i = Rη

(
Aik

t

[
(Wj

t )k − β̃(Yj
t )k

]
+ Aik

t (δj)k

)
, (δj)i = δij , (8a)

At =
v0∣∣∣V(t)− β̃X(t)

∣∣∣
I−

(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)T
∣∣∣V(t)− β̃X(t)

∣∣∣2
. (8b)

Here sum over repeated indices is understood. A modification
of the argument leading to (6) produces χ ∼ ∂⟨R⟩t

∂H |H=0 ∼
β̃−γ with critical exponent γ = 1 [37]. Hence, the critical ex-
ponents of the MFHCVM are the same as those in the Landau

theory of phase transitions [41]:

ν = b = 0.5, γ = 1, (9)

with dynamical critical exponent z = 1. Fig. 5 exhibits power
laws with critical exponents (9) and z = 1 as obtained from
numerical simulations. As we approach the origin in Fig. 1
through the line βc1(η) (η → 0), we obtain the same critical
exponents from numerical simulations, as shown in Fig. 6.

For the deterministic and stochastic cases, the swarm size L = maxt R(t) is proportional to the time averaged length of the
center of mass position as the confinement decreases; see Fig. 5(a). Thus, swarm size and correlation length are proportional.
Figs. 6(a) shows the power law of the winding number, wc1 ∼ βb

c1, b ≈ 0.5. Figs. 5(b) and 6(b) plot the correlation length power
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law with critical exponent ν = 0.5. The dynamical critical exponent z is found from the relation Ω ∼ ξ−z , z = 1.01 ± 0.01,
between the frequency corresponding to the maximum of the power spectrum and the correlation length; see Figs. 5(c) and 6(c).
Lastly the power laws for the susceptibility are shown in Figs. 5(d) and 6(d).

FIG. 5. Power laws for the deterministic case η = 0 as we approach zero confinement, which corresponds to the scale-free-chaos transition of
the harmonically confined Vicsek model. (a) The maximum swarm size, L = max(R), and the correlation length, ξ = ⟨R⟩t are proportional.
(b) The correlation length scales as ξ ∼ β−ν with ν = 0.5. (c) The relation between the frequency for the maximum of the power spectrum
scales as Ω ∼ L−z with the dynamic critical exponent z = 1.01±0.01; and (d) the susceptibility scales as χ ∼ β−γ with γ = 1.000±0.002.

FIG. 6. Same as Figure 5 for the stochastic case with β = βc1(η) and η → 0. (a) Power law for the order parameter, which is the winding
number, versus β, w ∼ βb, with b = 0.497± 0.006; (b) Correlation length ξ ∼ β−ν with ν = 0.500± 0.001; (c) dynamic critical exponent
z = 0.99± 0.01 for the law Ω ∼ ξ−z; (d) susceptibility vs confinement χ ∼ β−γ with γ = 1.04± 0.06.

In [37], we find the bound λ1 ≥
√
β̃ for the LLE. Assum-

ing LLE satisfies a power law λ1 ∼ β̃φ, we obtain φ ≤ 0.5.
Finite velocity propagation implies φ ≥ ν [32], and therefore
φ = ν = 0.5. This value agrees with numerical simulations
yielding λ1(βm1) as βc1(η) → 0; see Fig. 7. The mean field
critical exponents are different from those of the HCVM, but
they are close to them: z = 1 is the same and the relation
φ = zν holds for both models [32].

In conclusion, we have proposed a mean field theory of the
harmonically confined Vicsek model. It consists of a map for
the 3D position and velocity of the swarm center of mass. The
map displays transitions from quasiperiodicity to chaos and a
confinement-noise phase diagram that is comparable to that
of the HCVM [32]. The phase diagram exhibits a scale-free-
chaos phase transition at vanishing noise that is similar to that
of the HCVM (winding number replaces polarization as or-
der parameter). Its critical exponents are those of the Landau
theory of equilibrium phase transitions [41] plus z = 1 and
φ = zν for the LLE power law. The noise shifts the chaotic
interval to (βc1(η), βc2(η)) with limη→0 βc1(η) = 0 but nu-
merical simulations show that the critical exponents are the

same as in the deterministic case [37]. The deduced critical
exponents of the mean field theory are the same for any space
dimension d > 1. We shall show elsewhere that the scale-
free-chaos phase transition exists for d = 2 but not for d = 1.
What are the consequences of the scale free phase transition
for real insect swarms? This transition occurs at zero con-
finement and noise in the mean field theory. Its unfolding on
the zero LLE noise line of Fig. 1(a) informs observed behav-
ior: qualitative shape of the swarm (on average, the center of
mass rotates slowly at the rate marked by the winding num-
ber and its trajectory fills compactly a space region, akin to
a condensed nucleus surrounded by vapor [27]; see Figures
19(b) of [32] and S3 of [37]), and critical exponents similar
to those observed in natural swarms. The frequency of the
maximal spectral amplitude and the winding number could be
extracted from experimental data. As the line of zero LLE
in Fig. 1 merges with that of the scale-free-chaos transition
for infinitely many particles [32], it also corresponds to the
same phase transition. The study of this transition at the verge
of chaos for finitely many particles will be tackled in the fu-
ture. A worthwhile endeavor would be reconstructing a noisy
chaotic attractor from the swarm center of mass data (both in
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FIG. 7. LLE vs βm1(η), the location of the local maximum of the
LLE at each value of the noise (stochastic MFHCVM) as η → 0.
The power law is λ1 ∼ βφ with critical exponent φ = 0.45± 0.05,
which is compatible with the predicted value 0.5.

the wild or in the laboratory) by using the same techniques as
in the numerical simulations of [32].
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rise to Lévy flights. Sci. Rep. 6, 30515 (2016).

[30] A. M. Reynolds, F. Bartomeus, A. Kölzsch, and J. van de Kop-
pel, Signatures of chaos in animal search patterns. Sci. Rep. 6,
23492 (2016).

[31] R. Ni and N. T. Ouellette, Velocity correlations in laboratory
insect swarms. Eur. Phys. J. Special Topics 224, 3271-3277
(2015).
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[34] H. Chaté, Dry aligning dilute active matter. Ann. Rev. Cond.
Matter Phys. 11, 189-212 (2020).

[35] D. J. Amit, V. Martin-Mayor, Field Theory, The Renormaliza-
tion Group and Critical Phenomena, 3rd ed (World Scientific,
Singapore, 2005).

[36] J. B. Gao, J. Hu, W. W. Tung, Y. H. Cao, Distinguishing chaos
from noise by scale-dependent Lyapunov exponent. Phys. Rev.
E 74, 066204 (2006).

[37] See Supplemental Material for analytical and numerical calcu-
lations of the largest Lyapunov exponent, the order parameter,
correlation length, susceptibility, and the critical exponents at
η = β = 0.

[38] T. C. Halsey, M. H. Jensen, L. P. Kadanoff, I. Procaccia, and B.
I. Shraiman, Fractal measures and their singularities: the char-
acterization of strange sets. Phys. Rev. A 33, 1141-1151 (1986).

[39] E. Ott, Chaos in dynamical systems (Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge UK 1993).

[40] M. Cencini, F. Cecconi, A. Vulpiani, Chaos. From simple mod-
els to complex systems (World Scientific, New Jersey 2010).

[41] K. Huang, Statistical Mechanics. 2nd ed (Wiley, NY, 1987).
[42] G. Benettin, M. Casartelli, L. Galgani, A. Giorgilli and J. M.

Strelcyn, Lyapunov characteristic exponents for smooth dy-
namical systems and for hamiltonian systems; A method for
computing all of them. Part 2: Numerical application. Mecca-
nica 15, 21-30 (1980).

[43] J. M. Greene and J.-S. Kim, The calculation of Lyapunov spec-
tra. Physica D 24, 213-225 (1987).

[44] S. N. Rasband, Chaotic Dynamics of Nonlinear Systems (Dover,
N. Y., 1990).

Supplementary Material

I. CONTENTS

Section II contains the derivation of the mean field theory
of the confined Vicsek model (VM) both for the deterministic
case and for the stochastic case of nonzero alignment noise.
The calculation of Lyapunov exponents in both cases is ex-
plained in Section III, which also contains a prediction of the
corresponding critical exponent at the scale-free-chaos phase
transition. It turns out that this phase transition occurs at zero
confinement strength and zero noise. The expressions for the
susceptibility and its power law near the phase transition are
given in Section IV. The dynamical critical exponent is ob-
tained as a relation between the winding number and the cor-
relation length in Section V. It turns out that the frequency at
which the power spectrum reaches its maximum value coin-
cides with the winding number. For the deterministic case,
we predict the critical exponents for susceptibility, correla-
tion length, order parameter and also the dynamical critical
exponent in Section VI. We find the power law for the largest
Lyapunov exponent (LLE) from one lower bound we derive
here and the upper bound that follows from the finite velocity
of propagation of particles in the model. This critical expo-
nent turns out to obey the same relation to dynamic and static
critical exponents as found previously in the general harmoni-
cally confined VM. The numerical simulations of Section VII
produce results for the critical exponents as the noise and the
confinement tend to zero, as depicted in the figures of the main
text.

II. MEAN FIELD VICSEK MODEL

Consider the d dimensional (dD) Vicsek model (VM)

xi(t+ 1) = xi(t) + vi(t+ 1), vi(t+ 1) = v0Rη

Θ
 ∑

|xj−xi|<R0

vj(t)− βxi(t)

, (S.1)

where d = 2, 3, Θ(x) = x/|x|, R0 is the radius of the sphere
of influence about particles, β is the confining spring constant,
and Rη(w) performs a random rotation uniformly distributed
around w with maximum amplitude of η [16, 32]. By using
scale dependent Lyapunov exponents, we can determine pa-
rameter regions corresponding to deterministic chaos, noisy
chaos and predominant noise [36], in the same way we did for
the harmonically confined Vicsek model (HCVM) [32].

For sufficiently small values of noise, noisy chaos has the
same Lyapunov exponents as deterministic chaos [36]. Thus,

we omit the operator Rη in Eq. (S.1). Let us define the average

⟨f(xi)⟩ =
1

N

N∑
i=1

f(xi), X(t) = ⟨xi⟩, (S.2)

in the limit as N → ∞. We now average Eq. (S.1) assuming
the confinement takes on its critical value for the transition
between single and multicluster chaos, β = βc(N ; η) [32],
and that the mean field approximation holds

⟨f(xi)⟩ ≈ f(⟨xi⟩). (S.3)
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For η = 0, the result is the deterministic mean field HCVM:

X(t+ 1)−X(t) = V(t+ 1),

V(t+ 1) = v0Θ
(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)
, equivalently, (S.4a)

X(t+ 1)−X(t)=v0Θ
(
X(t)−X(t−1)β̃X(t)

)
.(S.4b)

Here we have used that, for a compact swarm,

〈 ∑
|xj−xi|<R0

vj(t)

〉
=

〈 ∑
|xj−xi|<R0

[xj(t)− xj(t− 1)]

〉
≈ M⟨xi(t)− xi(t− 1)⟩ = M [X(t)−X(t− 1)], (S.5)

where M is the average number of particles within the sphere
of influence about i, all of which remain inside the sphere.
Note that the new confining parameter is β̃ = β/M for
Eqs. (S.4). Moreover, the initial positions X(0) and X(1)

characterize a plane to which all successive positions given
by Eq. (S.4b) belong.

We can restore the alignment noise in Eq. (S.4), thereby
obtaining the stochastic mean field HCVM:

X(t+ 1) = X(t) +V(t+ 1), V(t+ 1) = v0Rη

[
Θ
(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)]
, equivalently, (S.6a)

X(t+ 1) = X(t) + v0Rη

[
Θ
(
X(t)−X(t− 1)− β̃X(t)

)]
, β̃ =

β

M
. (S.6b)

Note that the polarization W (t) = |V(t)|/v0 always equals
1, and therefore it cannot be used as an order parameter. We
will see later that the winding number replaces it as the order
parameter.

III. LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS

Consider now a small disturbance about a trajectory of the
deterministic Eq. (S.4b), A → A+ δA. We have

δ

(
A

|A|

)
=

(
I− AAT

|A|2

)
· δA
|A|

. (S.7)

Let D±f(t) = ∓[f(t) − f(t ± 1)]. Then a disturbance of
Eq. (S.4) produces the linear equation

D+δX(t)

v0
−

I−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2
 · D

−δX(t)− β̃δX(t)∣∣∣(D− − β̃
)
X(t)

∣∣∣ = 0. (S.8a)

We now approximate D±δX(t) ≈ δẊ(t), thereby getting

δẊ(t)

v0
−

I−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2
 δẊ(t)∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣
= −β̃

I−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2
· δX(t)∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣ ,
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from which we find the linear equationI−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2


−1
I−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2


− I
v0

∣∣∣(D− − β̃
)
X(t)

∣∣∣]· δẊ(t) = β̃δX(t) =⇒

δẊ(t) = β̃

I−
I−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2


−1 ∣∣∣(D− − β̃
)
X(t)

∣∣∣
v0


−1

· δX(t). (S.8b)

Thus, we have found the matrix of Lyapunov exponents

λ = β̃

〈I−
I−

[(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

] [(
D− − β̃

)
X(t)

]T
∣∣∣(D− − β̃

)
X(t)

∣∣∣2


−1 ∣∣∣(D− − β̃
)
X(t)

∣∣∣
v0


−1〉

t0

, (S.8c)

where the long time average follows whatever algorithm is used to calculate the Lyapunov exponents. From Eq. (S.8c), we shall
deduce later the power law

λ1 ∼ β̃φ, (S.8d)

as β → 0, for the largest Lyapunov exponent (LLE) with critical exponent φ = 0.5.

We now explain how to obtain the LLE by direct numerical calculation. Let us write Eq. (S.8a) as

δχt+1 = Mtδχt, Mt =

(
I− β̃At At

−β̃At At

)
, χt =

(
X(t)
V(t)

)
, (S.9a)

At =
v0∣∣∣V(t)− β̃X(t)

∣∣∣
I−

(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)T
∣∣∣V(t)− β̃X(t)

∣∣∣2
. (S.9b)

Then

δχt

|δχ0|
= Mt

0

δχ0

|δχ0|
, Mt

0 = Mt−1 . . .M0, χ̂t =
δχt

|δχ0|
, (S.10a)

h(χ0, χ̂0) = lim
t→∞

1

t
ln |Mt

0χ̂0| = lim
t→∞

1

2t
ln |χ̂T

0 [Mt
0]

TMt
0χ̂0|. (S.10b)

As the d × d matrix Ht(χ0) = [Mt
0]

TMt
0 is symmetric and

non-negative, its eigenvalues, i.e., the exponents h(χ0, χ̂0),
are real and non-negative, and its eigenvectors are orthonor-
mal and real. Choosing χ̂0 to be a normalized eigenvector,
we obtain the corresponding eigenvalue of Ht(χ0), thereby
the Lyapunov exponent. A random initial χ0 produces the
LLE. Similarly, eliminating a transient and selecting the cor-

responding vector as χ0, Eq. (S.10b) yields the LLE.

A numerical approximation follows Benettin et al [42]. At
every time τj = jτ , j = 0, 1, . . . , (the arbitrarily selected
integer τ is not too large), we divide the tangent vector by its
magnitude αj to renormalize it to a unit length vector. Storing
the αj , we obtain

λ1 = lim
t→∞

1

lτ

l∑
j=1

lnαj ≈
1

lτ

l∑
j=1

lnαj , χ̂j =
Mτ χ̂j−1

αj
, αj = |Mτ χ̂j−1|, (S.11a)
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for a sufficiently large l such that the result has converged up to some tolerance. It is possible to calculate the other Lyapunov
exponents by Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization [42] or by using singular value decomposition [43].

We now recover the noisy rotation Rη in Eq. (S.1). We obtain Eq. (S.10a) with Rη(Mt
0) instead of Mt

0, provided the initial
condition is independent of η. In principle, Eq. (S.11a) should hold for every realization of η:

λ1 = lim
t→∞

1

lτ

l∑
j=1

lnαj ≈
1

lτ

l∑
j=1

lnαj , χ̂j =
Rη(Mτ χ̂j−1)

αj
, αj = |Rη(Mτ χ̂j−1)|, (S.11b)

The equations for the stochastic mean field model are

X(t+ 1) = X(t) + v0Rη

[
Θ
(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)]
, (S.12a)

V(t+ 1) = v0Rη

[
Θ
(
V(t)− β̃X(t)

)]
, (S.12b)

δχt+1 = Rη[Mtδχt]. (S.12c)

At each step, χt and δχt are known. Then a random rotation with value η is selected. Exactly the same rotation is applied to
the RHS of Eqs. (S.12a), (S.12b) and (S.12c). Then Eqs. (S.12) produce χt+1 and δχt+1. To include renormalization, we take
δχt+1 given by Eq. (S.12c), renormalize it

χ̂t+1 =
δχt+1

αt+1
, αt+1 = |δχt+1|, and redefine δχt+1 = χ̂t+1, (S.12d)

for the next time step. With all the values αt, we calculate the Lyapunov exponent as

λ1 =
1

l

l∑
t=1

lnαt, (S.12e)

for sufficiently large l. A plot of λ1 versus l should show convergence of the exponent. Alternatively, we may eliminate a
transient stage and start counting t after it. See [42] and, for the HCVM, [32]. In the last reference, we show how to recover the
same LLE from appropriate time series of the center of mass by using lagged coordinates to reconstruct the chaotic attractor.

IV. SUSCEPTIBILITY

We consider the response of Eq. (S.6a) to an external field
H:

X(t+ 1) = X(t) +V(t+ 1),

V(t+ 1) = v0Rη

[
Θ
(
V(t) +H− β̃X(t)

)]
,(S.13)

as H → 0. The external field is a constant force that would
appear in the equations of motion if we add a potential −H ·∑N

j=1 xj(t) to a Hamiltonian of the system of particles. The
function equivalent to magnetization in the Ising model is the
position of the center of mass given by Eq. (S.2). Its average
magnitude is ⟨R(t)⟩t. We define the response matrix Ht =
∇Hχt = ∂χi

t/∂Hj (at zero field). Then the first equation in
Eq. (S.13) produces

Yt+1 = Yt +Wt+1, where Hij =

(
∂Xi

∂Hj
∂Vi

∂Hj

)∣∣∣∣∣
H=0

=

(
Y
W

)
, (Yj)i = Yij , (Wj)i = Wij , (S.14a)

and the second equation in Eq. (S.13),

(Wj
t+1)i = Rη

(
Aik

t

[
(Wj

t )k − β̃(Yj
t )k

]
+ Aik

t (δj)k

)
, (δj)i = δij . (S.14b)

Here sum over repeated indices is understood. The size of the response matrix at zero field is

χ = ⟨∥Ht∥⟩t, ∥Ht∥ =
√

λM (HtHT
t ), (S.14c)

where λM (HtHT
t ) is the maximum eigenvalue of the sym-

metric positive matrix HtHT
t and ⟨. . .⟩t is a time average. We

find the same results replacing Yt instead of Ht in Eq. (S.14c).
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In the limit of vanishing field, χ in Eq. (S.14c) can be esti-
mated by χ ∼ ∂⟨R⟩t/∂H as H → 0, where ⟨R⟩t plays a role
analogous to average magnetization in the Ising model [35].
Thus, we find the scalar susceptibility χ by numerical evalu-
ation of Eq (S.14c) and obtain a quantitative measure of the
usual scalar susceptibility. We shall find an estimation thereof
in Section VI. The scale-free-chaos phase transition occurs as
β → 0+. Thus, we have the power laws

⟨R(t)⟩t ∼ β̃−ν , χ ∼ β̃−γ , (S.15)

where R(t) = |X(t)|, and ⟨R(t)⟩t is the time averaged ra-
dius of the center of mass, which plays the role of correla-
tion length. Alternatively, we could select L =maxtR(t) as
the correlation length because L is proportional to ⟨R(t)⟩t as
shown by Fig. 5(a) of the main text.

V. POWER SPECTRUM

Given a signal s(t) = X(t) + Y (t) + Z(t), t = 1, . . . , N ,
the discrete Fourier transform is

ŝ(ω) =

N∑
t=1

s(t) ei2πtω/N , s(t) =
1

N

N∑
ω=1

ŝ(ω) e−i2πωt/N ,

s(t±N) = s(t), ŝ(ω ±N) = ŝ(ω). (S.16)

Thus, s(0) = s(N), ŝ(0) = ŝ(N). For a real valued signal,
ŝ(ω) = ŝ(N − ω), and we have the autocorrelation function
C(ω):

C(τ) =

N∑
t=1

s(t)s(t+ τ) =
1

N

N∑
ω=1

|ŝ(ω)|2e−i2πωτ/N ,

|ŝ(ω)|2 =

N∑
τ=1

C(τ) ei2πωτ/N . (S.17)

The graph of |ŝ(ω)|2 as a function of the frequency ν(ω) =
ω/N is the power spectrum [44]. The power spectrum of a
chaotic signal typically exhibits noisy behavior at low fre-
quencies. All the power is expected to be in the low fre-
quencies because aperiodic points in a finite data set appear as
points with very long periods, comparable to the total sample
time, and consequently, correspond to very low frequencies
[44].

In terms of the highest peak of the power spectrum at fre-
quency Ω = argmaxω|ŝ(ν(ω))|2, we have the power law

Ω ∼ ⟨R(t)⟩−z
t , (S.18)

at the critical confinement as β → 0. Here z is the dynamical
critical exponent. For η = 0 and within the first chaotic win-
dow for η > 0, numerical evidence shows that the frequency
Ω coincides with the winding number defined as

w = lim
n→∞

1

2πn

n∑
k=1

θk, (S.19)

where θk is the angle between vectors X(k) and X(k + 1).
See Figure 4 of the main text.

VI. MEAN FIELD CRITICAL EXPONENTS

From Eq. (S.4a), we obtain

v20 = |X(t)|2 + |X(t+ 1)|2 − 2|X(t)| |X(t+ 1)| cos θ(t+ 1) = R(t)2 +R(t+ 1)2 − 2R(t)R(t+ 1) cos θ(t+ 1).

We now average over time and ignore fluctuations. Then

⟨R(t)2⟩t ≈ ⟨R(t)⟩2t ,
⟨R(t)R(t+ 1) cos θ(t+ 1)⟩t ≈ ⟨R(t)⟩2t cos⟨θ(t)⟩t.

According to Eq. (S.19), the time-averaged angle θ(t) is 2πw.
Thus, we get

v20 = 2⟨R⟩2t [1− cos(2πw)]. (S.20)

As we approach the critical confinement, β → 0+, ⟨R(t)⟩t →
∞ and therefore w → 0 so that

w ∼ v0
2π⟨R⟩t

. (S.21)

Thus, the dynamical critical exponent of Eq. (S.18) with Ω =
w is z = 1. Multiplying Eq. (S.4b) by X(t), we find:
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R(t+ 1)R(t) cos θ(t+ 1)−R(t)2 = v0
(1− β̃)R(t)2 −R(t)R(t− 1) cos θ(t)√

(1− β̃)2R(t)2 +R(t− 1)2 − 2R(t)R(t− 1)(1− β̃) cos θ(t)
.

Time averaging this expression and ignoring fluctuations, we find

−[1− cos(2πw)]⟨R⟩2t = v0⟨R⟩2t
1− β̃ − cos(2πw)√

2(1− β̃)⟨R⟩2t [1− cos(2πw)] + β̃2⟨R⟩2t
=⇒

√
1− β̃ +

β̃2⟨R⟩2t
v20

=
β̃

1− cos(2πw)
− 1 =

2β̃⟨R⟩2t
v20

− 1,

where we have used Eq. (S.20). After some algebra, the square of this expression produces

β̃

(
4⟨R⟩2t
v20

− 1

)(
1− β̃⟨R⟩2t

v20

)
= 0.

Then we obtain

⟨R⟩t =
v0√
β̃
, w ∼

√
β̃

2π
, (S.22)

in which we have used Eq. (S.21) in the limit as β̃ → 0+. Thus, we have found the relation w ∼ β̃b, with b = 1/2, for the
winding number, which plays the role of order parameter in the Landau theory. Eq. (S.22) also produces the critical exponent
ν = 1/2 in Eq. (S.15). Notice that the previous relations also produce

⟨|V(t)− β̃X(t)|⟩t = [1 + o(β̃)]v0. (S.23)

To get the exponent for the susceptibility, we note that the size of the response matrix (S.14c) is given by the derivative of
⟨R⟩t = ⟨|X(t+ 1)|⟩t. From Eq. (S.13) for η = 0,

R(t+ 1)2 = R(t)2 + v20 + 2v0
(1− β̃)R(t)2 −R(t)R(t− 1) cos θ(t) +HR(t) cosΘ(t)√

(1− β̃)2R(t)2 +R(t− 1)2 − 2R(t)R(t− 1)(1− β̃) cos θ(t) + 2Hv0 cosϕ(t) +H2

,

Time averaging, ignoring fluctuations, and setting ⟨Θ⟩t = ⟨ϕ⟩t = 0, we find

−v20 = 2v0
[1− β̃ − cos(2πw)]⟨R⟩2t +H⟨R⟩t√

2⟨R⟩2t (1− β̃)[1− cos(2πw)] + β̃2⟨R⟩2t − 2β̃H +H2

=
v20 − 2β̃⟨R⟩2t + 2H⟨R⟩t√

1− β̃ +
β̃2⟨R⟩2t

v2
0

− 2β̃H
v2
0

+ H2

v2
0

.

We now differentiate this expression with respect to H and set H = 0. The result is

0 = 2⟨R⟩t − 4β̃⟨R⟩t
∂⟨R⟩t
∂H

− (v20 − 2β̃⟨R⟩2t )

(
β̃2⟨R⟩t
v20

∂⟨R⟩t
∂H

− 2β̃

v20

)
∼ 2v0√

β̃
− 4v0β̃

1/2 ∂⟨R⟩t
∂H

+ v0β̃
3/2 ∂⟨R⟩t

∂H
− 2β̃,

where we have used Eq. (S.22). Dominant balance produces

∂⟨R⟩t
∂H

∣∣∣∣
H=0

∼ 1

2β̃
. (S.24)

This equation gives the order of magnitude of the susceptibil-
ity defined by Eq. (S.14c) as the size of the response matrix at
zero external field. The critical exponent for the susceptibility
is therefore γ = 1. Thus, the critical exponents of the deter-

ministic mean field model of Eqs. (S.4) are the same as those
in the Landau theory of phase transitions:

ν = b =
1

2
, z = γ = 1. (S.25)

To find the critical exponent φ, we first use the triangular
inequality in Eq. (S.4a) and then Eq. (S.22),
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v0 = ⟨|V(t+ 1)|⟩t = ⟨|V(t+ 1)− β̃X(t) + β̃X(t)|⟩t ≤ β̃⟨R⟩t + ⟨|V(t+ 1)− β̃X(t)|⟩t =⇒

⟨|V(t+ 1)− β̃X(t)|⟩t ≥ v0(1−
√

β̃) =⇒ 1− ⟨|V(t+ 1)− β̃X(t)|⟩t
v0

≤
√
β̃.

Time-averaging Eq. (S.8c) with ⟨X(t)⟩t = 0 and using the
entry for the LLE, we get

λ1 ≥
√

β̃ =⇒ φ ≤ 0.5, (S.26)

provided λ1 ∼ β̃φ. Together with the inequality φ ≥ ν de-
duced in [32] and the critical exponents of Eq. (S.25), this
shows that φ = 0.5.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Figure 1 of the main text shows the regions of the confine-
ment vs noise plane corresponding to different attractors. For
very small η, and increasing β, deterministic chaos changes
to quasiperiodic attractors, and then to period 4 and period
2 attractors. For larger noise values, the previously enumer-
ated attractors become modified by noise and another window
of chaos may appear. For 2 < η < 2π, noise dominates
even though there is a region of chaos swamped by noise for
intermediate values of β. For the mean field VM, the scale-
free-chaos phase transition of the confined VM corresponds
to the origin (0, 0) of the phase plane in Figure 1 of the main
text. This point is the limit as β → 0+ of the deterministic
model with η = 0. The predicted critical exponents are those
of Eq. (S.25).

FIG. S.1. Largest Lyapunov exponents as functions of l as given by
Eq. (S.12e) for η = 0 and β = 10−7 (λ1 > 0, orange line) and
β = 1 (λ1 ≤ 0, blue line).

Figure 2 of the main text shows the windows of positive
largest Lyapunov exponent (LLE) for vertical lines in Fig. 1
of the main text at noises η = 0 and η = 0.5, corresponding
to deterministic and noisy chaos, respectively. For zero noise,
the chaotic window begins at βc1 = 0 (we have been able to
reach down to β = 10−9 and still get a clearly positive LLE
within the range of our numerical simulations, see Fig. S.1)
and ends at βc2 = 0.2. Fig. 2(b) of the main text indicates
that there are two chaotic windows (βc1, βc2) and (βc3, βc4)
for η = 0.5. Inside these chaotic windows, the maximum
LLE is reached at single values βm1 and βm2, respectively.
Fig. 1 of the main text shows that the scale-free-chaos phase
transition is located at the origin of the phase diagram (β, η).
While we can reach this transition by lowering β at η = 0,
we can also move on the critical line βc1(η) in Fig. 1 of the
main text and let η → 0 until we end at the origin of the
phase diagram. This latter route to the scale-free-chaos phase
transition is reminiscent of finite size scaling for the confined
VM, in which we find critical exponents by letting N → ∞
on the critical lines βc(N ; η) as βc → 0+ for fixed η on the
region of noisy chaos [32]. The critical exponents obtained by
either route are the same but the deterministic route allows us
to build the theory explained in previous sections, whereas the
critical exponents obtained by descending through the noise
line βc1(η) in Fig. 1 of the main text follow from numerical
simulations.

Figure 3(a) of the main text shows different chaotic attractors for increasing values of β (with v0 = M = 1, which is
equivalent to replacing β̃ instead of β in the figures). As β̃ increases past β̃m1(0) (corresponding to the maximum of the LLE),
the attractors shrink to an annulus that fills a fraction of the space they did for smaller values of β̃. The shape of these chaotic
attractors lends support to the hypothesis ⟨X(t)⟩t = ⟨V(t)⟩t = 0 made when simplifying Eq. (S.8c) by ignoring fluctuations in
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the mean field theory.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. S.2. Amplitude of the power spectrum vs frequency for η = 0.5 and β values belonging to the first chaotic window in Figures 2(b) and
4(b) of the main text: (a) β = 0.025, (b) β = βm1(0.5) = 0.04, (c) β = 0.08, and (d) β = 0.3. For these values, the frequency of the
maximum amplitude coincides with the winding number. In panels (b) and (c) there is an appreciable secondary maximum, which does not
surpass the main one.

Figure 4(a) of the main text depicts the winding number of
Eq. (S.19) for η = 0, which coincides with the frequency Ω
corresponding to the largest peak in the Fourier spectrum of
the signal s = X + Y + Z. In the presence of noise, the situ-
ation is more complex as shown in Fig. 4(b) of the main text.
Within the first chaotic window, (βc1, βc2), we have Ω = w,
whereas Ω < w for β < βc1. Figures S.2 depict the am-
plitudes of the power spectrum versus frequency for different
values of β within the first chaotic window at η = 0.5. The
power spectrum exhibits the noisy behavior at low frequen-
cies that is typical of chaos [44]. While a secondary amplitude
maximum appears at a smaller frequency for intermediate val-
ues of β, it does not surpass the main one. Within the second
chaotic window, (βc3, βc4), Ω is piecewise constant, with a fi-
nite jump at βm2, which corresponds to the maximum of the
LLE. The winding number is smooth: it is slightly larger than
Ω for βc3 < η < βm2), and it is slightly smaller than Ω for
βm2 < β < βc4); see the inset of Fig. 4(b) of the main text.

Figure 5 of the main text depicts different power laws for
the scale-free-chaos phase transition. For the deterministic
case η = 0, Fig. 5(a) of the main text shows that the swarm
size L = maxt R(t) is proportional to the correlation length,
which is the time averaged length of the center of mass posi-
tion as the confinement decreases. This indicates a scale free
transition. Fig. 5(b) of the main text plots the power law of the
correlation length ξ = ⟨R⟩t versus β, ξ ∼ β−ν , with ν = 0.5.
The dynamical critical exponent z is found from the relation
Ω ∼ ξ−z , z = 1.01±0.01, between the frequency correspond-
ing to the maximum of the power spectrum and the correlation
length; see Fig. 5(c) of the main text. Lastly the power law for
the susceptibility, χ ∼ β−γ , with γ = 1.000±0.002, is shown
in Fig. 5(d) of the main text.

Figure 6 of the main text depicts the power laws for the
stochastic case as we approach the origin of the phase diagram
(Figure 1 of the main text) through the line βc1(η) that marks
the beginning of the first chaotic window. We check that the
critical exponents of Eq. (S.25) are also obtained as β → 0
on the line βc1(η). Since this line marks the beginning of the

first chaotic window, the LLE is zero on it, and we cannot
determine the critical exponent φ for nonzero noise from it.

To determine the critical exponent φ, we plot the maximum
value of the LLE λ1 for each value of the noise used to draw
the line βc1(η). The result is Figure 7 of the main text and we
find φ = 0.45± 0.05, which is compatible with the predicted
exponent φ = 0.5 of Eq. (S.26).

The critical exponents obtained from numerical simulations
of the HCVM are ν = 0.436, γ = 0.92, z = 1, b = 0.58,
φ ≈ zν [32]. As expected, the values of several critical expo-
nents are different from (but relatively close to) those of the
MFHCVM. However, since z = 1 and ν = 0.5, the relation
φ = zν, deduced for the HCVM [32], also holds for the mean
field model within error bounds. Measured critical exponents
are ν = 0.35, γ = 0.9, [16] z = 1.12 [17]; see also [22].

FIG. S.3. The trajectory of the center of mass at the verge of chaos
(η = 0.5 and β = βc1 = 0.002) fills a compact 3D region.

For the deterministic case, the center of mass moves on a
plane, as illustrated by Figure 3(a) of the main text. How-
ever, for appreciable noise, η = 0.5, the center of mass tra-
jectory fills a compact volume whose boundary is less visited,
as shown in Fig. S.3. This figure, obtained solving the mean
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field model at the critical line βc1(η) of zero LLE, is similar to Figure 19(b) of [32] for the HCVM in the noisy chaos region.
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