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The introduction of decaying long-range (LR) interactions 1/rd+σ has drawn persistent interest in
understanding how system properties evolve with σ. The Sak’s criterion and the extended Mermin-
Wagner theorem have gained broad acceptance in predicting the critical and low-temperature (low-
T) behaviors of such systems. We perform large-scale Monte Carlo simulations for the LR-Heisenberg
model in two dimensions (2D) up to linear size L = 8192, and show that, as long as for σ ≤ 2,
the system exhibits spontaneous symmetry breaking, via a single continuous phase transition, and
develops a generic long-range order. We then introduce an LR simple random walk (LR-SRW) with
the total walk length fixed at O(Ld), satisfying the extensivity of statistical systems, and observe
that the LR-SRW can faithfully characterize the low-T scaling behaviors of the LR-Heisenberg model
in both 2D and 3D, as induced by Goldstone-mode fluctuations. Finally, based on insights from
LR-SRW, we propose a general criterion for the phase transition and the low-T properties of LR
statistical systems with continuous symmetry in any spatial dimension.

Low-dimensional (low-d) physics has fundamentally
advanced condensed matter research through seminal dis-
coveries, such as the quantum Hall effect [1–3] and topo-
logical insulators [4–6]. Continuous symmetry breaking
and phase transition behavior in low-d also represent a
core research focus. The Mermin–Wagner (M-W) theo-
rem establishes a criterion for the existence of long-range
order (LRO) in low-d systems with continuous symme-
try [7]. In dimensions d ≤ 2, LRO cannot emerge at finite
temperature (finite-T) in classical systems, and such sys-
tems exhibit no finite-T phase transition, with the excep-
tion of the Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) tran-
sition in the two-dimensional (2D) XY model [8]. How-
ever, when long-range (LR) interactions are introduced,
both the phase transition properties and low-T behav-
iors are significantly altered. For algebraically decaying
interactions ∼ 1/rd+σ, the universality class of the phase
transition can vary with σ. Moreover, low-d systems can
indeed support LRO depending on the value of σ [9–12].
As early as 1972, Fisher employed a renormalization

group (RG) approach [13] and established a threshold
σ∗ = 2 for LR-O(n) models: when d/2 < σ < σ∗

(nonclassical regime), the critical exponents vary with σ;
when σ ≥ σ∗ (short-range regime), the system reverts
to its short-range (SR) universality class. Later, Sak
proposed an alternative threshold, shifting the bound-
ary to σ∗ = 2− ηSR [14], where ηSR denotes the anoma-
lous dimension for SR universality. While this threshold
has gained considerable acceptance and is commonly re-
ferred to as the Sak’s criterion [15–21], it has also been
challenged by some numerical and theoretical results [22–
24]. Thus far, no rigorous mathematical proof has been
achieved.
The introduction of LR interactions can also stabilize

LRO in low-d systems, which is explicitly forbidden by

the M-W theorem under SR interactions. In 2001, Bruno
extended the M-W theorem [25], stating that for 1D and
2D LR-XY and LR-Heisenberg models, LRO cannot ex-
ist at finite-T when σ ≥ d. This has motivated exten-
sive theoretical, experimental, and numerical studies on
systems including 1D LR ferromagnetic and antiferro-
magnetic Heisenberg chains [26–31], 2D LR diluted XY
model [32], 2D LR quantum XY [33, 34], and Heisen-
berg models [31, 35, 36]. All these studies report results
consistent with the extended M-W theorem.
The Sak’s criterion and the extended M-W theorem

describe critical and low-T properties of LR systems, re-
spectively. However, a paradox seems to exist in the 2D
LR-XY model for 7/4 ≤ σ < 2: the system is expected
to undergo a BKT transition according to Sak’s crite-
rion, yet it exhibits LRO at low temperatures, as pre-
dicted by the extended M-W theorem. A scenario was
recently proposed [37, 38]: the system first undergoes a
BKT transition into a quasi-long-range order (QLRO)
phase, and then enters the LRO phase via another phase
transition. Nevertheless, recent studies [39, 40] provide
strong numerical evidence for the absence of two distinct
transitions within 7/4 ≤ σ < 2.
In this work, we perform large-scale Monte Carlo (MC)

simulations of the 2D LR-Heisenberg model and obtain
the phase diagram as shown in Fig. 1. As long as σ ≤ 2,
the LR-Heisenberg model exhibits spontaneous symme-
try breaking and develops the generic LRO at low-T,
via a single second-order phase transition. In the or-
dered phase, the spin-spin correlation g(r) saturates to a
constant g0 > 0 as distance r → ∞. Goldstone-mode
(transverse) fluctuations induce a power-law decay as
g(r) ≃ g0 + arσ−d, well described by a Gaussian free
field (GFF) in the continuum limit. For σ > 2, the SR
behavior is recovered: no finite-T transition exists, and,
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at low-T, the correlation length ξ diverges exponentially
as the inverse temperature β = 1/T increases – the sig-
nature of asymptotic freedom in the field-theoretical de-
scription [39]. This establishes σ∗ = 2 as the threshold
separating the nonclassical and SR regimes, consistent
with the result for the 2D LR-XY model [39, 40]. In par-
ticular, at the marginal case σ = 2, the system does not
revert to the SR universality class. Instead, it exhibits
a continuous transition into an LRO phase where the
correlation function displays a characteristic logarithmic
saturation to a constant, as g(r) ≃ g0 + a/ ln(r) – con-
trary to the predictions of the extended M-W theorem.

For O(n) spin models with SR interactions in high di-
mensions d ≥ 4, simple random walks (SRW) are fre-
quently employed to characterize or even prove the crit-
ical behaviors, since these systems are governed by the
Gaussian fixed point in the RG framework. Specifically,
SRW with an appropriately predetermined length was in-
troduced to describe the subtle finite-size scaling (FSS)
behaviors of high-d O(n) systems [41–43]. To investi-
gate the Goldstone-mode physics in low-T LRO phases
of the low-d LR-Heisenberg model, which is closely as-
sociated with GFFs, we introduce an LR-SRW (Lev́y
flight) [44, 45] and impose the constraint that the total
length L is fixed at L ∼ Ld (L denotes the linear system
size), referred to as the fixed-L LR-SRW. The length con-
straint reflects the extensivity of statistical systems. We
obtain a key numerical observation that the two-point
correlation function g(r, L) of the fixed-L LR-SRW be-
haves as

g(r, L) ∼







r2−d g̃(r/L), σ > 2,
r2−d

ln r
g̃(r/L), σ = 2,

rσ−d g̃(r/L), σ < 2.

(1)

For d = 2 and σ > 2, g(r) ∼ r2−d does not decay as the
two points are separated farther and farther away, leading
to the well-known prediction for the absence of finite-T
LRO in systems with continuous symmetry. For d = 2
and σ = 2, however, the logarithmic decay in Eq. (1),
g(r) ∼ 1/ ln(r), gives an insightful indication that LRO
could survive at finite-T, deviating from the prediction
of the extended M-W theorem, which essentially relies
on the GFF description. Since the magnitudes of GFFs
exhibit logarithmic divergence, violating the extensivity
of statistical systems, we suggest that the prediction of
Eq. (1) could be more reliable.

We conduct a comparison study by performing exten-
sive simulations of the fixed-L LR-SRW and low-T LR-
Heisenberg models in 2D and 3D. The results show that
both systems display the same FSS behaviors for σ ≤ 2
and d = 2, as well as for any σ > 0 and d = 3. In partic-
ular, the logarithmic scaling behaviors at σ = 2 for both
d = 2 and 3, as predicted by Eq. (1), are clearly observed
in the low-T LR-XY and LR-Heisenberg models, giving
a strong indication that σ∗ = 2 holds true for d ≥ 2.
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FIG. 1. The Phase diagram of the 2D LR-Heisenberg model,
which includes: mean-field regime for σ ≤ 1 with critical
behaviors governed by the Gaussian fixed point, nonclassical
regime for 1 < σ ≤ 2 with σ-dependent critical exponents, and
SR regime for σ > 2 with neither LRO nor phase transition
for T > 0. The correlation function g(r) in the LRO phase
behaves as ∼ g0 + ar2−d−ηℓ for σ < 2, with ηℓ = 2 − σ, and
decays logarithmically as ∼ g0 + a/ ln(r/r0) for σ = 2. For
σ > 2, the correlation length diverges as ξ ∼ exp(bβ), with b
being a non-universal constant.

Based on whether or not the correlation function g(r)
would vanish in Eq. (1), we propose a criterion for de-
termining the existence of finite-T LRO for systems with
continuous symmetry: For d < 2, LRO can exist when
σ < σ∗ = d; For d = 2, LRO persists when σ ≤ σ∗ = 2;
For d > 2, LRO always persists, but the system is not in
the SR universality when σ ≤ σ∗ = 2.

Long-range Heisenberg model– We consider the LR-
Heisenberg model on a square lattice with linear size L,
described by Hamiltonian H = −

∑

i<j J/r
d+σ
i,j Si · Sj ,

where Si and Sj are 3-component classical unit spin
vectors at sites i and j. Periodic boundary conditions
are employed and the interaction strength J is nor-
malized to satisfy:

∑

j>0 J/r
2+σ
0,j = 4. Our simula-

tion employs an enhanced version of the Luijten-Blöte
(LB) algorithm [46, 47], which significantly accelerates
the construction of clusters, and reduces the computa-
tional complexity, enabling simulation up to L = 8192
(see Ref. [39] for details). During the simulation, for a
given configuration, we sample the squared magnetiza-

tion M2 =
∣

∣L−d
∑

i Si

∣

∣

2
and the spin Fourier transform

mode M2
k =

∣

∣L−d
∑

i Sie
ik·ri

∣

∣

2
, with k = (2π/L, 0) the

smallest wave vector along the x-axis. We obtain: (1) the
susceptibility χ = Ld⟨M2⟩; (2) the Fourier-transformed
susceptibility χk = Ld⟨M2

k ⟩; (3) the second-moment cor-

relation length ξ = 1/ [2 sin(|k|/2)]
√

χ/χk − 1, where ⟨·⟩
denotes statistical average. For later convenience, we also
introduce a rescaled quantity Dk = L2/χk.

Figure 2(a) compares the L-dependence of pseudo-
critical inverse temperatures βL, determined by the con-
dition ξ(βL)/L = 1, for σ = 2 and the nearest-neighbor
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FIG. 2. Existence of the finite-T phase transition and emergence of LRO for the LR-Heisenberg model with σ = 2. (a) Semi-log
plot of pseudo-critical points βL versus L, determined by ξ/L = 1. For the NN case (σ → ∞), βL diverges logarithmically
as βL ≃ (1/2π) lnL. For σ = 2, however, βL decreases and rapidly converges as βL = βc + bL−ω with βc = 1.27(2) and
ω ≈ 0.73 (blue curve). (b) Different scaling behaviors of the correlation length ξ for σ = 2 and for σ > 2. Data points for
different system sizes are marked by different symbols. For σ > 2, ξ remains finite for any T > 0, and, as T → 0, it diverges
as ∼ exp(aβ + b), where constants (a, b) are (2π, 0) for the NN case and (2.07,−1.09) for σ = 3 in the plot. For σ = 2, ξ
diverges as ∼ (βc − β)−ν with ν ≈ 8, where βc ≈ 1.27 can be roughly located in the inset. The inset plots ξ/L versus β for
various L ranging from 64 to 2048 in a doubling sequence, where the approximately common intersection can be observed. (c)
The LRO at β = 2, 4, 8 for σ = 2. The main plot demonstrates that the squared magnetization ⟨M2⟩ converges to positive
values: 0.25, 0.61, 0.81, respectively, following a logarithmic decay: ∼ 1/ ln(L/L0). The inset further displays the residual
squared magnetization M2

r = ⟨M2⟩ − b⟨M2
k ⟩, where the constant b > 0 is taken so that M2 > M2

r for any finite L. With
b ≈ 153, 182, and 182 respectively, M2

r converge to non-vanishing values with corrections scaling as L−ω ≈ L−0.41, further
showing the emergence of LRO for L → ∞.

(NN) case (σ → ∞), where βL is plotted versus L (in
log scale). As L increases, βL for σ = 2 decreases and
converges to βc = 1.27(2) with a power-law correction
∼ L−0.73, clearly showing the existence of a finite-T tran-
sition. In dramatic contrast, for the NN case, βL diverges
logarithmically as βL ≍ (1/2π) lnL [48], a hallmark of
asymptotic freedom at low-T.

Figure 2(b) presents how the correlation length ξ grows
as temperature decreases. Since ξ is inevitably restricted
to O(L) in a finite system, we progressively enlarge the
simulated system size, as β increases, to keep track of the
growth scaling of ξ in the thermodynamic limit (L → ∞).
For the NN case, ξ is finite for any finite-T and behaves
asymptotically as ∼ e2πβ [48–51]; for σ = 3, by rescaling
β → aβ+ b with a = 2.07 and b = −1.09, a nice data col-
lapse with the NN case is achieved, demonstrating that
the Heisenberg systems with σ > 2 are in the SR univer-
sality class and exhibit asymptotic freedom. For σ = 2,
however, the data points display a clear bending-up in
the semi-log plot, suggesting a scaling behavior that is
qualitatively different from the SR case. A power-law
scaling ξ ∼ t−ν , characteristic of a second-order transi-
tion, is observed, with t ≡ βc − β and ν ≈ 8. Further,
βc = 1.27 can already be roughly identified from a bare-
eye view of the inset, where the ratio ξ/L for different
sizes exhibits an approximately common intersection.

Figure 2(c) presents the L-dependence of the squared
magnetization ⟨M2⟩ for σ = 2 at different low tempera-
tures. As L increases, ⟨M2⟩ clearly converges to a pos-
itive value following a logarithmic decay ∼ 1/ ln(L/L0).
The order parameter, M ≡

√

⟨M2⟩, reaches about 0.51,

0.78, 0.90 respectively for β = 2, 4, 8, demonstrating the
emergence of LRO across the whole low-T phase with
β > βc. To further probe LRO with reduced finite-
size effects, we define the residual squared magnetization
M2

r ≡ ⟨M2⟩ − b⟨M2
k ⟩ with b > 0 a positive constant.

Since ⟨M2
k ⟩ shares the same FSS behavior as the leading

correction term in ⟨M2⟩, an appropriate choice of b ef-
fectively suppresses these corrections in M2

r . The inset
shows that, at all the low temperatures, M2

r converges
monotonically to a positive value that is consistent with
that directly from ⟨M2⟩. Given the systematically in-
creasing trend and the positivity at the largest accessible
system sizes, it is highly unlikely that M2

r would vanish
in the L → ∞ limit. Further, since b > 0, M2

r serves as
a lower bound for M2, confirming the existence of LRO.

Goldstone-mode physics and LR-SRW– We obtain
strong numerical evidence that, as temperature de-
creases, the LR-Heisenberg model with σ ≤ 2 exhibits
spontaneous symmetry breaking and develops an LRO,
via a single continuous phase transition (data for σ < 2
are given in Supplementary Materials (SM)). In the low-
T LRO phase, the breaking of continuous symmetry is ac-
companied by the excitation of Goldstone modes (trans-
verse fluctuations), which can be explored through the
behavior of χk since it captures the distance-dependent
part of the spin-spin correlation function. Figure 3(a)
plots Dk = L2/χk versus L (in the log-scale) for β = 4.
The data points for both σ = 1.75 and 1.875 are well de-
scribed by power-law divergence ∼ L2−σ (the curves are
from the fits Dk = L2−σ(a0 + a1L

−ω)), giving χk ∼ Lσ.
This scaling behavior can be readily derived from the de-



4

101 102 103

L

0

500

1000

1500

2000

Dk

β = 4

(a) 2D LR-Heisenberg

101 102 103 104 105

L

0

250

500

750

1000
(b) 2D LR-SRW

σ =1.75

σ =1.875

σ =2

σ =3

101 102

L

0

20

40

60
(c) 3D LR-SRW and LR-Heisenberg

101 102 103
0

700

1400
σ = 22

4

8

101 102
0

200

400
3D LR-Heisenberg

β = 2

FIG. 3. The faithful characterization of the Goldstone-mode physics in the 2D and 3D LR-Heisenberg models at low-T by the
fixed-L LR-SRW. The rescaled quantity Dk = L2/χk is plotted versus L (in log scale), for (a) the 2D LR-Heisenberg model, (b)
the 2D fixed-L LR-SRW, (c) the 3D fixed-L LR-SRW, and (inset of (c)) the 3D LR-Heisenberg model; the inset of panel (a) is
for σ = 2 at different low temperatures. In all cases, Dk follows a power law as Dk ∼ L2−σ for σ < 2, and scales logarithmically
as Dk ∼ lnL for σ = 2. For σ > 2, both the 3D LR-Heisenberg and fixed-L LR-SRW models have χk ∼ L2.

scription of GFFs in the continuum limit (see the SM for
details). For σ = 2, the linearity of data points shows a
logarithmic scaling χk ∼ L2/ ln(L/L0), which holds true
at different low temperatures (inset of Fig. 3(a)). Unfor-
tunately, this logarithmic scaling of χk can no longer be
derived from GFFs, where the logarithmically diverging
magnitude of fields makes the situation very subtle.
Inspired by the fact that simple random walk (SRW)

plays a vital role in describing and proving the critical
behaviors of O(n) spin models in high dimensions, we
introduce a LR-SRW model (Lev́y flight) with the to-
tal length L fixed at O(Ld), which we call fixed-L LR-
SRW. The fixed-length constraint reflects the extensiv-
ity of statistical systems and avoids the amplitude diver-
gence of the GFFs for σ ≥ 2. Periodic simple cubes of
linear size L are considered, and the length L is fixed
at L2/4 and L3 for 2D and 3D, respectively. The LR
interaction is realized by r-dependent transition proba-
bility p(r) ∼ 1/rd+σ. Given a LR-SRW configuration,
a height field h(x) is recorded to account for the num-
ber of visited times at site x, and a Fourier “magneti-
zation density” is obtained as Mk = (1/Ld)

∑

h(x)eik·x,
where k =

(

2π
L
, 0
)

. The corresponding “susceptibility”
χk = Ld⟨M2

k ⟩ and the rescaled quantity Dk = L2/χk are
then calculated.
A comparison of Figs. 3(a) and (b) clearly suggests

that, in 2D and for σ ≤ 2, the low-T LR-Heisenberg and
the fixed-L LR-SRW systems display the same scaling
behaviors of Dk: ∼ lnL for σ = 2 and ∼ L2−σ for σ =
1.875 and 1.75. For σ > 2, no such equivalence holds,
since no LRO emerges in the LR-Heisenberg model.
Figure 3(c) further demonstrates the equivalence in

3D. For the LR-Heisenberg model, the simulation at
β = 2 is deeply in the LRO phase, since the critical tem-
perature is βc ≈ 0.693 for the NN case [52] and increases
as σ decreases. Again, the two dramatically different sys-
tems, the LR-SRW and LR-Heisenberg models, display
the same scaling behaviors of Dk: ∼ L2−σ for σ < 2,

∼ lnL for σ = 2, and ∼ L0 for σ > 2.
In short, Figs. 3(a-c) show that the fixed-L LR-SRW

can correctly capture the Goldstone-mode physics in the
LRO phase of LR spin systems with continuous symme-
tries. Particularly, for σ = 2, the logarithmic scaling be-
haviors χk ∼ L2/ ln(L/L0) are observed in both 2D and
3D, which can hardly be attributed to finite-size correc-
tions. These low-T properties strongly suggest that the
LR-Heisenberg model has σ∗ = 2, separating the SR and
the nonclassical regimes.
Proposal of a general criterion– The FSS of χk in

Figs. 3(a-c) indicates that the two-point connected cor-
relation function, g(r, L) ≡ ⟨δ(0) · δ(r)⟩, admits a uni-
versal expression as Eq. (1), with δ(r) = h(r) − ⟨h⟩ for
LR-SRW and δ(r) = S(r)− ⟨S⟩ for LR-spin systems at
low-T, which is further numerically confirmed by simu-
lating the fixed-L LR-SRW and analyzing g(r, L) in 2D
and 3D (see SM for details).
We can then infer from Eq. (1) under what conditions

the Goldstone-mode fluctuations would destroy the LRO
in O(n) spin systems with n ≥ 2. For d < 2 and σ ≥ d,
the correlation function g(r) remains as a finite constant
or diverges as distance r increases, indicating that the
contribution of Goldstone modes to g(r) is significant and
can disrupt the LRO; the same occurs for d = 2 and
σ > 2. A special case is for (d, σ) = (2, 2), where g(r)
vanishes logarithmically and the LRO can emerge at low-
T. For d > 2, the system always exhibits the LRO, but
the low-T Goldstone-mode physics for σ ≤ 2 differs from
that for σ > 2. On this basis, we propose the following
general criterion for the O(n) spin systems with n ≥ 2:

• For d < 2, when σ < σ∗ = 2, the system resides in
the nonclassical regime and exhibits the LRO.

• For d = 2, when σ ≤ σ∗ = 2, the system resides in
the nonclassical regime and exhibits the LRO.

• For d > 2, the system resides in the nonclassical
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regime when σ ≤ σ∗ = 2, while maintaining the
LRO across all values of σ.

Discussion and outlook– We conduct large-scale simu-
lations of the 2D LR-Heisenberg model, and show that
for σ ≤ 2, it undergoes a second-order phase transition
at βc = 1.27 and develops the LRO for β > βc, consistent
with the recent results for the 2D LR-XY model [39, 40].
We then introduce the fixed-L LR-SRW model and find
that it can faithfully capture Goldstone-mode physics in
the LRO phase for σ ≤ 2 in 2D and for any σ > 0 in
3D, including, in particular, the logarithmic scaling at
σ = 2.. Finally, we conjecture Eq. (1) for the connected
correlation function in the LRO, and numerically confirm
it for the fixed-L LR-SRW in 2D and 3D. On this basis,
we propose a criterion in the (d, σ) plane, which can pre-
dict the emergence of the LRO and the nature of phase
transitions for LR systems with continuous symmetry.

To examine how general the proposed criterion is, we
further study the 2D LR uniform forest (UF) model (see
SM), which is a correlated bond-percolation model with
the constraint that no cycles exist. Despite involving no
spins, the LR-UF model can be formulated as a non-
linear sigma model with target space being the super-
sphere H

0|2, and thus possesses a continuous supersym-
metry [53, 54]. Interestingly, the 2D LR-UF and LR-
Heisenberg models behave analogously: they develop the
LRO via a continuous transition for σ ≤ 2, and exhibit
asymptotic freedom for σ > 2. This provides another
concrete example supporting our general criterion.

For σ = 2, while conflicting with the extended M-W
theorem that is essentially based on the logarithmic di-
vergence of GFFs, the emergence of the LRO in low-T LR
systems is well consistent with the fixed-L LR-SRW. We
note that, for σ > 2 in 2D, both the GFF and the fixed-
L LR-SRW description fail to correctly capture the low-
T physics in the LR-XY and LR-Heisenberg models, al-
though they can predict the absence of LRO. Specifically,
the XY model is effectively described by the sine-Gordon
model [55, 56] and the Heisenberg model is described by
the nonlinear sigma model [57, 58]. Therefore, we ar-
gue that the GFF description fails at the subtle case of
σ = 2, and that an appropriate treatment of the LR sine-
Gordon and the nonlinear sigma models is most probably
needed. Finally, it is also desired to reexamine the field
theoretical description of LR-O(n) spin models and the
associated RG calculations.
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Supplemental Material for

“Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking in Two-dimensional Long-range Heisenberg Model”

2D LR-HEISENBERG MODEL AT σ ≤ 2

In this section, we present supplemental results on the critical properties and low-temperature (low-T) behavior of
the 2D long-range (LR) Heisenberg model for σ ≤ 2 (specifically, at σ = 1.75, 1.875, and 2). As discussed in the main
text, these systems undergo a finite-temperature second-order phase transition to a long-range-ordered phase.

Figure S1 displays the critical characteristics for σ = 1.75, 1.875, and 2. The main panels show ξ/L as a function
of the inverse temperature β. In all cases, the pronounced crossing of curves for different system sizes L signifies a
second-order transition. The insets illustrate the finite-size scaling (FSS) of the pseudo-critical inverse temperature
βL—determined by fixing ξ/L near its critical value as a function of L. For each σ, βL converges toward the
thermodynamic critical point following a power-law decay βL − βc ∼ L−ω, further confirming the existence of a
finite-T phase transition. Specific parameter values are shown in Fig. S1.
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FIG. S1. Demonstration of the second-order phase transition for σ = 1.75 (a), 1.875 (b) and 2 (c). Main plots display the
second-order correlation length ratio (to the system size) ξ/L as a function of the inverse temperature β. The clear crossing
behavior among curves with different L signifies the existence of a second-order phase transition. The insets illustrate pseudo-
critical point βL when ξ/L is fixed at 0.65, 0.8 and 1 for σ = 1.75, 1.875 and 2. In all cases, βL exhibits power-law convergence
to a finite critical point.

Figure S2 demonstrates the presence of long-range order (LRO) at low temperatures for σ ≤ 2. Panels (a1), (b1),
and (c1) show the L dependence of the squared magnetization ⟨M2⟩. As discussed in the main text, Goldstone mode
analysis predicts that spatial correlations decay as ∼ rσ−d for σ < 2 and ∼ r2−d/ ln r for σ = 2. Consequently, in the
LRO phase, the finite-size scaling of ⟨M2⟩ is expected to follow:

⟨M2⟩ = c1 + c2L
σ−2 for σ < 2, (S1)

⟨M2⟩ = c1 + c2/ ln(L/L0) for σ = 2, (S2)

where c1, c2 represent different constants. Accordingly, panels (a1) and (b1) plot ⟨M2⟩ as a function of Lσ−2 for
σ = 1.75 and 1.875, respectively, while panel (c1) plots ⟨M2⟩ versus 1/ ln(L/L0) for σ = 2. In all cases, the data
exhibit linear scaling with a finite positive intercept as L → ∞, confirming spontaneous magnetization.

To mitigate finite-size effects, we analyze the rescaled magnetization defined as M2
r = ⟨M2⟩ − b⟨M2

k ⟩ with b > 0,
which eliminates the leading-order correction in ⟨M2⟩. As shown in Panels (a2), (b2), and (c2), M2

r converges to a
positive value via power-law scaling with increasing L for all cases. Furthermore, given the monotonic increase of M2

r

with L and the already positive values observed at the largest simulated system size, M2
r is unlikely to reduce to 0 in

the thermodynamic limit L → ∞. Since M2
r serves as a lower bound of the magnetization ⟨M2⟩, this result further

confirms the existence of LRO at low temperatures for σ ≤ 2.
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FIG. S2. Demonstration of LRO for σ = 1.75, 1.875 and 2. The upper figures display the L-dependence of the magnetization
⟨M2⟩. For σ = 1.75 (a1) and 1.875 (b1), ⟨M2⟩ converges to positive values as ∼ Lσ−2; for σ = 2 (c1), ⟨M2⟩ converges logarith-
mically to positive values with L0 = e−5.94, e−7.1, e−7.4 for β = 2, 4, 8. The lower figures displays the rescaled magnetization
M2

r = ⟨M2⟩ − b⟨M2

k ⟩ with b = 19, 40 for σ = 1.75 (a2), 1.875 (b2) and b = 152, 182, 182 for β = 2, 4, 8 in σ = 2 (c2). In all
cases, M2

r exhibits suppressed finite-size corrections and converges to a positive value in the L → ∞ limit.

GAUSSIAN FREE FIELD DESCRIPTION FOR GOLDSTONE MODE

The effective Hamiltonian of the LR-O(n) spin model in momentum space is given by [1]:

βH =

∫

ddq

(2π)d
(
t

2
+

K2

2
q2 +Kσq

σ)Ψ(q) ·Ψ(−q)+

∫

ddq1
(2π)d

∫

ddq2
(2π)d

∫

ddq3
(2π)d

u

Ψ(q1) ·Ψ(q2) ·Ψ(q3) ·Ψ(−q1 − q2 − q3),

(S3)

where q denotes a d-dimensional momentum variable and Ψ(q) is the Fourier transform of a locally defined n-
component spin field Ψ(x); t,K2,Kσ, and u are interacting parameters, and t varies linearly with the distance to
criticality.
As demonstrated in Fig. S2, the 2D LR-Heisenberg model with σ ≤ 2 exhibits spontaneous symmetry breaking

and Goldstone mode excitations at low temperatures. Upon spontaneous symmetry breaking, the field can be decom-
posed within a mean-field approximation into a finite longitudinal component Ψ =

√

−t/(4u) and small transverse
fluctuations ΨT :

Ψ(x) = Ψêl +ΨT (x)êt, (S4)

where êl and êt represent the longitudinal and transverse direction vectors, respectively. Substituting Eq. (S4) into
the Hamiltonian (S3) and retaining terms up to quadratic order yields the effective Hamiltonian for the transverse
modes [2]:

βH = V (
t

2
Ψ

2
+ uΨ

4
) +

1

V

∑

q

(Kσq
σ +

K2

2
q2) · |ΨT (q)|

2, (S5)

where V denotes the volume of the system. Therefore, the Hamiltonian of the transverse modes corresponds to a
Gaussian free field (GFF). For σ < 2, the long-range term Kσq

σ dominates the short-range q2 term in the infrared
limit (q → 0). This leads to a power-law decay of the two-point correlation function: g(r) ∼ rσ−d. However, at
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σ = 2, this GFF description breaks down due to the logarithmic infrared divergence of the transverse fluctuations,
which would theoretically destroy the LRO. Nevertheless, numerical simulations demonstrate robust LRO at σ = 2,
indicating that the simple GFF description is insufficient at the marginal point.

THE CORRELATION FUNCTION IN FIXED-L LR-SRW
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FIG. S3. FSS analysis of the correlation function for different σ in 2D fixed-L LR-SRW. The rescaled correlations – specifically
g(r), g(r) ln(r/0.1), and g(r)r0.25 for σ = 3 (a), 2 (b), and 1.75 (c), respectively – are plotted as a function of the scaled
distance r/L. The excellent collapse of curves for different system sizes L confirms the validity of the conjectured scaling form
in Eq. (S6).
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FIG. S4. FSS analysis of the correlation function for the 3D fixed-L LR-SRW with different σ. Rescaled correlation functions
– g(r)r, g(r)r ln(r/0.1), g(r)r1.25 for σ = 3 (a), 2 (b) and 1.75 (c) respectively – is plotted as a function of r/L. For σ = 3 and
2, the data for different system sizes collapse well onto a universal curve. For σ = 1.75, the minor deviations are attributed to
strong finite-size corrections. The overall collapse of the curves for different system sizes confirms the validity of the conjectured
scaling form in Eq. (S6).

In this section, we employ FSS analysis to validate the conjectured correlation function of fixed-L long-range simple
random walk (LR-SRW):

g(r, L) ∼







r2−d g̃(r/L), σ > 2,
r2−d/ ln r g̃(r/L), σ = 2,

rσ−d g̃(r/L), σ < 2.
(S6)

According to Eq. (S6), the appropriately rescaled correlations are expected to collapse onto a single master curve
g̃(x) when plotted against the scaling variable x = r/L. Specifically, for σ > 2, the correlation function g(r) is
rescaled as rd−2g(r); for σ = 2, as rd−2 ln(r/r0)g(r); and for σ < 2, as rd−σg(r). Figures S3 and S4 display the
rescaled correlation functions for d = 2 and d = 3, respectively, with σ = 3, 2 and 1.75. In the 2D case, data for all
values of σ exhibit excellent collapse across different system sizes. For the 3D systems, the data collapse is robust
for σ = 3 and 2. However, for σ = 1.75, minor deviations are observed in g̃(r/L) among different system sizes. We
attribute these deviations to strong finite-size corrections, as evidenced by the diminishing discrepancy with increasing
L. It is expected that the collapse quality will further improve with larger system sizes. Overall, the consistent data
collapse validates the conjectured scaling form given in Eq. (S6).
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2D LR SPANNING FOREST AT THE BOUNDARY CASE σ = 2

In the main text, we concluded that two-dimensional (2D) spin systems with continuous symmetry, when endowed
with LR interactions decaying as ∼ 1/rd+σ, undergo a second-order phase transition at σ = 2 and exhibit LRO at low
temperatures. In this section, we extend our investigation to a 2D geometric model, which also possesses continuous
symmetry – the uniform forest (UF) model.
The UF model is defined on a lattice where a configuration A consists of a spanning forest (a collection of acyclic

clusters). Each occupied bond is assigned a weight w. The partition function of the model can be written as:

Z =
∑

A

w|A|δc(A),0, (S7)

where the sum runs over all possible configurations A, |A| denotes the total number of bonds of A and the Kronecker
delta δc(A),0 enforces the constraint of zero cyclomatic number c(A) (i.e., no loops allowed). Field-theoretically,

the UF model can be described as a nonlinear sigma model with the target space being the supersphere H
0|2 [3,

4]. Renormalization group analyses indicate that for spatial dimension d ≥ 3, the UF model exhibits spontaneous
symmetry breaking of the H0|2 symmetry [5]. In the large-w regime (corresponding to the low-T phase), the two-point
correlation function decays algebraically due to the Goldstone modes associated with continuous symmetry breaking.
Analogous to the 2D Heisenberg model, the 2D short-range (SR) UF model lacks a finite-T phase transition and
exhibits asymptotic freedom.
When LR interactions are introduced, bonds between arbitrarily distant sites i and j can be occupied with a weight

w/rd+σ
ij . The partition function of the resulting LR-UF model becomes:

Z =
∑

A

∏

(i,j)

w

rd+σ
ij

δc(A),0, (S8)

where the product runs over all bonds (i, j) occupied in configuration A. Here, we study the phase transition and low-
T behavior of the 2D LR-UF model at σ = 2. Our results demonstrate that this system also undergoes a second-order
phase transition into an LRO phase at low temperatures. This result suggests that the conclusions drawn in the main
text are not limited to spin systems but apply broadly to models with continuous symmetry, thereby significantly
expanding the scope of our theoretical framework.
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1024

0 0.1 0.2

L−0.78
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9

10

wL

ξ/L = 1.2

FIG. S5. Second-order phase transition in the 2D LR-UF model at σ = 2. The main panel plots the correlation length ratio
ξ/L as a function of the weight w (analogous to the inverse temperature) for different system sizes L. The crossing of curves
for different Ls signifies a second-order phase transition near wc ≈ 7. The inset shows the FSS of the pseudo-critical point wL,
defined by the condition ξ/L = 1.2. The pseudo-critical point converges to the thermodynamic critical point wc ≈ 7 following
a power law ∼ L−0.78.

To characterize the phase transition, we introduce observables based on auxiliary Ising spins. The configuration of
the UF model consists of a set of clusters without loops. Analogous to the Fortuin-Kasteleyn (FK) representation
of the spin model [6], for each cluster in the configuration, we assign a spin value chosen uniformly at random from
{+1,−1}, and set si for all sites within that cluster to this value. Using the introduced spin variables, we then calculate
the magnetization density M2 = L−4|

∑

i si|
2, spin Fourier transform mode M2

k = L−4|
∑

i sie
ik·ri |, χk = L2⟨M2

k ⟩

and second-moment correlation length ξ = 1/[2 sin(|k|/2)]
√

⟨M2⟩/⟨M2
k ⟩ − 1.
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FIG. S6. Evidence of LRO and Goldstone modes in 2D LR-UF model at σ = 2 in the low-temperature phase (w = 15, 20, and
25; note that wc ≈ 7 from Fig. S5). (a) FSS of the rescaled magnetization M2

r = ⟨M2⟩ − b⟨M2

k ⟩ with b = 150. For all w, M2

r

converges to positive values scaling as ∼ L−0.45, confirming the existence of LRO. (b) The quantity L2/χk is plotted against L
on a semi-logarithmic scale. In all cases, the linear dependence implies L2/χk ∼ lnL, and hence χk ∼ L2/ ln(L/L0).

Figures S5 and S6 present the critical and low-temperature properties of the LR-UF model at σ = 2. Fig. S5
displays ξ/L as a function of the bond weight w. The distinct crossing of curves for different system sizes signifies a
second-order phase transition. By fixing ξ/L near its critical value, we analogously define the pseudo-critical point
wL. The inset shows the FSS of wL with increasing L, which converges to a finite value following a power law ∼ L−ω,
with ω = 0.78 obtained from data fitting, confirming the existence of a finite-T transition.

Figure S6 provides evidence for LRO and Goldstone modes at low temperatures. Panel (a) displays the FSS of
the rescaled magnetization M2

r = ⟨M2⟩ − b⟨M2
k ⟩ at different low temperatures. The convergence of M2

r to a positive
value acts as a lower bound for ⟨M2⟩, confirming LRO across the low-T regime. Panel (b) illustrates that at low
temperatures and for different w, the transverse susceptibility scales as χk ∼ L2/ ln(L/L0). This logarithmic scaling
is consistent with the presence of Goldstone modes in 2D systems with σ = 2, as in Fig. 3 in the main text.
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