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In this article, we have employed Monte Carlo simulations to study the Ising model on a two-
dimensional additive small-world network (A-SWN). The system model consists of a L × L square
lattice where each site of the lattice is occupied for a spin variable that interacts with the nearest
neighbor and has a certain probability p of being additionally connected at random to one of its
farther neighbors. The system is in contact with a heat bath at a given temperature T and it is
simulated by one-spin flip according to the Metropolis prescription. We have calculated the thermo-
dynamic quantities of the system, such as, the magnetization per spin mL, magnetic susceptibility
χL, and the reduced fourth-order Binder cumulant UL as a function of T for several values of lattice
size L and additive probability p. We also have constructed the phase diagram for the equilibrium
states of the model in the plane T versus p showing the existence of a continuous transition line
between the ferromagnetic F and paramagnetic P phases. Using the finite-size scaling (FSS) theory,
we have obtained the critical exponents for the system, where varying the parameter p, we have
observed a change in the critical behavior from the regular square lattice Ising model to A-SWN.

I. INTRODUCTION

At the beginning of the century, the Small-World ef-
fect observed by Milgram [1] came to prominence after
Watts and Strogatz [2] quantify their structural proper-
ties through graph theory. The Watts-Strogatz model
[2] (WS-model) is based on the idea that the vertices of
a graph are the network sites, and the edges are con-
nections between two sites of this network. As well, by
introducing a disorder parameter p, as the probability of
rewriting randomly each one of the connections in a reg-
ular lattice, we obtain the small-world network (SWN) in
specific regions of the interval 0 < p ≤ 1. These regions
of p in which we have the SWN regime, it is identified
when the network has the local clustering of a regular
lattice, but at the same time have an average distance
between any two sites of the network characteristic of a
random lattice [2].

The structural properties of the WS-model were in-
vestigated [2–7] and applied in the study of the disease
transmission with the probability reaching the epidemic
behavior [2, 4, 8], once in the Milgram experiment [1] is
suggested that on average, exist six intermediaries sep-
arating two people in the world, inducing that one high
infectious disease could spread across the whole planet in
about six incubation periods for the disease [8].

In addition to the WS-model, some variants of this
model were also developed to describe the properties of
an SWN. In one of these variants [4], there is a regular
square lattice where each site has n edges, i.e., degree n,
and with a certain probability p is possible to add long-
range interactions to each site in the network, being each
site able to receive n long-range interactions. Therefore,
we can obtain a small typical separation, while the clus-
tering property of the regular lattice is always preserved.
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A simplified version of this variant can be made if we
decrease the number of long-range interactions that each
site can receive. These variants are called additive SWN
(A-SWN), while we have the in the WS-model we have
defined the rewiring SWN (R-SWN) [2].

Since the first SWN model was proposed, these net-
works have been implemented in a variety of physical
models [9–12], including the Ising model, which was stud-
ied by Monte Carlo simulations with the A-SWN in 1D
[13, 14] and with the R-SWN in 1D, 2D e 3D [15, 16].
We also have exact and approximate analytical results
for the A-SWN and R-SWN in 1D [5, 17, 18]. These re-
sults in 1D show that an ordered to the disordered phase
transition is obtained for T 6= 0 with 0 < p ≤ 1, and for
1D, 2D e 3D is observed a change in the critical behavior
of the system by the addition of long-range interactions.

In this work, we have investigated the Ising model in a
two-dimensional A-SWN, where each site of the network
is occupied by a spin variable σ = 1/2 that can assume
values ±1. We limit by one the number of long-range
interactions that each site can receive with probability
p and dividing our network in two sublattices, each new
interaction created should connect these sublattices. A
similar model was proposed by Zhang and Novotny [19]
in his SW-model, where the long-range interactions are
completely random and always present on all sites of the
network, i.e., p is always 1. They have found a mean-field
critical behavior in his model, so here we will verify if the
limitation on the randomness of the long-range interac-
tions changes the predicted mean-field critical behavior
for p = 1, and what is the critical behavior of the system
in other points of the A-SWN regime, i.e., other regions
of p where the A-SWN behavior is also observed.

This article is organized as follows: In Section II, we
describe the network used and the Hamiltonian model of
the system. In Section III we present the Monte Carlo
simulation method used, some details concerning the sim-
ulation procedures, and the thermodynamic quantities of
the system necessary for the application of FSS analysis.
The behavior of the phase transitions, phase diagrams,
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the system and the A-SWN.
The black square dots indicate the sites on one of the sublattices,
the red square dots are the sites on the other sublattice, the solid
black lines are the nearest-neighbor interactions J between pairs
of spins, and the red-dashed lines are long-range interaction Jik
added to the network with a certain probability p. In a) we have
p = 0, i.e., the probability of adding a long-range interaction Jik to
any site on the lattice is zero, therefore, we have a regular square
lattice. b) p = 0.5, we are in the A-SWN regime because in ad-
dition to the conservation of C(p), and we also have an average
the short path length between network sites, through the short-
cuts created by the long-range interaction Jik added between the
sublattices. c) p = 1, all sites on the network have a long-range
interaction Jik connecting the two sublattices, and consequently,
it is the network with the shortest typical separation between the
sites on the network.

and critical exponents by FSS analysis are described in
Section IV, and finally, in Section V we present our con-
clusions.

II. MODEL

In this work, the studied model is the Ising model
with N = L2 spins σi = ±1 on a regular square lattice
L×L, with periodic boundary conditions, and a nearest-
neighbor ferromagnetic interaction of strength J (see Fig.
1(a)). On the other hand, using the same regular square
lattice N = L × L, with a certain probability p, we can
add one long-range interaction Jik to each site of the lat-
tice. To add the long-range interaction Jik, we divide the
system in two sublattices, where one sublattice plays the
role of central spins, while the other sublattice contains
the spins in which the central spins can connect, beyond
the nearest neighbors. Thus, to choose a long-range in-
teraction Jik for a site i, the sublattice of i will be the
sublattice of the central spins, then, we choose randomly
a site k from another sublattice. If the site k does not
be one of its nearest neighbors already naturally coupled
with i, we picked a random number 0 < r < 1, and if
r ≤ p (with p predefined), we couple the site k to the
neighbors of the site i, and for the site k we couple the
site i to its neighbors. The try to add a long-range in-
teraction Jik is made once to each site that do not have
a long-range interaction Jik in the network, and as re-
sult we have a network with average coordination number
z = 4 + p.

We can see the evolution of the system for some values
of p 6= 0 (see Fig. 1(b) and (c)). To reach the A-SWN
state as defined in WS-model with the R-SWN, we need

to have two structural properties on the network: 1) a
high clustering coefficient C(p), which is characteristic
of regular lattices and is defined as the ratio between
the number of connections among neighbors at any site
of the network and the possible number of connections
among this quantity of neighbors. 2) a small character-
istic length path l(p), which is observed in random net-
works and defined as the shortest distance between two
any sites of the network.

Thus, as our regular structure in p = 0 keeps unaltered,
we have a high C(p) for any value of p, and conform we
increase p, the long-range interaction Jik is added to the
network, creating shortcuts between the sites that be-
fore in the simple regular lattice would be more distant,
consequently decreasing the l(p) of the network. The
l(p) scales linearly l(p → 0) ∼ L/2, and logarithmically
l(p→ 1) ∼ ln(L1.77), being these regimes referred as the
“large-world” and “small-world” respectively. The cross-
over between these regimes occurs when the average num-
ber of shortcuts is about one, or in the other words, we
can say in the SWN regime when p ? L−2 [4]. Versed
on this, our study is based on p ≥ 0.25 values, where
the A-SWN is found and the decay of l as a function of p
undergoes less, i.e., having approximately the same value
of l.

The ferromagnetic Ising spin energy is described by the
Hamiltonian of the form

H = −J
∑
〈i,j〉

σiσj −
∑
〈i,k〉

Jikσiσk, (1)

where J is the nearest-neighbor ferromagnetic interac-
tion, Jik is the long-range interaction on the A-SWN.
The first sum is over all the pair of nearest-neighbor spins
on the square regular lattice and the second sum is made
over all the pairs of spins (i, k) connected through long-
range interaction on the A-SWN.

The long-range interaction Jik is distribute randomly
and satisfy the following probability distributions:

P (Jik) = (1− p)δ(Jik − 0) + pδ(Jik − J), (2)

where the term (1− p)δ(Jik − 0) indicated that one frac-
tion (1−p) of pairs of spins (i, k) on the lattice are free of
the long-range interactions, while the terms pδ(Jik − J)
indicated that one fraction p of pairs of spins (i, k) are
connected through a long-range interaction. Here, we
always are considering Jik = J = 1.

III. MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS

We simulate the system specified by the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1) on a L×L square lattice under periodic boundary
conditions applied in all directions. We have chosen the
initial state of the system with all spins aligned in the
same direction, and a new configuration is generated by
the following Markov process: for a given temperature T
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and an additive probability p, we choose a random spin
σi from the square lattice, and then run the one-spin
flip dynamic. In this dynamic the flipping probability is
dependent on the transition rate W (σi → σ′i), which is
given by the Metropolis prescription as follows

W (σi → σ′i) =

{
e(−∆E/kBT ) if ∆E > 0

1 if ∆E ≤ 0 ,
(3)

where ∆E is the change in energy after flipping the spin,
σi → σ′i, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and T the tem-
perature of the system. The new state is accepted if
∆E ≤ 0, in the case of ∆E > 0 we choose another ran-
dom number 1 < ξ < 0 and if ξ ≤ exp(−∆E/kBT )
the new state is also accepted, but if none of the con-
ditions are satisfied, we do not change the state of the
system. Repeating the Markov process N times, we have
one Monte Carlo Step (MCS). In our simulation, we have
waited for 2× 104 MCS for the system to reach the sta-
tionary state for all the lattice sizes. We used more 5×103

MCS to calculate the thermal averages of the quantities
of interest. The average over the samples was done using
25 independent samples for any lattices.

The measured thermodynamic quantities in our sim-
ulations are: magnetization per spin mL, magnetic sus-
ceptibility χL and reduced fourth-order Binder cumulant
UL:

mL =
1

N

[〈
N∑
i=1

σi

〉]
, (4)

χL =
N

kBT

[〈
m2
L

〉
− 〈mL〉2

]
, (5)

UL = 1−
[〈
m4
L

〉]
3
[
〈m2

L〉
2
] , (6)

where [. . .] denotes the average over the 25 samples and
〈. . .〉 is the thermal average over the 5 × 103 MCS. The
lattice sizes from L = 24 to L = 256 are simulates and
the data are analyzed via the FSS theory. The above-
defined quantities obey the following FSS relations in the
neighborhood of the critical temperature Tc:

mL = L−β/νm0(L1/νε), (7)

χL = Lγ/νχ0(L1/νε), (8)

UL = U0(L1/νε), (9)

where ε = (T − Tc)/Tc, and m0(L1/νε), χ0(L1/νε) and
U0(L1/νε) are scaling functions, and β, γ and ν are the
magnetization, magnetic susceptibility and length corre-
lation critical exponents, respectively. The derivative of
Eq. (9) with respect to the parameter T give us the fol-
lowing scaling relation:

U ′L = L1/ν U
′
0(L1/νε)

Tc
. (10)

We have determined the critical exponents β/ν, γ/ν
and ν from slope of a log-log plot of mL(Tc), χL(Tc) or
U ′L(Tc) versus lattice size L, respectively. We also have
used another alternative method to estimate the values of
the critical exponents, the data collapse from the scaling
functions [20–22].

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present the results for the magnetic
properties of the Ising model on a 2D A-SWN. The Ising
model is very useful to identify the phase transitions in
magnetic systems. This can be made by observing the
behavior of the magnetic susceptibility due to its discon-
tinuously at the critical point and thermodynamic limit.
On the other hand, computationally this limit is imprac-
ticable, so we use some techniques to study the critical
behavior for finite-size lattices [20–22]. One of these tech-
niques is to calculate the temperature T (χmaxL ) for the lo-
cations of the maxima magnetic susceptibility peaks for
each L and to plot versus L−1. The critical temperature
can be estimated from an infinite-size extrapolation in
according to T (χmaxL ) − Tc(∞) = αL−1. In addition, to
here we also have used the crossing of the reduced fourth-
order Binder cumulant UL for different lattice sizes L
to identify the critical temperature and the second-order
phase transition in the system [23]. For L −→ ∞, we
have that U∞ → 2/3 in the ordered phase, and U∞ → 0
in the disordered phase. We observed a singular point
independent of the lattice sizes and correspond to the
critical point of the phase transitions [20–23]. The criti-
cal temperature obtained by this method is in agreement
with those obtained from the maxima of the magnetic
susceptibility.

In the A-SWN regime (0 < p ≤ 1), we have used
p = 0.25, p = 0.50, p = 0.75 and p = 1 to study the criti-
cal behavior of the system. The best results are obtained
from p = 1 and p = 0.75, where the majority quan-
tity of the sites contains the same coordination number
z = 5. In Fig. 2, we can see the finite-size behavior of
some thermodynamic quantities, such as the magnetiza-
tion mL, the fourth-order Binder cumulant UL, and the
magnetic susceptibility χL as a function of temperature T
and for several lattice sizes L, in the A-SWN regime with
p = 0.75. The finite-size behavior is observed when the
magnetization vanishes with increasing the temperature
T (see Fig. 2(a)) and the magnetic susceptibility presents
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Figure 2. Finite-size behavior of the a) magnetization mL, b)
fourth-order Binder cumulant UL, and c) magnetic susceptibility
χL as a function of temperature T for several lattice sizes L, as
indicated in the figures. Here, we have used a fixed additive prob-
ability p = 0.75. The error bars are within the symbol size.

a peak around the critical temperature Tc, which grows
in height with the increase of L indicating the existence
of a phase transition (see Fig. 2(c)). The position of the
magnetic susceptibility peaks can be defined at a pseudo-
critical temperature T (χmaxL ). The T (χmaxL ) approaches
Tc(∞) of the system when L → ∞. To study the phase
transition in more detail, we also used the fourth-order
cumulants UL intersection method to determine the value
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Figure 3. a) Magnetization mL, b) fourth-order Binder cumulant
UL, and c) magnetic susceptibility χL as a function of temperature
T for two different lattice sizes L = 256 (4) and L = 24 (×), and
for several values of p, as indicated in the figures. The error bars
are within the symbol size.

of temperature at which the transition occurs. In order
to find the critical temperature, we display in Fig. 2(b)
the cumulants UL(T ) vs temperature T for several system
sizes L. For example, our estimate for the dimensionless
critical temperature is Tc = 3.73± 0.02.

In Fig. 3, we observed the same behavior of the finite-
size lattice of the magnetization mL (Fig. 3(a)), the
fourth-order Binder cumulant UL (Fig. 3(b)), and the
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Figure 4. Extrapolation of temperatures obtained by a lattice with
the linear size 24 ≤ L ≤ 256 as L→∞, for different values of p, as
indicated in the figures. We have found critical temperature Tc(∞)

for L → ∞ (see in Table I). The error bars are within the symbol
size.

magnetic susceptibility χL (Fig. 3(c)) as a function of
temperature T for other values of p (0 ≤ p ≤ 1). In this
case, we present only two different lattice sizes L = 256
and L = 24. Together with the values of p in the A-SWN
regime (0 < p ≤ 1), we also calculate p = 0, which is a
very know result of the two-dimensional Ising model in
the regular lattice, and it is calculated here by compari-
son with the different critical behaviors.

The infinite-size extrapolation of the magnetic suscep-
tibility peaks at the critical point can be seen in Fig. 4
for some values p selected here. The values of Tc(∞)
obtained by extrapolation of T (χmaxL ) for the linear size
24 ≤ L ≤ 256 with L→∞ can be found in Table I, and
the TUc calculated by the crossing of the UL curves can be
seen in Table II, both for the different values of p. In rela-
tion to Tc, we can see an agreement with the two methods
utilized here. When we increase the additive probability
p, also increase the Tc of the system due to addiction of
long-range interaction Jik to the system and this conse-
quently increase the mean coordination number of the
A-SWN. With p = 1 all the sites have one long-range
interaction Jik, therefore, the coordination number z is
the same obtained in the SW-model studied in reference
[19]. We can see that the critical temperature obtained
here Tc(∞) = 3.79 ± 0.02 agrees with that obtained in
the Ref. [19], showing that the sublattices do not change
the critical behavior of the system and it is subjected to
the same random long-range interaction Jik.

We also have constructed the phases diagram showing
the behavior of temperature T as a function of the addi-
tion probability p, and can be seen in Fig. 5. The phase
diagram presents the F ferromagnetic and P paramag-
netic phases and the full black line represents a second-
order transition line. We can see the critical tempera-
ture increases with the addition of Jik, beginning from
the standard Ising model in p = 0, and increasing log-

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
2

2.5

3

3.5

4

p

T

P

F

Figure 5. Phases diagram of the Ising model on a 2D A-SWN,
in the temperature T vs additive probability p plane. F and P

are the ferromagnetic and paramagnetic phases, respectively. The
red-square dots represent second-order phase transition points and
full black line is a guide to the eyes. The error bars are within the
symbol size.

aritmicaly in order to T ∼ ln(p0.45) for p & 0.1 until
p = 1.

The critical point and the critical exponents for a phase
transition can be determined using the FSS analysis. We
calculated the critical exponents of the system by the
slope of the best fit in the log-log plot using the scaling
relations Eq. (7), (8), and (10). From the slope of the
log-log plot for the magnetizationmL at the critical point
for the different lattice sizes L as indicated in Eq. (7),
we found the ratio −β/ν, and can be seen in Fig. 6(a).
In the same way, the slope of the log-log plot of the Eq.
(8) give us the relation γ/ν (see Fig. 6(b)), and for the ν
exponent related to the correlation length of the system,
we used the derivative of the cumulant of the scaling
relations Eq. (10), where its slope in the log-log plot give
us the relation 1/ν, see Fig. 6(c) [20–22]. The log-log plot
for scaling relations for the some select values of p can be
seen in the Fig. 6, which are in the A-SWN regime and
for p = 0 in contrast to the critical behavior in a regular
lattice and the A-SWN. As our interest is in the slope
of the log-log plot, we changed the linear coefficients of
the straight lines to separate the lines and thus making
it easier for the reader to see the fits.

We also have employed another procedure such that a
family of curves mL(T ) and χL(T ) collapse onto a single
curve, the scaling functions m0(L1/νε) and χ0(L1/νε) re-
spectively, as well as possible [20–22]. In this procedure,
the best fitting can be obtained by adjusting the critical
exponents in the log-log plot of the isolated scaling func-
tions as a function of its variable L1/νε. Thus the critical
exponents that best collapse the curves are the possible
critical exponents of the system, having the verification
of the exponent νm and νχ (ver isso) by the magneti-
zation and magnetic susceptibility collapsed curves, re-
spectively. For the values of T , we have ε > 0 and ε < 0,
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Figure 6. The log-log plots of a)mL(Tc), b) χL(Tc), and c) UL(Tc)
vs L, at the critical point and for different values of p, as shown in
the figures. The dotted lines are the best fit for the data points.
From these slopes, we have obtained the critical exponents β/ν,
γ/ν, and ν as can see in Table I. The error bars are within the
symbol size.

resulting in two curves on the data collapse, where the
best collapse should be near critical point and for the
largest values of L, because is in this region that the
scale relations are defined.

The best data collapse was obtained for p = 0.75, and
they are present in Fig. 7. In this figure, we have dis-
played the collapsed curve for the magnetization mL(T )
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Figure 7. Finite-size scaling (full data collapse) for the a) magne-
tization mL and b) magnetic susceptibility χL for different values
of L as indicated in the figures. The parameter ε is defined by
ε = (T − Tc)/Tc. The dashed lines represent the asymptotic be-
havior of the scaling functions. The optimal values obtained for
the critical exponents β, γ, νm, and νχ can see in Table II for the
case p = 0.75. The error bars are within the symbol size.

(Fig. 7(a)) and for the magnetic susceptibility χL(T )
(Fig. 7(b)), and in both figures we have two curves rep-
resenting the data with ε < 0 and ε > 0. The data mag-
netization for ε < 0 corresponds to the slope Θ = β, and
the data for ε > 0 we have the slope Θ = β − ν. On the
other hand, for the magnetic susceptibility in both cases
we have the slope Θ = −γ, being the superior curve
referent to T < Tc and the inferior curve are data for
T > Tc. For the other values of p, we have obtained the
best-fitting and the collapsed curves for the lattice sizes
L = 24 and L = 256, which can be seen in Fig. 8(a) for
mL(T ) and in Fig. 8(b) for χL(T ).

The results for critical exponents obtained by the best
fit of the log-log plots of thermodynamic quantities near
Tc are exhibited in Table I and the critical exponents
based on the data collapses are shown in Table II. In the
both methods we found equivalent values for the critical
exponent for each p, being the best results here based
on the data collapse, i.e., due to the fact that the values
are approximately closer to the values of the Ising model
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Figure 8. Finite-size scaling (full data collapse) for the a) magne-
tization mL and b) magnetic susceptibility χL for different values
of p as indicated in the figures. The parameter ε is defined by
ε = (T − Tc)/Tc. The dashed lines represent the asymptotic be-
havior of the scaling functions. The critical exponents used here
are presented in Table II and they were obtained using the best
data collapse for all the lattice sizes. Here, we exhibit only the
lattice size L = 24 (+) and L = 256 (�). The error bars are within
the symbol size.

in the regular lattice. When p = 0, we have the known
critical exponents of the 2D Ising model (regular square
lattice) for exact solutions and Monte Carlo simulations
[24] and given by β = 1/8, γ = 7/4 and ν = 1. On the
other hand, when we increase the addition probability p,
the Jik change these critical exponents until to reach the
mean-field behavior as observed in Ref. [19], β = 1/2,
γ = 1 and ν = 1/2 (using L2 = N in the scaling rela-
tions instead of only L). We also can observe a smooth
variance of these exponents along the A-SWN regime,
tending to the regular lattice Ising model exponents as
the p decrease.

We know that the critical exponents are not indepen-
dent of each other, but related by simple scaling relations.
The scaling relation well-called is the hyperscaling rela-
tion d = 2β/ν + γ/ν (scaling laws in which the spatial
dimension d appears explicitly) and which give us the
spatial dimension d of the system [24]. Therefore, with

the hyperscaling relation, we can see that the system has
approximately the same critical exponents in the A-SWN
regime (see Table I and II for 0 < p ≤ 1) and its spa-
tial dimension is d ∼= 2.0. The universality class can be
defined as the complete set of exponents at the phase
transition, as in the case of the second-order phase tran-
sition, where very different systems from each other can
share the same set of critical exponents. In general, these
systems share the same spatial dimensions, symmetries,
and range interactions. Thus, here we have a system with
the same symmetries (up-down) and spatial dimension-
ality d = 2 but the range of interactions can be differ-
ent by adding the long-range interactions Jik. Therefore,
here we have a system with a set of critical exponents,
and consequently indicating a universality class from the
mean-field critical exponents of Ising-like systems, for the
A-SWN regime (0 < p ≤ 1).

Table I. Critical exponents obtained by the best fit of the log-log
plots of termodynamic quantities near Tc (see Fig. 6), Tc(∞) based
in the values of the infinite-lattice critical temperature (see Fig. 4)
and for the different values of p.

p β/ν γ/ν ν Tc(∞)

0 0.120± 0.007 1.64± 0.08 1.00± 0.09 2.27± 0.03

0.25 0.44± 0.08 1.03± 0.06 1.14± 0.08 3.19± 0.04

0.5 0.45± 0.03 1.08± 0.03 1.05± 0.06 3.54± 0.04

0.75 0.49± 0.01 1.01± 0.02 1.00± 0.09 3.73± 0.01

1 0.54± 0.01 0.95± 0.02 1.02± 0.08 3.79± 0.02

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have developed the Monte Carlo
simulations to study of thermodynamic quantities and
critical behavior of the Ising model on a 2D A-SWN.
With the thermodynamic quantities and the fourth-order
Binder cumulant we have obtained the critical point of
the second-order phase transitions in the A-SWN regime
(0 < p ≤ 1). The ordered to disordered phase transi-
tions result in a phase diagram from the ferromagnetic
F to paramagnetic P phase transitions, in which we can
observe an increase in the critical temperature Tc of the
system as the addition of the long-range interactions Jik.
Through Monte Carlo simulations and finite-size scaling
arguments, we calculated the static critical exponents β,
γ, and ν, and we concluded that based on the critical
exponents, this model is in the same universality class
of the pure Ising model in two dimensions on mean-field
approximation in the A-SWN regime (0 < p ≤ 1). How-
ever, we also have obtained the critical exponents for the
system in the case p = 0, and we have observed that the
system has a critical behavior from the regular square
lattice Ising model with critical exponents calculated us-
ing exact calculation and Monte Carlo simulation. Our
results, of the change in Tc and the mean-field behav-
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Table II. Critical exponents obtained by the best data collapse (see Fig. 7 and Fig. 8), TUc based on the crossing of the UL curves for
different lattice sizes L and for the several values of p. The spatial dimension is calculated by hyperscaling relation d = 2β/ν + γ/ν.

p β γ νm νχ TUc d

0 0.125± 0.002 1.75± 0.05 1.00± 0.05 1.00± 0.05 2.27± 0.01 2.0

0.25 0.44± 0.04 1.12± 0.05 0.95± 0.05 1.05± 0.09 3.18± 0.03 2.0

0.5 0.45± 0.03 1.15± 0.03 0.95± 0.05 1.05± 0.03 3.54± 0.02 2.05

0.75 0.48± 0.02 1.02± 0.03 0.98± 0.04 0.98± 0.04 3.73± 0.02 2.02

1 0.52± 0.03 1.00± 0.04 0.98± 0.03 1.00± 0.03 3.79± 0.01 2.06

ior is in agreement with the observed behavior of disor-
der with shortcuts added to the Ising model in R-SWN
and A-SWN [5, 14, 16, 17, 19]. Therefore, the direction
in the long-range interactions between sublattices of the

network, do not change the SWN behavior, being that
the Ising Model on a 2D A-SWN scales logarithmically
as a function of p to the mean-field critical behavior.
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