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QCD phase diagram: an overview M. Stephanov

1. Introduction

Quantum Chromodynamics is a remarkable theory. It is a oo practical example of the
triumph of the quantum field theory. Asymptotic freedom woQCD to be consistent down to
arbitrary short distance scale, enabling us to define thaeryheompletely in terms of the funda-
mental microscopic degrees of freedom — quarks and gluonis. findamental definition is very
simple, yet the theory describes a wide range of phenomeran-the mass spectrum of hadrons
to deep-inelastic processes. As such, QCD should alsogsoss#l defined thermodynamic prop-
erties. The knowledge of QCD thermodynamics is essentighfounderstanding of such natural
phenomena as compact stars and laboratory experimenigiimycelativistic heavy-ion collisions.

Full analytical treatment of QCD is very difficult becauseglecting quark masses, this theory
has no numerically small fundamental parameters. The oadggendent intrinsic scale in this the-
ory is the dynamically generated confinement séalep ~ 1fm~L. In certain limits, in particular,
for large values of the external thermodynamic parametargpératurel” and/or baryo-chemical
potentialug, when thermodynamics is dominated by short-distance QGlamtycs, the theory can
be studied analytically, due to the asymptotic freedom., Batseen below, the most interesting
experimental region of parameteffsand g is that of order\gcp.

The above makes first principle lattice approaches, whichalaely on small parameter ex-
pansions, an invaluable and the most powerful tool in sagl@CD thermodynamics. In addition,
the domain where all relevant time/distance (or energy/emdom) scales are similar is especially
suited for a lattice study (accommodating a wide scale windmuld require a correspondingly
large lattice).

The full potential of lattice methods is close to being readi as far as the study of QCD at
ug = 0is concerned. The main practical problems in this reginecemmodating sufficiently light
quarks and approaching the continuum limit — are being nuéthtly and successfully addressed
through the use of improved lattice discretization scherasswell as advances in algorithm and
hardware technology.

The status of thermodynamics of QCDmakn-zero g is different. The main impediment to
lattice simulations is the notorious sign problem, disedsi® Section 3:1. No method devised so
far is known, or expected, to converge to the correct phi/sesalt as the infinite volume limitis ap-
proached afixed ug # 0. However, since the most interesting structure of the QB#&sp diagram
(phase transitions and critical points) lie at nonzggoany progress in this direction is especially
valuable. Existing lattice methods generically rely orveteextrapolations fromug = 0. These
techniques yield interesting results in the regime of snhall already experimentally relevang.

A contemporary view of the QCD phase diagram is shown in‘Fidt & a compilation of a
body of results from model calculations, empirical nuclglaysics, as well as first principle lattice
QCD calculations and perturbative calculations in asymnptegimes.

Several reviews in these proceedings, in addition to aaigiontributions, are devoted to re-
cent progress in lattice studies of QCD thermodynamics.. [éfreviews thermodynamics of
QCD atup = 0. Ref. [2] discusses lattice results at smajl In addition, Ref[3] describes resent
progress in uncovering phase structure of QCD at laggeelevant to the physics of compact stars,
and outlines targets of opportunity for potential futuritid@ studies in this domain.
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This report provides an overview of the structure of the Q@Bge diagram based on available
theoretical (lattice and model calculations) and phenaiogical input. Some of the recent lattice
results reported separately in this volume are also briéfigudsed in Section 4.

2. The phase diagram

Thermodynamic properties of a system are most readily ezprkin terms of a phase diagram
in the space of thermodynamic parameters — in the case of Q&Daf L phase diagram. Each
point on the diagram corresponds to a stable thermodynastie, €haracterized by various ther-
modynamic functions, such as, e.g., pressure, baryontgeasi (as well as kinetic coefficients,
e.g., diffusion or viscosity coefficients, or other propestof various correlation functions).

Static thermodynamic quantities can be derived from thditipar function — a Gibbs sum
over eigenstates of QCD Hamiltonian, which can be alterabtiexpressed as a path integral in
Euclidean space:

2T, ) = zexp{ “BB"}: [ 74..4" expt-s:) (2.1)

wherea labels states with enerdy, and baryon numbeB,. The path integral is over color gauge
(gluon) fieldsA, periodic in Euclidean time with period/T’, and quarks fields, antiperiodic with
the same period. The Euclidean action given by

Sk = Sym + / d*x ¢'D 2.2)
q= ud s

whereSyw [A] is the SU(3) Yang-Mills action and, in the chiral Weyl basige Dirac spinors and

matrix are
qr g-D my
= and D= — 2.3
<6ZR> ( my GT-D> Hq (2:3)

whereoy, = (1,i0), Dy, = 0, — iAy, andp, = Hg/3.

2.1 Chiral symmetry argument

In the chiral limit — the idealized limit when 2 lightest gkaru andd, are taken to be massless,
the Lagrangian of QCD acquires chiral symmetry SW{3U(2)k, corresponding to SU(2) flavor
rotations of(u;.,d; ) and(ug,dg) doublets independently. The ground state of QCD breakshina c
symmetry spontaneously locking SU{2and SU(2} rotations into a single vector-like SU{2)
(isospin) symmetry and generating 3 massless Goldstonelpsealar bosons — the pions. The
breaking of the chiral symmetry is a non-perturbative pinegon.

At sufficiently high temperaturé@ >> Aqcp, due to the asymptotic freedom of QCD, pertur-
bation theory around the approximation of the gas of freelguand gluons (quark-gluon plasma
— QGP) should become applicable. In this regime chiral sytnme not broken. Thus we must
expect a transition from a broken chiral symmetry vacuuregtaa chirally symmetric equilibrium
state at some temperatufg~ Aqcp. The transition is akin to the Curie point in a ferromagnet —
where the rotational O(3) symmetry is restored by thermatdiations (chiral O(4)=SU(XSU(2)
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Figure 1: Phase diagram of QCD with massless quarks dictated by tha siimmetry argument. The order
of the transition (solid magenta line) is not determinedtiy simplest argument.

symmetry in QCD). Thermodynamic functions of QCD must begsiar at the transition point —
as always when the transition separates thermodynamessiatlifferent global symmetry.

Thus, the region of broken chiral symmetry on gz phase diagram must be separated from
the region of the restored symmetry by a closed boundaryagrsim Fig.:1.

2.2 Pisarski-Wilczek argument

The chiral symmetry argument alone is not sufficient to deiee theorder of the temperature
driven chiral symmetry restoration transition. A more elatte argument, based on universality,
advanced by Pisarski and Wilczek [4] asserts that the tiansiannot be of second order fafiree
massless quarks.

In a simplified form, the logic of Ref.J4] is as follows. Let mssume that the transition is of
the second order. Then the critical behavior of the systemgfdistance behavior of correlation
functions, singular contributions to thermodynamic fims, etc.) is determined by the long-
wavelength modes which, in the case of the second ordeittcemis a theory withi light quarks,
are theNf2 — 1 pions of the spontaneously broken @), axial flavor symmetry plus the critical
mode — the magnitude of the chiral condensate ¢gq.

Universality implies that the critical behavior is the saasdn any local theory in 3 dimensions
with the same global symmetry breaking pattern and the saef €ritical modes. In our case,
a representative example of the universality class is aivgk(SU®;) sigma model of amv; x
Ni matrix-valued field®. It turns out, that forV; = 3, the model cannot be critical: there is a
relevant operator cubic in the order parameter fieldsxl@thich always destabilizes the symmetric
minimum of the effective potential fo via a first order transition, before the curvature of the
minimum vanishes (i.e., before criticality is reached).nkl® QCD withN; = 3 massless quark
flavors must undergo fést order chiral restoration transition.

2.3 N; = 2 chiral limit and tricritical point

Formwo massless quarks the transition can be either second or first orderatisé and model
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Figure 2: The order of the chiral symmetry restoration transitionZanassless and one massive quarks.
The dashed line (red) is the second order transition, thid Boé (blue) is the first order transition. In the
low T region: chiral symmetry is broken in nuclear matter. Detail the phase structure at higla are
omitted.

calculations show, both possibilities are realized dejpendn the value of the strange quark mass
m, and/or the baryo-chemical potentja.

The point on the chiral phase transition line where the tt@mschanges order is called tri-
critical point, see Fig..2. The location of this point is orfetiee unknowns of the QCD phase
diagram with 2 massless quarks. In fact, even the order ofréimsition atug = 0, which many
older and recent studies suggest is of the second orderdamsh Fig.2) is still being questioned
(see review by Heller in this volumei[1]).

Neither can it be claimed reliably (model or assumption patelently) that the transition, if it
begins as a 2nd order g = 0, changes to first order. However, numerous model calonsghow
this is the case (Sectidn B.4). Lattice calculations algpstt such a picture. Recent advances
in the understanding of QCD at loWw and largeu, reviewed in {3], also point at a first order
transition (at low?’, high-ug) from nuclear matter to color-superconducting quark maitese.
Fig. 2 reflects this consensus.

At low temperature, nuclear matter (which is expected totheb®und in the chiral limit)
should be placed on the broken symmetry side of the chimasitian line as shown in Fig; 2.

2.4 Physical quark masses and crossover

When the up and down quark masses are set to their observiedviihiies, the diagram as-
sumes the shape sketched in Fig. 3. The second order toankite (where there was one) is
replaced by a crossover — the criticality needed for therstaoder transition in Fig. 2 requires
tuning chiral symmetry breaking parameters (quark magsezdro. In the absence of the exact
chiral symmetry (broken by quark masses) the transitiomfiaw- to high-temperature phases of
QCD need not proceed through a singularity. Lattice sinmuiatdo indeed show that the transition
is a crossover fopp = 0 (most recently and decisively Ref.[5], see also Ref.[tHoeview)?

IThis fact is technically easier to establish than the ordlénetransition in the chiral limit — taking the chiral limit
is an added difficulty.
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Figure 3: The contemporary view of the QCD phase diagram — a semidatwgi sketch.

This transitional crossover region is notoriously diffictd describe or model analytically
— description in terms of the hadronic degrees of freedomo(rance gas) breaks down as one
approaches crossover temperature (often call@¢dand the dual description in terms of weakly
interacting quarks and gluons does not become valid untiimiigher temperatures. Recent ter-
minology for the QCD state near the crossovEr (1—2)T;) is strongly coupled quark-gluon
plasma (sQGP).

Transport properties of SQGP have attracted considerdigetian. For example, generally,
the shear viscosity) is a decreasing function of the coupling strength. The dsiueress ratio of
n /h to the entropy density tends to infinity asymptotically far on either side of thessover —in
dilute hadron gasI{ — 0) and in asymptotically free QGR (— ). Near the crossover /s should
thus be expected to reach a minimurh [6]. The viscosity cambieictly determined in heavy
ion collisions by comparing hydrodynamic calculations xperimental data. Such compariseh [7]
indeed indicates that the viscosity (per entropy densitihie “crossover liquid” is relatively small,
and plausibly is saturating the lower bound conjecturedjn [

2.5 Physical quark masses and the critical point

The first order transition line is now ending at a point knowrtae QCD critical point or end
point? The end point of a first order line is a critical point of the @ed order. This is by far
the most common critical phenomenon in condensed mattesiggiyMost liquids possess such
a singularity, including water. The line which we know as thater boiling transition ends at
pressurep = 218 atm and” = 374 C. Along this line the two coexisting phases (water and vapor
become less and less distinct as one approaches the endtpeidensity of water decreases and
of vapor increases), resulting in a single phase at thist jaoid beyond.

In QCD the two coexisting phases are hadron gas (I&yeand quark-gluon plasma (higher
T). What distinguishes the two phases? As in the case of watevapor, the distinction is only

2The QCD critical point is sometimes also referred te/asal critical point which sets it apart from another known
(nuclear) critical point, the end-point of the transitia@parating nuclear liquid and gas phases (see,Fig. 3). This po
occurs at much lower temperatur€$10MeV ) set by the scale of the nuclear binding energies.
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guantitative, and more obviously so as we approach thearoint. Since the chiral symmetry is
explicitly broken by quark masses, the two phases cannoistiaglished by realizations (broken
vs restored) of any global symmetty.

It is worth pointing out that beside the critical point, theage diagram of QCD in Fig. 3 has
other similarities with the phase diagram of water. A nuntfesrdered quark matter phases must
exist in the lowT high-ug region, which are akin to many (more than 10) confirmed phates
ice. For asymptotically larggg, QCD with 3 quark flavors must be in color-flavor locked (CFL)
state [9, 3].

3. Locating the critical point: theory

The critical point is a well-defined singularity on the phdsegram, and it appears as an attrac-
tive theoretical, as well as experimental, target to shbof heoretically, finding the coordinates
(T, up) of the critical point is a straightforwardly defined task. YWeed to calculate the partition
function of QCD given by Eq. (2.1) and find the singularity responding to the end of the first
order transition line. But it is easier said than done.

Of course, calculating such an infinitely dimensional indégnalytically is beyond present
reach. Numerical lattice Monte Carlo simulations is an obsitool to choose for this task. At
zero g Monte Carlo method allows us to determine the equation ¢ stbBQCD as a function of
T (and show that the transition is a crossover). Howevefna¢ Lip the Nature guards its secrets
better.

3.1 Importance sampling and the sign problem

The notorious sign problem has been known to lattice MontdoGaperts since the early
days of this field. Calculating the partition function usiktpnte Carlo method hinges on the
fact that the exponent of the Euclidean acti§inis a positive-definite function of its variables
(values of the fields on the lattice). This allows one to lingtculation to a relatively small set of
field configurations randomly picked with probability profional to the value of ex-Sg). The
number of such configurations needed to achieve reasonatleagy is vastly smaller than the total
number of possible configurations. The latter is expontyiiarge in the sizé/ of the system, or,
the number of the degrees of freedom: @gmstV). The method, also known as importance
sampling, utilizes the fact that the vast majority of thesafigurations contribute a tiny fraction
because of the exponential suppression by(e$p). Only configurations with sizable ekp Sg)
are important.

In QCD with g # 0 the Monte Carlo actioSyc (playing the role ofSg) is complex. With
Smc complex, how does one pick important configurations? A nundbevays to circumvent
the problem have been tried. For example, using the modulexpm—Swc) as a measure of
importance, or the value of ekpSuc) atzero Ug, when it is still positive. Unfortunately, none
of the methods can be expected to converge to correct reghlthve increasing lattice volume,

3Deconfinement, although a useful concept to discuss thsitiam from hadron to quark-gluon plasma, strictly
speaking, does not provide a distinction between the phagdth quarks, even in vacuuni' (= 0) the confining
potential cannot rise infinitely — a quark-antiquark pagdrted into the color flux tube breaks it. The energy requied
separate two test color charges from each other is finiteitthre dynamical quarks.
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unless this limit is not accompanied by an exponential(expstV) increase of the number of
configurations, rendering Monte Carlo technique useless.

3.2 The overlap problem

To demonstrate the problem, consider the most straightfi@hattempt to circumvent it —
reweighting* We cannot obtain a correctly weighted sample of importanfigarations directly
at ug # 0. But we still can app = 0. So, we take thgg = 0 sample and offset incorrect probability
by multiplying the contribution of each configuration by atfar exd+Sg|,—0— Sg). This is exact
in the limit when the sample contaia# possible configurations.

The problem is in the size of the sample needed for a MonteoGarinputation ay — oo,
The method uses the fact thatfatite volumeV, even atug = 0, the configurations important
for ug #~ 0 pop up, but with a very small probability. This probabilis/exponentially small as
volumeV — oo: exp(—const V). When we calculate the partition function the reweightiagtér
is correcting for that, and is therefore exponentially éaffipr the complexuc, both he magnitude
and the complex phase are). Fluctuations, or statistidgabno the exponentially tiny number of
the rare important configurations completely washes ousitir@ficance of the result.

In layman’s terms, imagine that we want to study ice, but aag mn experiments at normal
room temperature and pressure. Using the reweighting methanalogous to trying to glimpse
the information by waiting for rare configurations when ha# tvater molecules accidentally gather
in one corner of the lab, forming a chunk of ice. The amounirogétthat this experiment would
require is exponentially large 85— .

3.3 Complex determinant

Why is the Monte Carlo action in QCD complex and what can beedalbout it? To see,
integrate over the quark fields ip {2.1) explicitly and obtai

7 / JA &5 [ detd = / DA ¢ Sve 3.1)
q
where (as in Eq.(2.3) and using the propedty= —D):
o-D—U m,
D= 4 4 3.2
( Mg _(U‘D)T—Hq> 42)

For i, = 0 each quark determinant in Eg. (3.1) is manifestly positive
detD = def(o - D)(0-D)"+m3] > 0. (3.3)

The positivity (and even reality) is lost if, # 0. This is the sign problem.

However, the following still holdgdetD(y,))* = detD(—p,). This opens two possibilities
for the measure in the Euclidean path integral:(3.1) to renpaisitive forp, # 0: (a) if y, is
imaginary; or (b) if there are two degenerate quarks, eig+ m,; andu, = — Uy, which is what
happens with the chemical potentjgl of isospinls, or in phase-quenched QCD. Both alternatives
are being exploited to glimpse into the regimg # 0, yet unaccessible to direct Monte Carlo. In
particular, the recent results from the simulations atdipjtare reported in Ref.[11]. Simulations
at imaginaryu; are discussed further in Section'4.2.

4For QCD at finiteug this method is known as the “Glasgow method” (reviewed in FR:ls(:i]).
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Figure 4: Comparison of predictions for the location of the QCD cdtipoint on the phase diagram. Black
points are model predictions: NJLa89, NJLb89, = [12], CO943, [i4], INJL98 —[15], RM98 —i[i6],
LSMO1, NJLO1 —[17], HBO2 —[1:8], CITO2 + 9], 3NJLO5 /- [20NPLO6 — [21]. Green points are lattice
predictions: LRO1, LR04 —]22], LTEO3 4 [23], LTEO4 & [24]. &hwo dashed lines are parabolas with
slopes corresponding to lattice predictions of the sldpgd 3 of the transition line az = 0 [23,,25].
The red circles are locations of the freezeout points fovhé collisions at corresponding center of mass
energies per nucleon (indicated by labels in GeV) — Seo'gh'on 5

3.4 Predictions from models

In the absence of a controllable (i.e., systematically ompble and converging in tHé — oo
limit) method to simulate QCD at nonzerg, one turns to model calculations. Many such calcula-
tions have been done 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, 20, 24lr&¥ summarizes the results. One
can see that the predictions vary wildly. An interestingnptd keep in mind is that each of these
models is tuned to reproduce vacuufins= yg = 0, phenomenology. Nevertheless, extrapolation to
nonzeropg is not constrained significantly by this. In a loose sensestiadtice methods (see next
Section) can be also viewed as extrapolations frgra= 0, albeit with reliable input fronfinire T .

4. Lattice results on the critical point

This section is devoted to brief (and necessarily incomepldescriptions of currently devel-
oped lattice methods for reaching out into thgg plane. The comments below are selective and
are meant to complement the original contributions in tlikime. For a more comprehensive
description of these methods, as well as other methods sotgsked here, the reader may consult
the most up-to-date review of Schmidt in these proceediBysg well as an earlier review by
Philipsen {26], both of which also contain further referesto original papers.

4.1 Reweighting

The first lattice prediction for the location of the critigabint was reported by Fodor and
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Figure 5: Expected direction of motion of the critical point (left)the quark masses are decreased as shown
in the Columbia plot in the inset.

Katz in Ref. [22]. The assumption is that, although the mobbecomes exponentially difficult
asV — oo, in practice, one can get a sensible approximation at finitén addition, simulations
at finite 7 might suffer lesser overlap problem because of large theftowuations {27]. One can
hope that if the critical point is at a small valuegf, the volumeV may not need to be too large to
achieve a reasonable accuracy. In particular, numeritai@®s show:[28] that the maximal value
of ug which one can reach within the same accuracy shrinks onlypasvar of /V.

The results of Ref.i[22] are the most definitive and well-knpvaut they also attract the
strongest of criticisms. The method of the Ret. [22] is baseccomputing the position of the
zero of the partition function in the complex temperatu@npl and observing when (for whiglz)
this zero crosses (and with its complex conjugate — pinctiesjeal axis. This determines tife
and g coordinates of the critical point. However, as Ejiri poiptst in Ref. [29], once the fluctu-
ations of the phase, argdgt of the Dirac determinant are large, they cause fake zerapyiear.

It is therefore alarming that, as Splittorff argues: [30]ttbpoints found in Ref.i[22] (different,
andV) happen to lie on the critical line of the phase quenched Q@BtD)| instead of deD) —
which is the line where fluctuations of arg @etlo become large. In a related observation, Golter-
manet al [81, 32] argue that the procedure of taking the fourth ro@ [ the staggered fermions
causes problems in a finitg; calculation such as in Ref.[22].

4.2 Imaginary Lz and Ny = 3

By the universality argument of Secti¢n'2.2, the finite terapee transition is 1st order for
m, = my = my; = 0. By continuity, it must remain 1st order in a finite domainttod m,m,; plane
(taking m,, = my = m,y) surrounding the origin — the plot of this domain is known aduthbia
plot [34,11]. For physical quark masses gug= 0 the temperature driven transition is a crossover,
which means that the physical point is outside the 1st ordevain in them,m,, plot. Reducing
quark masses should pull the point into the 1st order domain.

What happens on thEpug phase diagram as the poimtm,, is pulled towards and into the
first order domain? The most straightforward expectatidhas the first order line begins earlier,
at lower g, i.e., the critical point is pulled towards the = 0 axis, as shown in Fig:.: 5, until

10



QCD phase diagram: an overview M. Stephanov

it disappears off the phase diagram altogether, and theeatnahsition line is of the 1st order.
Furthermore, lattice calculations gt = 0 show that real QCD is very near the 1st order domain
boundary. That suggests the critical point is not too fatlfl” axis in theT ug plane.

What happens to the critical point whém,,m,,) is in the 1st order domain? It is still a
singularity of the partition function as a function gf, but it moves out into the complepp
plane. More precisely, it moves tmaginary pp axis. This remarkable fact allows one to observe
the (complex descendant of) the critical point in a directntéoCarlo simulation — since there is
no sign problem for imaginaryi (Section 3:3). This observation is at the core of the method
developed by de Forcrand and Philipser} [25, 35].

The success of the method crucially depends orutlagyticity of the coordinateu? of the
critical point as a function of quark mass, eag,,around the point whergZ = 0. The validity of
this can be argued as follows. In thE, g, m,) space the criticality is achieved (correlation length
goes to infinity) when 2 conditions are satisfietf, u2,m,) = h(T, u3,m;) = 0, i.e., there are two
relevant operators in the universality class of the ciiifi@dnt and their coefficients,and’, must
be tuned to zero. The coefficients of these operators argtenfinctions of the parametefs.
Furthermore, the analyticity iplg (not just inug, which otherwise could cause a branching point
at u3 = 0) follows from thepz — —up symmetry of the QCD partition function. Solving the two
conditions for7 and 2 one finds the position of the critical poilT (my), u2(my)) in terms of
functions analytic inn;.

de Forcrand and Philipsen determine the functigiim,), or rather its inversen,(u3), for
uZ < 0 and then analytically continue to rea. This way one could estimate the position of the
critical point in theT g plane.

It is puzzling that the slope of the function,(u3) measured in this way [25, 35] appears
negligible in lattice units and has a wrong sigfter a translation to physical units is applied. This
leads the authors of Refg. [25, 35] to suggest an unusuahsoen new critical point is emerging
on the phase diagram as the,,m,,) point is taken into the 1st order domain on the Columbia
plot, dragging a new line of 1st order transitions into T plane. An unusual feature of such a
point worth pointing out is the positioning of the 1st ordeelon thehigh temperature side of the
critical point. As emphasized in Ref [35], these resulisuith still be subject to large uncertainties
due to discretization and/or finite volume errors and mofimed simulations are needed before
physical conclusions can be drawn.

4.3 Taylor expansion

Taylor expansion inug is another method to circumvent the sign problem. Deriestiof
pressure (or other thermodynamic quantities) are caledilatLiz = 0 and assembled into a Taylor
series expansion to obtain dependence of that quantify; §83, 24,1 36]

Consistent with the existence of the critical point at finitg there is a noticeable rise in the
baryon number susceptibilityz — see the peak on Fig. 6. Such a peak should be expected since th

50One can see how this scenario is realized on a 3-flavor NJL ﬁm%f.[':z@].

6The non-analyticity characteristic of the critical betmyarises due to non-analytic dependence of the corralatio
length,&, on the values of the relevant parameteaadh.

71.e., opposite to the sign implied by Ff_d. 5.

11
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0

Figure 6: Allton, et al [,'_5'_/.']: peak in baryon number susceptibilixy = 9x, (left), but not in isospin suscep-
tibility x; (right). See RefljZ] for updated figure.

baryon number susceptibility diverges at the critical po®n the other hand, the isospin suscepti-
bility should not diverge at the critical point, because ¢hiécal mode,o ~ ggq is an isoscalar and
cannot be excited by the operator of isosgirfwhile it is excitable by the operator of the baryon
number).

The authors of Refi [37] caution against attributing thekpieathe critical point. Their reser-
vation is due to the fact that the lof-side of the peak is well described by a hadronic resonance
gas model. Nevertheless, the agreement with the resonasadogs not necessarily mean that the
rise of susceptibility cannot be due to the critical poinQ&D. On the contrary, viewing resonance
gas conceptually as a complementary (dual) descriptionGid @ne must conclude that resonance
description must reproduce the same thermodynamic furecis fundamental QCD description —
including the critical point. Although the simple resonargas model used in Ref.[37] does not
describe the critical point itself, it still might be dediirig the onset of the critical behavior, just
before the model breaks dovin.

Furthermore, the resonance gas model of Ref.[37] does sctitle the highef” side of the
peak. The model must break down as the peak is approachedéiom, and is certainly not valid
above the peak, where a different description must be usédheAsame time, both sides of the
peak receive a natural interpretation in terms of the prayiwf the critical point.

4.4 Radius of convergence of the Taylor expansion

At a fixed temperature, the convergence radius of the Tayjoaugsion inug is limited by the
nearest singularity in the complex planegf. Assuming that at the temperatufg, at which the
critical point (7g, Ug) occurs on the phase diagram, this critical point is the rs¢aiagularity to
g = 0, one could use Taylor expansion to determind23, 24,:136: 2], ifT is known.

Assuming that the radius of convergengg can be approximated using the first few terms
of the Taylor expansion, one can plot as a function off. The main remaining problem is to

8A calculation illustrating this point has been reportediean Ref.f_lZB]: Improving the resonance gas description
by a certain bootstrap procedure one obtains an equatidatefwhich does have a critical point, similar to the van der
Waals equation of state.
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Figure 7: Ref[:?@]: The location of complex plane singularities (cutghe thermodynamic limit)) in the
random matrix model at two representative valueg:of, and7g. At Tx the branching points pinch the real
axis — this is where the critical point appears on the phasgrdin. The trajectories of the branching points
are shown by a dashed (red) curve. On the right the radiusrafergence of the Taylor series, set by the
distance fromug = 0 to the branching point, is plotted as a functiorfofthe latter is along the ordinate to
facilitate the comparison with QCD phase diagram). Thecetipoint is shown.

determine the value dfg i.e., to identify at which value of the complex singularity reaches the
real axis in theug plane. This question has been addressed using univeraggitynents, as well
as an example random matrix calculation in Ref[38]. Theettairy of the complex singularities is
illustrated in Figs 7.

Two conclusions can be madé;) The minimum value of the radius of convergence:dis
achieved afl" = Tg, but rather at a temperature close to the temperd{uod the chiral transition
at ug = 0. (ii) At T the functionpg(T) has a high order singularity.

It is unlikely that such a weak singularity alone can be usedéentify the value offz. This
suggests that one should attempt to extract more informé#tion the Taylor series, for example,
using the complex phase of thg-plane singularity at give. The critical point could then be
located by the condition that this singularity is on the geas. Such analysis would require observ-
ing sign oscillations of the Taylor coefficients, and wiltjtgre the knowledge of the coefficients
up to an order higher than available to date.

5. Scanning QCD phase diagram in heavy ion collisions

Even though the exact location of the critical point is nobwn to us yet, the available the-
oretical estimates suggest that the point is within theoregif the phase diagram probed by the
heavy-ion collision experiments. This raises the possibib discover this point in such experi-
ments {30].

It is known empirically that with increasing collision engr /s, the resulting fireballs tend
to freeze out at decreasing values of the chemical poteritlab is easy to understand, since the

9In the chiral limit, the smallest value @z is zero, and is achieved exactlyZtfor pg = 0.
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amount of generated entropy (heat) grows wjithwhile the net baryon number is limited by that
number in the initial nuclei.

The information about the location of the freezeout poimtdiven experimental conditions
is obtained by measuring the ratios of particle yields (édgryons or antibaryons to pions), and
fitting to a statistical model witli and iz as parameters. Such fits are amazingly good [40], and
the resulting points for different experiments are showRi 4.

As with any critical point, measurement of fluctuations canused to determine when the
system is in the vicinity of the critical point. By measurimgriables sensitive to the proximity
of the critical point as a function of monotonically increwgs /s of the collision, and observing
non-monotonic dependence, one discovers the criticat f§#h The values of iz corresponding
to the freezeout at such a value gf give the coordinates of the critical point.

As a concluding remark, it should be pointed out that the jgisysf the critical point is uni-
versal (as far as slow and long distance phenomena are ceddewhich allows to define certain
experimental signatures independently of microscopicrij@son. However, the position of the
critical point on the phase diagram is determined by mi@pgcphysics and is not universal at all.
This obviously makes it very difficult to predict the coordias of the critical point reliably as it
is evident in the scatter of predictions in FiYj. 4. On the otiand, the same fact should turn the
knowledge of the position of the critical point obtained e tattice, or in the experiment, into a
powerful constraint on possible models of QCD thermodyami
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