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Abstract

We review the current state of knowledge of the phase diagram of QCD through

lattice, effective field theories, and chiral models. Several sections through the

three dimensional phase diagram are known for Nf = 2+1 with good precision.

Due to technical advances in lattice techniques over the last decade or so, new

aspects of the phase diagram can now be explored. We review current lattice

results. The newly acquired knowledge can be used to reconstruct the full phase

diagram for physical QCD, i. e., Nf = 1+1+1. We remark on the computations

which would help understand this better, and what the current constraints are

on matter in neutron star cores. We also remark on the physics of the chiral

transition and neutron stars in the ’t Hooft large Nc limit.
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1 The space of the phases of QCD

Although field theoretic foundations for the computation of strong interaction ther-
modynamics were established long back, there are many challenges in its use. Not
only is computing power an issue, but there are also some foundational issues with its
use, for example the fermion sign problem. One aim of this work is to review some
recent methods and results from lattice QCD computations. A second aim is to use
this information and basic thermodynamic arguments to try to constrain the phase
diagram of Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 QCD. This allows us to address the connection between
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Td
Fig. 1 The thermodynamics of a gluon gas has two dimensional Gibbs space labelled by E and
S. The phase diagram, shown here, is one dimensional andlabelled by T . If there are confined and
deconfined phases, then Gibbs’ phase rule indicates that the phase diagram has a single first order
transition, labeled here as Td.

heavy-ion collision (HIC) experiments and the properties of neutron stars (NS), and
where theoretical methods help to connect the two.

When a system comes to equilibrium all the quantities that describe its changeable
character are gone, and only the conserved quantities remain. For strongly interact-
ing matter these are the energy (E), baryon number (B), and its electrical charge
(Q). So the thermodynamic description of this matter involves these extensive quanti-
ties, along with the entropy (S). This is true whether we consider such matter in the
early universe, in extreme astrophysical conditions, or in the lab. Of course, equilib-
rium does not mean static. At microscopic scales the conserved quantities may move
from one constituent to another, but in the coarse grained description that we call
thermodynamics, this is irrelevant.

In this four dimensional Gibbs space, states in thermodynamic equilibrium are
described by the convex entropy surface S(E,B,Q). A different description of the
same surface is given by the function E(S,B,Q). The slopes of this energy surface,
i. e., the partial derivatives of this function E with respect to its arguments, defines
the thermodynamic intensive quantities T , µB and µQ. An equivalent description is
obtained by working in the space of phases of matter, which is labelled by these
intensive quantities.

From E one defines, through successive Legendre transformations, the thermo-
dynamic potential, Ω(T, µB, µQ). In each distinct phase of matter there is only one
continuous and convex function Ω. However, when there are multiple phases, each may
have a distinct function Ω. A thermodynamic system always settles into the phase
with the lowest Ω. We argue next that the phase diagram can be thought of as a plot
of the discontinuities and singularities of the thermodynamic potential as a function
of the intensive quantities.

At some points it is possible for two phases, say a and b, to have equal values of
the potential. Then we say that the two phases can coexist, or in the old language
formalized by Ehrenfest, that there is a first order transition between them. Obviously,
with three variables, one equation Ωa(T, µB, µQ) = Ωb(T, µB, µQ), in general gives two-
dimensional surfaces of solutions. So there are surfaces of phase coexistence. Along
these surfaces the change in entropy from one phase to another is called the latent
heat. When this vanishes the functions Ωa and Ωb are no longer distinguishable, and
the coexistence surface has come to an end. It can be proved that both Ωa and Ωb

have a singularity when the latent heat vanishes [1]. This is called a critical point, or
in the older language of Ehrenfest, a second order transition. Since two dimensional
surfaces end along curves, these edges are critical lines in the phase diagram.

The only other way for a surface of coexistence to end is by meeting another such
surface. Again this happens along a line. On this line three phases coexist. If one of
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the surfaces also happens to end in a critical line, then the intersection of the critical
line with the three phase coexistence line gives rise to a tricritical point. Arguments
such as these are Gibbs’ phase rules.

The simplest thermodynamic systems are pure gauge theories. Since the only con-
served quantity is E, the Gibbs space is two dimensional, with extensive quantities
E and S. The space of phases is one dimensional and has the coordinate T , where
dE = TdS. There may be a single phase in a pure gauge theory, as in the case of pure
gauge electromagnetism (EM), i. e., a photon gas. There are no phase transitions. How-
ever, non-Abelian pure gauge theories can have two phases: either a confined phase
or the non-Abelian analogue of the photon gas. Hence there can be two thermody-
namic potentials. As a result, Gibbs’ phase rule indicates that there can be a single
first order phase transition between these two phases. This is called the deconfinement
phase transition.

For SU(Nc) gauge theory with Nc = 2 the deconfinement phase transition is of
second order [2, 3]. This violates Gibbs’ phase rule. One notes however, that the order
parameter for deconfinement is related to the free energy of a quark. A quark coupled
to SU(2) gauge theory has an extended symmetry compared to any other number of
colours, Nc. This prompts us to examine the phase diagram of pure gauge theories as
a function of both T and the theory parameter Nc. In this plane, there is a line of first
order phase transitions for Nc > 2 [4] which ends in a critical point at Nc = 2. This is
completely compatible with Gibbs’ phase rule. In fact we also have the “prediction”
that a photon gas has no phase transition. What we learn from this is that apparent
violations of the Gibbs’ phase rule are possible, and are due to enhanced symmetries.
In that case one has to investigate a theory parameter which breaks the symmetry
generically. It is interesting that thermodynamics predicts these topological features
of the phase diagram of non-Abelian pure gauge theories without any reference to the
microscopic physics.

Matter at high temperature or density in nature is not made solely of strongly
interacting particles. Photons and neutrinos in the early universe may be an important
part of the mixture. Stability over macroscopic distances also requires local charge
neutrality. Departures from this condition will result in internal currents in matter
which eventually restore the neutrality and bring the system back to equilibrium. In
such mixed systems consideration of the conserved lepton number may be needed.

In HICs the huge separation of time scale between the strong and weak interactions
means that strangeness may be considered to be conserved in the strongly interacting
fireball. A full description of the corresponding thermodynamics would then require
us to take into account the net strangeness, and the conjugate intensive variable,
namely the strangeness chemical potential µS. Such a four dimensional phase diagram
may also be relevant in neutron stars (NSs) where stability against beta-decay may
be achieved with a large strangeness density [5]. However, studies in this full four
dimensional space are very limited, and we will consider the slice with µS = 0, since
this seems to suffice for HICs and many NSs.

This completes a list of the interesting dimensions of the phase diagram of strongly
interacting matter. There are also parameters in the QCD Lagrangian, namely the
quark masses,mu,md andms. They are tuned non-perturbatively to reproduce known
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meson and baryon masses. However, in order to understand the phase diagram, we
have to understand the effect of chiral symmetry of QCD when one or more masses
vanishes: this is chiral QCD. Then it is convenient to study QCD by changing the
quark masses. So the theoretical space of phases contains three more dimensions (the
quark masses) than the phase diagram. For example, one particular section of the
theory space (mℓ = mu = md, µB = µQ = µS = 0), namely the Columbia plot, has
long been studied for the insights it provides into the problem [6, 7]. One major result
is that the topology of the phase diagram is extremely insensitive to ms, provided that
the pion mass is not ultralight (much lighter than the physical value) or ultraheavy
(much heavier than physical).

It is common to use the notation Nf = 3 for the slice mu = md = ms, and
Nf = 2+1 for mu = md < ms. The breaking of Nf = 3 to Nf = 2+1 is accomplished
by tuning the light and strange quark masses, mℓ and ms, in order to reproduce the
isospin averaged values of the meson masses mη, mK , and mπ . We will also discuss
chiral QCD, for Nf = 2+1 this has mπ = 0 but the other mesons have non-vanishing
mass. The physical theory is QCD with Nf = 1 + 1 + 1. Breaking Nf = 2 + 1 to
Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 would entail tuning the difference between d and u quark masses,
∆m, in order to further reproduce the physical value of m2

π0/m2

π± . Since part of the
difference in masses of charged hadrons and their uncharged isospin partners is due
to electromagnetic (EM) effects, this tuning is quite finicky. So it is interesting to
examine the topology of the phase diagrams with changing ∆m to see whether it is
sensitive to this parameter.

In various situations of interest, either in NSs or in HIC experiments, strongly
interacting matter may be immersed in large external magnetic fields, B. In such
cases the influence of magnetic field on the phase diagram may be of interest. The
energy density of strongly interacting matter is controlled by a scale close to the pion
mass, mπ. Clearly B ≃ O(m2

π) is necessary for magnetic fields to influence strong
thermodynamics. Magnetic fields as large as these could be produced momentarily in
the very early stages of HICs, but there is no clear evidence that such large fields
persist until matter is thermalized. In astrophysics, the largest magnetic fields, as
much as 1015 Gauss, are found in magnetars. However, 1015 Gauss = 10−3m2

π , so the
change in the phase diagram due to such magnetic fields is expected to be minimal.
In this review we will ignore this effect (see [8] for a recent review of developments).

Other theory parameters can also be tuned. QCD-like theories with different num-
ber of colours, Nc, have been studied [9–12]. As long as the conserved global quantities
are the same, their study can throw light on QCD. Recently interesting new aspects
of QCD phases have been found when Nf and Nc are varied simultaneously [13]. Also
of deep theoretical interest is the question of how the broken axial U(1) symmetry
of QCD affects thermodynamics and the phase diagram [14–16]. Among lattice tech-
niques, there have been advances [17, 18] in the method of differential reweighting [19]
by a Taylor expansion of the quark determinant inside the path integral. Discussion
of these questions lie outside the scope of this review. The technique of Functional
Renormalization Group [20–22] has recently been used for QCD [23]. This subject
requires a separate review.
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Fig. 2 The most parsimonious phase diagram for QCD with Nf = 2 + 1 based on current lattice
results and experiments. At fixed and non-vanishing pion mass it would yield only a crossover (panel
on the left). An estimate of µ1

B , where the crossover line crosses the axis is given in the text. This is
a shadow of a critical line in the chiral limit, with a measured curvature (panel on the right). This
critical line bounds a surface in chiral QCD at which different signs of S coexist.

2 The T -µB plane

The part of the phase diagram of strongly interacting matter that can be probed in
relativistic heavy-ion collisions has large variations in T and µB and relatively small
variations in µQ. Lattice computations suffer from a sign problem when µB 6= 0 is
introduced into the QCD action, but are able to give accurate and precise informa-
tion for µB = 0. Taylor expansions of thermodynamic variables can then be used to
extrapolate to finite µB. We examine the situation with µB = 0 before moving on to
the rest of the phase diagram. In these arguments the relevant order parameter is the
quark condensate S = 〈ψψ〉. Its value distinguishes between the hadron phase, where
|S| is large, and the quark phase, where it is small, and vanishing in chiral QCD.

2.1 Lattice results

It has been known for a long time that there is no phase transition in QCD with
two light flavours and one heavy flavour (strange) of quarks [6, 7, 24, 25]. Instead of
a discontinuous or singular behaviour of thermodynamics at a phase transition, one
has a continuous change of behaviour. However it is abrupt enough to give interesting
experimental signals. This is a cross over— the speed of sound may go through a
non-zero minimum at one temperature, a susceptibility can have a non-singular peak
at another temperature Tco, etc. The temperature interval where such extrema occur
has a non-zero width ∆T . Different maxima and minima can occur anywhere in this
interval.

In chiral QCD then there is second order transition [24]. Since µB does not affect
the symmetry which is broken or restored across Tc, this critical point develops into
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a critical line, which can be parametrized at small µB as

Tc(µB) = Tc

[

1− κ2

(

µB

Tc

)2

− κ4

(

µB

Tc

)4

+ · · ·
]

, (1)

where we used the notation Tc for the more cumbersome Tc(µ = 0). The coefficients κ2
and κ4 are called curvature coefficients. Flipping quarks with antiquarks is equivalent
to µB ↔ −µB, and the flip does not change any physics. That’s why the expansion in
eq. (1) contains only even powers of µB.

Many modern day computations of thermodynamics are performed with improved
staggered quarks with two degenerate light flavours and a somewhat heavier flavour
(strange). The improvement consists of control over lattice spacing effects, so that con-
tinuum extrapolations are straightforward. Bare quark masses are tuned to reproduce
the mean masses of isospin multiplets of the pseudoscalar SU(3) flavour octet mesons
properly. Two sets of extensive computations for the phase diagram can be compared.
These are results at finite T and vanishing charges and external fields

Tco = 156.5± 1.5 MeV, κB

2 = 0.015(4), κQ

2 = 0.027(4),

κB

4 = −0.001(3), κQ

4 = 0.004(5), (2)

from [26]. Here κQ

2,4 are curvatures in the µQ direction. These results are statistically
consistent with those from [27],

Tco = 158.0± 0.6 MeV, ∆T = 15± 1 MeV,

κ2 = 0.0153(18), κ4 = 0.00032(67) (3)

It is instructive to note that although a particular measurement of Tco can be made
more and more precise through more statistics and by careful control of various system-
atic errors, the width of the cross over region, ∆T is expected to remain non-vanishing.
The most parsimonious phase diagram with all these inputs is shown in Figure 2. It
is compatible with old expectations that followed from [24].

The lattice determinations of Tco for varying quark masses have been extrapo-
lated to chiral QCD using the scaling exponents for the flavour symmetry group
SUL(2)×SUR(2) ≃ O(4). This gives [28]

Tc = 132+3

−6 MeV. (4)

In all the results quoted here, lattice spacing effects are under good control. Reliable
simulations are now available at quark masses which are not only realistic, but also
for masses lower than physical. This improves the reliability of the extrapolation to
chiral QCD.

A new generation of simulations of thermodynamics with improved Wilson quarks
has started [29, 30], but the pion masses which are accessible are generally higher.
Still, one can look forward to better quantification of the effects of lattice spacing by a
comparison of two different methods of putting quarks on the lattice. Most simulations
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use a spatial lattice volume which is pretty large. However, in future one should look
forward to a proper finite size scaling study if the cross over, especially in order to
control the extrapolation to chiral QCD as the quark mass is decreased below the
physical mass

2.2 Effective field theory

Chiral symmetry has been used in various ways before. Famously, the NJL model
has been used to understand the effects of this symmetry, and has been found to
be numerically fairly accurate for several kinds of quantities [31]. More importantly,
at T = 0 an effective field theory (EFT) called chiral perturbation theory (χPT)
is known to work extremely well [32] (see also [33]) for low energy hadron physics.
Its success has prompted lattice computations at T = 0 to concentrate on precision
measurements of amplitudes which constrain the parameters of χPT. the EFT is then
used to compute amplitudes which are hard to access using lattice methods. χPT has
also been extrapolated to finite temperature [34, 35], albeit with less success.

Recently the NJL model has been generalized to a thermal EFT by adding all
possible terms which are allowed by symmetry (apart from flavour symmetry one also
incorporates the broken Lorentz invariance for T > 0), and organized by the scaling
dimension (D) of operators. Keeping all the operators up to D = 6, one can find a
good description of lattice measurements of static properties of pions using only three
pieces of data from lattice computations to fix the low-energy constants (LECs) [36].
Hartree-Fock treatment of this theory one can recover a finite temperature analogue
of χPT.

Interestingly if one fits only pion properties at T ≥ 0 for Nf = 2 + 1 QCD then
the phase diagram can be recovered quantitatively from the EFT [37]. One finds Tco,
κ2 and κ4 in excellent agreement with eq. (2) and eq. (3) within 68% confidence
limits (CL). The relatively large errors in lattice measurements of the curvatures is
the weakest quantitative test of the lattice at present. halving the errors in the lattice
measurement of κ2 would test the accuracy of the EFT quite stringently. In the limit
of chiral QCD, Tc from the EFT is also in agreement with [28].

The EFT can also give results which are currently impossible to obtain from the
lattice. One such is the pole mass of pions at finite temperature. The difference between
screening and pole masses is a direct consequence of thermal effects, and is captured
in an EFT through the fact that broken Lorentz symmetry (in the Euclidean theory)
allows the kinetic term in the pion Lagrangian to become

1

2
(∂µπ)

2 T>0−−−→ 1

2
(∂tπ)

2 +
1

2
u2π(∇π)2. (5)

In chiral QCD the pole mass, mπ , vanishes for T < Tc and uπ drops to zero at Tc
with a critical exponent [38] Using the pion propagator from eq. (5) one finds the
Debye screening mass mD

π = mπ/uπ. The EFT for Nf = 2+1 predicts that when the
T = 0 pion has mass of 140 MeV, the pole mass drops to about 110 MeV at 0.85Tco
and to about 100 MeV at Tco. Lattice measurements show that mD

π increases faster
than linearly with T for T ≃ Tc. This is due to the fact that the physical pion mass is

7



Fig. 3 The panel on the left shows that the screening mass of the pion, mD
π , is found to be continuous

across Tc in lattice computations. The data points show continuum extrapolated results from the
lattice. This is reproduced well by the EFT (dark shading for the 68% error band, light shading for
the 95% error band), which has a UV cutoff Λ. This particular fit uses Λ = 300 MeV, but equally good
fits are obtained using Λ = 450 MeV. The vertical hatched band shows Tco (the narrow band is from
the lattice, the wider band from the EFT). The panel on the right shows the kinetic mass, mK

π . Since
it becomes comparable to Λ at about Tco, pions are no longer the low-energy excitations of QCD.

close enough to vanishing that uπ drops near Tco although it does not vanish. Due to
this behaviour of uπ, the pressure, P/T 4, also shows a rapid rise near Tco. However,
it seems that NLO terms in thermal χPT are likely to be needed in order to give a
quantitative description of the pressure below Tco.

The Minkowski version of the model Lagrangian in eq. (5) then shows that the
energy of a pion of 3-momentum p is

Ep = mπ +
1

2

p2

mK
π

, (6)

where the kinetic mass mK
π = mπ/u

2
π. Since uπ decreases towards Tco, one sees that

mK
π increases [39]. As a result, pion gains energy more slowly with increasing p close

to Tco than it would have at a lower temperature. This would close off certain inelastic
reactions as one approaches Tco.

Through this mechanism the EFT helps us to untangle the specific physics of the
QCD crossover. The continuity of screening masses across Tco has been known for a
long time. It is reproduced well by the EFT, as shown in Figure 3. This means that
appropriate probes can pick out pions in hot matter. However, the kinetic mass of the
pion rises rapidly, showing that as far as dynamical processes are concerned, the pion
can no longer be considered a light collective mode near Tco. Other fluctuations of
quarks must then be investigated. The presence of static pions and its simultaneous
absence from dynamics is one aspect of QCD that lattice computations presumably
contain, but which can be made explicit only after Wick rotation. The EFT is an
effective tool for this.

2.3 The physical phase diagram

The structure of the phase diagram of Nf = 2 + 1 QCD with realistic meson masses
is conjectured on the basis of effective theories [40–42]. Only the order parameter S is
involved in Figure 4. There is a critical line in chiral QCD which stretches from Tc at
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Fig. 4 The conjectured phase diagram for Nf = 2 + 1 QCD with a finite quark mass (panel on
the left). The crossover at µB = 0 develops into a line of crossovers which turns into a line of phase
coexistence (a first order transition between hadron and quark phases) at the critical point (TE , µE

B ).
When extended in quark mass (panel on the right), the critical point turns into a critical line, which
is the boundary of a surface of hadron-quark phase coexistence (part of it is cut away to show the
structure). This critical line meets the chiral critical line at the tricritical point (T ∗, µ∗

B), which is
the end point of a triple line in QCD. The shape of this phase diagram is not expected to change in
Nf = 1 + 1 + 1. However, Tco, µ1

B , and (TE , µE
B ) could shift.

µB = 0 to the tricritical point, (T ∗, µ∗
B
). This critical line is the boundary of a surface

of first order transitions between S < 0 form > 0, and S > 0 form < 0. The tricritical
point is the end point of a triple line where the three coexisting phases are the two
chiral symmetry broken hadron phases, and the third is the chiral symmetry restored
quark phase with S = 0. Although the phase diagram of Figure 2 is compatible with
all data till now, there are large portions of the phase diagram which have not been
studied and could yield evidence for the alternative discussed here.

If first order transitions do occur at finite quark mass, then the critical point,
(TE , µE

B
), must lie on the cross over line starting at Tco with curvatures which are well

determined. The earliest lattice computations for finite µB which used Padé approxi-
mants found the end point [43] at µE

B
/TE = 1.85±0.04 and TE/Tco = 0.94±0.1. This

lies squarely on the cross over curve determined by the parameters in eq. (3) and eq.
(2). More recent computations using multi-point Padé [44] report TE = 105+8

−18 MeV

and µE
B
= 422+80

−35 MeV. This is also compatible with the shape of the cross over curve
at µB = 0. Interestingly, this work also reported a value of κ2 at the end point which
is in agreement with that at µB = 0.

This observation is an useful estimate for a quantitative determination of the coex-
istence surface between the hadron and quark phases. The values in eq. (2) and eq. (4)
predict that for chiral QCD the surface reaches T = 0 for µB = 1100±150 MeV. Using
the same logic, the first order line at physical meson masses ends at µ1

B
= 1280± 170

MeV for T = 0 using the values in eq. (2). Using eq. (3) we find that µ1
B
= 1280± 75

MeV.
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The phase diagram for realistic pion and kaon masses does not change qualitatively
between Nf = 2 and Nf = 2 + 1, although Tco changes in value as the strange quark
mass is changed [45]. For physical QCD, i. e., with Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 and realistic
pion and kaon masses, the phase diagram is not expected to change qualitatively.
It is possible however that Tco, the curvature coefficients of the cross over line, the
location of the end point, and µ1

B
may change somewhat. The only investigation of

Nf = 1 + 1 QCD [46] reported that no change in Tco was observed when changing
the ratio m2

π0/m2

π± between unity and 0.78 by changing ∆m. It would be useful to
bring modern techniques and improved statistics to bear not only on Tco but also the
curvature coefficients in physical QCD.

If other order parameters are involved at such low T and for such µB, for Nf =
1+1+1 QCD, then the physical phase diagram may be more complicated than what
is shown here. However, at this time there is no clear evidence for such complications.
At very low temperatures, where bound nuclei can exist, interesting phases of nuclear
matter are seen. Temperatures as low as a few MeV are therefore outside the scope
of these discussions. In this discussion we have also assumed that at µ1

B
the baryon

density is not high enough for colour superconducting (CS) phases to manifest, an
assertion which must be tested by other means.

3 The µQ-T plane

The electric charge of a system is a conserved quantity which is easy to measure in
experiments, so µQ is an useful quantity to consider. However, most of the literature
instead uses the chemical potential, µI , connected to the isospin projection I3. Fortu-
nately the Gell-Mann-Nishijima relation I3 = Q − (B + S)/2 allows us to relate the
two. It shows that changes in Q and I3 are equal at fixed B and S. Then equating the
energy change due to such fluctuations in the two ensembles implies that µI = µQ.

When the u and d flavours of quarks are degenerate in mass, then an isospin
chemical potential breaks the SU(2) vector symmetry remaining after chiral symmetry
breaking into the U(1) symmetry generated by τ3. A computation in a chiral model
showed that a pion condensate, P , forms at µI = mπ/2 [47]. The model computation
showed that the phase transition from the normal hadron to this pion condensed BEC
(πC) phase is of second order, and that there is a critical line that emerges from it.
Since the remnant symmetry is U(1) ≃ O(2), the critical indices are expected to be
in the same universality class as that of O(2) Heisenberg ferromagnetism.

Nf = 2+1 QCD computations on the lattice with mπ ≃ 135 MeV [48], show a line
of phase transitions starting at µI = mπ/2. The line is vertical within statistical errors
until it meets the line of cross overs between the hadron and quark phases, and is
subsequently nearly horizontal. This change of slope occurs at T ≃ 155 MeV, but this
temperature is uncertain by about 5 MeV. All this is consistent with the quantities
reported in eq. (2) and eq. (3). A limited finite volume scaling has been performed to
check that the transition line is consistent with the expected O(2) critical transitions.
In a follow-up computation [49] it was shown that the speed of sound cs > 1/

√
3, deep

in the πC phase of pionic matter.
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T

µΙ
∆m

Fig. 5 The phase diagram for Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 QCD in the space of T and µI as ∆m is varied. For
∆m = 0 lattice computations indicate that the critical line between the hadron and πC phases is
nearly vertical, until the cross over between the hadron and quark phases is reached. Beyond this the
critical line is either horizontal or rises slowly. For any finite ∆m the transition turns into a crossover.
Since this whole volume has an extended symmetry, an isolated critical line is allowed; this is the
edge of a first order surface for a hidden parameter, as explained in the text.

An interesting aspect of these lattice simulations is that a “twisted mass” is intro-
duced in the light quark sector to stabilize the flavour of the pion condensate [50].
The Dirac operator commutes with the flavoured transformation τ2γ5 even when the
symmetry is broken in this way, so that the determinant remains free of the sign prob-
lem. At finite λ the coset space is “tilted” to produce a preferred direction for the
condensate, so there is no Goldstone mode. This twisted mass parameter, λ, must be
extrapolated to zero to obtain the correct physics of the Goldstone boson in the chi-
ral limit of Nf = 1+ 1+ 1. However, Goldstone physics appears as vanishing singular
values of the Dirac operator which develop as λ→ 0. Even for small non-zero λ they
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lead to a large condition number and critical slowing down of the simulation. In [48]
the problem is partly resolved by treating the developing zero-modes separately. Using
this, a clever separation of the contribution of some of the developing zero and the
rest of the modes is used to define a better behaved operator and partially circum-
vent the problem with the extrapolation to λ = 0. Several of the techniques used have
matured only in the last decade, enabling modern computations to overtake the state
of the art in [50].

Instead of Nf = 2+1 if one examines the physical theory with Nf = 1+1+1, then
∆m also breaks SU(2) of isospin to the U(1) generated by τ3. Since exactly the same
symmetry is broken by µI , switching this on in QCD with non-vanishing ∆m does
not break an existing symmetry, and so cannot produce a critical point. This implies
that there is only this line of second order phase transitions in the phase diagram of
physical QCD. This is not consistent with Gibbs’ phase rule. However, physical QCD
still has an unbroken symmetry since there remains one massless mode. The parameter
λ breaks this symmetry. The critical line at λ = 0 is the boundary of a first order
region that arises for generic values of these parameters when ∆m and µI are tuned
appropriately. Although this parameter vanishes in QCD, it must be considered as one
of the theory parameters of the phase diagram, on the same footing as m and ∆m as
far as the thermodynamics is concerned.

In this way we understand that the phase diagram of QCD in the ∆m-µI-T space,
shown in Figure 5, is a space with an unbroken symmetry, and hence allows the
existence of a critical line without a visible phase coexistence region. Interestingly,
when the vector symmetry is broken by ∆m. then there is a sign problem for lattice
simulations at finite µI . Making a Taylor expansion of the free energy [51, 52], but
now in µI , is an available method that is yet to be applied to this case.

Near any second order transition one can resolve Ω into a singular and a regular
piece. The contribution to the specific heat, cV , considering both pieces near the critical
temperature Tc, when µI is also tuned to criticality, gives

cV = A+
B

Tc|T − Tc|α
, (7)

where A comes from the regular piece and B and α come from the universal singular
piece [53]. Notice that B can be negative as long as cV is positive. In fact, microgravity
experiments with liquid He [54] show that this is so at the λ-point of He, where the
critical behaviour is in the O(2) universality class. Since the universal quantities found
in liquid He are α ≃ −0.012 and B < 0, one may expect the same behaviour in QCD
at finite µI . This means that cV is dominated by the regular part of Ω, and it would
be hard to see a crossover using thermal properties either in heavy-ion collisions or in
neutron star interiors.

A recent lattice computation performed for finite µI and T close to zero, for the
first time found non-perturbative evidence for a colour superconducting (CS) gap, ∆,
at the quark Fermi surface for µI ≥ 1500 MeV [55]. The computation used closer
improved Wilson quarks and an improved gauge action with pions which were not
too far from their physical mass. This study also brought together several techniques
which have matured only in recent years, and enabled a first look at this exciting and
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Fig. 6 The conjectured phase diagram of physical QCD for µS = 0, based on currently available
results from lattice QCD. There is a phase coexistence surface separating the hadron and quark
phases which ends along a critical line. This curves down to meet the T = 0 plane at the cold critical
point (CCP). This accommodates the strong possibility that there is a continuity between the hadron
and colour superconducting phases.

long open problem. The evidence for CS came in the form of a disagreement between
the pressure estimated on the lattice and a gapless NNLO weak-coupling estimate.
In the range 1500–3000 MeV, ∆ was found to be roughly 300 MeV or lower (at the
upper end of the range ∆ was consistent with zero). In this range of µI a perturbative
estimation of ∆ [47] is consistent with the lattice result. There is a systematic trend
which needs to be investigated further: the perturbative estimate of ∆ increases with
µI whereas the lattice estimate is either constant or decreasing. A follow up is also
needed to check whether ∆ remains non-zero till µI = µ1

I
≃ 1000 MeV.

4 The phase diagram of physical QCD

Enough information is available now from lattice simulations to patch together the
full phase diagram of physical QCD, i. e., QCD with Nf = 1+ 1+ 1. Various caveats
about the pieces which go into this have been mentioned already, but we bring this
list together again. At very low temperatures and µB between about 900 MeV and
µ1

B
, there are likely to be interesting phases of nuclear matter. These range from

superconducting phases due to pairing forces between nucleons [56] and crystalline
structure [57] at the low-density end to nuclear pasta phases [58–60] towards higher
densities. There is a gap in the literature regarding the structure of these phases at
high µI . This is clearly an area ripe for quick exploration. At temperatures below about
100 MeV and around µ1

B
there is a possibility of encountering colour superconducting

(CS) phases [61–63]. If they exist at these µB and µI , they would definitely affect
the boundaries of the quark phase. In view of the current uncertainties regarding the
boundaries of these interesting phases, we first present a construction that ignores
them, before speculating on how they can affect the tentative conclusions that could
be obtained in this way.
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P

Fig. 7 The phase diagram for NSs at low T which follows from Figure 6. The possible equilibrium
states that cores of NSs can explore is shown by the diagonal box. The upper end of the box cor-
responds to a little over twice the normal nuclear density, and the lower end is the normal nuclear
density. We assumed that the CCP lies at larger µB than is explored by NSs so that the transition
between hadron and quark matter in NS cores is continuous and does not involve a latent heat. This
assumption remains to be tested.

We have considered two order parameters: one is the quark condensate S which
distinguishes the hadron and the quark phases, the other is P , the pion condensate
which distinguishes the hadron and πC phases. Current thinking is that that in the
plane T -µB there is a first order line with phases distinguished by S. By Gibbs’ phase
rule, this must develop into a surface in the phase diagram of T -µB-µI . An alternative is
the parsimonious scenario in which there is no first order phase transition for physical
QCD in this plane. Heavy-ion collisions might be able to distinguish between these
scenarios unless, unluckily, the critical point exists but at too large a value of µB/T
to show up in experiments. In the T -µI plane for physical QCD there is either a mild
crossover between the hadron and πC phases, or no crossover at all. We have argued
that the crossover, if it exists, may be hard to detect.

The hadron-quark (HQ) coexistence surface touches the µB axis at µ1
B
. The sign

of the curvature κQ

2 in eq. (2) indicates that if this were the only coexistence surface
in the phase diagram, then it would meet the µI axis at about 900 MeV. So the HQ
surface must bend towards the µI axis. The question of whether the hadron-quark
coexistence surface meets the µI axis is interesting. Some arguments are given in [47]
that πC goes into CS quark matter without a phase transition in Nf = 2 + 1 QCD.
This is consistent with the observations in [55]. So the balance of evidence now is that
the HQ coexistence surface ends before it can meet the µB = 0 plane, this time at
large µI . This means that there is a critical point in the µB-µI plane for physical QCD
at T = 0, i. e., a cold critical point (CCP). A resulting parsimonious phase diagram
is that the Ising line in Figure 6 bends down to meet the T = 0 plane, and is the

14



only boundary of the HQ coexistence surface. In this case the CCP is in the Ising
universality class. In any case, hadron-quark continuity along the µI axis needs to be
investigated further. A start can be made on the lattice with ∆m = 0. An alternative
to the scenario in Figure 6 is that there are no phase transitions at all. This is not yet
ruled out.

There are unresolved questions still about the physics when both µB and µI are
non-vanishing. For example, in [49] it was found that for a large range of µI the speed
of sound exceeds the conformal limit. Does this still happen when µB > 0? And with
non-vanishing ∆m? Does the speed of sound drop in the vicinity of the O(2) critical
line, i. e., at small ∆m? Lattice computations will be hard with two independent sign
problems, but EFTs should help to clarify the range of possibilities.

Heavy ion collisions start with nuclei which are reasonably close to isoscalar
(I3/A = Z/A − 1/2 ≃ 0.1 for both Pb82208 and Au79197), and come closer to isoscalarity
in the central region of the fireball. So the equilibrium states reached in these exper-
iments lie on a plane close to vanishing µI parallel to the T -µB coordinate plane.
They could either give evidence to support the existence of the HQ coexistence sur-
face, or give limits on the values of µB/T where it can exist. The cores of NSs, on the
other hand, are as far from isoscalar as it is possible for a stable system to go. Newly
formed NSs have a temperature of about 10 MeV, and they cool to around 100 KeV
in about a million years. So at any given age, NS matter explores a plane of small,
but non-vanishing, T parallel to the µB-µI coordinate plane.

The phase diagram in the plane explored by the cores of NSs is shown in Figure 7.
The coexistence line between hadron (πC) and quark (perhaps CS) phases could end
in a CCP (which we argued before is possibly in the Ising universality class). Since the
baryon density in a NS is almost completely due to neutrons, µI ≃ −2µB. Neutron
star cores lie along this line with µB corresponding to somewhere between nuclear
saturation density and twice that. Current lattice studies then indicate that the cores
are either in the hadron/πC phase or in a quark phase. Whether this quark phase
is CS is not yet determined by lattice QCD. Note that the track followed by the NS
core may or may not cross a first order transition depending on the as yet unknown
position of the CCP. There is also a chance that there is no HQ coexistence line, and
the whole phase diagram is trivial.

In binary NS collisions, when matter is initially heated, it goes out of thermal
equilibrium. However, if the result of the merger comes back to thermal equilibrium,
then it does so at a higher temperature. Possibly this could be a significantly higher
temperature than of order 10 MeV. Also, since the merged object is heavy, it would
be at a higher density. As a result, the remnant, whether it eventually becomes a
NS or a black hole, could pass through a phase of quark matter, possibly colour
superconducting quark matter. Unfortunately, this object is hidden inside a hot cloud
of radioactive nuclei synthesized during the collision. Penetrating signals from this
merged object are therefore interesting to search for.

It is exciting that in the last ten years or so, lattice studies have begun to constrain
the possibilities for the physics at the core of NSs. Many of the conjectures first
made about 25 years ago are being tested, and, as discussed here, this leads to new
conjectures for the phase diagram of QCD. We have discussed at various places in

15



this review where lattice, EFT, or model studies can lead to greater constraints on
the possible physics. This is an exciting time in the physics of hot and dense strongly
interesting matter.

5 Chiral transition and neutron stars at large Nc

Some aspects of strong interactions are simpler to examine in the ’t Hooft limit,
Nc → ∞ while holding g2sNc fixed. It was argued by ’t Hooft [66]. that in this limit one
can use weak-coupling arguments to understand aspects of QCD which are otherwise
nonperturbative. In this section we apply this counting to aspects of the QCD chiral
transition and to neutron stars. Since the physics of neutron stars involves charge
neutrality and stability against weak decays, they cannot be understood within the
strong interactions only. The electroweak interactions play an important role. If one
wants to take the limit of the number of colours,Nc, to be large while retaining realistic
physics, one has to consider the limit in the appropriate extension of the standard
model.

We will take the minimal particle content needed, which is two flavours of quarks,
and the electron and the neutrino. The chiral symmetry of QCD is then SUL(2) ×
SUR(2) × UB(1). The gauge group is SU(Nc) × SUL(2) × UY (1) where Y is the weak
hypercharge and we have the usual chiral form of the weak interactions. With just one
generation of quarks, global SU(2) anomaly cancellation requires odd Nc. Then with
the usual assignment Y = ±Nc + 1 to the u and d quarks and unity for leptons, we
find first,

Qu −Qd = 1, and second, Q2
u −Q2

d =
1

N2
c

(8)

from ABJ anomaly cancellation [64, 65]. We will take the lepton charges to be as usual.
However, the mixing amplitude for ρ and γ varies as efρ, where the ρ decay constant
fρ ∝

√
Nc. In order to keep the amplitude from growing, and hence pushing up the ρ

mass, the ’t Hooft limit requires the scaling e2Nc → constant as Nc is taken to infinity
[64]. Similar arguments as Nc is taken to infinity for internal W± and Z lines require
the scaling g22Nc to go to a constant, where g2 is the electroweak coupling. The only
remaining parameters in the Lagrangian are the fermion masses, m, and θW , which
are both taken to be fixed in the ’t Hooft limit. With this, the scalings discussed by
’t Hooft [66] and Witten [67] can be recovered.

The flavour multiplets of the mesons are the same as for Nc = 3. However, since we
build baryons by taking Nc quarks, they can have isospins between 1/2 and Nc/2. In
the doublet representation one has the large Nc analogue of the proton with (Nc+1)/2
up quarks and (Nc−1)/2 down quarks, so that its charge is unity. The isospin flipped
state has vanishing charge, and is the large Nc analogue of the neutron. As long as the
u quark is lighter than the d quark, one can have the β decay n→ pe−ν. In the large
Nc limit the tower of states with equal spin and isospin (J = I = 1/2, 3/2, 5/2, · · · )
are degenerate, giving an effective SU(4) spin-flavour symmetry which is similar to
the quark model [68, 69].

To proceed one needs to examine these baryon masses in QCD. The small current
quark mass which appears in the Lagrangian of the Standard Model is often supple-
mented by a constituent quark mass, m, which is such that the ρ meson mass is about
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2 m(since quark and antiquark masses are equal), and the nucleon mass is about 3 m.
Generalizing this using Witten’s counting rule [67] would give us m∝ N0

c . In mod-
els of chiral symmetry breaking the constituent masses of the quarks arise from the

chiral condensate, 〈ψψ〉. Since m2
πf

2
π = m〈ψψ〉, with mπ ∝ N0

c and fπ ∝ N
1/2
c , one

has 〈ψψ〉 ∝ Nc. In such models one also finds m≃ 〈ψψ〉/Nc ∝ N0
c , which is consis-

tent with the above. This argument implies that quark masses are fixed in some units
independent of Nc, and that baryon masses increase when Nc increases. Furthermore,
the mass degeneracy that gives SU(4) spin-flavour symmetry is lifted at order 1/Nc

[70]. For the baryon masses one finds

mB = Nc

[

a0 + a1

(

J

Nc

)2

+ a2

(

J

Nc

)4

+ · · ·
]

, (9)

with constants ai to be determined and with the J = 1/2 doublet having the lowest
mass.

This is a good place to discus phase transitions at finite temperature. In the chiral
limit of QCD, the chiral condensate, 〈ψψ〉, is an order parameter for the chiral sym-
metry restoring phase transition. The phase diagrams of the previous sections have
been constructed using this order parameter and related physics. The chiral transition
temperature, Tc in eq. (4), is expected to scale as N0

c . When the lightest quarks are
very massive, then one expects QCD to have a deconfining phase transition, with an
order parameter called the Polyakov loop. These considerations are incorporated into
the Columbia plot [6], and a deconfining transition temperature Td = 192±4±7 MeV
was reported in [71]. In [9] it is argued that that Td is expected to scale as N0

c . Scal-
ing arguments cannot resolve whether Tc < Td in the ’t Hooft limit. A parsimonious
argument about the relationship between these phase transitions was presented in [4]
and summarized in Figure 8.

Within the EFT discussed in Section 2 it is possible to construct a large-Nc argu-
ment which shows that the curvature coefficient κ2 is two powers of Nc smaller than
Tc and that κn+2 is two powers of Nc down from κn. As a result, in the large Nc limit
Tc(µB) becomes independent of µB. It is interesting to note that both the chiral crit-
ical line (in region A of Figure 8) and the first order deconfinement transition line (in
region B of Figure 8) are independent of µB in the ’t Hooft limit. It is also interesting
to note that since the baryon mass is of order Nc whereas meson masses are of order
N0

c , baryonless thermal EFTs may continue to play an important role in the chiral
symmetric phase of QCD.

Returning next to the physics of baryons, we see that baryon-baryon interactions
which give rise to nuclear physics, as well as interactions of baryons with electrons or
photons are subleading in Nc. So, one might find that models of stellar physics simplify
in the large Nc limit. However, one has to take the ’t Hooft limit in order to ensure
that not all stars become black holes. The mass of a star with A nucleons, say the
same as the baryon number of the sun, scales as M⊙ ∝ Nc. The Schwarzschild radius
of a black hole with this mass scales as Nc/GN . In order to leave space for normal
stars, this cannot go to infinity as Nc → ∞. This requires that to take the ’t Hooft
limit one should scale down the Newton constant by taking GNNc to be a constant.
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Fig. 8 The most parsimonious model of the relationship between the chiral and deconfinement
transitions with changing Nc which follows from our knowledge of Nc = 3. The difference between Tc

and Td cannot be resolved through power counting alone. The regions labelled A and B give different
phase diagrams, as shown. The phase diagrams that are discussed in the previous sections hold in
region A.

By taking the constant to be zero, one can also accommodate a faster decrease of GN

with Nc. Note that the large-N limit used in the AdS/CFT correspondence requires
a different scaling GNN

2
c being held constant. This faster fall of Newton’s constant is

also compatible with a separation between the radii of black holes and stars in the ’t
Hooft limit.

The I = J = 1/2 flavour multiplet contains the large Nc analogues of the neutron
and proton. As long as the temperature of matter lies below the splitting between the
baryon doublet and higher multiplets, i. e., for T less than of order 1/Nc, one can
consider matter to consist of just the lowest doublet of baryons and the electron. Local
charge neutrality and stability against β-decay and electron capture of cold matter
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then requires two conditions on the Fermi energies

mpE
p
F = meE

e
F , and En

F = Ep
F + Ee

F , (10)

provided that the decay neutrinos escape from matter. Then writing ǫ = me/mp ∝
1/Nc, one finds that Ep

F = ǫEe
F and that En

F ≃ Ee
F . If the star has nucleon number

A, then one finds the proton number to be Z ∝ A/N
3/2
c . In the limit a neutron star

can consist of only neutrons and electrons, the latter also being neutral due to the
scaling of the electron charge in the ’t Hooft limit. Interestingly, magnetic field effects
can be interesting in this limit only if magnetic field strengths are of order

√
Nc. BNS

mergers which raise the temperature of matter by more than order 1/Nc would then
excite the full ladder of quark model baryons and possibly cross over into a state with
quark matter.
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