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Abstract

Strongly interacting matter exhibits new phases under extreme conditions. Matter was exposed to such extremes not only in the Early
Universe, but also today in the cores of neutron stars, as well as in laboratory experiments at a much smaller scale. We study the
underlying theory, Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) with the methods of statistical physics and explore the various phases we may
encounter in experiment, such as the Quark Gluon Plasma. We briefly summarize the experimental evidence for the new forms of
matter and review the theoretical efforts to embed these findings in the broader context of quantum field theory, with special attention
to exact and broken symmetries and critical behaviour.

Keywords: Quark gluon plasma, Quark matter, Color superconductivity, Chiral symmetry, Lattice QCD, Heavy ion experiments

Nomenclature

QCD Quantum Chromodynamics, the theory of strongly interacting matter based on quarks and gluons
Lattice QCD The discipline where theorists use large computers as experimental devices to solve the QCD with stochastic methods.
RHIC Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider, a leading facility at Brookhaven National Lab to study the phase diagram
HRG Hadron Resonance Gas, a successful model that approximates QCD thermodynamics at low temperature
QGP Quark Gluon Plasma, a phase of QCD at large energy density where quarks are liberated from hadrons
CFL Color Flavor Locking, a phase of QCD at large baryon density
physical mass Theorists can study QCD with whatever quark masses. ’Physical mass’ means that Nature’s choice is taken
chiral limit The up and down quarks are very light. It is instructive to study what would happen if they were massless.

Objectives

• The reader is first introduced to the most studied representation of the phase diagram in the temperature – chemical potential plane with
an emphasis on existing evidence. Our focus will be what we have learned on the phase diagram from heavy ion experiments, lattice
QCD and other theoretical approaches.
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Fig. 1 Data on the QCD phase diagram. The left panel shows the diagram in the temperature (T ) – baryon chemical potential (µB)
plane. We know from lattice simulations [3] that on the temperature axis the transition is a cross-over. A cross-over line starts at
T ≈ 157 MeV [4, 5] and stretches into the bulk of the phase diagram [6]. The width of the band refers to the theoretical uncertainties not
to the width of the transition. The data points on and beyond the cross-over line show the thermodynamic parameters of the chemical
freeze-out [7–13]. The small feature at T ≈ 18 MeV is the liquid gas transition and the corresponding end-point, measured in low energy
heavy ion collision experiments [14]. The right panel uses the density, normalized to the nuclear saturation density n0 = 0.17 fm−3 as
the first axis. It shows not the data, but where we can expect information from. (Picture presented by the Muses collaboration [15])

• The subsequent section is more theoretical: we review the predictions based on the symmetry breaking pattern of QCD and study indirect
evidences from lattice QCD. We discuss the famous Columbia plot and the role of imaginary chemical potentials in the uncovering of
finite density QCD.

• We then extend the scope to include the effects of an external magnetic field, isospin density or a theta parameter that couples to
topology.

• The final section looks into the more elusive phases, with a special emphasis of large density QCD. We relate the theoretical expectation
to future astrophysical observations.

1 Introduction

The strong force is manifest in our Universe as the short-range interaction that holds together the massive hadrons, most importantly protons
and neutrons. We are fortunate to possess a powerful theory, Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), which is able to explain and to predict
the masses, decay properties and internal structure of the hundreds of hadrons and resonance states Nature presents us with. QCD is a
quantum field theory with six quark species, playing the role of matter, and an eight-component gauge field, the gluons, responsible for
interactions. As opposed to other gauge theories, like quantum electrodynamics (QED), self interactions between gluons play a crucial role.
Their most important consequence is asymptotic freedom: the theory is weakly coupled at very short distances or at high energy scales.
Thus, at sufficiently high temperatures, gluon fields lose the strength to bind hadrons together.

The extreme energy density required to unbind hadrons was indeed realized in nature immediately after the Big Bang. The hot early
Universe cooled below this threshold when it was approximately 10 µs old, and the temperature was around 2 · 1012 K. Whether still today
the extreme densities inside the cold cores of neutron stars could induce a similar transition from hadronic matter to quarks is the subject of
intensive research. Thanks to recent and future gravitational wave observatories, we can observe simultaneously hot and dense matter in the
mergers of binary neutron stars. The first observation of such an event, GW170817, showed the potential of multi-messenger astronomy,
where gravitational and neutrino measurements complement the photon-based observations [1, 2].

The transition between the quark and hadronic phases is, however, best studied in the laboratory with heavy ion collisions. After
compelling hints from the SPS at CERN, the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) facility at BNL has uncovered the features of a hot
new phase, the quark gluon plasma. Extreme energy collisions at the LHC at CERN have subsequently pushed the experimental study of
the formation, flow and freeze-out of the plasma into the realm of precision science. The precious synergy between theory and experiment
has allowed a new field to emerge, focused on the mapping of the phase diagram of strongly interacting matter through the prediction of
new phases and the identification of observable signatures. This chapter seeks to summarize what has been learned in the process.

Although there are numerous different sketches of possible structures for the QCD phase diagram, our actual knowledge is rather limited.
This is summarized in the left panel of Fig. 1 in the most common picture of temperature vs baryo-chemical potential. Since in QCD the
baryon number is integer valued and conserved, a grand canonical description with a well defined chemical potential can be employed. The
baryo-chemical potential expresses the thermodynamic force associated with the creation of a single baryon.
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We have good reason to believe that nature is described in the energy range of 0.1. . . 10 GeV by quantum chromodynamics [16].
Simulations of QCD on the lattice have calculated the masses of most low lying hadrons [17, 18], and nuclear lattice simulations have
reproduced the radii and binding energies of the lightest nuclei [19].

Also at finite temperature – and, though with severe limitations, finite density – lattice QCD simulations can provide rigorous evidence,
and thus constrain the structure of the phase diagram. Continuum extrapolated simulations have shown that a broad transition around
155 − 160 MeV [4, 5] separates a low temperature phase where the hadronic description is successful from a high temperature one, where
observables are still non-perturbative but dominated by light degrees of freedom. The transition for vanishing chemical potential is a
crossover [3] marked by the spontaneous breaking of the chiral symmetry. By reducing the quark masses below their physical value, the
crossover was connected to a second-order chiral transition at Tc = 132+3

−6 MeV in the chiral limit [20]. At finite chemical potential, the
crossover is believed [21] to become stronger and eventually turn into a first-order transition, thus implying the existence of a critical point.
The transition temperature in the chiral limit is expected to be an upper bound for the temperature at this critical end-point.

Lattice simulations are severely limited by a sign problem at finite density, which originates from the gluon-based approach of lattice
QCD. In order to avoid the impossible task of representing Grassmann variables, the quark fields are integrated out and the resulting bosonic
effective action is simulated. The resulting euclidean path integrals are computed via importance sampling, which is possible if the effective
action is real and positive, but for a generic chemical potential it is not. Only in a few special cases is the effective action strictly positive,
i.e. if i) the chemical potential is purely imaginary; ii) the chemical potential is real but has opposite sign for two degenerate quarks (e.g.
with finite isospin chemical potential). Additionally, non-vanishing electric fields introduce a sign problem, while magnetic fields don’t.
We will discuss these extra directions in a separate section below.

The phase boundary at finite density has thus been explored by determining the curvature of the crossover line, which has been computed
in the continuum limit by several lattice groups [22–24]. The band in the left panel of Fig. 1 shows the result from Ref. [6]. In the same work
the broadness of the transition ∆T ≈ 15 MeV was also determined, defined as the width of the chiral susceptibility peak. While the transition
line unambiguously shows a negative curvature, the width does not significantly change for µB < 300 MeV. We deliberately omitted from
the left panel of Fig. 1 possible locations of the chiral end-point, as no reliable extrapolations exist, let alone continuum extrapolated results.
Still, exlusion regions can be set up: a recent continuum extrapolated result claims µB,c > 450 MeV with a 2σ confidence [25].

Experiments, too, seek to chart the QCD phase diagram and possibly locate the chiral critical endpoint, which indeed has been a major
motivation behind several generations of collider experiments. Among the wealth of data collected in two decades of the Beam Energy
Scan program at RHIC, let us highlight two classes of observables particularly relevant for QCD thermodynamics. First, it was observed
that the global abundance of hadrons can be modeled by a thermal ensemble. The associated grand canonical parameters T and µB provide
a snapshot of the chemical freeze-out, the moment when inelastic scatterings cease. The data points in the left panel of Fig. 1 show such
conditions for different collision energies at different facilities. For small through intermediate chemical potentials, where lattice data are
available, the freeze-out line closely follows the chiral transition line.

The other class of observables is based on event-by-event fluctuations of conserved charges. These were advocated for their sensitivity
to criticality if freeze-out occurs at near-critical parameters [26]. In fact, high order fluctuations of the net proton number have the advantage
to be accessible to experiment and to diverge with a high inverse power of the correlation length [27]. If the crossover line Fig. 1 ends in a
chiral critical point, a non-monotonic pattern in the fourth-to-second cumulant (or factorial cumulant) is expected, based on computations
in effective models [28]. The STAR experiment at RHIC has measured the energy dependence of high order proton fluctuations [29–31].
Even in the latest update [32] no unambiguous critical signal was found.

While the search for the chiral critical point of QCD intensifies, another, well established critical endpoint exists at low temperature: it
corresponds to the liquid-gas transition of nuclear matter. The lightest hadrons that carry baryon charge are the nucleons with a mass mN ≈

940 MeV, which up to a small binding energy sets the threshold for the baryo-chemical potential where nucleons can form a condensate.
This happens in a first order transition at µLG ≈ 924 MeV, which for increasing temperature weakens and eventually terminates in an
endpoint at T LG

c = 17.9(4) MeV, as found by low energy heavy ion collision experiments [14]. This transition and the end-point have also
been located by lattice simulations of the low energy effective theory of baryons [33]. Additionally, functional methods in QCD can also
provide quantitative predictions in this region of the phase diagram [34].

One may notice that the freeze-out line in Fig. 1 appears to approach the cross-over line emerging from the liquid-gas critical point.
Since chiral symmetry is broken on both sides of this crossover, it must be distinct from the chiral transition line. The latter – be it first
order or crossover – has to separate from the liquid-gas crossover line somewhere between T ≈ 145 − 20 MeV. It is possible that the chiral
endpoint exists but is far from the conditions accessible at chemical freeze-out. In this case, new means to detect it need to be found,
otherwise it would be entirely out of the reach of heavy ion collision experiments.

While the well established facts on the QCD phase diagram are not many, several different approaches provide insight into the behavior
of the theory in different regimes. This is summarized in the right panel of Fig. 1, from the MUSES collaboration [15], where the chemical
potential axis is replaced by the net baryon density, expressed in units of the nuclear saturation density ∼ 0.17 fm−3. While this phase
diagram does not reveal any features, it displays the validity range of several complementary approaches: i) perturbative methods (red)
are reliably applicable at very high temperature or density, thanks to asymptotic freedom; ii) lattice QCD simulations (green) are most
successful at zero density, in the transition region or above, and finite-density extrapolations rely on expansions in µB/T , hence the range
in µB increases at high temperature; iii) heavy ion collisions (orange) explore intermediate densities near and above the transition, but can
hardly go beyond saturation density; iv) chiral effective theories and lattice simulations where gluons are not resolved are limited to very
low temperatures (blue), but cover nuclear physics up to twice saturation density; v) neutron stars probe the equation of state of nuclear
matter to even higher densities; vi) the upcoming generation of gravitational wave observations promises abundant merger signals, which
will give us experimental access to the white region in the center of the diagram [15].
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Fig. 2 Left: schematic spacetime evolution of the system created in a heavy ion collision. Right: initial position of the nucleons in the
laboratory frame for different collision energies [35].

We start this chapter with a phenomenological review of available evidence from experiments, lattice results and other theoretical
computations on the phase diagram in Section 2. Much of the research on the phase diagram is centered on the hypothetical chiral critical
endpoint. We discuss its theoretical motivation and the expected structure of the phase diagram in general in Section 3. While the phase
diagram is most frequently presented in the temperature vs baryochemical plane, more external variables can be considered, such as other
chemical potentials (e.g. isospin) or the strength of an external magnetic field. The phase diagram in these alternative representations will
be addressed in Section 4. The densities that we can study in an Earth-bound laboratory are limited below the nuclear saturation density.
Beyond that, astrophysical observation will let us explore the remote parts of the phase diagram. In Section 5 we briefly summarize the
theoretical knowledge toward the high density limit, where exotic phases are expected.

2 Phenomenology of the phase diagram

2.1 Evidence based on collision experiments
Heavy ion collisions are the tool of choice for experimentally investigating the thermodynamics of QCD for densities up to around nuclear
saturation density, and temperatures up to a few times larger than the QCD transition temperature. They are carried out in the largest particle
accelerators in the world, like the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and the Super Proton Synchrotron (SPS) at CERN and the Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider (RHIC) at the Brookhaven National Laboratory, as well as future facilities such as the Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research
(FAIR) at GSI and the Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex (J-PARC).

Heavy atomic nuclei, typically lead or gold, are collided at ultrarelativistic speeds, with beam energies ranging from a few GeV to
a few TeV. Immediately after the collision, a large amount of energy is deposited in a very small volume in the form of color fields.
The subsequent evolution of the medium created in heavy ion collisions is commonly divided in a few steps, schematically pictured with a
spacetime diagram in Fig. 2. Within a very short time, typically less than 1 fm/c, the system reaches an approximate thermal equilibrium, and
– if the energy density is sufficient – a quark gluon plasma state is formed. At top LHC energies the initial temperature can easily exceed 400
MeV [36, 37]. This very hot and dense medium then expands very quickly, driven by the internal pressure gradients, and accordingly cools
down. The quark gluon plasma phase of this evolution is now successfully described by means of relativistic hydrodynamic simulations
(see e.g. Refs. [38, 39] for a review). Comparison of hydrodynamic simulations and experimental results has led to the discovery that the
quark gluon plasma is the most perfect fluid currently known, as its specific shear and bulk viscosities (namely, normalized by the entropy
density, η/s, ζ/s) are extremely small, more than an order of magnitude smaller than in superfluid helium. This stage of the evolution ends
around 6 − 10 fm/c (∼ 2 − 3 · 10−23 s) [40], when the temperature eventually drops below the QCD transition temperature Tc and quarks
and gluons become confined, at the so-called hadronization. The still very hot and dense medium is at this point characterized by both
elastic and inelastic collisions, which can alter the system’s chemical composition. The latter cease at a stage named chemical freeze-out,
after which the relative abundance of different hadron species is fixed. Finally, also elastic collisions cease as the system becomes very
dilute, and thus particle spectra, too, are fixed at the kinetic freeze-out, after which only strong or electromagnetic decay processes may take
place before the particles reach the detector. The characteristic time of weak decay processes is too long for them to take place during the
system’s evolution, of the order of about ∼ 10−22 seconds. It is remarkable that most of current experimental knowledge on the structure of
the QCD phase diagram was inferred from the measurement of final state hadrons in such events.

By varying the system’s colliding energy, the net density of the medium created can be modified. While at very large energy the nuclei
are essentially transparent due to the extreme Lorentz contraction (see Fig. 2, right), and only color fields are left behind at the collision site,
when the energy is lowered Lorentz contraction is smaller, and the overlap time significantly increases. This results in baryon stopping, i.e.
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Fig. 3 Left: jet nuclear modification factor in p-Pb as well as peripheral and central Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC [41]. Right: charmonium
nuclear modification factor in Pb-Pb collisions for 1S and 2S states at CMS [42] and ALICE [43].
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NA60, STAR and HADES, compared to chemical freezeout temperatures and model expectations. Figure from Ref. [46].

a deposition of baryon number at mid-rapidity, increasing with decreasing collision energy, which drives the net baryon density to positive
values. This allows to probe the phase diagram over a broad range of chemical potential.

2.1.1 QGP formation in experiments
Evidence of the production in the lab of a deconfined medium comes from a number of different signatures [36, 44] and the strong synergy
with a comprehensive theoretical description which was built in the past decades. Among the most popular effects attributed to QGP
formation are jet-quenching, the suppression (and re-generation) of quarkonium and flow.

Jet quenching is the reduction in the energy of high momentum partons (jets) as they travel through the deconfined medium, mostly
due to collisions and gluon emission. This results in a reduced jet yield, and can be quantified by the relative number of high momentum
hadrons compared to properly scaled p-p collisions, usually referred as the nuclear modification factor RAA. A value below one indicates
that, differently from p-p collisions, the produced medium has caused a yield reduction. This is shown in Fig. 3 (left) for different colliding
systems at the LHC, highlighting how the effect increases when a larger – and longer-lasting – QGP phase is produced [41].

A similar argument is the basis of J/ψ suppression. Matsui and Satz [47] suggested that in a deconfined medium quarkonium would
melt because of the screening of the color force. Based on this argument, a smaller yield of quarkonium states would be expected in
heavy-ion collisions, compared to p-p ones, which again could be quantified through a nuclear modification factor. Additionally, the effect
would be larger for more weakly bound states, a phenomenon known as sequential suppression. This can be seen in Fig. 3 (right), where
RAA at LHC is shown for J/ψ (a 1S state) and ψ(2S ), in both cases smaller than one, and displaying a more pronounced suppression for
the 2S state. In Fig. 3 (right) a complementary effect is also visible at low-pT : quarkonium regeneration. Bound states can form by a
recombination mechanism between the c and c̄ quarks, during the deconfined phase and/or at the hadronisation of the system. This effect
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is sizable for charmonium at high LHC energies due to the large density of cc̄ pairs, while for bottomonium states it’s negligible, because
the density of bb̄ pairs is much lower [48]. The original view on quarkonium suppression has been revisited in recent years to include the
effect of dissociation due to collisions with the medium on top (or instead [49]) of color screening, which can be encoded in an imaginary
potential [50, 51] and described within the formalism of open quantum systems [52–55].

While these observables were proposed decades ago, new opportunities for QGP signaling were provided more recently by flow observ-
ables. Collectively, they relate to the fact that the strongly coupled nature of the deconfined medium results in the appearance of collective
behavior; in short, the QGP “flows”. A quantitative description is made possible by the flow coefficients vn, namely the Fourier coefficients
of the azimuthal distribution of final state particles. Non-zero values for these coefficients reflect the anisotropy of particle emission driven
by the initial spatial anisotropy of the medium. If the QGP were not strongly coupled, or not present, free streaming would result in a
washing away of these anisotropies. In Fig. 4 (left) results from ALICE [43] and ATLAS [56] for the first flow coefficients of charged
hadrons are shown, and compared to results from a hybrid model including viscous hydrodynamic description of the plasma phase, with
excellent agreement [45].

Evidence on the formation of a thermalized medium at temperatures well exceeding the transition temperature predicted by lattice
QCD can be provided by photon and dilepton spectra [57–64]. Photons and dileptons are radiated by the medium throughout the system’s
evolution, and their thermal distributions can be reconstructed from momentum and invariant mass spectra, respectively. However, while
photons spectra are heavily affected by the “blue shift” effect due to the rapid expansion of the system, dilepton measurements allow for a
clean determination of the temperature of the medium. In recent years, such measurements have been carried out by the NA60 [65, 66],
STAR [67–69] and HADES [70] collaborations, yielding results consistently above the chemical freeze-out and QCD transition lines, see
Fig. 4 (right).

2.1.2 Phase separation and critical point
From an experimental standpoint, it is not possible to directly locate the QCD phase transition on the phase diagram. However, by comparing
results to theoretical models for the production of hadrons, it is possible to estimate the location of the chemical freeze-out in different
experimental setups. Thermal fits, i.e. fits to hadron yields based on thermal models such as the hadron resonance gas (HRG) model (see
Sec. 2.4.1) have been widely employed to chart the location of chemical freeze-out in high energy collisions. A collection of these from
different collision energies and experimental facilities is shown in Fig. 1 (left), returning a consistent picture that is also in quite good
agreement with current results for the QCD transition temperature at finite density. At large collision energies, the chemical freeze-out
occurs shortly after hadronization, at temperatures around T = 150 − 160 MeV, due to the explosive expansion of the fireball that cause a
quick dilution of the system. At larger chemical potentials, the line of freeze-out points approaches the location of ordinary, cold and dense
nuclear matter. While results for the transition temperature above µB ≃ 400 MeV are not available, it is expected that the two curves detach
at some point, due to the fact that lower collision energies create a less explosive system which ultimately freezes out at a lower temperature.

Chemical freeze-out has also been investigated by studying low order net-particle fluctuations [71–73], namely proton, pion, kaon,
lambda serving as proxies for conserved B,Q, S charges as functions of the collision energy, and yielding comparable results as thermal
fits to yields. Often, separate fits to strange and non-strange degrees of freedom result in improved fit quality and a consistent temperature
gap between the freeze-out of strange and light particles, in a picture dubbed flavour hierarchy, which appears present at different collision
energies in yields and fluctuations alike [72–75].

The rather complete picture of where collision systems freeze out in the phase diagram clashes with the fact that it is not known whether
the QCD transition in its close vicinity is a true phase transition or not. While it is well established that at small chemical potential
QCD undergoes a smooth transition, at larger density the transition might be of the first order. Should there be a critical point separating
the two regimes, as many models of QCD suggest, at some intermediate collision energy the system would be bound to evolve in its
vicinity. Identifying signals of criticality in experimental measurements is largely based on the corresponding divergence in the correlation
length, which should result in large fluctuations across the system. In particular, event-by-event fluctuations in the baryon number have
been identified as the most promising observables, with higher order fluctuations diverging with increasing powers of the correlation
length [27]. Arguments based on the universality of critical behavior made it possible to identify a non-monotonic dependence on the
collision energy as the typical smoking gun signature of criticality [28]. State-of-the-art results for net-proton fluctuation ratios from the
STAR collaboration [32] are shown in Fig. 5 together with existing estimates of a non-critical baseline. It has been pointed out that factorial
cumulants are likely to be more sensitive to criticality, as they isolate irreducible particle correlations of order n. Results from the HADES
collaboration at

√
s = 2.4 GeV appear to follow a similar trend. Although the quality of the data has sensibly increased thanks to the new

fixed target program at RHIC, identifying a clear pattern for criticality is not straightforward. Though deviations from the baseline below
√

s ≃ 10 GeV are certainly suggestive, better precision from the data, and more importantly a firmer hold on the correct non-critical baseline
will be needed to draw more precise conclusions. Additional data from the HADES and CBM experiments are expected in the future, as
well as increased statistics on the STAR data.

2.2 Evidence based on lattice QCD
The theoretical investigation of the QCD phase diagram can count on a number of different approaches, each with its advantages and
limitations. In Section 2.3 we will describe a number of methods to study the thermodynamics of QCD in different regimes, retaining
more or less of the rich physics the theory entails. In this Section, we discuss the large body of evidence gathered in the past decades from
the most robust method to study it, namely lattice simulations. In fact, lattice QCD translates the problem of solving the theory of strong
interactions into a numerical experiment. Most of the established features of QCD thermodynamics are indeed due to lattice simulations.
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Fig. 5 Net proton cumulant ratios (top) and proton factorial cumulant ratios (bottom) as functions of the collision energies from the
STAR collaboration [32], together with non-critical baselines.

In short, the formulation of QCD on a lattice amounts to calculating euclidean path integrals like:

Z =

∫
DUDψ̄Dψ e−S G [U]e−S F [U,ψ̄,ψ] (1)

where U are the gauge fields and ψ̄, ψ the fermion fields, and S G , S F are the gauge and fermion actions. The fermion part is bilinear in the
fermion fields, and can thus be integrated analytically, yielding:

Z =

∫
DU e−S G [U] det M[U] (2)

where M is the Dirac matrix involving all fermion fields on the lattice, and its determinant depends only on the gauge configuration {U}. The
path integral in Eq. (1) is formally analogous to the partition function of a statistical system [76], thus expectation values can be evaluated
as: 〈

Ô
〉
=

1
Z

∫
DU Ô e−S G [U] det M[U] . (3)

By discretizing spacetime, the integral over the field configurations becomes numerically tractable and can be computed by means of Monte
Carlo methods by identifying e−S G [U] det M[U] with a statistical weight assigned to configuration U. In practice, importance sampling
methods are employed to estimate the integral by summing over only a small portion of statistically relevant configurations. This approach
breaks down when a real chemical potential is included because then det M[U] becomes complex making the would-be probability weight
of a gauge configuration complex. This is the complex action problem in lattice QCD. Alternatives have been developed over the years
to circumvent this problem and somehow bridge the gap between the theory accessible to simulations (µB = 0) and the theory of interest
(µB > 0). These include Taylor expansion around µB = 0 [24, 77–85] and analytic continuation from imaginary chemical potential [6, 22,
23, 83, 86–94]. Reweighting methods have also been widely employed [95–101], and have recently enjoyed increased interest [102–106].

Most notably for the thermodynamics of QCD, lattice results include the determination of the transition line, the equation of state, and
fluctuations of conserved charges, which are the main topics of this Section.

2.2.1 QCD transition
The fate of the hadronic phase at increasing temperature was initially proposed by Hagedorn to be a limiting temperature [107], known
as Hagedorn temperature. Cabibbo and Parisi later showed that a more likely scenario would be the existence of a phase transition to
a deconfined state of matter [108]. The nature and location of the transition remained uncertain for about 30 more years, until lattice
simulations became powerful enough to provide definitive answers.
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Ref. [3]. Right: chiral condensate as functions of the temperature, at finite lattice spacing and in the continuum. Figure from Ref. [4].
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Simulations of the pure Yang-Mills theory have quickly shown that the QCD transition at vanishing baryon density is of the first
order [109, 110], yet it was a much harder task to apply lattice methods to full QCD with physical quark masses. By means of a finite size
scaling of continuum extrapolated results it was shown in Ref. [3], that in full QCD the transition is a smooth crossover. In general, the
susceptibility peak of the order parameter of a first-order transition is expected to grow in height and shrink proportionally to the system’s
volume, while in a crossover the susceptibilities converge. The left panel of Fig. 6 shows this for the chiral susceptibility with no visible
dependence on the volume, indicating that the transition with Nature’s choice of quark masses is a crossover.

The transition separating the hadronic phase from the quark gluon plasma is, in fact, related to two distinct, albeit related, phenomena,
namely the restoration of chiral symmetry and deconfinement, see Section 3. In the right panel of Fig. 6 we show the temperature dependence
of the pseudo-order parameter of the chiral transition, the renormalized chiral condensate. One observes a smooth rise around T ≃ 155 MeV,
as expected in a crossover. Determinations of the pseudocritical temperature have been based on different observables, yielding slightly
different values [4, 5, 111, 112]. More recent results based on chiral observables yield T ∼ 157 MeV with uncertainties around 1 MeV [6,
24]. The deconfinement aspect of the transition is more subtle, as will be discussed in Section 3.1.

At finite chemical potential, it is customary to express the transition temperature as an expansion:

Tc(µ̂B) = Tc(0)
(
1 − κ2µ̂

2
B − κ4µ̂

4
B + O(µ6

B)
)
, (4)

where µ̂B = µB/T , and the coefficients κn encode the chemical potential dependence of Tc. Results have been obtained making use of
simulations at zero chemical potential, and directly evaluating the coefficients κn, or by determining the transition temperature for imaginary
chemical potentials and analytically continuing to µ2

B > 0 [22–24, 83, 113]. Results based on chiral observables from several groups and
both methods are shown in Fig. 7 (left), displaying good agreement. The NLO coefficient κ4 appears to be sensibly smaller than κ2, and
compatible with zero at the current precision. The transition line shown in Fig. 1 was obtained from analytical continuation in Ref. [6].
While estimates for the transition temperature have become extremely precise, this does not imply that the transition takes place over such
a narrow range in temperature. The crossover transition is rather broad, and its width was estimated in Ref. [6] as a function of the chemical
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sion [118].

potential, by studying the chiral susceptibility peak. As shown in Fig. 7 (right), the half-width of the crossover stays constant around
∆T ≃ 15 MeV for µB < 300 MeV, showing no hint of strengthening of the transition. Similarly, the chiral transition peak height is shown
to remain constant in the same range. The extrapolation to higher chemical potentials is extremely difficult, but a proxy to the transition
temperature could be computed in a smaller volume (163 × 8) up to 400 MeV in µB [114], The chosen proxy was the peak of the static
quark entropy S Q ∼ ∂ ln L/∂T as suggested in Ref. [115], because its value is more stable under the reduction of volume than the direct
chiral observables [116]. The peak of S Q(T ) is found to roughly follow the chiral transition line of Ref. [6].

2.2.2 Equation of state
The equation of state is the fundamental quantity to describe the thermodynamic behavior of a system in different conditions. Its qualitative
features can provide information on the effective degrees of freedom in a system, and help locate where phase transitions occur. For
the modeling of heavy ion collisions, the equation of state of QCD is a fundamental quantity, which allows to take into account the
thermodynamics of the theory and to close the set of equations to solve. Given the values of the volume V and of the control parameters
T, µB, the equation of state is uniquely determined by the partition function Z(V, T, µB), from which the free energy f = −T ln Z(V,T, µB)
is defined. The pressure is (minus) the derivative of f with respect to the volume, which under the assumption of a homogeneous system
simply amounts to p = − f /V = T/V ln Z. All thermodynamic quantities are then defined as derivatives of p.

On the lattice, it is not possible to calculate the pressure directly. Most commonly, the integral method [119] is employed, writing the
pressure as:

p(T )
T 4 =

p(T0)
T 4 +

∫ T

T0

dT
T

I(T )
T 4 , (5)

where the trace anomaly I(T ) is determined by the renormalized values of the chiral condensates and the gauge action, and the integration
constant p(T0)/T 4 is determined e.g., as an integral of the chiral condensates in the quark masses.

For about a decade now there has been substantial agreement over the equation of state of QCD at vanishing density between different
collaborations, with physical values of the quark masses and in the continuum limit, see e.g. Fig. 8 (left) [117, 120]. A new determination
was presented in a recent work [25], with smaller uncertainties but compatible with the previous ones.

At finite density the equation of state can be determined as a Taylor expansion [78, 121]:

p(T, µB)
T 4 =

∑
n

1
n!
χB

n (T )
(
µB

T

)n
, with χB

n (T ) = T n
∂n

(
p/T 4

)
∂µn

B
, (6)

where only even coefficients contribute due to charge conjugation symmetry. The determination of the susceptibilities χB
n is very costly

when the order is increased, and convergence of the series is usually checked by comparing subsequent orders. Results for coefficients up to
order 8 have been published [24, 79–85], but only up to order 4 were continuum extrapolated (and order 6 in a smaller volume [122]). Fig. 8
shows the baryon density as a function of the temperature, for different chemical potentials and different expansion orders, obtained from
a Taylor expansion in Ref. [118]. A multidimensional Taylor expansion of the QCD pressure was constructed in Refs. [123, 124] to cover
the full 3D space of chemical potentials µB, µQ, µS needed in the hydrodynamic description of heavy ion collisions with multiple conserved
charges.

Imaginary µB simulations have been used in the past to determine fluctuation observables [125, 126]. In Ref. [93] an alternative approach
– sometimes dubbed T ′-expansion and generalized in Refs. [94, 127]– was developed to extrapolate the equation of state to finite chemical
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potential. This approach is based on the ansatz of a simplified µB dependence of the baryon density in the vicinity of µB = 0:

nB(T, µB) = µ̂B χ
B
2 (T ′, 0) with T ′ = T (1 + κ2(T )µ̂2

B + κ4(T )µ̂4
B + O(µ̂6

B)) , (7)

where the coefficients κn(T ), similarly to Eq. (4), encode the µB dependence, but here are crucially T -dependent themselves to define the
expansion rigorously. This expansion amounts to a reorganization of the Taylor series, carried out along lines of constant nB/µ̂B. This
results in better convergence, and smaller uncertainties, as shown in Fig. 9 (right).

2.3 Diagrammatic approaches to QCD
2.3.1 Weak coupling expansion
Asymptotic freedom relates large temperatures to small values of the running coupling. However, at phenomenological temperatures of the
high temperature phase the couplings are of O(1), and it is not natural to expect a well converging perturbative series. Subsequent orders of
the expansion of the thermodynamic potential in the coupling constant αs exhibit a wildly oscillating pattern (see Fig. 10 left). We know this
to order α3

s logαs [128] and there is no hope for higher orders with perturbative methods. Their computation is prevented by the magnetic
mass problem [129, 130], which limits the calculable order in this case to α3

s due to infrared divergences in the Feynman diagrams: an
additional power of the effective infrared cutoff (∼ g2T ) contributes to the denominator for each new loop order.

Hard thermal loop perturbation theory (HTLpt) has brought much improvement to the poor prospects of ordinary perturbation theory.
The idea is to consider massive quasi-particles instead of massless gluons and quarks as the basis of the expansion, thus, moving the
expansion point. While such shifting by a mass term can be easily introduced in a scalar theory, the gauge invariant equivalent is more
elaborate [131], but still depends on a mass parameter mD. The expansion scheme has been implemented to two-loop [132] and three-loop
[133] order. The loop order does not completely determine the procedure, because there are multiple schemes for selecting the optimal mD.
One option is to use the mass parameter of the effective theory obtained by dimensional reduction [134].

The improved behaviour of the HTLpt is shown in the right panel of Fig. 10. Note, that these results are phenomenologically relevant
only if calculated to three-loop order. Higher loop results are not expected since HTLpt suffers from the magnetic mass problem just
as ordinary perturbation theory does [133, 136]. Also, the results shown in Fig. 10 exhibit a large renormalization scale dependence.
Renormalization is typically performed at the energy scale of µ = 2πT , but variations by a factor two on both sides are also shown, to
estimate the systematic errors of the truncation.

The formalism was extended to finite quark-chemical potential and quark number susceptibilities [137–141]. Especially the fourth-order
baryon and isospin fluctuations exhibit very small scale dependence. Dedicated lattice studies computed these at high temperatures in the
continuum limit and found good agreement with HTLpt down to 250 MeV temperature [142, 143].

The framework of electrostatic QCD (EQCD) [147–149] offers a systematic approach to weak coupling expansion. It is based on the
reduction of the four dimensional full theory to a three dimensional bosonic gauge theory with a scalar field in the adjoint representation.
Even the order α3

s can be included by simulating the reduced theory on the lattice. Among other applications, such results are available for
the pressure [145, 150] and quark number susceptibilities [151, 152]. The use of non-zero quark masses was discussed in Ref. [153]. In
Fig. 11 we show a comparison of results on light quark number susceptibilities with lattice data [143, 146].

2.3.2 Functional QCD
Hard thermal loop thermodynamics is just one example for the resummation schemes that approximate the QCD thermodynamical func-
tional. In this section, we discuss two generic approximation schemes that run under the common label of functional methods for QCD.
In these schemes, equations for the n-point functions of the underlying quantum field theory are constructed; this often starts with n = 2,
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Fig. 10 The normalized QCD pressure (p/T 4) as a function of temperature (4-flavor case). The pressure approaches the Stefan-
Boltzmann limit at high T . The pace at which this happens should be controlled by perturbation theory, but its orders show an oscil-
latory pattern (left panel). Three-loop hard thermal loop perturbation theory cures this and agrees with lattice data, though with large
theoretical uncertainties [133]. (Lattice data taken from Ref. [135]).
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Fig. 11 Fourth and second order (in the inset) quark number susceptibilities found with two approaches to weak coupling expansion:
3-loop HTLpt [144] and EQCD [145, 146], compared with lattice data [143, 146] The uncertainties of EQCD are smaller than in the case
of HTLpt (the latter shown with dashed lines).

that is, the propagators. However, these equations depend on higher-point functions, such that an infinite hierarchy of equations arises, that
requires a truncation for practical use. The various approaches clearly differ in technical terms, but the resummation they implement is often
guided by the same principle.

The functional renormalization group (FRG) offers a self-consistent framework for solving a quantum field theory. It integrates the path
integral starting with the UV degrees of freedom and sequentially progressing towards the infrared. This is done by solving a flow equation,
e.g. the Wetterich equation [154] (see also [155, 156]), that describes the response of the effective action or its derivatives to the inclusion
of a new momentum scale as the infrared cutoff of the theory is reduced towards zero. This principle has already been used successfully
applied in several field theories, including those with phase transitions [157]. For a detailed discussion of the systematics of this approach
in the QCD context, see Ref. [158].

An initial success in the application to strong interactions was the computation of the gauge and ghost propagators in the vacuum of
the Yang-Mills theory [159]. These are, by now, consistent among different functional methods, agree with lattice and satisfy the criteria
for color confinement [160, 161]. Quark confinement and the deconfinement transition at finite temperature were shown to follow from the
features of these propagators by solving the flow equation for the effective potential of the temporal gauge background, strongly related to
the Polyakov loop [162].

A key feature in the FRG approach to full QCD is dynamical hadronization [163, 164] (see Ref. [165] for a detailed discussion). This
means that the flow equations for the gluon, ghost and quark correlators are extended with fields representing composite (meson) operators
(see Ref. [166] for the generalization to other channels). As the infrared cut-off is reduced, these degrees of freedom are automatically
activated and account for the dynamical breaking of chiral symmetry and the emergence of hadrons [167]. For this to happen, one for-
mulates coupled flow equations for the propagators and vertices of the fundamental theory (QCD) and of the composite operators in some
parametrized form [167, 168]. This is unlike effective models (to be discussed in section 2.4.2) where the gauge fields are already integrated,
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leaving a handful of pre-set hadrons as degrees of freedom. It is also in contrast with the brute force approach of lattice QCD, that computes
the hadronic phase solely in terms of gluonic and quark variables.

The state-of-the-art formulation of the truncated flow equations is the result of decades of research [166–170]. The transition temperature
in Yang-Mills theories [162] and in the two-flavor theory [171] were important milestones. By today, functional results for the QCD
transition with 2+1 flavors include the chiral condensate as a function of temperature, which agrees with lattice results [4, 168]. The
chemical potential dependence can also be studied, from which the curvature of the transition line emerges (κ = 0.0142(2) in the µS = 0
scheme, close to lattice results [90, 113]). The location of the critical end-point was computed to be (TCEP, µB,CEP = (107, 635) MeV) [168].
Note, that to demonstrate the critical behaviour itself would require further ingredients.

Another successful guiding principle for resummation schemes is offered by the Dyson-Schwinger approach [172]. Dyson-Schwinger
equations are path integrals of total derivatives that reveal non-trivial identities between the full, non-perturbative n-point functions. These
can be conveniently set up in the Landau gauge. A notable feature of these equations is that they can be solved in the the infrared limit and the
solution is consistent with certain confinement criteria [159]. The momentum scales achievable by this scaling solution is, however, below
what is relevant for the phase diagram (ΛQCD). Unlike the nPI effective actions, a truncation is introduced through the use of an approximate
full vertex [173]. One example is the rainbow ladder truncation, where the qq interaction is reduced to an effective gluon exchange. Due
to the complexity of the gluon self-interaction, in one possible approach the gluon propagator is taken from finite-temperature Yang-
Mills lattice simulations [174]. The gluon propagators (electric and magnetic) are unquenched by solving a coupled propagator equation for
gluons and quarks. This approximation misses implicit, in 1/Nc subleading quark loop effects in the Yang-Mills self-energies. Nevertheless,
the first order transition of the Yang-Mills theory as well as the existence of a heavy critical mass (see section 3.1) including its chemical
potential dependence could be calculated with these equations [175]. Addressing the chiral limit with the Dyson-Schwinger equations is
more challenging. The rainbow-ladder truncation correctly predicts the second order transition in the chiral limit, although with mean field
exponents [176]. It is crucial for the study of the chiral transition to include the pion and sigma propagators in the quark equations [177].

The Dyson-Schwinger equations were first solved for the 2+1 flavor case with physical quark masses in Refs. [178, 179], and later
extended with the charm quarks in Ref. [180]. While resulting transition temperature agrees with lattice by construction, the quantitative
agreement of the chiral condensate as a function of temperature with lattice simulations is non-trivial. The solution features a chiral crossover
and a critical end-point in the phase diagram at µB ≈ 500 MeV. Later, to refine the quantitative analysis, baryon effects were considered in
the quark-gluon vertex [181]. In Ref. [182] the quark self-energy was extended with mesonic backcoupling terms, simplifying the vertex at
the same time. In this approximation the critical end-point is predicted to be at (TCEP, µB,CEP = (117, 600) MeV)

Apart from the location of the critical point, many observables have been computed using the Dyson-Schwinger equations. The equation
of state was extracted using a 2PI effective action of the quark sector in the rainbow-ladder truncation [183]. The fluctuations of conserved
charges were computed in detail in a more elaborate approximation of the quark-gluon vertex in Ref. [184].

Thanks to new solutions to the functional renormalization group equations the vacuum quark-gluon vertex and the unquenched gluon
propagator are available for use in the Dyson-Schwinger equations [185]. The latter can be matched with the propagator from lattice [186].
This way new forms of the Dyson-Schwinger equations have been introduced and solved [187]. With the new truncation the equation of state
[188] and fluctuations of net-baryon number could be computed at finite temperature and density [189]. Most importantly a new result on the
transition line (with the curvature parameter κ = 0.0147(5)) and the critical end-point was found in [190] at (TCEP, µB,CEP = (109, 610) MeV)
(see Fig. 12). Remarkably, in the works here cited, the crossover temperatures from the chiral observables and the Polyakov loop are always
close and are equal at the critical endpoint.

Functional approaches to QCD have presented a consistent view on the QCD phase diagram. This is summarized in the left panel of
Fig. 12. All approximations feature a chiral critical endpoint near (T, µB) ≈ (105 − 115 MeV, 600 − 650 MeV). The right panel shows the
net-baryon cumulant ratio χB

4 /χ
B
2 from the most recent DSE computation, This is the central observable for the experimental search (then

replacing baryons by protons) [189], it was previously mapped by low energy models embedded in functional QCD [191, 192].
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2.4 Models that approximate QCD
2.4.1 Hadron resonance gas model
The better known limits of the thermodynamic structure of QCD matter correspond to large or small temperature and chemical potential.

When both are small, QCD matter is in a hadron gas phase, in which quarks and gluons are confined inside composite particles with
neutral color charge called hadrons, like protons and neutrons. At very low temperature and density, this phase is very dilute, interactions
are negligible and the thermodynamics is dominated by the lightest degrees of freedom, namely pions. When either T or µB is increased,
heavier states are thermally excited and interactions become more prominent. Before the advent of QCD, Hagedorn proposed [193] that a
thermally excited strongly interacting medium would be made up of composite objects populating an exponentially growing spectrum for
increasing masses. While in Hagedorn’s view this was a continuous “effective” spectrum modeling the formation of strongly interacting
objects, it predicted a maximum possible temperature for strongly interacting matter of the order of T ≃ 200 MeV, which now can be seen
as a surprisingly accurate estimate for the transition to the deconfined phase [108].

In the modern view, this spectrum is replaced by the actually observed hadrons, which indeed populate an exponentially growing
spectrum. The modern version of Hagedorn’s model is the hadron resonance gas (HRG) model, which in its simplest (ideal) version
describes an interacting hadron gas in terms of a non-interacting gas of hadrons and all their resonant states. The system’s partition function
factorizes into single-particle contributions as ln Z(T, µB,V) =

∑
i ln Zi(T, µB,V) with:

ln Zi(T, µB,V) = ±
diV
2π2

∫
∞

0

dpp2 ln

1 ± e

√
p2+m2

i −µi
T

 , (8)

where the sum runs over all hadron states and di, mi, µi are the spin degeneracy, mass and single-particle chemical potential of species i.
Even with its rather crude setup, the HRG model has proven extremely successful in reproducing experimental results as well as theoretical
predictions in the low temperature phase. This is quite impressive, considering that the model has virtually no free parameter: given a value
for the temperature, the baryon chemical potential and the system volume, all thermodynamic quantities are determined.

Perhaps the most striking success of the model is its ability to simultaneously describe the abundances of detected hadrons in heavy ion
collisions over several orders of magnitude, from pions to omega baryons and even light nuclei, with a single temperature, baryon chemical
potential and volume [12, 71]. Among the perks of this model, especially useful when comparing to experimental measurements, is the
possibility to take into account genuine experimental effects, such as the contributions from decay feed-down and the implementation of
acceptance cuts. These effects cannot easily be included in other theoretical approaches to the study of QCD thermodynamics. Although
initially the model has been applied to large colliding systems in the grand canonical formulation, it has been later shown that canonical
corrections can – and should – be included for smaller colliding systems, such as heavy ion collisions at lower energy and proton-proton or
proton-nucleus collisions at high energies [194, 195]. With these corrections, a good description is achieved for a huge variety of colliding
setups. Furthermore, the comparison with other theoretical calculations is another great success of the HRG model, which can precisely
reproduce most thermodynamics results from lattice QCD [105, 142, 196–198].

Although the HRG has proven extremely successful even in its ideal form, a more realistic treatment of interactions is necessary to
describe observables which are very sensitive to the details of the hadron spectrum or the strength of interactions in the medium [85, 91,
118, 199], as for example high order fluctuations of conserved charges [200]. In the S-matrix approach to relativistic statistical mechanics
based on the virial expansion, first introduced by Dashen, Ma and Bernstein [201], information on the phase shifts due to hadron interactions
can be used to construct the second virial coefficient. The ideal HRG model thus corresponds to the leading order of the virial expansion, in
which it also includes contributions by all known resonant states. However, all interactions not related to resonance formation are neglected.
It was later shown that a large cancellation appears in the pressure between non resonant attractive and repulsive contributions [202]. The
virial expansion in the S-matrix formalism was employed e.g. to study the effect of interactions on baryon fluctuations [200], and to
investigate the existence of unknown strange baryon states [203]. In Ref. [204] it was argued that the quality of thermal fits to particle
yields can be dramatically improved by including the phase shift information on pion-nucleon scattering. The main limitation of the S-
matrix approach is the limited available information on hadronic scattering phase shifts, which have to be modeled when not experimentally
available.

For this reason, a number of modifications have been considered to further improve the accuracy of HRG model predictions. The
hadron spectrum employed in the model can be adjusted by explicitly including additional states [205–208], for example those predicted by
theoretical models [209–211]. Repulsive mean field interactions were included in Ref. [200], showing that the effect on baryon fluctuations
is the same as in the relativistic virial expansion, and later employed to study the equation of state [212]. The same setup was applied in
Ref. [213] – also including additional hadronic states – to study the equation of state and the chiral transition line at finite baryon chemical
potential, finding good agreement with lattice results. In a similar fashion, repulsive excluded-volume and attractive van der Waals-like
interactions have also been extensively studied in recent years (see Ref. [199] for a review), which also provide an improved description
of lattice QCD fluctuations data over the ideal formulation. An advantage of the van der Waals approach is the natural emergence of the
liquid-gas transition and associated critical point, which can be reproduced by tuning the values of the repulsive and attractive terms [91].

2.4.2 Effective models
Due to the difficulty in solving the full theory of strong interactions, one has often resorted to low-energy effective theories to predict the
features of the QCD phase diagram. Such models are sharing the symmetries of the full theory, and go beyond the claim of being in the
universality class of QCD near some critical point. Effective models identify the relevant degrees of freedom and formulate a field theory
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in terms of these. The resulting field theory is not always renormalizable, a cut-off scale is needed, above which the model is not defined.
Typical cut-off scales are below 1 GeV.

Effective models can be classified by their principal ingredients. One of the earliest is the linear sigma model where the pions and an
isospin singlet sigma are combined to model the chiral symmetry breaking as in a scalar O(4) model [214]. Integrating out the sigma degree
of freedom defines the non-linear sigma model. Chiral perturbation theory, too, expresses QCD in terms of its lightest degree of freedom,
the pions, or light pseudoscalar mesons, in general [215]. This leading Lagrangian coincides with the non-linear sigma model [216]. A
chiral transition was predicted to happen at 190 MeV in a low temperature expansion of the two-flavor theory to three-loop order [217]. In
the chiral limit the transition temperature would be 20 MeV lower.

The Nambu-Jona–Lasino model is also an effective theory for chiral symmetry breaking [218, 219]. The principal degrees of freedom
are fermions that form, in analogy to superconducting, quark-antiquark pairs as composite particles, the light mesons. (see Ref. [220] for
a historic review). Effective models are often solved in the mean field approximation, where the operator valued equations of motions are
linearized around a nontrivial (mean field) value of composite operators, facilitating an order parameter for chiral symmetry breaking. A
shortcoming of the NJL model is the lack of confinement: in the chirally broken phase the fermions describe the constituent quarks. In this
framework the QCD phase diagram was sketched in the T − µB plane for the two flavor theory [221]. This diagram featured a first order
transition at finite µB and T = 0 and a smooth transition at finite T and µB = 0, indicating the necessity of an end-point on the T − µB plane.
The position of the end-point can be tuned with the parameters, and it could be removed entirely if we consider a sufficient repulsive vector
interaction among the possible four-fermion terms [222].

If we explicitly include the pion and sigma fields together with the quark fields in the effective Lagrangian, with the gluon fields already
integrated, we get the quark meson model. Here the phase structure has been computed in Ref. [223] using a renormalization group method.
They find a second order transition in the chiral limit that smoothens into a crossover for physical pion mass. This crossover also turns first
order in an end-point, however, the structure at low temperature, high density is more complicated.

Since neither the Nambu-Jona-Lasino, nor the quark meson model can account for the deconfinement, newer models include the order
parameter of the deconfinement, the Polyakov loop as a dynamical variable in the effective Lagrangian. At the heart of these models there
is a potential for the Polyakov loop with a temperature dependent parametrization such that the center symmetry is respected and the lattice
results for the quarkless gauge theory are reproduced. The Polyakov loop is then brought into direct connection with the temporal gauge
field, which is fed into the Dirac operator of the quarks degrees of freedom. These extended models, dubbed PNJL and PQM, respectively,
have been used extensively in the literature to explore the phase diagram (see [224–226] for the PNJL model and [227–229] for the PQM).

A common feature in these results is the existence of a critical end-point that separates the crossover at high temperature from the first
order line at high density. Although the position of the end-point varies, one can conclude with the semi-quantitative picture of Fig. 13. The
most distinctive feature is the blue transition line that separates nuclear matter from quark matter. The labels suggest deconfinement, but the
definition is based on chiral symmetry breaking. The phase in the right end of the diagaram (Color Flavor Locking) is a superconducting
phase [230, 231], see Section 5.2.

The predictive power of such effective models has been greatly enhanced by their embedding into the functional renormalization group
framework. The two-flavor PQM model was revisited in this sense in Ref. [232] and found a chiral crossover and a critical end-point near
the expected position of the liquid-gas transition. Several improvements have been introduced to the truncation of the effective action: the
inclusion of quark backreaction to the Polyakov loop potential [228], the use of the ‘t Hooft determinant to consider the U(1)A breaking
[233]. Thanks to the fluctuations included by the FRG formalism a smooth transition is obtained in accordance with lattice simulations.
The slopes of the remnant order parameters were larger in the mean field approach. Using a simple approximation for the strange degree
of freedom this effective model was used to derive very high order fluctuations, showing promising smoking-gun signal for the baryon
cumulant ratio χB

4 /χ
B
2 on the phase diagram in a large region around the critical end-point [191]. These results were further refined by

directly evolving the RG flow of quark-meson scattering processes with a new result for the critical endpoint at TCEP = 98 MeV and
µB = 643 MeV [192], which is fairly close to what was found in full functional QCD [168] of Section 2.3.2.

A different class of models of QCD are those based on the gauge-gravity duality, in particular the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton (EMD)
type models [234–236]. In these models the QCD phase diagram is mapped onto asymptotically Anti-de Sitter (AdS) charged black hole
geometries in five dimensions. They are constructed with the explicit intent to reproduce the observed features of the QCD equation of state
at zero chemical potential. The minimal ingredients they contain are the bulk metric field, a Maxwell field whose value at the boundary sets
the chemical potential, and a dilaton field to break conformal invariance. A number of free parameters are fixed by requiring agreement
with lattice QCD results at zero chemical potential. These models inherently include the almost perfect fluidity of the QGP, and in all
different realizations predict the existence of a critical point [237, 238]. They have been employed to determine transport coefficients of the
QGP [239–242], the location of the critical point [243, 244] and the equation of state of QCD at finite density [245], showing agreement
with lattice simulations where results from the latter are available.

3 Theory of the phase diagram

3.1 Quark masses and symmetries: the Columbia plot
In the following discussion, we review the phase diagram in a specific representation: instead of temperature and chemical potential, the
axes indicate the values of the strange and light quark masses, thus positioning QCD in theory space. This is the famous Columbia plot
[247], see Fig. 14. The physics of the transition can be vastly different in different corners of this diagram: in the top right corner all quark
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Fig. 13 The standard view on the QCD phase diagram as suggested by several effective theories [246].
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Fig. 10. A phase diagram showing how the order of the chiral transition depends on mq and ms.
For large ms, there is a second order transition with O(4) exponents at mq = 0. For mq nonzero,
there is a smooth crossover which, for small mq, looks like one of the curves of Fig. 1. For mq = 0,
the transition becomes first order when ms is reduced below its tricritical value m∗

s. In a region
around ms = mq = 0, the transition is first order. The boundary of this region is a curve of second
order transitions with Ising model exponents.71 In the figure, this curve is drawn with the shape

(m∗
s − ms) ∼ m

2/5
q , which is valid near the tricritical point.

and mq nonzero but small enough, the crossover is described by O(4) exponents, as
discussed in previous sections. At the boundary between the first order region and

the smooth crossover region, the transition has been analyzed in mean field theory
by Gavin, Gocksch and Pisarski.71 They find that along this curve in the (mq, ms)

plane, a single scalar field is massless and therefore conjecture that along this curve
the transition is second order with Ising critical exponents. (The scalar which is

massless is pure ss̄ near ms = 0, becomes an SU(3) singlet as one follows the curve
to the point at which ms = mq and becomes the σ of previous sections as one follows

the curve further toward the tricritical point at which mq = 0.) Using (62), we
can deduce the shape of the curve of second order transitions near the tricritical

point. For λ < 0, consider turning on a small H . H breaks the O(4) symmetry, and

33

Fig. 14 The Columbia plot in its original version (left) with a handful of simulation points (black dots) [247], in agreement with the
theoretical arguments of [248]. The middle panel shows the detailed theoretical expectations for the lower left corner [249]. New lattice
results challenge the original view and propose a new version (right ) [250]. Recent effective model studies find room in the parameter
space for this scenario, too (see e.g. [251]).

masses are infinite, and purely the dynamics of gluons determine how confinement stops as temperature increases. However, in the lower
left corner, light quarks take the dominant role and restore chiral symmetry at high temperature. QCD with physical quark masses resides
in the bulk of the diagram where the transition is a crossover driven by an interplay of deconfinement and chiral dynamics. In the Columbia
plot the order of the transition is marked for each possible pair of light and strange masses. The left panel shows the first attempt to explore
this vast range of parameters [247]. Even after 35 years there are still unsettled issues, mostly centered around its lower left corner.

3.1.1 The deconfinement transition
A key feature of QCD is the running of the coupling constant, that is, the effective coupling depends on the energy scale. A generic feature
of non-abelian quantum field theories (below a threshold in the number of flavours) is asymptotic freedom, which means that the coupling
goes to zero in the ultraviolet. Thus, at extreme temperatures, the theory is weakly coupled where the fundamental degrees of freedom
(quarks and gluons) are also the relevant ones. By their nature, these are color-nonsinglets. This is in contrast to color confinement at low
temperatures with color singlet effective degrees of freedom. Whether or not the two temperature regions are separated by a phase transition
depends on the presence of matter fields.

Specifically for the quark-less case (Yang-Mills theory), the path integral has an exact symmetry related to the center of the gauge group
(Z(Nc)). This means, that for every gauge configuration, there are two others with the same weight. The expectation value of the temporal
Wilson line (the Polyakov loop) [252]

L(x⃗) =
1

Nc
TrP exp

[∫ 1/T

0
A0(t, x⃗)dt

]
(9)

transforms non-trivially, a non-vanishing expectation value signals the spontaneous breaking of the center symmetry. (Nc stands for the
number of colors and P prescribes path ordering). At the same time, the expectation value of the Polyakov loop is related to the free
energy of a static color source Fq [252], with ⟨L⟩ = e−Fq/T . A zero value can be identified with a divergent free energy associated with a
color-nonsinglet static (infinitely heavy) quark. This idea connects the center symmetry breaking with quark deconfinement. The pertur-
bative vacuum is clearly not center symmetric. A highly non-trivial feature of SU(Nc) theories is the restoration of this symmetry at low
temperature. The determination of the temperature dependence of ⟨L⟩, and thus the numerical observation of the deconfinement transition,
was the first successful application of lattice simulations to QCD thermodynamics [253, 254]. The order of the deconfinement transition
depends on the number of colors. Monte Carlo simulations with finite size scaling have established that the transition is second order for
Nc = 2 [255] and first order for Nc = 3 [109, 110], which persists for larger Nc [256]. The first order nature was predicted by Svetitsky
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and Yaffe based on generic arguments on the effective potential of the Polyakov loop [257]. In fact, the cubic term in L, as required by the
Z(3) symmetry, is not compatible with a continuous transition and Z(3) is not among the known universality classes. Detailed studies of the
latent heat [258, 259] have showed that among the SU(N) theories the transition in SU(3) is weak, with a latent heat 3-4 times smaller than
in the large-N limit Lh/T 4

c ≈ 0.42(7)N2
c [258]. It was recently determined to be Lh/T 4

c = 1.025(21)(stat)(27)(sys) [259] (see also [260, 261]).
The pressure function p/T 4 versus T has been a subject of several large-scale lattice studies up to perturbative temperatures [262–264].

The temperature of this first-order transition is sometimes quoted in MeV units. Since lattice simulations can only produce dimensionless
ratios or products, this assumes the universality of a reference scale, that can be also defined in full QCD with 2+1+1 flavors, where it is
then given in MeV. By choosing the reference scale (spatial string tension, Sommer scale (r0), or the flow-based scales w0 and

√
t0) one gets

275 MeV, 322 MeV, 344 MeV and 285 MeV, respectively. This ambiguity is inevitable when the running of the coupling differs between
the simulated theory and Nature.

Matter fields break the center symmetry explicitly. To be precise, a center transformation can be re-interpreted as a shift in the quark
chemical potential by the imaginary value ∓i2πT/Nc. Due to the explicit breaking of this symmetry, the Polyakov loop ceases to be an
exact order parameter for the transition. In the language of an effective potential this means a linear tilt in the effective potential towards
positive real values to leading order in the hopping parameter expansion [265]. Allowing for a continuous dependence of the latent heat as
a function of control parameters, such as the inverse mass, one can expect a finite first-order region in the top-right corner of the Columbia
plot (Fig. 14). This region is delimited by a line of critical masses stretching between the two-flavor (top) and single-flavor (right) edges
of the diagram. Along this critical line the effective potential of the real part of the Polyakov loop is akin to that of the Ising model, where
the quark masses provide the fine-tuning to make the positive and negative valued minima of equal statistical weight. Without quarks the
negative minimum has double weight at high temperatures, reflecting an intact Z(3) symmetry. In this context QCD can be mapped to a
three state Potts model in an external field that also features an Ising end-point [266]. Lattice studies have confirmed this, by finding (for
two flavors) a critical point in the Ising class at the pseudo-scalar (“pion”) mass mπ/Tc ≈ 18.1 [267, 268], which is compatible with earlier
estimates based on random matrix theory [269].

The meaning of the Polyakov loop, which is the order parameter in the heavy quark limit, is less clear in the case of physical quark
masses. Its renormalized expectation value is related to the free energy (FQ) of a static quark as Lren = exp(−FQ/T ), which in turn, admits
the definition of the entropy of the static quark as S Q = −∂FQ/∂T . While FQ(T ) is very smooth and monotonic across the cross-over, and
its value is subject to an arbitrary constant shift, S Q(T ) is well defined and features a peak at Tc [115]. Actually, Ref. [115] observes,
that the peak position is consistent with the chiral susceptibility’s peak for various quark masses, while the more obvious choices (e.g. the
susceptibility of the Polyakov loop) did not give a conclusive result. It was pointed out in Ref. [270] that FQ behaves as an energy-like
observable in the vicinity of the chiral phase transition temperature, and for small quark masses the corresponding O(4) scaling applies to
its derivatives.

3.1.2 QCD in the chiral limit
As we have already discussed in Section 2.2, QCD with physical quark masses exhibits a crossover transition. It was not a simple achieve-
ment to establish this fact from lattice simulations, but it also turns out to be a robust statement, as the transition remains a crossover for a
very broad range of parameters, as shown in Fig. 14.

While the upper right corner of the Columbia plot refers to the Yang-Mills theory, the lower left corner corresponds to the chiral limit
with three flavors. However, let us consider the two-flavor chiral limit (left edge) first. As long as the third (strange) quark is much heavier
than the light flavors it will have no impact on symmetry considerations. In the low temperature phase the massless QCD Lagrangian has
a U(N f ) × U(N f ) symmetry, where the left and right-handed (or, equivalently, the axial and vector combinations) can be rotated in flavor
space independently. The U(1)V symmetry (charge conservation) is a true symmetry. We can also regard the isospin symmetry as unbroken,
as long as the light flavors are degenerate (mu = md) and QED effects are neglected. Note that also a spontaneous symmetry breaking of the
vector symmetries is ruled out [271]. On the other hand, the chiral symmetry S U(2)A is spontaneously broken, with the pseudo-scalar pions
playing the role of Goldstone bosons, as they are the lightest hadrons even in the presence of an explicit breaking due to finite quark masses
[272]. The last element of the classical symmetry group is the flavor singlet chiral symmetry U(1)A. This is broken by a quantum anomaly,
resulting in a large mass for the η′ meson. The mechanism of this anomaly is the existence of topologically non-trivial configurations in the
path integral. The localized finite-action solutions of the Euclidean gauge theory with non-trivial topology are called instantons – the reader
is referred to the in-depth review on the subject in this volume or in Ref. [273].

The fate of the flavor-singlet and non-singlet chiral symmetries determines the order of the transition in the QCD phase diagram. At
perturbative temperatures the S U(N f )A symmetry is completely restored if the explicit breaking is strictly zero. This requires at least a
continuous transition between the chirally broken and unbroken phases at Tχ. If the U(1)A symmetry is also restored at the chiral transition
Tχ, such transition may be either first or second order [274, 275]. If, however, the breaking of the U(1)A axial symmetry persists for T > Tχ,
the transition is of second order in the O(4) universality class. Recent lattice simulations agree with the O(4) hypothesis and determine Tχ in
the chiral limit to be Tχ ≈ 132 MeV [276, 277]. Truncated functional approximations to QCD have also determined the critical temperature
in the chiral limit, with results varying between 141 and 147 MeV [278–280], however, the critical region was found to be much smaller
than the pion masses used by any lattice group [281]. A likely scenario for the embedding of this critical point in the broader picture of the
phase diagram is shown in Fig. 15.
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Fig. 15 The phase diagram extended to three dimensions: temperature (T ), light quark mass (normalized to the strange mass h =
ml/ms) and baryo-chemical potential (µB). The front plane at h = 0 shows the 2nd order chiral transition line in red, starting at the
O(4) critical temperature Tc. Two dashed lines indicate the chiral crossover surface: i) the quark mass is varied keeping µB = 0, ii) the
chemical potential is varied with physical quark masses, starting at the pseudocritical temperature Tpc at µB = 0 and ending at the chiral
critical endpoint at Tcep. The universality class of the second order line where these two examples of a crossover end is different, but
can be connected in a tri-critical point at Ttri. (Plot from Ref. [113])

3.1.3 Instantons and the fate of the U(1)A symmetry
Several lattice groups have studied the effective restoration of the U(1)A symmetry. The qualifier “effective” refers to the fact, that anoma-
lous fluctuations break the U(1)A at any temperature. For physical quark masses the instanton density, observed through the topological
susceptibility, does not completely vanish at perturbative temperatures, but drops with temperature according to a power law with an expo-
nent that depends on the number of flavors as given by the theory of the dilute instanton gas [130], and was also computed on the lattice
[135, 282].

The question of effective restoration of the U(1)A symmetry is usually posed in the massless limit. This is understood as a limit of QCD
theories with light quarks, where first the infinite volume limit is taken, then the chiral limit (mu = md → 0). Performing the limits in reverse
order the zero quark masses would suppress all instantons. The question to be answered is whether the U(1)A (chiral singlet) and S U(2)A

(chiral nonsinglet) symmetries are restored at the same temperature in this particular limit, or not.
If present, the effective restoration of the U(1)A symmetry can be observed in the mesonic correlators as the degeneracy of the pion and

the scalar iso-triplet a0 meson [283]. To find a direct evidence for the restoration from lattice QCD is extremely difficult, since this requires
simulations at very small quark masses and large volumes, while the effect of UA(1) breaking may be very small (but non-zero) in the chiral
limit. Several lattice groups have made significant progress, but there is no conclusive answer found yet [284–289]. Initially, works with
chiral fermions saw a restoration, and those working with an improved staggered discretization did not. It is also not clear how an effective
restoration can be established at a given temperature based on finite-error data points.

The quantitative study of the anomalous breaking of U(1)A requires good control on the low lying eigenvalues of the Dirac operator, since
these determine the statistical weight of configurations with instantons. Staggered fermions are known to be prone to severe discretization
effects at the low end of the Dirac spectrum. A recent work with domain wall fermions at finite lattice spacing [290] has presented new
results that are likely to be unaffected from such errors, yet in agreement with the staggered results [289], supporting on the non-restoration
scenario. Let us remark, though, that the actual temperature where the U(1)A symmetry is approximately restored is very similar in the
pro-restoration [287] and non-restoration [289] papers, but the pro-restoration papers consistently use a 2 flavor setup (top left corner)
while the non-restoration papers work with physical strange mass (middle left edge). In the latter case the chiral transition temperature can
be about 30 MeV lower.

In view of the available evidence a picture with interacting quasi-instantons emerges [291]. In the deconfined phase the field configu-
rations in the pure gluonic theory are characterized with a non-interacting gas [292] of topological defects, instantons and anti-instantons.
Their density approximately follows a power law in the temperature [130]. Instantons (anti-instantons) contribute with a positive (negative)
integer to the topological charge of the configuration. By means of the index theorem [293] the number of zero eigenvalues of the Dirac
operator D is given by the difference between the number of instantons and anti-instantons, i.e. the topological charge. In addition to the
exact zero modes, a peak appears in the infrared end of the Dirac spectral density [294]. This peak can be explained by the non-interacting
instanton gas picture [295–297].

In dynamical QCD the statistical weight of a gauge configuration is given by the fermion determinant det(D + m)N f , where m is the bare
quark mass and N f is the number of light flavors. In a sufficiently large volume the zero mode zone of the spectral density is dominated by
eigenvalues below the quark mass, numbering ∼ Vχ0 where V is the four-volume and χ0 is the topological susceptibility of the quark-less
theory. Configurations with ni instantons and na anti-instantons are, thus, suppressed by ni + na factors of the bare quark mass. If this
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mass is small (near the chiral limit), configurations with many instantons are suppressed by a higher factor, and those configurations will be
favored where instantons are sparse [130].

The Banks-Casher relation is known to connect the spectral density ρ(λ) at zero eigenvalue with the value of the chiral condensate [298].
Indeed, in the low temperature phase, chiral symmetry breaking is manifest through a finite limit of ρ(λ) at λ→ 0. Above the actual chiral
transition temperature we are now confronted with a power law with negative exponent, thus, a divergent limit at λ→ 0. It is tempting to
think, that what we are facing is a new ”anomalous” phase [299]. A closer look, however, reveals that a re-derivation of the Banks-Casher
relation in the presence of an instanton-gas yields a chiral condensate proportional to ∼ mN f−1 [297], admitting a zero value in the chiral
limit, corresponding to the complete restoration of the chiral symmetry. At the same time, specific mesonic correlators, often used to
characterize the U(1)A breaking, are predicted to have a finite value for N f = 2 [297].

It is, thus, likely, that the U(1)A restoration happens gradually as temperature is increased. Its significance may depend on innocuous
parameters, like the strange quark mass that sets the temperature of interest, that, in turn, controls the instanton density. In this scenario,
QCD transition belongs to O(4) universality class for two massless flavors.

3.1.4 Lower left corner of the Columbia plot
The order of the transition with three light flavors is also much debated. The standard picture in the three flavor chiral limit of QCD is shown
in the middle panel of Fig. 14. The detailed discussion in Ref. [249] is partly based on the seminal work of Pisarski and Wilczek [248].
The latter solves an effective theory in ϵ-expansion, that is, working in d = 4 − ϵ dimensions, expanding in ϵ and setting ϵ = 1. Modeling
the axial anomaly and the chiral symmetry breaking and their relation to actual hadron masses a first order transition was suggested for the
chiral limit. The first order nature persists for small perturbations in the mass. The middle panel of Fig. 14 shows a second order boundary
that ends in a tri-critical point where the boundary line touches the chiral edge of the Columbia plot.

The standard picture with the first order transition was challenged by lattice studies that did not find the predicted first order region
[250], suggesting the right panel of Fig. 14. This results, as well as earlier unsuccessful searches for the first order region using improved
quarks [300, 301] are likely to be influenced by severe cut-off effects. The difficulty that lattice QCD faces in the lower left corner of the
Columbia plot is similar to those hindering the conclusive study of the effective U(1)A restoration.

The doubt in the existence of the first order corner in the Columbia plot sparked a new wave of interest in effective models and advanced
solution techniques. For example, in the case of restored U(1)A symmetry the existence of an infrared fixed point is suggested, admitting
the possibility of a 2nd order transition [302]. In the non-restoration scenario, however, the first order prediction can be confirmed with
renormalization group equations (without relying on the ϵ expansion) [303]. The first order region also appears in model computations, see
Ref. [304] for an FRG based solution of the quark-meson model. The full computation suggests the a small critical pseudo-scalar mass of
17 MeV, which is currently out of reach for lattice. An effective model with a more generic U(1)A breaking finds parameters for both first
and second order [251]. If, however, effective models find a sensitivity to the tunable parameters, lattice artefacts may also shift the order
of the transition, as it has already happened when unimproved quarks were used with coarse lattices in the past.

We conclude this section admitting that the lower left corner of the Columbia plot is one of the remaining white spots on our map of the
QCD phase diagram. Lattice studies, though they are not hindered by a sign problem, struggle to make predictions for small quarks and
extrapolate to the continuum. Firm knowledge in this region would tightly constrain effective models, and concrete predictions could be
inferred for the hypothetical chiral critical endpoint in the T − µB phase diagram.

3.2 Imaginary valued chemical potentials
We do not study imaginary valued chemical potentials of pure academic interest, but to gain valuable insight for the analytic structure of
the QCD partition function, which is immediately related the QCD phase diagram in the phenomenological domain. The significance of
imaginary µB is further raised by the applicability of Monte Carlo simulations on the lattice: purely imaginary chemical potentials do not
invoke the sign problem. Their use in practical simulations open the possibility of gaining information in the phenomenological domain via
analytical continuation. In this section we will mainly address an imaginary baryo-chemical potential (µB) defined along with the electric
charge (µQ) and strangeness chemical potentials (µS ) as

µu =
1
3
µB +

2
3
µQ ,

µd =
1
3
µB −

1
3
µQ , (10)

µs =
1
3
µB −

1
3
µQ − µS ,

The basic expectations for the phase diagram in the T − Im (µB/T ) plane were formulated in the seminal work of Roberge and Weiss
[305]. The quark chemical potential µq appears as the pre-factor of a simple density term ∼ ψ+ψ in the Lagrangian. This µq plays the role
of a homogeneous imaginary A0 field of a U(1) gauge theory, and can be transformed such that it only affects the boundary condition of the
quark field as

ψ(x, 0) = − exp(iµq/T )ψ(x, 1/T ) (11)

This formula has a trivial symmetry for each quark flavor, independently: µq → µq + i2πT . More importantly, though, the simultaneous
shift of all quark chemical potential µq → µq + i2πT/Nc is also an exact symmetry even in the presence of quarks, as it can be compensated
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Fig. 16 The phase diagram at imaginary chemical potential with physical quark masses in the temperature – imaginary µB plane.
The thermodynamic potential is periodic, µB → µB + i2πT , though after such a shift in imaginary µB the Polyakov loop is rotated by
a center element. The phase diagram features a first order line at µB = iπT + i2nπT for any integer n above a critical temperature
TRW = 208 ± 5 MeV [306]. The small red arrows show the orientation of the Polyakov loop.

by a center transformation of the gauge field. The same transformation can be simpler expressed as µB → µB + i2πT , the corresponding
periodicity is visible in Fig. 16. Only color-non-singlet observables, such as the Polyakov loop are affected by this transformation. A look
at the definitions in Eq. (10) reveals that not just µB, but µS and µQ, too, are periodic with a period of i2πT .

A further noteworthy feature of the partition sum Z(µB, µQ, µS ) is charge conjugation symmetry, that leaves Z invariant to a simultaneous
sign flip in all chemical potentials. For example, with µS = µQ = 0, the µB dependence of Z is entirely encoded in the range µB = 0→ iπ/T .
We know the grand canonical potential ∼ log Z(µB) at asymptotic temperatures analytically [307]. For QCD (Nc = 3) we have

1
VT 3 log Z(µB) =

8π2

45
+

7π2N f

60
+

1
2

∑
f

 µ2
f

T 2 +
µ4

f

2π2T 4

 (12)

which is a polynomial in µB and is valid between −π < ImµB/T < π. The imaginary baryon density nB = µB/3 + µ3
B/27π2 is monotonic

and periodic at the same time, thus, it must be discontinuous at µB/T = iπ + 2πn, for all integer n. For this reason the phase diagram in
the T − Im µB plane features a vertical first order line, that is repeated periodically (see Fig. 16). This figure is a simulation result on a
323 × 8 lattice with staggered fermions in the physical point. The high and low temperature phases are separated by a crossover. The red
arrows show the orientation of the Polyakov loop. Notice, that below and above the chiral transition temperature the Polyakov loop follows
a different pattern. This reflects the different behavior in the imaginary nB(µB) function (see Fig. 17). The Polyakov loop has a discontinuity
where nB has, and both disappear in the same critical point TRW = 208 ± 5 MeV [306]. The same study has investigated the universality
class of the Roberge-Weiss critical point and found compatible results with an Ising-like critical endpoint.

In a cluster or fugacity expansion – closely related to the virial expansion discussed in section 2.4.1, the (imaginary) baryon density at
imaginary valued baryo-chemical potential reads

Im
nB

T 3 =

∞∑
k=1

bk sin (kImµB) (13)

ignoring the other chemical potentials. In the HRG model bk+1 ≪ bk, thus in practice only b1 contributes to baryon-related observables.
In Fig. 17 we show the function nB(µB) for imaginary arguments and its Fourier coefficients. The breakdown of the HRG model can be
observed at Tc where b2(T ) and then at TRW all higher coefficients become relevant.

In the context of the Columbia plot (see section 3.1) the fate of the Roberge-Weiss critical point is often discussed near the chiral limit
[308]. In one possible scenario, the Roberge-Weiss point turns into a first order triple point, while two critical end-points progress along
the crossover line towards the µB = 0 as all quark masses are simultaneously reduced, eventually turning the chiral transition entirely first
order. This picture is consistent with the hypothetical existence of a first order region on the lower left corner of the Columbia plot, and also
predicts a first order triple-point already for not-yet-chiral quark masses. As of today most lattice studies addressing it use coarse lattices
with non-chiral (Wilson or staggered) discretizations, thus, the conclusions are not final. A first order triple-point was observed only with
un-improved actions on coarse lattices. In more modern setups the Roberge-Weiss transition was always 2nd order, even for very small
quark masses [309]. Nevertheless, it was suggested that at µB = iπT the Roberge-Weiss critical point is also a chiral critical point [309, 310].
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Fig. 17 Left: The imaginary valued baryon density as a function of the imaginary chemical potential. Above the critical temperature
TRW the baryon number shows a discontinuity, and indicates a first order transition. Below the chiral chiral transition Tc this is a sine
function to very good approximation. Right: The function in the left panel is periodic, its Fourier components on logarithmic scale are
shown as a function of temperature [91]. (In the latter the performance of a HRG-motivated excluded volume model is also shown.)

3.3 Yang-Lee edge singularities
In recent years, the search for the QCD critical point saw the advent of a new method based on the study of the analytic structure of the
theory’s partition function. In a couple of seminal papers [311, 312] Lee and Yang showed the profound connection between the analytic
structure of the partition function and the presence and location of phase transitions. They showed that, although in finite systems a true
phase transition cannot take place, the partition function of a physical system always has zeroes (the Lee-Yang zeroes) for complex values
of the control parameter (in our case, the chemical potential µB). The zeroes of the partition function correspond to singularities of the free
energy, and thus to phase transitions. In the thermodynamic limit, an infinite number of Lee-Yang zeroes appear, which accumulate onto a
branch cut in the complex µB plane, that terminates at branch points called Yang-Lee edge (YLE) singularities. In the presence of a critical
point, these singularities fall onto the real axis at the critical value of µB. Crucially, even away from a critical point, the YLE singularities
are present in the complex µB plane, and are continuously connected to the critical point itself.

The location of the YLE singularities is universal when expressed in terms of the scaling variable z = h/tβδ, at:

zc = |zc| exp
(

iπ
2βδ

)
, (14)

where |zc| is a non-universal quantity which has only recently been estimated with functional methods and on the lattice [313–316]. Not just
the branch point, but the other zeros on the branch cut follow a universal pattern, and the ratios of subsequent Lee-Yang zeros can be used
to locate the critical point [317].

The presence and universal behavior of the branching point allows new strategies to locate critical points in the QCD phase diagram
[318]. Near the critical point, one can create a map between the QCD phase diagram and the Ising model one:

t = a∆T + b∆µB (15)

h = c∆T + d∆µB

where t and h are the reduced temperature and magnetic field in the Ising model, while ∆T and ∆µB are the coordinates in the QCD phase
diagram relative to the critical point. Once the YLE singularity is located on the complex plane, the expected behavior for the approach
towards the critical point is known. Exploiting the relation between z, h, t and then T, µB, it follows that (see e.g., [318]):

(a∆T + b∆µB) = i |zc|
βδ (c∆T + d∆µB)βδ , (16)

from which one can show that, as a function of the temperature, the real and imaginary parts of the critical chemical potential follow:

Re∆µB = µB,c + c1∆T , (17)

Im∆µB = c2∆T βδ ,

where µB,c is the chemical potential at the critical point.
It is not necessarily the chiral critical endpoint that dominates the parameter space where observations are made. For example, above

160 MeV Ref. [319] finds evidence for the Yang-Lee edge corresponding to the Roberge-Weiss critical point from lattice simulations at
imaginary µB. In a finite volume, the closest singularity of the free energy is located on the complex µB plane and interpreted as the
branching point. This implies an extrapolation from imaginary to complex valued µB, performed by fitting some ansatz that can account
for poles to the imaginary density. The systematics of this first extrapolation is less controlled in the vicinity of the chiral critical endpoint,
where the magnitude of |µB| is challenging. Once the leading singularity is found for the temperature where we have a crossover, Eq. (17)
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Fig. 18 Left: estimates for the YLE singularities from Refs. [85, 320], and their T -extrapolations. Right: systematic analysis of the
critical temperature from Ref. [321].

is applied as a second extrapolation. As of this writing, lattice studies have not yet been able to perform the first extrapolations at low
enough temperatures to guarantee the success of the second extrapolation. In practice, additional terms can be included when fitting this
temperature dependence, and a potentially infinite number of functional forms ought to yield the same estimates for Tc, µB,c.

Most commonly, a rational ansatz is applied to the free energy or its derivatives to estimate the YLE singularities locations. In the left
panel of Fig. 18 results for the real and imaginary parts are shown for different temperatures, together with their extrapolation in T based on
Eq. (17) [85, 320]. In Ref. [322], the procedure was modified by first applying a uniformizing map to the complex µB plane, then carrying
out the YLE singularities estimation, before mapping back to µB; this alternative yielded comparable results.

The authors of [320] estimated the location of the critical point based on large volume simulations on a coarse lattice. Their main analysis
gives the estimate (Tc, µB,c) = (105+8

−18, 42280
−35) MeV, while further systematic effects are expected that could push the critical chemical

potential towards µB,c ≈ 650 MeV. Uncertainty estimation is all but obvious, given that both the YLE singularities estimation, as well as
the temperature extrapolation can in principle be carried out in and infinite number of ways. The authors of Ref. [323] attempted to probe
the predictive power of such a strategy, based on high statistics, Nτ = 8 lattice results. In particular, different sources of systematics were
considered: i) the rational ansatz was applied either to the free energy, to its first or second µB-derivative; ii) the T dependence was modeled
by different functional forms, and iii) the fits carried out over different T -ranges. Moreover, differently from previous determinations, the
rational ansätze for locating the YLE singularities were chosen to explicitly reflect CP symmetry, i.e. to be even in µB. The results for the
estimated value of the critical temperature are summarized in the histogram in the right panel of Fig. (18), while no results were reported
for the critical chemical potential, as the corresponding uncertainty would be very large. The main result is an upper bound for the location
of the critical endpoint, which at the 1σ level is either below T = 103 MeV or it does not exist. It should be reminded that, although quite
promising, at present the strategy of locating the critical point by means of the YLE singularities hinges on substantial caveats. First, the
continuum and infinite volume limits ought to be taken. Second, the systematics due to a truncated expansion and, most importantly, on the
temperature range from which the extrapolation is carried out, ought to be quantified.

4 The multidimensional phase diagram

4.1 External magnetic fields
Let us now consider a new axis in the QCD phase diagram, the strength of an external homogeneous magnetic field. The strength is of the
magnetic field is often expressed as the rooted product with the elementary charge in MeV units: typical values in the interior of magnetars
are
√

eB ∼ 1 MeV (∼ 1015 G), but in the early Universe much larger fields were realized, such as
√

eB ≳ 1 GeV. Transient magnetic fields
are present in non-central collision experiments [324] are expected to be of order

√
eB ∼ 0.1 − 0.5 GeV. These have impact on the early

plasma phase, the hydrodynamic evolution or possibly even the chemical freeze-out.
The magnetic field is time dependent in the examples above. In contrast, in theoretical models we assume a constant background field in

equilibrium. The reader will find a summary of the theoretical work in Ref. [325] or with a focus at lattice QCD in Ref. [326]. As opposed
to electric fields or a baryo-chemical potential, magnetic fields can be simulated on the lattice without encountering a sing problem. One
important restriction is that in a finite volume the total flux, thus, the B field, too, is quantized.

Near the chiral transition, we have to study its order parameter, the chiral condensate, as a function of the magnetic field. In the QCD
vacuum the condensate is enhanced, this is the magnetic catalysis [327]. At finite temperature the situation is more complicated: the
magnetic catalysis is still active for valence quarks, however, sea quarks behave differently [328]. While the former is a monotonic function
of B at all temperatures, the sea quark contribution exhibits a reversal of the trend in the transition region and gives the dominant effect
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Fig. 19 Left: The renormalized chiral condensate (averaged over the two light flavors) as a function of the magnetic field for tempera-
tures below and above the crossover. One observes the magnetic catalysis at low temperatures. This trend reverses near Tc [334].
Right: The QCD phase diagram in the T − B plane from continuum extrapolated lattice simulations [332].

[329]. This is the inverse magnetic catalysis and works towards chiral symmetry restoration. In the case of inhomogeneous magnetic fields
the spatial response of the sea quarks follows a broadening pattern. Together with the more localized valence quarks a non-uniform response
emerges [330].

The magnetic fields have an impact not just on chiral symmetry, but an analogous effect can be observed on the order parameter of the
center symmetry, the Polyakov loop, too. Small values of the Polyakov loop, characteristic to confinement, correlate with an abundance
of small eigenvalues (λmin) of the Dirac operator. The statistical weight of a configuration can be approximated as λq|B|

min, thus, suppressing
small values of the Polyakov loop in the ensemble [331].

These effects lead to a monotonic decrease of the transition temperature with B2 as first demonstrated on the lattice in Ref. [332]. The
main result of Ref. [332] is shown in Fig. 19. Due to their different electric charge, the up and down chiral condensates show a slightly
different pattern, the extracted transition temperatures are still compatible [333]. In the same work the outlined behaviour of the Polyakov
loop was confirmed.

Whether the crossover line in Fig. 19 ends in a new critical point has been subject to various speculations [335]. The phase diagram was
later extended towards stronger magnetic fields. With increasing B the crossover temperature further decreases, and so does its width [333]
Simulating at isolated choices of B Ref. [336] has found evidence for a first-order transition at eB = 9 GeV2 and Tc = 63 ± 5 MeV. Thus, a
second-order endpoint is expected to be between 4 and 9 GeV2 in B. It is an intriguing question, whether this new critical point is analytically
connected to the expected chiral endpoint on the T − µB phase diagram, or perhaps it is related to the Roberge-Weiss transition at µB = πi T ,
see illustration in Fig. 20. If it was connected with the chiral critical point at µB > 0 one might attempt an analytical continuation of the
crossover line (with question marks) using imaginary µB simulations. Very recently, an argument was presented for this being unlikely.
Ref. [337] follows the critical point at µB = πi T in a finite magnetic field, observes the drop in the critical temperature, and finds that it
turns first order at B < 2.5 GeV2. In Fig. 20 we show a possible scenario where the end-point in the T − B plane is connected to the
Roberge-Weiss point with a critical line. Direct evidence for this connection has not yet been found.

4.2 Isospin chemical potential
In the space of the quark chemical potentials (µu, µd , µs) the baryon-chemical potential (µB) represents a direction with µu = µd . The
orthogonal combination (µu = −µd) corresponds to the third component of the isospin. If there is no other source of isospin breaking (non-
degenerate up and down quarks, QED effects) any other component can be considered. The third component is particularly interesting, e.g.
in neutron stars with µI < 0 due to the weak interaction. In that case µB ≫ µI , however, we consider the (unstable) µB = 0 setup here.

The motivation behind the phase diagram with an isospin chemical potential (µI) axis with fixed µB = 0 comes from theory:
i) There is no sign problem in this setup; thus, lattice simulations are possible. In general, a real quark chemical potential introduces a
complex fermion determinant after quark degrees of freedom are integrated. However, as long as the up and down quarks are degenerate in
mass, the complex phase of these two determinants exactly cancel, leaving us with a positive semidefinite combined quark matrix.
ii) The grand canonical pressure function pI(µ) at µ = µu = −µd = µI/2 is always greater than or equal to the pressure PB(µ) with µ = µu =

µd = µB/3 at the same temperature. This is a simple path integral relation: we can rewrite the partition sum of baryon-dense matter to
isospin-dense matter simply by replacing the complex determinant of the u, d quark pair (det M)2 by its modulus | det M|2. In the process,
both the partition sum Z and its logarithm, the pressure, increase.

These points were used to constrain the QCD pressure at zero temperature, for finite µB through the inequality pB ≲ pI using continuum
extrapolated lattice results in pI [338, 339]. The resulting equation of state (see Fig. 21) shows a speed of sound that exceeds the conformal
limit c2

s > 1/3 over a large range of µI . The right panel indicates the exclusion region from the isospin constraint.
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s ) as a function of the isospin chemical potential (µI ). The lattice QCD determination (red),
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the equation of state for baryon-dense matter (the border of the possible range is marked by the red bands). Several phenomenological
equations of states are shown in the non-excluded region [339].

Besides these results at zero temperature, the phase diagram in the T − µI plane also received attention from theorists. The expected
structures were discussed in Ref. [340]. For this one considers three regions in µI . In the first region near µI < mπ an ordinary hadron gas
is expected. At the threshold value of mπ pions condensate, and the S U(2) isospin symmetry spontaneously breaks to the U(1) subgroup
generated by I3. A Goldstone boson appears, while two other pions remain massive, their masses will approach |µI | for large densities. The
order parameter of this phase is ⟨ūγ5d⟩ ∼ ∆. The non-zero gap ∆ persists for large values of µI . Eventually, the phase will exhibit Cooper
pairs of color singlet combinations of the ū and d quarks. The order parameter of this phase is not different from the pion condensation,
thus, no real transition is expected to separate the large-µI superconducting phase from the pion condensation at µI ≳ mπ. The gap ∆ is
much larger in comparison to the analogous phase of baryon-dense matter [340].

The progress in lattice QCD at finite temperature and isospin density was, indeed, quick exploring the phase diagram. Polynomial
extrapolation from µ = 0 as well as direct simulations are unproblematic up to onset of the condensation phase. The Taylor coefficients
indicate a divergence of the series for µI > mπ [341, 342]. In the pion condensation phase non-trivial technical issues have to be addressed:
the presence of a Goldstone boson hinders the convergence of the iterative solver of the Dirac equation: the number of iterations is pro-
portional to the reciprocal of the (square root of the) smallest eigenvalue of the fermion matrix, and the latter is zero in the condensation
phase [343]. The authors of Ref. [343] offered a solution in form of an infrared regulator term in the action that is removed in a second,
reweighting-based step. The resulting phase diagram together is shown together with the prediction of [340] in Fig. 22. On the phase
boundary between the hadron gas and pion condensation phases the Polyakov loop indicates no deconfinement, as expected. The order of
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Fig. 22 The QCD phase diagram in the temperature – isospin chemical potential plane. The left panel shows the theoretical expectation
based on effective field theory in Ref. [340]. The gross picture was confirmed on the lattice [343] (right panel, this plot introduces an
extra factor two in the definition of µI , thus, the onset of the condensation appears to be at mπ/2).
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Fig. 23 Left: internal stratified structure of a neutron star [15]. Right: possible interpolations of dense matter equation of state between
the nuclear and perturbative regimes, and a summary of the regions where different possible measurements can provide constraints
on the equation of state, from Ref. [344].

the transition is second order in the O(2) universality class due to the pattern of symmetry breaking, and this, too was confirmed on lattice
[343]. At higher temperatures, in the absence of pions, the condensation does not occur.

5 Phase diagram of dense matter

5.1 Dense matter equation of state
Since matter above saturation density cannot be created in the laboratory, the only available testbed for dense matter thermodynamics are
neutron stars. These cold objects have typical radii of the order of 10 km, masses around 1 − 2M⊙ (M⊙ is the Sun’s mass), and thus are the
second-densest known objects, after black holes. They are globally neutral objects with a stratified structure as sketched in Fig. 23 (left).
The outer portion is mostly composed of heavy nuclei, and moving inward one finds more and more neutron-rich nuclei which do not exist
in isolation. The inner layers comprise a rich structure, with possibly a neutron-pair superfluid [345] and “nuclear pasta” phases [346]. The
outer core contains mostly neutrons, with electrons, muons and protons contributing to beta-equilibrium. The inner core reaches densities
up to a few times nuclear saturation density [344], and it is unclear what the effective degrees of freedom might be in this regime, as several
different scenarios have been proposed. These include the existence of pions or kaon condensates, as well as nuclei including hyperons
(strange baryons), which would be stable in a large density environment due to Pauli blocking [347]. Another possibility is provided by
quarkyonic matter [348], a conjectured phase where quarks populate the Fermi sea, and baryons live on the Fermi surface. Since baryons
only populate a thin outer layer of the Fermi sphere, as the chemical potential (and thus the Fermi momentum) is increased, baryons can
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reach high momenta, thus increasing the pressure, without correspondingly increasing the energy density. This provides a mechanism for a
very stiff equation of state [349]. Originally based on large-Nc arguments, it is not clear whether it does exist in QCD with Nc = 3. Finally,
densities might also be large enough that quarks become deconfined [350].

Regardless of the effective degrees of freedom, neutron stars owe their existence to the delicate equilibrium between the inward gravita-
tional force and the outward force due to the pressure. Measurements of neutron stars masses and radii can provide significant constraints
on the equation of state of dense matter, as the latter must be such to support star masses at least up to the observed ones, which currently lie
at mNS = 2.01 − 2.35M⊙ [351–354]. For non-rotating isolated neutron stars, the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [355, 356]
relate the core density of the star to its radius and mass. A given equation of state is then one-to-one mapped onto a mass-radius curve
M(R) [357]. Also when not in isolation, and/or rotating, different solutions of Einstein’s equations can relate the equation of state to the
mass and radius, but also the moment of inertia and tidal deformability of the star, which can be constrained through gravitational wave de-
tection [358]. Through gravitational wave and electromagnetic astronomy, mergers of neutron stars and neutron star-black hole mergers can
be observed, and numerical relativity simulations showed that temperatures up to T ∼ 80 − 100 MeV can be reached in these events [359–
361]. In particular, the gravitational wave signal from the inspiral stage can probe the regime ∼ 2 − 3nsat. On the other hand, post-merger
signals would provide much more stringent constraints – as their morphology is more sensitive to the equation of state than its pre-merger
counterpart – though their observation with current detectors is unlikely [362].

From the theoretical side, the cold matter equation of state is constrained at the lower density end by chiral effective theory, and in
the opposite regime by perturbation theory. While astrophysical observations can provide insights into the nuclear equation of state in the
density range covered by neutron stars cores, above 10 times saturation densities they have little constraining power, which leaves a gap
stretching from a few to a few tens of times saturation density. Since thermodynamic relations (e.g. causality bounds on the speed of sound)
cause perturbative QCD constraints to propagate to lower energy scales, modeling of the intermediate regions have been constructed to
produce a posterior distribution for the pressure-energy density p(ϵ) relation [344, 363–366], see Fig. 23 (right), possibly hinting at the
existence of deconfined matter in neutron stars cores [364]. How much the equation of state in this regime in constrained by perturbative
QCD results is however still unclear [367].

5.2 Color superconductivity
The expectation, that asymptotic freedom also applies to superdense matter, not just high temperatures or momentum scales, promising
an analytically tractable region for QCD, has a long history [368]. The dense phase, however, is less trivial than its high temperature
counterpart. Around the Fermi surface of dense quark matter, even the smallest attractive interactions can introduce instabilities [369].
Unlike conventional superconductivity, here a diquark pair is formed, and instead of phonons a gluon exchange is sufficient to induce the
bound state. We know that gluon exchange is attractive in some channels, e.g. in those that bind baryons. Such pairs, being bosonic,
can form a condensate, the phase with such a condensate is called color superconductivity [370]. In presence of a diquark condensate
perturbation theory is still possible, though around an improved ground state [371]. This state is characterized by broken chiral and color
symmetries. Most strikingly, the originally massless gluons and quarks become massive. See Refs. [231, 372] for in-depth reviews.

The pattern of symmetry breaking depends on the channel of attractive interaction. At asymptotic densities of the three-flavor theory the
most symmetric option is the color-flavor locked phase [373] with the condensate form

⟨ψa
i Cγ5ψ

b⟩ ∼ ∆CFLϵ
abcϵi jc + ∆CFLκ

(
δa

i δ
b
j + δ

a
jδ

b
i

)
. (18)

Here a, b are color indices and i, j are flavor indices, both running from 1 to 3. C is the Dirac charge conjugation matrix, and ∆CFL is the
dimensionful gap parameter. The pattern of symmetry breaking is then

[S U(3)c] × U(1)B × S U(3)L × S U(3)R → S U(3)c+L+R × Z2 (19)

The attractive interaction is through the first term, which is antisymmetric both in color and flavor. From the Dirac structure it is a parity-even
spin-singlet. Unlike the QCD vacuum, the chiral symmetry breaking is not caused by the pairing of left-handed quarks with right-handed
antiquarks, here the pairs are formed by quarks of equal chirality. The breaking occurs due to the locking of the flavor-space and color-space
rotation, and is manifest in an order parameter of ⟨ψ̄ψ̄ψψ⟩ type. Even the U(1)B is broken and reduced to Z2, the quantum numbers of the
associated order parameter matches the di-Lambda condensate ⟨ΛΛ⟩ [374]. While the gluon fields produce an octet of massive spin 1
bosons through the Meissner effect and fermionic excitations have a gap [375, 376], there will also be Goldstone bosons associated with the
broken symmetries. Those associated with chiral symmetry breaking will be lifted by the small quark masses, but the scalar singlet coming
from the U(1)B stays massless (baryon number superfluidity).

There are several effective models that can address superconducting phases. For example in Ref. [377] the Goldstone bosons are
explicitly represented. The NJL model was also extended with the diquark channel to describe superconductivity [222, 378]. The order of
magnitude estimates for the superconducting gap hint for the extension of these phases to finite temperature, as high as 50 MeV [379, 380].
The emerging picture is shown in the high density side of Fig. 13, where color-flavor-locking is labeled as CFL. In this figure, other
possibilities at lower densities, such as the locking of the up and down quarks with two of the colors in a 2SC phase is omitted, as its
significance is questionable for the most important inhabitants of the intermediate density part of the diagram, the charge neutral neutron
stars [379]. There are many other phases suggested for the high density region of the phase diagram (see [222] for a review). Presently,
these are far from the range of applicability of first principles non-perturbative approaches, such as lattice QCD.
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6 Conclusions

The study of the QCD phase diagram over the past few decades has gathered an enormous amount of information, from the theory com-
munity as well as from experiment. As a result, we can draw a quantitative picture of the phase structure and thermodynamic features of
strongly interacting matter under extreme conditions.

The existence of the QGP has been established thanks to huge experimental efforts at several generation of accelerator facilities, such
as SPS, RHIC and LHC. Moreover, the experimental description of the QGP and of the conditions needed to produce it have developed
to a precision science. Thanks mostly to lattice QCD simulations, the low net-density region of the phase diagram is quantitatively well
established, with precise determinations of the QCD transition line and the equation of state. At the same time, other diagrammatic
techniques emerged in the form of the functional renormalization group and Dyson-Schwinger equations that are in quantitative agreement
with lattice simulations.

The search for the conjectured critical end-point has dominated the recent years of research in the community, with RHIC’s beam
energy scan program ultimately producing hints for its existence, though not unambiguous evidence. Various models, functional methods
and indirect evidence from lattice simulations suggest a possible location in the chemical potential range (µB ≃ 550 − 650 MeV) available
to fixed-target heavy ion experiments. Current lattice methods do not extend to this range but, at the very least, the critical point’s existence
could be excluded up to µB = 450 MeV.

The structures on the phase diagram with physical quark masses can be viewed as a point in a quark-mass-dependent diagram (Columbia
plot). How the physical critical point is connected with other critical lines at zero chemical potential and smaller quark masses is known
only in some effective models. In view of the latest lattice results it is not clear whether such a critical surface exists at all. If not the case,
the existence of the critical point would be less likely. These findings call for further investigations, which remain challenging not only
because of the finite density, but the proximity to the chiral limit.

In fact, although experiment and theory alike seem to be closing in on the QCD critical point, it should be stressed that it is still not
settled whether it exists or not. In the coming years, more data from fixed-target experiments at RHIC and CBM will help clarify whether
the hints we see now are indeed signatures of critical behavior. At the same time, theoretical predictions will become more accurate, refining
the region where the critical point is more likely expected to be. As the reach of lattice QCD continues to grow to larger chemical potentials,
thanks to new methods and more computing power, precise quantitative knowledge of QCD phases keeps extending.

The larger phase diagram of QCD, including finite isospin density or magnetic fields, has also been thoroughly explored in recent
years via lattice methods, and can now provide a comprehensive picture on the thermodynamic properties of the theory in more exotic
scenarios, which are nonetheless relevant for experimental and astrophysical conditions. As a welcome by-product, the equation of state
of QCD is now known over a very broad range of conditions, which is crucial for charting QCD phases, as well as for implementations in
hydrodynamic simulations of different systems.

Since the first observation of gravitational waves from a neutron star merger, stronger constraints have been placed on the equation of
state of dense matter, which needs to be stiff enough to support very dense stars. Whether the inner cores of neutron stars are formed by
hadrons, quark matter or other exotic phases of high-density QCD, and whether these phases are separated by a first order transition, remain
crucial open questions.
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[116] Szabolcs Borsányi, Zoltán Fodor, Jana N. Guenther, Ruben Kara, Paolo Parotto, Attila Pásztor, Ludovica Pirelli, Chik Him Wong, Chiral
versus deconfinement properties of the QCD crossover: Differences in the volume and chemical potential dependence from the lattice,
Phys. Rev. D 111 (1) (2025) 014506, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.111.014506.

[117] A. Bazavov, et al. (HotQCD Collaboration), Equation of state in ( 2+1 )-flavor QCD, Phys.Rev. D90 (9) (2014) 094503, doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.90.094503, 1407.6387.

[118] D. Bollweg, D. A. Clarke, J. Goswami, O. Kaczmarek, F. Karsch, Swagato Mukherjee, P. Petreczky, C. Schmidt, Sipaz Sharma (HotQCD),
Equation of state and speed of sound of (2+1)-flavor QCD in strangeness-neutral matter at nonvanishing net baryon-number density,
Phys. Rev. D 108 (1) (2023) 014510, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.014510, 2212.09043.

[119] J. Engels, J. Fingberg, F. Karsch, D. Miller, M. Weber, Nonperturbative thermodynamics of SU(N) gauge theories, Phys.Lett. B252 (1990)
625–630, doi:10.1016/0370-2693(90)90496-S.

[120] Szabolcs Borsanyi, Zoltan Fodor, Christian Hoelbling, Sandor D. Katz, Stefan Krieg, et al., Full result for the QCD equation of state with
2+1 flavors, Phys.Lett. B730 (2014) 99–104, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2014.01.007, 1309.5258.

[121] C.R. Allton, S. Ejiri, S.J. Hands, O. Kaczmarek, F. Karsch, et al., The QCD thermal phase transition in the presence of a small chemical
potential, Phys.Rev. D66 (2002) 074507, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.66.074507, hep-lat/0204010.

[122] Szabolcs Borsanyi, Zoltan Fodor, Jana N. Guenther, Sandor D. Katz, Paolo Parotto, Attila Pasztor, David Pesznyak, Kalman K. Szabo,
Chik Him Wong, Continuum-extrapolated high-order baryon fluctuations, Phys. Rev. D 110 (1) (2024) L011501, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.110.
L011501, 2312.07528.

[123] Akihiko Monnai, Björn Schenke, Chun Shen, Equation of state at finite densities for QCD matter in nuclear collisions, Phys. Rev. C 100
(2) (2019) 024907, doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.100.024907, 1902.05095.

[124] J. Noronha-Hostler, P. Parotto, C. Ratti, J. M. Stafford, Lattice-based equation of state at finite baryon number, electric charge and
strangeness chemical potentials, Phys. Rev. C 100 (6) (2019) 064910, doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.100.064910, 1902.06723.

[125] Massimo D’Elia, Giuseppe Gagliardi, Francesco Sanfilippo, Higher order quark number fluctuations via imaginary chemical potentials in
N f = 2 + 1 QCD, Phys. Rev. D95 (9) (2017) 094503, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.094503, 1611.08285.

[126] Szabolcs Borsanyi, Zoltan Fodor, Jana N. Guenther, Sandor K. Katz, Kalman K. Szabo, Attila Pasztor, Israel Portillo, Claudia Ratti,
Higher order fluctuations and correlations of conserved charges from lattice QCD, JHEP 10 (2018) 205, doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2018)205,
1805.04445.



The QCD phase diagram 31
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Chik Him Wong, Search for a Lee-Yang edge singularity in high-statistics Wuppertal-Budapest data, PoS LATTICE2024 (2025) 178,
doi:10.22323/1.466.0178, 2502.03211.

[324] Dmitri E. Kharzeev, Larry D. McLerran, Harmen J. Warringa, The Effects of topological charge change in heavy ion collisions: ’Event by
event P and CP violation’, Nucl. Phys. A 803 (2008) 227–253, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298, 0711.0950.

[325] Jens O. Andersen, William R. Naylor, Anders Tranberg, Phase diagram of QCD in a magnetic field: A review, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 (2016)
025001, doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.88.025001, 1411.7176.

[326] Gergely Endrodi, QCD with background electromagnetic fields on the lattice: A review, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 141 (2025) 104153,
doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2024.104153, 2406.19780.

[327] Igor A. Shovkovy, Magnetic Catalysis: A Review, Lect. Notes Phys. 871 (2013) 13–49, doi:10.1007/978-3-642-37305-3, 1207.5081.
[328] Massimo D’Elia, Francesco Negro, Chiral Properties of Strong Interactions in a Magnetic Background, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 114028,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.83.114028, 1103.2080.
[329] G.S. Bali, F. Bruckmann, G. Endrodi, Z. Fodor, S.D. Katz, et al., QCD quark condensate in external magnetic fields, Phys.Rev. D86 (2012)

071502, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.86.071502, 1206.4205.
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[347] David Blaschke, Hovik Grigorian, Gerd Röpke, Chirally improved quark Pauli blocking in nuclear matter and applications to quark decon-
finement in neutron stars, Particles 3 (2) (2020) 477–499, doi:10.3390/particles3020033, 2005.10218.

[348] Larry McLerran, Robert D. Pisarski, Phases of cold, dense quarks at large N(c), Nucl. Phys. A 796 (2007) 83–100, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.
2007.08.013, 0706.2191.

[349] Larry McLerran, Sanjay Reddy, Quarkyonic Matter and Neutron Stars, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (12) (2019) 122701, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.
122.122701, 1811.12503.

[350] J. M. Lattimer, M. Prakash, The physics of neutron stars, Science 304 (2004) 536–542, doi:10.1126/science.1090720, astro-ph/0405262.
[351] John Antoniadis, et al., A Massive Pulsar in a Compact Relativistic Binary, Science 340 (2013) 6131, doi:10.1126/science.1233232, 1304.

6875.
[352] H. T. Cromartie, et al. (NANOGrav), Relativistic Shapiro delay measurements of an extremely massive millisecond pulsar, Nature Astron.

4 (1) (2019) 72–76, doi:10.1038/s41550-019-0880-2, 1904.06759.
[353] Roger W. Romani, D. Kandel, Alexei V. Filippenko, Thomas G. Brink, WeiKang Zheng, PSR J1810+1744: Companion Darkening and a

Precise High Neutron Star Mass, Astrophys. J. Lett. 908 (2) (2021) L46, doi:10.3847/2041-8213/abe2b4, 2101.09822.
[354] Roger W. Romani, D. Kandel, Alexei V. Filippenko, Thomas G. Brink, WeiKang Zheng, PSR J0952−0607: The Fastest and Heaviest

Known Galactic Neutron Star, Astrophys. J. Lett. 934 (2) (2022) L17, doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007, 2207.05124.
[355] Richard C. Tolman, Static solutions of Einstein’s field equations for spheres of fluid, Phys. Rev. 55 (1939) 364–373, doi:10.1103/PhysRev.

55.364.
[356] J. R. Oppenheimer, G. M. Volkoff, On massive neutron cores, Phys. Rev. 55 (1939) 374–381, doi:10.1103/PhysRev.55.374.
[357] Lee Lindblom, Determining the Nuclear Equation of State from Neutron-Star Masses and Radii, ApJ 398 (1992) 569, doi:10.1086/171882.
[358] Tanja Hinderer, Benjamin D. Lackey, Ryan N. Lang, Jocelyn S. Read, Tidal deformability of neutron stars with realistic equations of state

and their gravitational wave signatures in binary inspiral, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 123016, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.81.123016, 0911.3535.
[359] Yuichiro Sekiguchi, Kenta Kiuchi, Koutarou Kyutoku, Masaru Shibata, Effects of hyperons in binary neutron star mergers, Phys. Rev. Lett.

107 (2011) 211101, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.211101, 1110.4442.
[360] Sebastiano Bernuzzi, David Radice, Christian D. Ott, Luke F. Roberts, Philipp Moesta, Filippo Galeazzi, How loud are neutron star

mergers?, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2) (2016) 024023, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.024023, 1512.06397.
[361] Albino Perego, Sebastiano Bernuzzi, David Radice, Thermodynamics conditions of matter in neutron star mergers, Eur. Phys. J. A 55 (8)

(2019) 124, doi:10.1140/epja/i2019-12810-7, 1903.07898.
[362] Katerina Chatziioannou, H. Thankful Cromartie, Stefano Gandolfi, Ingo Tews, David Radice, Andrew W. Steiner, Anna L. Watts, Neutron

stars and the dense matter equation of state: from microscopic theory to macroscopic observations (2024), 2407.11153.
[363] Eemeli Annala, Tyler Gorda, Aleksi Kurkela, Aleksi Vuorinen, Gravitational-wave constraints on the neutron-star-matter Equation of State,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (17) (2018) 172703, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703, 1711.02644.
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