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The phase transition calculations are utilized for an in-depth understanding of the thermodynam-

ics of the deconfinement transition to perform the best analysis of the QCD phase diagram. The

phenomenological justifications for a mathematical approach to constructing the phase transition

are found based on the properties of hadronic matter at low densities as well as quark matter at high

densities. We modify both the quark matter equation of state by confining effects at low densities

and the hadronic matter equation of state by excluded volume effects at higher densities. Over the

intermediate densities, the transition from the hadronic phase to the quark phase is modified by the

surface tension between to phases. The results are in agreement with the observational constraints

of neutron stars.

I. INTRODUCTION

The underlying framework of this paper is carrying out

a comparative study based on different ways of construct-

ing a QCD phase transition based on the phenomenology

of matter over the whole range of density. While the

state of the matter at subnuclear densities is well con-

strained experimentally, the high-density regime (at and

about twice the nuclear saturation density) is under in-

tense scrutiny. Modern studies of compact astrophysical

objects (neutron stars (NS), neutron stars in the binaries,

quark and strange stars, etc.) are aimed at understand-

ing the properties of matter under extreme conditions.

Microscopic calculations of the equation of state (EoS)

of dense matter profoundly affect our understanding of

the origin of matter. In particular, it is required for the

interpretation of an array of astronomical observations.

Because of the multi-facet nature of the interiors of com-

pact stars, we need to develop a good understanding of

various phases of dense matter, ranging from ordinary nu-

clear and hypernuclear matter to deconfined quark mat-

ter, and their potential manifestations in the observa-

tional data. A phase transition from hadronic matter

to deconfined quark matter is considered a viable solu-

tion to various puzzles in the literature. Furthermore,

a significant impact of a first-order phase transition is

appreciated in astrophysics [1–4] and the signatures of

such transitions in Neutron star cores have been investi-

gated [5]. For a better understanding of the experimental

and observational constraints of the phase transition, a

QCD phase diagram within the parity doublet model is

shown in Fig. 1. Some schematic features of this dia-

gram are also depicted in the figure. The structure of

the present paper is as follows. In Sec. II we present the

formalism of calculation of the equation of state (EoS)

for both hadronic matter based on the density-dependent

(DD) relativistic mean field (RMF) model and the quark

matter. In Sec. III the crossover construction of phase

transition for constructing the hybrid stars is introduced

within two different approaches. The results and discus-

sion are provided in Sec. IV. Finally, the summary and

conclusion are given in Sec. V.

FIG. 1. A schematic interpretation of the QCD phase diagram

in the temperature and baryon number density plane. From

lattice QCD studies at vanishing density, the phase transition

is known to be a smooth crossover. The current research

focus in the literature is on the search for the critical endpoint

(CEP) of the first-order transition.
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II. EQUATION OF STATE FOR HYBRID STARS

A. Hadronic matter EoS

For the hadronic EoS we have employed the relativistic

density-functional (RDF) model based on the DD2F pa-

rameterization [6] which fulfills the flow constraint from

heavy-ion collision experiments [7]. This flow constraint

version of the DD2 EoS is obtained by multiplying the

density-dependent meson-nucleon couplings Γi(n) of the

DD2 model [6] for n > nsat with the functions gi(n),

where i = ω, σ.

gω(n) =
1 + α−x

2

1 + α+x2
=

1

gσ(n)
(1)

where x = n/nsat−1 and α± = k(1±r), with the param-

eter values adjusted to k = 0.04, r = 0.07 and s = 2.25.

We will use this model with and without excluded vol-

ume (EV) effects [8]. Indeed, the hadronic matter EoS

could be cured with some additional excluded volume to

be stiff enough at high chemical potential.

B. Quark matter EoS

In our previous work [9] which we call it paper I here-

after, We have performed a mapping between the param-

eters of non local Nambu-Juna-Lasinio (nlNJL) model

and constant speed of sound (CSS) model in a decent

range with a χ2 value that qualifies an excellent fit. The

finding of this equivalence allows to employ the simpler

CSS approach instead of the covariant nlNJL model when

a hybrid star EoS with color superconducting quark mat-

ter shall be constructed. Therefore, the quark matter

phase of the neutron star is described with the CSS for-

mulation of the nlNJL model.

The CSS model is a frequently used, simple quark mat-

ter equation of state of a simple form

PCSS(µ) = A

(
µ

µx

)1+β

−B, (2)

with three parameters: the slope parameter A, the speed

of sound cs and the bag pressure B. β is defined as

β = 1/c2s and µx = 1 GeV determines the scale for chem-

ical potential. On the other side, the nlNJL model is

defined by two free parameters, the dimensionless vec-

tor and diquark coupling strengths ηV and ηD. They

are given as ratios of the vector and diquark couplings,

GV and GD, to the scalar coupling constant GS , respec-

tively. Their change of values results in different equa-

tions of state (EoS) with varying stiffness. In paper I,

the CSS EoS formulation is fitted to the nlNJL EoS for

34 different nlNJL EoSs with parameter values in range

of 0.7 < ηD < 0.8 and 0.11 < ηV < 0.18. The functional

form that relates parameters from the two approaches

to describe quark matter phase of NSs is defined in pa-

per I and used in this work to enable the description of

quark matter phase in NS consistent with nlNJL model

but with simplified formulation of the CSS approach.

C. Mixed region between the hadronic and quark

matter phases

The region between the hadronic matter phase at be-

low saturation densities and the expected quark matter

phase (nB ≥ 4n0) is assumed to be a mixed phase of

the two components with a phase transition happening

at certain crossing point of the two EOSs (for HM and

QM). If such a crossing exists, with HM being dominant

at low densities and QM prevailing above the crossing

point) we could have a Maxwell construction of the phase

transition (a correct crossing point) like the low density

crossing points in Fig. 2. Otherwise, the replaced inter-

polation method (RIM) method must be applied in order

to mimic the mixed phase between the two regions where

a nonphysical crossing happens like the case at higher

chemical potentials in Fig. 2 which corresponds to recon-

finement [10], keeping the HM EOS at low densities and

QM EOS in high density region. The phase in between is

interpolated through the mixed phase construction [11].

Instead of using the mixed phase construction, we can

mathematically model the region between the two dif-

ferent phases of matter through the two parabola in-

terpolation method [12]. The boundaries of the mixing

region have to be chosen as physically reasonable ones,

with hadronic phase ending at about saturation density

(nH = n0) and with quark matter phase onset at about

four times saturation density (nQ = 4n0).

On top of the quark matter EoS described with CSS

approach through the functional formulation with nlNJL,

the additional confinement could be added in order to

obtain the physical crossing point between the hadronic

matter EoS and the quark matter EoS in a reasonable

chemical potential range. The confinement is added as a

µ−dependent bag pressure,
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P (µ) = PCSS(µ) −B0f<(µ), (3)

where B0 is the strength of the bag pressure which is

maximum at the beginning and decreases with increas-

ing the chemical potential based on the definition of the

switch function

f<(µ) =
1

2

(
1 − tanh(µ− µ<)

Γ<

)
. (4)

The switch function activates the bag pressure at low

chemical potential so that the quark matter EoS includes

the confinement. The range of the chemical potentials

in which the bag pressure is active could be defined by

the parameters µ< and Γ<. This behaviour is in agree-

ment with the physics of quark matter phases, i.e., the

confining effects and negative pressure at low chemical

potentials for quark matter EoS is applied in this way.

The effect of applying this extra bag pressure has been

shown in Fig. 3.

One could see the effect of adding EV to the hadronic

matter EoS as well as extra µ-dependent bag pressure in

curing the reconfinement phenomenon. The parameter

EV = 0.05 and the ηV = 0.14, which is at the middle

of the valid region in paper I, have been taken to have

a deconfinement onset at a reasonable chemical poten-

tial. The values B0 = 10 MeV fm−3, µs = 1000 MeV
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FIG. 2. The DD2F model EOSs along with the excluded vol-

ume formulations of EOS for different EV parameters (EV)

are shown in red while in blue we have the CSS parameteri-

zation of nlNJL model with three different values of ηv. The

boundaries of saturation density and four times saturation

density have been shown with black dotted lines.

and Γs = 112 are chosen so that there will be no cross-

ing point corresponds to reconfinement at high chemical

potential and the maximum change in the slopes take

places at the crossing point. It is worth mentioning that

a big jump in density at the crossing point could result

in an unstable branch in mass-radius curve of the NS

and the twins phenomenon or even forming a black hole

eventually. By choosing these parameters we could also

investigate an early phase transition for which even the

low mass NS could be a hybrid one which is interesting

itself.

III. CROSSOVER CONSTRUCTION OF PHASE

TRANSITION

A. Mixed Phase construction

At the intermediate range of density, i.e., nH(µ) <

n(µ) < nQ(µ), neither hadronic EoS nor quark matter

EoS are applicable.

Since the EoS at the the intermediate range of density

is not well defined, it is assumed that the EoS of both

phases changes due to the finite size and Coulomb effects

around the phase transition point which can be obtained

using the Maxwell construction. Furthermore, the sur-

face tension between the hadronic phase and quark phase

in strongly interacting system is not well known. If the
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FIG. 3. The DD2F-EV model EOSs for one EV parameter is

shown. The CSS parameterization of nlNJL model with extra

µ-dependent bag pressure for different values of parameters

µ< and Γ< are also shown. The behaviour of bag pressure

with selected parameters is plotted in magenta as well.
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value of surface tension is infinite, a Maxwell construc-

tion can be used for phase transition while a vanishing

surface tension corresponds to the Glendenning construc-

tion. For mixed phase transition which mimics the pasta

phase, we assume a variable surface tension.

The exact description of the physics of pasta phase is not

straightforward because it requires the size and shape of

structures as well as transitions between them to be taken

in to account but it has been studied in different works

by different methods [13, 14].

In this work, we use the RIM [15] in which a simple

modification of the Maxwell construction is employed in-

stead of a full solution of pasta phase. Since the EoS

of hadronic and quark matter phases are described with

the relation between the pressure and chemical poten-

tial (for T = 0 which is applicable for the NS), PH(µ)

and PQ(µ) respectively, the effective mixed phase EoS

PM (µ) can be described simply by an interpolated func-

tion between two phases. It requires that the interpo-

lated pressure coincides the hadronic and quark values

at lower and upper limits along with satisfying the ther-

modynamic constraint of positive slope of density versus

chemical potential, i.e., ∂nM

∂µM
= ∂2PM

∂µ2
M

> 0, as well as

the causality condition that the adiabatic speed of sound

at zero frequency, c2s = ∂P
∂ε , does not exceed the speed of

light. A simple and reasonable function to interpolate the

pressure is a polynomial function which smoothly joins

the pressure curves of two phases. This method has been

developed in [16] and applied to the question of robust-

ness of NS mass twins against mixed phase effects in [17].

We repeat here the basic steps of its derivation following

Refs. [16, 17].

The value of the critical baryonic chemical potential

µc for which the phases are in mechanical and chemical

equilibrium is obtained from the Maxwell condition

PQ(µc) = PH(µc) = Pc . (5)

For the pressure of the mixed phase a polynomial ansatz

is considered

PM (µ) =

N∑
q=1

αq(µ− µc)
q + (1 + ∆P )Pc, (6)

in which ∆P is a free parameter which determines the

pressure of mixed phase at µc

PM (µc) = Pc + ∆P = PM , ∆P = ∆P/Pc. (7)

Generally in (6), one can consider [15]

N = 2k , k = 1, 2, ... (8)

According to the Gibbs conditions for phase equilibrium

(5) at the matching points µH and µQ of the mixed phase

pressure with the pressure of hyperonic and quark matter

EoS, the pressures and their derivative of order k have to

satisfy the continuity conditions

PH(µH) = PM (µH) , (9)

PQ(µQ) = PM (µQ) , (10)

∂k

∂µk
PH(µH) =

∂k

∂µk
PM (µH) , (11)

∂k

∂µk
PQ(µQ) =

∂k

∂µk
PM (µQ) . (12)

For ease of calculation, we assume that the effective

mixed phase pressure could be described in the parabolic

form

PM (µ) = α2(µ−µc)2 + α1(µ−µc) + (1+∆P )Pc, (13)

for which the α1, α2 as well as µH and µQ could be ob-

tained from the continuity conditions when k = 1. Con-

sidering n(µ) = dP (µ)/dµ, we numerically solve the con-

tinuity equations for baryon density and obtain µH and

µQ.

It is worth mentioning that this interpolation method

can be applied not only to the usual phase transition from

the hadronic phase to the quark phase with ∆P > 0 but

also to the case where applying the principle of maximum

pressure to the crossing of the pressure vs. chemical po-

tential curves for quark and hadronic matter would cor-

respond to a nonphysical reconfinement transition from

quark phase to hadronic phase with ∆P < 0. We have

shown the results of a mixed phase (MP) construction

for both physical and nonphysical crossing in Fig. 4 and

Fig. 5.

Fig. 4 shows the MP construction for the case that

both hadronic matter EoS and quark matter EoS are the

bare ones and there is a nonphysical crossing between

them. As Fig. 2 shows, there is also a physical crossing for

DD2F EV0 and CSS ηv = 0.14 but it occurs at very low

chemical potential. Therefore, we ignore it and apply a

MP construction with negative value of ∆p to the higher

crossing.

The fascinating effect of adding EV to hadronic matter

EoS and extra bag pressure to quark matter EoS is clear

in Fig. 5 where not only the low density crossing has been

removed but also there is only one physical crossing at

reasonable chemical potential between DD2F EV050 and

CSS ηv = 0.14 which has been modified by a µ-dependent

bag pressure, B0 = 10 MeV fm−3, µs = 1000 MeV and
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Γs = 112. Therefore, a MP construction with positive

value of ∆p could be applied.

However, the MP EoS has been constructed for some

different values of ∆p, but the obtained boundaries, µH
or µQ, are out of the acceptable range of n0 < n < 4n0
for ∆p ≈ 0.3 in both cases. Therefore, we concentrate on

this value for further calculations.

Table. I specifies the boundaries of MP construction

for different models corresponding to different values of

∆p.

B. Two parabola construction

The two parabola construction is the mathematical ap-

proach developed to describe the EoS of a mixed phase

between the hadronic and quark matter phases in hybrid

NSs [12]. The pressure is given as a parabolic function

of chemical potential

Pn(µ) = an(µ− µH)2 + bn(µ− µH) + cn (14)

Pm(µ) = am(µ− µQ)2 + bm(µ− µQ) + cm (15)

with Pn defining the parabola valid for chemical potential

in range µH < µ < µC and Pm being a parabola for

the µC < µ < µQ region. The boundary values of µH
and µQ correspond to chemical potentials of the defined

nH and nQ densities. The critical chemical potential µC
corresponds to the Maxwell point between the hadronic

and quark matter EOSs, if one exists. Otherwise, the
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FIG. 4. MP construction for a nonphysical crossing between

DD2F EV0 and CSS ηv = 0.14 without bag pressure with

different negative values of ∆p.
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Mixed Phase construction Δp=2.5%

FIG. 5. MP construction for a nonphysical crossing between

DD2F EV050 and CSS ηv = 0.14 which has been modified by

a µ-dependent bag pressure with given parameters for three

different positive values of ∆p.

only condition is that it has a value in range of µH <

µC < µQ and it can be chosen ”by hand”.

At the boundaries of different phases the boundary

conditions of equal values of pressure and density hold

and are the following

PH(µH) = Pn(µH)

nH(µH) = nn(µH)

Pm(µQ) = PQ(µQ)

nm(µQ) = nQ(µQ).

The values of parabola coefficients bn, bm, cn and cm are

therefore defined as

bn = nH(µH)

bm = nQ(µQ)

cn = PH(µH)

cm = PQ(µQ)

(16)

while an and am are obtained after including the addi-

tional conditions at critical point

Pn(µC) = Pm(µC)

nn(µC) = nm(µC) (17)
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TABLE I. The values n and µ at the hadronic and quark matter boundaries and at the critical point as well as the value of ∆P

for different models. The value of ηD is 0.75. For the models with EV, the value of EV= 0.05 has been used. For the models

with extra bag pressure, the parameters of µ-dependent bag pressure are B0 = 10 MeV fm−3, µs = 1000 MeV and Γs = 112.

ηV B(µ) EV nH µH nC µC nQ µQ ∆P

[Mev fm−3] [n0] [MeV] [n0] [MeV] [n0] [MeV] [Mev fm−3]

0.14 No No 2.6 1111.0 2.9 1135.9 2.6 1174.5 -1%

0.14 No No 2.3 1072.6 2.9 1135.9 3.3 1313.5 -3%

0.14 No No 2.0 1049.3 2.9 1135.9 4.3 1463.9 -5%

0.14 No No 1.9 1031.9 2.9 1135.9 5.0 1574.0 -7%

0.14 Yes Yes 1.66 1024.0 1.8 1038.0 2.33 1042.0 1%

0.14 Yes Yes 1.33 990.0 1.8 1038.0 2.4 1069.0 2.5%

0.14 Yes Yes - - 1.8 1038.0 - - 4%

and are equal to

an =
−2k1 + k2(µC − µQ)

(2(µC − µH)(µH − µQ)

am =
−2k1 + k2(µC − µH)

(2(µC − µQ)(µH − µQ)

(18)

with

κ1 = nQ(µC − µQ) − nH(µC − µH) + (PQ − PH) (19)

κ2 = nQ − nH . (20)

We can conclude the following:

• The above equations can be used for the determi-

nation of µC instead of changing the µC value ac-

cording to the crossing of the DD2 model with EV

and the nlNJL(A) model with confinement

• The boundaries should be kept fixed according to

the µH and µQ values

C. Comparison of the two approaches

We show the comparison of the 2 parabola interpola-

tion and the MP construction EOSs to describe nuclear

matter in hybrid neutron stars. The figures show the

comparison of the EoSs when EV and µ-dependent bag

pressure are included for ∆p = 2.5%.

We calculate the χ2 value while assuming that the

mixed phase values are the ”expected”ones while the val-

ues of 2 parabola calculation are the ”observed” ones.

According to the χ2 formula

χ2 =

N∑
i

(PMP(µi) − P2p(µi))
2

σ2
i

, (21)

where N is the number of points for the chemical poten-

tial and σ is the standard deviation of the MP construc-

tion defined as σ2 = 1
N

∑N
i (PMP,i−Pi)2, where Pi is the

mean value of the MP model pressures, P = 1
N

∑N
i Pi.

The PMP(µi) and P2p(µi) are the values of pressure in

mixed phase construction and for the 2 parabola one in

each point of chemical potential µi.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Constraints on HM and QM EOSs: Surface

tension of nuclei

The value of ∆P is related to the surface tension be-

tween two phases such that the vanishing ∆P corresponds

to a minimal value of the surface tension for which the

transition becomes equivalent to that of the Maxwell con-

struction in which the pressure at the critical point is

constant. The quantitative relation between ∆P and the

surface tension has been given in Ref. [18] for a selec-

tion of hybrid EoS cases and it shows that a value of

∆P ≈ 0.05−0.07 corresponds to a vanishing surface ten-

sion and thus a Glendenning construction [19]. There-

fore, it doesn’t make sense to go beyond ∆P = 7% other-

wise the nature wants to show some different behaviour

in contrast with our expectation.

That’s why we were bound to 1% < ∆P < 7% and in

this range, we have chosen the value of ∆p which results

in the µH and µQ in the range of n0 < n < 4n0.

One of the important parameters which should be com-

pared for MP and 2p construction is the square of the

speed of sound.

c2s =
∂P

∂ε
=

1

β − 1
. (22)
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FIG. 7. Pressure as a function of energy density for MP as

well as 2p construction from DD2F EV050 to CSS parame-

terization of nlNJL model. The magenta line corresponding

to Maxwell construction is also plotted to show the jump in

energy density at the transition point. The hatched region

corresponds to the EoS constraint from Ref. [20].

The speed of sound squared for the interolated EOSs

is given in Fig. 8.

As it has been mentioned in paper I, for certain nlNJL

models,the causality is violated at high values of ε due

to the backbending of the P − ε curve and the maximum
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FIG. 8. Speed of sound squared for the MP and 2P interpo-

lated EOS between DD2F and CSS EoS for selected parame-

ters.

mass of NS could not be reached. As a main goal of this

work, using CSS parameterization we showed that not

only the causality is fulfilled in the whole range of chem-

ical potential, but also the maximum mass in agreement

with the lower bound of observational values is reached

and all constraints on the EoS of hybrid stars are fulfilled.

V. CONCLUSION

The excluded volume of the hadronic matter EoS, the

bag pressure for quark matter EoS at low densities, as

well as the structure of matter around the transition

point which is covered in the value ∆p in cross-over con-

struction of the phase transition are all phenomenological

justification of the two parabola construction.
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[9] S. Antić, M. Shahrbaf, D. Blaschke, and A. G. Grunfeld,

(2021), arXiv:2105.00029 [nucl-th].

[10] J. L. Zdunik and P. Haensel, Astron. Astrophys. 551,

A61 (2013), arXiv:1211.1231 [astro-ph.SR].

[11] M. Shahrbaf, D. Blaschke, and S. Khanmohamadi, Jour-

nal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 47, 115201

(2020).

[12] A. Ayriyan, D. Blaschke, A. G. Grunfeld, D. Alvarez-

Castillo, H. Grigorian, and V. Abgaryan, “Bayesian

analysis of multimessenger M-R data with interpolated

hybrid EoS,” (2021), arXiv:2102.13485 [astro-ph.HE].

[13] D. N. Voskresensky, M. Yasuhira, and T. Tatsumi, Nucl.

Phys. A 723, 291 (2003), arXiv:nucl-th/0208067.

[14] N. Yasutake, R. Lastowiecki, S. Benic, D. Blaschke,

T. Maruyama, and T. Tatsumi, Phys. Rev. C 89, 065803

(2014), arXiv:1403.7492 [astro-ph.HE].

[15] V. Abgaryan, D. Alvarez-Castillo, A. Ayriyan,

D. Blaschke, and H. Grigorian, Universe 4, 94

(2018), arXiv:1807.08034 [astro-ph.HE].

[16] A. Ayriyan and H. Grigorian, EPJ Web Conf. 173, 03003

(2018), arXiv:1710.05637 [astro-ph.HE].

[17] A. Ayriyan, N. U. Bastian, D. Blaschke, H. Grigorian,

K. Maslov, and D. N. Voskresensky, Phys. Rev. C 97,

045802 (2018), arXiv:1711.03926 [nucl-th].

[18] K. Maslov, N. Yasutake, A. Ayriyan, D. Blaschke,

H. Grigorian, T. Maruyama, T. Tatsumi, and

D. N. Voskresensky, Phys. Rev. C 100, 025802 (2019),

arXiv:1812.11889 [nucl-th].

[19] N. K. Glendenning, Phys. Rev. D 46, 1274 (1992).

[20] K. Hebeler, J. M. Lattimer, C. J. Pethick,

and A. Schwenk, Astrophys. J. 773, 11 (2013),

arXiv:1303.4662 [astro-ph.SR].

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.5117803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.061102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2016-16225-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2016-16225-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.04613
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41550-018-0583-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.08788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.107.025801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.107.025801
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.08157
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.81.015803
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2344
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1078070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1078070
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0208016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2016-16016-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.00029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220697
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220697
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/abaa9a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/abaa9a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/abaa9a
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.13485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(03)01313-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(03)01313-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0208067
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.89.065803
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.89.065803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7492
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/universe4090094
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/universe4090094
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.08034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201817303003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201817303003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05637
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.97.045802
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.97.045802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03926
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.100.025802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.11889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.1274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/773/1/11
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.4662

	A Crossover phase transition based on the phenomenology of hadronic matter and quark matter
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Equation of state for hybrid stars
	A Hadronic matter EoS
	B Quark matter EoS
	C Mixed region between the hadronic and quark matter phases

	III Crossover construction of phase transition
	A Mixed Phase construction
	B Two parabola construction
	C Comparison of the two approaches

	IV RESULTS and discussion
	A Constraints on HM and QM EOSs: Surface tension of nuclei 

	V CONCLUSION
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


