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We construct a four-dimensional version of the equation of state (EoS) model neos, neos-4d, as
a function of the temperature and chemical potentials of baryon, electric charge, and strangeness for
the hot and dense QCD matter created in relativistic nuclear collisions. This EoS enables multiple
conserved charge current evolution in a relativistic fluid. Input from Lattice QCD simulations and a
hadron resonance gas model is considered for constructing the equation of state. We investigate its
applicability to the relativistic hydrodynamic description of nuclear collisions and present a method
for efficient numerical implementation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The phase structure of quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) is a topic of fundamental importance in parti-
cle and nuclear physics. The state of a system near ther-
mal equilibrium is characterized by the equation of state.
With the advent of realistic Lattice QCD simulations, the
QCD equation of state at finite temperatures has become
available with high precision. It has been found that the
(2+1)-flavor QCD system has a crossover-type transition
[1–3] from the hadronic phase to the quark-gluon plasma
(QGP) phase at temperatures around 155-160 MeV in
the limit of vanishing chemical potentials [4–6].

Thermodynamic properties of the QCD system at fi-
nite chemical potentials, on the other hand, cannot be
computed directly because of the fermion sign problem
of Lattice QCD simulations [7]. Model-based approaches
suggest the existence of a rich structure of the phase di-
agram at finite densities [8, 9], including a critical point
which marks where the cross over turns into a first-order
phase transition between the QGP and hadronic phases
[10]. Elucidation of the QCD equation of state over a
wide range of temperatures and chemical potentials is an
important topic in various fields of theoretical physics, in-
cluding high-energy nuclear collisions and compact stars
[11–14].

Relativistic nuclear collisions at the Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider (RHIC) at Brookhaven National Laboratory
[15–18] and the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [19–
21] provide a prodigious amount of opportunities to study
deconfined quark matter. One of the most important
discoveries is the revelation that the QCD matter pro-
duced in high energy collisions behaves as a fluid with
extremely small viscosity. The relativistic hydrodynamic
model has become an instrumental tool for simulating
the dynamical evolution of the bulk QCD matter and for
predicting the produced particle distributions observed
in heavy ion collider experiments [22, 23]. Lattice QCD-
based equations of state have been used in recent hy-

drodynamic models, and have proven successful in repro-
ducing the experimental data at high energies where the
baryon chemical potential of the system in negligible.

The beam energy scan (BES) program at the RHIC
[24] as well as the NA61/SHINE experiment at the CERN
Super Proton Synchrotron (SPS) have been performed
to obtain experiment driven insight into the phase struc-
ture and finite-density properties of QCD. Similar experi-
ments are being planned at various facilities including the
GSI Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR) and
JAEA/KEK Japan Proton Accelerator Research Com-
plex (J-PARC). The hydrodynamic model, supplemented
with a finite-density equation of state [25–32], should play
a pivotal role in describing the dense quark matter cre-
ated in nuclear collisions and in extracting microscopic
information on QCD from the experimental data.

The conserved charges in the strongly-interacting mat-
ter created in nuclear collisions are net baryon (B), elec-
tric charge (Q), and strangeness (S) [28, 29, 31, 33–36].
The strangeness neutrality condition nS = 0 and the
fixed charge-to-baryon ratio nQ/nB ∼ 0.4 are often em-
ployed to simulate collisions of heavy nuclei such as 197

79Au
and 208

82Pb. The equation of state then effectively reduces
to two dimensions. The assumption of uniform charge
ratios, however, does not hold when protons and neu-
trons are distinguished or when local fluctuations and/or
diffusion processes are considered. Also, collisions in-
volving light nuclei would have different values of the
charge-to-baryon ratio. Thus, it is critical to develop a
four-dimensional equation of state in T, µB , µQ, and µS

for comprehensive studies of the experimentally-created
QCD matter at finite densities using hydrodynamic mod-
els [32, 37–39].

We consider the equation of state model neos [28]
and extend it to treat multiple chemical potentials with-
out constraints on the charge ratios. We note that a
similar model using different methods can be found in
Ref. [32]. In our study, the pressure of state-of-the-art
Lattice QCD simulations based on the Taylor expansion
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method [40, 41] is matched to that of the hadron reso-
nance gas model in the vicinity of the crossover [42]. The
inclusion of the critical point [35, 43, 44] is left for future
work. We further develop an efficient method to utilize
this QCD equation of state in numerical simulations of
the hydrodynamic model of relativistic nuclear collisions.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the four-dimensional version of our QCD equa-
tion of state model and discuss the region of phase
space explored by nuclear collisions. Numerical imple-
mentation into the hydrodynamic modeling, conservation
at particlization, and comparison of equations of state
with different hadronic particle contents are discussed in
Sec. III. Sec. IV is devoted to conclusions. We use the
natural units c = ℏ = kB = 1 and the mostly-minus
metric gµν = diag(+,−,−,−).

II. THE EQUATION OF STATE

We develop neos-4d, a four-dimensional equation of
state with the four dimensions spanned by temperature
and multiple chemical potentials. The equation of state
and susceptibilities of Lattice QCD simulations at vanish-
ing densities [45–50] are used to construct a finite-density
equation of state in the Taylor expansion method [40, 41]
at high temperatures. Since the expansion in terms of
fugacities is not reliable at lower temperatures [51], the
hadron resonance gas model, an effective model that ac-
counts for stable hadrons and meta-stable resonances, is
employed for describing the hadronic phase. This pre-
scription also allows smooth matching of the hydrody-
namic and hadronic transport models via particlization.

The light quarks u, d, and s are considered to consti-
tute the quark-gluon plasma because heavy quarks would
not be in equilibrium with the medium at temperatures
reached in current relativistic nuclear colliders. Conse-
quently, the hadrons that have u, d, and/or s as valence
quarks are taken into consideration.

A. Construction

We begin by reviewing the construction of the neos
model [28, 31]. The crossover-type equation of state is
estimated by the smooth connection of the pressures of
the lattice QCD simulations and of the hadron resonance
gas model. They are connected in the vicinity of the
crossover as

P =
1

2

(
1− tanh

T − Tc

∆Tc

)
Phad

+
1

2

(
1 + tanh

T − Tc

∆Tc

)
Plat, (1)

where Tc and ∆Tc are the connecting temperature and
width, respectively. P approaches Phad towards lower
temperatures and Plat towards higher temperatures.

The pressure in the hadron resonance gas model is

Phad = ±T
∑
i

∫
gid

3p

(2π)3
ln[1± e−(Ei−µi)/T ], (2)

where i is the index for particle species, gi is the degener-
acy, Ei =

√
p2 +m2

i is the energy, and mi is the particle
mass. µi = BiµB+QiµQ+SiµS is the hadronic chemical
potential where Bi, Qi, and Si are the quantum numbers
associated with baryon, electric charge, and strangeness,
respectively. The signs are + for fermions and − for
bosons.
The lattice QCD pressure in the Taylor expansion

method is

Plat

T 4
=

P0

T 4
+

∑
l,m,n

χB,Q,S
l,m,n

l!m!n!

(
µB

T

)l(
µQ

T

)m(
µS

T

)n

, (3)

where P0 and χB,Q,S
l,m,n are the pressure and the (l+m+n)-

th order susceptibility defined at zero chemical poten-
tials. One has to be careful that the results that involve
the regions with large µB/T (> 3), µS/T or µQ/T should
be considered extrapolations because the Taylor expan-
sion Eq. (3) is not well-defined there. All the diagonal
and off-diagonal susceptibilities up to the fourth order
are used for the construction. In addition, some of the

sixth order susceptibilities, χB
6 , χBQ

51 , and χQS
51 , which

would contribute most to the pressure, are introduced
phenomenologically to preserve thermodynamic consis-
tencies that state variables are smooth and monotonic.

B. Numerical simulations

We calculate the four-dimensional QCD equation of
state numerically. The hadron resonances from the par-
ticle data group with mass up to 2 GeV are taken into
account for the hadronic phase. The zero-density equa-
tion of state [5] and susceptibilities up to the fourth or-
der [48–50, 52] are employed in the QGP phase. The
connecting temperature is

Tc(µB) = a− d (bµ2
B + cµ4

B), (4)

where a = 0.16GeV, b = 0.139GeV−1, c = 0.053GeV−3,
and d = 0.4, whose form is motivated by a criterion for
the chemical freeze-out [53]. The dependencies on the
charge and strangeness chemical potentials are assumed
to be small. The connecting width is chosen as ∆Tc =
0.1Tc(0).
The dimensionless pressure P/T 4 is obtained as a func-

tion of the temperature and three chemical potentials.
Figure 1 shows P/T 4 on three different two-dimensional
slices of the four-dimensional space: (a) the T -µB plane
at µQ = µS = 0, (b) the T -µQ plane at µB = µS = 0, and
(c) the T -µS plane at µB = µQ = 0. Negative baryon
chemical potential regions are shown as the quantity can
become negative owing to local fluctuation or diffusion
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The dimensionless pressure P/T 4 as
functions of (a) T and µB at µS = µQ = 0, (b) T and µQ at
µB = µS = 0, and (c) T and µS at µB = µQ = 0.

in nuclear collisions. For clarity, slices of P/T 4 at the
fixed temperatures of T = 0.1 GeV and 0.3 GeV as func-
tions of µB , µQ, or µS are shown in Fig. 2. One can
see that the pressure increases monotonically as the ab-
solute value of the chemical potentials increases both in
the hadronic and QGP phases. The dimensionless pres-
sure is more sensitive to the change in µQ than that in µS
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Dependence of P/T 4 on chemical po-
tentials µB , µQ, and µS at (a) T = 0.1 GeV and (b) T = 0.3
GeV.

or µB in the hadronic phase because the lightest hadrons
that carry electric charge, strangeness, and net baryon
charge are pions, kaons, and nucleons, respectively. The
lighter these particles masses, the more they contribute
to the pressure, explaining the faster rise as a function
of µQ and µS compared with µB . In the QGP phase, on
the other hand, the pressure is most sensitive to µS which
can be understood from the ideal parton gas picture [28].
The dimensionless conserved charges nB/T

3, nQ/T
3,

nS/T
3 are shown in Fig. 3 as a function of the temper-

ature and respective chemical potential. The thermody-
namic relation nB = (∂P/∂µB)µQ,µS

is used for obtain-
ing the net baryon density and similarly for the other
variables. The net baryon density is almost linear in µB

in the QGP phase in the limit where the other chemical
potentials vanish as shown in Fig. 3 (a). The electric
charge and strangeness densities exhibit a similar trend
(Figs. 3 (b) and (c)). It should be noted that the con-
served charges without the 1/T 3 factor increase mono-
tonically as a function of the temperature despite the
peak structures near the pseudo-phase transition. They
are also monotonic as a function of the respective chem-
ical potential, e.g. ∂nB/∂µB > 0, which is required for
thermodynamic stability.
The squared sound velocity c2s at fixed values of chem-

ical potentials is shown in Fig. 4. It can be seen that
the chemical potentials lead to non-trivial corrections of
the sound velocity in the vicinity of the crossover and at
lower temperatures. µQ has the largest effect and µB the
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) nB/T
3 as function of T and µB

at µS = µQ = 0, (b) nQ/T
3 as a function of T and µQ at

µB = µS = 0, and (c) nS/T
3 as a function of T and µS at

µB = µQ = 0.

least when the absolute value of the chemical potentials
is the same, which is in line with the observation of the
dimensionless pressure in the hadronic phase.

Figure 5 illustrates the typical region in the phase
space explored by nuclear collisions at different collision
energies. Here, the constant s/nB lines illustrate ap-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) c2s as a function of T in the vanishing
chemical potential limit and at µB = 0.2 GeV, µQ = 0.2 GeV,
and µS = 0.2 GeV, respectively.

proximate trajectories in nuclear collisions at given en-
ergies because the entropy and net baryon number are
conserved during ideal hydrodynamic evolution. The tra-
jectories are shown with bands, whose limits are defined
by nQ/nB = 0 and 1. Here, the former corresponds to the
regions with neutron-neutron sub-collisions and the lat-
ter to those with proton-proton sub-collisions caused by
initial fluctuations in the positions of nucleons in colliding
nuclei. It should be noted that the ratio can also be nega-
tive, for example when fluctuations and diffusion are con-
sidered. The strangeness neutrality condition nS/nB = 0
is imposed here.

The average value of nQ/nB in heavy nuclei such as
gold or lead can be approximated to be 0.4 and is de-
noted by lines in the middle of the bands. We consider
s/nB = 420, 144, 51 and 30, which correspond to the col-
lider energies of

√
sNN = 200, 62.4, 19.6 and 14.5 GeV,

to imitate the situations in the beam energy programs at
RHIC [54]. The trajectory bands are truncated when the
baryon chemical potential exceeds µB = 0.6 GeV. One
can see that the bands extend up to |µQ| ∼ 0.1 GeV and
µS ∼ 0.2 GeV in the limit of µB = 0.6 GeV at the lowest
considered collision energies.

The trajectories bend near the crossover regions in the
T -µB plane (Fig. 5 (top)) because s/nB ∼ T/µB holds
at high temperatures in the QGP phase while a large
µB is required to produce baryons with the mass over 1
GeV in the hadronic phase at lower temperatures. The
trajectory of nQ/nB = 0 is about 25% larger in the
baryon chemical potential than that of nQ/nB = 1 in
the QGP phase. This is consistent with the fact that
µB = (5nB − nQ)/T

2 in the parton gas approximation
(see also Sec. III C for a related discussion). On the
other hand, distinguishing protons and neutrons would
have a large effect in the exploration of the T -µQ plane,
as shown in Fig. 5 (middle). The average trajectory
of nQ/nB = 0.4 leads to small negative values of µQ,
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but the trajectory of neutron-rich domains nQ/nB = 0
probes larger negative values of µQ and that of proton-
rich domains nQ/nB = 1 probes positive values of µQ,
resulting in wider bands. The bands are narrower in the
hadronic phase because the electric charge is carried by
pions, which can be relatively easily produced at small
chemical potentials.

Figure 5 (bottom) shows the trajectories in the T -µS

plane. They behave similarly to the T -µB case with
slightly wider trajectory bands; the chemical potential of
an nQ/nB = 0 trajectory is twice that of the correspond-
ing nQ/nB = 1 trajectory in the QGP phase. It can
be understood in the parton gas approximation where
µS = (2nB − nQ)/T

2 at higher temperatures. There is
a second bending of trajectories at lower temperatures
below T ∼ 0.05 GeV, possibly because the kaon mass
becomes non-negligible there. The results indicate that
the four-dimensional equation of state can be essential
for utilizing experimental data on nuclear collisions to
explore the phase structure of QCD.

III. DISCUSSION

A. Conservation at particlization

The equation of state provides the relation among ther-
modynamic variables to close the set of equations in the
hydrodynamic model of nuclear collisions. When the flow
field is converted into particles, one often employs the
Cooper-Frye formula [55], which is based on kinetic the-
ory. It is required that the equation of state of the fluid
match that of kinetic theory to ensure the conservation
of energy, net baryon, strangeness, and electric charge at
particlization for further simulations in a hadronic trans-
port model. This implies that the particlization should
occur in the domain of the phase diagram where the equa-
tion of state is dominantly described by the hadron res-
onance gas model in our approach.

The contour plots of the ratio P/Phad are shown in
Fig. 6 on the T -µB plane for four different sets of values
of µQ and µS : (a) µQ = µS = 0 GeV, (b) µQ = 0 GeV
and µS = 0.2 GeV, (c) µQ = 0.1 GeV and µS = 0 GeV,
and (d) µQ = −0.1 GeV and µS = 0 GeV to investigate
regions that could be explored in nuclear collisions ac-
cording to Fig. 5. The lines of constant energy density
are also plotted for e = 0.36, 0.26, and 0.16 GeV/fm3

to illustrate typical switching energy densities from the
hydrodynamic to transport models. It has been checked
that the temperatures of those constant energy density
lines are below the connecting temperature Tc in Eq. (4).

If the particlization occurs where P/Phad is close to
unity, the thermodynamic quantities will be conserved.
One can see that the ratio becomes smaller than 1 in the
QGP phase because the pressure would become expo-
nentially large if there were no phase transition. On the
other hand, the ratio is fairly close to 1 in the hadronic
phase by construction. The difference between P and
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The regions explored when nQ/nB

ranges from 0 to 1 for s/nB = 420, 144, 51, and 30 on the
(top) T -µB , (middle) T -µQ, and (bottom) T -µS planes in the
four-dimensional phase diagram. The dashed, dash-dotted,
and dotted lines are the trajectories at nQ/nB = 0.4.

Phad are within the 1% range for all cases when e = 0.26
and 0.16 GeV/fm3. When e = 0.36 GeV/fm3, the dif-
ference is within the 3% range. It should be noted that
this is within the error bands of the original Lattice QCD
simulations.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The ratio P/Phad as a function of T and µB at (a) µQ = µS = 0 GeV, (b) µQ = 0 GeV, µS = 0.2 GeV,
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dash-double-dotted lines denote the constant energy density of 0.36, 0.26, and 0.16 GeV/fm3, respectively.

On the other hand, net baryon, electric charge, and
strangeness densities are derivatives of the pressure and
can pose more stringent constraints on the switching
energy densities. We consider the ratios of the con-
served charges nB , nQ, and nS to those in the reso-
nance gas model nB,had, nQ,had, and nS,had. The top
panels of Fig. 7 show nB/nB,had as a function of T
and µB , nQ/nQ,had as a function of T and µQ, and
nS/nS,had as a function of T and µS in the vanishing
limit of the other chemical potentials. When e = 0.36
GeV/fm3, the deviation can reach the 3-5% range in
the case of net baryon, the 5-10% range in the cases
of net charge and strangeness. The deviation is within
3% when e = 0.16 GeV/fm3. We also consider the ra-
tios of the conjugate variables µB , µQ, and µS to their
counterparts in the hadron resonance gas model to il-
lustrate the situation at particlization. The results are
shown in the bottom panels of Fig. 7. They cover the
ranges of chemical potentials that could be relevant to

nuclear collisions; µB = 0.602 GeV at e = 0.15 GeV/fm3

and nB = 0.1 fm−3 in Fig. 7 (d), µQ = 0.114 GeV at
e = 0.15 GeV/fm3 and nQ = 0.1 fm−3 in Fig. 7 (e), and
µS = 0.238 GeV at e = 0.15 GeV/fm3 and nS = 0.1 fm−3

in Fig. 7 (f). One can see that the deviation of µB/µB,had

as a function of e and nB at µQ = µS = 0 is in the 3-5%
range for e = 0.36 GeV/fm3. Likewise, that of µQ/µQ,had

as a function of e and nQ at µB = µS = 0 is in the 5-10%
range and that of µS/µS,had as a function of e and nS

at µB = µQ = 0 in the 1-3% range. The results indicate
that particlization at the lowest energy is preferred for
consistency with the kinetic theory. It should be noted
that the maximum deviation could be larger when an en-
tire four-dimensional space is explored. The agreement
for higher switching energy densities might be improved
by future implementation of the µQ and µS dependencies
of the connecting temperature.



7

 0.1

 0.11

 0.12

 0.13

 0.14

 0.15

 0.16

 0.17

 0  0.1  0.2  0.3  0.4  0.5  0.6

(a) nB/nB,had
T

 (
G

e
V

)

µB (GeV)

90-110%
95-105%
97-103%
99-101%

e=0.36GeV/fm
3

e=0.26GeV/fm
3

e=0.16GeV/fm
3

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 1.05

 1.1

 1.15

 1.2

 0.1

 0.11

 0.12

 0.13

 0.14

 0.15

 0.16

 0.17

 0  0.02  0.04  0.06  0.08  0.1

(b) nQ/nQ,had

T
 (

G
e

V
)

µQ (GeV)

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 1.05

 1.1

 1.15

 1.2

 0.1

 0.11

 0.12

 0.13

 0.14

 0.15

 0.16

 0.17

 0  0.05  0.1  0.15  0.2  0.25

(c) nS/nS,had

T
 (

G
e

V
)

µS (GeV)

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 1.05

 1.1

 1.15

 1.2

 0.15

 0.2

 0.25

 0.3

 0.35

 0.01  0.02  0.03  0.04  0.05  0.06  0.07  0.08  0.09  0.1

(d) µB/µB,had

e
 (

G
e

V
/f

m
3
)

nB (fm
-3

)

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 1.05

 1.1

 1.15

 1.2

 0.15

 0.2

 0.25

 0.3

 0.35

 0.01  0.02  0.03  0.04  0.05  0.06  0.07  0.08  0.09  0.1

(e) µQ/µQ,had

e
 (

G
e

V
/f

m
3
)

nQ (fm
-3

)

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 1.05

 1.1

 1.15

 1.2

 0.15

 0.2

 0.25

 0.3

 0.35

 0.01  0.02  0.03  0.04  0.05  0.06  0.07  0.08  0.09  0.1

(f) µS/µS,had

e
 (

G
e

V
/f

m
3
)

nS (fm
-3

)

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 1.05

 1.1

 1.15

 1.2

FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) nB/nB,had as a function of T and µB and (d) µB/µB,had as a function of e and nB at µQ = µS = 0,
(b) nQ/nQ,had as a function of T and µQ and (e) µQ/µQ,had as a function of e and nQ at µB = µS = 0, and (c) nS/nS,had as a
function of T and µS and (f) µS/µS,had as a function of e and nS at µB = µQ = 0.

B. Dependence on hadronic components

We next investigate the validity of using a transport
model that has a different content of hadronic resonances
compared to the model used in constructing the equation
of state. We compare the hadronic pressure based on the
list of particles from our model, Phad, with that based on
the list from the latest version of the Ultra-relativistic-
Quantum-Molecular-Dynamics (UrQMD) model [56, 57],
PUrQMD. Comparison to other models such as SMASH
[58] is left for future studies.

The ratio PUrQMD/Phad is shown for the four sets of
different values of µQ and µS in Fig. 8. One can find
about 1-5% difference in the pressure along the lines
of the switching energy densities at e = 0.36, 0.26, and
0.16 GeV/fm3 in all cases. This difference aligns with the
results at µB = µQ = µS = 0 investigated in Ref. [59].
The dependencies of the ratio on µQ and µS are also
found to be small. The results nevertheless imply that
the matching of hadronic components can be important
for precision analyses.

C. Tabulation method

The equation of state in numerical hydrodynamic mod-
els for nuclear collisions is often tabulated for numerical
efficiency. The data points are interpolated to obtain val-
ues in between. This has been established to be a valid
method when one or two variables, such as the energy

density and the net baryon number, are considered. For
higher-dimensional equations of state, the number and
size of tables can become too large for regular numerical
implementation. This mainly comes from the fact that
the energy density increases roughly as T 4 and the con-
served charge densities as µT 2 where µ is an arbitrary
chemical potential.

A two-dimensional example case of the grid with equal
spacing in e and nB on the T -µB plane is illustrated at
µQ = µS = 0 GeV in Fig. 9 (a). The ranges are set
to 0.2 ≤ e ≤ 50.2 GeV/fm3 and 0 ≤ nB ≤ 0.64 fm−3

and the spacing to ∆e = 5 GeV/fm3 and ∆nB = 0.08
GeV/fm3 to partially cover the crossover region. One can
see that the grid is warped owing to the non-linearity of
the thermodynamic relations. Increasing the number of
data points in lower temperature regions to validate the
interpolation would lead to the redundancy of data points
in higher temperature regions. The inefficiency can be
dealt with by introducing multiple tables to change the
grid spacing and allowing the inevitable redundancy in
the two dimensional case, but this method becomes in-
creasingly difficult in the higher dimensional cases.

To overcome the problem, we introduce variables T̃ ,
µ̃B , µ̃Q, and µ̃S , which are the temperature and chemical
potentials of the parton gas with the same energy and
conserved charge densities, for constructing the tables of
the equation of state. They are implicitly defined in the
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The ratio PUrQMD/Phad as a function of T and µB at (a) µQ = µS = 0 GeV, (b) µQ = 0 GeV, µS = 0.2
GeV, (c) µQ = 0.1 GeV, µS = 0 GeV, and (d) µQ = −0.1 GeV, µS = 0 GeV. The thin dashed, dash-dotted, and dotted
lines are the contours that denote the ranges where |1− PUrQMD/Phad| exceeds 5%, 3%, and 1%, respectively. The thick solid,
dash-dotted, and dash-double-dotted lines denote the constant energy density of 0.36, 0.26, and 0.16 GeV/fm3, respectively.

parton gas equation of state with Nf = 3 as

e =
19π2

12
T̃ 4, (5)

nB =
1

3
µ̃BT̃

2 − 1

3
µ̃S T̃

2, (6)

nQ =
2

3
µ̃QT̃

2 +
1

3
µ̃S T̃

2, (7)

nS = −1

3
µ̃BT̃

2 +
1

3
µ̃QT̃

2 + µ̃S T̃
2, (8)

whose solutions can be obtained analytically as

T̃ (e, nB , nQ, nS) =

(
12

19π2
e

)1/4

, (9)

µ̃B(e, nB , nQ, nS) =
5nB − nQ + 2nS

T̃ 2
, (10)

µ̃Q(e, nB , nQ, nS) =
−nB + 2nQ − nS

T̃ 2
, (11)

µ̃S(e, nB , nQ, nS) =
2nB − nQ + 2nS

T̃ 2
. (12)

The equation of state can be constructed and tabulated
as a function of those variables as P = P (T̃ , µ̃B , µ̃Q, µ̃S)
using Eqs. (5)-(8) and thermodynamic relations in the
whole region of temperatures and chemical potentials,
which reduces the size of the table. A grid with equal
spacing in T̃ and µ̃B is shown as a two-dimensional exam-
ple case at µQ = µS = 0 GeV in the T -µB plane for com-

parison (Fig. 9 (b)). It covers the ranges of 0.1 ≤ T̃ ≤ 0.4

GeV and 0 ≤ µ̃B ≤ 0.48 GeV with ∆T̃ = 0.03 GeV and
∆µ̃B = 0.06 GeV. It can be found that the grid has
almost equal spacing in T and µB in the QGP phase to-
wards higher temperatures as the deviation from the par-
ton gas equation of state becomes smaller. The grid, on
the other hand, is warped in the hadronic phase, though
to a lesser extent than that of e and nB because the di-
mensions of the variables are the same.

The thermodynamic variables that appear in hydro-
dynamic equations of motion, e, nB , nQ, and nS , can
be analytically converted into the pseudo-temperatures
and chemical potentials using Eqs. (9)-(12) to access the
table. See Ref. [37, 38] for practical utilization of the
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Comparison of grids with equal spacing in (a) e and nB and (b) T̃ and µ̃B in the T -µB plane.

method for using neos-4d in a hydrodynamic model.
A different method of implementation can be found in
Ref. [32, 39].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a four-dimensional model of the
QCD equation of state with multiple chemical poten-
tials corresponding to the conserved charges in relativis-
tic nuclear collisions: net baryon, electric charge, and
strangeness. It can be used for hydrodynamic model-
ing of relativistic nuclear collisions over a wide range
of energies and of different nuclear species. The latest
lattice QCD results of the pressure and susceptibilities
calculated at zero densities are used to construct a finite-
density equation of state in the QGP phase. A crossover-
type equation of state is constructed by smoothly match-
ing the pressure to that of the hadron resonance gas
model in the hadronic phase. Thermodynamic consis-
tency has been numerically verified within the parameter
space of consideration.

Without the traditional constraint of nQ/nB ∼ 0.4,
a wider region of the phase diagram can be explored in
the beam energy scan programs, including large positive
and negative regions of µQ in the analyses of relativistic
heavy-ion collisions, because the ratio nQ/nB can vary
from 0 to 1 in neutron-rich and proton-rich domains of
the hot QCD matter.

The conservation at particlization has been investi-
gated to check the validity of the numerical implementa-
tion of the obtained equation of state to hydrodynamic
models. The difference between the pressure of the neos-
4d model and that of the hadron resonance gas is found
to be within the 3% range when the switching energy
density is e = 0.36 GeV/fm3 and within the 1% range
when e = 0.16 and 0.26 GeV/fm3. We also compared
the pressure to the pressure from the slightly different
UrQMD particle list, finding that the difference is about

1-5% for the aforementioned energy densities. This im-
plies that the particle lists are mostly consistent and dif-
ferent hadronic afterburners might be used. It is never-
theless recommended to match exactly the particle lists
of the equation of state and the transport model for pre-
cision analyses.
We have also developed an efficient numerical method

for using a multi-dimensional QCD equation of state in
hydrodynamic simulations by introducing the pseudo-
temperatures and chemical potentials T̃ , µ̃B , µ̃Q, and µ̃S

for the construction of the pre-calculated tables that can
be used in hydrodynamic models. These are defined as
the temperature and the chemical potentials of the par-
ton gas for the given energy and conserved charge densi-
ties.
The equation of state developed in this work is a nec-

essary ingredient to study in all generality nuclear colli-
sions over a wide range of beam energies and for different
nuclei based on hydrodynamic approaches. It further al-
lows to explore effects of initial fluctuations [60–62] and
diffusion of conserved charges [63, 64], which can further
broaden the region of exploration in the phase diagram.
Interesting future venues for progress are the improve-
ment of the equation of state by introducing the µQ and
µS dependence of the connecting temperature as well as
by inclusion of the critical “plane” and the first order
phase transition. Also, novel methods of lattice QCD-
based estimation of the finite-density equation of state
[65–69] could be introduced in the modeling.
The four-dimensional version of the QCD equation of

state model neos will be made publicly available [70].
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