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We provide a unified description of the QCD phase diagram across different energy regimes.
Without any adjustable free parameters fitted to lattice or experimental data, we demonstrate that
the net-proton number cumulant ratios from the Beam Energy Scan-I (BES-I) central (0 − 5%)
Au+Au collision experiments at RHIC, for center-of-mass energies

√
s ≥ 39GeV, are well described

by the dynamical soft-wall AdS black hole model, indicating the formation of a strongly coupled
quark-gluon plasma (sQGP). We identify a critical point at µB = 247MeV or

√
s = 16GeV in this

model, where net-proton cumulant ratios show non-monotonic variation. However, for
√
s < 39GeV,

the recent BES-II data does not exhibit the expected variation due to the critical point, suggesting
instead a transition to a nearly-cold (µB ≫ T ) weakly coupled QGP (wQGP) for

√
s < 7.7GeV.

This prediction can be tested by the upcoming STAR Fixed-Target experimental data.

Introduction.—In high-energy nuclear collisions
[1–3], quarks can become deconfined, forming a
Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) [4–8], a state believed
to have existed in the early Universe [9]. Evidence
for QGP comes from heavy-ion collision experiments
at facilities such as the CERN SPS [10], BNL RHIC
[1, 3, 11–14], and CERN LHC [15–17]. These ex-
periments revealed that QGP behaves as a strongly
interacting fluid, termed sQGP [18, 19].
The QCD phase diagram features sQGP at high

temperatures and hadronic matter at lower temper-
atures [20–22]. Lattice QCD calculations suggest a
crossover transition at low baryon chemical potential
(µB < 300MeV) and a pseudo-critical temperature
(Tpc ∼ 155MeV) [23–27]. Similar to phase diagrams
in condensed-matter systems, the QCD phase dia-
gram can be explored by varying the baryon chemi-
cal potential (µB) through changes in heavy-ion col-
lision energy [28, 29]. This is the goal of the Beam
Energy Scan (BES) and STAR Fixed-Target pro-
grams at RHIC [30–33].
Since hadron yields and multiplicity distributions

related to conserved quantities in high-energy nu-
clear collisions indicate thermodynamic equilibrium
[34–40], a critical point in the QCD phase diagram
is expected to cause a divergence in the correlation
length. This leads to the divergence of higher-order
cumulants, which scale with higher powers of the
correlation length [41]. Additionally, near the criti-
cal point, non-Gaussian net-baryon number distribu-
tions and divergent susceptibilities are anticipated,
resulting in moments that exhibit non-monotonic
variation as a function of

√
s [41–47].

In this Letter, using the holographic approach [48–
53], see [54] for a review, we identify a critical point
in the sQGP at µB = 247MeV or

√
s = 16GeV

on the freeze-out line. We demonstrate that the
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net-proton number cumulant ratios exhibit non-
monotonic variation at this point. Our comparison
with the combined BES-I and BES-II experimental
data [32] shows that the sQGP description is ac-
curate for

√
s ≥ 39GeV, confirming the formation

of sQGP in this high-energy regime. However, the
sQGP description breaks down for

√
s < 39GeV,

as the experimental data does not exhibit the ex-
pected non-monotonic variation. Based on this ob-
servation, we conjecture the formation of a nearly-
cold (µB ≫ T ) weakly coupled QGP (wQGP) in the
low-energy regime (

√
s < 7.7GeV). This conjecture

and its predictions can be tested by the upcoming
data from the STAR Fixed-Target experiments at
RHIC [33].

Strongly Coupled QGP (sQGP).—Our theoreti-
cal framework for studying strongly coupled QGP
(sQGP) utilizes the dynamical soft-wall AdS black
hole model [53], which provides a holographic dual
to sQGP based on the original soft-wall model [51].
The Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton (EMD) action in the
Einstein frame is given by [53]:

S =
1

16πG5

∫
d5x

√
−g

(
R− 4

3
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ+ V (ϕ)

)
− 1

4g25

∫
d5x

√
−gFµνF

µν , (1)

where G5 ∼ 1/N2
c is the 5-dimensional Newton’s

constant, g25 ∼ 1/Nc is the bulk flavor gauge cou-
pling constant, g = det(gµν), R is the Ricci scalar,
ϕ is the dilaton field, V (ϕ) is the dilaton potential,
and Fµν is the electromagnetic field strength defined
by Fµν = ∂µAν −∂νAµ. For small ϕ, the dilaton po-
tential is V (ϕ) = 12 − (4/3)m2ϕ2, with m2 = −4.
The full dilaton potential, at zero temperature and
chemical potential, is detailed in section 4 (Model-
IA) of [52]. The dynamical soft-wall model general-
izes the original soft-wall model [51] by dynamically
including the back-reaction of the wall (formed by
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the gluon condensate) on the geometry without in-
troducing any new parameter other than the mass-
scale κ, which is fixed to be κ = 0.430GeV based
on the Regge slope of meson spectra in Model-IA
of [52]. Notably, this value of κ is very close to the
experimentally extracted value of κ = 0.402GeV in
[55] within the original soft-wall model framework.
Here, we also work in the limit κ ≫ σ1/3,mq, allow-
ing us to ignore the chiral symmetry breaking effects,
since the chiral condensate σ1/3 = 0.180GeV, and
mass of the quarksmq = 0.006GeV in the dynamical
soft-wall model (see Model-IA of [52]).

Using the AdS/CFT correspondence dictionary
[56, 57], which relates m2 = ∆(∆−4), we find ∆ = 2
for m2 = −4, identified as the dimension of the glu-
onic operator O = trF 2

YM in pure Yang-Mills the-
ory in the IR which is strongly coupled. In the UV,
N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory (dual to Type IIB
supergravity) has ∆ = 4 for O = trF 2

YM . We con-
jecture that, after supersymmetry breaking inN = 4
super Yang-Mills theory, ∆ flows to ∆ = 2 in the IR,
where the strongly coupled pure Yang-Mills theory
is its low-energy effective field theory. The exact
mechanism of supersymmetry breaking is unknown,
but we postulate that it generates the dilaton poten-
tial in this model, whose predictions we study. Note
that the dynamical soft-wall model is not the only
holographic model featuring a potential for the dila-
ton with ∆ < 4 for O = trF 2

YM ; see, for example,
[58–62].

The dynamical soft-wall AdS black hole solution
to the field equations derived from the action (1),
which provides a holographic dual to the strongly
coupled QGP (sQGP), is given by [53]:

ds2 =
1

ζ(z)2

(
dz2

f(z)
− f(z)dt2 + dx⃗2

)
, (2)

ϕ(z) = κ2z2, (3)

At(z) = µ

(
1− C2(z)

C2(zh)

)
, (4)

where, for κ2z2 ≪ 1, we have the analytic results
[53]:

ζ(z) = z

(
1 +

4

45
(κ2z2)2 +O(κ2z2)4

)
, (5)

f(z) = 1− C4(z)

C4(zh)

+
µ2

C4(zh)C2(zh)2
[C4(zh)C6(z)− C4(z)C6(zh)] ,

(6)

with z = zh as the location of the AdS black hole

horizon,

C2(z) =
z2

2

(
1 +

4

135
(κ2z2)2 +O(κ2z2)4

)
,

C4(z) =
z4

4

(
1 +

2

15
(κ2z2)2 +O(κ2z2)4

)
,

C6(z) =
z6

12

(
1 +

8

45
(κ2z2)2 +O(κ2z2)4

)
, (7)

and throughout this Letter µ ≡ µB is the baryon
chemical potential.

The Hawking temperature T and entropy density
s of the dynamical soft-wall AdS black hole are

T̃ (kh, µ̃) =
1√
khπ

(
1 +

2k2h
15

− khµ̃
2

6
− 14k3hµ̃

2

405

− 2k5hµ̃
2

1215

)
, (8)

s̃(kh) =
1

k
3/2
h

(
1− 4k2h

45

)
, (9)

where the dimensionless combinations are defined
as T̃ ≡ T/κ, s̃ ≡ 4G5 × s/κ3, µ̃ ≡ µ/κ, and
kh ≡ κ2z2h. The Hawking temperature has a lo-

cal minimum T̃min(µ̃) = T̃ (khmin(µ̃), µ̃), defined by

∂kh
T̃ (kh, µ̃) = 0 at kh = khmin(µ̃). In Fig. 1(a), we

have displayed the three roots or branches kh(T, µ)
determined by inverting (8).

The free energy density f or pressure density
p = −f , is given by integrating the first-law of ther-
modynamics (in the grand canonical ensemble) at
fixed µ, and volume V as

f̃(T, µ) = −
∫ T̃

T̃min

s̃(T̃ , µ̃)dT̃ ′ ,

=

∫ kh(T,µ)

khmin(µ)

s̃(k′h)

(
∂T̃ (k′h, µ̃)

∂k′h

)
dk′h ,

(10)

where we have defined the dimensionless combina-
tion f̃ = 4G5 × f/κ4, and we have fixed the inte-
gration constant in such a way that the free energy
density vanishes at T̃ = T̃min = T̃ (khmin, µ̃). More
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FIG. 1. (a) The location of the dynamical soft-wall
AdS black hole horizon kh = κ2z2h versus the Hawk-
ing temperature T/κ, given in (8), at different chemical
potentials µ/κ. (b) The corresponding free energy den-

sity f̃ , given in (11), versus T/κ. In both (a) and (b),
the blue curves above Tmin/κ corresponds to the large
AdS black hole branches, while the blue curves below
Tmin/κ are the physical small AdS black hole branches.
They are smoothly connected to each other at the crit-
ical point (Tc/κ, µc/κ) = (0.295055, 0.573617) denoted
by the black dot where we have a second-order phase
transition between them. The critical point also rep-
resents the end-point of the first-order phase transition
from the large to small AdS black hole. The brown and
green dashed curves, in (a), are the nonphysical small
AdS black hole branches.
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FIG. 2. The phase diagram of the dynamical soft-wall
AdS black hole with κ = 0.430GeV fixed by the Regge
slope of meson spectra [52]. The classical (large-Nc) AdS
black hole description breaks down for µ > µc, we need
quantum (finite 1/Nc) correction in this regime. Note
that, according to the experimental data shown in Fig. 3,
the large AdS black hole does not undergo a first-order
phase transition to the small AdS black hole. Instead,
the large AdS black hole freezes out or evaporates at
Tfreeze−out ≈ 155MeV > Tmin ≈ 145MeV by emitting
Hawking radiation.

explicitly, the free energy density is given by:

f̃(T, µ) = − 1

k4h

[
k2h
4π

(
1− k2h

k2hmin

)
− 2k6h

225π

(
1− k2hmin

k2h

)
+

k3hµ̃
2

12π

(
1− kh

khmin

)
− 32k5hµ̃

2

405π

(
1− khmin

kh

)
+

4k9hµ̃
2

30375π

(
1− k5hmin

k5h

)
+

k7hµ̃
2

10935π

(
1− k3hmin

k3h

)
+

11k4h
45π

log

(
kh

khmin

)]
. (11)

We have plotted the resulting free energy den-
sity f̃(T, µ) in Fig. 1(b). The phase diagram of
the dynamical soft-wall AdS black hole, with κ =
0.430GeV fixed by the Regge slope of meson spec-
tra [52], is shown in Fig. 2.

Weakly Coupled QGP (wQGP).—The weakly cou-
pled quark-gluon plasma (wQGP), in the nearly-cold
µ ≫ T limit, can be characterized by the free energy
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FIG. 3. Net-proton number cumulant ratios as defined in
(14), and comparison to experimental data from BES-I
(gray data points) [31], and BES-II (red data points) [32]
for 0−5% Au+Au collisions at 7.7GeV ≤

√
s ≤ 200GeV,

and our predictions for Fixed-Target BES experiments
at

√
s < 7.7GeV. The green data point is from HADES

[63]. The orange dashed, and black curves are the hy-
drodynamics (Hydro) [64], and hadron resonance gas
(HRG) [65] results, respectively, with fixed or conserved
baryon charge in the canonical ensemble (CE). The blue,
and magenta curves are based on our strongly (11) and
weakly (12) coupled results, respectively. See text.

density approximately given by [66]

f(T, µ) ≈ − 3

324π2
µ4

{
Nc

3
− dA

αs(Λ̄)

4π

+ dA

[
4

3

(
Nf − 11CA

2

)
ln

Λ̄

2µ

− 142

9
CA +

17

2
CF +

22

9
Nf

]
α2
s(Λ̄)

(4π)2

}
,

(12)

with Nc = Nf = 3, dA = N2
c − 1, CA = Nc, CF =

N2
c−1
2Nc

, and the QCD running coupling constant [66]

αs(Λ̄) =
4π

β0 log
(
Λ̄2/Λ2

MS

)
×

(
1− 2β1

β2
0

log
(
log
(
Λ̄2/Λ2

MS

))
log
(
Λ̄2/Λ2

MS

) )
, (13)

with ΛMS = 0.378GeV, β0 = 11
3 CA − 2

3Nf , β1 =
17
3 C2

A − CFNf − 5
3CANf , and the running energy

scale Λ̄ ≡ 2π
√
T 2 + µ2

π2 .

Comparison and Predictions for BES and STAR
Fixed-Target Experiments.—The net-proton (Np −
Np̄ = ∆Np) distribution is obtained by measur-
ing the number of protons (Np) and anti-protons
(Np̄) in high-energy nuclear collisions at various

√
s

[36]. The higher order cumulants (Cn) of the net-
proton distribution that can be measured include:
C1 = M , C2 = σ2, C3 = Sσ3, and C4 = κ̃σ4.
The higher order moments are skewness (S ), defined
as S =

〈
(δN)3

〉
/σ3, and kurtosis (κ̃), defined as

κ̃ =
[〈
(δN)4

〉
/σ4
]
− 3, where δN = N − M , M is

the mean, and σ is the standard deviation.
Ratios of cumulants are related to baryon-number

susceptibilities, χn = - d
nf

dµn , where n is the order and

f is the system’s free energy density at a given T and
µ. For example, C3/C2 = Sσ = (χ3/T )/(χ2/T

2)
and C4/C2 = κ̃σ2 = (χ4)/(χ2/T

2). In general, on
the freeze-out line, we have

Cn

Cm
≡ Tn

Tm
×

∂n
µ

[
−f(T, µ)/T 4

]
∂m
µ [−f(T, µ)/T 4]

∣∣∣∣∣
T=Tfreeze-out

. (14)

In Fig. 3, the blue curve shows the net-proton
number cumulant ratios of the dynamical soft-wall
AdS black hole (sQGP)

Cn

Cm
=

Tn

Tm
×

∂n
µ

[
f̃(T, µ)

]
∂m
µ

[
f̃(T, µ)

]
∣∣∣∣∣∣
T=Tfreeze-out

, (15)
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FIG. 4. The QCD equation of state with various descrip-
tions: The freeze-out temperature Tfreeze-out(µ), shown
by the dotted blue curve, follows (17). The shaded cyan
and green curves represent the lattice pseudo-critical
temperature of the QCD chiral crossover from [27] and
[67], respectively.

where f̃(T, µ) is the free energy density of the AdS
black hole (11). The blue curves, in In Fig. 3, assume
a fixed freeze-out temperature Tfreeze-out ≫ µ with
Tfreeze-out = 0.155GeV, and

µ(
√
s)

Tfreeze-out
=

21.354GeV

1 + 0.794GeV−1√s
, (16)

determined from the fit to the red data points (from
first moments) of Figure 13 in [65]. Note that, on the
freeze-out line, the net-proton number cumulant ra-
tios of the dynamical soft-wall AdS black hole in (15)
diverge near the critical point µ = µc = 247MeV
or

√
s = 16GeV. Specifically, the baryon-number

susceptibility diverges as χ2 ∝ (µ − µc)
−δ with

critical exponent δ = 1. Hence, the higher or-
der baryon-number susceptibilities diverge as χn ∝
(µ − µc)

−(δ+(n−2)), and the net-proton number cu-
mulant ratios diverge as Cn/Cm ∝ (µ− µc)

m−n for
m < n.
The solid and dashed magenta curves, in Fig. 3,

show the net-proton number cumulant ratios defined
by (14) for wQGP, in the nearly-cold µ ≫ T limit.
For the dashed magenta curves, we used the leading
order (LO) αs(Λ̄) = 0 limit of the free energy den-
sity (12) in (14). For the solid magenta curves, we
used the full next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO)
free energy density (12) in (14). Both dashed and
solid magenta curves assume the varying freeze-
out temperature and chemical potential (valid for

µ ≫ Tfreeze−out) given by

Tfreeze-out(
√
s) = 0.155GeV− 0.139GeV−1 µ2(

√
s)

− 0.053GeV−3 µ4(
√
s) , (17)

µ(
√
s) =

1.308GeV

1 + 0.273GeV−1√s
, (18)

taken from [34] by adjusting Tfreeze−out(µ = 0) =
0.155GeV. The solid magenta curves in Fig. 3 are
our predictions for STAR Fixed-Target experiments
at RHIC [33].

Summary and Outlook.—In this Letter, without
any adjustable free parameters fitted to lattice or
experimental data, we have demonstrated that the
dynamical soft-wall AdS black hole model (sQGP)
accurately describes the combined BES-I and BES-II
experimental data [32] for net-proton number cumu-
lant ratios for

√
s ≥ 39GeV, as shown by the blue

curves in Fig. 3.
In the intermediate energy range (7.7GeV ≤√
s ≤ 39GeV), the combined BES-I and BES-II ex-

perimental data [32] align with hydrodynamics [64]
and hadron resonance gas [65] models that include
fixed or conserved baryon number in the canonical
ensemble but do not feature a critical point, as indi-
cated by the orange and black curves in Fig. 3.

Additionally, we have predicted that a nearly-
cold (µ ≫ T ) weakly coupled quark-gluon plasma
(wQGP) can describe the data in the low energy
regime (

√
s < 7.7GeV). This regime will be ex-

plored by the STAR Fixed-Target experiment at
RHIC [33], as shown by the solid magenta curves
in Fig. 3. The wQGP result is consistent with the
only available single data point in the low energy
regime provided by the HADES collaboration [63].

Our findings provide a comprehensive description
of the QCD equation of state across different energy
regimes. The dynamical soft-wall model effectively
captures the behavior at high energies, while the
nearly-cold wQGP model extends our understand-
ing to lower energies. Future experimental data from
the STAR Fixed-Target experiments will further test
these predictions and refine our understanding of the
QCD phase diagram.

A summary of the various descriptions of the QCD
equation of state is provided in Fig. 4, illustrating the
different models and their applicable energy ranges.
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