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Abstract

We investigate the QCD phase transition and its phase structure within Einstein-
Maxwell-Dilaton-scalar system and compare the results with those obtained from the
Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton system. It is shown that both models reproduce behavior con-
sistent with lattice QCD. In particular, the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton-scalar system ex-
hibits a first-order phase transition in the pure gauge sector, aligning with predictions
from Yang-Mills theory. Based on these models, we construct a holographic model for
neutron stars, incorporating leptons to satisfy electric charge neutrality, and examine the
cold equation of state, the mass-radius relation, and tidal deformability of neutron stars.
It is demonstrated that the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton-scalar system enables us to describe
neutron star properties that meet current astrophysical constraints.
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1 Introduction

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is the fundamental theory that describes the strong
interaction of quarks and gluons, and it plays a crucial role in astrophysical research. As is
well known, the color confinement and the spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking are two basic
properties of QCD. At low temperatures, the QCD matter, being in the hadron states, has the
property of quark confinement with a nonzero chiral condensate; while at high temperatures,
they go from the hadron states into the quark-gluon-plasma states, with the restoration of
chiral symmetry [1–3]. The research of different phases and phase transitions of QCD matters
has always been a hot topic since it is relevant to the formation of matters and the evolution
of the universe. However, the study on these topics is remarkably difficult, not only in the
theoretical side, because of the nonperturbative nature of QCD at low-energy scales, but
also in the experimental side, because fully investigating the QCD phase structure requires
extreme conditions, which may include high temperatures, dense environments, and other
unique experimental settings, making such experiments particularly challenging.

For research of the QCD matter, the current experiments are mainly using colliders such
as the Large Hadron Collider and the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider, which can create an
extremely hot-dense environment similar to the condition of the early universe. However,
the experiments on the earth can hardly touch on the issues related to the cold-dense QCD
matter. For that, physicists could resort to the compact stars in the universe which supply a
natural laboratory for us to study the properties of the cold-dense QCD matter. The neutron
star is just one kind of them, which is the remnant after collapse of a massive supergiant
star. A newly born neutron star has a relatively high temperature, but after a brief cooling
period, its temperature can be approximated as zero relative to the QCD energy scale or
to the typical chemical potential of a neutron star. The study of the structure of neutron
stars can therefore help us to improve the knowledge of the cold-dense side of the QCD
phase diagram. The observation of neutron stars has provided valuable information on their
properties, such as mass, radius, and tidal deformability. This, in turn, has allowed for more
precise constraints on the neutron star equation of state (EoS), enhancing our understanding
of these dense objects.

There have been many theories and models that can be used to probe the phase structure
of the QCD matter, such as the lattice QCD [4, 5], the chiral effective model and various
other theoretical frameworks [6–11]. However, almost all the method come with shortages
and difficulties due to the nonperturbative nature of low-energy QCD. For the lattice QCD,
there was an infamous sign problem at finite chemical potential when considering fermions
in the system. Many efforts have been made to develop some extrapolated schemes in order
to overcome this problem at finite baryon density, but they can still not span all chemical
potentials. Hence, we still need other nonperturbative approaches to tackle the problems
relevant to the QCD matter. In the past two decades, the gauge/gravity correspondence [12–
14] has emerged as a powerful tool for addressing various problems, offering a new perspective
for exploring this research field [15–17]. This has led to the development of holographic QCD
models, which aim to provide quantitative insights into the nonperturbative properties of
QCD, such as hadron spectra, thermodynamics, and the QCD phase structure. Many such
models have been developed to date [18–33]. Building on this foundation, in this work, we
are going to use the holographic method to study the QCD phase transition and also the
properties of the neutron star.

In recent years, many studies have employed holographic models to describe neutron
stars, including top-down approaches such as the D3/D7 model [34,35] and the Witten-Sakai-
Sugimoto model [36,37]. There have also been several bottom-up constructions for modeling
neutron stars, such as the V-QCD model [38, 39] and the Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton (EMD)
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system [40]. For more recent developments on holographic approaches to neutron stars, the
reviews [41, 42] are recommended. In previous works, we explored the QCD phase transition
using holographic models [43,44]. Based on these studies, we aim to provide a more consistent
and realistic holographic description of neutron stars.

In this work, we will pay attention to the phase structure of two-flavor QCD within the
Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton-scalar (EMDχ) system [44], which results from combining the EMD
system with an improved soft-wall model. As an alternative, we also employ the simplified
EMD system to describe the QCD phase transition. The model parameters are determined by
comparing with lattice QCD results. We show that both models provide a good description of
the QCD equation of state. We then obtain the µ− T phase diagram for both models, which
can display a critical endpoint (CEP), albeit with different values. For the EMDχ system, we
also explore the decoupled EMD system by setting the coupling parameter β = 0, and find
that its EoS is qualitatively consistent with the pure gauge sector of QCD [45,46]. Finally, we
construct a holographic model of neutron stars based on the above two systems and compute
the cold EoS of the neutron star. Consequently, we obtain the mass-radius relation and tidal
deformation, which are compared with current astronomical observations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the EMD and EMDχ
systems with a detailed discussion, and derive the equations of motion (EoM) along with the
corresponding boundary conditions. In Section 3, we fix the model parameters by fitting to
two-flavor lattice QCD results, and then investigate the behavior of the EoS. From this, we
extract the properties of the phase transition and obtain the phase diagram. In Section 4,
we present the approach used to construct the holographic model of the neutron star. After
obtaining the cold EoS, we derive the mass-radius relation and tidal deformability of the
neutron star, and compare these results with current constraints. Finally, in Section 5, we
summarize our work and provide some discussions.

2 The holographic model for QCD phase transition

2.1 The EMDχ system

As shown in our previous work [44], the EMDχ system can describe the QCD phase
transition very well in the two-flavor case. The action of the EMDχ system can be divided
into two parts: S = SG + SM . The gravitational background part corresponds to an EMD
system, which can be written in the string frame as

SG =
1

2κ25

∫
d5x

√
−ge−2ϕ

[
R− h(ϕ)FMNFMN + 4(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
, (1)

where κ25 = 8πG5 is the effective Newtonian constant. It is important to note that the
EMD system has also been used to describe the QCD system in many works [47–50]. In
our discussion, we treat the EMD and EMDχ systems as two distinct models that can be
employed to describe the QCD phase transition. The effects of the baryon chemical potential
are incorporated through the Abelian gauge field AM . The dilaton field ϕ breaks conformal
symmetry, and can be interpreted roughly as the running coupling of QCD, allowing us to
capture the essential behaviors of the QCD phase transition [47,48]. Later, we will present the
specific form of the dilaton potential V (ϕ), chosen to reproduce the expected thermodynamic
properties, along with the gauge kinetic function h(ϕ), which determines the coupling strength
of the gauge field AM .

The flavor part of the EMDχ action comes from an improved soft-wall AdS/QCD model
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that is given by

SM = −κ

∫
d5x

√
−ge−ϕTr

{
|DX|2 + VX(X,ϕ) +

1

4g25
(F 2

L + F 2
R)

}
, (2)

where the covariant derivative DMX = ∂MX − iAM
L X + iXAM

R and the field strength FMN
L,R

is defined as FMN
L,R = ∂MAN

L,R − ∂NAM
L,R − i[AM

L,R, A
N
L,R]. The potential for the bulk scalar X

and the dilaton ϕ is given by

VX(X,ϕ) = m2
5|X|2 − λ1ϕ|X|2 + λ2|X|4, (3)

where the bulk scalar mass is determined by the mass-dimension relationm2
5L

2 = ∆X(∆X−4),
with ∆X = 3 representing the scaling dimension of the dual operator q̄RqL for the scalar field
at the boundary [20]. We have used this form of the potential in previous works [43, 44] and
found that it successfully captures the QCD phase transition behaviors. In this work, we
will use the same potential to construct a cold-dense QCD EoS, which is crucial for modeling
neutron stars.

The metric ansatz we adopt for these models is

ds2 =
L2e2AS(z)

z2

(
−f(z)dt2 + dxidxi +

dz2

f(z)

)
, (4)

where the spacetime has an asymptotic AdS structure in the ultraviolet region (z → 0), and
L is the curvature radius of this spacetime. For simplicity, we set L = 1 without loss of
generality. In the finite temperature case, this metric describes an asymptotic AdS black
hole, with f(z) determined by solving the equations of motion for the system, subject to the
boundary condition f(zh) = 0 at the event horizon zh.

The vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the bulk scalar field X can be written as ⟨X⟩ =
χ(z)
2 I2, where I2 is the 2× 2 unit matrix in the two-flavor case, as defined in [20]. We neglect

the vacuum fluctuations of the meson fields, as these are believed to be negligible compared
to the vacuum contribution of the matter fields represented by ⟨X⟩ in the bulk action (2).
Thus, the holographic QCD model reduces to an EMDχ system:

S = SG + Sχ

=
1

2κ25

∫
d5x

√
−ge−2ϕ

[
R− h(ϕ)FMNFMN + 4(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)− βeϕ

(1
2
(∂χ)2 + V (χ, ϕ)

)]
,

(5)

where β = 16πG5κ governs the coupling strength between the bulk background and the matter
sector. The potential for the scalar VEV χ and the dilaton ϕ is given by

V (χ, ϕ) = TrVX(⟨X⟩ , ϕ)

=
1

2
(m2

5 − λ1ϕ)χ
2 +

λ2

8
χ4. (6)

For simplicity, we usually transform to the Einstein frame by employing the following
metric ansatz:

ds2 =
L2e2AE(z)

z2

(
−f(z)dt2 + dxidxi +

dz2

f(z)

)
, (7)

where AE relates to the original AS through AE = AS − 2
3ϕ. Thus, the action (5) in the

Einstein frame can be expressed as

S =
1

2κ25

∫
d5x

√
−gE

[
RE − w(ϕ)FMNFMN − 4

3
(∂ϕ)2 − VE(ϕ)− βeϕ

(1
2
(∂χ)2 + VE(χ, ϕ)

)]
,

(8)

4



where

w(ϕ) = e
4ϕ
3 h(ϕ),

VE(ϕ) = e
4ϕ
3 V (ϕ),

VE(χ, ϕ) = e
4ϕ
3 V (χ, ϕ).

(9)

We perform a rescaling ϕc =
√
8/3ϕ, to convert the kinetic term of the dilaton ϕ into its

canonical form. For simplicity, the dilaton potential is taken to have the following simple form
as adopted in Ref. [47]:

Vc(ϕc) =
1

L2

(
−12 cosh γϕc + b2ϕ

2
c + b4ϕ

4
c

)
, (10)

and set VE(ϕ) = Vc(ϕc). This ensures that the bulk geometry has an asymptotic AdS structure
with Λ = −6 near the boundary:

Vc(ϕc → 0) ≃ −12

L2
+

b2 − 6γ2

L2
ϕ2
c +O(ϕ4

c). (11)

From mass-dimension relation, we obtain

b2 = 6γ2 +
∆(∆− 4)

2
, (12)

where ∆ denotes the scaling dimension of the dual operator of the dilaton field. In principle,
when treating the EMD system as a Yang-Mills-like theory, the dilaton ϕ is expected to
correspond to the gauge-invariant gluon operator Tr[F 2] with ∆ = 4. However, due to the
anomaly, the value of ∆ may deviate from this value [47]. Several studies, such as Refs. [51,52],
have explored the possibility of ∆ = 2, which does not correspond to any local gauge-invariant
operator [53–55]. In fact, the specific value of ∆ within the Breitenlohner-Freedman bound
does not significantly affect the qualitative behavior of the phase transition, and any effects
induced by a small deviation in ∆ can always be absorbed into other model parameters [43].
For the present purposes, we just take ∆ = 3, which has been shown to be a good choice for
numerical calculations and is consistent with lattice QCD results [56–59].

A particular form of the gauge kinetic function is used,

w(ϕ) =
1

4 (1 + c1)
sech

(
c2ϕ

4
c

)
+

c1
4 (1 + c1)

e−c3ϕc , (13)

which approaches 1/4 as ϕc → 0 in the UV limit. This form of w(ϕ) is motivated in Refs. [60,
61], which offers a reliable description of baryon susceptibility at µB = 0.

2.2 EoM and boundary condition

We derive the Einstein equation and the EoM for the Abelian gauge field AM , the dilaton
ϕ and the scalar VEV χ from the above action (8) as follows:

RMN − 1

2
gMNR+ w(ϕ)

(
1

2
gMNFABF

AB − 2FMAF
A

N

)
+

4

3

(
1

2
gMN∂Jϕ∂Jϕ− ∂Mϕ∂Nϕ

)
+

1

2
gMNVE(ϕ)

+
β

2
eϕ

(
1

2
gMN∂Jχ∂Jχ− ∂Mχ∂Nχ

)
+

β

2
gMNeϕVE(χ, ϕ) = 0, (14)
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∇M

[
w(ϕ)FMN

]
= 0, (15)

8

3
∇M∇Mϕ− ∂ϕw(ϕ)FMNFMN − ∂ϕVE(ϕ)

− β

2
eϕgMN∂Mχ∂Nχ− β∂ϕ

[
eϕVE(χ, ϕ)

]
= 0, (16)

∇M

(
eϕ∇Mχ

)
− eϕ∂χVE(χ, ϕ) = 0. (17)

It is assumed that only the time-component At of the Abelian gauge field is nonzero at finite
chemical potential, and the bulk fields depend only on the fifth-dimensional coordinate z.
From the Eqs. (14)-(17), we obtain the simplified EoMs, which consist of five independent
equations:

f ′′ + 3A′
Ef

′ − 3

z
f ′ − 4z2w(ϕ)e−2AEA′2

t = 0, (18)

A′′
E +

2

z
A′

E −A′2
E +

4

9
ϕ′2 +

β

6
eϕχ′2 = 0, (19)

A′′
t +

(
−1

z
+A′

E +
∂ϕw(ϕ)ϕ

′

w (ϕ)

)
A′

t = 0, (20)

ϕ′′ +

(
3A′

E +
f ′

f
− 3

z

)
ϕ′ − 3β

16
eϕχ′2 −

3e2AE∂ϕVE(ϕ)

8z2f
+

3z2e−2AEA′2
t ∂ϕw(ϕ)

4f

−
3βe2AE∂ϕ

(
eϕVE(χ, ϕ)

)
8z2f

= 0, (21)

χ′′ +

(
3A′

E + ϕ′ +
f ′

f
− 3

z

)
χ′ − e2AE∂χVE(χ, ϕ)

z2f
= 0. (22)

The function f(z) and the electrostatic potential At(z) satisfy the following boundary
conditions:

f(0) = 1, f(zh) = 0, (23)

At(0) = µB, At(zh) = 0. (24)

The UV asymptotic solutions for Eqs. (18)-(22) can be obtained as

f(z) = 1− f4z
4 + · · · , (25)

AE(z) = − 1

108

(
3βm2

qζ
2 + 8p21

)
z2 − 1

24
βp1m

2
qζ

2(2λ1 + 11)z3 + · · · , (26)

At(z) = µB − κ25nBz
2 −

4
√

2
3κ

2
5nBc1c3p1

3 (1 + c1)
z3 + · · · , (27)

ϕ(z) = p1z +
3

16
βm2

qζ
2(λ1 + 6)z2 + p3z

3 −
[
1

48
βp1m

2
qζ

2
(
9λ2

1 + 111λ1 + 286
)

−4

9
p31

(
12b4 − 6γ4 + 1

)]
z3 ln z + · · · , (28)

χ(z) = mqζz + p1mqζ(λ1 + 5)z2 +
σ

ζ
z3 −

[
1

96
m3

qζ
3
(
β
(
9λ2

1 + 108λ1 + 308
)
− 24λ2

)
+

1

18
p21mqζ

(
9λ2

1 + 111λ1 + 286
)]

z3 ln z + · · · , (29)

where ζ =
√
3

2π is a normalization constant, mq represents the current quark mass, σ denotes
the chiral condensate, µB is the baryon chemical potential and nB is the baryon number
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density [60,61]. From the UV expansions (25) - (29), we extract two additional conditions:

ϕ′(0) = p1, χ′(0) = mqζ. (30)

With the boundary conditions (23), (24) and (30), we can numerically solve Eqs. (18)-(22),
and the baryon number density nB can be extracted from the UV asymptotic behavior of At.

3 EoS and QCD phase transtion

3.1 EoS at finite chemical potential

Solving the system presented above, we can obtain the EoS of the QCD matter according
to the holographic dictionary. The temperature T is given by the formula:

T =
|f ′(zh)|

4π
, (31)

and the entropy density s is expressed as

s =
2πe3AE(zh)

κ25z
3
h

. (32)

The pressure p can be calculated using the first law of thermodynamics:

dp = sdT + nBdµB, (33)

and the energy density ε is determined by the thermodynamic relation:

ε = −p+ sT + µBnB. (34)

By using the quantities obtained from the above systems, we can compare the results with
lattice QCD data [62, 63], which allows us to fix the parameters in the present models. The
EMD system and EMDχ system correspond to β = 0 and β = 1, respectively. It is important
to note that we can always set the background-matter coupling β = 1 in the EMDχ system
by rescaling the scalar VEV χ and other parameters. The quark mass in our models is taken
to be mq = 5 MeV.

First, we can turn off the chemical potential part by setting µB = 0 to fix the param-
eters that influence the zero potential behavior. For the EMD system, the parameters are
determined as: G5 = 0.570, γ = 0.54, b4 = −0.125, and p1 = 0.535GeV. For the EMDχ
system, the parameters are: G5 = 0.582, γ = 0.75, b4 = 0.02, p1 = 0.487GeV, λ1 = −1, and
λ2 = 10. The comparison between the holographic QCD results and the lattice QCD results
is illustrated in Fig. 1.

For non-zero baryon chemical potential µB, the remaining parameters to be determined
are c1, c2 and c3. We fit the results for the baryon number susceptibility χB

2 , which is defined
as:

χB
2 =

χ2
B

T 2
=

∂2
(
p/T 4

)
∂ (µB/T )

2 =
∂
(
nB/T

3
)

∂ (µB/T )
. (35)

By fitting the lattice results for baryon number susceptibility, we can determine the remaining
parameters. For the EMD system: c1 = 1.55, c2 = 0.026, c3 = 50; for the EMDχ system:
c1 = 1.58, c2 = 0.018, c3 = 50. The comparisons between the holographic QCD and lattice
results are shown in Fig. 2. As seen in the figure, all results are in good agreement with the
lattice data.

After determining the parameters in our models, we utilize them to calculate additional
EoS results at non-zero chemical potential, such as ∆p/T 4 and nB/T

3. These results are then
compared with the lattice data from Ref. [63]. Here, ∆p is defined as ∆p = p(T, µB)−p(T, 0).
The comparison is shown in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 1. A comparison of the results for the scaled energy density ε/T 4 and pressure p/T 4

with lattice data. The left panel displays the EMD system, while the right panel displays the
EMDχ system. The solid lines represent the holographic QCD predictions, and the lattice
data are shown as dashed lines or points with error bars [62]. It is worth noting that the
critical temperature Tc for the lattice data is set to Tc = 170 MeV, which lies within the
range discussed in this work.

EMD

0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35

0.00
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T(GeV)

χ
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0.00
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0.15

0.20

0.25

T(GeV)

χ
2B

FIG. 2. A comparison of the results for the baryon number susceptibility χB
2 with lattice

results. The left panel shows the EMD system, and the right panel shows the EMDχ system.
The soild lines represent the holographic QCD results, while the lattice data are denoted by
points with error bars [63]. The Tc in these lattice data is also chosen as Tc = 170 MeV, the
same as the Tc used in Fig. 1.

3.2 QCD phase diagram

Now we can calculate the EoS for fixed values of µB to investigate the behavior of the
phase transition. We find that at low chemical potential, the free energy density exhibits a
smooth crossover. As the chemical potential increases, the crossover evolves into a second-
order phase transition at the µCEP. Further increases in potential lead to a first-order phase
transition. The behavior of the free energy F as a function of temperature T is illustrated
in Fig. 4, where the green lines (middle line) represent second-order phase transitions at the
µCEP. At lower chemical potentials, the transitions are smooth crossovers, while at higher
chemical potentials, they are first-order, characterized by a swallow-tail shape.

For a crossover, there is no unique way to define the transition temperature. However,
the maximum increasing point of the baryon number susceptibility χB

2 can be used as an
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FIG. 3. A comparison of the model results for the scaled pressure ∆p/T 4 and baryon number
density nB/T

4 with lattice results for µB/T = (0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 1.00, 1.25). The upper two
panels display the results for the EMD system, while the lower two panels show those for the
EMDχ system. The finite potential results are taken from Ref. [63]. The lattice Tc values
are chosen as follows: for the EMD system, Tc = (167.7, 166.7, 166.3, 165.5, 164.7) MeV,
and for the EMDχ system, Tc = (167.8, 167.4, 166.5, 165.7, 165.3) MeV, corresponding to
µB/T = (0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 1.00, 1.25), respectively.

indicator of the crossover temperature. As the chemical potential increases, a second-order
phase transition occurs at the critical potential µCEP. In this case, the transition temperature
can be determined by analyzing the behavior of the free energy F as a function of temperature
T . As the potential increases further, a first-order phase transition takes place, characterized
by the emergence of a swallow-tail shape in the free energy density, as shown in Fig. 4. The
temperature at the intersection point of the free energy curves corresponds to the first-order
phase transition temperature. Using this method, we can determine the temperature at the
CEP, TCEP, by identifying the temperature at which the swallow-tail shape first appears,
marking the occurrence of the second-order phase transition.

By investigating the EoS behaviors at various fixed values of chemical potential, we can
construct the QCD phase diagrams for our models, which have been shown in Fig. 5. The
locations of the CEP in our systems are as follows: for the EMD system, (µCEP, TCEP) =
(233 MeV, 149.8 MeV), and for the EMDχ system, (µCEP, TCEP) = (284 MeV, 138.6 MeV).
Below µCEP, the system undergoes a smooth crossover, while above µCEP, a first-order phase
transition occurs. The CEP serves as the connection point between these two types of phase
transitions. We compare our findings with other studies and observed that the locations of
the CEP in our models are close to those reported in Ref. [64], particularly for the EMDχ
system. When comparing with other works [49,65–67], our results fall between theirs, though
significant differences in CEP predictions still exist for different models.
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FIG. 4. The behaviors of free energy F with respect to temperature T at different values of
µB. The left panel shows the EMD system, and the right panel shows the EMDχ system.
The green line (middle line) represent the CEP potential µCEP. The transitions for potentials
lower than µCEP are smooth crossover, while for potentials greater than µCEP, the transitions
are first-order.
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FIG. 5. The QCD phase diagram from two systems. The brown line represents the EMD
system, and the blue line represents the EMDχ system. The dashed lines indicate the max-
imum increasing point of the baryon number susceptibility, while the solid lines denote the
first-order phase transitions. The CEP is marked by a red point.

3.3 Pure gauge sector

In our EMDχ system, we set β = 1 to describe the QCD system. To decouple the matter
part from the pure gauge sector, we set β = 0, while keeping all other parameters identical
to those in the EMDχ system. Repeating the numerical calculations, we can determine the
behaviors of the EoS under this setup. The numerical results are shown in Fig. 6, where we
compute the scaled entropy density s/T 3, energy density ε/T 4, pressure p/T 4, and free energy
F , all at zero chemical potential, µB = 0. We observe a swallow-tail shape in the results,
indicating a first-order phase transition. This outcome is consistent with expectations and
aligns with lattice simulations for pure Yang-Mills theory [45, 46]. From the right panel of
Fig. 6, we extract the critical temperature which is approximately Tc ≃ 141.5 MeV.
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FIG. 6. The behavior of the scaled entropy density s/T 3, energy density ε/T 4, and pressure
p/T 4 as functions of temperature T are shown in the left panel, while the free energy F is
presented in the right panel. A distinct swallow-tail shape, characteristic of a first-order phase
transition, is observed.

4 Holographic neutron star

4.1 The core structure

As mentioned earlier, our models can be employed to describe the QCD system. We now
apply them to obtain the cold EoS, which is used to construct the baryonic component of the
neutron star. To distinguish the baryonic component from the subsequent leptonic component,
we introduce the subscript “B” to denote the baryonic component. The temperature and
entropy density are given by the following formulas:

TB =
|f ′(zh)|

4π
, sB =

2πe3AE(zh)

κ25z
3
h

. (36)

The expressions for the pressure pB and energy density εB are:

dpB = sBdTB + nBdµB, (37)

εB = −pB + sBTB + µBnB. (38)

For a more realistic neutron star model, it is necessary to include leptons. In this work,
we incorporate a non-interacting free lepton gas, considering only electrons with a mass of
me = 511 keV, to ensure charge neutrality. In the core, we assume local charge neutrality
(where “local” refers to the condition relative to the global charge neutrality used when
constructing the neutron star crust):

nP = nL, (39)

where nP and nL denote the proton and lepton number densities, respectively. Strictly speak-
ing, the isospin density nI should be introduced when we talk about the proton number den-
sity. However, as a first attempt, we do not consider nI in this work, but only take nP /nB as
a free parameter. The lepton number density, pressure and energy density are related to the
lepton chemical potential by the following zero-temperature Fermi gas expression [68]:

n (m,µ) ≡ Θ(µ−m)

(
µ2 −m2

)3/2
3π2

, (40)

p (m,µ) ≡ Θ(µ−m)

24π2

[(
2µ2 − 5m2

)
µ
√

µ2 −m2 + 3m4 ln

√
µ2 −m2 + µ

m

]
, (41)
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ε (m,µ) ≡ Θ(µ−m)

8π2

[(
2µ2 −m2

)
µ
√

µ2 −m2 −m4 ln

√
µ2 −m2 + µ

m

]
. (42)

The total pressure and energy density in the core of neutron star are obtained by summing
the contributions from both the baryonic and leptonic components:

pcore = pL + pB, (43)

εcore = εL + εB. (44)

4.2 The crust structure

As discussed in Ref. [36], numerous previous holographic studies have utilized traditional
methods to construct the crust, relying on well-established nuclear physics at low densities.
While this is a reasonable approach, significant uncertainties remain regarding the crust-core
transition. In light of this, we apply the holographic framework consistently across all density
regions of the neutron star, allowing the crust-core transition to be determined dynamically.

To construct the crust of the neutron star, we introduce a mixed phase consisting of
two coexisting components [36]: the nuclear matter phase (which also exists in the core),
composed of both baryonic and leptonic matter treated as a single phase, and the lepton gas
phase, which appears in the crust. We define ξ ∈ [0, 1] as the volume fraction of the leptonic
phase, with the nuclear phase occupying a fraction of 1 − ξ. The conditions for the mixed
phase are specified as follows:

pB = 0, (45)

(1− ξ) (nP − nL)− ξnL = 0. (46)

The first equation arises from the requirement that the pressure of the nuclear matter phase,
pB + pL, is equal to the pressure of the leptonic phase, pL, which implies that the baryonic
pressure component pB must be zero in the crust. The second equation enforces the global
charge neutrality condition. Additionally, Eq. (45) provides a criterion for determining the
crust-core transition point.

To solve for the quantities in the crust, we first set nB in the crust equal to its value at
the point where pB = 0 in the core EoS, which is obtained from the previous holographic
procedure. Then, we obtain a relation between nL and ξ using Eq. (46) once nP were
determined. It should be noted that nB remains constant throughout the crust, but its
average value, ⟨nB⟩ = (1− ξ)nB, decreases and approaches zero as the system moves toward
vacuum. The pressure and energy density in the crust can be expressed as

p = pL, (47)

ε = (1− ξ) (εB + εL) + ξεL, (48)

where pL and εL are obtained from Eqs. (41) - (42), and εB is evaluated at the point where
pB = 0 in the core EoS, similar to nB.

Now that we have a basic construction of the neutron star, we recognize that the current
EoS does not incorporate the geometric structure of the mixed-phase crust, for which the
surface and Coulomb effects should be considered. As in Ref. [36], we also employ the Wigner-
Seitz approximation, where the geometric details are reflected in the shape of the unit cell.
The contribution to the free energy from the surface and Coulomb effects is given by

∆F =
3

2
[e (nP − nL)− e (−nL)]

2/3Σ2/3 (1− ξ)
[
d2fd (1− ξ)

]1/3
, (49)

12



where e =
√
4πα ≃ 0.3, and we choose d = 3, which corresponds to the bubble geometric

structure in the Wigner-Seitz approximation. In this case [69],

f3 (ξ) ≡
2 + ξ − 3ξ1/3

5
(50)

Note that in this scenario the nuclear matter is immersed within the lepton gas which is the
phase in the outer region of the Wigner-Seitz cell. The parameter Σ represents the surface
tension, treated as an external parameter in the step-like approximation of the interface
profiles. In principle, Σ is a dynamic variable that depends on baryon and isospin densities,
but for simplicity, we just keep Σ as a constant within the neutron star crust. The final
pressure and energy density of the mixed-phase crust are given by

pcrust = pL −∆F, (51)

εcrust = (1− ξ) (εB + εL) + ξεL +∆F. (52)

4.3 EoS of neutron stars

Now we proceed by applying the above procedure to compute the EoS of the neutron star.
We carry out our calculation at the lowest achievable temperatures: T = 0.0176MeV for the
EMD system, and T = 0.0233MeV for the EMDχ system. It is worth noting that the slight
temperature difference between 0.0176 MeV and 0.0233 MeV has a negligible effect on the
results.

In our model, there is flexibility in selecting the zero point of the baryon pressure pB.
To achieve a stiffer EoS for the neutron star within the permissible range, we set pB = 0
at µB = 1.0205GeV for the EMD system and µB = 0.9685GeV for the EMDχ system. As
discussed above, we treat the ratio nP /nB as a free parameter, exploring different values of
nP /nB and then comparing the results with observational constraints. For each selected ratio,
we calculate nP and use Eq. (39) to determine nL. Subsequently, we apply Eq. (40) to solve
for the lepton chemical potential, and use Eqs. (41) - (42) to obtain the pressure and energy
of the leptons in the core.

At this stage, we have acquired all necessary information for the core, enabling us to
determine the crust-core transition point using Eq. (45). Following the specified procedure
for the crust, we can then construct the complete EoS of the neutron star. Initially, we
set Σ = 0 to examine the effects of different nP /nB ratios on the EoS. We consider three
different ratios, nP /nB = 1/3, 1/4, 1/5, as illustrated in Fig. 7. The gray band constraint
for the EoS is taken from Ref. [70]. The low-energy density region is derived from chiral
effective theory [71], while the high-energy density region is determined by NNLO perturbative
QCD calculations [72]. The intermediate region is constructed using a new speed-of-sound
interpolation method that incorporates astrophysical constraints. It is important to emphasize
that significant uncertainties remain between the regions of validity of chiral effective theory
and perturbative QCD, with various constraints derived through different methods [73,74].

As shown in Fig. 7, the EoS curves for different values of nP /nB overlap in the core region
but diverge in the crust. This indicates that variations in nP /nB have a minimal effect on
the core properties of the neutron star, but significantly influence the EoS behavior in the
crust. By comparing with the allowed region, we will adopt nP /nB = 1/4 for the subsequent
analysis. After incorporating the contributions from surface and Coulomb effects, we will
derive the final neutron star EoS, and then we will use the p-ε relation to compute quantities
that can be compared with astronomical observations, such as the mass-radius (M-R) relation
and the tidal deformability Λ.

13



nP /nB
1/3

1/4

1/5

EMD

500 1000 5000 104

1

10

100

1000

104

ε (MeV/fm3)

p
(M
eV

/f
m
3
)

nP /nB
1/3

1/4

1/5

EMDχ

500 1000 5000 104

1

10

100

1000

104

ε (MeV/fm3)

p
(M
eV

/f
m
3
)

FIG. 7. Equations of state of the neutron star for three different ratios, nP /nB =
1/3, 1/4, 1/5, represented by purple, green, and red lines, respectively. The left panel rep-
resents the EMD system, while the right panel corresponds to the EMDχ system. The gray
band, taken from Ref. [70], indicates the allowed range for the cold EoS.

4.4 TOV equation and Tidal deformability

The Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation for a spherically symmetric, isotropic
object in static gravitational equilibrium is expressed as [75–77]:

dp(r)

dr
+ (p(r) + ε(r))

G
(
m(r) + 4πr3p(r)

)
r2

(
1− 2Gm(r)

r

) = 0, (53)

where r is the radial coordinate, G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, and p(r), ε(r),
and m(r) represent the pressure, energy density, and total mass enclosed within radius r,
respectively. The mass function m(r) satisfies the following differential equation:

dm(r)

dr
= 4πr2ε(r). (54)

With the EoS as input, the M-R relation of the neutron star can be obtained by solving
Eqs. (53) - (54) with the boundary conditions:

m(0) = 0, (55)

p(0) = pc, (56)

where pc is the central pressure of the neutron star, provided as an input parameter. Once the
functions p(r), ε(r), and m(r) are determined, the radius R of the neutron star is identified
by locating the point where p(R) = 0, and the total mass of the neutron star is given by
M ≡ m(R).

The tidal deformability is calculated by solving the following differential equation [78–80]:

r
dy(r)

dr
+ y2(r) +

4πGr2
(
5ε(r) + 9p(r) + ε(r)+p(r)

c2s

)
− 6

1− 2Gm(r)
r

+
y(r)

[
1− 4πGr2(ε(r)− p(r))

]
1− 2Gm(r)

r

−
4G2

(
m(r) + 4πp(r)r3

)2
r2

(
1− 2Gm(r)

r

)2 = 0, (57)

where y(r) represents the metric perturbation, with the boundary condition y(0) = 2, derived
from the asymptotic solution of Eq. (57) as r → 0. Using these quantities, we can then
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calculate the tidal Love number:

k2 =
8c5

5
(1− 2c)2 [2− yR + 2c (yR − 1)]× {2c [6− 3yR + 3c (5yR − 8)]

+ 4c3
[
13− 11yR + c (3yR − 2) + 2c2 (1 + yR)

]
+3(1− 2c)2 [2− yR + 2c (yR − 1)] ln(1− 2c)

}−1
, (58)

where yR ≡ y(R), and c = GM/R denotes the compactness of the star. Finally, the tidal
deformability Λ is given by

Λ =
2k2
3c5

. (59)

The M-R relation and tidal deformability Λ have been calculated at four different surface
tensions Σ for both the EMD and EMDχ systems, as shown in Fig. 8. The empirical value
of Σ for symmetric nuclear matter at saturation is approximately Σ ≃ 1MeV/fm2 [81, 82],
and it is expected to decrease with increasing neutron excess [83]. Given that nP /nB = 1/4
is adopted in this study, we examine four values of Σ, ranging from 0 to 1MeV/fm2. The
numerical results for the maximum mass and corresponding radius of the neutron star at these
values of Σ are presented in table 1.
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FIG. 8. The M-R relation and tidal deformability Λ of neutron stars at Σ =
0, 0.3, 0.6, 1MeV/fm2. The upper panels represent the EMD system, while the lower panels
represent the EMDχ system. In the left panels, the orange and gray shaded regions indicate
constraints from the GW170817 binary neutron star merger event [84, 85]. The black solid
and dashed lines denote constraints from PSR J0030 + 0451 [86, 87], while the cyan solid
and dashed lines indicate constraints from PSR J0740 + 6620 [88, 89]. Tidal deformability
constraints in the right panels are derived from GW170817 [84,85,90].

Constraints on the M-R relation and tidal deformability from gravitational wave and
astrophysical observations are also presented in Fig. 8. The orange and gray regions indicate
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constraints from the GW170817 binary neutron star merger event using the spectral EoS
approach [84, 85]. The black solid and dashed lines represent constraints from PSR J0030 +
0451 [86,87], while the cyan solid and dashed lines indicate constraints from PSR J0740+6620
[88, 89]. All constraints are shown at the 90% confidence level. The tidal deformability
constraints in the figure are also based on GW170817 data. In Ref. [84], assuming a common
EoS for both neutron stars, an upper bound on the tidal deformability of 1.4 solar-mass
neutron stars was determined as Λ1.4 ≤ 800; this upper bound is represented by the orange
line in Fig. 8. Ref. [85] provides an improved estimate, Λ1.4 = 190+390

−120, shown by the blue
error bar. The black error bars correspond to additional analyses of the same event [90].

Σ
(
MeV/fm2

)
0 0.3 0.6 1

EMD (11.88 km, 1.8161 M⊙) (11.52 km, 1.8159 M⊙) (11.42 km, 1.8157 M⊙) (11.34 km, 1.8156 M⊙)

EMDχ (12.64 km, 2.023 M⊙) (12.28 km, 2.0226 M⊙) (12.17 km, 2.0225 M⊙) (12.08 km, 2.0223 M⊙)

Table 1: Numerical results for the maximum mass and corresponding radius of the neutron
star at surface tensions Σ = 0, 0.3, 0.6, 1MeV/fm2. The upper row represents the EMD
system, while the lower row corresponds to the EMDχ system.

From Fig. 8, we observe that the surface and Coulomb effects in the crust significantly
influence the M-R relation but have minimal impact on the maximum mass of the neutron
star. Moreover, a nonzero surface tension, Σ, is necessary to achieve an M-R relation that
aligns with current observational constraints. When comparing the results between the two
systems, we find that the EMDχ system supports a neutron star with a mass exceeding two
solar masses, consistent with recent observational and theoretical expectations [91,92], which
require support for neutron stars of 2.01± 0.04 and 2.08± 0.07 solar masses. In contrast, the
EMD system supports a maximum mass of approximately 1.816 solar masses, as shown in
Table 1. For tidal deformability Λ, we note that the values from the EMDχ system are slightly
higher than those from the EMD system and approach the upper limits of the observational
constraints in Refs. [84,90]. The surface tension Σ has minimal effect on Λ within the region
constrained by observations.

The EoS of the neutron star at surface tensions Σ = 0, 0.3, 0.6, 1MeV/fm2 for both
the EMD and EMDχ systems are shown in Fig. 9. In these p-ε curves, the black segments
represent the core of the neutron star, while the colored segments correspond to the crust at
various surface tensions Σ. We find that the holographic model developed here provides a
consistent description of the neutron star EoS, aligning well with current observational and
theoretical constraints. Additionally, we observe that Σ has minimal influence on the crust
EoS within the energy density range shown in Fig. 9.

It is important to note that without surface and Coulomb effects, the transitions between
the core and crust, as well as between the crust and vacuum, are continuous. When these
effects are included, i.e., for Σ ̸= 0, these transitions become first-order, resulting in discon-
tinuities in energy density. This is illustrated in Fig. 10, where the blue line represents the
mixed phase of the crust at Σ = 0, and the black line denotes the nuclear matter phase.
Points A and B in Fig. 10 correspond to the original transition points between the core and
crust, and between the crust and vacuum, respectively. When surface and Coulomb effects
are considered, the blue line shifts to the red line, as described by Eq. (51). This shift intro-
duces two new transition points, labeled C and D, where the free energy in segments AC and
BD is lower than in the mixed phase. These new transition points introduce discontinuities
in both energy density and particle number density. In our work, however, the first-order
transition between the core and crust remains very weak, closely resembling a continuous one.
This contrasts with the findings in Ref. [36], where a distinct discontinuity is present at the
transition.
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FIG. 9. Equations of state for the neutron star at surface tensions Σ = 0, 0.3, 0.6, 1MeV/fm2.
The left panel represents the EMD system, while the right panel corresponds to the EMDχ
system. The inset images provide a magnified view of the low-energy density region.
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FIG. 10. Variations of free energy F with chemical potential µ in the core-crust and crust-
vacuum transition regions. The left panel illustrates the transition from the nuclear matter
phase to the mixed phase, while the right panel depicts the transition from the mixed phase
to the vacuum.

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we analyze a specific EMDχ system and an EMD system with the coupling set
to β = 0, both of which can model QCD phase transitions. By fixing the model parameters, we
are able to reproduce the behavior of thermodynamic quantities, including pressure, energy
density, and baryon number susceptibility as functions of temperature, in agreement with
lattice QCD results [62, 63]. We then extend our investigation to finite chemical potentials,
examining phase transition properties and presenting the QCD phase diagram. Both models
successfully capture transition behaviors that closely align with lattice results [63]. The CEP
in our models is located at (µCEP, TCEP) = (233MeV, 149.8MeV) for the EMD system and
(µCEP, TCEP) = (284MeV, 138.6MeV) for the EMDχ system. Additionally, we observe a
first-order phase transition at µB = 0 in the gauge sector of the EMDχ system, consistent
with results from pure gauge theory [45,46].

We also investigate the low-temperature and high-density conditions relevant to neutron
stars within our models. In constructing the neutron star, we apply these bottom-up holo-
graphic models to describe baryonic matter, with the lepton component introduced to main-
tain charge neutrality. Our holographic model for neutron stars includes both a core and a
crust structure, with surface and Coulomb effects incorporated. The neutron star EoS, as
presented in Fig. 9, demonstrates improved low-energy behavior within the chiral effective
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theory region and enhanced high-energy behavior in the perturbative QCD region compared
to previous studies [36]. Our EoS remains within the allowed range specified in Ref. [70] and
aligns with astrophysical constraints [84, 86–93]. Furthermore, the maximum neutron star
mass predicted by the EMDχ system exceeds 2 solar masses, consistent with recent observa-
tional findings [91,92].

In future work, several interesting extensions to the models considered here could be ex-
plored. Firstly, while the present model is based on a two-flavor system, an extension to a 2+1
flavor system could be achieved by introducing an additional vacuum scalar field associated
with the strange quark flavor. This extension would allow for comparisons between ud neutron
stars and uds neutron stars, as examined in previous studies [94, 95]. Furthermore, we could
investigate the effects of temperature-dependent neutron star EOS and magnetic fields [96–98].
Including these factors in holographic models and studying their impacts on neutron stars is
relatively straightforward yet highly valuable, particularly in the context of supernova explo-
sions neutron star mergers [99]. This would also enable a more complete treatment of phase
transitions within neutron stars, potentially facilitating models of heavier neutron stars [100]
and yielding improvements in predictions for tidal deformability Λ [101]. With the rise of
multi-messenger astronomy, research on neutron stars and other compact objects has gained
significant importance. These compact stars serve as natural laboratories—unachievable on
Earth—for studying the properties of extremely dense matter, and offer unique insights that
can greatly advance our understanding of fundamental physics.
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