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Using an extended Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model to describe the baryon density fluctuations of
quark matter along the isentropic trajectories corresponding to different s/ρB values extracted
from Au+Au collisions at energies

√
sNN = 7.7 − 200 GeV, we investigate the effects of the two-

phase coexistence region during a first-order phase transition on the light nucleus yield ratio Nt ×
Np/N

2

d . The results indicate that the second-order scalar density moment y2, used to quantify
density fluctuations, rapidly increases to form a peak when the isentropic trajectories pass through
the coexistence region. We extract the yield ratios Nt × Np/N

2

d at chemical freeze-out from the
isentropic trajectories at different collision energies and found the significant enhancements at 19.6
GeV and 27 GeV. This is similar to the trends observed by the STAR experiment, suggesting that
the enhancements in the yield ratios Nt × Np/N

2

d observed in the STAR experiment should be
attributed to the density fluctuations generated in the first-order phase transition region.

PACS numbers:

Introduction. Exploring the Quantum Chromodynam-
ics (QCD) phase diagram of strongly interacting mat-
ter is one of the main goals of relativistic heavy-ion col-
lisions [1, 2]. Lattice QCD (LQCD) simulations indi-
cate that the transition between the quark-gluon plasma
(QGP) and the hadronic matter is a smooth crossover
at nearly zero baryon chemical potential (µB) [3–5].
Based on investigations from various effective models,
such as the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model, as well
as advanced functional methods including the Dyson-
Schwinger equation (DSE) and the functional renormal-
ization group (FRG) [6–15], the transition can be a first-
order one at large µB region, resulting in a critical end
point (CEP) on the first-order phase transition line. To
search for the first-order phase transition and the poten-
tial CEP of QCD matter, experimental programs such
as the Beam Energy Scan (BES-I and BES-II) have
been carried out at the Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider
(RHIC) by varying the collision energy to cover a wide
range of temperature T and µB in the QCD phase dia-
gram [16, 17]. The STAR experiment has measured the
energy dependence of observables that are sensitive to
the CEP and/or first-order phase transition. Nonmono-
tonic energy dependencies were observed in these ob-
servables like net-proton fluctuations [18, 19], pion HBT
radii [20, 21], baryon directed flow [22, 23], intermittency
of charged hadrons [24], as well as light nucleus yield ra-
tios [25].
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Light nucleus production in heavy-ion collisions is an
active area of research both experimentally [26–32] and
theoretically [33–37]. The yield ratios Nt × Np/N

2
d

of tritons (Nt), deuterons (Nd), and protons (Np) at√
sNN = 7.7 − 200 GeV have been measured by the

STAR experiment at RHIC. In 0% − 10% most central
Au + Au collisions at

√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV, the

yield ratios Nt × Np/N
2
d show significant enhancements

relative to the coalescence baseline with a combined sig-
nificance of 4.1σ [25]. Studies based on the coalescence
models suggest that the fluctuations of neutron (baryon)
density distributions and nucleon density-density corre-
lations both lead to enhancements of the light nucleus
yield ratios through the relation Nt ×Np/N

2
d ≈ 1

2
√
3
[1 +

∆ρn + λ
σ
G( ξ

σ
)], where ∆ρn is the average neutron den-

sity fluctuation, ξ is the correlation length, σ is related
to the root-mean-square radius of deuteron or triton, λ is
the parameter that varies smoothly with the temperature
and the baryon chemical potential of the emission source,
and function G denotes the contribution from the long-
range correlation between neutrons and protons, which
increases monotonically with ξ [35, 36]. When the sys-
tem approaches CEP, although density fluctuation ∆ρn
in a homogeneous system vanishes, the correlation length
ξ becomes divergent. During the first-order phase transi-
tion where two phases coexist, however, the system could
exhibit significant large density fluctuations [36, 38–40],
despite the correlation lengths within each phase being
much smaller than those near the critical point. Studies
using hydrodynamic models [38, 39, 41, 42] and trans-
port models [40, 43] have also shown that the minor ini-
tial inhomogeneities in heavy-ion collisions are amplified
by spinodal instability when the produced matter crosses
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the first-order phase transition region in the QCD phase
diagram. Therefore, the presence of a first-order phase
transition and the proximity to the CEP can both en-
hance the yield ratio Nt ×Np/N

2
d , provided these effects

persist through the hadronic stage of the collision. This
raises a question: Are the enhancements of light nucleus
yield ratios observed by the STAR experiment at 19.6
and 27 GeV related to the first-order phase transition or
critical region?

In the present study, we focus on investigating the
effect of a first-order phase transition on baryon den-
sity fluctuations in QCD phase diagram based on an ex-
tended Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [44–46] includ-
ing three eight-quark interactions [47–50]. The range of
coexistence region during the first-order phase transition
by varying the three eight-quark coupling constants can
cover sufficiently the region that can be probed in real-
istic heavy-ion collisions. To quantify the baryon den-
sity fluctuations in full phase diagram theoretically, we
consider using the second-order density moment y2 as
the physical quantity for our study, which is defined as
y2 = ρ̄2B/ρ̄B

2 = [
∫

dxρB(x)][
∫

dxρ3B(x)]/[
∫

dxρ2B(x)]
2,

where ρB(x) denotes the baryon density distribution in
coordinate space. As shown in Refs. [35, 36, 51], the
quantity y2 ≈ 1 + ∆ρB is directly related to the light
nucleus yield ratios in heavy-ion collisions. The yield
ratio Nt × Np/N

2
d is approximately given by y2/(2

√
3)

when the correlation length is negligible. If the evolu-
tion of matter in the RHIC-BES can be approximated as
an adiabatic expansion process, we can then calculate the
density moment y2 for isentropic trajectories correspond-
ing to values of s/ρB within the ongoing RHIC-BES en-
ergy range and extract the yield ratios Nt × Np/N

2
d at

different collision energies. With this approach, we can
reproduce the enhancements of yield ratios Nt ×Np/N

2
d

due to the first-order phase transition in heavy ion colli-
sions at

√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV.

Methods. In order to investigate the baryon density
fluctuations along the experimental isentropic lines in
a realistic 3-flavor NJL model which takes into account
three eight-quark interactions [47–50]. The Lagrangian
density can be given by

LSU(3)
NJL = ψ̄(i/∂ − m̂)ψ +GS

8
∑

a=0

[(ψ̄λaψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5λ
aψ)2]

− K{det[ψ̄(1 + γ5)ψ] + det[ψ̄(1− γ5)ψ]}
+ L8q

1 + L8q
2 + L8q

SV , (1)

where ψ = (u, d, s)T represents the quark fields with
three flavors, m̂ = diag(mu,md,ms) is the current quark
mass matrix, and λa are the flavor SU(3) Gell-Mann

matrices with λ0 =
√

2/3I. GS is the scalar cou-
pling constant, and the K term represents the six-point
Kobayashi-Maskawa-t’ Hooft (KMT) interaction that

breaks the axial symmetry U(1)A [52]. L8q
1 and L8q

2 are

TABLE I: Parameters in the extended NJL model

mu,d(MeV) ms(MeV) Λ(MeV) GSΛ
2

5.5 183.468 637.720 3.02

KΛ5 G1(MeV−8) G2(MeV−8) GSV Λ8

9.496 2.193 × 10−21 −1.890 × 10−22 -3500.00

the eight-quark interaction terms described by [47, 48]

L8q
1 =

G1

2
{[ψ̄i(1 + γ5)ψj ][ψ̄j(1− γ5)ψi]}2, (2)

and

L8q
2 = G2{[ψ̄i(1 + γ5)ψj ][ψ̄j(1− γ5)ψk]

× [ψ̄k(1 + γ5)ψl][ψ̄l(1 − γ5)ψi]}. (3)

These two the eight-quark interaction terms with cou-
pling constants G1 and G2 in the Lagrangian could solve
the problem of unstable vacuum in NJL Model. The
main effect of the eight-quark interaction terms is to
shift the crossover region to T0 ≈ 162 MeV at vanish-
ing baryon chemical potential, thus bringing them closer
to lattice QCD results and the experimental freeze-out
line. In above Eq.(1), the term L8q

SV is an eight-quark
scalar-vector interaction given by [49, 50]

L8q
SV = GSV {

3
∑

a=1

[(ψ̄λaψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5λ
aψ)2]}

× {
3

∑

a=1

[(ψ̄γµλaψ)2 + (ψ̄γ5γ
µλaψ)2]}. (4)

Although the eight-quark scalar-vector coupled interac-
tion has no effects on the QCD vacuum properties and
on the phase transition boundary in the QCD phase di-
agram, the strength of scalar-vector interactions GSV

can change the critical temperature and baryon chemical
potential. As shown in Ref. [43, 49, 50], with a nega-
tive GSV the critical point moves to higher temperature
and lower baryon chemical potential (or baryon density).
Therefore, the range of spinodal region by varying the
three eight-quark coupling constants (G1, G2, and GSV )
can cover sufficiently the region that can be probed in
realistic heavy-ion collisions. In this work, the different
parameters [47, 48] in the extended NJL model are given
in Table I.
In the mean-field approximation, the thermodynamic

potential from the finite-temperature field theory can be
expressed as

ΩNJL = −2Nc

∑

i

∫

d3p

(2π)3
[Ei + T ln(1 + e−β(Ei−µ̃i))

+ T ln(1 + e−β(Ei+µ̃i))] +GS(σ
2
u + σ2

d + σ2
s )

− 4Kσuσdσs +
3

2
G1(

∑

i

σ2
i )

2 + 3G2

∑

i

σ4
i

+ 3GSV (σu + σd)
2(ρu + ρd)

2, (5)
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where the factor 2Nc = 6 represents the spin and color
degeneracy of the quark, β = 1/T is the inverse of the
temperature. It is worth noting that the first integral
term, which corresponds to the vacuum contribution, ex-
hibits ultraviolet divergence. This necessitates the in-
troduction of a cutoff parameter Λ (as detailed in Table
I) to regularize the three-momentum integration. In the

above, Ei =
√

M2
i + p2 is the single-quark energy for

quark flavor i, whereMi is the constituent mass given by
the gap equations

Mu = mu − 2GSσu + 2Kσdσs − 2G1σu(
∑

i

σ2
i )− 4G2σ

3
u

− 2GSV (ρu + ρd)
2(σu + σd),

Md = md − 2GSσd + 2Kσsσu − 2G1σd(
∑

i

σ2
i )− 4G2σ

3
d

− 2GSV (ρu + ρd)
2(σu + σd),

Ms = ms − 2GSσs + 2Kσuσd − 2G1σs(
∑

i

σ2
i )− 4G2σ

3
s .

(6)

The effective chemical potential µ̃i can be expressed as

µ̃u = µu + 2GSV (ρu + ρd)(σu + σd)
2,

µ̃d = µd + 2GSV (ρu + ρd)(σu + σd)
2,

µ̃s = µs, (7)

where µi denotes the ith quark chemical potential. In
our calculation, we set µu = µd = µs = µB/3, where µB

is the baryon chemical potential. σi = 〈ψ̄iψi〉 stands for
quark condensate, which serves as the order parameter
for the chiral phase transition. From the thermodynamic
potential given by Eq. (5), the physical values for the
condensates σi can be calculated considering the follow-
ing equation ∂ΩNJL

∂σi

= 0. The pressure, number density,
and entropy density can be derived using the thermo-
dynamic relations in the grand canonical ensemble as
P = −ΩNJL, ρi = −∂ΩNJL

∂µi

, and s = −∂ΩNJL

∂T
.

Density fluctuations and enhancements of light nucleus

yield ratios. We first display the phase diagram from
the NJL model for quark matter in T − ρB plane in
Fig. 1. The gray dash-dotted line depicts the bound-
ary of the two-phase coexistence region, where the two
phases within this region satisfy the thermodynamic
equilibrium conditions of equal pressure, temperature,
and chemical potential. For the liquid-gas-like phase
transition, e.g., the NJL model, the chemical potential
in the liquid-gas mixed phase can be regarded as that of
the first-order chiral phase transition boundary in T−µB

plane. The mechanical (spinodal) instability regions with
(∂P/∂ρB)T < 0 are also displayed in the shaded re-
gion. The black dashed line and dot are respectively
for the chiral crossover and CEP that connect the chiral
crossover and coexistence region. It can be observed that
due to the effect of the coupling constants G1 and G2,
the crossover temperature at vanishing baryon density is
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FIG. 1: Phase diagram from an extended NJL model for
quark matter in T − ρB plane. The gray dash-dotted line
represents the boundary of the two-phase coexistence region,
and the shaded region is the mechanical (spinodal) instabil-
ity regions with (∂P/∂ρB)T < 0. The black dashed line and
dot are respectively for the chiral crossover and CEP that
connect the chiral crossover and coexistence region. The dif-
ferent color solid lines represent isentropic trajectories of the
s/ρB values listed in Table 2.

approximately 162 MeV, which is consistent with the pre-
dictions from Lattice QCD calculations and experimen-
tal results [53–56]. More importantly, with the vector-
scalar interaction coupling constant GSV = −3500Λ−8,
the CEP temperature (Tc > 150 MeV) is significantly
increased compared to the default NJL model, which re-
sults in a larger coexistence region, allowing the evolution
trajectory of higher-energy heavy-ion collisions to pass
through the coexistence region. In heavy-ion collisions,
the produced system undergoes an approximately isen-
tropic expansion driven by pressure gradients along tra-
jectories of constant entropy per baryon (s/ρB=const),
when dissipative effects such as viscosity, heat conduc-
tion, and charge diffusion are neglected. In order to
provide phenomenological analysis for the BES program
at RHIC, we need to estimate the entropy per baryon
and the initial entropy density of the system at various
Au+Au collision energies from 7.7 to 200 GeV. The ini-
tial entropy density s0 could be estimated by assuming
that its value is proportional to the measured rapidity
density of charged particles dNch/dη [57]. For Au+Au
collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV the value of s0 is about

84 fm−3 [58], and the initial entropy density at lower
collision energies is obtained rescaling the estimate at√
sNN = 200 GeV according to dNch/dy [55, 56]. If us-

ing s0 as the initial condition in hydrodynamic calcula-
tions can successfully reproduce the soft hadron distribu-
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TABLE II: Estimate of the initial entropy density and of the
entropy per baryon in Au+Au collisions at different collision
energies. The kinetic and chemical freeze-out temperatures
are obtained in Refs. [55, 56].
√
sNN(GeV) s0(fm

−3) s/ρB T fo

kin T fo

ch

7.7 29.6 17.5 116 143

11.5 35.3 26.7 118 151

19.6 43.0 45.8 113 158

27.0 45.8 56.8 117 160

39.0 47.6 84.3 117 160

62.4 60.2 123.9 99 161

200 84.0 331.6 89 162

tions, then the s/ρB ratios at different collision energies
can be extracted from the yields of identified hadrons
(π±,K±, p/p̄). As shown in Ref. [57], the results for
s0 and s/ρB at

√
sNN = 7.7 − 200 GeV are collected

in Table 2, where we also display the values of the ki-
netic and chemical freeze-out temperatures obtained in
Ref. [55, 56]. In Fig. 1, we depict the isentropic trajecto-
ries of the s/ρB values listed in Table 2 using solid lines
of different colors. In addition, the isentropic lines with
s/ρB = 5, 10 are shown for comparison. It can be seen
that, with the coupling constant set in our model, the
trajectories corresponding to s/ρB < 56.8 for collision
energies below 39 GeV pass through the coexistence re-
gion of the phase diagram, which could lead to enhanced
density fluctuations in the systems produced at these col-
lision energies.

The size of the coexistence region in the QCD phase di-
agram affects the observation of first-order phase transi-
tions in heavy-ion collisions. This is because the rapid de-
velopment of baryon density fluctuations as the produced
quark matter evolves through the coexistence region of
the QCD phase diagram leads to clustering [38, 59], mak-
ing it easier for light nuclei to form [59]. As shown in
Refs. [35, 36] based on the nucleon coalescence model,
the yield ratio Nt × Np/N

2
d is approximately given by

the second order scaled density moment y2/(2
√
3), if the

density-density correlation length is zero. In two-phase
coexistence region, the densities of the dense and dilute
phases are determined by the Maxwell’s construction,
and thus the second order scaled density moment can be
given by y2 = (ρ1λ1+ρ2λ2)(ρ

3
1λ1+ρ

3
2λ2)/(ρ

2
1λ1+ρ

2
2λ2)

2,
where ρi and λi for i = 1, 2 are respectively the baryon
densities and volume fractions of the dense and dilute
phases. In the upper panel of Fig. 2, we present the
contour map of y2 in the full phase diagram based on
the extended NJL model with the coupling constant
GSV = −3500Λ−8. It can be seen that y2 clearly de-
lineates the extent of the coexistence region. In the non-
coexistence (white) region, y2 takes the constant value
y2 = 1 due to the absence of density fluctuations, whereas
y2 is significantly enhanced in the coexistence (colored)
region, especially on the left side of the coexistence re-
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FIG. 2: Upper panel: the contour map of y2 in the full phase
diagram based on the extended NJL model with the coupling
constant GSV = −3500Λ−8 . The different color solid lines
represent isentropic trajectories of the s/ρB values for differ-
ent collision energies listed in Table 2. Besides, the isentrop-
ics lines with s/ρB = 5, 10 are shown for comparison. Lower
panel: y2 as functions of ρB along the isentropic trajectories
of the s/ρB values for different collision energies listed in Ta-
ble 2.

gion. To better describe the changes in density fluctua-
tions at different energies during the evolution of heavy-
ion collisions, the results for y2 as functions of ρB along
the isentropic trajectories of the s/ρB values are shown
in the lower panel of Fig. 2 by the different colored
solid lines. It can be seen that as the isentropic tra-
jectories pass through the coexistence region, y2 rapidly
increases to form a peak and then gradually decreases
back to 1. We can also observe that the peak value of
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y2 increases as the entropy per baryon (collision energy)
decreases. The increase in density fluctuations leads to
enhanced clustering, which facilitates the production of
light nuclei. Therefore, the yield of light nuclei increases
as the collision energy decreases. The experiments that
the energy dependence of Nd/Np and Nt/Np ratios in
the midrapidity of central heavy-ion collisions from the
FOPI [60], E864 [27], PHENIX [61], and ALICE [29] also
confirm this point. The results indicate both Nd/Np and
Nt/Np ratios increase monotonically with decreasing col-
lision energy. In addition, the coalescence model, which
predicts light nuclei production at midrapidity based on
baryon density (ρB) via the relationship NA/Np ∝ ρA−1

B ,
can also describe similar energy dependence trends [62].

 STAR, full pT range

GSV=-3500

2005030205

 

 

 Kinetic fo                   Chemical fo

N
t×

N
p/N

2 d(~
y 2/2

3)

Collision Energy         (GeV)

3

NNs

FIG. 3: Collision energy dependence of the yield ratio Nt ×
Np/N

2

d , where the yield ratio is approximated by y2/(2
√
3).

The violet open circles correspond to the results at chemical
freeze-out during the isentropic process at different energies,
while the orange open squares represent the results at kinetic
freeze-out. The results from 0%-10% central Au + Au colli-
sions at RHIC are also shown for comparison. Red solid stars
with error bars are the final results with extrapolation to the
full pT range and the dash-dotted fitted lines are the coales-
cence baselines from the coalescence-inspired fit. The colored
bands and dashed fitted lines denote pT acceptance depen-
dence, for which the statistical and systematic uncertainties
are added in quadrature.

As mentioned in Introduction, the yield ratio Nt ×
Np/N

2
d is predicted to be sensitive to the local baryon

density fluctuations and critical correlation lengths,
which could be used to probe the first-order phase tran-
sition and/or CEP in heavy-ion collisions. To determine
whether the enhancements of light nucleus yield ratios
observed by the STAR experiment at 19.6 and 27 GeV
is related to a first-order phase transition, we present in
Fig. 3 the collision energy dependence of the yield ratio
Nt × Np/N

2
d , where the yield ratio is approximated by

y2/(2
√
3), neglecting the effect of the correlation length.

The violet open circles correspond to the results at chem-
ical freeze-out during the isentropic process at different
energies, while the orange open squares represent the re-
sults at kinetic freeze-out. The temperatures for chemi-
cal and kinetic freeze-out are obtained from Ref. [55, 56],
as shown in Table 2. The results from 0%-10% central
Au + Au collisions at RHIC are also shown for compar-
ison. Red solid stars with error bars are the final results
with extrapolation to the full pT range and the dash-
dotted fitted lines are the coalescence baselines from the
coalescence-inspired fit. The colored bands and dashed
fitted lines denote pT acceptance dependence, for which
the statistical and systematic uncertainties are added in
quadrature. Our results indicate that the yield ratios
Nt×Np/N

2
d at kinetic freeze-out show the significant en-

hancements at collision energies 7.7 and 11.2 GeV. En-
couragingly, the enhancements of yield ratios at chemi-
cal freeze-out occurs at 19.6 and 27 GeV, which is sim-
ilar to the trends observed by the STAR experimental.
This suggests that the enhancements in the yield ratios
Nt×Np/N

2
d observed in the STAR experiment can be at-

tributed to the density fluctuations generated in the first-
order phase transition region. However, we also note that
the overall ratios obtained from our calculations are lower
than the experimental results and the baseline provided
by the coalescence model, which is due to the neglect of
the density-density correlation length. Recently, the non-
monotonic dependence of net-proton fluctuations, which
are sensitive to the correlation length, on collision energy
has indeed been observed in the preliminary data from
the STAR Collaboration, particularly the dip structure
around 19.6 GeV. Therefore, we cannot rule out the pos-
sibility that the critical region could also lead to the en-
hancements in the yield ratios in the range of 19.6 to 27
GeV. In future work, we will further explore the effects of
the correlation length in the critical region on the light
nucleus yields ratios, and integrate the extended NJL
model and its parameters into transport models to inves-
tigate the structure of the QCD phase diagram.

Summary and outlook. Based on an extended Nambu-
Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model with three eight-quark inter-
actions, we investigate the effects of the two-phase coexis-
tence region during a first-order phase transition on light
nuclei production in QCD phase diagram. The range of
coexistence region by varying the three eight-quark cou-
pling constants (G1, G2, and GSV ) can cover sufficiently
the region that can be probed in realistic heavy-ion col-
lisions. Considering the evolution of matter in heavy-ion
collisions as an isentropic process, we use the second-
order scalar density moment y2 approximation to calcu-
late the baryon density fluctuations along the isentropic
trajectories corresponding to different s/ρB values ex-
tracted from Au+Au collisions at energies ranging from
7.7 to 200 GeV at RHIC. Results indicate that y2 rapidly
increases to form a peak when the isentropic trajecto-
ries pass through the coexistence region due to the den-
sity fluctuations in the first-order phase transition region.
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We extracted the yields ratios Nt × Np/N
2
d at chemical

freeze-out from the isentropic trajectories at different col-
lision energies and found the significant enhancements at
19.6 GeV and 27 GeV, which is similar to the trends ob-
served by the STAR experimental. This suggests that the
enhancements in the yield ratios Nt × Np/N

2
d observed

in the STAR experiment can be attributed to the den-
sity fluctuations generated in the first-order phase tran-
sition region. Due to the lack of studies on the corre-
lation length in the critical region, we cannot rule out
the possibility that the critical region could also lead to

the enhancements in the yield ratios in the range of 19.6
to 27 GeV. Further studies from transport modeling of
heavy-ion collisions will be conducted to confirm if the
enhancements are due to large density fluctuations dur-
ing a first-order phase transition.
This work is supported by the National Natu-

ral Science Foundation of China under Grants No.
12205158, and No. 11975132, as well as the Shan-
dong Provincial Natural Science Foundation, China
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ZR2019YQ01.
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