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Isospin effect on the liquid-gas phase transition for finite nuclei
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The phenomenon of nuclear liquid–gas phase transition is a topic of contemporary interest. In
heavy-ion collisions, there is no direct way of accessing the thermodynamic variables like pressure,
density, free energy, entropy etc., and unambiguous detection of phase transition becomes difficult.
A peak in the first order derivative of total multiplicity with respect to temperature (commonly
abbreviated as the multiplicity derivative) has been established as a new experimentally accessible
signature of the nuclear liquid-gas phase transition. In this work, the effect of isospin asymmetry in
the fragmenting system, as well as the nuclear equation of state, on the multiplicity derivative and
specific heat at constant volume is investigated within the framework of the Canonical Thermody-
namical Model (CTM) with a semi-microscopic cluster functional.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase transition is a thermodynamic process where a
system changes from one phase or state to another by
transfer of energy [1]. The Lenard-Jones potential for
molecular interaction, is repulsive at very short range
and then at comparatively higher intermolecular sepa-
ration it is attractive. Turning to nuclear physics, the
nuclear equation of state provides a way to describe the
bulk properties of a nuclear many body system in thermo-
dynamical equilibrium, governed by the nucleon-nucleon
interaction at the microscopic level. If one studies the
nucleon-nucleon interaction potential, it is observed that
its variation with separating distance is similar to the
Lenard-Jones potential (though the scales of interaction
strength and range are widely different) [2]. This intro-
duces the concept of nuclear liquid-gas phase transition.
For the last few decades, one of the primary motivations
of nuclear physics community is to probe the liquid-gas
coexistence region in the phase diagram of nuclear matter
[3–11]. Nuclear multifragmentation is a unique method
for studying nuclear phase transitions, as it covers the en-
tire fragment spectrum. However, due to the finite size
of atomic nuclei and the presence of long-range Coulomb
interactions, it is extremely difficult to establish such
a transition. Consequently, a series of both theoretical
and experimental studies have been conducted to investi-
gate the nuclear liquid-gas phase transition, particularly
through central collision reactions at Fermi energies and
projectile fragmentation reactions at relativistic energies.
In heavy-ion reactions there is no direct way to mea-

sure the thermodynamic variables like pressure, density,
free energy, entropy etc. Therefore different signals of nu-
clear phase transition which have been explored so far are
the caloric curve [12], the negative heat capacity [13, 14],
bimodality in charge asymmetry [15–21], Landau free en-
ergy approach [22, 23], spinodal decomposition [24–26],
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fluctuation properties of the largest cluster [27, 28], the
moment of the charge distributions [29], Fisher’s power-
law exponent of fragments [30] and Zipf’s law [31] etc.
To search more direct signature of phase transition the
variation of first order derivative of total fragment mul-
tiplicity with respect to temperature (commonly abbre-
viated as multiplicity derivative) has been proposed [32].
First theoretical work on multiplicity derivative [32] has
been performed in the framework of Canonical Thermo-
dynamical model (CTM) [33] of nuclear multifragmenta-
tion. This work concluded that the temperature corre-
sponding to the peak of the multiplicity derivative and
specific heat at constant volume appears at same tem-
perature and the nuclear phase transition is first order.
Later this proposed signal of multiplicity derivative with
respect to temperature was tested and verified in different
statistical and dynamical models like the statistical mul-
tifragmentation model (SMM) [34, 35], Quantum Molec-
ular Dynamics (QMD) model [36], lattice gas model [37],
percolation model [37], static antisymmetrized molecular
dynamics model [38] and Nuclear statistical Equilibrium
(NSE) model [39]. The theoretical proposition of this sig-
nal got further support when it was experimentally veri-
fied by measuring the quasiprojectile reconstructed from
the reactions 40Ar+58 Ni , 40Ar+27 Al and 40Ar+48 T i
at 47 Mev/nucleon performed at Texas A&M university
K=500 superconducting cyclotron [40].
The properties of nuclear liquid gas phase transition

are correlated to the nuclear equation of state (EoS) at
sub-saturation densities and finite temperatures [41, 42].
A detailed knowledge of the EoS (i.e. the dependence of
the pressure or alternatively, of the energy per nucleon on
the temperature and the density) is essential to describe
different aspects of nuclear physics as well as nuclear as-
trophysics. Recently, the CTM has been upgraded with
semi-microscopic cluster functional [43] where the bulk
part of the binding and excitation have been determined
from the meta-modelling of the equation of state [44]
with Sly5 parameters [45]. Based on this, the aim of
this present work, is to study how this cluster functional
affects the signatures of phase transition like multiplicity
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derivative with respect to temperature and specific heat.
In addition to that, the bahavior of these signatures due
to different realistic nuclear EoS, mass and isospin asym-
metry of the fragmenting system will be examined.
The paper is structured as follows. In section 2, a brief

introduction of the Canonical Thermodynamical model is
presented. The results are described in section 3, finally
summary is discussed in section 4.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

In CTM, [4, 33] it is assumed that statistical equi-
librium is attained at freeze-out stage. Population of
different channels of disintegration is solely decided by
statistical weights in the available phase space. The cal-
culation is done for a fixed mass and atomic number,
freeze out volume and temperature. In a canonical model
[33], the partitioning is done such that all partitions have
the correct A0, Z0 (equivalently N0, Z0). The canonical
partition function is given by

QN0,Z0
=

∑∏ ω
nN,Z

N,Z

nN,Z!
(1)

where the sum is over all possible channels of break-
up (the number of such channels is enormous) satisfying
N0 =

∑

N × nN,Z and Z0 =
∑

Z × nN,Z; ωN,Z is the
partition function of the composite with N neutrons & Z
protons and nNZ is its multiplicity. The partition func-
tion QN0,Z0

is calculated by applying a recursion relation
[46]. From Eq. (1), the average number of composites
with N neutrons and Z protons can be expressed as,

〈nN,Z〉 = ωN,Z
QN0−N,Z0−Z

QN0,Z0

(2)

The partition function of a composite having N neu-
trons and Z protons is a product of two parts: one is
due to the the translational motion and the other is the
intrinsic partition function of the composite:

ωN,Z =
V

h3
(2πmT )3/2A3/2 × zN,Z(int) (3)

Here, V is the volume available to the clusters and free
nucleons for translational motion. Assuming that the
clusters can not overlap, the available volume can be
expressed as V = Vf − Vex , where Vf is the freeze-
out volume and Vex is the excluded volume, which is
considered as constant and equal to the normal nuclear
volume of fragmenting system with Z0 protons and N0

neutrons [8, 33]. In this work the freeze-out volume
is kept constant at 6V0 as fragmentation from central
collision reactions at intermediate energies are consid-
ered. zN,Z(int) is the internal partition function, the
proton and the neutron are fundamental building blocks,
thus z1,0(int) = z0,1(int) = 2, where 2 takes care of
the spin degeneracy. For 2H, 3H, 3He, 4He, 5He and

6He, zN,Z(int) = (2sN,Z + 1) exp[−EN,Z(gr)/T ] where
EN,Z(gr) is the ground-state energy of the composite and
(2sN,Z + 1) is the experimental spin degeneracy of the
ground state. Excited states for these very low-mass nu-
clei are not included (as the excitation energies of these
excited states are too high).
However, intermediate energy heavy-ion reactions oc-

cur at finite temperatures, and the produced clusters are
no longer in their ground state. The free energy is a more
comprehensive quantity that includes both energy (bind-
ing as well as excitation) and entropy contributions. So,
the internal partition function of clusters with Z ≥3 can
be expressed as,

zN,Z(int) = exp−
FN,Z

T

= exp−
BN,Z+E∗

N,Z
−TSN,Z

T (4)

where, BN,Z, E
∗
N,Z and SN,Z are the ground state bind-

ing energy, excitation and entropy respectively, of the
fragment with Z protons and N neutrons. In conven-
tional CTM approach as well as in most of the other
statistical models of multifragmentation, for determining
the internal partition function of nuclei with Z ≥3 the
liquid-drop formula is used for calculating the binding
energy and the remaining part of free energy is taken
from the Fermi-gas model. In a recent work [43], the
internal partition function of the CTM is upgraded by
the semi-microscopic approach where the Helmholtz free
energy of a nucleus with N neutrons and Z protons can
be decomposed as [47],

FN,Z = F bulk + F surf + F coul. (5)

where the bulk part F bulk is originated from bulk nuclear
matter at baryonic density ρc = ρc,n+ ρc,z (ρc,n and ρc,z
are neutron and proton density respectively) and isospin
asymmetry δc = (ρc,n − ρc,z)/ρc = N−Z

N+Z occupying a

finite spatial volume Vc = (N + Z)/ρc. The baryonic
density with isospin asymmetry δc is approximated [48]to
the corresponding saturation density (ρ0) of symmetric
nuclear matter at finite asymmetry according to:

ρc(δc) = ρ0

(

1−
3Lsymδ2c

Ksat +Ksymδ2c

)

. (6)

The above expression is obtained from the assumption
of first order derivative of the binding with respect to
baryonic density equal to zero [49] and consideration up
to the curvature term in generalized liquid drop approach
[50]. The bulk part of the Helmholtz free energy given
by,

F bulk = Vc

[

−
2

3

∑

q=n,z

ξc,q +
∑

q=n,z

ρc,qηq + v(ρc, δc)

]

(7)

where ξc,n and ξc,z are the kinetic energy density of the
nucleus due to neutron (q = n) and proton (q = p) contri-
bution respectively, which can be expressed as q = n, p,

ξc,q =
3h2

2πm∗
c,q

(

2πm∗
c,qT

h2

)5/2

F3/2(ηc,q) (8)
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with ηc,q = F−1
1/2

{(

2πm∗

g,qT

h2

)3/2

ρc,q

}

, F1/2 and F3/2 are

the Fermi integrals. The expression of potential energy
per particle that can be adapted to different effective in-
teractions and energy functionals is given by:

v(ρc, δc) =

N
∑

k=0

1

k!
(visk + vivk δ2c )x

k

+ (ais + aivδ2c )x
N+1 exp(−b

ρc
ρ0

), (9)

where x = ρc−ρ0

3ρ0
, ais = −

∑N
k≥0

1
k!v

is
k (−3)N+1−k and

aiv = −
∑N

k≥0
1
k!v

iv
k (−3)N+1−k. N = 4 and b = 10ln2

are chosen for this model. This value of b leads to a
good reproduction of the Sly5 functional which is used for
the numerical applications presented in this paper. The

model parameters v
is(iv)
k can be linked with a one-to-one

correspondence to the usual EoS empirical parameters
[44], via:

vis0 = Esat − t0(1 + κ0)

vis1 = −t0(2 + 5κ0)

vis2 = Ksat − 2t0(−1 + 5κ0)

vis3 = Qsat − 2t0(4− 5κ0)

vis4 = Zsat − 8t0(−7 + 5κ0) (10)

viv0 = Esym −
5

9
t0[(1 + (κ0 + 3κsym)]

viv1 = Lsym −
5

9
t0[(2 + 5(κ0 + 3κsym)]

viv2 = Ksym −
10

9
t0[(−1 + 5(κ0 + 3κsym)]

viv3 = Qsym −
10

9
t0[(4− 5(κ0 + 3κsym)]

viv4 = Zsym −
40

9
t0[(−7 + 5(κ0 + 3κsym)] , (11)

where Esat, Ksat, Qsat and Zsat are saturation energy,
incompressibility modulus, isospin symmetric skewness
and kurtosis respectively and Esym, Lsym, Ksym, Qsym

and Zsym are symmetry energy, slope, and associated in-
compressibility, skewness and kurtosis respectively. Con-
cerning the κ0 and κsym, they govern the density depen-
dence of the neutron and proton effective mass according
to:

mq

m∗
q(ρc, δc)

= 1 + (κ0 ± κsymδ)
ρc
ρ0

, (12)

with q = n, z. Therefore the dependence on the equation
of state on this semi-microscopic model is introduced via
equations from 6 to 12.
The finite size corrections are included by the surface
part of the Helmholtz free energy (F surf ) [49] for which
we adopt the prescription proposed in ref.[51–53] on the
basis of Thomas-Fermi calculations with extreme isospin
ratios:

F surf = 4πr20A
2/3σ(yc,p, T ) (13)

with r0 =

{

3
4πρ0

}1/3

, yc,p = Z/(Z +N) and

σ(yc,p) = σ0h

(

T

Tc(yc,p)

)

2p+1 + bs

y−p
c,p + bs + (1− yc,p)−p

(14)

where σ0 represents the surface tension of symmetric nu-
clear matter and bs and p represent the isospin depen-
dence. For this work, σ0 = 1.09191, bs = 15.36563 and
p = 3.0 are used. One could also incorporate the effect
of the nuclear equation of state (EoS) on the surface ten-
sion by determining the surface energy parameters using
a Bayesian approach. However, in this work, we focus
on studying the EoS effect on the bulk part only and the
rigorous determination of EoS-dependent surface energy
parameters is beyond the scope of this present study. The
Coulomb contribution in Helmholtz free energy is consid-

-25

-20

-15

-10
 

F/
A

0 (M
eV

)

(a)
-25

-20

-15

-10

(e)
 

 

 

0

1

2

3

(b)

S/
A

0

0

1

2

3

(f)

  

 

0

2

(c)

C
v/A

0

0

2

(g)

  

 

3 4 5 6 7
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

(d)d(
M

/A
0)/d

T 
(M

eV
-1

)

T (MeV)
3 4 5 6 7 8

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

(h)

  

 

FIG. 1: Variation of free energy per nucleon (upper pan-
els), entropy per nucleon (upper middle panels), specific heat
per particle (lower middle panel) and multiplicity derivative
(lower panel) with temperature studied from conventional
CTM calculation (black dashed lines) and CTM calculation
with realistic Sly5 EoS (red solid lines). Left and right panels
represent the result for fragmenting system A0=72, Z0=30
and A0=186, Z0=75 respectively.
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ered as same as before i.e.

FCoul = a∗c
Z2

A1/3
(15)

[a∗c = 0.31ac with ac = 0.72 MeV and Wigner-Seitz cor-
rection factor 0.31 [8]]. A detailed expression for the
nuclear binding energy, BN,Z (as mentioned in Eq. 4) at
zero temperature is provided in Appendix.

III. RESULTS

Effect of changing the cluster functional from semi-
empirical binding (determined from Bethe-Weizsacker
mass formula) and excitation (determined from Fermi gas
model) to semi-microscopic realistic nuclear EoS on the
nuclear phase transition signatures is presented in Fig.
1. Sly5 EoS parameters [45] are used for determining
the semi-microscopic cluster functional calculation [43].
Disintegration of two systems having (i) mass number
A0=72, atomic number Z0=30 and (ii) A0=186, Z0=75
are simulated which are expected to be formed in central
collision of 48Ca+48Ca and 124Sn+124Sn reactions respec-
tively with 25% pre-equilibrium emission [54–57]. For
both kind of cluster functional, free energy per nucleon
is continuous against T and due to presence of long range
Coulomb interaction sudden increase in entropy (which
occurs in first order phase transition for finite nuclei as
described in Fig. 1 of Ref. [58]) is not clearly visible.
However, specific heat per particle at constant volume
(Cv/A0) and multiplicity derivative normalised by frag-

menting system mass number d(M/A0)
dT shows a peak for

both cases. For each type cluster functional, the temper-

atures at which Cv/A0 and d(M/A0)
dT are maximum are

almost identical. This interesting aspect further moti-
vates to study the effect of different nuclear EoS on these
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FIG. 2: Excitation of 12C (left panel) and 20O (right panel)
determined by using the Sly5 (red solid lines), SGII (black
dotted lines) and NL3 (violet dashed lines) equation of state.

Nuclear EoS Sly5 SGII NL3

ρ0 (fm−3) 0.1604 0.1583 0.1480

Esat (MeV) -15.98 -15.59 -16.24

Esym (MeV) 32.03 26.83 37.35

Lsym (MeV) 48.3 37.6 118.3

Ksat (MeV) 230 215 271

Ksym (MeV) -112 -146 101

Qsat (MeV) -364 -381 198

Qsym (MeV) 501 330 182

Zsat (MeV) 1592 1742 9302

Zsym (MeV) -3087 -1891 -3961

κsat 0.43 0.27 0.49

κsym 0.18 -0.22 -0.09

TABLE I: Set of nuclear equation of state parameters used
for determining cluster functional.

signatures of nuclear phase transition in the framework
of CTM model.

In order to do that, in addition to Sly5 EoS, the semi-
microscopic cluster functional of the CTM described in
Section II is determined from NL3 [59] and SGII [60]
EoS also. Isoscalar and isovector parameters used in this
paper for three different EoS are mentioned in Table-I.
Nuclear phase transition from heavy-ion reactions at in-
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FIG. 3: Variation of free energy per nucleon (upper left
panel), entropy per nucleon (upper right panel), specific heat
per particle (lower left panel) and multiplicity derivative
(lower right panel) with temperature studied from CTM cal-
culation with realistic Sly5 (red solid lines), SGII (black dot-
ted lines) and NL3 (violet dashed lines) for the fragmenting
system having A0=72 and Z0=30.
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FIG. 4: Same as Fig. 3 except that here the mass and atomic
number of the fragmenting system are A0=186 and Z0=75
respectively.

termediate energies can be explained as the competition
between the surface energy and excitation energy. The
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FIG. 5: Variation of free energy per nucleon (upper left
panel), entropy per nucleon (upper right panel), specific heat
per particle (lower left panel) and multiplicity derivative
(lower right panel) with temperature studied for the three
fragmenting system having same Z0=30 but different A0=60
(blue dotted lines), 66 (green dashed lines) and 72 (red solid
lines). CTM calculations are performed by determining the
cluster functional from Sly5 EoS parameters.

surface tension effect tries to accumulate more nucleons
together (i.e. prefers liquid phase) on the other side exci-
tation of the nucleus tries to break it in to free nucleons
and small composites (i.e. prefers gas phase). Here sur-
face energy of a fragment is kept identical (as described
in the last part of Section-II), but the excitation energy of
different fragments at a given temperature obtained from
SGII (NL3) EoS are higher (lower) compared to that of
Sly5 EoS. This bulk excitation energy per nucleon of the
fragment with Z protons and N neutrons (at baryonic
density ρc and isospin asymmetry δc) is determined from
the expression,

E∗
N,Z(ρc, T )

A
=

1

ρc

∑

q=n,z

[

3h2

2πm∗
c,q

(

2πm∗
c,qT

h2

)5/2

F3/2(ηc,q)

]

−
t0
2

(

ρc
ρ0

)2/3[

(1 + κ0
ρc
ρ0

)f1(δc)

+ κsym
ρc
ρ0

f2(δc)

]

(16)

where, t0 = 3~2

10m

(

3π2ρ0

2

)2/3
is kinetic energy per nu-

cleon in symmetric matter at saturation and the func-
tions f1(δc) = (1 + δc)

5/3 + (1 − δc)
5/3 and f2(δc) =

δc[(1+δc)
5/3−(1−δc)

5/3] [44, 47]. For example, the tem-
perature dependence of excitation energy per nucleon of
12C and 20O fragments for these three considered EoS are
shown in Fig. 2. Hence, due this change in excitation, the
peak of the specific heat per particle at constant volume
(Cv/A0) as well as multiplicity derivative normalised by

fragmenting system mass number d(M/A0)
dT (which repre-

sents the temperature at which nuclear liquid-gas phase
transition occurs) obtained from CTM calculation with
SGII (NL3) EoS shifted towards lower (higher) tempera-
ture side compare to that of Sly5 EoS. This is displayed
in Fig. 3 and 4 for the two fragmenting systems A0=72,
Z0=30 and A0=186, Z0=75 respectively.

The liquid gas phase transition of nuclear matter
is connected to the isospin asymmetry [61]. To study
the effect of isospin asymmetry on these nuclear phase
transition signatures for finite nuclei, CTM calculation
with semi-microscopic cluster functional (with Sly5
EoS only) is performed for two sets of disintegrating
system-(i) fixed Z0=30 but three different A0=72, 66
and 60 which are expected to be formed in central
collision of 48Ca+48Ca, 40Ca+48Ca and 40Ca+40Ca
reactions respectively (by assuming 25% pre-equilibrium
emission in each reaction) and (ii) fixed Z0=75 but three
different A0=186, 177 and 168 which are expected to be
formed in central collision of 124Sn+124Sn, 112Sn+124Sn
and 112Sn+112Sn respectively (by assuming 25% pre-
equilibrium emission in each reaction). Results for set (i)
and (ii) are displayed in Fig. 5 and 6 respectively. For
both sets of disintegrating systems, peak of both Cv/A0

and d(M/A0)
dT is almost independent of isospin asymmetry.

The dependence of phase transition temperature with
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FIG. 6: Same as Fig. 5 except the three fragmenting systems
having same Z0=75 but different A0=168 (blue dotted lines),
177 (green dashed lines) and 186 (red solid lines).

isospin asymmetry (neutron to proton ratio of the
fragmenting system) obtained from both Cv/A0 and
d(M/A0)

dT is displayed in Fig. 7. Fig. 7 concludes that the
dependence of transition temperature on isospin asym-
metry is very less in heavy ion reactions with finite nuclei.

The excited fragments produced in the multifragmen-
tation stage decay to their stable ground states before
reaching the detector. Hence in experiments, total mul-
tiplicity will be modified. Effect of secondary decay on

experimentally accessible signature d(M/A0)
dT is examined

for fixed Z0=30 but three different A0=72, 66 and 60.
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FIG. 7: Isospin dependence of the phase transition temper-
ature obtained from peak of specific heat per particle (black
squares) and multiplicity derivative (red circles) for two sets
of fragmenting systems having atomic number Z0=30 (left
panel) and 75 (right panel).
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This is presented in Fig. 8. For each fragmenting sys-
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FIG. 9: Variation of the first order derivative of light frag-
ment (with atomic number Z=1 and 2) multiplicity (left col-
umn) and intermediate mass fragment (with atomic num-
ber 3≤Z≤20) multiplicity with respect to temperature (right
panel) with temperature studied from CTM calculation with
realistic Sly5 (red solid lines), SGII (black dotted lines) and
NL3 (violet dashed lines) for the fragmenting system of mass
number A0=72 and atomic number Z0=30.
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FIG. 10: Same as Fig. 9 except that here the mass and
atomic number of the fragmenting system are A0=186 and
Z0=75 respectively.

tems different isospin asymmetries the peak position in
multiplicity derivative with respect to temperature re-
mains unchanged even after the secondary decay and the
peaks become sharper.
The intermediate mass fragment (with atomic num-

ber 3≤Z≤20) multiplicity (MIMF ) is another key ob-
servable in nuclear reactions at intermediate energies,
which has been studied both experimentally and theoret-
ically in various scenarios [62, 63]. The first order deriva-
tives of the intermediate mass fragment multiplicity and
light fragment (with atomic number Z=1 and 2) mul-

tiplicity with respect to temperature (d(MIMF /A0)
dT and
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FIG. 11: Temperature dependence of the first order deriva-
tive of light fragment (with atomic number Z=1 and 2) mul-
tiplicity (left column) and intermediate mass fragment (with
atomic number 3≤Z≤20) multiplicity (right panel) for the
three fragmenting systems, each with the same Z0=30 but
different A0=60 (blue dotted lines), 66 (green dashed lines)
and 72 (red solid lines). CTM calculations are performed by
determining the cluster functional from Sly5 EoS parameters.
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FIG. 12: Same as Fig. 11 but the three fragmenting systems
having same Z0=75 but different A0=168 (blue dotted lines),
177 (green dashed lines) and 186 (red solid lines).

d(MLMF/A0)
dT respectively) are studied from the CTM with

Sly5, NL3 and SGII EoS for the same two disintegrat-
ing systems (i) A0=72, Z0=30 and (ii) A0=186, Z0=75
(displayed in Fig. 9 and 10 respectively). For both ob-
servables, a phase transition signal is observed, and the

temperatures at which the maxima of d(MIMF /A0)
dT and

d(MLMF/A0)
dT occur are very close to the peak of d(M/A0)

dT
and Cv/A0 for each of these three EoS.
The effect of isospin asymmetry of the fragmenting

system on d(MIMF /A0)
dT and d(MLMF/A0)

dT is also examined
within the CTM framework using the Sly5 EoS. This
analysis considers same two sets of systems as before:
(i) the same Z0=30 but different A0=60, 66 and 72 and
(ii) the same Z0=75 but different A0=168, 177 and 186
(displayed in Fig. 11 and 12 respectively). These two fig-
ures indicate that, similar to the specific heat and total
multiplicity derivative, the peak positions of both the in-
termediate mass fragment and light fragment multiplicity
derivatives are almost independent of isospin asymmetry.

IV. SUMMARY

The canonical thermodynamical model with realistic
semi-microscopic cluster functional has been applied to
study the isospin effect on liquid-gas phase transition for
finite nuclei. CTM with this upgraded cluster functional
also shows peak in specific heat as well as multiplicity
derivative, and their behavior is almost identical with
the CTM calculation by using binding energy from liquid
drop model and excitation from Fermi gas model. How-
ever, the phase transition temperature obtained from the
specific heat and the first-order derivatives of total multi-
plicity, light fragment multiplicity, and intermediate mass
fragment multiplicity with respect to temperature is sen-
sitive to the different nuclear EoS (Sly5, SGII, and NL3).
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Behavior of the specific heat and different multiplicity
derivative distributions with temperature are almost in-
dependent of the isospin asymmetry of the dissociating
system. This isospin independence of the phase tran-
sition temperature obtained from multiplicity derivative
is also present after the secondary decay of the excited
fragments.

V. APPENDIX: DENSITY DEPENDENT

NUCLEAR BINDING OF CLUSTERS

To extend the metamodeling of infinite nuclear matter
to finite nuclei and account for their surface and Coulomb
properties, the binding energy can be expressed within
the compressible liquid drop approximation [51, 64]. For
a cluster with proton number Z and neutron number N ,
the binding energy can be expressed as:

BN,Z = Bbulk +Bsurf +Bcoul

= A{t(ρc, δc, T = 0) + v(ρc, δc)}

+4πr20A
2/3σT=0(yc,p) + ac

Z2

A1/3

= A

[

t0
2

(

ρc
ρ0

)2/3{

(1 + κ0
ρc
ρ0

)f1(δc) + κsym
ρc
ρ0

f2(δc)

}

+

N
∑

k=0

1

k!
(visk + vivk δ2c )x

k

+ (ais + aivδ2c )x
N+1 exp(−b

ρc
ρ0

)

]

+ 4πr20A
2/3σ0

2p+1 + bs

y−p
c,p + bs + (1− yc,p)−p

+ ac
Z2

A1/3
(17)

where each term, parameter, and coefficient has already
been introduced in the model description section.
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