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Accurate determination of higher-order pressure derivatives with respect to temperature T and
chemical potential µ is essential for analyzing critical phenomena, transport properties, and phase
transitions in strongly interacting matter. However, standard numerical differentiation methods often
suffer from large numerical instabilities, especially in more complex mean-field thermal field theories.
In this work, we present an approach that systematically derives symbolic expressions for these
higher-order derivatives, bypassing the numerical instabilities commonly encountered in conventional
methods. Our formalism is based on a Jacobian technique, which ensures that the dependence of
internal mean-field parameters is fully incorporated into the final symbolic expressions. We illustrate
the effectiveness of this method using the two-flavor Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model as an example and
show that it is particularly advantageous near phase transitions and at low temperatures, where
numerical differentiation becomes highly sensitive.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the study of strongly interacting matter, accurately
determining thermodynamic properties is essential. Quan-
tities such as the speed of sound, heat capacities, and
particle number susceptibilities depend on higher-order
derivatives of the thermodynamic potential with respect
to temperature T and chemical potential µ. These higher-
order derivatives are helpful for understanding the behav-
ior of matter in regimes explored by heavy-ion collisions,
neutron star interiors, and the QCD phase diagram.
Traditionally, higher-order derivatives of the pressure

or the thermodynamic potential are computed via finite-
difference schemes. While conceptually straightforward,
these methods are prone to numerical uncertainties. At
small resolutions, finite-difference formulas suffer from
rounding errors and ill-conditioning, which, when com-
bined with noise in discrete data, can significantly in-
flate errors, particularly for higher-order derivatives (see,
e.g., Ref. [1] for a general overview or Refs. [2, 3] for
finite-difference errors in functional renormalization group
(FRG) calculations). This limitation underscores the
need for alternative methods that avoid these pitfalls.
Ref. [4] highlighted these challenges in their study on
finite-temperature expansions of the dense-matter equa-
tion of state, where numerical instabilities near critical
points posed significant difficulties. Similarly, Ref. [5] in-
vestigated phase stability and multidimensional phase
boundaries within the Chiral Mean-Field model. Al-
though numerical noise was not explicitly discussed, the
inherent complexity of such calculations makes them par-
ticularly susceptible to these issues. Additionally, many
studies performing calculations of the speed of sound
squared and heat capacity rely on numerical differenti-
ation, which is similarly prone to these limitations. In
Ref. [6], we encountered numerical instabilities in the cal-
culation of the speed of sound squared. The issue arose
due to the complexity of the model, where small fluctua-
tions in the pressure and energy density led to significant
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variations in the calculated value of the speed of sound.
To address this, we had to ensure extra precision in the
computation of pressure and energy density. The method
proposed here provides a robust framework to overcome
these challenges and can be complementary to these works
and similar works.

In the context of strongly interacting matter, mean-field
theories approximate many-body interactions by assuming
each constituent experiences an average background field
generated by all others. Solving the corresponding self-
consistent gap equations then provides the set of internal
parameters (e.g., mass gaps, diquark condensates). Conse-
quently, an n-th order derivative typically requires evalu-
ating the pressure at n+1 closely spaced points, and each
evaluation often demands a full mean-field minimization—
i.e., numerically solving the gap equations at each grid
point. Such multiple evaluations amplify round-off errors,
increase computational cost, and risk large numerical
fluctuations. Furthermore, near phase transitions, where
the thermodynamic potential changes rapidly, these finite
difference calculations become particularly delicate. Data
limitations, storage constraints, and steep gradients can
lead to substantial deviations from true values.

It is also common practice to attempt reducing nu-
merical noise by fitting the computed pressure data to a
spline or other smooth interpolating function, then taking
analytic derivatives of this fit. However, if the fit is not
carefully chosen or if the interpolation order is large, it
can introduce oscillations or artifacts. These inaccuracies
propagate to the derived higher-order derivatives, compro-
mising their reliability. Thus, while fitting and splining
can sometimes mitigate noise, they neither eliminate the
fundamental difficulties of numerical differentiation nor
guarantee physically meaningful results.

To address these issues, we propose an approach that
uses a Jacobian-based formalism to derive symbolic expres-
sions for higher-order pressure derivatives. This method
does not rely on multiple closely spaced pressure eval-
uations and thus avoids the accumulation of round-off
and subtraction errors. By constructing these analytic
formulae, only a single evaluation at the physical solution—
namely, the mean-field configuration that minimizes the
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effective potential—is required. This can potentially re-
duce computational cost, removes the need for fitting or
spline-based smoothing methods, and ensures more stable
results.
As an illustrative example, we consider a standard

mean-field grand canonical finite-temperature field the-
ory. In this setting, the thermodynamic variables —
thermodynamic (Landau) potential Ω, energy density
ϵ, entropy density s, and number density n—depend on
the external parameters µ and T . The pressure is defined
by P = −Ω. Hence, we have

Ω(T, µ) = ϵ− T s− µn , (1)

P (T, µ) = −Ω(T, µ). (2)

We can expand the pressure in a Taylor series around any
reference point (T0, µ0). To facilitate this, we define the
pressure expansion coefficients as

cm,n(T, µ) =
∂m+nP

∂Tm∂µn
, (3)

where m,n ≥ 0. The order in which the derivatives are
taken does not matter. Using these coefficients, we can
systematically study the thermodynamic properties of
strongly interacting matter, particularly in the context of
the QCD phase diagram. For instance, these coefficients
have been employed in Ref. [7] to analyze the convergence
of Taylor expansions near phase transitions in effective
models and lattice QCD, and in Ref. [8] to investigate
the scaling behavior of higher-order moments of thermo-
dynamic susceptibilities and their connection to the QCD
critical point. More recently, Ref. [4] applied a similar
expansion framework to construct a finite-temperature
equation of state for dense matter.

For instance, the first-order derivatives in Eq. (3)

c0,1 =
∂P

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
T

= n, c1,0 =
∂P

∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ

= s, (4)

directly yield the number density and entropy density,
respectively. Our primary focus, however, lies in higher-
order coefficients (e.g., c0,2, c1,1, c2,0), which tend to be
more sensitive to the numerical issues mentioned above.
To illustrate the advantages of our method, we apply

it to the two-flavor Nambu–Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model
and its extension with diquark pairing. These models
serve as instructive testing grounds because they involve
nontrivial internal parameter determinations—given that
the solutions to the gap equations are not available in
closed form—and also allow investigations of first-order,
second-order, and crossover phase transitions within the
same theoretical framework.
The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II,

we introduce the general mean-field framework and dis-
cuss the difficulties in the symbolic calculation of higher
derivatives. In Sec. III, we present the Jacobian-based
formalism that yields symbolic expressions for higher-
order derivatives. In Sec. IV, we apply our method to the
two-flavor NJL model and its diquark-extended version,

showing how the symbolic approach resolves limitations
of numerical differentiation. We conclude in Sec. V by
summarizing our results and outlining potential future
applications of the method.

II. MEAN-FIELD THERMAL FIELD THEORY

Our goal is to establish a procedure for calculating
symbolic higher-order pressure derivatives within a mean-
field thermal framework. It is crucial to understand the
distinction between the effective potential, which defines
the model and depends on internal parameters, and the
thermodynamic potential, which is a physically observable
quantity expressed solely in terms of the external (free)
variables — e.g., T and µ in grand canonical ensemble.
Our method leverages this relationship, revealing that
derivatives of the physical pressure can be understood as
derivatives of the effective potential taken under suitable
constraints.

In a general grand canonical thermal field theory, the
effective potential is defined as

Ωeff(T, µ,χ) ≡ T

V3
Γ(T, µ,χ), (5)

where V3 is the three-dimensional spatial volume, Γ is
the real homogeneous part of the effective action, and
χ = (χ1, χ2, χ3, . . .) is a tuple of internal variables (e.g.,
condensates).

To obtain the thermodynamic potential Ω(T, µ), we
must determine the values χ̄(T, µ) that minimize Ωeff.
These physical solutions, i.e., the ones that actually de-
scribe the system’s realized state, satisfy the gap equations[

∂Ωeff(T, µ,χ)

∂χi

]
χ=χ̄

= 0 for all i. (6)

The notation [· · · ]χ=χ̄ indicates a substitution of χ̄ into
χ. Substituting χ̄(T, µ) back into Ωeff yields

Ω(T, µ) ≡ Ωeff(T, µ, χ̄(T, µ)), (7)

which depends only on the external parameters (T, µ).
The pressure is then given by P (T, µ) = −Ω(T, µ).

Derivatives of Ω(T, µ) with respect to T and µ are thus
related to derivatives of Ωeff(T, µ,χ) evaluated at χ̄(T, µ).
However, higher-order derivatives pose a challenge: they
involve implicit dependencies on how derivatives of χ̄(T, µ)
change with T and µ. Directly applying the chain rule
leads to expressions with such dependencies. Derivatives
of the internal parameters are not available symbolically.

To overcome this issue, we employ a Jacobian-based
method [9]. This approach provides a general framework
for computing derivatives under constraints. If we con-
sider a derivative of Ω with respect to some function
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H(T, µ) at fixed G(T, µ), we can write

∂Ω(T, µ)

∂H(T, µ)

∣∣∣∣
G(T,µ)

=
d(Ω,G)/d(T, µ)
d(H,G)/d(T, µ)

=

∣∣∣∣ ∂µΩ ∂TΩ
∂µG ∂TG

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∂µH ∂TH
∂µG ∂TG

∣∣∣∣ , (8)

where the vertical bars denote determinants and the sub-
scripts indicate partial derivatives. The key advantage of
this relation is that we can always express such derivatives
as µ and T derivatives of thermodynamic quantities such
as s, n and their derivatives. These quantities are the
expansion coefficients in equation (3).
One common application of this method is obtaining

an expression for the speed of sound. The speed of sound
squared is defined as

c2s =
∂P

∂ϵ

∣∣∣∣
s/n

, (9)

where the derivative is taken at a fixed entropy-per-
particle ratio s/n. In a grand canonical ensemble, P ,
ϵ, s and n are functions of T and µ. In most cases, one
cannot express P , ϵ, s and n as pure functions of each
other without T and µ dependence to be able to easily
take the derivative in (9). By applying the Jacobian
formalism, we convert this constrained derivative into a
combination of partial derivatives of P and ϵ with re-
spect to T and µ (see, for example, Ref. [10]). Using the
structure of (8), Eq. (9) gives

c2s =
1

Ts+ µn

2ns ∂s
∂µ |T − s2 ∂n

∂µ |T − n2 ∂s
∂T |µ(

∂s
∂µ |T

)2
− ∂s

∂T |µ ∂n
∂µ |T

. (10)

In particular, the equation for c2s involves only partial
derivatives of the thermodynamic potential with respect
to µ and T , specifically ∂s/∂µ, ∂n/∂µ, and ∂s/∂T . These
derivatives are precisely the higher-order pressure expan-
sion coefficients. For instance,

c0,2 =
∂2P

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
T

= −∂2Ω

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
T

=
∂n

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
T

,

c2,0 =
∂2P

∂T 2

∣∣∣∣
µ

= −∂2Ω

∂T 2

∣∣∣∣
µ

=
∂s

∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ

,

c1,1 =
∂2P

∂T∂µ
= − ∂2Ω

∂T∂µ
=

∂s

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
T

=
∂n

∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ

.

Since c2s has a numeric value of order one, the subtraction
operations in Eq. (10) requires a high level of numerical
precision to avoid significant digit loss. As a result, calcu-
lating these coefficients through numerical differentiation
often introduces substantial errors, primarily due to the
delicate cancellations in the numerator and denominator
of Eq. (10).

In a finite-temperature QFT, the first-order coefficients
c1,0 (entropy) and c0,1 (number density) are straightfor-
ward to obtain, as symbolic expressions for these quanti-
ties follow directly from the using a chain rule in substi-
tuting Eq. (7) into Eq. (4) (for more details, see Eq. (A4)
in Appendix A)

s(T, µ) = −∂Ω(T, µ)

∂T
= −

[
∂Ωeff(T, µ,χ)

∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ,χ

]
χ=χ̄

,

(11)

n(T, µ) = −∂Ω(T, µ)

∂µ
= −

[
∂Ωeff(T, µ,χ)

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
T,χ

]
χ=χ̄

.

(12)

The notation
[
· · ·
∣∣
χ

]
χ=χ̄

indicates that, after perform-

ing the differentiation at fixed χ, we insert the physical
solution χ̄(T, µ).
Higher-order derivatives, however, are not as straight-

forward. For example, to compute c2,0 = ∂2P/∂T 2|µ, one
might attempt

∂s(T, µ)

∂T
= − ∂

∂T

(
∂Ωeff(T, µ, χ̄(T, µ))

∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ

)∣∣∣∣
µ

= −
[
∂2Ωeff(T, µ,χ)

∂T 2

∣∣∣∣
µ,χ

]
χ=χ̄

−
[∑

i

∂χ̄i

∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ

∂2Ωeff(T, µ,χ)

∂χi∂T

∣∣∣∣
µ,χ̸=χi

]
χ=χ̄

.

(13)

Here, the notation
∣∣
χ̸=χi

means that when taking the par-

tial derivative with respect to a specific condensate χi, all
other condensates in the set χ are held fixed. This expres-
sion introduces terms like ∂χ̄i/∂T , which are generally
difficult to determine symbolically. Similar complications
arise for c1,1 and c0,2.

Although alternative methods exist (e.g., as outlined in
Appendix A) to provide a symbolic expression for deriva-
tives of χ̄, they quickly become involved. Our goal is to
present a more elegant and easily implementable solution.
In the following section, we introduce a Jacobian-based
method as in Eq. (8), enabling the computation of arbi-
trary higher-order coefficients without explicitly solving
for the internal parameter dependencies. This approach
provides a unified symbolic framework that avoids the
shortcomings of direct numerical differentiation.

III. CALCULATION OF HIGHER ORDER
EXPANSION COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we employ the Jacobian method to
derive symbolic expressions1 for higher-order thermody-

1 By “symbolic”, we mean that the final formula is presented in
an expression involving only derivatives of the effective potential,
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namic derivatives. This approach allows us to bypass the
need to explicitly determine how derivatives of internal
parameters depend on external variables, a necessity that
complicates direct chain rule applications (see for example
Eq. (13)). We first confirm that, for the first derivatives,
our symbolic method reproduces the known expressions.
We then extend it to higher-order derivatives, where its
advantages become particularly evident.
To illustrate the procedure, consider a system with

a single internal variable χ. Starting with the first T -
derivative, we have for c1,0

c1,0 = − ∂

∂T
Ω(T, µ)

∣∣∣∣
µ

= − ∂

∂T

([
Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

]
χ=χ̄(T,µ)

)∣∣∣∣
µ

. (14)

Applying the chain rule at this point would reproduce
Eq. (11) (details in Appendix A). However, to proceed
purely in a symbolic manner, we perform a Legendre
transform of the effective potential from the variables
(T, µ, χ) to (T, µ, q ≡ ∂χΩ

eff). Defining

Ωeff
Transformed(T, µ, q) = −Ωeff(T, µ, χ̃(T, µ, q))

+ q ∂χΩ
eff(T, µ, χ̃(T, µ, q)), (15)

where χ̃ is determined by q = ∂χΩ
eff|χ=χ̃. The relation

between χ̄ and χ̃ can be realized as χ̄(T, µ) = χ̃(T, µ, 0).
We find

Ω(T, µ) = −Ωeff
Transformed(T, µ, q = 0)

= Ωeff(T, µ, χ̃(T, µ, 0)). (16)

Using this relation, we rewrite Eq. (14) as

c1,0 = − ∂

∂T

[
Ωeff(T, µ, χ̃(T, µ, q))

]
q=0

∣∣∣∣
µ

. (17)

Since T, µ, and q are independent variables, we can first
take the T -derivative at fixed µ and q, and only then
impose q = 0

c1,0 = −
[

∂

∂T
Ωeff(T, µ, χ̃(T, µ, q))

∣∣∣∣
µ,q

]
q=0

. (18)

Setting q = 0 corresponds to the physical condition
∂χΩ

eff = 0, which defines χ̄(T, µ) in Eq. (6). Thus,

c1,0 =

[
− ∂

∂T
Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∣∣∣∣
µ,∂χΩeff

]
∂χΩeff=0,χ=χ̄

. (19)

Within the brackets, we have a derivative taken under
the constraint that value of ∂χΩ

eff is fixed. By setting

which are accessible symbolically. The only numerical step re-
quired is the insertion of the solutions to the gap equations into
this final symbolic expression.

∂χΩ
eff to zero after differentiation, we recover the phys-

ical solution.— This corresponds to imposing the same
condition as in Eq. (6), where the value of q is zero. This
defines χ̄(T, µ) as the physical solution. Once we know
χ̄(T, µ) (usually obtained numerically by an optimization
procedure in Eq. (6)), we insert it into the final symbolic
expressions.

To generalize this procedure, we introduce an interme-
diate quantity,

c̃m,n(T, µ, χ) ≡
∂m+nΩeff(T, µ, χ)

∂Tm∂µn

∣∣∣∣
∂χΩeff=0

. (20)

Here, the notation indicates that the derivative is taken
at fixed ∂χΩ

eff, and only afterward do we set ∂χΩ
eff = 0.

Our assumption is that, given the symbolic expression
for Ωeff, the quantities c̃m,n can likewise be derived in
symbolic form. Specifically, as we will see in the following,
from the Jacobian expansion of the above equation, all

derivatives of the effective potential of the form ∂m+n+lΩeff

∂Tm∂µn∂χl

are available symbolically.
The relationship between the effective potential Ωeff

and the thermodynamic potential Ω is just like the rela-
tionship between the symbolic coefficients c̃m,n and the
pressure expansion coefficients cm,n. Just as substitut-
ing the solutions of the gap equations into Ωeff produces
the thermodynamic potential Ω, inserting χ = χ̄(T, µ)
into the symbolic expressions c̃m,n yields the pressure
expansion coefficients cm,n. Once we have the symbolic
expressions for c̃m,n, we obtain cm,n by inserting the phys-
ical solution χ = χ̄(T, µ), just as we obtain Ω from Ωeff

in Eq. (7)

cm,n(T, µ) =
[
c̃m,n(T, µ, χ)

]
χ=χ̄(T,µ)

. (21)

By following this logic for the first derivatives, we repro-
duce Eq. (11). Using the structure in Eq. (8), the term
inside the brackets in Eq. (19) gives

c̃1,0 = − ∂

∂T

(
Ωeff (T, µ, χ)

) ∣∣∣∣
µ,∂χΩeff(T,µ,χ)=0

= −
[
d(Ωeff, µ, ∂χΩ

eff)

d(T, µ, ∂χΩeff)

]
∂χΩeff(T,µ,χ)=0

. (22)

Inside the last brackets, we transform the numerator and
denominator by dividing d(T, µ, χ) to obtain

d(Ωeff, µ, ∂χΩ
eff)

d(T, µ, χ)

d(T, µ, ∂χΩ
eff)

d(T, µ, χ)

=

∣∣∣∣∣ ∂TΩeff ∂T (∂χΩ
eff)

∂χΩ
eff ∂χ(∂χΩ

eff)

∣∣∣∣∣
∂χ(∂χΩeff)

. (23)

In the above expressions, the chemical potential µ ap-
pears both in the numerator and the denominator of the
Jacobians. Due to the properties of Jacobians, we can
drop the µ dependence as we did in the third line. For
further details on this simplification and the underlying
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notation, refer to Ref. [9]. Eq. (23) represents the deriva-
tive under the constraint that ∂χΩ

eff remains any fixed
constant. To obtain c̃1,0 from Eq. (22), we must impose
the substitution ∂χΩ

eff(T, µ, χ) = 0, that is, we set the
lower-left entry of the determinant to zero. To get the
expansion coefficient c1,0, what remains is the insertion
in Eq. (21), which imposes setting χ to χ̄ and we get

c1,0 = − ∂

∂T
Ω (T, µ) = −

[
∣∣∣∣∣ ∂TΩeff ∂T (∂χΩ

eff)

0 ∂χ(∂χΩ
eff)

∣∣∣∣∣
∂χ(∂χΩeff)


]
χ=χ̄

= −
[(

∂

∂T
Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∣∣∣∣
µ,χ

)]
χ=χ̄

,

(24)

which is the same expression in Eq. (11). We obtain
the same expression for number density n by using this
method for the first chemical potential derivative of the
pressure. By applying the same reasoning to higher-order
derivatives, as we will demonstrate shortly, we circumvent
the complexity of explicitly computing internal parameter
derivatives such as ∂χ̄i/∂T or ∂χ̄i/∂µ, which appear in
Eq. (13). As an example, we will calculate the second
T -derivative c2,0 by applying the same procedure used for
the first T -derivative to the expression in Eq. (23). We
get

c2,0 = − ∂

∂T

(
∂

∂T
Ω(T, µ)

)
= −d(∂TΩ

eff, µ, ∂χΩeff)/d(T, µ, χ)

d(T, µ, ∂χΩeff)/d(T, µ, χ)

= −
[

∣∣∣∣∣ ∂T (∂TΩeff) ∂T (∂χΩ
eff)

∂χ(∂TΩ
eff) ∂χ(∂χΩ

eff)

∣∣∣∣∣
∂χ(∂χΩeff)


]
χ=χ̄

= −
[∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂T 2
−

(
∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂T∂χ

)2

∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂χ2


]
χ=χ̄

.

(25)

For c1,1 = ∂s/∂µ
∣∣
T

and c0,2 = ∂n/∂µ
∣∣
T
, following the

same steps gives

c1,1 =
∂s

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
T

= −
[
∂2Ωeff

∂T∂µ
− (∂µ∂χΩ

eff)(∂T∂χΩ
eff)

∂2
χΩ

eff

]
χ=χ̄

,

(26)

c0,2 =
∂n

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
T

= −
[
∂2Ωeff

∂µ2
− (∂µ∂χΩ

eff)2

∂2
χΩ

eff

]
χ=χ̄

. (27)

In all these expressions, the term inside the brackets can
be expressed entirely in symbolic form. Unlike Eq. (13),

this approach avoids any direct computation of internal
parameter derivatives. The key insight is that, by fol-
lowing this procedure, all higher-order derivatives can
be expressed solely in terms of derivatives of Ωeff, which
provides a symbolic expression as intended.

In Eqs. (25),(26) and (27), the expression for the second
derivative consists of two terms. The first term matches
the first term in the chain rule result from Eq. (13), and
can be interpreted as what we would obtain if we naively
ignored the implicit dependence of the internal param-
eters on T and µ. More generally, for any higher-order
derivative, we define the naive derivative as the portion
of the pressure expansion coefficient that remains when
the implicit dependence of χ on the external variables is
neglected

∂m+n

∂Tm∂µn
Ω =

[
∂m+n

∂Tm∂µn
Ωeff

]
χ=χ̄︸ ︷︷ ︸

naive derivative

+correction terms.

(28)

The full expression includes correction terms beyond the
naive derivative to properly account for the constraints
involved in taking the derivative. These corrections be-
come crucial in regions where χ̄(T, µ) varies rapidly, such
as near phase transitions, ensuring that we capture the
correct physical behavior.

To illustrate this further, consider a system exhibiting
a first-order phase transition at some critical chemical
potential µc. If the order parameter is given by an in-
ternal parameter χ, it will jump discontinuously from
χa to χb at µ = µc. In this scenario, even the naive
derivative captures the discontinuity associated with the
first-order phase transition, since inserting the appropri-
ate χ values (either χa or χb) into the expression reflects
the sudden change. However, in the case of a second-order
or crossover phase transition—where the order parame-
ter changes continuously—the naive derivative alone will
vary smoothly and fail to reflect the underlying critical
behavior. By including the correction terms, our sym-
bolic method can accurately reproduce the characteristic
signatures of these continuous transitions. This is clearly
demonstrated in the examples presented in the Sec. IV.

Using the second-order pressure coefficients from
Eqs. (25), (26), and (27), we can insert them into Eq. (10)
to derive a fully symbolic expression for the speed of sound
squared, c2s(T, µ). These results also enable us to compute
other thermodynamic properties that depend on second-
order derivatives of the thermodynamic potential, such as
the heat capacity cv and the particle number susceptibility
χp. Furthermore, by systematically extending this pro-
cedure, one can obtain higher-order pressure coefficients
of arbitrary order, providing a consistent and transpar-
ent symbolic framework for all required thermodynamic
derivatives. For example, third-order coefficients can be
used to calculate shock adiabats [11, 12] or to investigate
scenarios similar to those discussed in Ref. [4].
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General Case of Multiple Internal Variables

Having established the procedure for a single internal
parameter, we now generalize it to the case where multiple
internal parameters χ = (χi) are present. The logic
follows the same principles discussed previously, but the
algebra becomes more involved as the dimensionality of
the internal parameter space increases.

We begin by revisiting the calculation of c1,0, now in
the presence of multiple χi. Starting from the structure
analogous to Eq. (24), we have

c1,0 = −
[

∂

∂T

(
Ωeff(T, µ,χ)

∣∣
{∂χi

Ωeff}

)]
χ=χ̄

(29)

= −
[
d(Ωeff, µ, ∂χ1

Ωeff, ∂χ2
Ωeff, ∂χ3

Ωeff, . . .)

d(T, µ, ∂χ1
Ωeff, ∂χ2

Ωeff, ∂χ3
Ωeff, . . .)

]
χ=χ̄

= −
[ d(Ωeff,∂χ1Ω

eff,∂χ2Ω
eff,∂χ3Ω

eff,...)

d(T,χ1,χ2,χ3,...)

d(T,∂χ1
Ωeff,∂χ2

Ωeff,∂χ3
Ωeff,...)

d(T,χ1,χ2,χ3,...)

]
χ=χ̄

.

Here in the second line µ is dropped as before in Eq. (23).
In the last line, we have transformed the Jacobian
by dividing both the numerator and denominator by
d(T, χ1, χ2, χ3, . . .). To simplify notation, we introduce

J

(F , ∂χΩ
eff

y,χ

)
≡ d(F , ∂χ1Ω

eff, ∂χ2Ω
eff, ∂χ3Ω

eff, . . .)

d(y, χ1, χ2, χ3, . . .)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂yF ∂y∂χ1Ω
eff ∂y∂χ2Ω

eff ∂y∂χ3Ω
eff · · ·

∂χ1F ∂2
χ1
Ωeff ∂χ1∂χ2Ω

eff ∂χ1∂χ3Ω
eff · · ·

∂χ2F ∂χ2∂χ1Ω
eff ∂2

χ2
Ωeff ∂χ2∂χ3Ω

eff · · ·
∂χ3F ∂χ3∂χ1Ω

eff ∂χ3∂χ2Ω
eff ∂2

χ3
Ωeff · · ·

...
...

...
...

. . .

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

(30)

J

(
∂χΩ

eff

χ

)
≡ d(∂χ1

Ωeff, ∂χ2
Ωeff, ∂χ3

Ωeff, . . .)

d(χ1, χ2, χ3, . . .)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂2
χ1
Ωeff ∂χ1

∂χ2
Ωeff ∂χ1

∂χ3
Ωeff · · ·

∂χ2
∂χ1

Ωeff ∂2
χ2
Ωeff ∂χ2

∂χ3
Ωeff · · ·

∂χ3
∂χ1

Ωeff ∂χ3
∂χ2

Ωeff ∂2
χ3
Ωeff · · ·

...
...

...
. . .

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

(31)

where y is either T or µ. Using these definitions and

applying the condition ∂χi
Ωeff = 0 for all i, we obtain

c1,0 = −∂TΩ(T, µ) = −
[J(Ωeff,∂χΩeff

T,χ

)
J
(

∂χΩeff

χ

) ]
χ=χ̄

=

[
∂TΩ

eff(T, µ,χ)

]
χ=χ̄

, (32a)

c0,1 = −∂µΩ(T, µ) = −
[J(Ωeff,∂χΩeff

µ,χ

)
J
(

∂χΩeff

χ

) ]
χ=χ̄

= −
[
∂µΩ

eff(T, µ,χ)

]
χ=χ̄

. (32b)

With this structure in place, one can systematically com-
pute higher-order pressure expansion coefficients. By
repeatedly inserting known lower-order coefficients into
the determinant expressions, we build up to arbitrary
(m,n) derivatives. Defining c̃m,n as in Eq. (21),

cm,n(T, µ) ≡
[
c̃m,n(T, µ,χ)

]
χ=χ̄

, (33)

we arrive at recursive relations for (m+n)-th order deriva-
tives

cm,n(T, µ) = −∂m+nΩ(T, µ)

∂Tm∂µn

=

[J( c̃m−1,n,∂χΩeff

T,χ

)
J
(

∂χΩeff

χ

) ]
χ=χ̄

, (34a)

or equivalently

cm,n(T, µ) =

[J( c̃m,n−1,∂χΩeff

µ,χ

)
J
(

∂χΩeff

χ

) ]
χ=χ̄

. (34b)

From these formulas, it is evident that each cm,n can
be expressed entirely in terms of partial derivatives of
Ωeff and the Jacobian structures encoding the constraints.
As noted earlier, a naive derivative contribution always
appears, corresponding to the direct (m+n)-th derivative
of Ωeff without any constraint corrections (see Eq. (28)).
This becomes clear when we expand the numerator de-
terminant by its minors: the first term in this expansion
is precisely the naive derivative multiplied by the deter-
minant that appears in the numerator. Hence, the naive
derivative is always present as a baseline component of
the full expression.
In practice, as the number of internal parameters in-

creases, the complexity of these Jacobian expressions
grows significantly, making the process algebraically de-
manding. Following Eq. (31), for N internal variables,
the denominator involves a fixed number of independent
terms: N(N + 1)/2. These terms need to be defined only
once, as they remain the same and repeat at each step in
Eq. (34). For the numerator, however, additional unique
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expressions must be handled at each step, accounting for
all combinations of derivatives with respect to T, µ, and χ
up to the relevant order (compare Eq. (30) to Eq. (31)).

Specifically, for the first derivatives of pressure (c1,0
and c0,1), one must handle an additional N + 2 unique
expressions. These correspond to the derivatives of
the effective potential with respect to T , µ, and the
N internal variables, which are determined from the
gap equations. For the second derivatives of pressure

(c2,0, c1,1, and c0,2), an additional (N+2)(N+3)
2 expres-

sions are required. These include all second-order com-
binations: ∂2

TΩ
eff, ∂T∂µΩ

eff, ∂2
µΩ

eff, ∂T∂χi
Ωeff, ∂µ∂χi

Ωeff,

and ∂χi∂χjΩ
eff. For the third derivatives of pressure, an

additional (N+2)(N+3)(N+4)
6 expressions must be defined,

which account for all third-order derivative combinations
of the effective potential. For N = 1, N = 2, and N = 3,
the additional unique expressions required are 3, 4, and
5 for the first derivatives; 6, 10, and 15 for the second
derivatives; and 10, 20, and 35 for the third derivatives,
respectively. This is showcased in Appendix A5, where
explicit calculations for N = 1 and N = 2 are detailed.
In general, the total number of unique expressions re-
quired up to an arbitrary order L is given by summing
the contributions for all derivatives from k = 1 to L:∑L

k=1

(
N+2+k−1

k

)
=
(
N+L+2

L

)
− 1 ∼ (N+L+2)L

L! . This
clearly shows the growth in complexity as N and L in-
crease.

To overcome these challenges, a practical and efficient
solution is to employ Automatic Differentiation (AD) for
evaluating the derivatives that appear in the Jacobians of
Eq. (34). AD is a computational technique that system-
atically and efficiently computes derivatives of functions
by breaking down complex expressions into a sequence of
elementary operations and applying the chain rule auto-
matically. Unlike symbolic differentiation, which manipu-
lates expressions analytically, or numerical differentiation
using finite differences, AD provides exact derivative val-
ues up to machine precision without the cost of analytic
manipulation. This makes AD particularly well-suited
for handling the intricate derivative structures that arise
in multi-parameter models. Notably, the utility of AD
has been demonstrated in new computational frameworks
such as the DiFfRG framework (Ref. [13]), which inte-
grates AD for solving FRG flow equations, and in the
work of Ref. [14], where AD is combined with advanced
discretization techniques to enhance precision in resolving
QCD phase diagrams.

However, it is important to note that for our method
of calculations in this paper, applying AD directly at
the top level to Ωeff does not automatically incorporate
the constraints on internal parameters or their implicit
dependence on T and µ (see Ref. [15] and Ref. [16] for a
method on handling implicit dependencies in AD frame-
works for calculating Taylor expansion coefficients of ther-
modynamic potential). Instead, AD can be utilized to
compute the expressions obtained after applying our pro-
posed method. By doing so, we ensure a fully systematic
and automatable procedure for calculating higher-order
pressure coefficients in more complex mean-field models,

while significantly reducing the algebraic complexity of
these computations.
As a final note to this section, we emphasize that our

method has been formulated in the context of a grand
canonical ensemble; however, it can be straightforwardly
adapted to other statistical ensembles. Furthermore, han-
dling cases with more than two internal parameters (e.g.,
T , µ, and eB, the external magnetic field) is straightfor-
ward: when taking one derivative using the structure of
Eq. (34), dependencies on the other parameters naturally
drop, as the same happens with µ in Eq. (23). Another
important consideration is that certain physical systems
may require additional nonlinear constraints on the effec-
tive potential. For instance, in neutral quark matter (e.g.,
see Ref. [17, 18]), color and electric charge neutrality are
imposed alongside the gap equation. In such scenarios,
additional chemical potentials are introduced, with corre-
sponding constraints on their values. These constraints
are typically expressed as equations involving derivatives
of the effective potential. The number of constraints
determines the number of remaining free (external) pa-
rameters, and the symbolic approach presented here can
be extended to handle all such constraints. From a math-
ematical perspective, a gap equation is not different from
these additional constraints; thus, the procedure lead-
ing to Eq. (34) naturally encompasses them, providing a
general framework applicable to all such cases.

IV. APPLICATIONS AND EXAMPLES

In this section, we demonstrate the practical imple-
mentation and effectiveness of the symbolic approach by
applying it to a mean-field NJL model (for a general
overview see Ref. [17]). We use the renormalization group
(RG) consistent NJL model in Ref. [18] for our calcula-
tions. As representative quantities, we focus on the speed
of sound squared c2s, the heat capacity at constant volume
cv, and higher-order pressure derivatives such as c3,0 and
c0,3.
To compute c2s and cv, we require knowledge of sev-

eral pressure expansion coefficients: c1,0, c0,1, c2,0, c0,2,
and c1,1. Calculation of c3,0 and c0,3 provide insight into
higher-order thermodynamic behavior. We compare these
symbolic results with those obtained using traditional nu-
merical differentiation and the naive derivative approach,
across various (T, µ) combinations.
For numerical differentiation, we store the pressure

data to arbitrary significant figures and apply a sym-
metric finite difference scheme. However, this procedure
can introduce significant numerical errors, especially for
higher-order derivatives where subtractive cancellations
occur. Although one might consider fitting splines to
the pressure data and then differentiating the fitted func-
tion, such spline-based methods can introduce additional
artifacts, particularly when higher-order derivatives are
required. We therefore recommend avoiding spline fitting
for these calculations.

Our initial investigation considers only quark-antiquark
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FIG. 1. Second- and third-order µ-derivatives of the pressure at T = 0.1MeV: the chemical potential expansion coefficients
c0,2 = ∂2P/∂µ2 (left) and c0,3 = ∂3P/∂µ3 (right) as functions of µ. The red dots denote numerical finite difference results, which
show large fluctuations for c0,2 and thus yield unreliable data. In contrast, the symbolic derivatives (blue lines) provide stable
and accurate results for both c0,2 and c0,3. The green curves illustrate approximations to the symbolic result by truncating the
expansion in powers of (∂2

MΩeff)−1, as indicated in Eq. (C1).
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FIG. 2. Second- and third-order T -derivatives of the pressure at µ = 0: the temperature expansion coefficients c2,0 = ∂2P/∂T 2

(left) and c3,0 = ∂3P/∂T 3 (right) as functions of T . In this case, the numerical calculations (red dots) are more robust and do
not show any fluctuations. The symbolic results (blue lines) are in perfect agreement with the numerical ones. Moreover, the
naive derivative fails to capture the crossover phase transition behavior, while the symbolic method accurately reproduces it,
demonstrating the importance of including constraint-induced corrections.

pairing in the NJL model. Subsequently, we extend the
analysis by including diquark interactions, illustrating how
the method works when the model complexity increases.

IV.1. Two-Flavor NJL Model

The two-flavor NJL model serves as an ideal testing
ground for our Jacobian-based symbolic approach. This
model is both conceptually simple and well-studied, fea-
turing spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking and known
phase transitions, making it a good benchmark for testing
our method.

In this model, the effective potential depends on the
external parameters T and µ and involves a single internal
parameter, χ = M , the constituent quark mass. Once
the physical mass gap, M̄(T, µ), is determined from the

gap equation, the pressure expansion coefficients can be
systematically computed. Appendix B provides the details
of the model, including the explicit expression for the
thermodynamic potential and the solutions to its gap
equation across different T and µ combinations.

From Eq. (34), we derive expressions for the first three
temperature derivatives c̃m,0 and the first three chemical
potential derivatives c̃0,n. These symbolic expansions are
presented in Appendix C. They show that corrections to
the naive derivative (see Eq. (28)) appear as negative pow-
ers of ∂2

MΩeff that is, the Jacobian determinants appear
in denominators. Using Eq. (33), the pressure expansion
coefficients can be written as

cm,n(T, µ) =
∂m+nP

∂Tm∂µn
=
[
c̃m,n(T, µ,M)

]
M=M̄

. (35)

As we move to higher derivatives, the expressions grow
increasingly complex. In this work, we directly compute
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FIG. 3. Speed of sound squared c2s along two constant slices: T = 0 (left) and µ = 400MeV (right). In the left panel, the
numerical finite difference results (red points) fluctuate significantly due to precision issues and the sensitivity of the method to
the chosen step size. By contrast, the symbolic method (blue line) remains stable and accurate. In both panels, using only the
naive derivative fails to reproduce the correct behavior. On the right panel, where a second-order phase transition occurs, the
naive derivative cannot capture the associated critical features, while the symbolic method does so reliably.

the needed derivatives from the NJL effective potential
(see Appendix B). For more complicated models or even
higher derivatives, an AD implementation can be em-
ployed to calculate the symbolic expressions in the c̃m,n

expansion efficiently.
For numerical comparisons, we use the symmetric finite

difference formulas up to third order

∂P

∂x
≈ P (x+ h)− P (x− h)

2h
, (36)

∂2P

∂x2
≈ P (x+ h)− 2P (x) + P (x− h)

h2
, (37)

∂3P

∂x3
≈ P (x− 2h)− 2P (x− h) + 2P (x+ h)− P (x+ 2h)

2h3
.

(38)

We store the pressure data to six significant figures. This
limited precision introduces numerical errors, most par-
ticularly for higher-order derivatives. Moreover, the finite
difference method is sensitive to the choice of step size h,
and an inadequate h can amplify numerical noise, caus-
ing the computed derivatives to fluctuate. Here, we use
the step size of 1MeV in both temperature and chemical
potential direction.
Our symbolic approach avoids these issues by not re-

lying on multiple data points. Instead, we start from
Eq. (C1) to obtain the necessary terms. After minimizing
the effective potential and determining M̄(T, µ), we insert
the result into Eq. (35). In Eq. (C1), the correction terms
to the naive derivative appear as inverse powers of ∂2

MΩeff.
We truncate these expansions at different orders to check
whether lower-order approximations suffice.

In Fig. 1, we show c2,0 and c3,0 at T = 0.1MeV for var-
ious µ. We choose this low temperature regime because
at low temperatures, the Fermi surface approaches a step-
like profile, making numerical calculations prone to errors.
We compare numerical finite difference results (red dots)
with the fully symbolic calculation (blue line). Numerical

attempts to extract c0,2 suffer from large fluctuations due
to limited precision and the sensitivity of the finite differ-
ence method to step size h, while the symbolic approach
remains stable and accurate. As we move away from the
phase transition, the full derivative tends towards the
naive derivative. Near the phase transition, however, the
naive derivative fails to reproduce the correct behavior,
and this discrepancy grows at higher orders. For c0,2,
we find that neglecting the last term in the expansion of
Eq. (C5e) provides a good approximation.

Figure 2 presents c0,2 and c0,3 at µ = 0 as functions
of T . Here, the numerical method is stable and does
not show fluctuations. Still, the naive derivative cannot
capture the crossover phase transition, while the symbolic
method does so accurately. These corrections to the naive
derivative are most crucial in regions of second-order
and crossover phase transitions. Unlike the previous
case, any approximation seems insufficient to produce
the correct result, indicating all terms are necessary for
this calculation.

IV.2. Two-Flavor NJL Model With Diquarks

In the case of diquark pairing added to the previous
model, we now have two internal parameters, χ1 = M and
χ2 = ∆. In this scenario, we are particularly interested in
astrophysics relevant quantities such as the speed of sound
squared c2s and the heat capacity at constant number
density cv. For these calculations, only up to second-
order pressure coefficients are required (see Eq. (10)).
Expanding the pressure coefficients to second order using
Eqs. (22) and (34) yields the necessary expressions. The
complete symbolic terms are listed in Appendix C.

Using these relations, we can compute c2s and cv at vari-
ous temperatures and chemical potentials. From Eq. (10),
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FIG. 4. Heat capacity at constant number density cv along
a slice at µ = 400MeV. Away from the second-order phase
transition region, the naive derivative provides a reasonable
approximation. However, as one approaches the critical region,
the corrections captured by the symbolic method become
essential for accurately determining cv.

the expression for c2s is

c2s(T, µ) =

[(
1

T c̃1,0 + µc̃0,1

)
(39)

×
(
2c̃1,0c̃0,1c̃1,1 − c̃21,0c̃0,2 − c̃20,1c̃2,0

c̃21,1 − c̃2,0c̃0,2

)]
{M=M̄,∆=∆̄}

,

(40)

which, at T = 0 with c1,0 = c1,1 = 0, simplifies to

c2s(T = 0, µ) =

[
c̃0,1
µ c̃0,2

]
{T=0;M=M̄,∆=∆̄}

. (41)

For the heat capacity at constant number density, using
Eq. (8), we find

cv(T, µ) ≡ T
∂s

∂T

∣∣∣∣
n

(42)

= T

[
c̃2,0 −

(c̃1,1)
2

c̃0,2

]
{M=M̄,∆=∆̄}

, (43)

which goes to zero as T → 0

cv(T = 0, µ) = lim
T→0

T
[
c̃2,0
]
{T=0;M=M̄,∆=∆̄} = 0. (44)

All these equations require expansion coefficients up to
the orders given in Eqs. (C5).

For the numerical calculations shown in Figs. 3 and 4,
we increase the numerical precision by storing data with
17 significant digits. The finite difference step size h is set
to 1MeV in both T and µ directions. We also examine the
speed of sound squared c2s using only the naive derivative
contributions in c2,0, c1,1, and c0,2, to answer whether
this truncation provides acceptable approximations.
Figure 3 illustrates the speed of sound squared c2s at

constant entropy per number density. In the left panel,

we display results at T = 0 for various µ. Even with
higher numerical precision, the finite difference method
(red points) exhibits fluctuations due to the subtractions
in both the numerator and the denominator in Eq. (10).
By contrast, the symbolic method (blue line) remains
stable and accurate. The naive derivative approximation
gives significant deviation from the correct values after the
phase transition to the two-flavor color superconductor
(2SC) phase. Only at very high chemical potential values
they agree.
In the right panel of Fig. 3, we fix µ = 400MeV and

vary T . Here, the finite difference results are more stable.
In this case, the naive derivative approximation also gives
significant deviation from the correct values in the 2SC
phase. It also fails to capture the second-order phase
transition behavior in the vicinity of the critical tempera-
ture. The symbolic approach successfully reproduces the
expected physical behavior.
In Fig. 4, we present the heat capacity cv at constant

number density along a slice at µ = 400MeV. Away
from the second-order phase transition region, the naive
derivative provides a reasonable approximation in the
low temperatures in the 2SC phase. However, as we
approach the critical region, the corrections accounted for
by the symbolic method become essential for accurately
determining cv.

Overall, these examples demonstrate the advantages of
symbolic approach over numerical finite differences. While
numerical methods are sensitive to data precision, step
size, and spacing, the symbolic method reliably produces
smooth and accurate curves, even for the highest-order
derivatives considered. Adjusting step sizes and increasing
numerical precision may reduce some issues but cannot
fully address the instabilities and inaccuracies that emerge
near phase transitions, particularly at low temperatures.
Moreover, naive derivatives and truncations of expan-
sion coefficients mostly fail to capture the correct phase
transition behavior, as they neglect internal parameter
dependencies.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have presented a symbolic approach for comput-
ing higher-order derivatives of the pressure in mean-field
thermal field theories. By deriving symbolic expressions
that naturally incorporate the constraints defining the
physical internal parameters, our method eliminates the
need for multiple-point numerical differentiation and can
potentially reduce numerical errors. As a showcase, we cal-
culated pressure expansion coefficients up to third order
in the two-flavor NJL model. We also computed the speed
of sound and heat capacity in its extensions with diquark
pairing and compared these results with finite-difference
methods.

This approach is particularly useful for low temperature
calculations. In these regimes, numerical differentiation
often becomes unstable, but the symbolic method here
provides consistent and reliable results. Away from phase
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transition regions, we find that the naive derivative alone
may suffice, simplifying computations. However, near
phase transitions or in low-temperature regimes, account-
ing for the internal parameter dependencies is essential
and our symbolic approach gains preference.
In our examples, we have demonstrated that the sym-

bolic method reproduces physically meaningful results
even at third order pressure coefficients, while numer-
ical methods struggle. The primary limitation of our
current approach is the algebraic complexity that arises
when dealing with numerous internal variables or very
high-order derivatives. However, this complexity can be
mitigated by employing automatic differentiation tools.

It is worth encouraging researchers who calculate mod-
els and tabulate thermodynamic quantities to also provide
pressure coefficients up to at least the second order. Such
data can significantly aid the community by improving
the stability and reliability of subsequent calculations.

In the future, we intend to apply our method to more so-
phisticated models, including the three-flavor NJL model
with diquarks of Ref. [18]. Our results suggest that the
symbolic approach can be regarded as a convenient tool
for investigating the thermodynamic properties of strongly
interacting matter within the mean-field approximation,
delivering stable results in challenging regimes.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Two Mathematica notebooks accompanying this manuscript are available in the repository of Ref. [19]. The first
notebook provides a script for deriving symbolic expressions for arbitrary (n+m)-th derivatives of the pressure by an
automatized implementation of Eq. (34). The second notebook demonstrates the application of this approach to the
two-flavor NJL model, with calculations consistent with those presented in Sec. IV of this manuscript.

Appendix A: alternative approach

Having only one internal parameter for the effective potential

Ωeff (T, µ, χ) , (A1)

the physical solutions χ̄ are determined by the condition

d

dχ
Ωeff (T, µ, χ)

∣∣
χ=χ̄

= 0. (A2)

Inserting the physical solutions at all T and µ values back to the effective potential give the thermodynamic potential

Ω(T, µ) = Ωeff (T, µ, χ̄(T, µ)) . (A3)

Suppose we are interested in the second derivative of the thermodynamic potential with respect to T . The first
derivative with respect to T gives

d

dT
Ω(T, µ) =

d

dT
Ωeff(T, µ, χ̄(T, µ)) =

[
∂

∂T
Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

]
χ=χ̄

+
∂χ̄

∂T

[
∂Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂χ

]
χ=χ̄

. (A4)

The last term vanishes for the physical solutions χ̄, as defined in Eq. (6). For the second derivative we get

∂2

∂T 2
Ω(T, µ) =

∂

∂T

(
∂

∂T
Ωeff(T, µ, χ̄(T, µ))

)
=

∂2

∂T 2
Ωeff(T, µ, χ̄) +

∂χ̄

∂T

[
∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂χ∂T

]
χ=χ̄

. (A5)
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One can get a symbolic expression for derivative of the internal parameter with respect to the external parameters.
For this, we can use the fact that for all T and µ, the condition ∂χΩ

∣∣
χ=χ̄

= 0 holds. We have

∂

∂T

([
∂Ωeff

∂χ

]
χ=χ̄

)∣∣∣∣
µ

= 0, (A6)

∂

∂µ

([
∂Ωeff

∂χ

]
χ=χ̄

)∣∣∣∣
T

= 0. (A7)

The first line expands as [
∂2Ωeff

∂T∂χ
+

∂2Ωeff

∂χ2

∂χ

∂T

]
χ=χ̄

= 0. (A8)

The above expression gives us the derivative needed in Eq. (A5) and translates it to derivatives of Ωeff. We have

∂χ̄

∂T
= −

[(
∂2Ωeff

∂χ2

)−1
∂2Ωeff

∂T∂χ

]
χ=χ̄

. (A9)

Plugging this back to Eq. (A5), we get

c2,0 = − ∂2

∂T 2
Ω(T, µ) = −

[(
∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂T∂µ
−

∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂µ∂χ
· ∂

2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂T∂χ

∂2Ωeff(T, µ, χ)

∂χ2

)]
χ=χ̄

, (A10)

which is the same expression that we get in Eq. (25) using our proposed method. One can easily check that the

expansion in Eq. (A7) can be used to get the expression for ∂2Ω
∂µ2 . In the general case, with having multiple internal

parameters χ, one can solve a system of equations{
∂

∂T

([
∂Ωeff

∂χi

]
χ=χ̄

)∣∣∣∣
µ

= 0

}
for all i

, (A11){
∂

∂µ

([
∂Ωeff

∂χi

]
χ=χ̄

)∣∣∣∣
T

= 0

}
for all i

, (A12)

to get all the expressions necessary for calculating the derivatives symbolically. However, using the Jacobians in our
proposed method automates this process, making it more convenient to use.

Appendix B: model details

In this appendix, we show the model details of our calculations in Sec. IV. We use an RG consistent NJL model,
introduced in Ref. [18].

1. Two-Flavor NJL Model

The mean-field effective potential for the two-flavor Nambu–Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model is expressed as

Ωeff(T, µ,M) = −
∫ ∞

0

6p2

π2

[
T ln

(
1 + e−

√
M2+p2−µ

T

)
+ T ln

(
1 + e−

√
M2+p2+µ

T

)]
dp

−
∫ Λ

0

6p2
√
M2 + p2

π2
dp+

(M −m0)
2

4G
, (B1)

where the first term represents the medium contribution. For RG consistency, we extend this integration to infinity.
The second term corresponds to the vacuum contribution, regulated by a momentum cutoff scale Λ. The last term is
the potential part of the effective action. Here, m0 is the bare quark mass, and G is the NJL coupling constant. The
values of these parameters are listed in Table 1. The quark mass M is related to the order parameter for the chiral
phase transition and is determined by solving the gap equation ∂MΩeff = 0.

Figure 5 illustrates the quark mass M for different combinations of temperature T and chemical potential µ. At low
temperatures, increasing the chemical potential leads to a sharp phase transition to an approximately chirally restored
phase. Conversely, at high temperatures, this phase transition becomes second order in both µ and T directions.
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Λ G m0 H
587.9 MeV 2.44/Λ2 MeV−2 5.6 MeV 2.44/Λ2 MeV−2

TABLE I. Parameter values for the two-flavor NJL model. Values taken from Ref. [17].
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FIG. 5. Quark mass M as functions of chemical potential µ (left) and temperature T (right). At low temperatures, increasing
µ induces a sharp phase transition to an approximately chirally restored phase. At high temperatures, this phase transition
becomes second order in both µ and T directions.

2. NJL Model with Diquarks

Incorporating diquarks into the system, the dispersion relations for paired quark combinations in color-flavor
anti-triplet channel quasi-particles and quasi-anti-particles are given by

ω∓ =

√
(
√
p2 +M2 ∓ µ)2 +∆2. (B2)

Here, M is the quark mass and ∆ is the diquark condensate. The mean-field effective potential for this model, including
diquark pairing, is expressed as

Ωeff(T, µ,M,∆) = − 2

π2

∫ ∞

0

p2
[
T ln

(
1 + e−

√
M2+p2−µ

T

)
+ T ln

(
1 + e−

√
M2+p2+µ

T

)
+ 2T ln

(
1 + e−

ω−
T

)
+ 2T ln

(
1 + e−

ω+
T

)
+ ω− + ω+ − 2

√
p2 +M2 +∆2

]
dp (B3)

− 2

π2

∫ Λ

0

p2
[√

M2 + p2 + 2
√
p2 +M2 +∆2

]
dp

+
2

π2
µ2∆2

∫ ∞

Λ

p2

[
1

(p2 +∆2 +M2)
3/2

]
dp

+
(M −m0)

2

4G
+

∆2

4H
, (B4)

where the first two lines represent the medium contributions, integrated to infinity to ensure renormalization group
consistency. The third term is the vacuum contribution, regulated by the momentum cutoff Λ. The fourth line accounts
for medium renormalization contributions in the massive scheme (for details of this scheme, see Ref. [18]). The final
line is the potential part of the effective action. We use the same values for Λ, m0 and G from table 1. In addition, we
have H being the diquark coupling strength. The value for H is listed in table 1. The quark mass M and diquark
condensate ∆ serve as order parameters for the chiral and color superconductivity phase transitions, respectively. They
are determined by simultaneously solving the gap equations ∂MΩeff = 0 and ∂∆Ω

eff = 0.
Figure 6 illustrates the behavior of the diquark condensate ∆ (dashed line) and the quark mass M (solid line) for

different combinations of temperature T and chemical potential µ. At low temperatures, increasing the chemical
potential leads to a sharp first-order phase transition to a two-flavor superconducting (2SC) phase, characterized by
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FIG. 6. Quark mass M as functions of chemical potential µ (left) and temperature T (right). At low temperatures, increasing
µ induces a sharp phase transition to an approximately chirally restored phase. At high temperatures, this phase transition
becomes second order in both µ and T directions.

a sudden drop in M and a nonzero value for ∆. At high temperatures, this phase transition becomes second-order,
transitioning to the chirally restored phase without diquarks. Additionally, at high chemical potentials, with going to
high temperatures, the diquark condensate melts away, resulting in a second-order phase transition to the chirally
restored phase.

Appendix C: c̃m,n expansions

NJL model

In the RG consistent NJL model, the pressure expansion coefficients c̃m,n are derived from the effective potential
Ωeff, defined in Eq. (B1). The c̃ coefficients up to third order for both temperature and chemical potential derivatives
are given by

c̃1,0(T, µ,M) = −∂TΩ
eff, (C1a)

c̃2,0(T, µ,M) = −∂2
TΩ

eff +

(
∂T∂MΩeff

)2
∂2
MΩeff

, (C1b)

c̃3,0(T, µ,M) = −∂3
TΩ

eff +
3∂T∂MΩeff ∂2

T∂MΩeff

∂2
MΩeff

− 3
(
∂T∂MΩeff

)2
∂T∂

2
MΩeff

(∂2
MΩeff)

2 +
∂3
MΩeff

(
∂T∂MΩeff

)3
(∂2

MΩeff)
3 , (C1c)

c̃0,1(T, µ,M) = −∂µΩ
eff, (C1d)

c̃0,2(T, µ,M) = −∂2
µΩ

eff +

(
∂µ∂MΩeff

)2
∂2
MΩeff

, (C1e)

c̃0,3(T, µ,M) = −∂3
µΩ

eff +
3∂µ∂MΩeff ∂2

µ∂MΩeff

∂2
MΩeff

− 3
(
∂µ∂MΩeff

)2
∂µ∂

2
MΩeff

(∂2
MΩeff)

2 +
∂3
MΩeff

(
∂µ∂MΩeff

)3
(∂2

MΩeff)
3 . (C1f)
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Here we only show the pure T or µ derivatives used in Sec. IV, but not the mixed ones. The second mixed derivative
and third mixed derivatives are

c̃1,1(T, µ,M) = −∂T∂µΩ
eff +

(
∂T∂MΩeff

) (
∂µ∂MΩeff

)
∂2
MΩeff

(C2)

c2,1(T, µ,M) = −∂2
T∂µΩ

eff +
2 ∂T∂µ∂χΩ

eff ∂T∂χΩ
eff + ∂µ∂χΩ

eff ∂2
T∂χΩ

eff

∂2
χΩ

eff

− ∂T∂χΩ
eff
(
2∂T∂

2
χΩ

eff ∂µ∂χΩ
eff + ∂T∂χΩ

eff ∂µ∂
2
χΩ

eff
)

(∂2
χΩ

eff)2
+

∂3
χΩ

eff (∂T∂χΩ
eff)2 ∂µ∂χΩ

eff

(∂2
χΩ

eff)3
(C3)

c1,2(T, µ,M) = −∂T∂
2
µΩ

eff +
2 ∂T∂µ∂χΩ

eff ∂µ∂χΩ
eff + ∂T∂χΩ

eff ∂2
µ∂χΩ

eff

∂2
χΩ

eff

− ∂µ∂χΩ
eff
(
∂T∂

2
χΩ

eff ∂µ∂χΩ
eff + 2∂T∂χΩ

eff ∂µ∂
2
χΩ

eff
)

(∂2
χΩ

eff)2
+

∂3
χΩ

eff ∂T∂χΩ
eff (∂µ∂χΩ

eff)2

(∂2
χΩ

eff)3
(C4)

The expressions required for the above calculations are as follows

First derivatives (3 terms): ∂TΩ
eff, ∂µΩ

eff, ∂MΩeff.

Second derivatives (6 terms): ∂2
TΩ

eff, ∂2
µΩ

eff, ∂2
MΩeff, ∂T∂µΩ

eff, ∂T∂MΩeff, ∂µ∂MΩeff.

Third derivatives (10 terms):

∂3
TΩ

eff, ∂3
µΩ

eff, ∂3
MΩeff, ∂2

T∂µΩ
eff, ∂2

T∂MΩeff, ∂2
µ∂TΩ

eff, ∂2
µ∂MΩeff, ∂2

M∂TΩ
eff, ∂2

M∂µΩ
eff, ∂T∂µ∂MΩeff.

The total number of unique derivatives required up to the third order derivatives is therefore 19.

NJL model with diquarks

When diquark pairing is included in the NJL model, an additional internal parameter ∆—the diquark conden-
sate—enters the effective potential. c̃ coefficients up to second order are presented below

c̃1,0(T, µ,M,∆) = −∂TΩ
eff, (C5a)

c̃0,1(T, µ,M,∆) = −∂µΩ
eff, (C5b)

c̃1,1(T, µ,M,∆) = −(∂T∂µΩ
eff)− 1

(∂M∂∆Ωeff)2 − (∂2
∆Ω

eff)(∂2
MΩeff)

[
((∂2

MΩeff)(∂µ∂∆Ω
eff)− (∂M∂∆Ω

eff)(∂µ∂MΩeff))(∂T∂∆Ω
eff)

+
(
(∂2

∆Ω
eff)(∂µ∂MΩeff)− (∂M∂∆Ω

eff)(∂µ∂∆Ω
eff)
)
(∂T∂MΩeff)

]
, (C5c)

c̃2,0(T, µ,M,∆) = −∂2
TΩ

eff − (∂2
MΩeff)(∂T∂∆Ω

eff)2 − 2(∂M∂∆Ω
eff)(∂T∂∆Ω

eff)(∂T∂MΩeff) + (∂2
∆Ω

eff)(∂T∂MΩeff)2

(∂M∂∆Ωeff)2 − (∂2
∆Ω

eff)(∂2
MΩeff)

,

(C5d)

c̃0,2(T, µ,M,∆) = −∂2
µΩ

eff − (∂2
MΩeff)(∂µ∂∆Ω

eff)2 − 2(∂M∂∆Ω
eff)(∂µ∂∆Ω

eff)(∂µ∂MΩeff) + (∂2
∆Ω

eff)(∂µ∂MΩeff)2

(∂M∂∆Ωeff)2 − (∂2
∆Ω

eff)(∂2
MΩeff)

.

(C5e)

The expressions required for these calculations are as follows

First derivatives (4 terms): ∂TΩ
eff, ∂µΩ

eff, ∂MΩeff, ∂∆Ω
eff.

Second derivatives (10 terms):

∂2
TΩ

eff, ∂2
µΩ

eff, ∂2
MΩeff, ∂2

∆Ω
eff, ∂T∂µΩ

eff, ∂T∂MΩeff, ∂T∂∆Ω
eff, ∂µ∂MΩeff, ∂µ∂∆Ω

eff, ∂M∂∆Ω
eff.
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Thus, the total number of unique derivatives required up to the second order derivatives is 14.
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