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Abstract

The role of finite volume effects on the various transport coefficients of strongly interacting

quark matter is analyzed in the Polyakov chiral SU(3) quark mean field model (PCQMF) at finite

temperatures and chemical potentials incorporating fermionic vacuum term. Using a non-zero lower

momentum cutoff and two different forms of the Polyakov loop potentials with quark back reaction,

we study the following viscous properties: specific shear viscosity (η/s), normalized bulk viscosity

(ζb/s), and conductivity properties: electrical conductivity (σel/T ), thermal conductivity (κ/T 2).

Along with this, some essential thermodynamic quantities in the context of transport properties,

such as the square of the speed of sound (c2s) and the specific heat (cv) at a constant volume, are

computed. Finite size effects are applied to the vacuum term and its influence on the effective

quark masses, thermodynamic quantities, and transport coefficients is studied. The temperature

dependence of the transport coefficients is obtained through the kinetic theory approach with the

relaxation time approximation. The size of the system has been found to have significant effects

on all transport coefficients. We find that all the transport coefficients increase as the size of the

system is reduced. We have also studied the specific sound channel (η+3ζb/4)/s and the bulk-to-

shear viscosity ratio ζb/η. The effect of finite size is found to be more prominent in the transition

region and vanishes at high T . The transition temperature Tχ is found to decrease as the system

size (characterized by R) decreases. At finite chemical potentials, Tχ is shifted to lower values

compared to the case of the vanishing chemical potential.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of transport coefficients in strongly interacting matter at finite temper-

atures and baryonic densities is a topic of increasing interest, with applications in diverse

scenarios. This inquiry is of particular relevance in the context of relativistic heavy-ion

collisions where elevated temperatures and lower densities are reached [1]. Notably, experi-

ments at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) at BNL and the Large Hadron Collider

(LHC) at CERN have generated deconfined states of quarks and gluons, known as quark-

gluon plasma (QGP) [2–4]. In contrast, at low temperatures and high densities, transport

coefficients may play a significant role in explaining many astrophysical phenomena in com-

pact stars [5, 6]. The experimental facilities at the Nuclotron-based Ion Collider Facility

(NICA) at JINR, Russia [7] and the Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR) at

GSI, Germany [8] are expected to probe matter at such densities and temperatures. Trans-

port coefficients such as shear viscosity η, bulk viscosity ζb, electrical conductivity σel, and

thermal conductivity κ offer invaluable insight into its collective flow, compressibility, and

response to electromagnetic fields [9, 10]. The QGP exhibits a specific shear viscosity (shear

viscosity to entropy density ratio, η/s) that nearly approaches the lower limit (η/s = 1/4π),

famously known as the Kovtun-Son-Starinets (KSS) bound [11], an attribute of strongly

coupled media. However, due to the property of asymptotic freedom, perturbative calcula-

tions in the high-temperature domain yield a value of η/s that surpasses the lower bound by

a factor of 10-20 [12, 13], seemingly indicative of a weakly interacting medium. This discrep-

ancy between experimental and theoretical values has spurred the utilization of alternative

methodologies to probe the viscous properties of hot QCD matter arising from heavy-ion

collisions.

The transport coefficient, the bulk viscosity ζb provides the information on the resis-

tance to fluid volume or density changes. Some analytical calculations grounded in effective

models have provided estimates for ζb in strongly interacting matter [14–17]. Similarly, the

electrical conductivity σel has garnered substantial interest regarding heavy-ion collisions.

This parameter governs the flow of charge carriers and is relevant in explaining the low-

mass dimuon enhancement [18, 19], closely related to restoring chiral symmetry. Also, the

transport coefficient, thermal conductivity κ, is of significance in high-density regimes where

thermal conduction in the medium is influential. The behaviour of thermal conductivity κ
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has been explored with various models in the literature [20–27].

In recent times, a range of effective QCD [25, 26, 28–31] and hadronic models [27, 32–

38] have been used to gain deeper insight into various transport coefficients. Additionally,

approaches such as transport simulations [39–41], Lattice QCD [42, 43], and functional

renormalisation group (FRG) [44] have contributed significantly. In Ref. [45], the Nambu-

Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model is used to study the role of elastic and inelastic scatterings on

η, κ, σel at vanishing as well as finite chemical potential and found that inelastic scattering

exists only above the Mott temperature where the medium behaves like a perfect fluid. In

Ref. [15], authors studied the behaviour of ζb near the phase transition using quasiparticle

approaches like the Ginzburg-Landau model and the scaling theory and showed that ζb is not

sensitive to the chiral phase transition. Polyakov linear sigma model (PLSM) model was used

to study the temperature dependence of the transport coefficients in Ref. [31]. In Ref. [46],

the parton-hadron-string-dynamics (PHSD) approach is used to study η and ζb of partonic

and hadronic matter and found that η/s shows a minimum while ζb/s shows a significant

rise near the critical temperature Tc. Authors in Ref. [47] used different versions of the NJL

model, like the PNJL model and the EPNJL model, to study the transport coefficients and

found that they contain the dynamics of both the chiral and deconfinement phase transitions.

In Ref. [10], the effect of the strong magnetic field on the σel and κ is studied using the

quasiparticle approach and found that it causes drastic enhancement in them. The impact

of non-extensivity on the transport coefficients was analyzed in Ref. [48] using the kinetic

theory approach. The authors found that σel and κ increase with increasing non-extensivity.

A comprehensive synthesis of these coefficients’ temperature dependencies reveals a decrease

in η(T ), σel(T ), and κ(T ) within the hadron phase, contrasting with an increase in these

quantities as a function of temperature in the quark phase[26–29]. An opposite trend is

observed for ζb(T ) [49–51]. Hence, near the transition temperature, a minimum is expected

in the value of η(T ), σel(T ), and κ(T ) [52–58]. In contrast, a maximum is expected in ζb(T )

[17, 28, 52, 59]. These collective findings underscore the crucial role of transport coefficients

in characterising the properties of QCD matter as a strongly interacting fluid.

The QGP produced in heavy-ion collisions exists within a confined volume, potentially

influencing its dynamical properties and, consequently, its transport coefficients. Surpris-

ingly, the close value of QGP’s η/s to the KSS bound suggests that the matter is susceptible

to quantum fluctuations [60]. Therefore, finite volume effects may play a significant role in

3



studying transport coefficients. To comprehend the impact of finite size effects, it is essential

to recognise the intricate dynamics of the fireball generated immediately after a heavy-ion

collision. This dynamic process hinges on various factors, such as the size of the colliding

nuclei, the energy of their centre of mass, and the impact parameter. The relativistic nu-

clear collision has been reported to create a hadronic fireball with a radius of 2 fm [61]. The

QGP matter produced in LHC and RHIC has been estimated to have a size range of 2− 10

fm [62, 63]. Studies of finite size effects on thermodynamics and phase transitions of QCD

matter have already demonstrated their considerable significance [64–74]. This motivates

us to investigate how the intricate dynamics of the fireball, shaped by factors like colliding

nuclei and impact parameters, influence the transport coefficients of the system, which serve

as invaluable tools in characterising the nature of phase transition [15].

The finite size effects for strongly interacting medium can be incorporated in the effective

models by two methods: by choosing the appropriate boundary conditions [75–79] or by

implementing a lower momentum infrared cutoff [72, 73, 80, 81]. Finite size effects in the

finite-temperature field theory are introduced by compactifying the four-momentum vari-

ables (k0, ~k). For the time component, this is done through the imaginary time formalism in

which one introduces an imaginary time τ ∈ [0, iβ], where β = T−1 [71]. This corresponds

to the generalized Matsubara prescription, which makes the energy component discretized

as k0 → ωn0
= 2π

β
(n0 +

1
2
), with n0 = 0,±1,±2, .. satisfying the anti-periodic boundary

conditions (APBC) for the fermion field. For the spatial coordinates, we restrict ourselves

to finite size or length R, i.e., ~k ∈ [0, R]. This corresponds to discretizing the momentum

component as ~k → ωn = 2π
R
(n+ c), with n = 0,±1,±2, .. [71]. Choosing the boundary con-

ditions of the fermion fields in the spatial direction means choosing the value of c such that

c = 0, 1/2 corresponds to APBC and PBC, respectively. Finite size effects with APBC and

PBC boundary conditions for the fermionic field have been incorporated into various models

[75–77, 82]. Finite size effects can also be implemented using the stationary wave condition

(SWC), which makes the quark wave function zero on the boundary [83]. Authors in Ref.

[73] used a one dimensional gas of non interacting bosons and showed that the discrete sum

in the momentum can be made continuous by implementing a lower momentum cut off. In

the Hadron Resonance Gas (HRG) model, the finite size effects with lower momentum cutoff

have been used to study the transport properties of hadronic matter [80, 81]. The transport

coefficients of quark matter were analysed in a finite volume Polyakov Nambu Jona Lasinio
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(PNJL) model, revealing a notable effect as the system size varied [60]. In addition to the

momentum discretization, the finite size effects should also contain surface and curvature

effects [84]. In the NJL model, the finite size effects have been incorporated by considering

spherical and cubic regions [78]. Finite volume effects have been taken into consideration

by the spherical boundary condition in the MIT bag model [79]. In the PNJL model, finite

size effects have been studied by employing multiple reflection expansion (MRE) formalism

where the density of states is modified by considering a spherical rather than a cubic volume

[68, 85].

We intend to investigate the transport coefficients within the finite volume Polyakov

chiral SU(3) quark mean field (PCQMF) model, which effectively describes QCD matter’s

thermodynamics and phase transition across a range of values for chemical potentials and

temperatures [86]. To introduce finite volume effects in the PCQMF model, we have imple-

mented a lower momentum cutoff, denoted as kmin = π
R
= λ (where R is the length of the

cubic volume) in the integrals of the equations of motion and transport coefficients. We have

neglected the surface and curvature effects for simplicity. In addition, we have examined the

influence of two different forms of the Polyakov loop potentials in the presence of the quark

back reaction. The presence of dynamical quarks alters gluons’ dynamics, replacing the usual

Polyakov loop potential with the QCD glue potential. Incorporating the quark back reaction

in the Polyakov loop significantly improves their agreement with lattice data [87, 88]. The

effect of the quark-improved Polyakov loop potential on the thermodynamics and transport

properties of the quark matter is studied. Furthermore, we have incorporated the fermionic

vacuum term into the framework of the PCQMF model. A detailed examination of how the

vacuum term is affected by finite size effects has been conducted. We compute the transport

coefficients across various temperatures and densities using the kinetic theory approach and

the relaxation time approximation. We incorporate the quark back reaction by replacing the

pure gauge temperature TYM with the glue potential temperature Tglue. Finite size effects

alter the in-medium dispersion relations, subsequently modifying the transport coefficients.

The article is organised as follows: In Sec. IIA, we briefly introduce the Polyakov ex-

tended chiral SU(3) quark mean field model. The Polyakov loop potentials used in the

present work are introduced in Sec. IIA 1. The implementation of finite size effects in the

PCQMF model are discussed in Sec. IIA 2. Mathematical expressions of the transport co-

efficients: shear viscosity (η), bulk viscosity (ζb), electrical conductivity (σel), and thermal
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conductivity (κ) are discussed in Sec. II B. In Sec. III, the impact of finite size and vari-

ous chemical potentials on the transport coefficients are presented. Finally, in Sec. IV, we

summarise the results of the present work.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Polyakov chiral SU(3) quark mean field model

We employ the PCQMF model in finite volume to investigate the temperature dependence

of various transport coefficients of the QGP matter. This model incorporates quark-meson

and meson-meson interactions and is based on QCD’s broken scale invariance property [89–

91]. The PCQMF model is an extension of the chiral SU(3) quark mean field (CQMF)

model in which the Polyakov loop is introduced to study the deconfinement transition. The

PCQMF model has been first applied to study the thermodynamics and phase transition of

quark matter [86]. The fluctuations of conserved charges have been studied using this model

in Ref. [92]. The effect of finite size on the thermodynamic properties has been studied using

the PCQMF model in Ref. [64]. This model has been recently used to study the impact of

non-extensivity on the chiral and deconfinement phase transition of the QCD matter [93].

At finite temperatures and chemical potential, the model describes the interactions between

quarks by exchanging meson fields (both scalar and vector). Specifically, the scalar meson

fields σ, ζ , and δ which are responsible for the attractive part of the interactions, the vector

meson fields ω, ρ and φ accounting for the repulsive interactions, and the Polyakov fields Φ

and Φ̄ for investigating the characteristics of deconfinement phase transitions are considered

in the present study. Furthermore, the model introduces a scalar dilaton field, χ, also called

the glueball field, to incorporate the phenomenon of broken scale invariance [94, 95]. The

effective Lagrangian of the PCQMF model for three flavoured quark matter consists of two

parts [86]

LPCQMF = Lchiral − U(Φ(~x), Φ̄(~x), T ), (1)

where the chiral part is represented by

Lchiral = Lq0 + Lqm + LΣΣ + LV V + LSB + L∆m (2)
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consisting of the fermionic part, Lq0 = ψ̄ iγµ∂µψ, with ψ = (u, d, s). Lqm represents the

interactions between quark and meson and is given by

Lqm = gs
(

ψ̄LMψR + ψ̄RM
+ψL

)

− gv
(

ψ̄Lγ
µlµψL + ψ̄Rγ

µrµψR

)

, (3)

where gv(gs) are vector (scalar) coupling constants. The spin-0 scalar (Σ) and pseudoscalar

(Π) mesons are expressed as [89]

M(M †) = Σ± iΠ =
1√
2

8
∑

a=0

(σa ± iπa)λa, (4)

where σa(πa) represent the scalar (pseudoscalar) meson nonets and λa are the Gell-Mann

matrices with λ0 =
√

2
3
1. Similarly, spin-1 vector (Vµ) and pseudovector (Aµ) mesons are

introduced through [89]

lµ(rµ) =
1

2
(Vµ ± Aµ) =

1

2
√
2

8
∑

a=0

(vaµ ± aaµ)λ
a, (5)

with vaµ (aaµ) being vector (pseudovector) meson nonets [89]. The interaction Lagrangian LM

is described by,

LM = LΣΣ + LV V + LSB, (6)

with the scalar meson self-interaction term LΣΣ in the mean-field approximation is expressed

as

LΣΣ = −1
2
k0χ

2 (σ2 + ζ2 + δ2) + k1 (σ
2 + ζ2 + δ2)

2

+k2

(

σ4

2
+ δ4

2
+ 3σ2δ2 + ζ4

)

+ k3χ (σ
2 − δ2) ζ − k4χ

4

−1
4
χ4lnχ4

χ4
0

+ d
3
χ4ln

((

(σ2−δ2)ζ
σ2
0
ζ0

)

(

χ3

χ3
0

)

)

. (7)

The PCQMF model is based on the broken scale invariance of QCD, which is introduced

through a scale-breaking term in the Lagrangian density [94–96]. The last two logarithmic

terms in the above equation introduce this scale-breaking effect [97]. The vacuum value of

σ and ζ fields is σ0 = −fπ = −93 MeV and ζ0 =
1√
2
(fπ − 2fK) = −95.47 MeV, respectively.

Here, fπ and fK are the pion and kaon decay constants, respectively. The term LV V in Eq.

(6) describes the vector meson self-interaction and is given by

LV V =
1

2

χ2

χ2
0

(

m2
ωω

2 +m2
ρρ

2 +m2
φφ

2
)

+ g4
(

ω4 + 6ω2ρ2 + ρ4 + 2φ4
)

, (8)

7



with mω, mρ, mφ being the vector meson masses which can be written as [97]

m2
ω = m2

ρ =
m2

v

1− 1
2
µσ2

, and m2
φ =

m2
v

1− µζ2
. (9)

The vacuum mass of the vector meson mv = 673.6 MeV and density parameter µ = 2.34 fm2

are fixed to produce mφ = 1020 MeV and mω = 783 MeV. The term, LSB in Eq.(2) repre-

sents the spontaneous symmetry-breaking term responsible for giving masses to pseudoscalar

mesons and is written as [89, 90, 98]

LSB = −χ
2

χ2
0

(hxσ + hyζ) , (10)

where hx = m2
πfπ and hy = (

√
2m2

KfK − 1√
2
m2

πfπ). The term L∆m in Eq. (2) is an

additional mass term which helps to generate the exact mass of s quark, is represented by

L∆m = −∆msψ̄Sψ, where ∆ms = 29 MeV and S = 1
3

(

I − λ8
√
3
)

= diag(0, 0, 1).

1. Polyakov loop potentials

The Polyakov loop potential mimics the quark-gluon interactions and serves as a tool

for studying deconfinement phase transition by introducing the Polyakov field Φ and its

conjugate Φ̄ [99, 100]. The functional form of the effective Polyakov loop potential is not

unique and depends on the centre symmetry of the pure gauge sector. The various parame-

ters associated with distinct Polyakov loop potentials can be determined by analysing pure

gauge lattice data when the chemical potential is set to zero [101]. For the present study,

we have used two forms of Polyakov loop potentials: the polynomial form Polyakov loop po-

tential UP(Φ, Φ̄) and the logarithm form Polyakov loop potential UL(Φ, Φ̄). The polynomial

parameterised effective Polyakov loop potential is defined as [100, 102]

UP(Φ, Φ̄)

T 4
= −b2(T )

2
Φ̄Φ− b3

6
(Φ3 + Φ̄3) +

b4
4
(Φ̄Φ)2, (11)

with a temperature-dependent coefficient

b2(T ) = a0 + a1

(

T0
T

)

+ a2

(

T0
T

)2

+ a3

(

T0
T

)3

. (12)

The corresponding parameters which are fitted using lattice data are a0 = 6.75, a1 = −1.95,

a2 = 2.625, a3 = −7.44, b3 = 0.75, b4 = 7.5 [88].
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The polynomial form of the Polyakov loop potential is improved by introducing the

SU(3) Haar measure [103], which introduces a Jacobian determinant. The logarithm of this

determinant is included as an effective potential in the action’s generating functional [99].

The resulting logarithmic form of effective Polyakov loop potential considered in the present

work is written as [99, 104, 105]

UL(Φ, Φ̄)

T 4
= −a(T )

2
Φ̄Φ + b(T )ln

[

1− 6Φ̄Φ + 4(Φ̄3 + Φ3)− 3(Φ̄Φ)2
]

, (13)

with the temperature-dependent coefficients:

a(T ) = a0 + a1

(

T0
T

)

+ a2

(

T0
T

)2

, b(T ) = b3

(

T0
T

)3

. (14)

The corresponding parameters are: a0 = 1.81, a1 = −2.47, a2 = 15.2 and b3 = −1.75

[86, 92]. Unlike UP(Φ, Φ̄), the logarithmic form UL(Φ, Φ̄) bounds the expectation value of

Φ, Φ̄ from below at high temperatures [106, 107]. This is because the logarithmic term in

Eq. (13) diverges as Φ, Φ̄ → 1 and therefore Φ, Φ̄ remains smaller than 1 and approaches

this value asymptotically as T → ∞.

The parameter T0 = 270 MeV is the critical temperature for the phase transition of

deconfinement in the pure gauge sector (µ = 0) [106, 108]. However, in the presence of

fermionic fields, T0 becomes dependent on Nf and is adjusted to lower values to produce

better lattice results [108, 109]. The behaviour of the gluons responsible for creating the

Polyakov loop potential changes due to the inclusion of dynamical quarks [87]. Including

quark back reaction results in replacing the Polyakov loop potential with the QCD glue

potential. In Ref. [87], authors include the quark back reaction within the Polyakov quark

meson (PQM) model and found significant differences between the results of the pure gauge

Polyakov loop potential UYM and the glue Polyakov loop potential Uglue. Ref. [88] used the

renormalized 2 + 1 flavour quark meson model (RQM) to study the chiral and deconfinement

phase transition. They found that the inclusion of the quark back reaction results in shifting

the CEP to lower values of temperatures while the shift in the chemical potential is negligible.

The temperature of the pure gauge system TYM is related to the temperature of the glue

potential Tglue as [87]

TYM − T YM
0

T YM
0

= 0.57
Tglue − T glue

0

T glue
0

. (15)

Denoting UYM as the Polyakov loop potential used so far, the improved glue Polyakov loop
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potential, Uglue can be constructed as

Uglue(Φ, Φ̄, Tglue)

Tglue
=

UYM(Φ, Φ̄, TYM)

TYM
. (16)

For the replacement procedure, we have used T → T YM
0

(

1 + 0.57
(

Tglue

T glue
0

−1

))

in the RHS of

the Polyakov loop potentials with T0 being T YM
0 [88]. We have taken T YM

0 = T glue
0 = 200

MeV in our calculations.

2. Finite size effects

As discussed in Sec. I, we have used the lower momentum infrared cutoff to introduce

the finite size effects within the PCQMF model. The infinite sum over discrete momentum

values is approximated by integration over continuous momentum variation while retaining

the infrared cutoff. In the present work, we have introduced the fermion vacuum term in

the PCQMF model, which is found to have a critical role in PQM, NJL, and PNJL models

[60, 110, 111]. Owing to these changes in the mean-field approximation, the thermodynamic

potential density of the PCQMF model is given by

ΩPCQMF = Ωvac + U(Φ, Φ̄, T )− LM − Vvac +
∑

i=u,d,s

−γikBT
(2π)3

∫ ∞

λ

d3k
{

lnF− + lnF+
}

. (17)

In the above equation, the term Ωvac is the fermion vacuum contribution term expressed as

Ωvac = −2Nc

∑

i=u,d,s

∫ ∞

λ

d3k

(2π)3
E∗

i (k). (18)

The above integral is regularized by employing dimensional regularization within the finite

volume to obtain [112]

Ωvac = − Nc

8π2

∑

i=u,d,s

[

m∗4
i ln

(

λ+
√

λ2 +m∗2
i

Λ0

)

− λ
√

λ2 +m∗2
i (2λ2 +m∗2

i )

]

. (19)

Here, Λ0 is the regularization scale parameter. It is important to note that if the lower

momentum cutoff λ is removed, the above equation reduces to

Ωvac

∣

∣

λ→0
= − Nc

(8π2)

∑

i=u,d,s

m∗2
i ln

(

mi

Λ0

)

, (20)

which is the usual vacuum term obtained after dimensional regularization within infinite

volume [113]. In Ref. [112], authors used the extended PQM model and observed that

10



considering the finite size in the vacuum term leads to a decrease in the effective masses

of quarks with decreasing size of the system at lower temperatures. They pointed out that

what’s crucial is not simply the existence of the vacuum contribution but rather how it is

treated, i.e., its finite or infinite size.

The term U(Φ, Φ̄, T ) in Eq. (17) represents the Polyakov loop potential discussed in Sec.

IIA 1. The meson interaction term LM is given by Eq. (6). The subtraction of the term

Vvac in Eq. (17) is performed to achieve zero vacuum energy. In the last term of Eq. (17)

γi = 2 is the spin degeneracy factor, and

F− = 1 + e−3E−

+ 3Φe−E−

+ 3Φ̄e−2E−

, (21)

F+ = 1 + e−3E+

+ 3Φ̄e−E+

+ 3Φe−2E+

, (22)

with E+ = (E∗
i (k) + µi

∗)/kBT and E− = (E∗
i (k) − µi

∗)/kBT . Here, E∗
i (k) =

√

m∗2
i + k2

represents the effective energy of a single quasiparticle.

The chemical potential of quarks within the medium µi
∗ is related to the chemical po-

tential µi in free space through the relation

µi
∗ = µi − giωω − giφφ− giρρ, (23)

where giω, g
i
φ, and giρ represent the coupling coefficients between various quarks and the

vector meson fields. The effective quark mass, mi
∗, is given by

mi
∗ = −giσσ − giζζ − giδδ +∆mi, (24)

with giσ, g
i
ζ , and g

i
δ representing the coupling constants that quantify the interaction strength

between scalar fields and various quarks. At zero temperature and baryon chemical potential,

quark masses are obtained by mu = md = − gs√
2
σ0 and ms = −gsζ0 +∆ms. The parameters

giσ and giζ are determined by adjusting them to mu = md = 313 MeV and ms = = 490 MeV

[97]. The equations of motion of the fields are obtained after minimizing Ω in Eq. (17) with

respect to σ, ζ , δ, χ, ω, ρ, φ, Φ, and Φ̄ as,

∂Ω

∂σ
=
∂Ω

∂ζ
=
∂Ω

∂δ
=
∂Ω

∂χ
=
∂Ω

∂ω
=
∂Ω

∂ρ
=
∂Ω

∂φ
=
∂Ω

∂Φ
=
∂Ω

∂Φ̄
= 0. (25)

The coupled equations so obtained are:
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∂Ω

∂σ
= k0χ

2σ − 4k1
(

σ2 + ζ2 + δ2
)

σ − 2k2
(

σ3 + 3σδ2
)

− 2k3χσζ

− d

3
χ4

(

2σ

σ2 − δ2

)

+

(

χ

χ0

)2

hx −
(

χ

χ0

)2

mωω
2∂mω

∂σ
−
(

χ

χ0

)2

mρρ
2∂mρ

∂σ

−
∑

i=u,d

giσ

(

ρsi −
Ncm

∗
i

8π2

[

−4λ
√

λ2 +m∗2
i +m∗2

i

(

1 + 4ln
λ+

√

λ2 +m∗2
i

Λ0

)])

= 0,(26)

∂Ω

∂ζ
= k0χ

2ζ − 4k1
(

σ2 + ζ2 + δ2
)

ζ − 4k2ζ
3 − k3χ

(

σ2 − δ2
)

− d

3

χ4

ζ

+

(

χ

χ0

)2

hy −
(

χ

χ0

)2

mφφ
2∂mφ

∂ζ

− gsζ

(

ρss −
Ncm

∗
s

8π2

[

−4λ
√

λ2 +m∗2
s +m∗2

s

(

1 + 4ln
λ+

√

λ2 +m∗2
s

Λ0

)])

= 0, (27)

∂Ω

∂δ
= k0χ

2δ − 4k1
(

σ2 + ζ2 + δ2
)

δ − 2k2
(

δ3 + 3σ2δ
)

+ 2k3χδζ +
2

3
dχ4

(

δ

σ2 − δ2

)

−
∑

i=u,d

giδ

(

ρsi −
Ncm

∗
i

8π2

[

−4λ
√

λ2 +m∗2
i +m∗2

i

(

1 + 4ln
λ+

√

λ2 +m∗2
i

Λ0

)])

= 0, (28)

∂Ω

∂χ
= k0χ

(

σ2 + ζ2 + δ2
)

− k3
(

σ2 − δ2
)

ζ + χ3

[

1 + ln

(

χ4

χ4
0

)]

+ (4k4 − d)χ3

− 4

3
dχ3ln

(

(

(σ2 − δ2) ζ

σ2
0ζ0

)(

χ

χ0

)3
)

+
2χ

χ2
0

[hxσ + hyζ ]

− χ

χ2
0

(mω
2ω2 +mρ

2ρ2 +mφ
2φ2) = 0, (29)

∂Ω

∂ω
=
χ2

χ2
0

m2
ωω + 4g4ω

3 + 12g4ωρ
2 −

∑

i=u,d

giωρi = 0, (30)

∂Ω

∂ρ
=
χ2

χ2
0

m2
ρρ+ 4g4ρ

3 + 12g4ω
2ρ −

∑

i=u,d

giρρi = 0, (31)

∂Ω

∂φ
=
χ2

χ2
0

m2
φφ+ 8g4φ

3 − gsφρs = 0, (32)
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∂Ω

∂Φ
=

[−a(T )Φ̄
2

− 6b(T )(Φ̄− 2Φ2 + Φ̄2Φ)

1− 6Φ̄Φ + 4(Φ̄3 + Φ3)− 3(Φ̄Φ)2

]

T 4 −
∑

i=u,d,s

2kBTNC

(2π)3

∫ ∞

0

d3k

[

e−(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT

(

1 + e−3(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φe−(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φ̄e−2(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT
)

+
e−2(E∗

i (k)+µi
∗)/kBT

(

1 + e−3(E∗
i (k)+µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φ̄e−(E∗
i (k)+µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φe−2(E∗
i (k)+µi

∗)/kBT
)

]

= 0, (33)

and

∂Ω

∂Φ̄
=

[−a(T )Φ
2

− 6b(T )(Φ− 2Φ̄2 + Φ2Φ̄)

1− 6Φ̄Φ + 4(Φ̄3 + Φ3)− 3(Φ̄Φ)2

]

T 4 −
∑

i=u,d,s

2kBTNC

(2π)3

∫ ∞

0

d3k

[

e−2(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT

(

1 + e−3(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φe−(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φ̄e−2(E∗
i (k)−µi

∗)/kBT
)

+
e−(E∗

i (k)+µi
∗)/kBT

(

1 + e−3(E∗
i (k)+µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φ̄e−(E∗
i (k)+µi

∗)/kBT + 3Φe−2(E∗
i (k)+µi

∗)/kBT
)

]

= 0. (34)

The scalar density ρsi and the number (vector) density ρi of the quarks are defined as

ρsi = γiNc

∫ ∞

λ

d3k

(2π)3
m∗

i

E∗
i (k)

(

fi(k) + f̄i(k)
)

, (35)

ρi = γiNc

∫ ∞

λ

d3k

(2π)3

(

fi(k)− f̄i(k)
)

, (36)

respectively, where fi(k) and f̄i(k) are the Fermi distribution functions for quark and anti-

quark at finite temperature, respectively, and are given by

fi =
Φe−E−

+ 2Φ̄e−2E−

+ e−3E−

[1 + 3Φe−E− + 3Φ̄e−2E− + e−3E−]
, (37)

f̄i =
Φ̄e−E+

+ 2Φe−2E+

+ e−3E+

[1 + 3Φ̄e−E+ + 3Φe−2E+ + e−3E+ ]
. (38)

Furthermore, the list of parameters of the PCQMF model used in the present work is

summarized in Table I. The parameters are fitted to produce the correct vacuum masses of

the π,K, σ mesons and average masses of η and η
′

[97]. The baryon, isospin, and strangeness

chemical potentials for asymmetric quark matter are defined through the relations µB =

3
2
(µu + µd), µI = 1

2
(µu − µd), and µS = 1

2
(µu + µd − 2µs), respectively. Here, µu, µd, µs are

the chemical potentials of the up, down, and strange quarks, respectively.
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B. Transport coefficients

In the present manuscript, we investigate transport coefficients η, ζb, σel, and κ within

the context of the PCQMF model and examine their modifications due to the finite size

consideration of the medium. The transport coefficients for a system in a hydrodynamical

regime can be calculated by employing the Kubo formalism [45, 114] where the relaxation

time is assumed to be smaller than the lifetime of the system. Within this assumption,

the departure of the system from equilibrium contains only linear terms in the spatial and

temporal gradients of thermodynamic parameters, e.g. T, v, etc. The expressions of the

transport coefficients obtained using such a formalism are exactly the same as those derived

within a quasiparticle approach in the kinetic theory under the relaxation time approxima-

tion (RTA) [12, 26, 28, 52]. In this work, we shall follow the kinetic theory approach to

calculate the expressions for the transport coefficients. The transport coefficients η, ζb, σel, κ

can be determined using the Boltzmann transport equation, which can be written in the

relaxation time approximation (RTA) as [10]

∂f
′

i

∂t
+

~k

m∗
i

.~∇f ′

i + ~F .
∂f

′

i

∂~k
=

(

∂f
′

i

∂t

)

coll

= −1

τ
(f

′

i (~x,
~k, t)− fi(~x,~k, t)), (39)

where ~F is the force field acting on the particles in the medium, fi is the local equilibrium

distribution of quarks given in Eq. (37) and f
′

i is the non-equilibrium distribution function

for the quark. To study the transport coefficients, we are interested in small departures of

the distribution function from the equilibrium in the hydrodynamic limit, and we define

δfi(~x,~k, t) = f
′

i (~x,
~k, t)− fi(~x,~k, t). (40)

The transport coefficients of the relativistic fluid are calculated with the help of necessary

macroscopic quantities: the energy-momentum tensor Tµν describes the energy and momen-

tum density of the system, the four-dimensional quark baryon current Qµ represents the

flow of baryon charge, and the electric current Jµ captures the flow of electric charge. Con-

sidering the three flavour quark and antiquark, these macroscopic quantities are expressed

in the kinetic theory as [47]

Tµν = 2NcNf

∫

d3k

(2π)3
kµkν

E∗
i

(f
′

i + f̄
′

i ), (41)

Qµ = 2NcNf

∫

d3k

(2π)3
kµ

E∗
i

(f
′

i − f̄
′

i ), (42)
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Jµ = 2Nc

∑

i=u,d,s

∫

d3k

(2π)3
kµ

E∗
i

(eif
′

i + eīf̄
′

i ), (43)

where Nc = Nf = 3 are the colour and flavour degeneracy, respectively; eu,ū = ±2/3,

ed/s,d̄/s̄ = ∓1/3; kµ = (E∗
i ,
~k) is the particle four-momentum.

The shear viscosity η and the bulk viscosity ζb can be calculated by splitting the ideal

and dissipative parts of Tµν , Q
µ is related to the thermal conductivity κ while σel can be

estimated from the microscopic version of Ohm’s law. The specific mathematical expressions

are given as [26, 47, 56]

T µν = T µν
0 +∆T µν , (44)

Qµ = Qµ
0 +∆Qµ, (45)

~J = σel ~E, (46)

where the dissipative parts are given by [26]

∆T µν = η

(

DµDν +DνDµ +
2

3
∆µνδαu

α

)

− ζbδαu
α, (47)

∆Qµ = κ
T 2

h
∆µνDν

(µ

T

)

. (48)

A detailed derivation of the transport coefficients, η, ζb, σel and κ obtained through the

kinetic theory in the RTA can be seen in Refs. [41, 52, 115, 116] and through the one loop

diagram approximation in the quasiparticle Kubo approach in Refs. [27, 35, 45]. These

expressions are outlined below [45, 60]

η =
2Nc

15T

∑

i=u,d,s

∫

d3k

(2π)3
τ

(

k2

E∗
i

)2

[fi(1− fi) + f̄i(1− f̄i)], (49)

ζb =
2Nc

T

∑

i=u,d,s

∫

d3k

(2π)3
τ

1

E∗2
i

[(

1

3
− c2s

)

k2 − c2sm
∗2
i + c2sm

∗
iT
dm∗

i

dT

]2

[

fi(1− fi) + f̄i(1− f̄i)
]

, (50)

σel =
2Nc

3T

∑

i=u,d,s

e2i

∫

d3k

(2π)3
τ

(

k

E∗
i

)2

[fi(1− fi) + f̄i(1− f̄i)], (51)
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κ =
2Nc

3T 2

∑

i=u,d,s

∫

d3k

(2π)3
τ

(

k

E∗
i

)2

[(E∗
i − h)2fi(1− fi) + (E∗

i + h)2

f̄i(1− f̄i)]. (52)

Notably, fi and f̄i represent equilibrium distribution functions for quarks and antiquarks

given in Eqs. (37) and (38), respectively. The term c2s is the squared speed of sound, which

at constant entropy is defined by c2s =
(

∂p
∂ǫ

)

s
= s

cv
, where the pressure p = −Ω, the energy

ǫ = Ω +
∑

i µi
∗ρi + Ts, the entropy s = −∂Ω

∂T
, and the specific heat cv =

(

∂ǫ
∂T

)

V
. The heat

function h = (ǫ + p)/ρ, where ρ is the net quark density. This quantity diverges at µ = 0

where ρ vanishes.

In order to calculate the transport coefficients, given by Eqs. (49) - (52), we need to

know the relaxation time τ , which refers to the timescale over which the collisions cause the

distribution function to relax to an equilibrium state and is given as [115]

τ =
1

5.1Tα2
S log(

1
αS

)(1 + 0.12(2Nf + 1))
. (53)

In above, αS is the strong coupling constant dependent on temperature T and quark chemical

potential µ and is written as [117, 118]

αS(T, µ) =
6π

(33− 2Nf) log
(

T
ΛT

√

1 + ( µ
πT

)2
)



1− 3(153− 19Nf)

(33− 2Nf )2

log
(

2 log T
ΛT

√

1 + ( µ
πT

)2
)

log
(

T
ΛT

√

1 + ( µ
πT

)2
)



 ,

(54)

with ΛT = 70 MeV [118]. Notably, Eq. (53) is valid for the massless quarks. However, as

discussed in Ref. [119], the effect of the mass of the quarks on the relaxation time is small.

In the present work, we have used the relaxation time given in Eq. (53) to calculate the

transport coefficients.

k0 k1 k2 k3 k4 gs gv g4 d ρ0(fm−3)

0.2002 2.3882 -19.4995 -4.7334 -0.06 4.76 4 37.5 0.002 0.15

σ0 (MeV) ζ0(MeV) χ0(MeV) mπ(MeV) fπ(MeV) mK(MeV) fK(MeV) mω(MeV) mφ(MeV) mρ( MeV)

-93 -95.47 254.6 139 93 496 115 783 1020 783

guσ gdσ gsσ guζ gdζ gsζ guδ gdδ gsδ guω

3.36 3.36 0 0 0 4.76 3.36 -3.36 0 3.86

gdω gsω guφ gdφ gsφ guρ gdρ gsρ Λ0 (MeV)

3.86 0 0 0 5.46 3.86 -3.86 0 600

TABLE I. The list of parameters used in the present work.
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we will discuss the effects of finite volume on the transport coefficients of

quark matter within the framework of the Polyakov chiral SU(3) quark mean-field model.

As discussed earlier, the effects of finite volume, characterized by the length of the cubic

volume R, come into the picture by substituting k = 0 with k = λ = π/R in the lower

limit of the integration in Eq. (17). This causes a modification in the values of scalar fields

σ, ζ, and δ, which in turn modifies the effective mass, m∗
i , of quarks through Eq. (24).

Additionally, the lower momentum cutoff is also applied to the equations of the transport

coefficients, η, ζb, σel and κ given in Eqs. (49) - (52). We have also implemented the finite

size to the fermion vacuum term presented in Eq. (19) and examined its impact on the

effective quark masses, thermodynamic properties, and transport coefficients. Along with

the finite size effects, we have considered the influence of polynomial and logarithmic forms

of the Polyakov loop potentials with quark back reaction, defined using Eqs. (11) and (13),

on the transport properties .

We begin by discussing the influence of finite size effects on the scalar fields σ and ζ

which contribute to the medium modification of the effective quark masses. In Fig. 1, we

plot the scalar fields, σ and ζ as a function of temperature T , at baryon chemical potentials

µB = 0 and 600 MeV, with T glue
0 fixed at 200 MeV. The results are shown for the system

sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, for the polynomial form of the Polyakov loop potential UP as

well as the logarithmic form UL. We observe that the magnitude of the scalar fields decreases

with an increase in the temperature of the medium. This reduction in the strength of the

scalar fields at higher temperatures may signify the restoration of chiral symmetry. For a

given value of temperature T , a decrease in the system size from R = ∞ to 3 fm results in a

decrease in the magnitude of the scalar fields, σ and ζ . The influence of the finite size on the

magnitude of the scalar fields appears to be more prominent in the low T region as compared

to higher T . For example, at zero baryon chemical potential and temperature T = 100 MeV,

for the Polyakov loop potential UL, the magnitude of the σ field decreases from 92.7 MeV

at R = ∞ to 57.2 MeV at R = 3 fm. This suggests the earlier restoration of the chiral

symmetry in a system with finite volume. The subplots (b) and (d) of Fig. 1 show the

variations of the scalar fields, σ and ζ , with temperature T , at µB = 600 MeV and system

sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm. The isospin asymmetry in the medium is introduced through
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an isospin chemical potential µI = −30 MeV, while the strangeness chemical potential is

fixed at µS = 125 MeV. The values of µI and µS chosen in the present study are motivated

by Refs. [120–122], which explore the typical values of these chemical potentials in heavy-

ion collision experiments. We observe that at low temperatures, as the baryon chemical

potential is increased from zero to a finite value, the magnitude of the scalar fields decreases

drastically. For both Polyakov loop potential UL and UP , at temperature T = 150 MeV

and system size R = ∞, the magnitude of σ field drops by about 57% as the value of µB is

increased from 0 to 600 MeV. This may signify the restoration of chiral symmetry at lower

temperatures for increasing values of baryon chemical potential, which may be significant

for future experimental facilities such as FAIR and NICA aimed to explore the QCD phase

diagram at higher baryon chemical potential. At µB = 600 MeV and T = 150 MeV, the

magnitude of the σ field is decreased by about 44% when the system size changes from

R = ∞ to 3 fm.

In the chiral limit, the quark condensate is expected to vanish completely at critical

temperature Tχ. At nonvanishing quark mass, the quark condensate requires some renor-

malization. Therefore, in order to compute the transition temperature of the chiral phase

transition, we have calculated the subtracted chiral condensate defined as [123]

∆l,s(T ) =
〈ψ̄ψ〉l,T − m̂l

m̂s
〈ψ̄ψ〉s,T

〈ψ̄ψ〉l,0 − m̂l

m̂s
〈ψ̄ψ〉s,0

. (55)

In the PCQMF model, this term can be written as

∆l,s(T ) =
σ − hx

hy
ζ

σ0 − hx

hy
ζ0
, (56)

where we have replaced the light quark condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉l,T and strange quark condensate

〈ψ̄ψ〉s,T with the non-strange σ and strange ζ field, respectively. As they are proportional to

the chiral condensate 〈σx〉 and 〈σy〉, see, e.g., Ref. [86]. In addition, the ratio of symmetry-

breaking parameters hx and hy as they are directly related to the bare quark masses m̂l and

m̂s [124]. In Fig. 2, we plot the temperature variations of ∆l,s (subplots (a) and (b))and its

temperature derivative d∆l,s/dT (subplots (c) and (d)), for the Polyakov loop potentials UL

and UP , at R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm and µB = 0 and 600 MeV. The result at vanishing baryon

chemical potential µB is compared with the lattice data [125]. The location of the chiral

transition temperature Tχ can be obtained from the peak of the derivative of subtracted
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condensate d∆l,s/dT . We observe that, with decreasing system size (R = ∞ → 3 fm),

the transition becomes smoother and is shifted towards lower temperature values, as can

be seen in Fig. 2 (c). This is consistent with the lattice calculations where the transition

temperature is observed to shift to lower temperatures for smaller system size [126, 127]. At

µB = 0 MeV, the value of Tχ is lower (Tχ = 166 MeV) for UP compared to UL (Tχ = 171

MeV) at R = ∞. This implies that the chiral transition is sensitive to the particular form of

the Polyakov loop potential considered. However, as the system size decreases from R = ∞
to 5 fm and 3 fm, the value of Tχ shifts to 163 MeV (167 MeV) and 149 MeV (150 MeV)

for UP (UL), respectively. This shows that the chiral transition becomes less sensitive to the

form of the Polyakov loop for finite size systems. From Fig. 2(d), we observe that at baryon

chemical potential µB = 600 MeV and system size R = ∞, the values of the transition

temperature Tχ for the chiral phase transition is found to be 129 and 133 MeV, for the

Polyakov loop potentials UP and UL, respectively. This implies a shift in the chiral phase

transition to lower temperatures with increasing baryon chemical potential. Decreasing the

system size to R = 3 fm results in further shifting Tχ to 112 MeV and 111 MeV, for UL

and UP , respectively. In conclusion, we observe that the chiral phase transition is shifted

towards lower temperatures when considering a system with finite size, and this shift is more

for finite baryon chemical potential.

In Fig. 3, we explore the system size dependence in the effective quark masses m∗
u, m

∗
d,

and m∗
s as a function of temperature T , under the change of R from ∞ to 5 fm and 3 fm.

We show the results at baryon chemical potentials µB = 0 and 600 MeV, for the Polyakov

loop potentials UL and UP . The temperature dependence of the effective masses of quarks

is determined by the temperature dependent scalar fields σ, ζ and δ, as is evident in Eq.

(24). The effective quark masses are observed to decrease with increasing temperature T .

This happens as the system may transition from a confined state of hadrons to a phase

of deconfined QGP at higher temperatures. Interestingly, at zero baryon chemical poten-

tial (subplots (a), (c), and (e) of Fig. 3), we observe a dramatic decrease in the effective

quark masses as the system size is decreased from R = ∞ to 3 fm. This decrease in the

effective quark masses due to the decreasing size of the system is more prominent in the

low-temperature regime and is negligible at high-temperature values. At µB = 0 MeV and

T = 100 MeV, when going from R = ∞ to 3 fm, we see that the effective masses of u and

d quarks m∗
u,d decrease by 38%, for both UL and UP . For the effective mass of the strange
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FIG. 1. (Colour online) The scalar fields σ and ζ are plotted as a function of temperature T for

lengths of cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at baryon chemical potential µB = 0 MeV [in

subplots (a) and (c)], and baryon chemical potential µB = 600 MeV, isospin chemical potential

µI = −30 MeV, and strangeness chemical potential µS = 125 MeV [in subplots (b) and (d)], for

both logarithmic Polyakov loop potential UL and polynomial Polyakov loop potential UP .

quark m∗
s, we find this decrease to be about 20%. This decrease in the effective masses

of quarks for smaller size systems (low R) at low temperatures may result from the early

chiral symmetry restoration, as discussed earlier in Figs. 1 and 2. As a result, the effective

mass of quarks is lesser for smaller systems in that temperature regime. A similar impact

of finite system size is observed in the PNJL and PQM model with finite size consideration

in the vacuum term [60, 112]. This result contrasts behaviour to the results previously ob-

tained in the PCQMF model [64], where the quark masses increase for smaller systems in

the high T region. This may be due to the inclusion of the fermionic vacuum term in the

thermodynamic potential in the present work.
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FIG. 2. (Colour online) The subtracted chiral condensate ∆l,s is plotted as a function of tempera-

ture T [in subplots (a) and (b)], and its derivative d∆l,s/dT [in subplots (b) and (d)], with µB = 0

MeV and µB = 600 MeV at system size R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, for Polyakov loop potentials UL

and UP .

From subplots (b),(d), and (f) of Fig. 3, we observe that increasing the baryon chemical

potential to finite value µB = 600 MeV leads to a reduction in the effective masses of quarks

even at low T values. For example, for logarithmic Polyakov loop UL at R = ∞ and T = 150

MeV, increasing the baryon chemical potential µB from 0 to 600 MeV leads to a decrease in

the effective masses of u and d quarks by about 54% and 59%, respectively. The difference

in the percentage decrease in the effective masses of u and d quarks at finite µB is due to

the introduction of finite isospin chemical potential µI = −30 MeV. We find the effective

mass of the strange quark to decrease only by 15% when going from zero to finite baryon

chemical potential. This may suggest that the chiral symmetry restoration of the strange

quark happens at much higher T and µB due to its much heavier mass as compared to the
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FIG. 3. (Colour online) The effective quark masses m∗
u,m

∗
d
, and m∗

s plotted as a function of temperature T

for lengths of cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at baryon chemical potential µB = 0 MeV [in subplots

(a), (c), and (e)], and baryon chemical potential µB = 600 MeV, isospin chemical potential µI = −30

MeV, and strangeness chemical potential µS = 125 MeV [in subplots (b),(d), and (f)], for both logarithmic

Polyakov loop potential UL and polynomial Polyakov loop potential UP .

lighter u and d quarks. The reduction in the effective quark masses at finite µB is expected,

as it depends on the scalar fields through Eq. (24), whose magnitude decreases when going

from zero to finite baryon chemical potential, as discussed earlier. As for the impact of the

22



finiteness of the system with finite µB, we observe that at T = 150 MeV, decreasing the

system size from R = ∞ to 3 fm leads to a decrease of 44% (36%) and 8% (7%) in m∗
u,d and

m∗
s for UL (UP). Again, the decrease in the effective quark masses for smaller systems may

be due to the shifting of Tχ at lower temperatures, and the impact of finite size seems to be

much less for the heavier s quark compared to lighter u and d quarks. The impact of the

finiteness of the system becomes less prominent at higher T due to the restoration of chiral

symmetry in that regime independent of the system size. Hence, it becomes acceptable to

disregard the impact of finite size on the QGP generated in heavy ion experiments as long

as it remains at a high temperature, well beyond the transition temperature, Tχ. However,

within the vicinity of Tχ and the non-perturbative (hadronic) temperature range, finite size

effects remain significant, influencing not only quark masses but also various other quantities

discussed later. This underscores the significance of finite size in the vicinity of the transition

point. Similar observations were observed in Ref. [60], where the authors used the PNJL

model to study finite volume effects on the thermodynamic quantities of quark matter.

The Polyakov fields Φ and Φ̄ are plotted in Fig. 4 as a function of temperature T for

Polyakov loop potentials UL and UP at baryon chemical potentials µB = 0 and 600 MeV,

for the lengths of the cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm. At µB = 0, in subplots (a) and

(c) of Fig. 4, we note that the value of Φ and Φ̄ is nearly zero at lower temperatures. This

is expected as Φ(Φ̄) serves as an order parameter of the deconfinement phase transition,

and at lower temperatures, quarks remain confined within hadrons. As the temperature

rises, quarks become deconfined and the magnitude of Φ and Φ̄ becomes non-zero. Unlike

the scalar fields in Fig. 1, we observe that at lower temperatures, the magnitude of Φ (Φ̄)

rises to a small extent with the decrease in the system size. This increase in the strength

of the Polyakov fields, Φ and Φ̄ at lower temperatures, for µB = 0 MeV, may imply that in

the vicinity of the transition temperature, the tendency of the system to become deconfined

is somewhat higher when the system has a finite size (R = 3 fm) compared to a system

with infinite size (R = ∞). This can be seen in Fig. 5, which shows the temperature

derivatives dΦ/dT (dΦ̄/dT ) plotted as a function of temperature T for baryon chemical

potentials µB = 0 and 600 MeV, and system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, for Polyakov

loop potentials UL and UP . For µB = 0 MeV, in subplots (a) and (c) of Fig. 5, we find that

the peak in dΦ/dT coincides with the peak in dΦ̄/dT . The position of the peak in dΦ/dT

(dΦ̄/dT ) can be used to obtain the pseudo-critical temperature for the deconfinement phase

23



transition, Td. Reducing the system size from R = ∞ to 5 fm to 3 fm leads to a drop in

the pseudo-critical deconfinement temperature Td from 145 (150) MeV to 143 (149) MeV to

137 (142) MeV, for UL (UP). That is, the deconfinement transition temperature Td may be

shifted towards lower T at lower R. However, as is evident in Fig. 4, at higher values of T ,

the magnitude of Φ (Φ̄) becomes independent of the system size. This may imply that the

deconfinement phase transition becomes independent of the size of the system at very high

temperatures.

In the case of finite baryon chemical potential, µB = 600 MeV (Figs. 4(b) and 4(d)), the

magnitude of the Polyakov fields, Φ and Φ̄ are found to be non-zero even at lower temper-

atures. This may indicate a shift in the deconfinement temperature to lower temperature

values for systems with non-vanishing baryon chemical potential. From the subplots (b)

and (d) of Fig. 5, we find that for infinite system size (R = ∞), increasing the baryon

chemical potential from 0 to 600 MeV causes the pseudo-critical deconfinement temperature

Td to change to much lower temperature values (Td = 109 (123) MeV, for UL (UP)). As

for the impact of the system size on the Polyakov fields Φ and Φ̄, we see that the peak in

dΦ/dT (dΦ̄/dT ) is shifted to much lower values at R = 3 fm. This may imply that the

deconfinement temperature Td is reduced for system with finite size and baryon chemical

potential.

In subplots (a) and (c) of Fig. 6, we have plotted the quark number density of the u

quark, ρu and its susceptibility, χu = ∂ρu
∂µ

, as a function of the quark chemical potential µ,

for system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, and Polyakov loop potentials UL and UP at fixed

temperature, T = 40 MeV. The discontinuity in quark number density ρu can serve as an

order parameter to study the first order chiral phase transition [128]. We can see that ρu

remains negligible at low µB and shows a sudden rise at higher quark chemical potential.

The rise in ρu leads to a peak in χu, which can be used as an indicator of the first order phase

transition. We find that for T = 40 MeV and R = ∞, χu shows divergence at µ = 291 MeV

for Polyakov loop UP , indicating a first order phase transition. However, for the logarithmic

Polyakov loop potential UL, we observe a peak in χu at µ = 295 MeV. As we decrease R to 5

fm, we find that the peak in χu is shifted to µ = 286 (291) MeV for UP (UL). Furthermore,

we find no discontinuity in ρu, or corresponding divergence in χu, for either Polyakov loop.

The peak in χu completely vanishes as we further decrease the system size to R = 3 fm.

This may imply a change in the order of the phase transition at R = 3 fm. The change from
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FIG. 4. (Colour online) The Polyakov fields Φ and Φ̄ are plotted as a function of temperature T for

lengths of cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at baryon chemical potential µB = 0 MeV [in subplots

(a) and (c)], and baryon chemical potential µB = 600 MeV, isospin chemical potential µI = −30 MeV, and

strangeness chemical potential µS = 125 MeV [in subplots (b) and (d)], for both logarithmic Polyakov loop

potential UL and polynomial Polyakov loop potential UP .

first order phase transition to a crossover can also be understood from Fig. 7, which shows

the effect of vector coupling gv on the order of the phase transition at infinite system size

(R = ∞) and logarithmic Polyakov loop potential UL. At temperature T = 40 MeV and

gv = 0, we observe a divergence in χu at µ = 288 MeV. Increasing the vector coupling to

gv = 2 and 4 shifts the peak in χu to µ = 289 MeV and 295 MeV, respectively. However,

as the value of gv is increased to gv = 6, we find that the divergence in χu disappears. This

may indicate that the first order chiral phase transition of the u quark vanishes and remains

a crossover for higher gv even at higher chemical potential. In Ref. [129], the PNJL model

was used to study the influence of vector interaction on the critical end point (CEP). They
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FIG. 5. (Colour online) The derivative of Polyakov loop fields Φ and Φ̄ as a function of temperature

T with µB = 0 MeV [in subplots (a) and (c)] and µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, µS = 125 MeV

[in subplots (b) and (d)] at length of cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, for both Polyakov loop

potentials UL and UP .

reported that increasing the vector interaction strength causes the CEP to move to lower

temperatures and higher chemical potentials.

The subplots (b) and (d) of Fig. 6 show the quark number density, ρs, of the s quark

and its susceptibility, χs = ∂ρs
∂µ

, as a function of quark chemical potential µ for R = ∞, 5

fm, and 3 fm, and UL at temperature T = 40 MeV. We observe that for R = ∞, ρs remains

negligible and starts rising at higher values of quark chemical potential. However, we do not

observe any discontinuity in ρs or divergence in χs, implying that the chiral phase transition

of the s quark remains a crossover. This is similar to the findings in Refs. [31, 130], where

the chiral phase transition of the s quark remains a crossover over the entire QCD phase

diagram. However, from Fig. 7 (b) and (d), we can see that for T = 40 MeV and R = ∞,

the s quark experiences a first order phase transition at µ = 288 MeV and 290 MeV for

gv = 0 and 2, respectively. Increasing gv further results in the change of the order of phase
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FIG. 6. (Colour online) The number density of the up quark, ρu and its susceptibility, χu [in

subplots (a) and (c)] and the number density of the strange quark, ρs and its susceptibility, χs [in

subplots (b) and (d)] are plotted as a function of quark chemical potential µ at T = 40 MeV and

system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, for both Polyakov loop potentials UL and UP .

transition from first order to a crossover. This signifies the importance of the strength of

vector interaction on the order of the phase transition. Hence, we conclude that decreasing

the system size results in shifting the first order phase transition of the u quark to lower

quark chemical potential. The order of the phase transition becomes crossover over the

entire (T, µB) range for sufficiently small systems (R ≈ 3 fm). Additionally, the s quark

shows a first order phase transition only for low values of vector coupling gv. The order of

phase transition of the u and s quark changes to crossover for higher vector coupling.

In Fig. 8, we have plotted the variations of scaled thermodynamic quantities: pressure

p/T 4, energy density ǫ/T 4, entropy density s/T 3, and trace anomaly (ǫ−3p)/T 4 as a function

of temperature T for system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at baryon chemical potentials µB =

0 and 600 MeV, with Polyakov loops UL and UP . The results are compared to the lattice data

[123, 131] for µB = 0 MeV. All these quantities remain negligible in the low-temperature
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FIG. 7. (Colour online) The number density of the up quark, ρu and its susceptibility, χu [in

subplots (a) and (c)] and the number density of the strange quark, ρs and its susceptibility, χs [in

subplots (b) and (d)] are plotted as a function of quark chemical potential µ at vector coupling

strength gv = 0, 2, 4, and 6, for fixed T = 40 MeV, R = ∞, and Polyakov loop UL.

regime but suddenly rise as the system approaches the transition temperature. For high T ,

the interaction between quarks becomes weaker, and the thermodynamic quantities approach

the ideal gas limit or the Stefann-Boltzmann (SB) limit, which depends on the number of

flavours considered [86, 132]. The magnitude of all the thermodynamic quantities is found to

be higher for the polynomial Polyakov loop potential UP than for the logarithmic Polyakov

loop potential UL. Crucially, they all remain within the SB limit for both Polyakov loops

UL and UP at high temperatures. All the thermodynamic quantities are found to be in

good qualitative agreement with the lattice data. Notably, decreasing the system size from

R = ∞ to R = 3 fm leads to an increase in the magnitude of the thermodynamic quantities

below the transition temperature Tc. A similar impact of finite size is observed on the

thermodynamic quantities (increasing value for smaller size systems) using the PNJL model

[60, 85]. However, it contrasts with the results previously obtained in the PCQMF model,
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where decreasing the system size leads to a decrease in the thermodynamic quantities [64].

This is the consequence of including the fermionic vacuum term in the current study. We

should point out here that going beyond the transition temperature leads to a decrease in

the thermodynamic quantities for smaller systems. However, at very high temperatures, the

effect of finite size almost vanishes. Increasing baryon chemical potential µB to 600 MeV, in

subplots (b), (d), (f), and (h) of Fig. 8, we observe that the magnitude of the thermodynamic

quantities becomes non-zero even at lower temperatures. However, they all remain within

the SB limit at higher T . Again, this may indicate that the transition temperature shifts to

lower temperature values for higher baryon chemical potentials. Reducing the system size

from R = ∞ to R = 3 fm, we note that the magnitude of these quantities is enhanced, just

like in the case of vanishing baryon chemical potential. So, we conclude that there is a slight

enhancement in the values of thermodynamic quantities as the system size decreases, which

is more significant for temperatures near or below the transition temperature.

Fig. 9 showcases the temperature dependence of the square of the speed of sound c2s and

scaled specific heat cv/T
3, for system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at zero baryon chemical

potential µB = 0 MeV (subplots (a) and (c)) and finite baryon chemical potential µB = 600

MeV (subplots (b) and (d)), for Polyakov loops UL and UP . For µB = 0 MeV, we observe

that the square of the speed of sound c2s shows good qualitative agreement with the lattice

data, reaching a minimum near the transition temperature and then rising to approach its

SB limit c2s = 1/3 at high temperatures. We observe that the value of c2s is increased for

smaller systems (R < ∞). Additionally, the position of the minimum is shifted towards a

lower temperature value as the system’s size becomes smaller. As we decrease the system

size from R = ∞ to 5 fm and 3 fm, we observe that the minimum in c2s is shifted from 142

MeV to 140 MeV and 134 MeV, respectively for the logarithmic Polyakov loop potential

UL. A similar effect of finite size is observed for the speed of sound in the PNJL model

[60]. Notably, the dip in the value of c2s becomes less distinguished for the polynomial form

of the Polyakov loop potential UP . In subplot (b) of Fig. 9, for the finite baryon chemical

potential µB = 600 MeV, we find that the minimum in c2s is reached at much lower values

of temperatures, indicating a shift in the transition temperature to lower T , at higher µB.

Next, we discuss the impact of finite size on the temperature dependence of scaled specific

heat cv/T
3 at baryon chemical potential µB = 0 MeV for Polyakov loops UL and UP in

subplot (c) of Fig. 9. The specific heat plays a crucial role in thermodynamics, as it can be

29



(a)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

p
/T

4

B
 = 0 MeV

SB limit

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

lattice

(b)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

p
/T

4

B
 = 600 MeV

SB limit

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

(c)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

/T
4

B
 = 0 MeV

SB limit

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

lattice

(d)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

/T
4

B
 = 600 MeV

SB limit

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

(e)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

0

5

10

15

20

25

s
/T

3

B
 = 0 MeV

SB limit

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

lattice

(f)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

0

5

10

15

20

25

s
/T

3

B
 = 600 MeV

SB limit

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

(g)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

0

1

2

3

4

5

(
 -

 3
p

)/
T

4

B
 = 0 MeV

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

lattice

(h)
100 150 200 250 300

T (MeV)

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

5.5

6

(
 -

 3
p

)/
T

4

B
 = 600 MeV

log, R = 

log, R = 5 fm

log, R = 3 fm

poly, R = 

poly, R = 5 fm

poly, R = 3 fm

FIG. 8. (Colour online) The scaled pressure p/T 4, scaled energy density ǫ/T 4, scaled entropy density s/T 3, and trace

anomaly (ǫ − 3p)/T 4 as a function of temperature T for different length of cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at µB = 0

MeV [in subplots (a), (c), (e), and (g)] and µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, µS = 125 MeV [in subplots (b), (d), (f), and (h)],

for Polyakov loop potentials UL and UP .
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viewed as a measure of how a system responds to phase transition [107]. For the logarithmic

form of the Polyakov loop potential UL, we observe that the value of cv/T
3 matches very well

with the lattice data and shows a small fluctuation near the transition temperature and then

rises slowly before reaching its SB limit (63.15) at high temperatures. For the polynomial

Polyakov loop UP , the specific heat is found to be larger in magnitude (but still within the SB

limit at high T ) and in qualitative agreement with the lattice data. Interestingly, including

the quark back reaction in the PCQMF model results in the disappearance of the two peak

structures usually observed in cv/T
3 [85, 93, 107, 133]. The magnitude of cv/T

3 increases,

and the position of the fluctuation is shifted to lower temperatures when we decrease the

system size. The PNJL model shows a similar effect of finite size on the specific heat [85].

Concretely, the nature of the specific heat becomes smoother as we decrease the system size

to R = 3 fm. For UP , the value of cv/T
3 almost reaches the SB limit before returning to it

at high T . Notably, the value of cv/T
3 becomes independent of the system size at high T . In

Fig. 9(d), increasing the baryon chemical potential µB to 600 MeV, we observe that cv/T
3

becomes non-zero at low T and shows a smooth rise with increasing temperature before

saturating to a constant value (less than its SB limit) at higher T .

Now, we begin the discussion of the viscous properties of the QCD matter, namely the

shear viscosity η and the bulk viscosity ζb. These properties are closely related to the hy-

drodynamic flow of the relativistic fluid (QGP) and the lateral movement of its constituents

(partons) as the system undergoes expansion. In hydrodynamics, η acts as a quantitative

measure of a fluid’s ability to resist shear deformation [134]. Changes in η and ζb near

the transition temperature Tc modify the hydrodynamic evolution of the medium and thus

influence physical observables such as elliptic flow and correlation functions [2, 3, 135]. Fig.

10 shows the variations of the specific shear viscosity η/s and normalised bulk viscosity ζb/s

with T/Tc for different system sizes (R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm) and Polyakov loops (UL and

UP), at baryon chemical potentials µB = 0 and 600 MeV. The results are compared with

lattice data points from Refs. [136, 137]. The KSS bound, which sets a theoretical lower

limit of η/s to around 1/4π for QCD matter, is also shown [11]. In the PCQMF model,

there are two types of phase transition: the chiral phase transition (characterised by Tχ) and

the deconfinement phase transition (characterised by Td). In the present study, we define

the transition temperature Tc as the average of these two temperatures as in Ref. [72]. Note

that different models have different values of the transition temperature, for instance, Tc
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FIG. 9. (Colour online) The speed of sound squared c2s and scaled specific heat cv/T
3 as a function

of temperature T for different lengths of cubic volume R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at µB = 0 MeV [in

subplots (a) and (c)] and µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, and µS = 125 MeV [in subplots (b) and

(d)], for Polyakov loop potentials UL and UP .

= 240 and 200 MeV, for the PLSM and NJL model, respectively [31]. We observe that at

µB = 0 MeV, the η/s is high at lower temperatures and decreases sharply to reach a min-

imum around the transition temperature. We note that for R = ∞, the value of η/s goes

below the KSS bound near the transition temperature for the Polyakov loop UP . Although

η (not shown here) is extremely small for temperatures below the transition temperature,

η/s diverges at lower T . This is similar to the results obtained for the PNJL model in

Refs. [29, 47, 60]. In Refs. [33, 57], the authors show that η/s is extremely large at lower

temperatures and should diverge as T → 0. For higher temperatures, η/s increases slowly

and resembles a fluid undergoing a liquid-gas phase transition, which has a minimum near

the transition temperature [138]. As for the finite size dependence of η/s, we found that
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FIG. 10. (Colour online) The specific shear viscosity η/s and normalised bulk viscosity ζb/s as a

function of T/Tc for system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at µB = 0 MeV compared to lattice data

from Refs. [136, 137] [in subplots (a) and (c)] and µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, and µS = 125

MeV [in subplots (b) and (d)], for Polyakov loop potentials UP and UL.

specific shear viscosity η/s gets enhanced, and the dip faint for smaller system sizes (R = 5

and 3 fm). Our results suggest a similar phenomenon to that in Refs. [4, 60], where the

value of η/s is enhanced for lower system sizes compared to a system with infinite size. For

a finite value of chemical potential µB = 600 MeV, the qualitative behaviour of η/s remains

the same as in the µB = 0 case. We also note that the value of η/s never goes below the

KSS bound when the baryon chemical potential is finite. Notably, the impact of the finite

size of the system on η/s fades away at high temperatures for both zero and finite values of

baryon chemical potential.

Next, we discuss the bulk viscosity ζb, which is an interesting quantity because of its

relation to the conformal symmetry of the system [139]. Subplots (c) and (d) of Fig. 10
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FIG. 11. (Colour online) The normalised electrical conductivity σel/T as a function of T/Tc for

system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at µB = 0 MeV compared to lattice data from Ref. [140] [in

subplot (a)] and µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, and µS = 125 MeV [in subplot (b)], for Polyakov

loop potentials UP and UL.

depicts the normalised bulk viscosity ζb/s as a function of T/Tc. While ζb is nearly zero in

the low-temperature regime, ζb/s starts from high values at low T due to the comparative

magnitudes of ζb and s. For zero chemical potential, we find that the normalised bulk

viscosity ζb/s agrees with lattice data points [136, 137]. We note that ζb/s gradually decreases

to zero at higher temperatures. This is expected as the conformal limit of QCD is expected

to be reached at high temperatures and may be attributed to the dominant increase in s

compared to ζb at high T , indicating that the system becomes conformally symmetric. In

subplot (d) of Fig. 10, we plot ζb/s for different system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm

at baryon chemical potential µB = 600 MeV, for both Polyakov loops UL and UP . We

observe that the value of ζb/s is less compared to the case of zero chemical potential, even

at lower temperatures. This may indicate that conformal symmetry is achieved at much

lower temperatures for systems with non-zero baryon chemical potential. We should point

out here that just like the specific shear viscosity η/s, the normalised bulk viscosity ζb/s

increases ever so slightly with decreasing system size (R <∞), and this effect disappears at

high T .

Next, we study the electrical conductivity σel and the thermal conductivity κ in the

framework of finite volume PCQMF model. Understanding σel is important as it shows the

ease with which electric charge (carried by quarks) can move through the system, making it
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essential for studying electromagnetic interactions in QCD matter [10]. Fig. 11 illustrates

σel/T as a function of T/Tc for different system sizes (R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm) and two

Polyakov loops UL and UP at baryon chemical potentials µB = 0 and 600 MeV. The results

for zero baryon chemical potential are compared to lattice data points from Ref. [140]. At

µB = 0 MeV, we observe that σel/T starts from a very small value at lower temperatures

and rises with temperature. This may be due to the deconfinement of quarks at higher

temperatures, enabling them to move freely hence enhancing their conductivity properties.

Similar observations for σel/T were reported in the NJL model [45] and the PNJL model

[60, 133]. Notably, the value of σel/T matches well with the lattice data at lower tempera-

tures. Regarding the impact of the finite size of the system, we find that σel/T (R = 3 fm)

increases with respect to σel/T (R = ∞) below the transition temperature. In Ref. [60],

authors used the PNJL model and found an enhancement in the electric conductivity for

smaller system sizes. This can be attributed to two factors. One is the decrease in the quark

masses: as discussed earlier in Fig. 3, decreasing R decreases the effective masses of quarks.

Lighter quarks move faster and have a higher σel/T value. Another reason for the enhance-

ment of σel/T for finite size systems may also be the increasing tendency of the quarks to

become deconfined at lower temperatures, as pointed out in Fig. 4 and 5. This unrestricted

movement allows the charge carriers to flow more freely, further increasing their value for

smaller systems. However, we observe that at temperatures higher than Tc, σel/T decreases

for smaller systems (R = 3 fm). For the finite value of baryon chemical potential µB = 600

MeV in Fig. 11(b), we found that σel/T starts from a non-zero value at lower temperatures.

Again, this may be due to the shifting of transition and deconfinement temperature to lower

values at higher chemical potentials. Reducing the system size results in shifting σel/T to

higher magnitude for both UL and UP , similar to µB = 0 MeV case. Again, the effect of

finite size on σel/T is different before and after the transition temperature, i.e., decreasing

the system size leads to an increase in σel/T for temperatures below Tc and a decrease above

it.

Another important conductive property is the thermal conductivity κ, which is related

to the heat flow in a relativistic fluid, in our case QGP. It determines the rate of energy

change in the system and has received interest among particle physicists [21, 22, 26]. As

was pointed out in Sec. II B, κ diverges for µB = 0 MeV due to the diverging nature of the

number density ρ. Fig. 12 shows κ/T 2 as a function of T/Tc for system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm,
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FIG. 12. The variation of normalised thermal conductivity κ/T 2 with T/Tc for system sizes R = ∞,

5 fm, and 3 fm, at µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, and µS = 125 MeV, for Polyakov loop potentials

UP and UL.

and 3 fm at µB = 600 MeV, µI = −30 MeV, µS = 125 MeV, for Polyakov loop potentials UL

and UP . We find κ/T 2 to be a monotonically increasing function of T . The increase in κ/T 2

is likely caused by the heat function h, which experiences a rise with temperature (not shown

in the figure). As the system heats up, the value of h rises, resulting in a smooth transfer

of heat within the QGP, thereby boosting thermal conductivity. A similar rise of κ/T 2 with

the temperature has been reported in Refs. [10, 45, 47]. Regarding the dependence of κ on

the system size R, we find that just like σel, it increases with decreasing value of R.

In Fig. 13, we have shown the specific sound channel (η + 3ζb/4)/s as well as the ratio

of bulk to shear viscosity ζb/η as a function of T/Tc for varying system sizes (R = ∞, 5

fm, and 3 fm) at µB = 0 and 600 MeV, for Polyakov loops UL and UP . The result for

µB = 0 MeV is compared with lattice data points from Refs. [136, 137]. The behaviour of

(η+3ζb/4)/s is dominated by η/s, which shows a minimum near the transition temperature

for both µB = 0 and µB = 600 MeV and then rises slowly at higher temperatures. As

discussed earlier, in the high T region, the normalised bulk viscosity ζb/s vanishes; however,

the specific shear viscosity η/s remains finite. In Ref. [46], the authors reported similar

findings using parton-hadron-string dynamics (PHSD) simulations in RTA. As for the effect

of the finite size of the system, we see that for a fixed T, (η + 3ζb/4)/s is slightly higher for
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FIG. 13. (Colour online) The variation of specific sound channel (η + 3ζb/4)/s and bulk to shear

viscosity ratio ζb/η with T/Tc are plotted for system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm, at µB = 0 MeV

compared to lattice data points from Refs. [136, 137] [in subplots (a) and (c)] and µB = 600 MeV,

µI = −30 MeV, and µS = 125 MeV [in subplots (b) and (d)], for Polyakov loop potentials UP and

UL.

smaller systems. However, we observe that the specific sound channel becomes independent

of the system size at higher temperatures. In Fig. 13(c), for µB = 0 MeV, the ratio ζb/η

shows a peak near the transition temperature, which is more prominent for the Polyakov

loop UL as compared to UP . We note that the value of ζb/η disappears due to the vanishing

value of ζb at higher temperatures. Decreasing the size of the system from R = ∞ to 3 fm

results in shifting the peak towards lower T for both Polyakov loops UL and UP . As for the

case of finite baryon chemical potential µB = 600 MeV in Fig. 13(d), we find that the peak

fades away. Again, this can be seen as an indication of shifting the transition temperature

to lower values at finite chemical potential.

37



IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we have used the framework of Polyakov chiral SU (3) quark mean field

model to study the temperature dependence and the effect of the finite size of the system on

various transport coefficients, namely specific shear viscosity η/s, normalised bulk viscosity

ζb/s, electrical conductivity σel/T, and thermal conductivity κ/T 2 at zero as well as at finite

baryon chemical potential, considering the finite value of isospin and strangeness chemical

potentials. In addition, we have also computed the temperature dependence of various

thermodynamic quantities: pressure p/T 4, energy density ǫ/T 4, entropy density s/T 3, trace

anomaly (ǫ − 3p)/T 4, speed of sound squared c2s, and specific heat cv/T
3 and study the

impact of finite size on the thermodynamic quantities. All the quantities were studied for

the logarithmic (UL) and the polynomial form of Polyakov loop potential (UP) with quark

back reaction at different system sizes R = ∞, 5 fm, and 3 fm. Additionally, the fermionic

vacuum term has been incorporated into the PCQMF model. The transport coefficients

are obtained using a quasiparticle approach in the kinetic theory under relaxation time

approximation (RTA) with temperature and chemical potential-dependent relaxation time.

To study the transport coefficients under the finite size consideration, we have employed

a lower momentum cutoff in the integral of the thermodynamic potential density of the

PCQMF model. This leads to a reduction in the quark masses and an enhancement in the

value of the thermodynamic quantities at temperatures less than the transition temperature

Tc.

We have also observed that decreasing the system size leads to shifting the pseudo-critical

temperature of the chiral transition Tχ and the deconfinement temperature Td to lower val-

ues. Additionally, we found that increasing the baryon chemical potential further reduces Tχ

and Td. In addition, we have also studied the dependence of vector coupling gv on the order

of the chiral phase transition and observed that increasing gv leads to the disappearance of

the first order chiral phase transition. For the transport coefficients, the effect of finite size

enters through the integrals, Eqs. (49)-(52). The value of specific shear viscosity η/s shows

a minimum and approaches the KSS bound near the transition temperature and increases

slowly afterwards. However, ζb/s vanishes at high T . The electrical conductivity σel/T and

the thermal conductivity κ/T 2 show rises with temperature. Reducing the system size en-

hances the values of these transport coefficients below Tc. We found that the impact of the
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finite size on the transport coefficients is more prominent in the vicinity of the transition

temperature and vanishes for higher temperatures. The specific sound channel (η+3/4ζb)/s

and the bulk-to-shear viscosity ratio ζb/η are also studied. (η + 3/4ζb)/s shows similar be-

haviour to η/s while ζb/η peaks near the transition temperature and vanishes at high T .

We conclude that the derived transport coefficients, shear viscosity (η), bulk viscosity (ζb),

electrical conductivity (σel), thermal conductivity (κ) are crucial for the investigation of

hot and dense QCD matter. The inclusion of fermionic vacuum term and finite volume in

the PCQMF model leads to qualitative and partially quantitative alignment of the quanti-

ties, such as subtracted chiral condensate, thermodynamic quantities, as well as transport

coefficients with lattice QCD results.
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