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Exponential resummation of the QCD finite-density Taylor series has been recently introduced
as an alternative way of resumming the finite-density lattice QCD Taylor series. Unfortunately the
usual exponential resummation formula suffers from stochastic bias which must be subtracted before
identifying genuine higher-order contributions. In this paper, we present a new way of subtracting
the stochastic bias at the level of each individual gauge configuration, up to a certain order of
either the Taylor series or the cumulant expansion, by modifying the argument of the exponential.
Retaining the exponential form of the resummation allows us to also calculate the phase factor of
the fermion determinant on each gauge configuration. We present our results for the excess pressure,
number density, and the average phase factor and show that the new results contain less stochastic
bias and are in better agreement with the QCD Taylor series compared to the previous exponential
resummation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The phase diagram of strongly interacting matter as
a function of the temperature T and baryochemical po-
tential µB is of interest to theorists and experimental-
ists alike [1, 2]. Since the system is non-perturbative ex-
cept at very large temperatures and chemical potentials,
a reliable non-perturbative approach is required for its
study. At µB = 0, such an approach is provided by lattice
QCD. In recent years, lattice calculations have provided
increasingly precise determinations of several properties
of the quark-gluon plasma [3–8]. Unfortunately however,
lattice QCD breaks down at µB ̸= 0 due to the well-
known sign problem [9–12]. Despite recent progress [13–
18], currently the two most successful approaches in the
QCD case are analytical continuation from imaginary to
real µB [19, 20] and Taylor expansion of the QCD par-
tition function in the chemical potential µB [4, 6]. De-
spite their successes however, both methods need to be
supplemented in order to obtain reliable results beyond
µ̂B ≡ µB/T ≃ 1-2 e.g. by combining the results at imag-
inary µB with an alternative expansion scheme [21] or
by resumming the QCD Taylor series through the use of
Padé resummation [7, 8, 22, 23].

An alternative way of resumming the QCD Taylor se-
ries was recently proposed in Ref. [24]. The calculation of
the Taylor coefficients requires the nth µ̂B derivative DB

n

of ln detM, where µ̂B ≡ µB/T and detM is the fermion
matrix determinant. The contribution ofDB

n to all orders
of the Taylor series can be shown to be exp (DB

n µ̂n
B/n!).

Resumming the first N derivatives in this way leads to
an improved estimate for the QCD Equation of State
(QEOS) which is equal to the Nth order Taylor esti-
mate plus all the higher order contributions coming from
DB

1 , . . . , DB
N . It can be shown that the resummed QEOS

indeed captures some of the contributions coming from
the higher-order Taylor coefficients [24]. Furthermore,
since the odd (even) DB

n are purely imaginary (real),
the resummation procedure yields an estimate for the
complex phase factor of the fermion determinant. The

ensemble-averaged phase factor
〈
eiΘ(T,µB)

〉
goes to zero

as µB is increased due to which the calculation of the re-
summed QEOS breaks down. This breakdown is physical
and can be related to the presence of poles or branch cut
singularities of the QCD partition function in the com-
plex µB plane. The resummation approach also makes
it possible to calculate these singularities directly. Some
of these advantages have been previously demonstrated
through analytical calculations in a low-energy model of
QCD [25].
Despite its advantages, one drawback of exponential

resummation in the lattice QCD case is the presence
of stochastic bias in the calculation of the exponen-
tial factor. Given N independent random estimates
W1, . . . ,WN of an observable W, the unbiased estimate
of Wn is given by

UE [Wn] =
∑

i1 ̸=i2 ̸=... ̸=in

Wi1 · · ·Win

N(N − 1) · · · (N − n+ 1)
. (1)

That is, an unbiased estimate is formed by averaging over
products of independent estimates. The contribution of
products of the same estimate is the stochastic bias, as
in the biased estimate of Wn e.g.

BE [Wn] =

[
1

N

N∑
i=1

Wi

]n
. (2)

Although stochastic bias vanishes in the limit N → ∞,
for finite N it can be comparable to the true value and
hence lead to a wrong estimate in some cases. We shall
see in Sec. II that the usual formula for the exponen-
tial factor in exponential resummation contains stochas-
tic bias. Subtracting this bias therefore becomes neces-
sary, especially at higher orders and for large values of
µ̂B .
Unlike exponential resummation, stochastic bias is not

a problem in the Taylor coefficient calculations because
there exist efficient formulas for evaluating the unbiased
product of n operators in O(N), rather than O(Nn),
time. Therefore one way to avoid stochastic bias, while
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still going beyond the Taylor series approach, is to re-
place exponential resummation by a finite order cumu-
lant expansion [26]. This approach corrects for stochas-
tic bias but at the expense of all-orders resummation 1.
Additionally, a knowledge of the phase factor is also lost.
Lastly, knowledge of the analytic structure of the QCD
partition function is also lost since the cumulant expan-
sion is a finite polynomial and is hence analytic over the
entire complex µB plane.
At present, we know of no way of obtaining a fully un-

biased estimate of a transcendental function such as the
exponential. Nevertheless, in this paper we will present
a way of subtracting the stochastic bias to a finite order
of either the Taylor or the cumulant expansion while also
simultaneously retaining the exponential form of the re-
summation. The formalism presented here thus manages
to preserve all-orders resummation. Moreover, depend-
ing upon the order of the calculation and the value of µ̂B ,
it may be sufficient if the bias is eliminated up to some
finite order N . In that case, our formalism yields results
that are close to fully unbiased resummation.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we will
outline the construction of the unbiased exponential. We
will begin by discussing Taylor expansion, simple (biased)
exponential resummation and the cumulant expansion.
We will then show how to modify the argument of the
exponential so that the stochastic bias is subtracted ei-
ther to order N of the Taylor series expansion or to some
order M of the cumulant expansion. The corresponding
formulas are Eqs. (13), (14) and Eqs. (15), (16) respec-
tively. However, we defer a proof of the unbiasedness
of the former to Appendix A. After presenting the for-
malism, in Sec. III we will present results for the excess
pressure and number density for both finite isospin as
well as baryochemical potential up to fourth order in the
Taylor, biased resummation and unbiased resummation
approaches. We will also present results for the average
phase factor calculated using biased as well as unbiased
resummation. Finally, in Sec. IV, we will summarize our
results and conclusions.

II. UNBIASED EXPONENTIAL
RESUMMATION

Consider lattice QCD with 2+1 flavors of rooted stag-
gered quarks defined on anN3

σ×Nτ lattice. The partition
function Z(T, µY ) at temperature T and finite chemical
potential µY is given by

Z(T, µY ) =

∫
DUe−SG(T ) detM(T, µY ), (3)

1 It is also possible to avoid stochastic bias by calculating the DB
n

exactly [27]. However straightforward diagonalization is expen-
sive, even with the reduced matrix formalism, and one is there-
fore constrained to work with lattices having a smaller aspect
ratio than the lattices considered here.

where SG(T ) is the gauge action. The finite baryochem-
ical potential µB case corresponds to Y = B whereas
the finite isospin chemical potential case corresponds to
Y = I. The fermion determinant detM(T, µY ) is given
by

detM(T, µY ) =
∏

f=u,d,s

[
detMf (mf , T, µf )

]1/4
, (4)

with mu = md and µu, µd and µs chosen appropri-
ately according to Y = B, I2. The excess pressure
∆P (T, µY ) ≡ P (T, µY )− P (T, 0) is given by

∆P (T, µY )

T 4
=

1

V T 3
ln

[
Z(T, µY )

Z(T, 0)

]
, (5)

where V is the volume of the system. From the excess
pressure, the net baryon or isospin density can be calcu-
lated as

N (T, µY )

T 3
=

∂

∂(µY /T )

[
∆P (T, µY )

T 4

]
. (6)

Owing to the sign problem of lattice QCD, it is only
possible to evaluate Eq. (5) approximately e.g. by ex-
panding the right hand side in a Taylor series in µY and
retaining terms up to some (even) order N viz.

∆PT
N (T, µY )

T 4
=

N/2∑
n=1

χY
2n(T )

(2n)!

(µY

T

)2n
. (7)

This is the Nth order Taylor estimate of ∆P (T, µY ).
Only even powers of µY appear in the expansion due
to the particle-antiparticle symmetry of the system. The
calculation of the Taylor coefficient χY

2n requires the cal-
culation of terms such as ⟨(DY

1 )a(DY
2 )b(DY

3 )c · · · ⟩ where

DY
n (T ) =

∂n ln detM(T, µY )

∂(µY /T )n

∣∣∣∣
µY =0

, (8)

a + 2b + 3c + · · · = 2n, and the angular brackets ⟨·⟩
denote the expectation value w.r.t. an ensemble of gauge
configurations generated at the same temperature T but
at µY = 0 [28, 29]:

〈
O(T )

〉
=

∫
DU O(T ) e−SG(T ) detM(T, 0)∫

DU e−SG(T ) detM(T, 0)
. (9)

A typical lattice QCD calculation starts by calculating
the first N derivatives DY

1 , . . . , DY
N stochastically using

Nrv ∼ O(102 - 103) random volume sources per gauge
configuration. With these derivatives, it is possible to
calculate all the Taylor coefficients up to χY

N . The same
derivatives however also contribute to higher-order Tay-
lor coefficients through products such as DY

NDY
1 , (DY

N )2,

2 µu = µd = µs = 3µB for Y = B. For Y = I, µu = −µd = µI

and µs = 0.
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etc. In fact, as already mentioned in Sec. I, the con-
tribution of DY

1 , . . . , DY
N to all orders in µY can be re-

summed into an exponential factor. One can thus write
a resummed estimate for ∆P (T, µY ) as

∆PR
N (T, µY )

T 4
=

N3
τ

N3
σ

ln

[
Re

〈
exp

(
N∑

n=1

DY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n)〉]
.

(10)
The symbol Re in the above equation stands for the real
part of a complex number. It can be proved that the DY

n

are real (imaginary) for n even (n odd). Hence the expo-
nential in Eq. (10) is a complex quantity. For real µY , the
partition function is real and the imaginary part vanishes
when averaged over all gauge configurations. For finite
ensembles, the imaginary part can be discarded provided
that it is zero within error.

The overline over DY
n denotes the average of the Nrv

stochastic estimates of DY
n . As Nrv → ∞, DY

n → DY
n

and Eq. (10) becomes exact. For finite Nrv however the
exponential factor contains stochastic bias, which can be
seen as follows: If we expand the exponential in a Tay-

lor series, then we get terms such as (DY
m)p(DY

n )q · · ·
which contain products of estimates coming from the
same random vector and are hence not truly indepen-
dent estimates. Although stochastic bias can be shown
to be suppressed by powers of N−1

rv , it can still be sig-
nificant depending upon the observable and the value of
µY /T . It therefore needs to be subtracted in order to
obtain a better estimate of ∆P (T, µY ).
Stochastic bias is not an issue in the calculation of the

Taylor coefficients, although such products also appear
there, because there exist formulas for efficiently eval-
uating the unbiased estimate of finite products of the
derivatives [26, 30]. Taking advantage of this, one way

of avoiding stochastic bias is by expanding Eq. (10) in a
cumulant expansion and retaining the first M terms viz.

∆PC
N,M (T, µY )

T 4
=

N3
τ

N3
σ

M∑
m=1

Re

[
Km

(
XY

N (T, µY )
)

m!

]
,

XY
N (T, µY ) =

N∑
n=1

DY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n
. (11)

The first four cumulants are given by

K1(X
Y
N ) = ⟨XY

N ⟩,
K2(X

Y
N ) = ⟨(XY

N )2⟩ − ⟨XY
N ⟩2,

K3(X
Y
N ) = ⟨(XY

N )3⟩ − 3⟨XY
N ⟩⟨(XY

N )2⟩+ 2⟨XY
N ⟩3,

K4(X
Y
N ) = ⟨(XY

N )4⟩ − 4⟨XY
N ⟩⟨(XY

N )3⟩ − 3⟨(XY
N )2⟩2

+ 12⟨(XY
N )2⟩⟨XY

N ⟩2 − 6⟨XY
N ⟩4. (12)

However, as we have already noted, with this approach
both all-orders resummation as well as knowledge of the
phase factor are lost. Therefore in this paper, instead of
expanding the resummed pressure we propose to mod-
ify the argument of the exponential factor so that the
stochastic bias is subtracted up to a certain order of ei-
ther the Taylor or the cumulant expansion. Although
the bias is subtracted on a configuration-by-configuration
basis, the resulting expression for ∆P (T, µY ) too can be
shown to be free of stochastic bias up to the same order
(Appendix A).

We begin with the Taylor series case first. The analog
of Eq. (10), but with the exponential unbiased to O(µN

Y ),

is achieved by replacing DY
n (T ) by CY

n (T ) i.e.

∆P
R(unb)
N (T, µY )

T 4
=

N3
τ

N3
σ

ln

[
Re

〈
exp

(
N∑

n=1

CY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n)〉]
, (13)

where the CY
n (T ) for 1 ≤ n ≤ 4 are given by

CY
1 = DY

1 ,

CY
2 = DY

2 +

(
(DY

1 )2 −
(
DY

1

)2)
,

CY
3 = DY

3 + 3
(
DY

2 DY
1 −DY

2 DY
1

)
+

(
(DY

1 )3 − 3 (DY
1 )2 DY

1 + 2
(
DY

1

)3)
,

CY
4 = DY

4 + 3

(
(DY

2 )2 −
(
DY

2

)2)
+ 4

(
DY

3 DY
1 −DY

3 DY
1

)
+ 6

(
DY

2 (DY
1 )2 −DY

2 (DY
1 )2
)
− 3 ((DY

1 )2)2

− 12

(
DY

2 DY
1 DY

1 −DY
2

(
DY

1

)2)
+ (DY

1 )4 − 4 (DY
1 )3 DY

1 + 12 (DY
1 )2

(
DY

1

)2
− 6

(
DY

1

)4
, etc. (14)

The first term in each equation is just DY
n . The re- maining terms are the “counterterms” that are added
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to subtract the stochastic bias. A term such as DY
2 DY

1

in the above equations stands for the unbiased product

of DY
2 and DY

1 . Similarly, (DY
1 )2 represents the unbi-

ased square of DY
1 . By contrast, a term such as (DY

1 )2

represents the biased square i.e. the square of the aver-
age of DY

1 . The exponential constructed in this way is
unbiased to O(µN

Y ). We will prove in Appendix A that
both the Taylor expansion of the exponential as well as
the excess pressure calculated from it (Eq. (13)) are free
of stochastic bias up to the same order.

As already noted, the first term in each CY
n is simply

DY
n . In the limit Nrv → ∞, this term approaches the

correct value of DY
n . The rest of the terms for each CY

n

also cancel each other out as Nrv → ∞, since in that
limit the distinction between biased and unbiased prod-
ucts vanishes. Thus CY

n → DY
n as Nrv → ∞ and hence

Eq. (13) too represents an all-orders resummation of the
derivatives DY

1 , . . . , DY
N , the only difference this time be-

ing that the stochastic bias is eliminated to O(µN
Y ).

Although Eq. (13) is an improvement over Eq. (10), it
is possible to do still better. In a typical lattice QCD cal-
culation, each stochastic estimate of DY

1 , . . . , DY
N is con-

structed using the same random source. Therefore, the
different stochastic estimates can be actually thought of
as different estimates of the operator XY

N (T, µY ), where
XY

N (T, µY ) is as given in Eq. (11). It is possible to write
a version of Eq. (10) in which the bias is eliminated up
to a certain power of XY

N itself, by writing

∆P
R(unb)
N,M (T, µY )

T 4
=

N3
τ

N3
σ

ln

[
Re

〈
exp

(
M∑

m=1

Lm(XY
N (T, µY ))

m!

)〉]
, (15)

where

L1 = XY
N ,

L2 = (XY
N )2 −

(
XY

N

)2
,

L3 = (XY
N )3 − 3

(
XY

N

) (
(XY

N )2
)
+ 2

(
XY

N

)3
,

L4 = (XY
N )4 − 4

(
(XY

N )3
) (

XY
N

)
− 3

(
(XY

N )2
)2

+ 12
(
XY

N

)2 (
(XY

N )2
)
− 6

(
XY

N

)4
, etc. (16)

We note that Eqs. (16) resemble the cumulant formulas
Eqs. (12), but with two differences:

(i) The expansion is in the space of all random esti-
mates for a single gauge configuration rather than
in the space of all gauge configurations.

(ii) The powers (XY
N )p are replaced by their respective

unbiased estimates (XY
N )p.

In the limit Nrv → ∞, the difference between biased and
unbiased estimates vanishes. Then the Lm are just the
cumulants of XY

N over the set of all random estimates for
a single gauge configuration. In the double limit M → ∞
and Nrv → ∞ therefore, the argument of the exponential

in Eq. (15) is just the cumulant expansion of eX
Y
N . This

observation helps to clarify the meaning of bias subtrac-
tion: It is the systematic (order-by-order) replacement

of the incorrect (biased) estimate eXY
N of the exponen-

tial factor by the correct estimate eX
Y
N .

In addition to the excess pressure and the number den-
sity, we have also presented results for the average phase
factor. As already mentioned, the DY

n are real (imagi-
nary) for even n (for odd n) and hence the exponential

factor is complex even when µB is real 3. Although its
imaginary part vanishes, the real part still receives a con-
tribution cosΘ(T, µB) at µB ̸= 0 from the phase of the
exponential. The average phase factor ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩ is a
measure of the difficulty of the calculation at finite µB

4.
As µB is increased, ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩ → 0 and the rapid
fluctuations of the phase factor cause the calculation to
break down. This happens as µB → |µc

B |, where µc
B is

the nearest singularity to µB = 0 of the QCD partition
function in the complex µB plane. Unlike a finite Taylor
series therefore, the resummation calculation cannot be
carried out to arbitrarily large µB .

Similar to the DY
n , it can be shown that the CY

n

(Eq. (13)) too are real (imaginary) for even (odd) n.
Similarly, the Lm (Eq. (15)) too are real (imaginary) for
even (odd) m when µY is real. Hence in each case we
can define an average phase factor ⟨cosΘ(T, µY )⟩, where

3 For finite isospin, the odd DY
n are identically zero and hence the

exponential is real for both real and imaginary µI . For complex
µI however, the phase factor will also be complex for the isospin
case.

4 This is true not just for the baryochemical potential µB but for
any chemical potential for which there is a sign problem e.g. µS .
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Θ(T, µY ) is defined as

ΘR
N (T, µY ) = Im

[
N∑

n=1

DY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n]
, (17a)

Θ
R(unb)
N (T, µY ) = Im

[
N∑

n=1

CY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n]
, (17b)

Θ
R(unb)
N,M (T, µY ) = Im

[
M∑
n=1

Ln(X
Y
N (T, µY ))

n!

]
, (17c)

where Im stands for the imaginary part of the argument.
For real µY , this is simply the sum over odd n. However,
when written as above, the formulas are also valid for
the more general case of complex µY . Note that it is not
possible to define a phase factor for the Taylor series. An
approximation to the phase factor may be constructed by
Taylor-expanding Eqs. (17) to a particular order. How-
ever the approximation diverges as µY is increased and
hence it cannot be used to determine the breakdown of
the calculation.

III. RESULTS

To verify our formalism, we made use of the data gen-
erated by the HotQCD collaboration 5 for its ongoing
Taylor expansion calculations of the finite density QEOS,
chiral crossover temperature and conserved charge cumu-
lants at finite density [4–6, 8, 43]. For these calculations,
O(104 - 106) 2+1-flavor gauge configurations were gener-
ated in the temperature range 135 MeV ≲ T ≲ 176 MeV
using a Symanzik-improved gauge action and the Highly
Improved Staggered Quark (HISQ) fermion action with
Nτ = 8, 12 and 16 and Nσ = 4Nτ [31, 32]. The tem-
perature for each Nτ was varied by varying the lattice
spacing a through the gauge coupling β, and for each lat-
tice spaing the bare light and strange quark masses ml(a)
and ms(a) were also tuned so that the pseudo-Goldstone
pion and kaon masses were equal to the physical pion
and kaon masses respectively. The scale was determined
using both the Sommer parameter r1 and the kaon de-
cay constant fK . The temperature values quoted in this
paper are from the fK scale.

To calculate the Taylor coefficients, on each gauge

configuration the first eight derivatives Df
1 , . . . , D

f
8 for

each quark flavor f were estimated stochastically us-

ing 2000 Gaussian random volume sources for Df
1 and

500 sources for the higher derivatives for both µB and
µI . The exponential-µ formalism [35] was used to calcu-
late the first four derivatives while the linear-µ formal-
ism [33, 34] was used to calculate the higher derivatives.
Using this data, we calculated the excess pressure and

5 A complete description of the gauge ensembles and scale setting
can be found in Ref. [6].

number density for both real and imaginary baryon as
well as isospin chemical potentials µB and µI , in the
range 0 ⩽ |µB,I/T | ⩽ 2, using 100k (20k) configura-
tions per temperature for the baryon (isospin) case. Our
results were obtained on Nτ = 8 lattices for three tem-
peratures viz. T ∼ 157, 176 and 135 MeV. These tem-
peratures were chosen as being approximately equal to
Tpc and Tpc ± 20 MeV, where Tpc = 156.5(1.5) MeV is
the chiral crossover temperature at µB = 0 [5].

A. Results for Finite Isospin Chemical Potential

Before considering the finite µB case, we shall first
present our results for the simpler case of finite isospin
chemical potential µI [36–38]. For finite µI , the fermion
determinant is real and hence there is no sign problem.
Hence direct simulations of the system are possible un-
like in the µB case. As a result, both Taylor expansion
of observables as well as resummation of the Taylor se-
ries are unnecessary. Our reason for studying the isospin
case is that the absence of the sign problem makes it
possible to calculate observables up to much larger val-
ues of µ̂I compared to the µB case, and it is precisely
for these values that bias can become significant. The
isospin calculations thus allow for a more stringent test
of the formalism.

We present our results for ∆P/T 4 and N/T 3 for T =
157 MeV, resummed to second (fourth) order using the
different resummation formulas: Eq. (10) (red bands),
Eq. (13) (orange circles) and Eq. (15) (black squares), in
the top (bottom) two plots of Fig. 1. In each of the plots,
we also plot the Taylor expansion results (blue and green
bands) for purposes of comparison.

We find that the fourth order Taylor results differ from
the second order results for |µ̂2

I | ≳ 1. Turning next to
the resummation results, we find that the biased resum-
mation results agree well overall with the fourth order
Taylor results for both real as well as imaginary chemical
potentials. The resummation results were obtained by re-
summing the derivative DI

2 while the fourth order Taylor
results also contain contributions from DI

4
6. The agree-

ment between these two results would therefore suggest
that the latter two derivatives do not contribute signifi-
cantly for 0 ⩽ |µ̂2

I | ⩽ 4. Before arriving at this conclusion
however, it is necessary to account for the stochastic bias
that is present in the results of Eq. (10). In fact, the unbi-
ased resummation results, obtained using either Eq. (13)
or Eq. (15), lie in between the second and fourth order
Taylor results. Moreover the results from Eq. (13) and
Eq. (15) are practically identical, which means that it
is sufficient to eliminate bias to O(µ2

I) for the range of
chemical potentials considered here. We conclude that
the derivatives DI

3 and DI
4 do in fact contribute at fourth

6 Note that DI
1 and DI

3 are identically zero.



6

0.00

0.15

0.30

0.45

0.60

0.75

0.90

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|ΔP2
T | / T4

|ΔP4
T | / T4

0.00

0.15

0.30

0.45

0.60

0.75

0.90

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|ΔP2
R | / T4

0.00

0.15

0.30

0.45

0.60

0.75

0.90

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|ΔP2,4
R(unb) | / T4

|ΔP2
R(unb) | / T4

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

1.20

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|N2
T | / T3

|N4
T | / T3

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

1.20

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|N2
R | / T3

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

1.20

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|N2,4
R(unb) | / T3

|N2
R(unb) | / T3

0.00

0.15

0.30

0.45

0.60

0.75

0.90

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|ΔP4
T | / T4

|ΔP6
T | / T4

0.00

0.15

0.30

0.45

0.60

0.75

0.90

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|ΔP4
R | / T4

0.00

0.15

0.30

0.45

0.60

0.75

0.90

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|ΔP4,4
R(unb) | / T4

|ΔP4
R(unb) | / T4

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

1.20

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|N4
T | / T3

|N6
T | / T3

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

1.20

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|N4
R | / T3

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

1.20

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(µI/T)2

T = 157 MeV

|N4,4
R(unb) | / T3

|N4
R(unb) | / T3

Figure 1. ∆P (T, µI)/T
4 and N (T, µI)/T

3, calculated for T = 157 MeV using second and fourth order biased (red bands) and
unbiased resummations. Unbiased resummation results in cumulant (chemical potential) bases are plotted as black squares
(orange circles); different ordered Taylor expansion results are plotted in green and blue bands respectively.

order, and that the biased resummation results will ap-
proach the unbiased results in the limit Nrv → ∞.
Subtracting bias becomes important at higher orders

because the lower order derivatives contribute through
higher powers e.g. the derivative DI

2 contributes at sixth
order via (DI

2)
3 respectively. In the lower two plots of

Fig. 1, we compare results from fourth order resumma-
tions with fourth and sixth order Taylor expansion re-
sults. The sixth order results differ only slightly from
the fourth order results for both ∆P/T 4 as well as N/T 3

over the entire range −4 ⩽ µ̂2
I ⩽ 4. By contrast, the bi-

ased resummation results differ significantly from both
fourth and sixth order Taylor results and are in fact
non-monotonic for N/T 3 for imaginary µI . Subtract-
ing the bias to O(µ4

I) yields results that are in very good
agreement with the sixth order Taylor result. No fur-
ther changes result if the bias is further subtracted up to
fourth order of the cumulant expansion.

B. Results for Finite Baryon Chemical Potential

The resummed results for the QEOS at finite bary-
ochemical potential µB have been previously presented
in Ref. [24]. Those results were obtained using the bi-
ased formula Eq. (10), but using the full set of 2000 in-
dependent random estimates for DB

1 . The use of 2000
stochastic estimates instead of the usual 500 does de-
crease the stochastic bias, however it does not subtract
the contribution to the bias coming from the higher order
derivatives. By contrast, the unbiased exponential for-

mulas treat all N derivatives on an equal footing and sub-
tract all contributions to the bias up to a certain order.
The results we will present here will show that the unbi-
ased exponential is able to achieve a greater reduction of
the stochastic bias despite working with only Nrv = 500
stochastic estimates of the derivatives DB

1 , . . . , DB
N .

We present our results for ∆P (T, µB) and N (T, µB)
for T = 157 MeV in Fig. 2. The resummation results
were calculated using both the biased (Eq. (10)) as well
as the unbiased exponential (Eqs. (13) and (15)) (green
diamonds and black inverted triangles respectively). Fur-
thermore, the biased resummation results were calculated
using both Nrv = 500 (red squares) and Nrv = 2000 (blue
triangles) for the operator DB

1 . In all four plots, we have
also compared the resummation results to Taylor expan-
sion results (purple and orange bands) as well.

In the upper two plots of Fig. 2, we compare the second
order resummation results with second and fourth or-
der Taylor expansion results. We find that although the
biased resummation results calculated using Nrv = 500
random sources agree with the second order Taylor re-
sults for ∆P (T, µB) for real µB , in all other cases they
differ from the second and even from the fourth order
Taylor results. When the same biased results are recal-
culated using Nrv = 2000 random estimates for DB

1 this
difference decreases, proving that the discrepancy is in
fact due to stochastic bias. In fact, even for ∆PR

2 (T, µB)
for real µB , the results recalculated this way move away
from the second order results and instead agree with the
fourth order Taylor results. By contrast the unbiased
resummation results always agree with the fourth order
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Figure 2. ∆P (T, µB)/T
4 and N (T, µB)/T

3, calculated for T = 157 MeV using second and fourth order biased and unbiased
resummations and second, fourth and sixth order Taylor expansions. The Taylor expansion results are plotted as purple and
orange bands, whereas unbiased resummation results for cumulant (chemical potential) bases are presented as black inverted
triangles (green diamonds). The biased results for 500 and 2000 random sources are shown as red squares and blue triangles
respectively.

Taylor expansion results, even though the resummation
was only carried out for the derivative DB

2 . Also, the
agreement between the results of Eq. (13) and Eq. (15)
prove that it is sufficient to eliminate bias to O(µ̂2

B) for
the two observables and for the range of chemical po-
tentials considered here. It is also clear from the figures
that the biased results will approach the unbiased results
as Nrv is increased. Note however that the latter were
calculated using only Nrv = 500 stochastic estimates.
Hence the unbiased results clearly converge faster to the
Nrv → ∞ limit as compared to the biased results. The
fourth order resummation results too present a similar
picture, as can be seen from the lower two plots of Fig. 2.

The difference between biased and unbiased resumma-
tion becomes significant as one goes to lower tempera-
tures. In Fig. 3, we present the resummation results for
∆P (T, µB) and NB(T, µB) for T = 135 MeV. The red
squares are the biased results obtained using Eq. (10)
with 500 stochastic estimates for DB

1 . The blue triangles
were obtained using the same approach but with 2000
stochastic estimates for DB

1 . We see that the former re-
sults are close to zero while the latter are clearly non-zero
and closer to the Taylor expansion results. The results
thus indicate the presence of stochastic bias which needs
to be subtracted before genuine higher order contribu-
tions can be identified.

We note that the fourth order Taylor expansion re-
sults only slightly correct the second order results over
the entire range of µ̂B . The higher order contributions of

the operator DB
2 are thus expected to be small. Indeed,

the unbiased resummation results, whether obtained us-
ing Eq. (13) or Eq. (15), are in very good agreement
with the fourth order Taylor series for all chemical po-
tentials. Moreover, the good agreement between the two
approaches suggests that it suffices to subtract the bias
to O(µ̂2

B) for |µ̂2
B | ⩽ 1.5.

We also note that the unbiased results were obtained
using only 500 stochastic estimates for DB

1 and DB
2 .

While Eqs. (13) or (15) are more complicated to eval-
uate than Eq. (10), this calculational cost must be com-
pared to the cost of calculating and storing several ex-
tra random volume source estimates of DB

1 for each of
O(105 - 106) gauge configurations. Similarly, while it
is also possible to avoid stochastic bias by computing
the DB

n exactly [27], the method is expensive and does
not scale easily to the lattice volumes considered in this
study. For these reasons, we believe that it is advanta-
geous to always use the unbiased exponential for expo-
nential resummation of the Taylor series.

In Fig. 4, we plot the fourth order Taylor expansion
and unbiased resummation results for ∆P/T 4 and N/T 3

as functions of µ̂B ≡ µB/T for all three temperatures viz.
T = 135, 157 and 176 MeV. The unbiased resummation
results agree quite well with the Taylor series results for
µ̂B ≲ 1.1 - 1.2. As µ̂B is increased however, the resum-
mation calculation breaks down at a value µ̂B = µ̂c

B that
depends upon the temperature. The breakdown happens
because the fluctuations of the phase factor cosΘ(T, µB)
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Figure 3. ∆P (T, µB)/T
4 and N (T, µB)/T

3 for T = 135 MeV using Taylor expansion and biased and unbiased resummation.
All colors and symbols are the same as in Fig. 2.
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Figure 4. ∆P (T, µB)/T
4 and N (T, µB)/T

3 calculated at fourth order in µB for all the three working temperatures T = 135,
157 and 176 MeV presented in red, blue and black colors respectively.

of the exponential increase rapidly, both in magnitude
and sign, as µ̂B approaches µ̂c

B . The increase in fluctu-
ations manifests as a sudden increase in the error bars
in the case of the number density, while the pressure be-
comes indeterminate as the argument of the logarithm
(Eq. (5)) can become negative during bootstrap resam-
pling.

Owing to this increase in fluctuations, the expectation
value ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩ of the phase factor vanishes for all
µ̂B ⩾ µ̂c

B . In Fig. 5, we plot our fourth order results
for ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩, obtained using Eqs. (17a), (17b) and
(17c) with N = 4, as a function of µ̂B for all three tem-
peratures. We find differences in the biased and unbi-
ased calculations that increase with decreasing tempera-
ture and result in different values for µ̂c

B . Especially at
T = 135 MeV, we see that the unbiased results go to
zero around µ̂B ∼ 1.2, while the biased results vanish

later, around µ̂B ∼ 1.5. These differences are impor-
tant because both the breakdown of the calculation and
the vanishing of ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩ are expected to occur as
µ̂B → |µ̂B0|, where µ̂B0 is the zero of Z(T, µB) that is
closest to the origin in the complex µ̂B plane [24]. The
origin of the breakdown is thus physical and not a draw-
back of exponential resummation compared to reweight-
ing or Taylor expansion [27]. In fact, since exponential
resummation resums the same operators that appear in
the Taylor series calculation, the same breakdown should
also show up in a Taylor series expansion carried out to
sufficiently high order e.g. as a lack of convergence of the
Taylor series beyond a certain value of µ̂B .
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Figure 5. Average phasefactor ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩ calculated according to Eq. (17) with N = 4 for T = 135, 157 and 176 MeV.
The second and fourth order Taylor expansion results of ⟨cosΘ(T, µB)⟩ are shown as purple and orange bands respectively.

IV. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

Exponential resummation has been previously intro-
duced as a new way of resumming the finite-density QCD
Taylor series [24]. The contribution of the the nth µ̂Y

derivative DY
n (T ) of ln detM(T, µY ), where M(T, µY )

is the fermion matrix, to all orders in µY is equal to
exp(DY

n (T )µ̂n
Y /n!). In this way, the contribution of the

firstN derivativesDY
1 , . . . , DY

N that are calculated during
the Nth order Taylor series calculation can be obtained
to all orders in µ̂Y . However as the DY

n are calculated
stochastically, the exponential contains stochastic bias
which needs to be subtracted before genuine higher-order
contributions can be identified.

In this paper, we presented a new way of carrying out
the exponential resummation in which the stochastic bias
was subtracted, at the level of each individual gauge con-
figuration, up to a finite order in µ̂Y or the cumulant
expansion. We applied our formalism to calculate the
excess pressure and number density at finite isospin as
well as finite baryon chemical potential. Our results were
in good agreement with the Taylor series results, both
for real as well as imaginary chemical potentials, up to
|µ̂2

I | ⩽ 4 (up to |µ̂2
B | ⩽ 2). We also calculated the average

phase factor as a function of µ̂B using both biased and
unbiased resummations. As observed previously [24], the
vanishing of the phase factor is accompanied by a break-
down of the calculation. The value µ̂B = µ̂c

B at which
the breakdown occurs differs between the biased and un-
biased resummations, with the differences increasing as
the temperature is decreased. The breakdown of the cal-

culation has physical significance as µ̂c
B is the distance

from the origin to the closest zero µ̂B0 of the QCD parti-
tion function Z(T, µB) in the complex µ̂B plane. Hence
the vanishing of the phase factor could provide yet an-
other way of locating the zeros of Z(T, µB) (equivalently,
the singularities of lnZ(T, µB) in the complex µ̂B plane.
Then it would be important to obtain an unbiased de-
termination of µ̂c

B , especially as the biased and unbiased
estimates differ significantly at lower temperatures.
We also note that with exponential resummation,

it is possible to calculate the QCD partition function
Z(T, µB) itself. By comparison, the QCD Taylor series
is an expansion of lnZ(T, µB). The finite Taylor series
is analytic over the entire complex µ̂B plane, whereas
our resummation makes it possible to calculate the zeros
of Z(T, µB) and hence directly determine the location of
poles or branch singularities that could correspond to the
location of the much sought after QCD critical point [40–
42]. This has been done previously [24, 25], but we hope
to repeat these calculations in the future using our new
formalism in order to obtain more reliable estimates of
these important observables.
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Appendix A: Proof of the Unbiasedness of Eq. (13) to O(µ4
Y )

In Sec. II, we stated without proof that Eqs. (13) and (14) (with N = 4) resum the first four derivatives DY
1 , . . . , DY

4

in such a way that the resulting exponential as well as the excess pressure are both unbiased to O
(
µ4
Y

)
where Y ≡ B, I.

To see why this is so, we start by Taylor-expanding the exponential in Eq. (13). To O
(
µ4
Y

)
, one obtains (with

µ̂Y ≡ µY /T ):

exp

[
4∑

n=1

CY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n]
=

∞∑
k=0

1

k!

[
4∑

n=1

CY
n (T )

n!

(µY

T

)n]k
= 1 +

4∑
k=1

AY
k (T )

µ̂ k
Y

k!
+O

(
µ̂5
Y

)
, (A1)

where the AY
k , k = 1, . . . , 4 are given by

AY
1 (T ) = DY

1 ,

AY
2 (T ) = DY

2 + (DY
1 )2,

AY
3 (T ) = DY

3 + 3DY
2 DY

1 + (DY
1 )3,

AY
4 (T ) = DY

4 + 3 (DY
2 )2 + 4DY

3 DY
1 + 6DY

2 (DY
1 )2 + (DY

1 )4. (A2)

We note that the AY
k are just the derivatives of detM w.r.t. µ̂Y [28]

AY
k (T ) ≡

∂k

∂µ̂k
Y

[
detM(T, µY )

]
µY =0

, (A3)

but with the terms appearing in the derivative evaluated in an unbiased manner. Now, as per Eq. (13), we need to
extract the real part of the exponential. This means that the above series becomes an even series in µ̂Y , since the
coefficients of even (odd) powers of µY are purely real (imaginary). We therefore have:

∆P
R(unb)
4

T 4
=

N3
τ

N3
σ

ln

〈
1 +

2∑
k=1

AY
2k(T )

µ̂ 2k
Y

(2k)!
+O

(
µ̂6
Y

)〉
. (A4)

We compute ∆P
R(unb)(T,µY )
4 /T 4 in the above equation by using the well-known formula for ln(1 + x), namely

ln(1 + x) = x− x2

2
+O(x3). (A5)

Collecting coefficients upto O(µ4
Y ), we find the following:

∆P
R(unb)
4

T 4
=

N3
τ

N3
σ

[
⟨AY

2 ⟩
2!

+
⟨AY

4 ⟩ − 3⟨AY
2 ⟩2

4!

]
+O(µ6

Y ). (A6)

This is just the Taylor series expansion ∆PT
4 (T, µB) of the excess pressure to fourth order i.e.

∆P
R(unb)
4

T 4
=

χY
2 (T )

2!

(µY

T

)2
+

χY
4 (T )

4!

(µY

T

)4
+O(µ6

Y ), (A7)

with the Taylor coefficients given by the usual formulas [28]

χY
2 =

N3
τ

N3
σ

〈
AY

2

〉
and χY

4 =
N3

τ

N3
σ

(〈
AY

4

〉
− 3
〈
AY

2

〉2)
. (A8)

Thus we find that Eq. (13) reproduces the usual Taylor series expansion of the excess pressure to O
(
µ4
Y

)
. Since the

Taylor coefficients are calculated in an unbiased manner, we conclude that the exponential in Eq. (13) too is unbiased
to O

(
µ4
Y

)
.
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