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Abstract

The quark-hadron transition that happens in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions is expected to be influenced by the effects of
rotation and magnetic field, both present due to the geometry of a generic non-head-on impact. We augment the conventional T–µB

planar phase diagram for QCD matter by extending it to a multi-dimensional domain spanned by temperature T , baryon chemical
potential µB, external magnetic field B and angular velocity ω. Using two independent approaches, one from a rapid rise in entropy
density and another dealing with a dip in the squared speed of sound, we identify deconfinement in the framework of a modified
statistical hadronization model. We find that the deconfinement temperature TC(µB, ω, eB) decreases nearly monotonically with
increasing µB, ω and eB with the most prominent drop (by nearly 40 to 50 MeV) in TC occurring when all the three quasi-control
(via collision energy and centrality) parameters are simultaneously tuned to finite values that are typically achievable in present and
upcoming heavy-ion colliders.
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1. Introduction

The beginning of this century marks the first experimen-
tal production and detection of quark-gluon plasma, an ex-
treme phase of quantum chromodynamics (QCD), in ultra-
relativistic heavy ion collisions (HIC) at the Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider (RHIC), BNL, and the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC), CERN [1]. The same partonic matter is believed to
have filled the early universe in its first microseconds after the
Big Bang [2]. Upcoming facilities to further probe this ex-
otic phase under varying conditions are under development,
e.g., at Nuclotron-based Ion Collider fAcility (NICA), JINR,
Dubna; the Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR),
GSI, Darmstadt; Heavy-Ion program at Japan Proton Acceler-
ator Research Complex (JPARC-HI), Japan and High Intensity
heavy-ion Accelerator Facility (HIAF), China.

Apart from very high temperatures and densities, the femto-
scale system may also sustain significant rotation (parametrized
by the angular velocity or vorticity ω ≈ (9±1)×1021s−1 ∼ 0.03
fm−1 ∼ 0.006 GeV as experimentally discovered by the RHIC
collaboration [3], higher theoretical estimates yield ω ∼ 0.1
fm−1 ∼ 0.02 GeV [4, 5, 6]) and a strong magnetic field back-
ground (B ∼ 1019 Gauss corresponding to eB ∼ 6m2

π ∼ 0.12
GeV2 where e is the elementary charge and mπ is the pion
mass [7, 8]) within the fireball droplet produced in a typical
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off-central collision [9, 10, 11]. The extreme values of all these
parameters (HIC fireballs are likely the hottest, densest, most
vortical and embedded in the strongest magnetic fields, albeit
briefly) are unique in the present-day universe. The only other
conceivable physical situations that are qualitatively analogous
might be the very early universe [12] and neutron star or magne-
tar cores [13] and even some quasi-relativistic condensed matter
systems [14].

Thus a comprehensive treatment should include variables
like angular velocity and magnetic field as additional parame-
ters characterizing the hot and dense QCD matter. While certain
effects of finite baryon chemical potential (µB), angular velocity
(ω) and magnetic field (eB), have been studied either separately
or pairwise in the past, the interplay of all three and their com-
bined impact on deconfinement and heavy-ion phenomenology
seem to have been unexplored until now [11, 15, 16, 17]. The
present work aims to advance in this direction by focusing on
the rich phase structure of strongly interacting matter that man-
ifests in the proposed multi-dimensional parameter space rele-
vant for high-energy nucleus-nucleus collisions.

Here we adopt a modified hadron resonance gas (HRG)
model, aka the statistical hadronization model [18, 19]. It is
a unique tool for the kind of investigation of QCD matter that
we need to make for the non-perturbative regime under study.
The success of this model comes from accurately reproducing
the particle abundances in HIC experiments [20]. Moreover,
HRG results have been found to be in good agreement with lat-
tice QCD simulations for temperatures upto the deconfinement
temperature TC [20, 21]. It also predicts the freeze-out points
on the phase diagram that lie remarkably close to the deconfine-
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ment boundary for µB upto and a little beyond 0.25 GeV where
the so-called sign problem of lattice methods thwarts ab initio
attempts [22]. The thermodynamic quantities computed in the
model can be used to formulate criteria that we impose in order
to locate, characterize and constrain the desired region where
quark-hadron deconfinement occurs in the phase diagram, as
will be elucidated below.

Deconfinement of hadronic matter when heated above a cer-
tain temperature range releases the quarks and gluons, the fun-
damental constituents of the theory. The resulting proliferation
of the degrees of freedom in the system leads to a rapid in-
crease in various thermodynamic quantities and this property
when viewed in the Hagedorn picture gives us a means to esti-
mate the deconfinement region in the phase diagram [23, 24].
The transition should also leave an imprint in the squared speed
of sound [25] in the form of a prominent dip at the phase tran-
sition as may be intuitively expected given that it is essentially
a ratio of the entropy density to the heat capacity and the latter
diverges at a first-order phase transition.

In this Letter, we shall confine our investigation to the decon-
finement (crossover) zone in the fully augmented QCD phase
diagram for a parameter space that is most relevant for present
and upcoming colliders (LHC, RHIC, NICA, FAIR). To accom-
plish this we are going to adopt two independent methods of es-
timating the deconfinement temperature both under the frame-
work of the HRG model. Section 2 discusses the physical pic-
ture describing our system subjected to constraints and relations
emerging from Landau quantization and relativistic causality.
In Sec. 3, we begin with a formulation of the extended HRG
model with parallel rotation and magnetic field followed by
a computation of the required thermodynamic quantities. In
Sec. 4, we discuss our strategy to study those characteristics that
serve as excellent proxies for the onset of deconfinement and
we selectively work with physical quantities that do not have
a contribution from quantum zero-point (vacuum) fluctuations.
Imposing a working criterion to extract the temperature of de-
confinement, the entropy density will yield an estimate of the
transition temperature. We will also study the speed of sound
and impose a distinct condition from which another estimate
for the deconfinement temperature may be obtained. In Sec. 5,
we corroborate these results and discuss several implications.
Finally, we summarize our findings and outline directions that
may be studied further in the future in Sec. 6.

2. Landau quantization and causality bound under rota-
tion

We consider a relativistic quantum gas rigidly rotating with
angular velocity −→ω that is embedded in a uniform magnetic
field

−→
B and contained within a cylinder of radius R so that

−→ω = (0, 0, ωz ≡ ω) and
−→
B = (0, 0, Bz ≡ B) are parallel. In such

a system composed of both charged as well as neutral particles
the former couple with the background magnetic field while the
latter do not. To have a clear physical picture and disentangle
the different influences let us first discuss just the magnetic cou-
pling of a particle of charge Q. The well-known Landau levels,

ε =
√

p2
z + p2

⊥ + m2 =

√
p2

z + |QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz) + m2, appear

with degeneracy N = ⌊ |QB|S
2π ⌋ where S ∼ R2 (S = πR2, for our

geometry) is the transverse area and n = 0, 1, 2, .. . We should
note here that p⊥ =

√
|QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz) is valid for both Dirac

fermions with sz = ±1/2 [26] and scalar bosons [15]. We shall
assume the same formula to hold true for particles of higher
spin as well. Landau quantization dominates as long as N ≫ 1
or equivalently 1

√
|QB|
≪ R, or in words, 1

√
|QB|
≡ lB, the so-

called magnetic length which is the characteristic length scale
for the cyclotron orbits, should be sufficiently smaller than the
system size, R = lsystem. If lsystem ≲ lB, the cyclotron motion
is disturbed by the boundary and the degenerate Landau quan-
tized spectra no longer apply. Thus when the caveat for Landau
levels, ( 1

√
|QB|
= lB) ≪ R is violated (in the B = 0 limit, say)

the transverse momentum p⊥ becomes of order 1
R (due to the

edges) and not 1
lB

[26]. We note that our work will employ
Landau quantization and thus it strictly applies for sufficiently
strong magnetic fields (or equivalently a large enough system
size) relevant for HIC, unless otherwise mentioned.

Now, the introduction of a rigid, global rotation necessitates
us to confine the system within a cylindrical boundary since
at a distance r from the rotation axis, the azimuthal velocity,
v = rω, should be below the vacuum speed of light, c = 1.
This causality bound then mandates the system size to be below
a threshold 1

ω
which in turn provides an upper bound for the

magnetic length lB which has to be smaller than the system size
R for Landau quantization to be valid [27]. This implies

1/
√
|QB| ≪ R ⩽ 1/ω. (1)

The parameter space we shall study in this Letter falls within
the bounds set by these inequalities. As a result, the B = 0 sub-
stitution in our formulae for charged particles, for example the
Landau quantized spectrum in ε and other relations introduced
below, is not valid and separate formulae will be used for the
neutral particles. Alternative approaches in the literature (see
Refs. [15, 26, 28]) use a modified Landau spectrum in recogni-
tion of the distortion in the energy levels due to the boundary.
This only becomes important when lsystem ≲ lB which corre-
sponds to a very narrow sliver (0 < eB ≲ 0.0064 GeV2 for
lB ∼ lsystem = 12.5 GeV−1or 2.5 fm) in the phase space that
we will investigate. Also, these distortions occur due to the so-
called edge states and become essentially irrelevant in the deep
interior, i.e., r ≪ R, of the system where only the bulk states
dominate [26, 28].

The phase space sum, required for the thermodynamic poten-
tial gets modified for the case of magnetic field (since for a fixed
sz, p2

⊥ = |QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz), dpxdpy → 2πp⊥dp⊥ = 2π|QB|dn)
to look like [27, 29]∫

dpxdpy

(2π)2 →
|QB|
2π

∞∑
n=0

(2)

and for rotation accompanying the magnetic field the Landau
degeneracy (N = |QB|S

2π with S = πR2) is lifted by the canonical
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orbital angular momentum quantum number l thus [27]∫
dpxdpy

(2π)2 →
1
πR2

∞∑
n=0

N−n∑
l=−n

(3)

These relations show a dimensional reduction of the phase
space that effectively transforms

∫
d3 p to just

∫
dpz and takes

the particle dynamics from (3 + 1)-dimensions → (1 + 1)-
dimensions. The transverse phase plane

∫
2πp⊥dp⊥ collapses

due to the discretization from Landau quantization and leaves
only the longitudinal degree of freedom to be integrated over.

Under the constraints embodied in Eq. 1, we shall find
that the complete dispersion relation for charged parti-
cles under −→ω.

−→
B > 0 is given by Landau levels, ε =√

p2
z + |QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz) + m2, with an accompanying effec-

tive chemical potential induced by the rotation that lifts the Lan-
dau degeneracy, thus yielding ε→ ε− qω(l+ sz) where q = +1
for the particle or positive charge state and q = −1 for the anti
particle or negative charge state [15, 27].

In the rest of this section we briefly review the calculations,
explicitly performed in Ref. [27] for fermions and Ref. [15] for
bosons, that support the formulae and arguments made above.
Under the coordinate transformation suitable for a rigid global
rotation, all local quantities can be expressed as functions of the
co-rotating coordinates, xµ, in the non-inertial rotating frame of
reference instead of x̃µ in the rest (lab) frame. The correspond-
ing metric can be read as

gµν = ηab
∂x̃a

∂xµ
∂x̃b

∂xν
=


1 − (x2 + y2)ω2 yω −xω 0

yω −1 0 0
−xω 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −1

 , (4)

with the Minkowskian metric taken as η = diag(1,−1,−1,−1).
To deal with the fermions we introduce the vierbein, ηab =

eµaeνbgµν, and adopt

et
0 = ex

1 = ey
2 = ez

3 = 1, ex
0 = yω, ey

0 = −xω, (5)

taking all other components zero.
The Dirac equation in a curved background space-time and

gauge field is given by

[iγµ(Dµ + Γµ) − m]ψ = 0, (6)

where the covariant derivative is Dµ ≡ ∂µ + iQAµ, Q being
the charge of the Dirac fermion. The Γµ term is the usually
defined affine connection associated with the rotating frame and
containing Dirac spin matrices σi j = i

2 [γi, γ j]. Choosing the
symmetric gauge Aµ = (0, By/2,−Bx/2, 0), we can have the

explicitly written Dirac equation under parallel
−→
B and −→ω.

[iγ0(∂t − xω∂y + yω∂x − iωσ12) + iγ1(∂x + iQBy/2)

+ iγ2(∂y − iQBx/2) + iγ3∂z − m]ψ = 0
(7)

We have already discussed the energy dispersion for spin s par-
ticles in a magnetic field at ω = 0, given by

E2 = p2
z + |QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz) + m2 (8)

with n = 0, 1, 2, .... We can separate out the contributions from
rotation in Eq. 7 which are made of terms −i(ωx∂y − ωy∂x) +
ωσ12 = ω(L̂z + Ŝ z). If the eigenvalues of the L̂z and Ŝ z are
denoted by l and sz and from the recognition that E + ω(l + sz)
is the energy eigenvalue in the inertial frame we arrive at

[E + ω(l + sz)]2 = p2
z + |QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz) + m2 (9)

Thus the two branches of the energy eigenmodes E = ±|E|
corresponding to the particle and antiparticle states yield√

p2
z + |QB|(2n + 1 − 2sz) + m2 ∓ ω(l + sz) respectively. This

result applies to spinless particles as well [15]. We now have
all the ingredients (Eq. 3 and the above dispersion relation)
to estimate the thermodynamic potential or free energy density
[27, 30, 31] required for the HRG model formulation.

A physical picture reveals how the charged particles behave
in a manner reminiscent of the classical Hall effect. The angu-
lar generalization (ϕ = 0 to 2π) of the linear Hall effect situa-
tion may be the mechanism via which a charge gradient or im-
balance grows between the radially inner and outer regions of
the circulating gas leading to a quasi-static or nearr-equilibrium
system that can be legitimately treated in a statistically equili-
brated ensemble for ω ≪

√
|QB|.

We emphasize that as we are only interested in the bulk inte-
rior of the cylinder, the finite-size effects (due to edge states) are
neglected in the calculations for the charged particles. For the
regime that we operate in (strong magnetic field), there is neg-
ligible dependence on the local radial distance upto r ∼ 0.8R
since the edge states are localized near the boundary only
[26, 28]. Schematically, a small magnetic length allows the sys-
tem to accommodate ‘tight’ cyclotron orbits in the bulk that are
intact from boundary interference. The opposite limit of large
magnetic length (B → 0) lets the cyclotron orbits ‘loosen up’
(i.e., become less curved) and when they become comparable
to the system size the boundary conditions become important.
This implies that for the B = 0 case we need to include the fi-
nite size effects and thus expect r dependence. We shall see this
explicitly in the next section.

3. Statistical hadronization model with rotation and mag-
netic field

The composite ideal gas system in the HRG model consists
of the charged baryons and mesons which are affected by the
magnetic field (via Landau quantization) as well as the neutral
particles that are not, if we neglect their anomalous magnetic
moments. The corresponding thermodynamic formulae gov-
erning the charged and neutral particles thus look different as
shown below.

The free energy density with the vacuum term suppressed
for charged baryons and mesons, as discussed in the previous
section, is expressed as

f b/m
i,c = ∓

T
πR2

∫
dpz

2π

∞∑
n=0

N−n∑
l=−n

si∑
sz=−si

ln(1 ± e−(εi,c−qiω(l+sz)−µi)/T ),

(10)
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where the dispersion relation contains the Landau levels

εi,c =

√
p2

z + m2
i + |QiB|(2n − 2sz + 1) . (11)

This obeys the constraint in Eq. 1 as we use undistorted Landau
levels. The free energy density for the neutral particles [16] is
given by

f b/m
i,n = ∓

T
8π2

∫
(ΛIR

l )2
dp2

r

∫
dpz

∞∑
l=−∞

l+2si∑
ν=l

J2
ν (prr)

× ln(1 ± e−(εi,n−(l+si)ω−µi)/T ),

(12)

where the free part of the energy dispersion is given by

εi,n =

√
p2

r + p2
z + m2

i . (13)

Here Qi, qi = Qi/|Qi|, si and mi are the charge, sign of
charge, spin and mass of the ith hadron and the subscripts c and
n refer to charged particles and neutral particles respectively.
The upper (lower) signs correspond to the baryons (mesons)
as denoted by the superscript b (m). The chemical potential
µi = QB,iµB + Qe,iµe + QS ,iµS reflects the baryonic, electric
charge and strangeness components of the ith particle. We have
set µe = 0 and µS = 0 here for simplicity and shall report the
consequences of charge conservation and zero net-strangeness
conditions in succeeding works.

In Eq. 10, the Landau degeneracy is lifted by rotation and
the degenerate quantum number is the canonical orbital angular
momentum l. The summation

∑N−n
l=−n over l runs upto N − n.

Since N is a function of the magnetic field, differentiation of the
free energy density with respect to the magnetic field requires
us to take this into account. Similarly, in Eq. 12, there is an
ω-dependent infrared cutoff (ΛIR

l ) in the pr integration
∫
ΛIR

l
dp2

r ,

whereΛIR
l = ξl,1ω and ξl,1 is the first zero of the Bessel function.

We now comment on the conspicuous presence of the trans-
verse phase space and configuration space coordinates pr or p⊥
and r in Eq. 12. As explained in Sec. 2, both of these are
expected for the neutral particles which are insensitive to the
magnetic field. Their trajectories are thus strongly affected by
the centrifugation effect due to rotation and the finite boundary.
This is not the case for Eq. 10 when the magnetic field is large
enough. More specifically, the dimensional reduction of phase
space from Landau quantization (Eqs. 2,3) leaves only

∫
dpz in

Eq. 10 whereas for the B = 0 case in Eq. 12,
∫

dp2
r is retained.

If we had included boundary effects for B , 0 (as done in

Ref. [26] for ω = 0), we would have ε =
√

p2
z + 2|QB|λl,k + m2

(instead of
√

p2
z + 2|QB|n + m2 for spin up), where λl,k repre-

sents a modified Landau level index in a finite-size system and
its explicit form depends on the boundary condition at r = R.
With an imposed boundary the Landau wavefunction is also de-
formed by the finite-size effect and contains the confluent hy-
pergeometric function. These wavefunctions Φl and Φl+1 in
that case reduce to Bessel functions in the limit B → 0, i.e.,
Φl(λl,k,

|QB|r2

2 ) → Jl(
√

2|QB|λl,kr) and Φl+1(λl,k − 1, |QB|r2

2 ) →
Jl+1(
√

2|QB|λl,kr). We identify the argument
√

2|QB|λl,kr with

p⊥r = prr. This justifies the appearance of the Bessel functions
in Eq. 12 where boundary effects are accounted for.

There is no counterpart in Eq. 10 of the Bessel functions in
Eq. 12 on account of the following reason. In Eq. 12 we work in
cylindrical coordinates since it is the natural formulation suited
to the geometry of the system, and the Bessel function arises
from the weight in the Bessel-Fourier expansion. However, in a
magnetic field obeying Eq. 1 the dimensional reduction in Eq. 3
encapsulates the transverse phase plane and thus pr disappears
in Eq. 10 along with the J2

ν (prr) part. A possible justification
for this may be that the wave-function should be exponentially
localized around the axis (r = 0) for large eB, and the Bessel
function part could be approximated by unity at r = 0.

We note that in our approximation Eq. 12 is not recoverable
from Eq. 10 under the substitution B = 0 simply because B is
not a small perturbation (no weak field limit B → 0 exists) in
Eq. 10, in light of the constraint in the first inequality in Eq. 1.
We remark that this kind of a disconnected B = 0 and strong
B , 0 treatment applied to the HRG model has already been
successfully employed in the literature (see Refs. [11, 29, 32,
33] ).

We have taken fixed values of r = 3 GeV−1 and R = 12.5
GeV−1 (or R = 2.5 fm, ∼ system radius for peripheral collisions
at freeze-out [34]), so as to have definite, unambiguous results
valid for our idealized system. Since our principal aim here is
to explore the phase structure, we bypass a thorough study of
the radial dependence and possible inhomogeneous equations
of state [35].

For the system we are dealing with, the free energy density
reads

f = ϵ − T s − µBnB − ω j − BmB = −p,
where pressure p, energy density ϵ, entropy density s, baryon

number density nB, magnetization mB and total angular momen-
tum j are the relevant observables. All the observables here sat-
isfy simple differential relations, s = − ∂ f

∂T , nB = −
∂ f
∂µB
, j =

−
∂ f
∂ω
, mB = −

∂ f
∂B . It is required to use Leibniz rule to carry

out differentiation of the free energy with respect to the an-
gular velocity while computing the total angular momentum.
The squared speed of sound is defined as c2

s =
∂p
∂ϵ
|(µB,ω,eB) =

[ ∂p
∂T |(µB,ω,eB)]/[ ∂ϵ∂T |(µB,ω,eB)] and here comes out to be

c2
s =

s(
T
∂s
∂T
+ B

∂mB

∂T
+ ω

∂ j
∂T
+ µB

∂nB

∂T

)∣∣∣∣
(µB,ω,eB)

.
(14)

All required thermodynamic quantities can be computed from
the free energy density and plugged in to obtain the desired
results.

All hadrons, upto a mass of 1.5 GeV and excluding those
having spin-3/2, listed in the particle data group list of particles
contained in the package of THERMUS-V3.0 [36] have been
included in our HRG model treatment. The ultraviolet mass
cut-off is taken to reduce numerical cost and the exclusion of
the spin-3/2 sector has been implemented due an instability in
its theory [29, 37, 38, 39].
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4. Strategy to identify deconfinement

The first criterion that we employ to characterize the de-
confinement transition and demarcate its location on the multi-
dimensional QCD phase diagram is based on an argument re-
garding the physical reinterpretation of the Hagedorn limiting
temperature concept [23, 40]. Historically, the original inter-
pretation of the Hagedorn temperature as a limiting tempera-
ture within the hadronic bootstrap model framework was re-
vised [41] when it was realized that the same should be con-
strued as the transition temperature to more fundamental de-
grees of freedom, namely the quarks and gluons. A drastic
rise in thermodynamic quantities like the entropy density is ex-
pected during the deconfinement transition. Since this transi-
tion is of crossover type, we do not see a strict discontinuity or
divergence but rather a sharp change within a narrow temper-
ature window. We choose a working condition for deconfine-
ment along these lines [16, 24]. From an experimental stand-
point too there is a strong indication that the hadro-chemical
freeze-out curve determined by the so-called universal freeze-
out conditions can act as a close proxy for the deconfinement
band region in the phase diagram, and this is most accurate in
the small to medium baryo-chemical potential range [22].

Another pragmatic way to deduce the onset of deconfine-
ment involves the speed of sound which has been studied to
distinguish QCD phases in highly varied contexts [42, 43]. In
contrast to the somewhat arbitrary condition imposed on the
scaled entropy density to reach the TC estimate, the dip in the
squared speed of sound, c2

s provides precise values for TC inde-
pendently [44]. If the phase transition were strictly first-order
then we would have expected a discontinuity at T = TC where
c2

s should vanish [25]. The crossover nature of the quark-hadron
transition leads to the relatively smooth and shallow minima of
c2

s occurring at and near the deconfinement as seen in Fig. 1.
We shall now extend the evaluation of these observables to new
regimes in parameter space using the generalized HRG model
as detailed above. Extrapolating the validity of the conditions
for deconfinement, we will be able to map out the QCD phases
in a multi-dimensional domain.

5. Results and discussion

We compute the entropy density numerically and impose the
criteria s/T 3 = 4 – 7 to constrain the range within which the
deconfinement transition occurs most dramatically (rapid rise
in thermodynamic quantities). This leads to the deconfinement
bands shown in Fig. 2 for the scenarios without (eB = 0) and
with (eB = 0.15 GeV2) magnetic field. We have taken µe = 0
and µS = 0 for simplicity. We observe a successive lower-
ing of the deconfinement crossover zone due to finite magnetic
field as ω rises from 0 to 0.02 GeV (∼ 3×1022s−1). The trend is
clear across the span of these external parameters: the dip in TC

is amplified substantially when both the magnetic field and the
angular velocity take on high values and at the baryon chemical
potential of around 0.5 GeV, the drop reaches a nadir nearing
0.1 GeV. This is remarkable since at zero magnetic field the ef-
fect of rotation with ω rising from 0 to 0.02 GeV is only slight
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Figure 1: The variation of the squared speed of sound as a function of tem-
perature with a magnified view of the region where the minima occur in the
inset.
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Figure 2: QCD phase diagrams, T vs. µB for eB = 0 (red band or curve)
and eB = 0.15 GeV2 (blue band or curve) and (a) for ω = 0 GeV and (b)
for ω = 0.02 GeV. The deconfinement transition zones depicted as (i) bands
constrained by s/T 3 = 4 (lower edge) and 7 (upper edge) , and (ii) curves
obtained from the minima of c2

s vs. T as shown in Fig. 1.

within the range considered here. However the simultaneous
imposition of an external magnetic field over and above the ro-
tation leads to nearly the same drop in the deconfinement tem-
perature at ω = 0.02 GeV as that estimated at extremely large
values of ω = 0.3 GeV when there is no magnetic field present
at all [16]. This would suggest that although the latter (pure,
eB = 0) rapid rotation scenario might be too high for a typical
HIC at the time of deconfinement and chemical freeze-out, a
similar (in magnitude) effective downward shift of the decon-
finement temperature may nevertheless still apply if the realis-
tic situation sustains a strong enough magnetic field (eB ∼ 0.12
GeV2 [7]) accompanying the more modest but also more plau-
sible ω values (∼ 0.02 GeV, [3, 4, 5, 6]) as in the case of the for-
mer which has been examined in the current study. As the QGP
droplet produced in a HIC (particularly those with finite µB, ω
and eB) evolves from its initial formation to hadronization, the
pronounced lowering of TC may lead to a longer lifetime for the
deconfined phase.

In Fig. 2, we have also shown data points for chemical freeze-
out [34] as extracted from experimental particle yields and ra-
tiosfor two centrality classes, (0-5)% and (60-80)%. When such
fitting analyses incorporate rotation and magnetic field as addi-

5



Figure 3: (Top) Deconfinement transition surfaces showing TC(µB, ω) for eB =
0 (upper surface) and eB = 0.15 GeV2 (lower surface). (Bottom) Augmented
phase diagram showing TC(µB, ω, eB) as a color-coded density plot where the
TC-calibrated legend (left) provides reference for the different iso-TC contour
boundaries in the µB, ω, eB space. Both plots obtained from rapid rise in
entropy density at s/T 3 = 5.5.

tional quasi-control parameters ( µB, ω and eB, all dependent
on collision energy and impact parameter or centrality), our
phenomenological results may be better interpreted. The com-
parison might lead to not only T −µB freeze-out data serving as
‘thermometer’ and ‘baryometer’ [18] but also possibly augment
them with capabilities of ‘magnetometer’ [11] and ‘anemome-
ter’ to estimate the magnitudes of magnetic field and rotational
motion prevalent in a HIC fireball. The degree of the relative
influences of µB, ω and eB might be constrained from other ob-
servable phenomena, for example measured polarization [3] to
independently constrain ω, etc.

Since we now have TC(µB, ω, eB), that is the deconfinement
temperature estimate as a function of three independent param-
eters, we can depict the variation of TC in higher dimensional
spaces to visually understand the individual and combined ef-
fects of µB, ω and eB on TC . Top panel of Fig. 3 shows the
surface plots (3-D QCD phase diagram) TC(µB, ω) for eB = 0
and eB = 0.15 GeV2. The values of TC on each surface are ob-
tained from the rapid rise condition of scaled entropy density,
s/T 3 = 5.5. This particular value of the scaled entropy den-
sity is found to sit roughly midway within the deconfinement
bands depicted in Fig. 2. This also leads to a close correspon-
dence in the variation of TC vs. µB as compared with the par-
allel analysis made using the minima of the squared speed of
sound. The lowering of the TC vs. µB curve due to the imposed
magnetic field of eB = 0.15 GeV2 is seen to be progressively

amplified as we crank up ω from 0 to 0.02 GeV. An even more
fine-grained data set is next exhibited in the (4-D QCD phase di-
agram) TC(µB, ω, eB) density plot in the bottom panel of Fig. 3.
The diagram shows a detailed view of the initial gradual TC

change near the origin at (µB, ω, eB) = (0, 0, 0) as the inde-
pendent variables rise from 0 values and the rapid drop in TC

when the three attain higher values near the diagonally oppo-
site corner where isotherms (constant TC contours) take shape
and pile up in layered or stratified form. These phase portraits,
from the discrete curves, bands and surfaces (2-D and 3-D) to
the continuous density plots (4-D) help us visualize the TC de-
pendence on increasing µB, ω and eB in the experimentally in-
teresting parameter space chosen here.

We also reach an independent estimate for the deconfinement
temperature by utilizing the squared speed of sound which, like
the entropy density, is a quantity that is insensitive to any vac-
uum term contribution and can be computed from the modified
HRG model. A dip in the squared speed of sound, c2

s , reveals
the softest point in the equation-of-state and signals a phase
transition. Thus the locations of the minima should serve as
a faithful proxy for the onset of deconfinement. We exploit
this property to obtain an independent prediction of the decon-
finement region within the QCD phase diagram. Figure 2 su-
perposes the TC curves obtained from the c2

s minima onto the
results obtained from the Hagedorn limiting temperature con-
dition on the entropy density. Both methods lead to the conclu-
sion that the drop in TC is strongly enhanced at high µB, ω and
eB.

Figure 4 shows the TC values obtained from the speed of
sound analysis and these results are analogous to the results
shown in Fig. 3. In our investigations of the squared speed of
sound, the observed dip becomes shallower [43, 45] and shows
smearing as µB or ω or eB rise. We also notice that the drop
in TC obtained from the entropy density analysis is somewhat
smaller than that from the speed of sound analysis. A similar
trend, namely the dip in the squared speed of sound being more
sensitive (to the magnetic field) than the entropy density, was
observed in Ref. [29] also. An exact quantitative correspon-
dence is not expected anyway between the results from the two
distinct methods and thus the obtained pseudo-critical tempera-
tures (no unique TC for a non-singular crossover [46]) serve as
an approximate determination of a continuous transition. The
ambiguity of precisely where the deconfinement curve/surface
cuts the T axis notwithstanding, we infer that the augmented
HRG model predicts a decrease in TC (by a maximum of 40 to
50 MeV in the parameter ranges considered here) as we venture
into the (non-zero T , µB, ω, eB) hinterland of the augmented
QCD phase space.

We now discuss the physics motivations behind taking two
distinct routes. Firstly, since there is no treatment in the lit-
erature, to the best of our knowledge, that studies the non-
perturbative QCD thermodynamics and phase structure under
simultaneously non-zero ω, µB and eB, it is important to cross-
check the results we obtain by confirming that our two different
approaches are mutually validated. If the results obtained by
constraining s/T 3 (invoking the Hagedorn argument) are cor-
roborated qualitatively and even quantitatively to close proxim-
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Figure 4: (Top) Deconfinement transition surfaces showing TC(µB, ω) for eB =
0 (upper surface) and eB = 0.15 GeV2 (lower surface). (Bottom) Augmented
phase diagram showing TC(µB, ω, eB) as a color-coded density plot where the
TC-calibrated legend (left) provides reference for the different iso-TC contour
boundaries in the µB, ω, eB space. Both obtained from the minima of the
squared speed of sound.

ity with an independent method, like minimizing c2
s , one can

be confident that the consistent results from these methods con-
stitute a robust and novel prediction of the augmented HRG
model. Thus our twin approach serves to substantiate the basic
results found. Again, the choice of s/T 3 and c2

s over other cri-
teria like scaled p [16] and n [24], ϵ/n [11, 33], nB + nB [33]
lets us bypass the vacuum term (T = 0) that would otherwise
require renormalization [29]. Also, c2

s as computed in the gen-
eralized HRG model treated here opens up the possibility of
going beyond studying just the freeze-out stage thermodynam-
ics to also matching with the hydrodynamics of the QGP phase.
Our evaluation of c2

s , being a key ingredient in hydrodynamic
calculations, fireball evolution, elliptic flow studies, conformal
symmetry breaking in hot QCD, etc. [25] will serve as a starting
point for more detailed studies in forthcoming work.

We discuss the HIC phenomenological aspects with regard
to the ‘magnetometer’ and ‘anemometer’ measurability pro-
posal. Let us denote by ‘x’ the control parameters (like col-
lision energy, centrality, rapidity) that can be adjusted to vary
the µB, ω and eB at which the system crosses the transition re-
gion [47]. The existing parameterization for chemical freeze-
out data seems well-suited to be extended to include ω, eB
along with T and µB. The universal freeze-out condition,
s/T 3 ∼ 7 [48], can be tested thereafter in the extrapolated phase
space by comparing with T − µB data for varying centrality,
collision energy and rapidity. The c2

s minima are more directly

associated with QCD phase transitions, particularly the decon-
finement boundary [25]. There is strong evidence that the de-
confinement boundary and chemical freeze-out line merge for
small µB. This is supported by the common and close trend
found in our results in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. The quantitative dif-
ferences between Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 will probably help in the
quite non-trivial task of disentangling or segregating the indi-
vidual contributions of µB, ω and eB to the convoluted pro-
cesses within a hadronizing HIC droplet. Perhaps some addi-
tional refinements in modeling the actual fireball system more
realistically will provide further fine-tuning of the results in the
future.

It is interesting to note that certain aspects of the chiral tran-
sition explored in the literature [49, 50] share similarities to
the deconfinement transition which has been the focus of our
study here. The inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) leads to a
decrease in the chiral transition temperature with an increas-
ing magnetic field in the presence of non-zero chemical po-
tential and also some other influences [51, 52, 53, 54]. Ob-
serving that rotation induces an effective chemical potential, a
phenomenon analogous to inverse magnetic catalysis called ro-
tational magnetic inhibition [27] or inverse magnetorotational
catalysis (IMRC) [55] was proposed. It is conceivable that the
common decreasing trend expected for the critical temperature
in these studies involving, in each case, only two of the three in-
dependent variables µB, ω, eB, gets reinforcement when all of
the three are present simultaneously. This work may shed some
light on whether the two transition temperatures stay locked in
value or split as we turn on the various parameters to finite val-
ues and advance into the (augmented) phase diagram interior.

6. Summary

We set out to examine the deconfinement zone of the QCD
phase diagram for hot and dense matter that is subjected to an
external magnetic field and a parallel global rotation as might
be present in a typical non-central heavy-ion collision. For this
we utilized the HRG model with suitable modifications due to
the additional parameters of magnetic field and angular veloc-
ity. We calculated the entropy density and squared velocity of
sound as functions of temperature. We showed, based on our
imposed criteria for the identification of deconfinement, that the
simultaneous turning on of both the magnetic field and angular
velocity appears to significantly amplify the drop in TC due to
baryon-chemical potential even further, by close to 40 to 50
MeV. We observed that the decrease of TC for HIC values of
µB, ω and eB is substantial and comparable to that due to the
much higher but experimentally implausible eB or ω values if
considered separately. One potential application is the possi-
bility of accessing the HIC fireball properties by using this ap-
proach as a ‘thermometer’, ‘baryometer’, ‘magnetometer’ and
‘anemometer’-like tool. We also discussed a possible extension
of the lifetime of the QGP phase in HIC, the deconfinement and
chiral transitions in our new regime and speculated about their
correspondence, i.e., splitting versus locking. The direction of
research pursued here, incorporating the combined effects of
µB, ω and eB, opens up new avenues for future explorations
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into uncharted QCD phase territory, in tandem with present and
upcoming heavy-ion colliders.
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