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An estimate of the proton number cumulants in the hadronic matter is presented considering
a van der Waals-type interaction between the constituent particles. We argue that the attractive
and repulsive parameters in the VDW hadron resonance gas (VDWHRG) model change as func-
tions of baryochemical potential (µB) and temperature (T ). This, in turn, affects the estimation
of thermodynamic properties and, consequently, the conserved charge fluctuations. We employ a
simple parametrization to bring in the center-of-mass energy (

√
sNN) dependence on temperature

and baryochemical potential and then estimate the proton number cumulants with the modified
approach. The modified van der Waals hadron resonance gas model (MVDWHRG) explains the
existing experimental data very well.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exploring the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) phase
diagram is of interest to the experimental and theoret-
ical high-energy nuclear physics community. The exis-
tence of two phases, the hadronic phase and the quark-
gluon plasma (QGP) phase, in this diagram, separated
by a crossover transition at high temperatures (T ) and
low baryochemical potential (µB), is now well accepted
based on the lattice QCD (lQCD) calculations and other
phenomenological models [1]. On the other hand, it is ex-
pected that a first-order phase transition exist between
the hadronic and partonic matter at low T and high µB

regime. These phase transition lines meet at the hypoth-
esized critical end-point (CEP). However, the applicabil-
ity of lQCD breaks down at high µB due to the fermion
sign problem [2, 3]. Thus, to probe the CEP, which is
a second-order phase transition [4, 5], one needs to take
the help of various phenomenological models and exper-
iments.

It has been theorized [4–7] that the higher-order cu-
mulants of conserved charges, especially baryon number,
are sensitive to the second-order phase transition. This is
because the higher-order cumulants scale with the corre-
sponding powers of the correlation length; thus, a limited
yet finite increase of the correlation length due to the crit-
ical slowing down can still be observed. Moreover, as the
baryon number is a conserved quantity, its fluctuations
are mostly unmodified by the final-state interactions in
the hadronic phase. Some theoretical predictions demon-
strate a non-monotonic behavior of the kurtosis of the
baryon number distributions as a function of the colli-
sion energy, given that the chemical freeze-out happens
close to the CEP [8]. In an experiment, the proton num-
ber is taken as a proxy for the baryon number given that
the proton is the lightest and hence the most abundant
baryon in the hadronic matter formed after a collision.
An exploration towards higher µB by varying the col-
lision energies in experiments to determine the possible
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existence of the CEP on the phase diagram is being car-
ried out by the Beam Energy Scan II (BES-II) program
at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC).

On the phenomenological domain, an alternative to
the lQCD approach at low T (up to 150 MeV) is the
ideal Hadron Resonance Gas (IHRG) model. The IHRG
model has been observed to agree with the lQCD thermo-
dynamic results for temperatures in this range at zero µB

[9–12]. It can also successfully describe the particle ratios
in high-energy collisions. Unlike lQCD, the IHRG model
works very well even at very high µB regime. The IHRG
model can thus be an excellent alternative to studying
the low T and high µB regime.

The limiting condition of T ≤ 150 MeV for IHRG may
be ignored while studying the thermodynamic proper-
ties. However, this must be addressed while estimat-
ing higher order charge fluctuations where the devia-
tions from the lQCD estimates are substantial [1, 13–
15]. Recently, much focus has been diverted towards
an interacting hadron resonance gas model as they ex-
tend the region of agreement with lQCD data. The ex-
cluded volume hadron resonance gas (EVHRG) model
assumes an eigen volume parameter for the hadrons,
which mimics a repulsive interaction between the hadrons
[16, 17]. Meanwhile, the mean-field hadron resonance
gas (MFHRG) model introduces a repulsive interaction
through an interaction potential in the hadronic medium
[18, 19]. There are also various other improvements to
the HRG model in literature, such as the Lorentz modi-
fied excluded volume hadron resonance gas (LMEVHRG)
model [20], where the hadrons are treated as Lorentz con-
tracted, and the effective thermal mass hadron resonance
gas (THRG) model [21], where the hadrons gain effec-
tive mass with temperature. However, the most success-
ful improvement which explains the lQCD results is the
van der Waals hadron resonance gas (VDWHRG) model.
This model assumes a van der Waals-type interaction
among the hadrons, with long-range attractive and short-
range repulsive interactions between the hadrons [22–24].
The VDWHRG effectively explains the lQCD data up to
T ≃ 180 MeV [25, 26]. It may thus be inferred that van
der Waals interaction does play a crucial role in hadronic
systems at high temperatures. In addition, VDWHRG
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contains the possibility of a first-order liquid-gas phase
transition, which is a part of the QCD phase diagram.
This model has been used to estimate various thermody-
namic and transport properties of the hadronic matter
[27–29]. In addition, the conserved charge fluctuations
have also been estimated in the ambit of the VDWHRG
model [25, 30]. However, very little focus has been given
to the high µB regime.

In ref. [25], the authors show that the VDWHRG
model explains the lQCD results better than HRG and
EVHRG models. This is because repulsive interactions
significantly suppress thermodynamic functions in the
crossover region at zero µB . In contrast, the attractive
interactions result in an enhancement of the thermody-
namic functions. The combination of both these interac-
tions leads to better agreement of the model with lQCD
results as compared to the other models. In ref. [21],
the authors update the VDWHRG model by considering
the effective thermal mass of the hadrons. The liquid-
gas critical point has also been explored by taking the
VDWHRG approach in ref. [27]. However, in all these
studies, the authors have assumed the VDW interactions
to be present only among (anti)baryons-(anti)baryons,
and the meson-meson, meson-(anti)baryon interactions
have been excluded for the sake of simplicity. In ref. [28],
a study on the criticality behavior has been conducted
including both (anti)baryons-(anti)baryons and meson-
meson interactions. The caveat is that in all of these
studies [27, 28], the attraction and repulsion parameters,
a and b, are taken as constants for all µB and T , which
seems to be an oversimplification.

In ref. [25], the authors have fixed the a and b param-
eters by reproducing the saturation density n0 = 0.16
fm−3 and binding energy E/A = 16 MeV of the ground
state of nuclear matter. They obtain a = 329 MeV and
b = 3.42 fm3 [23, 25, 31] and predict a first-order liquid-
gas phase transition in the nuclear matter with a critical
point at Tc ≃ 19.7 MeV and µB ≃ 908 MeV. However, an
alternate estimate of a and b may be obtained by fitting
the lQCD data to study the behavior of a system formed
in ultra-relativistic high-energy collisions [27]. The cur-
rent study argues that the above assumptions are over-
simplifications, and the attractive and repulsive param-
eters may depend on chemical potential and tempera-
ture. Using a chi-square minimization technique, we fit
the µB/T dependent lQCD data to obtain the a and b
parameters at different µB/T . We further obtain a func-
tional form for a and b as functions of µB/T , which can be
used for any reasonably extrapolated µB and T values.
This essentially modifies the results of the VDWHRG
model at a high baryon-density region. Taking this mod-
ified VDWHRG (MVDWHRG) approach, we try to ex-
plain the proton number fluctuation data from the STAR
collaboration.

The current work is organized as follows. In section II,
we briefly describe the van der Waals hadron resonance
gas model. We then discuss the modification of the a and
b parameters as functions of baryochemical potential. In

section III, we briefly discuss the obtained results and
consequences. Finally, we summarise our results in sec-
tion IV.

II. FORMULATION

The ideal HRG formalism considers hadrons to be
point particles with no interactions between them. Un-
der this formalism, the partition function of ith particle
species having mass mi is given in a grand canonical en-
semble (GCE) as [16],

lnZid
i = ±V gi

2π2

∫ ∞

0

p2dp ln{1±exp[−(Ei−µi)/T ]}, (1)

where the notations of gi, Ei =
√
p2 +m2

i and µi are
the degeneracy, energy and chemical potential of the ith

hadron, respectively. µi is further expanded in terms of
the baryonic, strangeness, and charge chemical potentials
(µB , µS and µQ, respectively) and the corresponding con-
served numbers (Bi, Si and Qi) as,

µi = BiµB + SiµS +QiµQ, (2)

Pressure Pi, energy density εi, number density ni, and
entropy density si in the ideal HRG formalism can now
be obtained as,

P id
i (T, µi) = ±Tgi

2π2

∫ ∞

0

p2dp ln{1± exp[−(Ei − µi)/T ]}

(3)

εidi (T, µi) =
gi
2π2

∫ ∞

0

Ei p
2dp

exp[(Ei − µi)/T ]± 1
(4)

nid
i (T, µi) =

gi
2π2

∫ ∞

0

p2dp

exp[(Ei − µi)/T ]± 1
(5)

sidi (T, µi) =± gi
2π2

∫ ∞

0

p2dp
[
ln{1± exp[−(Ei − µi)/T ]}

± (Ei − µi)/T

exp[(Ei − µi)/T ]± 1

]
. (6)

The ideal HRG model can be modified to include van
der Waals interactions between particles by the intro-
duction of the attractive and repulsive parameters a and
b, respectively. This modifies the pressure and num-
ber density obtained in ideal HRG iteratively as follows
[23, 24, 27];

P (T, µ) = P id(T, µ∗)− an2(T, µ), (7)

where the n(T, µ) is the VDW particle number density
given by,

n(T, µ) =

∑
i n

id
i (T, µ∗)

1 + b
∑

i n
id
i (T, µ∗)

. (8)
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FIG. 1: (Color Online) Simultaneous χ2 fit of scaled energy density and pressure at various µB/T as functions of temperature.
The coloured bands are for lQCD data [1], and the solid lines are the fits to the data.
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FIG. 2: (Color Online) Variation of extracted a and b parameters from the χ2 fit to the lQCD data as functions of µB/T . The
solid black lines denote the negative exponential fits to the a and b parameters.

Here, i runs over all hadrons and µ∗ is the modified chem-
ical potential given by,

µ∗ = µ− bP (T, µ)− abn2(T, µ) + 2an(T, µ). (9)

It is to be noted that the repulsive parameter is usually
attributed to be related to the hardcore radius (r) of the
particle through the relation b = 16πr3/3, while no such
definition is known for the attractive parameter.

Entropy density s(T, µ) and energy density ϵ(T, µ) in
VDWHRG can now be obtained as,

s(T, µ) =
sid(T, µ∗)

1 + bnid(T, µ∗)
(10)

ϵ(T, µ) =

∑
i ϵ

id
i (T, µ∗)

1 + b
∑

i n
id
i (T, µ∗)

− an2(T, µ). (11)

Knowing the attractive and repulsive parameters, the
total pressure in the VDWHRG model can be written as
[23–28],

P (T, µ) = PM (T, µ) + PB(T, µ) + PB̄(T, µ) (12)

where M , B and B̄ represents mesons, baryons and anti-
baryons, respectively. Their contributions to pressure is
now defined by,

PM (T, µ) =
∑
i∈M

P id
i (T, µ∗M ) (13)
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PB(T, µ) =
∑
i∈B

P id
i (T, µ∗B)− an2

B(T, µ) (14)

PB̄(T, µ) =
∑
i∈B̄

P id
i (T, µ∗B̄)− an2

B̄(T, µ). (15)

The excluded volume correction modifies the meson
chemical potential as µ∗M , while VDW interactions give
modified chemical potentials of baryons and anti-baryons
as µ∗B and µ∗B̄ [28]. For the simple case of vanishing
electric charge and strangeness chemical potentials [1],
µQ = µS = 0, these modified chemical potentials are
obtained from Eq. 2 and Eq. 9 as;

µ∗M = −bPM (T, µ) (16)

µ∗B(B̄) = µB(B̄)−bPB(B̄)(T, µ)−abn2
B(B̄)+2anB(B̄) (17)

where nM , nB and nB̄ denotes modified number densities
of each type of particle given by

nM (T, µ) =

∑
i∈M nid

i (T, µ∗M )

1 + b
∑

i∈M nid
i (T, µ∗M )

(18)

nB(B̄)(T, µ) =

∑
i∈B(B̄) n

id
i (T, µ∗B(B̄))

1 + b
∑

i∈B(B̄) n
id
i (T, µ∗B(B̄))

. (19)

Here the summation runs over mesons (M), baryons (B),
and anti-baryons (B̄) respectively.
As already discussed, the VDW parameters a and

b may depend upon temperature and chemical poten-
tial. In ref. [32], the authors have considered a density-
dependent VDW model where the VDW parameters are
no longer constants but are defined as functions of den-
sity. Taking forward the assumption of a fixed hard core
radius for mesons, we have estimated the VDW param-
eters for (anti)baryon-(anti)baryon interactions for dif-
ferent µB/T values by fitting the corresponding lQCD
energy density and pressure [1]. In order to extract the
van der Waals parameters a and b, we use the χ2 mini-
mization technique to obtain the best fit to the available
lQCD data [1] using the relation [17, 27],

χ2 =
1

Ndf

∑
i,j

(
X lQCD

i,j (Tj)−Xmodel
i,j (Tj)

)2(
∆lQCD

i,j (Tj)
)2 , (20)

where the X lQCD
i,j (Tj) and Xmodel

i,j (Tj) are the values of

the ith thermodynamic observable from lQCD calcula-
tions and model calculations respectively at a given jth

temperature. ∆lQCD
i,j is the error involved in the lQCD

calculation. Ndf is the number of lQCD data points mi-
nus the number of fitting parameters. Fig. 1 shows the
goodness of the fit (solid line) to the lQCD data (color
band) for different values of µB/T for scaled pressure and

energy density. The obtained parameters and the corre-
sponding χ2 values for each case of µB/T are listed in
Table I. The attractive and repulsive parameters, a and
b, are now shown as a function of µB/T in fig. 2. It is ob-
served that both these parameters decrease as functions
of µB/T . Therefore an increase in the baryon density or
a decrease in the temperature leads to the weakening of
the van der Waals interaction. This behavior is similar
to what was observed in ref [32]. To parameterize these
two parameters as functions of µB and T , the obtained a
and b values are fitted with a negative exponential func-
tion. Therefore the van der Waals parameters now vary
as functions of µB/T , quantified by the relation,

a = c1 exp(c2
µB

T
),

b = d1 exp(d2
µB

T
).

(21)

where the constants c1, c2, d1, and d2 are given by, c1
= 1.66 ± 0.05 GeV fm3, c2 = -0.88 ± 0.04, d1 = 541.93
± 15.98 GeV−3, and d2 = -0.61 ± 0.03. As it is evident
from fig. 2, both the VDW parameters are decreasing ex-
ponentially with µB/T , therefore at high baryon density
and low temperature the interacting hadron resonance
gas approaches towards the ideal gas condition. In view
of the van der Waals parameters getting modified with
µB/T , the model is henceforth referred to as the modified
van der Waals HRG (MVDWHRG) model.

µB/T a (GeV fm3) rB (fm) χ2

0.0 1.650 ± 0.05 0.635 ± 0.05 1.06/20
1.0 0.786 ± 0.064 0.515 ± 0.05 0.91/20
2.0 0.275 ± 0.025 0.425 ± 0.05 1.88/20
2.5 0.150 ± 0.05 0.385 ± 0.15 3.5/20

TABLE I: van der Waals parameters obtained using χ2 min-
imization technique for different µB/T lQCD data. Here rB
is the baryon radius.

The fluctuations of conserved charges can indicate the
existence of a second-order phase transition and hence
the position of the critical point in the QCD phase dia-
gram. Such a point is a thermodynamic singularity where
the susceptibilities diverge, and the order parameter fluc-
tuates [5]. Therefore the susceptibilities and their ra-
tios show non-monotonic behavior as a function of colli-
sion energy. Fluctuations of a conserved quantity and its
higher moments can be obtained from the derivatives of
the basic thermodynamic quantity, pressure, with respect
to the corresponding chemical potential. These deriva-
tives are known as susceptibilities or cumulants. The net
proton number fluctuations can be studied as a proxy for
the net baryon number fluctuations. The susceptibilities
are given by,

κn =
∂n

∂(µB/T )n
P

T 4
. (22)
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and red solid lines represent results obtained with IHRG, VDWHRG and MVDWHRG respectively. The obtained results are
compared with the STAR data [41] represented by black markers.

where the P is the pressure defined in Eq. 3 and with
the inclusion of van der Waals interaction, it is given by
Eq. 12. From Eq. 22, the first derivative gives the mean
of the net proton number as, M = V T 3κ1, where κ1 is
simply the net proton number density given by (np −
np̄)/T

3. Similarly, one can define the variance (Gaussian
width), σ2 along with the non-Gaussian fluctuations such
as the skewness, S, and the kurtosis, κ [7, 33–35], so as
to define the cumulant ratios as,

Sσ =
κ3

κ2
,

Sσ3

M
=

κ3

κ1
, κσ2 =

κ4

κ2
. (23)

We can now estimate these ratios using the MVD-
WHRG model. However, in order to compare our results
with the experimentally available data, we need to relate
the parameters of the hadron resonance gas, µB and T
with the collision energy,

√
sNN. Such a parametrization

is available in literature [36] and is given by,

T (µB) = q1 − q2µ
2
B − q3µ

4
B , (24)

µB(
√
sNN ) =

q4
1 + q5

√
sNN

, (25)

where the fitting parameters are given as q1 = 0.166
GeV, q2 = 0.139 GeV−1, q3 = 0.053 GeV−3, q4 = 1.308
GeV, and q5 = 0.273 GeV−1. Note that these parame-
ters are obtained by using a freeze-out criterion based on
the IHRG model and are not quite model dependent [36].
There is a very minimal change in the parameters when
including interactions like excluded volume (EV) inter-
actions [37] or the conventional VDW interaction [30].
Therefore, we use the IHRG parameters throughout this
work.

The expression for the proton number fluctuation given
in Eq. (22) is modified from ideal HRG owing to the van
der Waals interaction. The baryon chemical potential µB

is reduced to modified chemical potential µ∗
B as defined

in Eq. 15. Similarly, the pressure and number density
are also modified as in Eq. 10, and Eq. 17. This leads to
a large deviation in the higher-order cumulants in MVD-
WHRG from ideal HRG, as will be shown in the next
section. We have used Eq. 24 and Eq. 25 for the

√
sNN

dependencies of the desired ratios in Eq. 23.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

It is expected that the medium formed in relativistic
heavy ion collisions undergo particlization at the chemi-
cal freeze-out transforming into a hadron resonance gas
before further evolution towards the detectors. In map-
ping the QCD phase diagram, conserved charge fluctua-
tions have been proposed and explored as a method to
pinpoint the existence and location of the QCD critical
point. Net-proton fluctuations, in particular, have been
seen as a proxy for the baryon number fluctuations as
they constitute the dominant part of the baryons that
can be detected. Multiple studies have tried to relate the
proton number fluctuations to the baryon number fluctu-
ations within the ambit of various models with methods
available in the literature to relate the two [34, 35, 38, 39].
In principle, the interactions among the hadrons quan-

tify the various dynamics of the hadronic medium. Thus,
by considering the attraction and repulsion between the
hadrons, one can understand the dynamical behavior of
the matter formed in high-energy collisions. In this re-
gard, we have incorporated the baryochemical and tem-
perature dependence of the van der Waals interaction pa-
rameters in section II, thus appropriately modifying the
equation of state. Now, with the modified a and b param-
eters, we proceed to estimate the net-proton fluctuations
as a function of the center-of-mass energy.
In the Boltzmann limit, i.e. when the number densities

of both p and p̄ are both dilute, one may obtain the
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Skellam limit for the ratios defined in Eq. 23,

Sσ = tanh (µB/T ),
Sσ3

M
= 1, κσ2 = 1. (26)

Any deviation from this limit may indicate the onset of
new physics. The presence of QCD critical point has been
predicted to strongly affect these quantities [7, 8, 40].
Fig.3 shows the variation of these parameters as func-
tions of the center-of-mass energy. The solid black mark-
ers show the net-proton fluctuation values obtained from
the RHIC BES-I experiment [41]. The black dashed line
represents the Skellam predictions, and the solid blue line
shows ideal HRG results. The VDWHRG values in solid
green are obtained by using the constant VDW parame-
ters, a = 329 MeV fm3 and b = 3.42 fm3 [23]. All these
results are compared with the modified VDWHRG values
(solid red), which are obtained by using the functional

form of the a and b parameters obtained in section II. It
was shown in ref. [34] that the HRG model deviates from
the Skellam condition at high baryon densities due to the
inclusion of quantum correlations. But this alone is insuf-
ficient to explain the BES-I data for the proton number
cumulants, suggesting that these quantum correlations
are weak [38, 39]. The authors in ref. [35] used a hybrid
model where further interactions were considered, like
the excluded volume effect and global baryon conserva-
tion, which were seen to have a significant effect on these
ratios. It was suggested that a simple excluded volume
component explains the higher center-of-mass energy re-
gion well while the deviation below

√
sNN ≤ 20 GeV sig-

nifies the importance of attractive interactions. The VD-
WHRG model provides the opportunity to test this but
fails in explaining the data, while the MVDWHRGmodel
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described in this paper shows a good agreement with the
obtained net-proton number fluctuations from BES-I. It
can be observed that the deviation from the VDWHRG
and MVDWHRG is lesser near the high center-of-mass
energies (low µB). In contrast, the deviation increases
with decreasing the center-of-mass energies (high µB).
The interesting thing to note here is that at low center-of-
mass energies (high µB), the MVDWHRG matches with
the ideal HRG. This is because at low center-of-mass en-
ergy, which corresponds to high values of baryon density,
µB , both of the VDW parameters weaken, approaching
zero. Hence the system behaves more like an ideal one.

Further, one may explore the medium by studying the
cumulants of protons and anti-protons separately. Cor-
relation functions, Cn, may be constructed as a linear
combination of ordinary cumulants [35] as given below,

C1 = κ1 (27)

C2 = −κ1 + κ2 (28)

C3 = 2κ1 − 3κ2 + κ3 (29)

C4 = −6κ1 + 11κ2 − 6κ3 + κ1. (30)

These values approach zero for n > 1 in the Poissonian
limit, indicating uncorrelated particle production. Both
κn and Cn were explored at STAR [41] as functions of
the center-of-mass energy. The comparison of our calcu-
lations of these quantities compared with the experimen-
tal results is shown in Fig. 4 and 5. The red and cyan
colors represent the results for proton and anti-protons,
respectively. The deviations observed from zero indicate
the existence of physics beyond the standard uncorre-
lated hadron gas scenario. The normalized quantities,
κn/κ1 − 1 and Cn/C1, are well explained by the MVD-
WHRG model as compared to the standard VDWHRG
model as can be seen from the solid and dashed curves.
The results from viscous hydrodynamic simulations that
include the combined effect of the excluded volume and
baryon conservation were shown to have significant con-
tributions at

√
sNN ≥ 20 GeV region as observed in

ref. [35]. The change of interaction from repulsive to
attractive was suggested as a solution to the deviation
observed at lower energies. The inclusion of attractive
interactions, which competes with the repulsive interac-
tion through the functional form of a and b is observed to
explain the effects being observed in data. These results
suggest that using constant a and b obtained by fitting
lQCD results at µB/T = 0 is not sufficient to describe
the system at a non-zero µB adequately. It may also
be noted that only a qualitative description of the anti-
proton trend is obtained. But, even then, our results are
better in agreement with the data as compared with the
results obtained in hydrodynamical models [35] or the
URQMD model [42, 43] which was used for comparison
with data in the STAR experiment [41].

10 210
 (GeV)NNs

1−

0.5−

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2κ/ 6κ

Ideal HRG

MVDWHRG

MUSIC+SAM

FIG. 6: (Color Online) Hyperkurtosis as a function of center-
of-mass energy. The ideal HRG is shown by a blue solid curve
and the results obtained from MVDWHRG is represented by
a red solid curve. The dotted-dashed line is for the results
obtained using hydrodynamic calculation [35].

Finally, In Fig. 6, we present our predictions for the
net proton hyperkurtosis, κ6/κ2. The result from the
ideal HRG shown by the solid blue line is decreasing to-
wards the low center-of-mass energy but remains posi-
tive throughout the selected values of

√
sNN . However,

the red solid line that represents the results from the
MVDWHRG remains negative at the high center-of-mass
energy and becomes positive towards

√
sNN ≤ 5 and

matches with ideal HRG. The prediction for κ6/κ2 from
ref. [35] is shown for comparison.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we present an estimate of the van der
Waals (VDW) attractive (a) and repulsive (b) parameters
obtained from reduced χ2 fits to the lQCD thermody-
namic quantities at fixed µB/T . The obtained values are
then parameterized as exponential functions of µB/T .
We have further estimated the proton number fluctua-
tions within this modified van der Waals HRG (MVD-
WHRG) model as a function of center-of-mass energy.
It is observed that the MVDWHRG model is able to ex-
plain the proton number fluctuation data from the RHIC
BES-I experiment. We also give predictions for higher-
order cumulants and hyperkurtosis, which is yet to be
measured in data.
It is to be noted that the generally expected liquid-gas

phase transition, due to VDW interactions, is absent in
our model. This is due to the exponential decrease of a
and b as a function of µB/T , thus approaching the ideal
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HRG model at high µB/T . But as seen from fits to the
χEFT data at T = 0 GeV [44], the VDW a and b pa-
rameters lie above the lowest values obtained by us on
fitting lQCD results. This indicates that the VDW pa-
rameters must reach a minimum and then rise towards
higher µB/T thus deviating from the exponential fit used
in this work and pointing towards possible critical be-
haviour. But due to the paucity of lQCD results and also
of χEFT data a study on the VDW parameters at these
values of µB/T is at present not possible. It would thus
be worthwhile and exciting to look for novel approaches
to reconcile these first principle models, thereby allowing
a complete study of the T − µB plane.
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