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An extension of the van der Waals hadron resonance gas (VDWHRG) model which includes the in-
medium thermal modification of hadron masses, the thermal VDWHRG (TVDWHRG) model, is
considered in this paper. Based on the 2 + 1 flavor Polyakov linear sigma model (PLSM) and the scaling
mass rule of hadrons, we obtain the temperature behavior of all hadron masses for different fixed baryon
chemical potentials pp. We calculate various thermodynamic observables at up =0 GeV in the
TVDWHRG model. An improved agreement with the lattice data from the TVDWHRG model in the
crossover region (7 ~ 0.16-0.19 GeV) is observed as compared to those from the VDWHRG and ideal
HRG (IHRG) models. We further discuss the effects of the in-medium modification of hadron masses and
VDW interactions between (anti)baryons on the dimensionless transport coefficients, such as the shear
viscosity to entropy density ratio (/) and scaled thermal (1/T?) and electrical (6, /T) conductivities in the
IHRG model at different pp by utilizing quasiparticle kinetic theory with relaxation time approximation.
We find in contrast to the IHRG model, the TVDWHRG model leads to a qualitatively and quantitatively

different behavior of transport coefficients with 7 and up.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.114033

I. INTRODUCTION

Strongly interacting matter created in ultrarelativistic
heavy-ion experiments at the Relativistic Heavy-lon
Collider of BNL and the Large Hadron Collider of
CERN has attracted intense theoretical and experimental
investigations. The study of strongly interacting matter can
give a deep understanding of the quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) phase diagram and equation of state of hot and dense
matter. Lattice QCD simulations as a reliable tool to study
QCD thermodynamics have demonstrated that at finite
temperature and vanishing baryon chemical potential up,
there exists a smooth crossover [phase transition from
hadronic matter to a chirally symmetric quark-gluon plasma
(QGP)] ranging from 0.15 to 0.2 GeV [1,2]. The ideal
hadron resonance gas (IHRG) model is a widely used
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statistical model which provides a remarkably good descrip-
tion of the lattice QCD data [3-5] at low temperature
(T < 0.15 GeV) and zero uy. However, the IHRG model
fails to fit the lattice QCD data in the crossover region
(T = 0.16-0.19 GeV). So, an extended IHRG model called
the van der Waals hadron resonance gas (VDWHRG) model,
which includes both the long-distance attractive and short-
distance repulsive van der Waals—(VDW) type interactions
between (anti)baryons, is implemented [6,7]. The results of
the thermodynamic quantities within the VDWHRG model
are closer to the lattice QCD data in the crossover region than
that within the IHRG model.

The transport properties of strongly interacting matter
play a significant role in describing the dynamical evolu-
tion of hot and dense matter. Shear viscosity for the
hadronic sector has been analytically calculated in the
relativistic kinetic theory using the Chapman-Enskog (CE)
approximation [8—13] and relaxation time approximation
(RTA) [14-17]. In Ref. [18], shear viscosity for pion gas
has been obtained in the linear response theory using Kubo
formulas. The shear viscosity for the hadronic phase has
also been computed in the microscopic transport model
(e.g., SMASH [19], the ultrarelativistic quantum molecular
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dynamics (UrQMD) model [20], B3D transport model [21],
and PHSD [22]), excluded volume HRG (EVHRG) model
[23-25], chiral perturbative theory (ChPT) [26-28], effec-
tive QCD models [29-32], quasiparticle theory [33,34],
scaled hadron mass-couplings (SHMC) model [35], and so
on. A few articles also deal with electrical conductivity in
pure pion gas [27,36]. In hadronic matter, electrical
conductivity has been estimated by employing the
relativistic kinetic theory [37,38] and Kubo formalism
[39]. Furthermore, electrical conductivity in the hadronic
temperature domain was also recently computed in the
transport code SMASH [40] in the PHSD transport
model [41,42] in anisotropic lattice QCD simulation
[43]. Another important transport coefficient is thermal
conductivity which has been calculated in hot pion gas
[14,15,44-46] and a hadronic gas mixture [12,47,48]
using kinetic theory. Recently, the electrical and thermal
conductivities of the hadronic temperature domain have
also been estimated in effective QCD models [29,49,50]
and the EVHRG model [51]. However, so far most of
these calculations have taken the vacuum hadron masses
as inputs and have not taken into account the influence of
in-medium hadron masses on transport coefficients.

As we know, spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking is
an important feature in QCD vacuum, which is related to
the generation of hadron masses [52-54]. With the
increase of temperature or baryon chemical potential,
chiral symmetry will be restored, which implies that the
masses of constituent quarks should be reduced to zero.
Once the constituent quark masses are relevant to the
temperature and baryon chemical potential, the masses of
the subsequent hadrons should also be naturally depen-
dent on the temperature and baryon chemical potential.
In the literature, two main effective QCD-like models,
the Polyakov-Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (e.g., [55,56]) and the
Polyakov linear sigma model (PLSM) (e.g., [57-61]) are
widely used. These models are successful in explaining
the dynamics of both chiral-symmetry-breaking restora-
tion and the confinement-deconfinement transition, as
well as describing the thermal evolution of meson
masses in hot and dense QCD matter. So it is of
great interest to replace vacuum hadron masses with
temperature- and chemical-potential-dependent masses to
explore the thermal hadron mass effect on the thermo-
dynamic quantities and transport coefficients in hot and
dense hadronic matter.

In this work, we develop a thermal VDWHRG
(TVDWHRG) model, which is an extension of the
VDWHRG model by including the dependence of hadron
masses on temperature 7" and baryon chemical potential up.
In the TVDWHRG model, we utilize the 2 + 1 flavor
PLSM combined with the generalized mass scaling rule of
hadrons to obtain the thermal behavior of hadron masses.
Then, these thermal hadron masses are taken as dynamic
inputs to calculate the thermodynamic quantities in the

VDWHRG model. We further explore how the effects of
thermal hadron masses and VDW interactions influence the
transport coefficients, such as shear viscosity and electrical
and thermal conductivities in hadronic matter. In our
model, the derivation of transport coefficients is performed
by solving the Boltzmann equation in the relaxation time
approximation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we review
the ideal and interacting HRG models. In Sec. III, we give a
brief overview of the PLSM and discuss the analytical
expressions for the medium modifications of hadron
masses at finite temperature and baryon chemical potential.
In Sec. IV, we present the formulas of the transport
coefficients in the quasiparticle kinetic theory under the
relaxation time approximation. In Sec. V, the numerical
results and discussions are presented. Section VI summa-
rizes our study.

II. HADRON RESONANCE GAS

A. Ideal hadron resonance gas model

In the IHRG model, all thermodynamic quantities
can be obtained from the sum of the logarithm of the
grand canonical partition function over all hadrons and
resonances [62]

InZ4 = " InZI4(T, ;. m;). (1)
For particle species i,

InZid = 4

(Zj;3/d3p1n[1 Texp(=(E; —p)/T)].  (2)

Here, id refers to the ideal (noninteracting) gas, V is the
volume of the system, g; stands for the degeneracy factor
which satisfies the relation g; = (2J; + 1), J; is the angular
momentum of hadron species i, and the sign =+ is positive

for fermions and negative for bosons. E; = \/p? + m?
denotes the energy of the single particle. m; is the mass of
hadron species i, which is usually taken as the vacuum
hadron mass. In this paper, we also consider the effects of
the finite temperature and chemical potential on masses of
hadrons. y; = B;ug + S;us + Qi is the chemical poten-
tial of particle species i, where B;, S;, O, are the baryon
number, strangeness, and electric charge, respectively, and
HB/s/o gives the corresponding chemical potential. We
assume pug = puy = 0, which is a reasonable approximation
in heavy-ion collision experiments [63]. The thermody-
namic quantities (pressure, energy density, and number
density) in the IHRG model can be given by [64,65]

, Jln Z4 &Pp p* .
pd_T = . £ fid, 3
av Zg’/(zn)%a fo G
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. OlnZ4
a=-3(50), = S0 [ s

T

. T (0lnZ4 dp .
id _ © — . id
n- = % ( a,ul >V’T Zgl / (271_)3 fl ’ (5)

where fid is the ideal Fermi or Bose distribution func-
tion fi9(T, p,pu;) = 1/(exp[(E; — pu;)/T) £ 1).

Efe. ()

B. Interacting hadron resonance gas

In this work, we also consider a more realistic system,
where the short-distance repulsive interaction and the long-
distance attractive interaction exist among the hadrons.
There are different phenomenological excluded-volume
models to simulate the repulsive interaction of hadrons,
such as the van der Waals [66] and Carnahan-Starling
excluded-volume models [67] with the effect of quantum
statistics. For the attractive interaction, four forms have
been discussed [6,68-70]: the van der Waals, Redlich-
Kwong-Soave (RKS), Peng-Robinson (PR), and Clausius
models. Therefore, to take into account both the repulsive
interaction and attractive interaction, eight interacting
hadron resonance gas models could be employed: the
VDW, RKS, PR, Clausius, VDW-CS, RKS-CS, PR-CS,
and Clausius-Carnahan-Starling (CS) models. In the
interacting hadron resonance gas model, the repulsive
and attractive interactions only exist between baryon-
baryon pairs and between antibaryon-antibaryon pairs
while the baryon-antibaryon, meson-baryon, and meson-
meson interactions are neglected [6,7]. So, the total
pressure in the grand canonical ensemble can be written
as [7]

P(T,p) = Py(T,pu) + Pp(T,p) + P5(T.p),  (6)
with
= PYT, ), (7)
Pp(T,pu) = [F(hg) — hpF'(hp)] Zpiz.d(Tvﬂf*)
+ npu (np), (8)
Pp(T.u) = [F(hg) — hgF'(h Zpld Tﬂ
+ ngu' (np), )

where u is the baryon chemical potential in the
current work, and the subscripts M, B, B stand for mesons,
baryons, and antibaryons, respectively. The constructed
functions F(hpp)) and u(ngp)) are related to the repulsive

and attractive interactions between (anti)baryon pairs,

respectively. The analytical forms of F(hpp)) and u(npz))
are different according to the choice of interacting
hadron resonance gas models listed previously. hpg)
denotes the packing ratio of all (anti)baryonic volume
occupied in the total system volume that satisfies the
relation hpp) = %nB(m np(p)» Which is the total number

density of (anti)baryons that can be obtained by using
ng = 0Pg/0u.,

ng(T, p)

F(hg) > nid(T. put*). (10)

ZEB

Additionally, the shifted chemical potential of baryon z2*
is given as [7]

b
ul —po = F(hg) Y PU(T. )

ZEB

— u(ng) — ngu'(ng). (11)

The key is to obtain u?*. At a given T and u, u5* can be
calculated by solving Eqgs. (10) and (11) numerlcally
Accordingly, other thermodynamic quantities such as the
entropy density sz = (OPy/0T), and the energy density

can be determined by

sp(T 1) = F(hg) > s9(T, ub*) (12)
and
eg(T.p) = F(hp) Zeizd(Tﬁﬂf*) + npu(ng). (13)

ZEB

Equations (10)—(13) are also applicable to antibaryons. In
this work, we use the VDW model in which F(hg ) =
1-4hgp) and u(ngp)) = —angp). The parameters a and b
are determined by reproducing the properties of nuclear
matter in the ground state [71] according to the choice of
interacting hadron resonance gas models [72].

III. MASS SENSITIVITY OF HADRONS AT
FINITE TEMPERATURE AND BARYON
CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

A. The PLSM

As mentioned in Sec. I, the melting behavior of hadron
masses is related to the temperature- and chemical-
potential-dependent constituent quarks. In the present
work, the dynamical information of the constituent quark
masses in the QCD medium can be determined by employ-
ing the SU(3) PLSM. Next, we briefly introduce the linear
sigma model with Ny = 2 + 1 flavor quarks coupled to the
Polyakov-loop dynamics to formulate the PLSM. The
related Lagrangian is given as [57-61]
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L= Lchiral - u(¢v ¢*’ T)? (14)

where the chiral part of the Lagrangian Ly = Lauark +
Lomeson has SU(3). x SU(3)g symmetry (details can be
found in [73]). The first term in L ;, corresponds to the
fermionic contributions from quarks, and the second term
represents the mesonic contribution; both contributions
have been extensively discussed in Refs. [58-61]. The
second term in Eq. (14), U(¢,d*,T), represents the
Polyakov-loop effective potential to introduce the gluon
degrees of freedom and the dynamics of the quark-gluon
interactions [74], which is expressed by using the dynamics
of the thermal expectation value of a color traced Wilson
loop in the temporal direction. Correspondingly, the traced
Polyakov-loop variable and its conjugate can read as

¢ = <TrcL>/Nca

where L is the Polyakov loop, and L can be represented by
a matrix in color space [74]

¢* = (Tr.L")/N..  (15)

L(%) = Pexp [i /) ! dTAO(z,T)], (16)

where # = 1/T denotes the inverse temperature, and P and
A, are the path ordering and temporal component of the
Euclidean vector field, respectively [74]. At vanishing
chemical potential ¢p = ¢*, the Polyakov loop is recognized
as an order parameter for the deconfinement-phase tran-
sition. In this work, we use a logarithmically formed
Polyakov-loop effective potential [75], which is motivated
by the underlying QCD symmetries in the pure gauge limit

Ui 0 0210 _ =00y iyt = 69
+4(4° + %) =3(4 ). (17)

with

a(T) = ag + a,(To/T) + ay(Ty/T)?,
b(T) = b3(T,/T)>. (18)

In Eq (18), 610:3.51, ay, = —247, a, = 152, b3 = —175,
which are determined by fitting pure gauge lattice data [75].
Ty =270 MeV is the critical temperature for the decon-
finement in Yang-Mills theory. In the mean field approxi-
mation [60], the grand canonical potential of the PLSM can
be written as

Q(T, :uﬂ) = U(Um Jy) + Z/{(¢, ¢, T) + Q?M(T’ Has &, ¢*)’
(19)
where o, and o, stand for the nonstrange and strange chiral

condensates, respectively. The first term in Eq. (19), the
purely mesonic potential, is given as

TABLE L. The parameters of the PLSM employed in the present
calculation.

¢ (MeV) A m? (MeV?) A
4807.84 13.49 —(306.26)? 46.48
h, MeV?) h, (MeV?) myz(MeV)

(120.73)3 (336.41)° 800

m*(o? +62) colo,
U=—-ho,—h e A
O 4Oy + 5 2\/5
/116)2(63 (2/11 + /12)0'§ + (ll + 12)63
2 8 4 ’

(20)

Here, m?, hy, hy, A1» 4y, and ¢ are model parameters as
reported in Ref. [73]. The parameters used in the present
work are listed in Table I. The third term in Eq. (19)
Qz, (T, u: ¢, ¢*) is the quark-antiquark potential, which
can be shown as [60]

&p _
Q,, = —2Tﬂ§u;“/ Gy (1 gi +lngg).  (21)

The expressions of g; and g are defined as
g = [1+3(p + pre B/ M)e Bl 4 eE/T), (22)
gn = [1+3(¢" + pe™r/T)e B/l + e=E/T] - (23)

where Ef = Eqy F uy, Ep = +/p?>+m} is the single
particle energy with the flavor-dependent constituent
(anti)quark mass my. For symmetric quark matter, we take
the uniform blind chemical potential, i.e., ug =y, = pg =
us = pg/3 [31,73]. Neglecting the small difference in the
masses of light quarks, the my for the nonstrange and
strange quarks can be given by [76]

Oy
mq :g?’ ms;=4g (24)

S

In order to obtain the 7" and pp dependence of order
parameters oy, o,, ¢, and ¢*, we minimize the thermody-
namic potential Eq. (19) with respect to these mean
variables; i.e.,

89_8_9_8_9_89
Bo'x_aay_aqﬁ_aqﬁ* min

=0, (25)

where 6, = 6,, 6, =6, ¢ = ¢, ¢* = ¢* label the global
minimum.
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B. Hadron masses

We first present the procedure of calculating the 7- and
up-dependent masses of the pseudoscalar (rz,7,7',K) and
scalar (o, ag, fo, ¥) mesons in the framework of the PLSM.
In the thermal field theory, the scalar and pseudoscalar
meson masses are defined by the second derivative of
the temperature- and quark-chemical-potential-dependent
thermodynamic potential Q(7, ) with respect to corre-
sponding scalar fields ag, = o, and pseudoscalar fields
ap, = m(x,y =0, ...,8), which can be expressed as [73]

_ PQ(T, Hi)
8ai’x3ai’y

2
i,xy

= (mzl,xy)z + (émz;.xy)z’ (26)

min

where min denotes minimizing the grand potential, and
i = S(P) corresponds to the scalar (pseudoscalar) mesons.
The first term in Eq. (26) is the vacuum meson mass
calculated from the second derivative of the purely mesonic
potential. The second term corresponds to the in-medium
modification of the meson mass due to the quark-antiquark
potential at finite temperature and baryon chemical poten-
tial, which can be given as

d p 1
5ml xy |: + Aﬂ )
m2 m?
2 flx" Ly
g (’" 2B} )
2 2
_\ [ MM,
+ (By + Bj) (TEM y)] . (27)

The squared constituent quark mass derivative with respect
to the meson field a; ,, my , = Om3/da; ,, and with respect
to meson fields a;,@;,, mgq, = Om3/0a; 0a;,, can be
taken from Table III in Ref. [73]. The notations AF and By
in Eq. (27) have the following definitions:

peEi/T 4 2t e=2En /T 4 o3BT

At = - 8
fl
*o=En/T | 2ho=2En/T 4 o=3E/T
- ¢reFa/t 4 ¢eg_ a/t 4 ek ’ (29)
fl
and Bf = 3(A%)? — Ci, where C7 is defined as
. ¢e—E;{/T+4¢*e—2E§/T_|_36—3E3/T
Cﬂ = g+ ’ (30)
fl
i = preFall 4 4¢e‘fEﬁ/ T+ 3¢50 G1)

9n

Then, the squared masses of the four scalar mesons are
given as [73]

mg, = (mg,)

2+ (8mgy)?, (32)
mg = (m)* + (5mg 44)°, (33)

m2 = m3 ;,cos?0s + m3 gsin*6g

+ 2ms g sin G cos B, (34)

2 2 G2 2 2
my = mg gsin“Og + mg g3c0s"Og

— 2m3 5 sin 5 cos B. (35)
And the four pseudoscalar meson masses are

mz = (my)* + (6m} | ))?, (36)

2

myg = (mg)* + (6mp 44)?, (37)

2 _ 2 2 2 gin2
my,, = Mp o,COS"Op + Mmp ggsin“dp

+ 2m3 g sin Op cos Op, (38)

2 2 2 2 2
my = mp o SIn~ Op + mp g5 OS~ Op

— 2m3, g sin @p cos Op, (39)

where the mixing angles 6gp) are given by

2m?
%) i=S,P, (40)
Mioo = Migs

tan 260, = <
and mi2.00/88/08 = (mg.00/88/08)2 + 5(’”;.00/88/08)2' The
detailed expressions of the vacuum contributions
[(mg )% (m)?, (myp)?, (mg)? and (mf%) e 05)°] from
purely mesonic potential in Egs. (32)—(39) can be obtained
from Refs. [60,73].

Next, for all baryons and other heavier mesons, the
dependence of their masses on 7" and pp can be obtained by
introducing a generalized scaling rule [77-81], which
assumes that hadron masses are linear in the constituent
quark masses,

Mgy (T, ug) = Mpy(0,0) + (Ny = Ny )M (T, pg)

+ NOM (T, pp). (41)

where the subscript B/M stands for a given baryon/meson,
and M,/ is the light/strange constituent quark mass. 6M
in Eq. (41) denotes the variation of the constituent quark
mass with the temperature and baryon chemical potential.
N, and N are the number of total quarks and strangeness
content, respectively, in a given hadron. For the open
strange hadrons, N is simply the number of strange
(antistrange) quarks. For hidden strange mesons, N, =
2/3 for the flavor singlet and N, = 4/3 for the flavor octet.
However, we bear in mind that this approach of obtaining
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Mu,d/Mou,d

=
= .
= Hg =0 GeV *
092F |- - - 1, =0.1GeV N ;
090 [ pg = 0.2 GeV Y(b) ]
- =0.3 GeV k
088 | He Y]
100 120 140 160 180 200 220
T(MeV)
FIG. 1. (a) The temperature dependence of the normalized light

(u, d) constituent quark mass (M, ;/ Mg_ 2) for up = 0 (red solid
line), 0.1 GeV (blue dashed line), 0.2 GeV (green dotted line),
and 0.3 GeV (purple dash-dotted line). (b) The temperature
dependence of the normalized strange constituent quark mass
(M,/M?) for different up. The light and strange vacuum
constituent quark masses are taken as MY, = 300 MeV and

M? = 433 MeV [73], respectively, in the PLSM.

the thermal hadron masses is sketchy and still needs
improvement in the future. Figure 1 shows the normalized
light constituent quark mass M, ;/ Mg’ , and the normalized

strange constituent quark mass M, /M as a function of T
for different fixed pup in the PLSM. The temperature
behavior of the normalized constituent quark mass shows
a smoothly decreasing feature. The initial temperature at
which the light/strange constituent quark masses begin to
melt is T ~ 160/180 MeV (not the chiral pseudocritical
temperature) for up = 0 GeV. As up grows, Mu.d/s/Mg’d/s

begins to decrease at smaller temperature, and the decreas-
ing feature of the constituent quark masses becomes more
prominent.

Figure 2 shows the temperature and baryon chemical
potential dependences of the pseudoscalar mesons (r, K, 77/,
n) and scalar mesons (ag,k,o0, f) in the PLSM. The
masses of these states degenerate at 7 ~ 160 MeV for
the up =0 and 0.1 GeV cases. For the pup = 0.2 and
0.3 GeV cases, these states degenerate at 7 ~ 130 MeV and
T < 100 MeV, respectively. Therefore, the melting behav-
ior of the hadron masses can quantitatively affect the
thermodynamic quantities and transport coefficients of
hadronic matter, which will be seen later in Sec. V.

IV. TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS

The transport coefficients in the medium composed of
quasiparticles whose masses depend on the temperature
and chemical potential can be derived by utilizing the
relativistic kinetic theory under the relaxation time approxi-
mation [32,82,83]. The general expressions of shear vis-
cosity (1), electrical conductivity (o), and thermal
conductivity (4) can be written as [32,82]

&Ip p* id( id
1= 1570 [ G0 ERY, @)

1 4zn &p p* i
% = 37737 i€ SETifid(l 1), (43)
. Z /d3p L PRI
I’lBT 33E2 i : w
P 19). (44)

Here, ¢; and B; are the electric charge and baryon
number of hadron species i, respectively. w is the total
enthalpy density. The sign =+ corresponds to bosons and
fermions, respectively. z; is the thermal relaxation time of
hadron species i. We assume only elastic scattering
between hadrons, so the inverse relaxation time ;! for
the collision process of i(py) + j(ps) = i(p3) + j(ps)
can be given by [84]

ol = 1+5 /H2E1 ()5 P M o)
ij
(45)

where dl'y = d’p;/(27)° /(2Ek) H(Piot) = 8 (py + pam
p3 — Pa)d(E| + Ey — E5 — E,), and the factor 1/(1 + 6;;)
is to avoid double counting for identical incoming particle
species. In Eq. (45), the average of the initial degeneracy
factor and the sum of the final degeneracy factor are
implicitly included in the matrix element (M). Using the
formula of the scattering cross section [85]

_ fH2:3 drk(zﬂ)454(Ptol>|M|2
G..
ij —
4\/(P1P2 —mzmjz

- (E1(z),l?1(2)
and take the thermal averaging

n;
-1 —
7 Zl s (0ijvij) (47)

(46)

with four-momentum P, ), we can then

rewrite 77!

where n; = g; [d®p,/(27)*f;(p,) is the number density
of particle species j. It is important to note that if particle
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FIG.2. The temperature dependences of the scalar mesons a, [diagram (a)] «, [diagram (b)] o, [diagram (c)] f, and [diagram (d)] the
pseudoscalar mesons 7, [diagram (e)] K, [diagram (f)] 77/, [diagram (g)] 5 [diagram (h)] at uz = 0 GeV (solid red lines), 0.1 GeV (dashed
blue lines), 0.2 GeV (dotted black lines), and 0.3 GeV (dotted-dashed purple lines) in the framework of the PLSM.

species j is a baryon/antibaryon, the detailed form of the
number density can be modified in the van der Waals
hadron resonance gas,

n.’]'-d (T.u). inideal HRG;
ni(T ) = dop BB
F(hg)n'd(T.u7™"),  in VDW HRG.
(48)
The Lorentz scalar flow factor is defined as
\/(Pl - Py)? — mim;
v = (49)

E\E,

Therefore, the thermal average cross section with the
Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution approximation after
some uncomplicated simplification can be written as the
following form:

. fd3pld3p2f§d(p1)f;‘d(p2)6ij7}ij

[ @i pafi(p)fi(p)

[ @ pid preFre Pl oy
[dp\dpreEPeEP

B ﬂfs‘f Gin(S>K1(/}\/§> ﬁgds

B 4m12m?K2(ﬂmi)K2(ﬁmj) ’

<0abvij>

(50)

where /S is the center-of-mass energy, Sy = (m; + m )2

and y(S) =[S — (m; + m;)*|[S — (m; —m;)?]. K, is the
modified Bessel function of order n. In this work, we
regard all hadrons as hard spheres which have the same
radius r;, as nucleons, so o;; is a constant with ¢;; = 4zr3.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In the following, we consider an extension of the
VDWHRG model by including thermal evolution of
hadron masses, and refer to this new model as the
TVDWHRG model. In the treatment of the HRG model,
we include all hadrons and resonances up to 2.0 GeV listed
by the Particle Data Group [86]. The VDW model yields
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The temperature dependences of the scaled pressure (a), scaled energy density (b), scaled entropy density (c) and square of the

speed of sound (d) within IHRG model (black dashed lines), VDWHRG model (blue dashed lines), and TVDHRG model (red solid
lines) at up = 0. The lattice QCD results are taken from the Wuppertal-Budapest [3] (red solid circle symbol with error bar) and
HotQCD Collaborations [4] (blue up-triangle symbol with error bar).

a~239 MeV fm? and b = 4’;—’3 ~ 3.42 fm? (r, is the radius
of the nucleons) from fitting the properties of nuclear
matter at zero temperature [72].

The temperature dependences of the scaled
pressure P/T*, the scaled energy density e/7*, the scaled
entropy density s/7°, and speed of sound squared ¢? =
dP/de at ugp = 0 GeV within the IHRG, VDWHRG, and
TVDWHRG models, respectively, are depicted in Fig. 3. It
is noted that in Figs. 3(a)-3(c), comparing with the results
in the IHRG model, the pressure, energy density, and
entropy density within the VDWHRG and TVDWHRG
models has a modest suppression at 7 > 0.16 GeV due to
the suppression of the number density of (anti)baryons in
the medium. The scaled pressure P/T*, scaled energy
density ¢/T*, and scaled entropy density s/7° in the
TVDWHRG model have better agreement with the lattice
QCD data of the Wuppertal-Budapest [3] and the Hot QCD
Collaborations [4] up to T = 0.195 GeV. The mild quan-
titative difference between these thermodynamics in the
VDWHRG model and the counterparts in the TVDWHRG

model at 7 > 0.16 GeV results from an enhancement
factor of exp[—m(T,up)/T] with the decrease of the
hadron masses in the TVDWHRG model. In Fig. 3(d),
we observe that the speed of sound squared c¢? in the
TVWDHRG model and VWDHRG model is consistent
with the lattice QCD data at T = 0.165-0.18 GeV. While
2 within all considered HRG models, it gives a bad fit to
the lattice QCD data of the Hot QCD Collaboration at
T = 0.135-0.155 GeV. In addition, the pressure, energy
density, entropy density, and speed of sound squared are
not sensitive to the choice of the considered HRG models
at T < 0.16 GeV. It can be explained in two aspects.
(i) The VDW interactions between baryon-baryon pairs
and between antibaryon-antibaryon pairs for pz = 0 GeV
are relatively weak at 7 < 0.16 GeV because at low T the
contribution of the mesons is dominant in the system
compared to the contribution of (anti)baryons. (ii) At
T < 0.16 GeV, the masses of the hadrons for uz =0
are nearly not affected by the temperature, as seen from
Figs. 1 and 2.
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FIG. 4. The temperature dependence of the scaled pressure (P/T*) within the IHRG model (dashed black lines), VDWHRG model
(wide dashed purple lines), and TVDWHRG model (solid red lines) at uz = 0.1 (a), 0.2 (b), and 0.3 GeV (c). The lattice QCD results

(red symbol with error bar) are taken from Ref. [87].

Figures 4(a)—4(c) show the scaled pressure as a function
of the temperature for uz = 0.1, 0.2, and 0.3 GeV. We see
that the scaled pressure is underestimated by all models at
T < 0.16 GeV. For the cases of g = 0.1 and 0.2 GeV, the
scaled pressure within the TVDWHRG model fits better
with the lattice QCD data at 7 = 0.16-0.19 GeV than that
within the VDWHRG model or IHRG model. Compared to
the VDWHRG model, the scaled pressure for zero and
small up (viz., ug = 0.1 and 0.2 GeV) in the TVDWHRG
model has a small quantitative enhancement. At higher yp
(i.e., up = 0.3 GeV), we notice that the scaled pressure
within the TVDWHRG model is significantly higher than
that within the VDWHRG model, as shown in Fig. 4(c).
This means that with the increase of yup, the effect of the
thermal hadron masses on thermodynamics becomes more
influential. However, the scaled pressure for ypz = 0.3 GeV
fails to simulate the lattice QCD data within all considered
HRG models. There are two possible reasons for the
failure: (i) The parameters of the VDW model may vary
with up [65]. (i) It is a challenging task for the lattice QCD
simulation to give very reliable prediction of these quan-
tities due to the so-called sign problem at nonzero up. The
lattice QCD data we used here are only estimated up to x5
[87]. Therefore, in the case of nonzero baryon chemical
potential, we may not pay much attention to comparing our
results with the lattice QCD data in precision; instead, we
explore the effects of thermal hadron masses and VDW
interactions on thermodynamic quantities and transport
coefficients in hot hadronic matter.

The temperature dependence of the shear viscosity to
entropy density ratio 7/s within the TVDWHRG model at
up = 0 GeV (purple solid line) is shown in Fig. 5. We can
note that #7/s decreases with increasing temperature, and
the value of /s within the TVDWHRG model meets the
quantum lower bound /s = 1/4x proposed by Kovtun,
Son, and Starinets (KSS) [88] in the vicinity of

T =0.17 GeV. This means that the applicability of the
TVDWHRG model should be restricted to the temperature
domain in which 5/s > 1/4n. At ug = 0.35 GeV, our
result of /s (green dotted-dashed line) remains above
the KSS bound in the entire temperature domain we
considered here. We also notice that in the low 7" domain,
n/s is slightly smaller at uz = 0.35 GeV than at
up = 0 GeV; however, in the high T domain, 7/s is higher
at ug = 0.35 GeV than at uz = 0 GeV. This behavior is
also observed in Fig. 7 of Ref. [9] and in Fig. 6 of Ref. [89],
and we will discuss this behavior later.

Figure 5 also demonstrates the comparison of our
calculations with the results from other related models

——KsS
Moroz

—¥%—SMASH

——TVDWHRG (113=0)

— - — TVDWHRG (11,=0.35 GeV)| {
A EVHRG (r,=0.5 fm) ]

—<—Dash et al.

- - —ChPT

=0 GeV
w0 | Mg

O SHMC

n/s

0.10 0.12 0.14
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FIG. 5. Comparison of several calculations for the shear
viscosity to entropy density ratio #/s at up = 0 GeV; see text
for more explanations.
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for up = 0 GeV. The open red circles correspond to the
result of #/s for the hadron phase using the RTA within
the SHMC model [35]. The blue star line corresponds to the
result of #/s for hadron gas using the Kubo-Green
formalism in the SMASH transport code [19]. The result
of n/s by Dash et al. (orange diamond-dashed line) is
computed in the framework of an S-matrix-based HRG
model using the CE approximation and K-matrix cross
sections [9]. The red dotted line represents the result of 77/ s
using the Green-Kubo formalism in unitarized ChPT,
which is a low-energy effective model of QCD describing
the dynamics of the Nambu-Goldstone bosons [27]. The
result of /s by Moroz (cyan short dotted line) is obtained
from solving the Boltzmann equation in the RTA, while the
cross sections are extracted from UrQMD [16]. The pink
triangles show the calculation of #/s for hadron gas in the
EVHRG model [25]. All aforementioned works except
the SMASH model give qualitative results which are similar
to ours, although the exact magnitude of #/s differs in
different model estimations. The result of Moroz [16] is
about 3 times larger than ours, mainly due to the discrep-
ancies in the cross sections. In Moroz’s calculation, the
cross sections extracted from the UrQMD model for
different hadron-hadron elastic collisions are different,
whereas an overall constant cross section is used in the
current work. The SHMC result [35] is close to ours at
T <0.12 GeV and is about 2 times larger than our
estimation at 7 > 0.12 GeV. This is mainly because
although the hadron masses in the SHMC model and
TVDWHRG model are in-medium dependent, the cross
sections in the SHMC model are temperature dependent
rather than a constant. The result of Dash ef al. [9] is a
factor of 2 smaller than ours at 7 < 0.14 GeV; however, as
the temperature increases further, their result is very close
to ours. The quantitative difference can be attributed to the
uses of various approximation methods and cross sections.
In our work, the transport coefficients are calculated in the
RTA, which is different from the CE method. We empha-
size that in the current work the cross sections are taken as
constant, whose assumption could be improved in future
studies. Furthermore, 7/s calculated by Dash et al. also
violates the KSS bound near the critical temperature taken
from Ref. [90]. The estimation of #/s in SMASH [19] is
close to ours at 7 < 0.12 GeV, while as the temperature
increases, the SMASH result remains almost constant. This
behavior can be explained as follows: First, in our work we
only include elastic binary collisions between hadrons with
constant cross sections, while the energy-dependent cross
sections and hadron interactions dominated by resonance
formation are included in SMASH. Second, the effect of
resonance lifetimes on the relaxation time is considered in
SMASH, whereas we use the thermal averaged relaxation
time which contains no feedback from the resonance
lifetimes (zero decay width used in our work for reso-
nances). The result in the EVHRG model [25] and the

ChPT result [27] match well with ours at 7 < 0.12 GeV;
however, their estimations are about 3 times larger than
ours at high 7. The numerical difference between the ChPT
result and ours might be due to the fact that at high 7" more
meson-baryon scatterings are included in the TVDWHRG
model, while only 7 — z scattering is considered in ChPT.
The deviation between the estimation of 77/s in the EVHRG
model and ours at high 7 mainly arises from that, in
Ref. [25] the authors consider that the repulsive interaction
is related to all hadrons with the same radius (r;, = 0.5 fm),
whereas in the TVDWHRG model, only VDW interactions
between pairs of (anti)baryons are included, and all hadrons
have the same radius as nucleons. Actually, the thermal
mass effect on 5/s is not obvious within the TVDWHRG
model at zero up or small up, while as up increases, this
effect becomes more pronounced, which is shown in Fig. 7.

Here we refer to the hadron resonance gas model that
only includes the effect of thermal hadron masses as the
thermal HRG (THRG) model. To better understand how the
effects of in-medium hadron masses and VDW interactions
between (anti)baryons influence the transport coefficients
in hadronic matter, we compute the variation of transport
coefficients with 7 and up in four HRG models: IHRG,
THRG, VDWHRG, and TVDWHRG. The temperature
dependence of the shear viscosity # at up = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3,
0.35 GeV for all considered HRG models is depicted in
Fig. 6. We observe that  within the IHRG model increases
monotonically as T increases at a fixed pp. This is because
the variation of the shear viscosity 7 with 7" and up in the
IHRG model mainly comes from the number density in
Eq. (42) rather than the relaxation time. Alternatively, at a
given T the value of 7 in the IHRG model increases as pp
grows. Considering the effect of thermal hadron masses,
the value of # for ug = 0.1 GeV within the THRG model
has a mild enhancement in the relatively high 7 domain as
shown in Fig. 6(a), which is similar to the result in Fig. 3(a)
of Ref. [77]. This is due to the fact that the number density
has an enhancement by considering the effect of thermal
hadron masses. As pp increases, the improvement of 7 in
the THRG model is more obvious than in the IHRG model,
which arises because the positive effect of thermal hadron
masses on the number density strengthens significantly
with increasing pz. When the VDW interactions are taken
into account in the estimation of # [as in Fig. 6(b)], # rises at
a larger incremental rate at high temperature in the
VDWHRG model as compared to the IHRG model. This
can be interpreted as follows: First, at low T the dominant
contributions to total # are light mesons which are nearly
not affected by VDW interactions. Second, with increasing
T, more and more baryons emerge in the system, and the
baryon density can be suppressed in the VDWHRG model
as compared to the IHRG model. However, the relaxation
times for all hadrons in the VDWHRG model have a
significant enhancement due to the scattering with baryons.
As the temperature increases, the effect of a rapid rise in the
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FIG. 6. Left panel (a) shows the temperature dependence of shear viscosity # within the IHRG (lines) and THRG (symbols) models for
ug = 0.1 GeV (black solid line and square symbol), 0.2 GeV (red dotted line and circular symbol), 0.3 GeV (blue dashed line and up-
triangle symbol), and 0.35 GeV (green dashed-dotted line and down-triangle symbol). Right panel (b) shows the temperature
dependence of n within the VDWHRG (lines) and TVDWHRG (symbols) models for ypz = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, and 0.35 GeV.

relaxation time wins over the impact of a fall in the number
density within the VDWHRG model. Furthermore, we see
that the evolution of # with up in the VDWHRG model
mimics that in the IHRG model. At high up (viz., ug = 0.3
or 0.35 GeV), considering simultaneously the effects of
VDW interactions and in-medium hadron masses, the
number density in the TVDWHRG model increases more
sharply than that in the VDWHRG model, although the
relaxation time in the TVDWHRG model is slightly
reduced compared with that in the VDWHRG model.
The final result of the interplay of the number density
and the relaxation time in Eq. (42) shows the TVDWHRG
model gives a further improvement in # compared to the
VDWHRG model, as shown in Fig. 6(b).
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Hg = 0.35 GeV

wv
S
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Vo A,
Vv AA
@ 7
v
v
0.01 L I 1 kv
0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18
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FIG. 7.

Figure 7(a) presents our calculation of /s for various ug
in the IHRG and THRG models. We note that the T
dependence of /s within the IHRG and THRG models is
mainly governed by the inverse entropy density 1/s. The
ratio /s in the IHRG and THRG models decreases as T
and pp increase solely due to the larger value of the entropy
density for high 7 and high p. Compared to the IHRG
model, the THRG model leads to a suppression of 7/s,
which arises from the significant enhancement of the
entropy density in the THRG model. At small pup
(up = 0.1 and 0.2 GeV) or zero ug, n/s is nearly unaffected
by the inclusion of in-medium hadron masses. The reasons
are twofold. On the one hand, the effect of thermal hadron
masses is weaker in the small up case than in the high pp

T T T
VDWHRG

Hg=0.1GeV ------- Hg = 0.2 GeV ]
---- pg=0.3GeV ——— U = 0.35 GeV 1
TVDWHRG 1
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Same as Fig. 6 for the ratio 77/s. The gray dotted line is the KSS bound.
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case. On the other hand, with the consideration of the
thermal hadron masses, the increase in # is nearly neutral-
ized by the decrease in 1/s. Hence, from a quantitative
aspect, the effect of the thermal hadron masses on 7/s is
important, especially at high pp.

Figure 7(b) displays #/s in the VDWHRG and
TVDWHRG models as a function of the temperature at
various pp. It is interesting to note that in the VDWHRG or
TVDWHRG model, as up grows /s decreases at low T,
whereas it increases at high 7', which is qualitatively akin to
the result of n/s in Ref. [89]. This nontrivial behavior of
n/s in the VDWHRG model case is not observed in the
EVHRG model [25]. The nonmonotonic variation of #/s
with up is because in the high 7 domain, as up grows the
rapid increase of # (as in Fig. 6) greatly overwhelms the
decrease of 1/s in the VDWHRG model. Furthermore, at
high pp (viz., ug = 0.3 and 0.35 GeV), the effect of VDW
interactions on 7/s in the high 7 domain can be strength-
ened further by the inclusion of thermal hadron masses,
even though thermal hadron masses themselves have a
negative effect on 7/s. Hence, the consideration of VDW
interactions (thermal hadron masses) mainly changes
qualitatively (quantitatively) the behavior of #/s. In
Fig. 7(b), we also observe the location where n/s(T, up) ~
1/47 shifts toward higher temperature with increasing yz in
the TVDWHRG and VDWHRG models, contrary to the
IHRG and THRG models case.

In regard to the scaled electrical conductivity c/T at
vanishing pp, we compare our result of the TVDWHRG
model (olive-green solid line) with existing estimations, as
shown in Fig. 8. The pink short dotted line represents the
result for pion gas in the unitarized ChPT via the Green-
Kubo technique [27]. The blue open triangles show the
result obtained from the PHSD approach [41], which is a
covariant extension to the Boltzmann-Uehling-Uhlenbeck
approach [91] in the hadronic sector. The cyan solid
squares represent the calculation of oy /T for hadronic
gas employing SMASH using the Green-Kubo formalism
[40]. The orange dotted-dashed line shows the result of the
EVHRG model using the RTA [51]. The gray open circles
show the computation of 6, /T for # — K — N gas in Kinetic
theory (KT) using a CE-like expansion of the distribution
function [37]. The red full circles are the data from the
2 4 1 flavor anisotropic lattice QCD calculation [43]. The
black dashed line is the estimation of 6;/7 in a conformal
super-Yang-Mills (SYM) theory [92]. In Ref. [39], Ghosh
provided an estimation of 6 /T for the 7 — N system from
electromagnetic current-current correlators in the static
limits (brown stars). The bright green diamonds show
the result of 6,/T in the NJL model [30].

From Fig. 8, we notice that the variation of ¢, /T with
the temperature in the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model
and the KT and SYM theory is not obvious, and other
model estimations and our result indicate that o, /T for
up = 0 GeV significantly decreases at 7 = 0.1-0.18 GeV.
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FIG. 8. Comparison of several calculations for the scaled
electrical conductivity o, /T at up = 0 GeV; see text for more
explanations.

The result of sMASH [40] is roughly 3 times larger than
ours. This is mainly attributed to the choices of the
calculation methodology and cross sections, as well as
the lack of elastic collisions of some possible particle pairs
(e.g., elastic zz" and 7~ z7) in SMASH. The ChPT result
[27] is close to ours at T < 0.14 GeV; however, with
increasing 7, the ChPT result is a factor of 3 larger than
ours. In the ChPT, the degrees of freedom are only mesons;
thus, we deduce that the inclusion of more hadron species
(baryons) may reduce the electrical conductivity of system.
The results of the NJL model [30] and PHSD model [41]
are much larger than ours. This great deviation may be due
to the fact that the elementary degrees of freedom in the
NJL model and PHSD model are (anti)quarks instead of
hadrons. The significant numerical difference between the
KT result [37] and ours mainly arises from the uncertainties
in the realistic cross sections and the different choices of the
hadron spectrum. The result of Ghosh [39] is a factor of 2
smaller than ours, which is mainly due to the differences in
the inputs of the medium constituents and the relaxation
times. The reason for the numerical difference between the
estimation of o,/T in the EVHRG model [51] and ours is
similar to what we discussed earlier about #/s. It is worth
noting that at high 7', our result is close to the lattice QCD
data, though our model contains no quark-gluon degrees of
freedom.

Figure 9 displays the variation of the scaled electrical
conductivity o, /T with respect to the temperature at
ug = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, and 0.35 GeV in all considered HRG
models. The T and pp dependence on the total electrical
conductivity is basically coming from the number density
and the relaxation time in Eq. (43). The number density is
more dominating than the relaxation time in determining
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FIG. 9. Same as Fig. 6 for the scaled electrical conductivity oy /T.

the 7" and pp dependence on electrical conductivity for the
baryonic contribution. However, for the mesonic contribu-
tion, the variation of the electrical conductivity in the [HRG
model with 7 and up is primarily governed by the
relaxation time rather than the number density. This arises
from the mathematical analysis of the electrical conduc-
tivities of mesons and baryons. As we can see from Fig. 9,
the total 6/ T in the IHRG model decreases as T increases
for ug = 0.1 GeV. One can understand this behavior as
follows: First, the numerical strength of 6,/ in the IHRG
model mainly comes from the contribution of mesons. At a
given ug, the contribution of the mesons to the total 6 /T,
oy/T decreases due to the decrease of the relaxation time
via scattering with more hard spheres at high 7". Second, the
contribution of baryons to the total o,/7T, 65/T increases
as T grows, although the value of 65/T is very small
compared to that of 6,,/T. Thus, after adding mesonic and
baryonic contributions to the total o, /T, the qualitative
behavior of the total 6,/7 in the IHRG model is still
dominated by mesons (pions). With the increase of yp, the
baryonic concentration increases and pions scatter with
more baryons, leading to a reduction in the relaxation time
of mesons. As a result, o,,/T decreases with increasing yp.
Although 65 /T increases with growing pp, the increment
in 6/T cannot win over the reduction in 6,,/T. Hence, the
total /7T in the THRG model decreases with increasing
U, as shown in Fig. 9(a). Similar to shear viscosity, we
also discuss the effects of in-medium hadron masses and
VDW interactions on the total o.;/T. As we can see from
Fig. 9(a), at uz = 0.2 GeV the value of the total 6/T is
relatively smaller in the THRG model than in the IHRG
model, which is mainly due to the reduction in the
relaxation time of mesons within the THRG model,
although o3/T within the THRG model has a slight
cancellation effect on the decrease of ,,/T. We notice
that in Fig. 9(a) at up = 0.1 GeV or zero up the effect of

thermal hadron masses on the total 6./ T is negligible due
to the small in-medium modification of masses, whereas
with the further increase of up, the negative impact of
thermal hadron masses on the total o, /T becomes stronger.
So at high up, the effect of in-medium hadron masses on
0q/T is significant and nonignorable. Nonetheless, the
THRG model does not change the qualitative behavior of
0s/T. Hence, we can deduce that the total o./T in the
IHRG and THRG models is still quantitatively and quali-
tatively dominated by mesonic contribution, i.e., 6,,/T.
Next we consider the effect of VDW interactions on the
total o /T. In Fig. 9(b), the total o, /T for ug = 0.1 GeV is
significantly enhanced at high 7' in the VDWHRG model
compared to the IHRG model. The reasons are as follows:
First, the increase in the relaxation time of mesons due to
the inclusion of VDW interactions makes an enhancement
in 6, /T at high T. Second, compared to the IHRG model,
the VDWHRG model leads to an improvement (reduction)
in the relaxation time (the number density) of baryons at
high 7. And the strong rise in the relaxation time of baryons
within the VDWHRG model makes o5/T have a large
enhancement at high 7" after dominating over the decrease
of the number density of baryons. Nevertheless, the total
04/ T is still decreasing over the entire temperature domain
in the VDWHRG model similar to that in the IHRG model.
The dependence of 6./T on pp in the VDWHRG model is
nonmonotonic, in stark contrast to that in the IHRG model,
as shown in Fig. 9(b). More exact, as up grows, the total
04/ T in the VDWHRG model first decreases at low T then
increases at high 7. In order to better understand this
nontrivial behavior, the temperature dependences of /T
and oy, /T within the VDWHRG model at various up are
plotted in Fig. 10(a). At high T, o5/T in the VDWHRG
model is comparable to 6,,/7T, and the increase of o5/T is
enough to compensate for the inconspicuous decrease of
oy/T with the increase in pp. Thus, at high temperature,
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FIG. 10. The temperature dependence of the scaled electrical
conductivity for meson (dotted lines) and baryon components
(dashed lines), and their total (solid lines) at various pp.

the variation of the total o, /T with up is dominated by
op/T, as shown in Fig. 10(a). We also study the mix effects
of thermal hadron masses and VDW interactions on the
total o /T at various pg. In Fig. 9(b), we observe that the
variation of the total o4/T with up in the TVDWHRG
model is analogous to that in the VDWHRG model. It is
worth noting that 6,/T in the TVDWHRG model at pz =
0.3 and 0.35 GeV shows a broad hollow with a minimum,
which is qualitatively similar to the result in Ref. [39],
where o, /T for the 7 — N system is calculated at yy = 0.4,
0.5, and 0.6 GeV. Similarly, the results in the PHSD model
[42] and NJL model [30] show that o/T at uzp = 0 GeV
decreases in the hadronic temperature region but increases
in the partonic temperature region and the minimum of
04/ T around the critical temperature. This nonmonotonic
behavior of 6, /T is because the value of 65/ T for g = 0.3
and 0.35 GeV in the TVDWHRG model significantly
overshoots the value of 6,,/T at high T, as shown in
Figs. 10(b) and 10(c). Therefore, we conclude that at high
up the positive effect of the VDW interactions on electrical
conductivity will be further improved by the inclusion of
thermal hadron masses, even if the thermal mass effect
itself leads to a reduction in electrical conductivity.
Figure 11 displays the temperature dependence of the
scaled thermal conductivity 1/7? within the TVDWHRG
model at gz = 0.1 GeV (black solid line). We remind the
reader that in a baryon-free (ng = 0) hadronic system, there
is no thermal conduction which is related to the relative
flow of energy and baryon number; hence, thermal con-
ductivity vanishes. But for pure pion gas with conserved
number, thermal conductivity can be nonzero at vanishing
up [14]. We also compare our result with the results of
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----- EVHRG - - - SU(3) NIL ]
105 k== POM ——TVDWHRG 4
o ChpT ]
v Mitra et al. (RTA)
10* | E
~ 10°F
'_
S~
<
10° |
10" | E
v v o o e
100 - ° o v v v v v v -
o o o °
o o q
10—1 1 " 1 " 1 1 1
0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18
T(GeV)
FIG. 11. Comparison of several calculations for the scaled

thermal conductivity 1/T? at up = 0.1 GeV; see text for more
explanations.

some earlier works. The orange dashed line and blue
double-dotted-dashed line correspond to the estimation
of /T? at ug = 0.1 GeV in the SU(3) NJL model [30]
and in the SU(2) Polyakov quark meson (PQM) model
[32], respectively. The red dotted line represents the result
of the EVHRG model [51]. The green triangles represent
the estimation of 1/7? by Mitra and Sarkar for pion gas
using the RTA [45]. The purple open circles show the result
for pion gas in unitarized ChPT using the Green-Kubo
formalism [27]. We notice our result is more or less
qualitatively similar to these existing results, whereas the
calculations of various models have significantly different
orders of magnitude. The estimation of 4/7? by Mitra and
Sarkar [45] and the ChPT result [27] are far less than ours,
since the total 1/T? in pion gas is only coming from 7z — 7
elastic scatterings. The numerical difference between the
result of the EVHRG model and our result may again be
attributed to the fact that in Ref. [51] the repulsive
interactions are related to all hadrons rather than only
baryon-baryon pairs and antibaryon-antibaryon pairs. In
addition, the results of A/T? in the NJL [30] and PQM
models [32] are larger than ours since the elementary
degrees of freedom in the NJL model (PQM model) are
quarks (quarks and light mesons), whereas the degrees of
freedom in the HRG models are hadrons.

The temperature dependence of 1/T? for up = 0.1, 0.2,
0.3, 0.35 GeV within all considered HRG models is plotted
in Fig. 12. At a given up, the monotonically decreasing
behavior of 1/T? in the IHRG model is in large part
qualitatively determined by the heat function w/ng as
shown in Eq. (44). Furthermore, at a given temperature,
A/T? decreases as pp increases within the IHRG model.
This mainly arises from the baryon density np increasing
by the significant amount with increasing pp; although the
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FIG. 12. Same as Fig. 6 for the scaled thermal conductivity 1/T.

enthalpy density w also increases as up grows, this effect is
small. In Fig. 12(a), for high up (viz., up = 0.3 and
0.35 GeV), 1/ T2 in the THRG model is reduced quanti-
tatively compared to that in the IHRG model. This is
because although the values of both w and np have an
enhancement by the inclusion of in-medium hadron
masses, the enhancement of ng is so large that w/ng in
the THRG model as a whole has a reduction compared to
that in the ITHRG model. At small pp (up = 0.1 and
0.2 GeV) or zero ug, A/T? is nearly unaffected by the
inclusion of in-medium hadron masses. This is mainly
because, with the consideration of thermal hadron masses,
the increase in ny is nearly neutralized by the decrease in
1/w. Hence, the in-medium hadron masses play an impor-
tant role in the calculation of /77, especially at high ug.

We observe that the qualitative variation of 1/T? with T
and up in the THRG model is akin to that in the I[HRG
model, as shown in Fig. 12(a). However, when we consider
the effect of VDW interactions on A/T2, its behavior
becomes unusual. In Fig. 12(b), 1/T? for uz = 0.1 GeV
in the VDWHRG model first decreases, reaches a mini-
mum, and then increases with increasing temperature,
which is not observed in the EVHRG model [51], and
the minimum of A/T? for uz =0.1 GeV is around
T = 0.16 GeV. Similarly, /T2 in the PQM model [32]
and NJL model [93] for uzp = 0.1 GeV also shows a
nonmonotonic behavior with a minimum near the critical
temperature. This valley structure of A/T? in the
VDWHRG model may be explained as follows: At low
T, the hadronic system is dominated by light mesons whose
contributions to A/T? are nearly not affected by VDW
interactions. Thus, at low 7, the 7" and up dependence on
2/T? in the VDWHRG model mimics that in the IHRG
model. With increasing 7', the baryonic states increase, and
the VDW interactions lead to a reduction in both w and ny;
however, the reduction of np is so prominent that it makes

2/T? an increasing function of 7 in the high 7 domain. In
short, the u dependence on A/7T? in the VDWHRG model
is still analogous to that in the THRG and IHRG models.
We also notice that the minimum of 1/T? in the VDWHRG
model shifts to a lower temperature as up increases.
Furthermore, the effect of the VDW interactions on A/7?
is more pronounced by the inclusion of thermal hadron
masses at high up (ugp = 0.3 and 0.35 GeV), even though
the effect of thermal masses themselves can result in a
numerical decrease of 1/T?. Thus, for uz = 0.3 and

T T T T T
0.20 A 4
>
7] T
L LQCD: PRD 1,014507(2016) T AR
0.10 | [ ]LacD: PLB 751,559(2015)
[JLoch: PLB 751,559(2015)
O minimum of A/T% in VDWHRG
minimum of /T* in TVDWHRG
0.05 | A minimum of 5,/T in TVDWHRG a
|:| crossover
1 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
Hp(GeV)
FIG. 13. The minima for ¢,;/T in the VDWHRG model (purple

solid triangles) and minima for A/T? in the VDWHRG model
(orange open squares) and TVDWHRG model (green solid
circles) in the T — pup plane. The phase diagram obtained by
analytic continuation of lattice QCD simulations from imaginary
to real pp [94,95]. The blue dashed band and orange solid band
indicate the width of the phase transition. The blue solid band is
the critical line from Ref. [95]. The widening around 0.3 GeV is
coming from the uncertainty of the curvature and from the
contribution of higher order. The orange dashed line shows the
transition line from Ref. [94] The yellow band is the expected
crossover region (7 = 0.14-0.19 GeV) for uzp =0 GeV in
Ref. [2].
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0.35 GeV, A/T? in the TVDWHRG model increases
faster at high 7 compared to that in the VDWHRG model,
and the value of 1/T? at up = 0.35 GeV even overshoots
the value of 1/T? at up = 0.3 GeV, which can be shown in
Fig. 12(b).

Figure 13 shows the minima of og/T for the
TVDWHRG model and the minima of A/T? for the
VDWHRG and TVDWHRG models in the 7" — pup plane.
We notice that these minima are phenomenologically
located inside or slightly deviate the phase transition region
obtained from lattice QCD simulations [94,95]. For 1/T?,
the minima in the VDWHRG and TVDWHRG models are
very close to the critical transition lines. Based on previous
results in Refs [30,42,49,93] where the minimum of /T
(A/T?) is near the critical temperature at ugz = 0 GeV
(up = 0.1 GeV), we expect the scaled electrical and
thermal conductivities in the TVDWHRG model at differ-
ent pp to exhibit a minimum near the QGP-hadron phase
transition region making it a crucial signature of the phase
transition. To our knowledge, there are no results of the
scaled conductivities based on lattice QCD calculations and
the effective QCD models at different nonzero up, so
whether the minimum is really a sign of a phase transition
still needs to be verified in the future.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigate the thermodynamics and
transport coefficients with the TVDWHRG model, which is
the extension of the VDWHRG model by including the
effect of the temperature 7- and baryon chemical potential
up-dependent hadron masses. In the TVDWHRG model,
thermal hadron masses are obtained by the 2 + 1 flavor
Polyakov linear sigma model combined with the scaling
rule of hadron masses. We estimate the thermodynamics,
such as the pressure, energy density, entropy density, and
square of sound velocity in the TVDWHRG model and
compare them with the lattice QCD data. We show that at
T ~0.16-0.195 GeV, the thermodynamics for up =
0 GeV in the TVDWHRG model gives an improved
agreement with the available lattice QCD data compared
to that in the VDWHRG model. And with the increase of
Up, the thermodynamics, e.g., the pressure, have a sizable
improvement in magnitude due to the inclusion of thermal
hadron masses.

We also investigate the scaled transport coefficients, such
as the shear viscosity to entropy density ratio #/s, scaled
electrical conductivity o/T, and scaled thermal conduc-
tivity A/T? of hadronic matter in all considered HRG
models by using the quasiparticle kinetic theory under the

relaxation time approximation. From the qualitative and
quantitative perspectives, taking into account the effects of
VDW interactions and thermal hadron masses, the scaled
transport coefficients are modified considerably. When we
only consider the effect of 7- and pp-dependent hadron
masses compared to the IHRG model case, the values of all
scaled transport coefficients for fixed up are relatively
suppressed in the THRG model even though 7 itself is
enhanced in the THRG model. Though the suppression of
the scaled transport coefficients due to the thermal mass
effect is relatively weak at small up (viz., ug =0, 0.1,
0.2 GeV), with the increase of yj its effect becomes more
pronounced. Nonetheless, the general behaviors of the
transport coefficients in the THRG and IHRG models
are similar qualitatively.

However, compared to the IHRG model, the VDWHRG
model leads to a qualitatively and quantitatively different
behavior of the scaled transport coefficients. On the one
hand, the VDW interactions between (anti)baryons give a
significant enhancement of the scaled transport coefficients
at high T and even change the dependence of 1/T? on the
temperature. On the other hand, as up grows, n7/s and 6 /T
in the VDWHRG or TVDWHRG model decrease at low 7,
whereas they increase at high 7. Furthermore, the effect of
VDW interactions on the scaled transport coefficients for
up > 0.2 GeV is strengthened further at high 7 by the
inclusion of in-medium hadron masses, though thermal
hadron masses themselves have a negative effect on the
scaled transport coefficients. The minimum of 64/7T in
the TVDWHRG model and the minimum of /72 in the
TVDWHRG or VDWHRG model may be related to the
phase transition, which needs to be verified based on
the research from different effective models. It is noted
that we make some simple assumptions in the present
TVDWHRG model, and there is much room for further
improvement (e.g., the approaches we obtain all in-medium
hadron masses could be improved, the VDW parameters
may vary with pp, the quantitative changes of the con-
stituent quark masses in various effective QCD models may
be modified, etc.). However, we expect the improved
TVDWHRG model does not break down the existing
qualitative behaviors for the scaled transport coefficients
in the present TVDWHRG model.
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