
Flavored aspects of QCD thermodynamics
from Lattice QCD

Olaf Kaczmarek

Abstract We discuss recent progress in lattice QCD studies on various as-
pects involving strange quarks. Appropriate combinations of conserved net
strange and net charm fluctuations and their correlations with other con-
served charges provide evidence that in the hadronic phase so far unobserved
hadrons contribute to the thermodynamics and need to be included in hadron
resonance gas models. In the strange sector this leads to significant reductions
of the chemical freeze-out temperature of strange hadrons. In this context,
a discussion of data from heavy-ion collisions at SPS, RHIC and LHC on
the chemical freeze-out of hadronic species is presented. It can be observed
that a description of the thermodynamics of open strange and open charm
degrees of freedom in terms of an uncorrelated hadron gas is valid only up
to temperatures close to the chiral crossover temperature. This suggests that
in addition to light and strange hadrons also open charm hadrons start to
dissolve already close to the chiral crossover. Further indications that open
charm mesons start to melt in the vicinity of Tc is obtained from an analysis
of screening masses, while in the charmonium sector these screening masses
show a behavior compatible with a sequential melting pattern. At the end of
this chapter we will discuss some basics of lattice gauge theory and Monte
Carlo calculations. This will provide the required knowledge for performing
first lattice calculations for SU(3) pure gauge theory and studying thermody-
namic quantities in the exercises of this chapter. Recent progress in extracting
spectral and transport properties from lattice QCD calculations will be ad-
dressed separately in the following chapter.
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1 Introduction

In these lecture notes we will discuss recent lattice QCD results relevant for
the understanding of strongly interacting matter under extreme conditions.
We will mainly focus here on observables which are relevant for the study of
such matter at high temperatures and densities that are probed in heavy ion
collision experiments. We will only give a brief introduction to lattice QCD in
the next section and refer to the textbooks [1, 2, 3, 4] and lecture notes [5] for
more detailed introductions to lattice field theory. For the topics addressed
in this lecture note we also like to refer to the overview articles on QCD
thermodynamics and the QCD phase transition [5, 6, 7] and quarkonium in
extreme conditions [8].

2 QCD Thermodynamics and strangeness

2.1 Tc and the equation of state

At vanishing chemical potentials it is well established that the transition
from hadronic matter at small temperatures to the deconfined and chiral
symmetric phase at high temperatures is not a real phase transition but
rather a smooth cross-over for physical values of the quark masses [9, 10, 11].
Strictly speaking an order parameter for the chiral symmetry restoration and
a critical temperature of the chiral phase transition can only be defined in
the limit of vanishing light quarks masses where the QCD chiral transition is
likely to become a second order phase transition. In the vicinity of the second
order phase transition the behavior of chiral observables can be described by
scaling properties of the corresonding universality class, which for QCD in the
chiral limit is most likely to be the 3D O(4) universality class [12]. Although
physical quark masses may lie outside of this scaling region, nevertheless,
they show signatures of pseudo-critical behavior and can be used to define a
pseudo-critical temperature, Tc, for the chiral cross-over.

At µB/T = 0, consistent results for the pseudo-critical temperature Tc
[9] and the equation of state of (2+1)-QCD [13, 14] have been obtained
from continuum extrapolated results of different lattice discretizations. The
pseudo-critical temperature can be identified from the peak of chiral suscepti-
bility or other sensitive chiral observables. This is illustrated in Fig. 1, where
in the left panel results for the chiral susceptibility

χl =
T

V

∂2 logZ

∂m2
l

(1)
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Fig. 1 Lattice determination of pseudo-critical temperature Tc. Left panel: Chiral
susceptibility for light flavors χl as a function of temperature for QCD with 2+1
flavors and physical quark masses. Right panel: Dependence of Tc on the number
of Lattice sites in the timelike direction Nτ for two different lattice discretizations:
HISQ/tree and Asqtad. The continuum limit is obtained for N−2

τ → 0. Both figures
taken from [9].

is shown as a function of the temperature. In the right panel of that figure the
dependence of the pseudocritical temperature Tc on the number of lattice sites
Nτ in the timelike direction is shown for two different lattice discretizations:
HISQ/tree and Asqtad. The continuum limit is obtained for N−2τ → 0, which
corresponds to the limit of lattice spacing a→ 0, as the temperature is given
by T = 1/(aNτ ).

The most recent determination of the chiral cross-over temperature [15]
is based on the study of different chiral observables which in the continuum
limit provide a consistent result of

Tc = (156± 1.5) MeV. (2)

The equation of state (EoS) of strong interaction matter, i.e. basic bulk
thermodynamic observables like pressure (P ), energy density (ε) and entropy
density (s), provides important information for the understanding of QCD
and its properties at high temperatures and densities. In recent years lattice
QCD calculations have reached an accuracy that allows to obtain continuum
extrapolated results at physical quark masses for these quantities.
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Fig. 2 Equations of state for (2+1)-flavor QCD with physical quark masses as
functions of the temperature. Left panel: 3p/T 4 (red band), ε/T 4 (blue band) and
3s/(4T 3) (green band). The solid lines of corresponding colors show the results for
the hadron resonance gas (HRG) and the yellow rectangle indicates the pseudocritical
temperature with its statistical error band from Eq. (2). Right panel: Comparison of
results for the temperature-dependence of the interaction measure (ε− 3p) (blue and
grey bands), pressure p (red and grey bands) and entropy s/4 (green and grey bands),
all in units of T 4, for HISQ (colored) [13] and stout (grey) [14] discretizations. Figures
taken from [13].

The equation of state (EoS) can be obtained from the trace of the energy
momentum tensor, Θµµ (also called trace anomaly or interaction measure),
which is related to the pressure,

Θµµ(T )

T 4
=
ε− 3P

T 4
= T

d

dT

(
P

T 4

)
. (3)

On the lattice at finite temporal extent Nt, spatial extent Ns and lattice
spacing a the temperature is given by T = 1/(aNt), the volume by V =
(aNs)

3 and the equation can be expressed in terms of the derivative of the
logarithm of the partition function Z with respect to the lattice spacing,

Θµµ = ε− 3P = −T
V

d lnZ

d ln a
. (4)

Although the partition function itself can not be calculated, the derivative
of the logarithm of Z with respect to the lattice spacing or equivalently to
temperature in (4) leads to expressions in terms of expectation values of com-
binations the gauge action and light and strange quark chiral condensates,
see for instance [16, 13, 17]. The remaining thermodynamic functions can be
derived from Θµµ. The pressure P can be determined using the so called inte-
gral method up to an integration constant at a temperature T0 by integrating
the trace anomaly,

P (T )

T 4
− P (T0)

T 4
=

∫ T

T0

dT ′
ε− 3P

T ′5
, (5)
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which allows to reconstruct the energy density through (4) and the entropy
density as s/T 3 = (ε+ P )/T 4.

Continuum extrapolated results for pressure, energy density and entropy
density are shown in Fig. 2 for two different lattice calculations using different
lattice discretizations. Although on finite lattices these discretization effects
can be different, from the right panel of that figure we can conclude that the
results from the hotQCD collaboration using the HISQ fermion discretization
[13] and from the Budapest-Wuppertal collaboration using the stout fermions
[14] show a good agreement in the continuum.

In the high temperature limit bulk thermodynamic observables are ex-
pected to approach their free gas values, i.e. the non-interacting Stefan-
Boltzmann limit. The deviations from this limit seen in Fig. 2 indicate that
QCD matter is still strongly interacting rather than a weekly interacting gas
at the highest temperatures shown here. Nevertheless, the strong increase of
the thermodynamic quantities around the crossover region, indicated by the
yellow band, shows the liberation of the quark and gluon degrees of freedom
in the high temperature phase, while at temperatures up to the crossover
region a hadron resonance gas model, which will be described in more detail
in the next section, can be used to describe the thermodynamics rather well.

The comparison with the hadron resonance gas (HRG) in the left panel
shows that the HRG model, using all known hadronic resonances from the
PDG compilation [18], describes the QCD equation of state quite well up to
the crossover region. The QCD results lie systematically above the HRG ones
for T < 160 MeV, which is a first indication that additional resonances which
are not listed in the PDG, i.e. which are not yet experimentally observed
may contribute. This will be discussed in the next section in more detail. At
higher temperatures the QCD thermodynamics can no longer be described by
a hadron resonance gas as the hadronic degrees of freedom cease to be present
and a strongly interacting gas of fermionic and gluonic degrees of freedom
take over. QCD is quite different from HRG thermodynamics at T > 160
MeV.

2.2 HRG and missing strange baryons

In the previous section we have seen that a hadron resonance gas model pro-
vides a good approximation of the QCD thermodynamics up to the crossover
region. In the HRG model, hadrons are treated as an uncorrelated free gas
and the thermodynamic pressure is simply given by the sum of their partial
pressure,

PHRG ≈
∑

all hadrons

T 4

2π2
gh(

mh

T
)2K2(mh/T ) cosh[Bhµ̂B +Qhµ̂Q + Shµ̂S ](6)
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Fig. 3 Generalized susceptibilities and their ratios relevant for studying strangeness
in the interacting system [22]. The lattice QCD results are compared to two versions
of the hadron resonance gas model (HRG). See the text for more details. Taken from
[22].

Here gh is the degeneracy factor of hadrons of mass mh and µ̂X = µX/T the
chemical potential with respect to the quantum numbers for baryon number,
electric charge and strangeness, X = B,Q, S. The list of hadrons included
can be the states listed in the particle data group (PDG-HRG), i.e. which
have been experimentally observed, or in addition those calculated within a
quark model (QM-HRG), Where the latter may include additional strange
mesons and baryons predicted by the quark model [19, 20]. A large number
of additional resonances has also been identified in lattice QCD calculations
[21].

By comparing the HRG models to the lattice calculation, one can obtain
important information about the hadronic content of the thermal medium.
For example, lattice QCD suggests the existence of additional strange baryons
beyond the known ones listed in the PDG table. This can be inferred from the
study of the relevant generalized susceptibilities, which are defined as Taylor
coefficients of the pressure expanded in the chemical potentials of conserved
charges, i.e. baryon number B, electric charge Q and strangeness S,

P (T )

T 4
=

∞∑
i,j,k=0

1

i!j!k!
χBQSijk (T )

(µB
T

)i (µQ
T

)j (µS
T

)k
(7)

The generalized susceptibilities can be calculated at vanishing chemical po-
tential by
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χBQSijk (T ) =
∂i+j+kP (T, µ̂B , µ̂Q, µ̂S)/T 4

∂µ̂iB∂µ̂
j
Q∂µ̂

k
S

∣∣∣∣
~µ=0

. (8)

These susceptibilities can be trivially computed in the HRG models by taking
relevant derivatives. Any trivial volume dependence in the susceptibilities can
be absorbed by taking ratios of two different susceptibilities of the same order.
In particular, we will first look at the following ratio

χBS
11

χS
2

, (9)

which provides the correlation of net strangeness with net baryon number
fluctuations normalized to the second cumulant of net strangeness fluctua-
tions. This ratio is one of the sensitive probes of strangeness. Within the
HRG model, the numerator is given by the strange baryon density while the
denominator is dominated by strange mesons. Results of this ratio from lat-
tice calculations with almost physical quark masses (ms/ml = 20) using the
HISQ action [22] can be found in Fig. 3. Also shown are two linearly indepen-
dent pressure-observables for the open strange meson (MS

1 ,M
S
2 ) and baryon

(BS1 , B
S
2 ) partial pressures, which are defined in [22]. The agreement of all

these strangeness sensitive pressure observables up to the crossover region
shows that a description of QCD thermodynamics in terms of an uncorre-
lated gas of hadrons is valid till the chiral crossover region (yellow band),
while the deviations at higher temperatures are an indication for the lib-
eration of strange degrees of freedom. In all observables shown here it is
found that the QM-HRG scheme, which contains some so-far undiscovered
strange baryonic states, gives a better description of the lattice result for
these observables and that these states give a sensible contribution to the
thermodynamics in the strangeness sector.

2.3 Strangeness freeze-out

Freeze-out is the heuristic concept that the evolution of the system, e.g.
by expansion, proceeds via quasi-equilibrium states defined by a tempera-
ture and a set of chemical potentials until at one time step the rate for the
equilibration processes drops below the expansion rate and the particle dis-
tributions do not change upon further expansion and cooling of the system -
they are ’frozen out’. The freeze-out of the momentum distribution is called
”kinetic freeze-out” or ”thermal freeze-out”, while the freezing of the distri-
bution of particle species is called ”chemical freeze-out”. Since the freeze-out
is a sudden process, the particle distributions at the very moment of freeze-
out are still described by the parameters of equilibrium thermodynamics. A
comparison between experimental results and theoretical predictions based
on either model descriptions (e.g., hadron resonance gas model) or ab-initio
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Fig. 4 Freeze-out parameters imposing strangeness neutrality. Experimental results
for NA57 and STAR are compared to lattice QCD results and predictions of PDG-
HRG (dotted lines) and QM-HRG (solid lines). Taken from [22].

lattice QCD data shows that the concept of a sudden freeze-out is very suc-
cessful [23]. For further details, see the chapter on statistical hadronization
by Radoslaw Ryblewski.

We will now discuss how lattice QCD results of suitable ratios of general-
ized susceptibilities compared to experimental results can be used to deter-
mine the freeze-out conditions for strangeness.

The system of initial nuclei in a heavy ion collision is net strangeness
neutral. This constraint,

〈nS〉 = 0 (10)

implies that the strangeness chemical potential, µS , can be expressed in terms
of the temperature, T and the baryon chemical potential, µB . To leading order
in µB , it can be shown that(

µS
µB

)
≈ −χ

BS
11

χS
2

− χQS
11

χS
2

µQ
µB

, (11)

where the second term provides a small correction involving the electric
charge chemical potential, µQ, and higher order terms in µB/T are small
for values of µB smaller than 200 MeV.

The relative yields of strange anti-baryons (H̄S) to strange baryons (HS)

can be used to determine the freeze-out parameters µfB/T
f and µfS/µ

f
B via

RH ≡
H̄S

HS
= e−2(µ

f
B/T

f )(1−(µfS/µ
f
B)|S|). (12)
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Experimental results for these strangeness freeze-out parameters for NA57
[24] and STAR [25] are shown in Fig. 4. These results can be compared
to lattice QCD results and predictions for the different hadron resonance
gas models. Varying the temperature in these calculations and matching the
values to experiment allows to determine the freeze-out temperature. While
the QM-HRG predictions and the lattice QCD results are in good agreement,
the freeze-out temperatures of PDG-HRG are larger. This again shows the
sensitivity of the HRG to the strangeness particle content and their relevance
to the thermodynamics in the vicinity of the QCD crossover.

2.4 Taylor expansion in chemical potential

In this section, we discuss lattice QCD results on the equation of state (EoS)
at finite baryon density based on a Taylor expansion in the chemical poten-
tials of conserved charges, i.e. in the baryon, strangeness and electric charge
chemical potentials. The Taylor expansion of the pressure Eq. (7) and the
corresponding expansion coefficients defined by the generalized susceptibili-
ties, Eq. (8) have been introduced already in section 2.2. For µS = µQ = 0,
the expansion coefficients are determined solely by the fluctuations of baryon
charges at µB = 0 and the expansion of the pressure, P (T, µB), and the net
baryon-number density, nB , becomes

P (T, µB)− P (T, 0)

T 4
=

∞∑
n=1

χB2n(T )

(2n)!

(µB
T

)2n
=

1

2
χB2 (T )µ̂2

B

(
1 +

1

12

χB4 (T )

χB2 (T )
µ̂2
B +

1

360

χB6 (T )

χB2 (T )
µ̂4
B + ...

)
,

(13)

nB
T 3

=
∂P/T 4

∂µ̂B
=

∞∑
n=1

χB2n(T )

(2n− 1)!
µ̂2n−1
B

= χB2 (T )µ̂B

(
1 +

1

6

χB4 (T )

χB2 (T )
µ̂2
B +

1

120

χB6 (T )

χB2 (T )
µ̂4
B + ...

)
.

(14)

Lattice QCD results and continuum estimates of the first Taylor expansion
coefficients from [26] are shown in Fig. 5. These correspond to the variance of
the net baryon number distribution χB2 . In Fig. 6 (left) the ratio of fourth and
second order cumulants of net-baryon number fluctuations, that corresponds
to the kurtosis times variance κBσ

2
B = χB4 /χ

B
2 , is shown as a function of

the temperature. Fig. 6 (right) shows the ratio of fourth and second order
cumulants.
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[26].

2.5 Equation of state in a strangeness neutral system

To match to the conditions of the heavy ion collision, the constraint of
strangeness neutrality and fixed ratio of electric charge to baryon-number
density should be imposed,

〈nS〉 = 0, nQ/nB = r. (15)
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As previously discussed, this allows the determination of µ̂Q and µ̂S in terms
of (T, µB), here as expansions in µ̂B

µ̂Q(T, µB) = q1(T )µ̂B + q3(T )µ̂3
B + q5(T )µ̂5

B + · · · (16)

µ̂S(T, µB) = s1(T )µ̂B + s3(T )µ̂3
B + s5(T )µ̂5

B + · · · . (17)

These expansion parameters can be determined from lattice QCD calculations
at µB/T = 0. The results for the leading order expansion coefficients, s1(T )
and −q1(T ), for the expansions of µ̂S(T, µB) and µ̂Q(T, µB) with respect
to µ̂B can be found in Fig. 7. The result of the total energy density and
three times the pressure of [26] compared to stout results of [27] are shown
in Fig. 8. The calculations with HISQ and stout actions provide consistent
results in the continuum for µB/T ≤ 2, which correspond to a collision energy√
sNN ≥ 14.5 GeV.
The thermal conditions at the chemical freeze-out (hadronization) in heavy

ion collisions are characterized by lines of constant pressure, energy and en-
tropy density in the T − µB plane. For different observable f(T, µB), like
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Fig. 9 Lines of constant physics determined by lattice QCD. See the text for a more
detailed explanation. Taken from [26].

pressure P , energy density ε or entropy density s, these lines can be parame-
terized for small µB as an expansion in µB/T0 where T0 is the corresponding
temperature at vanishing chemical potential,

Tf (µB) = T0

(
1− κf2

(
µB
T0

)2

− κf4
(
µB
T0

)4
)
. (18)

Around Tc consistent results for the three observables were estimated in [26]
with 0.0064 ≤ κP2 ≤ 0.0101, 0.0087 ≤ κε2 ≤ 0.012 and 0.0074 ≤ κs2 ≤
0.011. These results correspond well to that of the chiral crossover line for
the QCD transition for which a range of 0.0066 ≤ κc2 ≤ 0.020 is consistent
with results of various groups using different methods [28, 29, 30, 31, 32].
Fig. 2.5 shows this crossover line and lines of constant physics for the three
observables for three values of T0 = 145, 155 and 165 MeV. Also shown are
freeze-out temperatures determined by the STAR Collaboration in the beam
energy scan program (BES) at RHIC [33] and the ALICE Collaboration at
the LHC [34]. In addition hadronization temperatures obtained by comparing
experimental data on particle yields with a hadronization model calculation
[35] are also shown. For a recent update on this analysis including various
other conditions, also in the strangeness (µS), electric charge (µQ) and isospin
(µI) directions see [15].

2.6 Melting and abundance of open charm hadrons

The generalized susceptibilities defined in Eq. (8) can also be extended to
include charm degrees of freedom, i.e. including a charm chemical potential,
µ̂C , one can define
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Fig. 10 Left: Ratios of fourth order baryon-charm (BC) correlations that are sen-
sitive to charmed baryons. Right: Combinations of charm fluctuations and baryon-
charm correlations that only receive contributions from open charm mesons. Taken
from [36].

χBQSCijkl (T ) =
∂i+j+k+lP (T, µ̂B , µ̂Q, µ̂S , µ̂C)/T 4

∂µ̂iB∂µ̂
j
Q∂µ̂

k
S∂µ̂

l
C

∣∣∣∣
~µ=0

. (19)

These can be used to analyze ratios of cumulants of correlations between net
charm fluctuations and net-baryon number fluctuations (BC-correlations) as
well as cumulants of net charm fluctuations (χCn ) [36]. A comparison of these
fluctuation observables to the HRG model can be used to determine the va-
lidity range of an uncorrelated hadron resonance gas model description of the
open charm sector of QCD. Deviations from a hadron resonance gas model
may then indicate the melting of open charm degrees of freedom. In the
charmed baryon sector of thermodynamics, |C| = 1 baryons give the domi-
nant contribution. In a good approximation, this leads to a simple relation
of the BC-correlations in the hadronic phase,

χBCnm ' χBC11 , n+m > 2 and even . (20)

While the ratio χBC11 /χBC13 indeed is unity not only in the hadronic phase but
also for an uncorrelated charmed quark gas, higher order ratios like χBC13 /χBC22

are unity only in the hadronic phase but deviate from unity when an uncor-
related gas of charmed baryons is no longer a good description of the system.
These two ratios that are sensitive to the charmed baryon sector are shown in
Fig. 2.6 (left). Suitable combinations of charmed susceptibilities can be used
to calculate observables that are sensitive to the open charm meson sector.
Two of these are shown in Fig. 2.6 (right). The results in both sectors show
that a description of a gas of uncorrelated charmed hadrons breaks down in
or just above the chiral crossover region, therefore indicating that open charm
degrees of freedom start to dissolve already close to the chiral crossover.

The analysis of generalized susceptibilities is limited to the open charm
sector as flavor singlet meson states, like charmonium states, do not con-
tribute here. Spatial correlation functions and screening masses defined by
the exponential decay of the correlation functions at large distances are suit-
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Fig. 11 Meson screening masses for different channels in ss̄ (left), sc̄ (middle) and
cc̄ (right) sectors. The solid horizontal lines on the left depict the corresponding zero
temperature meson masses, the shaded regions indicate the chiral crossover tempera-
ture Tc = (154± 9) MeV and the dashed lines are the corresponding free field theory
result. Taken from [37].

able observables to study the in-medium modifications of hadrons and the
dissociation of individual states. Although they do not allow for a direct de-
termination of spectral properties of these states (see next chapter for this),
they have the advantage that they can be calculated rather easily already on
rather small lattices. Results for screening masses of strange mesons, open
strange-charm mesons and charmonium from [37] are shown in Fig. 2.6. Al-
though medium modifications of the spatial meson correlation functions set
in close to the crossover region, the amount of in-medium modifications in
the spatial correlators is different in different sectors and decreases with the
heavy quark content. This is in agreement with a sequential melting of differ-
ent states. Especially in the charmonium sector a shift of thermal modifica-
tions to higher temperatures compared to the lighter states including strange
quarks is visible as well as a sequential melting of different charmonia states.
Larger and more loosely bound P-wave states may dissociate at lower tem-
peratures than the smaller and tightly bound S-wave charmonia. For a more
detailed description of in-medium modifications of hadrons a determination
of the corresponding spectral functions from temporal correlation functions
would be very useful in the future. Unfortunately this requires very large and
fine lattices which so far where only available in the quenched approxima-
tion. Methods and results on this will be discussed in the following chapter
and will provide the methodology to tackle these questions also in full QCD
caluclations in the future.

2.7 Conclusions

We have presented recent progress in the studies of lattice QCD thermo-
dynamics, with particular emphasis on different aspects involving strange
quarks. The discussion is based on a Taylor expansion of the QCD thermo-
dynamical potential with respect to chemical potentials for baryon number,
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electric charge and strangeness. The so-defined generalized susceptibilities al-
low for a direct comparison with the phenomenology of the confined phase
of QCD, represented by the hadron resonance gas model on the one hand
and ratios of identified particles produced in heavy-ion collisions. Appropri-
ate combinations of conserved net strange and net charm fluctuations and
their correlations with other conserved charges provide evidence that in the
hadronic phase so far unobserved hadrons contribute to the thermodynamics
and need to be included in hadron resonance gas models. In the strange sec-
tor this leads to significant reductions of the chemical freeze-out temperature
of strange hadrons. We have presented a discussion of data from heavy-ion
collisions at SPS, RHIC and LHC in terms of the sudden chemical freeze-out
model. It was found that a description of the thermodynamics of open strange
and open charm degrees of freedom in terms of an uncorrelated hadron gas
is valid only up to temperatures close to the chiral crossover temperature.
This suggests that in addition to light and strange hadrons also open charm
hadrons start to dissolve already close to the chiral crossover.

In the remainder of this chapter we discuss some basics of lattice gauge
theory and Monte Carlo calculations. This will provide the required knowl-
edge for performing first lattice calculations for SU(3) pure gauge theory and
studying thermodynamic quantities in the exercises of this chapter. Recent
progress in extracting spectral and transport properties from lattice QCD
calculations will be addressed separately in the following chapter.

3 Basics of lattice gauge theory

Lattice QCD is a framework in which the theory of strong interactions can
be studied from first principles. It is based on the formulation of the theory
of QCD in Euclidean space and discretizing space and Euclidean time. The
Euclidean path integral allows to define the QCD partition function that
controls equilibrium thermodynamics and is the basis for the calculation of
all thermodynamic observables of QCD thermodynamics. In this basic intro-
duction we will only focus on gluonic part sector of QCD as a discussion of
the discretization of fermionic degrees of freedom goes beyond the scope of
this book. Nevertheless, the basic concepts of lattice field theory can already
be well discusssed for gauge theories. The exercises at the end of the chap-
ter will allow practicing the discussed concepts using a simple framework for
performing Monte Carlo calculations of the SU(3) lattice gauge theory.
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3.1 discretization of space-time points

The grand canonical partition function of QCD at temperature T , volume
V and vanishing chemical potentials for the different quark flavors can be
written as a path integral over the gauge fields, Aµ and fermion fields ψf of
the different flavors f as

Z(T, V ) =

∫ ∏
µ

DAµ
∏
f

DψfDψ̄f e−SE(T,V ) , (21)

with the Euclidean action

SE(T, V ) = −
1/T∫
0

Dx0
∫
V

D3x LEQCD(Aµ, ψf , ψ̄f ) , (22)

which in continuous space-time is an integral of the QCD Lagrangian, LEQCD,
over space and time. The path integral defined in this way needs to be regu-
larized.

In lattice gauge theory, as suggested by K.G. Wilson in 1974 [38], space
and time is discretized on a hyper-cubic lattice of size N3

σ×Nτ by introducing
a finite lattice spacing a (cut-off). This is a particular regularization scheme
of the path integral by introducing a finite ultra-violet cut-off. This leads to
high dimensional integrals over the gauge and fermion field variables that
renders the path integral finite.

The temperature T and spatial volume V is then given by

T = 1/(Nτ a) ,

V = L3 = (Nσ a)3 .

The lattice spacing, a, serves as a cut-off which regularizes the ultravio-
let divergences of the quantum field theory. In most lattice calculations an
isotropic lattice is introduced, but sometimes also anisotropic lattices with
different lattice spacings in temporal and spatial directions are used. The
discretization leads to systematic cut-off effects in obserables calculated on
finite lattices. Therefore the lattice spacing needs to be taken to zero at the
end of the calculations to obtain continuum results. This corresponds to tak-
ing the limit of Nτ →∞ at fixed temperature T , while appropriately tuning
up Nσ to keep the volume finite and large or taking the limit Nσ → ∞, i.e.
also performing the thermodynamic limit. A large enough volume means that
it sufficiently encompasses the various physical length scales in the problem.
One of the longest scale is the pion wavelength and hence most lattice QCD
calculations require mπL � 1 to reduce any finite volume effects. In finite
temperature calculations this usually leads to temporal extents, Nt, which
are much smaller than the spatial extents, Nσ. Typical aspect ratios, Nσ/Nt,
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are of the order of 4 for physical pion masses but need to be increased for
smaller than physical pion masses, e.g. in studies of the chiral limit of QCD.

Although the discretized version of the partition function is finite, still
a direct calculation of Z is usually not possible. Rather than calculating it
directly, thermal expectation value of physical observables O can be obtained
through

〈O〉 =
1

Z(T, V )

∫ ∏
µ

DAµ
∏
f

DψfDψ̄f O e−SE(T,V ) , (23)

using Monte-Carlo techniques as will be described in section 4.

3.2 Gauge transformation and gauge action

In the lattice approach to QCD, the quark field ψ(x) and ψ̄(x) are defined
on the sites of the lattice as anticommuting Grassmann variables, while the
gauge fields Aaµ(x), a = 1, 2, ..., 8 are defined on the links connecting the
nearest neighboring sites via the link variable Uµ(x),

Uµ(x) = P exp

(
ig

∫ x+aµ̂

x

dxµ T
aAaµ(x)

)
, (24)

where P denotes path ordering. The gauge links live on the site connecting x
and x+aµ̂ where µ̂ is a unit vector along µ-th direction and T a are the eight
generators of the SU(Nc = 3) color group. Under local gauge transformation
Ω(x) = exp [−iαa(x)T a], the fields Uµ(x) and ψ(x) transform as

ψ(x)→ Ω(x)ψ(x)

ψ̄(x) → ψ̄(x)Ω(x)†

Uµ(x)→ Ω(x+ a µ̂)Uµ(x)Ω†(x).

(25)

This distribution of the fermion and gauge fields allows for a gauge invariant
discretization of the QCD action on the lattice. The simplest gauge invariant
object on the lattice is the trace of the product of links enclosing the smallest
closed path, i.e. the plaquette Uµν(x) (see Fig. 12):

Uµν(x) = Uµ(x)Uν(x+ µ̂)U†µ(x+ ν̂)U†ν (x) . (26)

The gauge invariant trace of the plaquettes can be used to formulate the
simplest version of the discretization of the gluonic action, the so called Wil-
son gauge action,
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Uµν(x)

ψ(x) ψ(x+ µ̂)ψ(x− µ̂)

Uµ(x)U−µ(x)

Fig. 12 Lattice implementation of QCD: fermion fields ψ(x) (blue) living on the
sites and gauge link variables Uµ(x) living on the links. The plaquette Uµν(x) is a
product of links enclosing the smallest closed path. Picture by Lukas Mazur, Bielefeld
University.

SG = β
∑
x

∑
µ>ν

(1− 1

Nc
Re Trc Uµν(x)) , (27)

with β = 2Nc
g2 . In the continuum limit, a → 0, this action reproduces the

continuum gauge action and at non-zero lattice spacing has discretization
errors of O(a2). These systematic errors introduced by the finite lattice cut-
off can be reduced using improved discretization schemes.

A detailed discussion of the discretization of the fermionic part of the QCD
action goes beyond the scope of this book and can be found in the textbooks
[1, 2, 3, 4].

3.3 Renormalization and continuum limit

In the gauge action (27) we introduce a bare parameter, the coupling con-
stant g. To ensure a correct continuum limit, a → 0, and physical results
in the continuum that do not depend on the lattice spacing and the specific
discretization of the theory, the coupling and also other bare parameters,
like quark masses, have a non-trivial dependence on the lattice spacing. Or
turning this around, the lattice spacing a depends on the bare parameters.
Therefore, in the pure gauge theory, the bare coupling g is the only parame-
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ter that provides a handle to tune the lattice spacing a. The dependence of
the lattice spacing on the bare coupling, correspondingly the running of the
coupling with the lattice spacing is controlled by the renormalization group.
For small values of the bare gauge coupling this is controlled by the QCD
β-function,

aΛL =

(
1

b0g2

)b1/2b20
e−1/2b0g

2

(1 +O(g2)) , (28)

with b0 = ( 11
3 Nc−

2
3Nf )/16π2 and b1 = ( 34

3 N
2
c −( 10

3 Nc+
N2
c−1
Nc

)Nf )/(16π2)2.
The parameters b0 and b1 are universal and do not dependent on the specific
regularization of the theory, while the higher order terms are in general non-
universal. The limit of vanishing lattice spacing a corresponds to the limit of
vanishing gauge coupling g, i.e. asymptotic freedom. As the QCD β-function
has a UV fixed point at g = 0 implies that with a proper tuning of the
bare parameters, on a line of constant physics, physical observables can be
extracted using lattice calculations at finite lattice spacing a and that a non-
trivial continuum limit exists.

Although the pure gauge theory has no dimensional parameter, the renor-
malization introduces a mass scale, ΛL, and all physical quantities with a
dimension are proportional to appropriate powers of ΛL, which is the inte-
gration constant in (28). This allows to extract physical observables, up to
remaining cut-off effects, already on finite lattices and allows to set the scale,
i.e. determining the lattice spacing a in physical units, from calculating ob-
servables on the lattice and matching these to their physical values obtained
from experiment.

4 Basics of Monte Carlo integration

Although discretizing space and time changes the infinite dimensional inte-
grations appearing in the partition function Eq. (21) and in the calculation of
observables Eq. (23) to high dimensional integrations, in most situations it is
impossible to do these integrations analytically or using standard numerical
integration methods. The basic idea to the Monte Carlo integration technique
to studying statistical systems is to obtain a suitable distribution of states.
Given that one can determine the value of the Hamiltonian for a given state,
the task is then to construct an algorithm to obtain an ensemble in which
configurations appear according to the Boltzmann weight. In this section we
denote the fields as φ, which in the pure gauge theory can be interpreted as
the gauge fields Ux,µ, but the discussion is general for arbitrary fields.
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4.1 Importance sampling

The expectation value of a physical observable O is represented as

〈O〉 =
1

Z

∫
D[φ] O[φ] e−S[φ] (29)

=

∫
D[φ] O[φ]W [φ], (30)

where φ denotes collectively the degrees of freedom and Z on the right hand
is the partition function defined as

Z =

∫
D[φ] e−SE [φ], (31)

where SE is the Euclidean action. For example, for the pure gauge theory
the Wilson gauge action Eq. (27) can used here. In that case the functional
integral in the above equations turns into high dimensional integrals over all
gauge fields Ux,µ. In the case of real actions, the Boltzmann weight,

W [φ] =
1

Z
e−S[φ] , (32)

appearing in Eq. (30) can be interpreted as a probability density, i.e.

W [φ] ≥ 0 ,

∫
D[φ]W [φ] = 1. (33)

If this probability density is available, there is no need to calculate the par-
tition function to calculate physical observables. The idea of Monte Carlo
calculations is to sample the states of the system, i.e. the field configurations,
using importance sampling, where the configurations are sampled with a dis-
tribution according to the corresponding probability density. Generating a
finite number, N , of field configurations, {φ}l, l = 1, . . . N , the integral in
(30) can be calculated statistically by an average over these specific configu-
rations,

〈O〉 ≈ 1

N

∑
i

O[φi] +O(
1√
N

). (34)

This statistical integration, based on field configurations that are weighted
according to the Boltzmann weight, is called importance sampling and al-
lows to calculate expectation values of O and its statistical errors using a
finite number of field configurations. As the probability density is usually not
known, methods are required to generate field configurations respecting this.
Most algorithms are based on the concept of Markov chains which will be
discussed in the following.
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4.2 Markov chain

The idea of Markov chains is to generate a sequence of field configurations
{φ}l using a sequential stochastic process,

{φ}0 → {φ}1 → {φ}2 → . . . (35)

starting with an initial configuration {φ}0 and such that, after some steps
of thermalization of the process, the probability to find a configuration in
[φ, φ+ δφ] is given by w[φ]δφ.

The idea is to construct a stochastic process with a transition probability,

P (φ→ φ′) with
∑
φ′

P (φ→ φ′) = 1, (36)

for the subsequent steps in the Markov chain. Using the concept of ergodicity,

P (φ→ φ′) > 0 ∀φ, φ′ , (37)

which ensures a finite probability to reach any state φ′ from any other state
φ, one can proof the existence of a unique fixed point of the stochastic process
and furthermore that the distribution of states converges to the fixed fixed
point, independent of the start configuration. A sufficient (not necessary)
condition for the process to reach the desired equilibrium distribution given
by the Boltzmann weight Eq. (32) is the detailed balance condition,

e−S[φ] P [φ→ φ′] = e−S[φ
′] P [φ′ → φ]. (38)

Therefore most algorithms are based on this condition, e.g. the Metropolis
algorithm [39] developed in the year 1953 is a prototype of a Monte Carlo
algorithm and applicable to any statistical system.

In pure gauge theories it is common to combine two algorithms. In the
heat-bath algorithm single gauge links, Ux,µ, are updated by choosing a new
link U ′x,µ that depends only on the interaction with its immediate surrounding
links, while the other links are treated as the heat-bath. The probability for
updating is proportional to

P (U) ∝ e−
β
Nc

ReTrUA , (39)

where A represents the staple, i.e. the local parts of the action that are
connected to but do not contain Ux,µ This local update process is iterated
for all links of the lattice (a sweep), eventually covering the whole system,
providing a new gauge field configuration. For SU(2) gauge theory the heat-
bath algorithm was found by Creutz [40] and for SU(3) a pseudo heat-bath
algorithm developed by Cabibbo and Marinari [41] is based on updating
SU(2) subgroups of the SU(3) links.
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Generated gauge field configurations using such local algorithms are highly
correlated and it takes a large number of sweeps to obtain statistically in-
dependent configurations. Therefore the heat-bath algorithm is usually com-
bined with an overrelaxation update [42] to reduce auto-correlations. The
idea is to find a new link U ′x,µ which is far away from Ux,µ, but has the same
probability weight. Therefore this new link doesn’t change the action and the
algorithm alone is not ergodic, but in combination with the heat-bath algo-
rithm this leads to a large reduction of auto-correlations. For SU(2), SU(3)
and general SU(N) gauge theories discussions on overrelaxation algorithms
can be found in [43, 44, 45].

5 Exercises

In the exercises for this chapter we use a simple Monte Carlo program for
SU(3) pure gauge theory with Wilson gauge action written in C++.

The program can be download from

https://www.physik.uni-bielefeld.de/∼okacz/su3.tgz

and compiled using make resulting in an executable su3 run which can be
run using su3 run in.sample, where in.sample is a parameter file containing
parameters like the lattice size, beta values, file names for the result files and
others. The program uses a combination of the heatbath and overrelaxation
algorithms and calculates as observables the plaquette and Polyakov loop.

Exercise 1

Take a look into the main program in su3 run.cpp and the parameter file
in.sample and try to understand the usage and flow of the program, espe-
cially how the gauge fields are defined and used and how the updates and
measurements of the observables are programmed.

Exercise 2

Take a look into the paper ”Critical point and scale setting in SU(3) plasma:
An update” [46]. You will find the critical values for various Nt and typi-
cal lattice volumes and the scale for the Wilson gauge action. Estimate the
run-time of the program on your computer to generate measurements with
O(10.000) sweeps. Choose an appropriate lattice size and perform calculations
at some temperatures around the critical temperature. Study the thermaliza-
tion behavior for different start configurations (random vs. unit) and study
the behavior of the Polyakov loop, the order parameter for the deconfinement

https://www.physik.uni-bielefeld.de/~okacz/su3.tgz
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transition in the SU(3) gauge theory (after thermalization of the Monte Carlo
sweeps).

Exercise 3

Take a look into the famous Boyd et al. paper [47] on the ”Thermodynamics
of SU(3) Lattice Gauge Theory” and reproduce Fig. 3 of that paper. If your
computer is fast enough, you may add a finer lattice, e.g. for Nt = 10. Follow
the discussion on the derivation of thermodynamic observables and use your
results together with the scale setting of [46] to reproduce the results for the
pressure and energy density.
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