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Electric field induction in quark-gluon plasma due to thermoelectric effects

Kamaljeet Singh®, Jayanta Dey®, and Raghunath Sahoo :
Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology Indore, Simrol, Indore 453552, India

® (Received 21 August 2024; accepted 12 December 2024; published 30 December 2024)

Relativistic heavy-ion collisions produce quark-gluon plasma (QGP), which is locally thermalized.
Due to electrically charged particles (quarks), QGP exhibits interesting thermoelectric phenomena
during its evolution, resulting in an electromagnetic (EM) field in the medium. In this study, for the first
time, we estimate the induced electric field in QGP due to the thermoelectric effect. This phenomenon
can induce an EM field even in QGP produced by the head-on heavy-ion collision. In peripheral heavy-
ion collisions, the presence of a spectator current generates a transient magnetic field at the early stage,
which disrupts the isotropy of the induced electric field. For the numerical estimation, we use a
quasiparticle-based model that incorporates the lattice quantum chromodynamics equation of state for
QGP. The induced electric field is estimated with cooling rates derived from Gubser hydrodynamic
flow. Thermoelectric coefficients such as Seebeck, magneto-Seebeck, and Nernst coefficients play a
crucial role in determining the induced field. Additionally, we account for the temperature evolution of
QGP using different hydrodynamic cooling rates to calculate the transport coefficients. We also estimate
the transport coefficients and the induced electric field in the presence of an external time-varying
magnetic field, including the quantum effect of Landau quantization, and explore the effects of the
intensity and decay parameter of the magnetic field on the induced electric field. Our findings reveal that
the space-time profile of the induced electric field is zero at the center and increases as we go away from
the center. During the early stages of evolution, the electric field can reach a maximum value of

eE ~ 1m2, decreasing in strength over time.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.110.114051

I. INTRODUCTION

The success of heavy-ion collision experiments is not
limited to the discovery of phenomena of strong interaction
at very high energy but also contributes to understanding
fundamental physics applicable to many different areas,
such as condensed matter physics. The quark-gluon plasma
(QGP), which is a deconfined and locally thermalized state
of quarks and gluons, produced in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions (RHICs), undergoes many phases during its
evolution [1,2]. Some phenomena occurred during the
evolution [3,4] significantly impact final state observables
to be distinguished, and some might not yet be discovered
[5]. It is found that relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics is
the most effective theory that can successfully explain final
state observables such as spectra and flow [6—8]. Recently,
Ref. [9] estimated the effect of the electric field in the flow
harmonics considering different electric field configurations.

“Contact author: Raghunath.Sahoo@cern.ch

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP’.

2470-0010/2024/110(11)/114051(25)

114051-1

The thermodynamic [10—12] and transport [ 13—17] properties
of nearly baryon-free QGP matter created in the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) and that of QGP with finite
baryon-chemical potential created in the Relativistic
Heavy-lon Collider (RHIC) are explored very well.
Moreover, going from head-on to peripheral collisions, an
intense transient electromagnetic field is created that can be
understood from laws of classical electrodynamics [18-22].
The change in energy and centrality not only modifies the
thermodynamic equation of state (EoS) [23-26] of the
created medium but many different phenomena, such
as chiral magnetic effect [21,27], magnetic and inverse
magnetic catalysis [28,29], and plausible transition
through the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) critical
point [30,31]. The electromagnetic (EM) field produced
in peripheral RHICs due to the moving charged specta-
tors magnetizes the QGP medium [32,33]. The magni-
tude of the field generated at the early stages of collisions
could be as high as 10-15 m2 (x10'® Gauss), which
submerged the QCD energy scale Agcp ~ 1.5 m, [34].
Here, m,, is the mass of a pion, which is around 140 MeV.
For a physical comparison, the Earth’s magnetic field at
its surface is 0.25-0.65 Gauss. The created EM field
decays in time, which can be explained by the medium’s
electrical conductivity [35] and the flux conservation as it
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expands. QGP being made of electrically charged par-
ticles (quarks), a nonzero EM field can be produced in the
medium irrespective of the spectator current depending
on the hydrodynamic flow and charge density profile.
This is explored only recently by Dash and Panda in
Ref. [36]. They have found that the produced electric and
magnetic fields could be as high as 0.15 m2 for the SPS
energy range and 1 m2 for RHIC energies, respectively.

In the present work, we estimate the induced
electric field in QGP using the thermoelectric effect.
The creation of electric potential due to temperature
gradient or vice versa is known as thermoelectric effect
[37]. In baryonic QGP, the heat flow is governed by the
baryon current carried by the constituent quarks. As the
quarks are electrically charged, a net nonzero electric
potential develops, resulting in an electric field. This field
is estimated using thermoelectric transport coefficients,
such as Seebeck, magneto-Seebeck, and Nernst coeffi-
cients. In RHICs, these coefficients are studies for
QGP [38,39] and hadronic matter [40,41] in zero and
finite external magnetic field cases. However, none of
these investigations estimated the electromagnetic field
created in QGP due to thermoelectric processes. In this
work, we assessed the induced electric field and looked at
the dynamic image of QGP, considering the influence of
temperature evolution (or cooling). In a recent study [42],
we demonstrated the significance of temperature evolution
in QGP observables like elliptic flow. It is essential to
mention that unlike the EM field produced in peripheral
heavy-ion collisions due to spectators, this field can be
induced in QGP created in head-on collisions where a
nonzero baryon chemical potential is expected. We also
estimate the thermoelectric effect-induced electric field in
a peripheral collision where a strong transient-external
magnetic field in the early stage is expected to affect the
QGP significantly. Where the quantum modification of
energy states due to Landau quantization is incorporated.
This is the first time an electric field generated solely by
the thermoelectric effect has been estimated for QGP. The
created spatiotemporal electric field can generate a spa-
tiotemporal magnetic field, which is also discussed, along
with possible limitations.

The paper is organized in the following manner. First, we
briefly derive the cooling rates for Bjorken and Gubser flow
in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we derive the Seebeck coefficient for
the head-on collision or eB = 0 case. Then, we estimate the
Seebeck coefficient and induced electric field with QGP
EoS. Then, we extend our study to peripheral collision in
Sec. IIT where the initial magnetic field is nonzero. We
calculate the magneto-Seebeck and Nernst coefficients for
the anisotropic system and calculate the induced electric
field for the same in Sec. IV. Finally, in Sec. V, we have
summarized our study with a possible outlook. Detailed
calculations for thermoelectric coefficients are given in the
Appendix.

II. RELATIVISTIC HYDRODYNAMICS
AND COOLING RATES

The relativistic hydrodynamics is a successful macro-
scopic theory to understand the dynamics of relativistic fluid
created in RHICs, namely QGP [43,44]. Hydrodynamics
and the correct EoS of a medium will provide us with a
detailed dynamical evolution of the medium and its cooling
rate or space-time-dependent temperature profile. Here, to
estimate thermoelectric coefficients and induced electric
field, an analytical expression of cooling rate is required, for
which we use Bjorken and Gubser flow [45,46].

The symmetric energy-momentum tensor (7#) of a fluid
can be expressed in terms of hydrodynamic degrees of
freedom as [47],

T = (e + p)u'u? — pg® + o + Whu + Wt (1)

Where ¢, p, and u* are the energy density, thermal pressure,
and four-velocity of fluid, respectively. Dissipative quan-
tities are viscous stress tensor 7z and energy flow W*. The
metric tensor of flat spacetime is ¢ = diag(1, -1, -1, —1).
A hydrodynamic system is governed by the conservation
equations—energy-momentum conservation and number or
charge conservation. Now, the projection of the energy-
momentum conservation equation along the fluid velocity

10,0,T" = 0, (2)

leads to the continuity equation [48]. One can obtain the
required cooling rate by solving Eq. (2) with the relevant
flow profile and EoS.

A. Bjorken flow

The Bjorken flow represents a boost invariant longi-
tudinal expansion of the medium created in heavy-ion
collisions [45]. Along with longitudinal boost invariant,
Bjorken considered translation and rotational invariance
symmetry in the transverse plane, which leads to the

velocity profile
Z
u”-y(l,0,0,;). (3)

One can solve the hydrodynamic equations with the flow
profile to obtain the system’s dynamics. Here, we will
briefly describe the cooling rate for an ideal hydrodynamic
system with and without a magnetic field.

1. Ideal hydrodynamics at B=0

At the initial time of QGP formation, it behaves as a
conformal fluid where all the dissipative quantities vanish,
such that conservation of the entropy current is a good
assumption. The energy-momentum tensor of such a perfect
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fluid in the absence of external magnetic fields can be
expressed as

™" = (e + p)uFu® — pg". (4)

Solving the hydrodynamic Eq. (2) by using Bjorken
flow Eq. (3) and ideal energy-momentum tensor Eq. (4)
we get [45]

d.€ + =0, (5)

where 7 is the proper time. Now, using ideal equation of
state p =5 T*, we can obtain cooling rate for ideal

hydrodynafnics as,
70\ 3
T=T, (") § (6)
T

Where, initial condition is T'(zy) = Ty, with initial temper-
ature Ty at the medium formation time 7.

2. Ideal magnetohydrodynamics

In peripheral RHICs, a huge magnetic field is created,
which can magnetize the QGP. The energy-momentum
tensor for an ideal magnetized fluid can be expressed
as [42,49,50]

132
T = (e + p + B)u'u” — (P +2)9"” - B'B". (7)

Depending on the medium’s electrical conductivity, the
magnetic field created during the collision will decay with
time. Here, we consider an exponential decay profile [51]

B(t) = Byexp [~7/7g], (8)

where B is the magnitude of initial magnetic field and 7
is its decay parameter. The field is directed along the y axis
in the transverse plane, considering the longitudinal z-axis
to align with the beam axis. Now, solving the hydro-
dynamic equation with ideal EoS, and after some rear-
rangement, we get

4 p(@T = g7, )

where p(z) = L, q(r) = (aff — %) exp(=2/z) with @ = 20
=_and a = + 5 Z The above equation can
rlg d 16 221 Ny) g5 The ab

be recognized as the Bernoulli differential equation and

can be analytically solved to obtain

T = [Tg (%)4 + %{FW& 267) — T(4/3,2f70)}

2a i
-{I'(7/3,2p7) —1°(7/3,2p7 . 10
et UUCE R UEE V)| FR

B. Gubser flow

Gubser generalizes the Bjorken flow to include radial
expansion of the medium and longitudinal boost-invariant
expansion [46]. Working with rapidity or the Milne
coordinate system is convenient in heavy-ion collisions.
Milne coordinates (z,7,7,¢), can be related to the
Cartesian coordinates (7,x,y,z) as,

=V -2,

;= /x2—|—y2,

In this coordinate system, the four-velocity u#* constructed
from symmetry consideration with boost, rotation, and
reflection invariance (3 — —n) is given as

Z
n= arctanh;,

¢:arctan§. (11)

r

u* =coshk =y,, u—:tanhrc:v,, w=u?=0. (12)
uT

Where Lorentz factor y, = \/+_2 andv, = /U3 + U2, v, is
—2

known as transverse velocity. x is parametrized as
2q¢%tr
]+q272+q2r2
the viscous medium while preserving the conformal invari-
ance of the theory, that is, p = ¢/3 and shear viscosity
n=Hye* H, is a dimensionless quantity. Using the
Gubser flow, we can solve the hydrodynamic equation for
viscous medium to obtain the temperature profile as [46],

k(z, r) = arctanh( ). Here, we take the case of

_ 1 Ty Hog _ 2\1/6
_Tfi/4[(1+gz)’/3+\/1+g2{l 1+7)

< Fy Gé%_gz)}] (13)

Where T is an integration constant and ,F; denotes a
1-@2+g*r
2qr
cal estimations, we used semirealistic numbers for a central
gold-gold collision at /sy = 200 GeV are Ty =5.55 and

Hy, = 0.33 if we choose 1/q = 4.3 fm.

In Fig. 1, we have plotted the cooling rate (temperature as
a function of proper time) for all the three hydrodynamic
cases discussed above. Note that the initial conditions are
free to adjust within the Heisenberg uncertainty principle.
The cooling rates are represented as follows. The ideal
hydrodynamics at B =0 with a black solid line, ideal

hypergeometric function with g = . For numeri-
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FIG. 1. Temperature (7)) as a function of proper time (z) for

ideal hydrodynamics, ideal magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) for
eB, = 5m2 with two decay parameters at 75 = 3, 7 fm, and
Gubser flow at r = 0, 3 fm.

magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) at 7z = 3, 7 fm with the
red dashed-triple dot line and green dash-dot line, respec-
tively, and for Gubser flow at r =0, 3 fm by magenta
dashed and blue dashed line, respectively. Interestingly, the
temperature in Gubser flow falls faster due to the presence
of transverse flow even at the finite viscosity of the medium.
The cooling rates plotted here will be helpful in the analysis
of results obtained in the subsequent sections. Note that the
magnetic decay parameter values considered here are
relatively higher than found in literature [52]. In principle,
it depends on many parameters, such as QGP electrical
conductivity and impact parameters, and can be determined
through MHD simulation. However, considering such a
high parameter value allows us to distinguish the decay
effect in the plots, which gives us a qualitative dependency
on the decay parameter. For more insight into the lifetime of
the electromagnetic field in QGP due to spectator current,
see Refs. [51-55].

III. ELECTRIC FIELD INDUCTION
IN HEAD-ON COLLISIONS

This section calculates the thermoelectric coefficient and
induced electric field for the QGP medium created in a
head-on collision. Due to the absence of spectator current,
no magnetic field is expected to be created in the head-on
collisions. Here, we will show that an electric field can be
induced in the medium due to the thermoelectric effect,
even though there is no initial EM field during the collision.

A. Seebeck coefficient in evolving QGP

QGP created in RHICs cools down rapidly as it goes
through space-time evolution. This rapid cooling affects the
medium’s transport coefficients, such as thermal conduc-
tivity and thermoelectric coefficients. In all the earlier

studies of thermoelectric coefficients [38,39,56,57], a static
picture of QGP is considered where the effect of temper-
ature evolution was not taken into account. In thermoelec-

N
tric response, the spatial gradient in temperature (VT) is
responsible for charge current. However, because of rapid
cooling, the current gets modified, which can be taken care

of by an extra term (? T) in the heat current. In Ref. [42],
for the first time, we have estimated the effect of temper-
ature evolution on the thermal conductivity of QGP. In the
present work, we calculate the thermoelectric coefficient
for evolving QGP using a similar approach of Ref. [42].

Results obtained with and without the (V T) term in the
heat current are stated as evolving and static picture,
respectively. We will also show the difference between
the expressions obtained considering a static and evolv-
ing QGP.

To study the fluid properties of QGP medium, we
consider a system of relativistic fluid consisting of particles

. - /72
with mass m;, momentum k;, energy w; = \/ ki + m?, and

chemical potential y; = b,up for i™ species, with b; as
baryon quantum number and up as baryon chemical
potential. The single particle distribution function at equi-
librium for ith species is

1

oj=biup

o=
S |

(14)

where + stands for fermion and boson, respectively. The
total single-particle distribution function (f;) for a system
slightly out of equilibrium (Jf;) can be written as
fi=f%+8f;. When a system is out of equilibrium, net
nonzero currents arise in the system. In kinetic theory,
electric current density for such a system can be expressed
as [17]

. BIk;| k;
| = o ULSF.. 15
i=> qlg,/(2”)3wi ; (15)

i

Here, ¢; is the electric charge, and g; is the degeneracy of
the ith species particles. Similarly, the microscopic defi-
nition of heat flow [17,42],

. &k ki
[. = . NS . —b.h)6F.. 16
=30 [ s @ b3 (16)

Where #h is the total enthalpy per particle. To find the
expression of 6f;, we solve the Boltzmann transport
equation (BTE) with the help of relaxation time approxi-
mation (RTA) [15]

ofi ki ofi = ofi  &fi
=t E.-Li=_20 17
ot +a),- 67;+qz ok, Th (17)
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where 7% is the relaxation time of the particle. E represents
the external electric field. Here, the deviation of the
distribution function from equilibrium is driven by the
electric field and temperature gradients. With leading order
contribution, we can consider an ansatz of §f; as [58]

8f; = (k; - Q)=+ (18)

600,

As QGP is a rapidly cooling system, to account for all
leading order contributions from gradient forces, a general

form of unknown vector Q can be assumed as

- - — — .

Q:a1E+a2VT+a3VT. (19)
The unknown coefficients a; (j =1, 2, 3) determine the
strength of the respective gradient force fields driving the
system away from equilibrium. The coefficient az corre-
sponds to the evolving picture of the medium. The gradient

force ﬁ) T, the time derivative of the spatial temperature
gradient, is responsible for taking care of the rapid cooling
effect of QGP in its heat current. For the case of a static
picture, where the effects of cooling are not considered,

|

_— qi9i d3|]_€i| 2
= Z 3 /(271)3 YiTr
— qul

l

qgl dl ,' (w; =b;h) (0T

We introduce the following integrals to write Eq. (22) in
compact form as

d*\ |

. l 0
Bk, k,2
L= [ ; )'  (w; = b1 = ),
&Pk 1}'2 ,.
3i:3_T ( ) —2< i_bih)TRz ?(l—f?)- (23)
Hence, Eq. (21) can be written as,
1 d\ dT
o 2
J = Z%‘LUEI - TZ% (in - L3ia> I (24)

In above equation, by setting j, = j, = j, = 0, we can get

dT dT
E,, E, and E_ in terms of temperature gradients &, @

[ .—bh) (0T . oT) ] of?
[raie s zb (0T o]0

[ , —bh) [oT . T\ ] of?
021l | —g. EY ((‘)’7 i
T | =B+

only a; and a, contribute, whereas a3 vanishes in Eq. (19)
as in Refs. [38,57]. We can solve Eq. (17) using Egs. (18)
and (19), and get the expression of a;’s. After getting the
expressions for a;’s, the simplified form of 5f; is (see
Appendix A 1),

)+%[(7{'VD

0
7)] % . (20)

[e51}

ofi = —611'7%(71‘)~

— 7k (07 -

<l

Using the expressions of df; in Eq. (15), we can express
electric current as

zqg,/dI
X{syf Rangf

The components of the electric current in the X,y, and z
directions are given as,

(@; = bih)
T

[ q,E' +

(1)

ox R ox | | ow;

ay Ray | dw;
o7 of?

=L, 22

Raz} ow; (22)

|
and f,—z. Here, we rearrange the Eq. (24) in the matrix
form as

oE = LX, (25)
where,
c, 0 O E.
c=|0 o, 0 |, E = E, |,

0 0 o E,

(s 00 T

— _ | ¢

L = T 0 Ly 0 |, X=1|%

0 0 Ly ar

dz

Hence, after finding the inverse of 6 matrix, we can obtain
the components of the electric field as,
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E, s 0 o\ [%
E=@c'L)X=[E |=]|0 5 0|]|4%] (6

E, 00 §)\a

dz

Where o,; = >, ¢g?Ly; is electrical conductivity. Further,
we defined the integrals Ly; = >, q;(Ly; — L3; ). Note
that it is a generalized study of thermoelectric coefficients,
i.e., we did not consider any preferred direction of the
temperature gradient or a particular cooling rate. Therefore,
we get the Seebeck coefficient(S) in three directions. The
term Ls; [Eq. (23)] is the pure contribution of the evolving
picture. It vanishes as soon as we set a; = 0 in Eq. (19), and
the Seebeck coefficient becomes the same as in existing
literature [38,57], which we stated as static. In the results,
we compared static and evolving pictures by turning the
term L;; on and off, respectively. Here, we identify the
Seebeck coefficient S as,

S = @ (27)

Due to the boost invariance, 7 is invariant along the
longitudinal z axis, therefore ‘;—T = 0. Hence, only x and

y components of the electric field E survive in the transverse
plane.

1. Analytical solution for massless noninteracting system

Here, we address the analytic solution of Seebeck
coefficient Eq. (27) for massless (w; = k;) and noninter-
acting system. In this case, the Seebeck coefficient can be
solved analytically using the Riemann zeta function {(s)
and Dirichlet eta #(s) function

1 00 xs—l 1 o x5 1
W/o pramriy 'I(S)—@/O - _de,
(28)

where, I'(s) is the gamma function. Now, using the relation
n(s) = 1 =20-9¢(s), Eq. (23) can be write in terms of the
{(s) as,

Qﬂ'feT biug\?
e e (7))

2 3
ZQ’TRT (b Kb 1 6yt (2) ~ 2,1 (2) - 22 h),

TZ

22T (b} bk
Zg . ( ﬂB+6bzﬂBC() 2b;h¢(2) - el )

(29)

Hence, using the values of Ly;,;3; we get

pe ()

b}
Ly = Z% itk < iH impl(2) —

S (| d
- W)O—&Q 30

Note that, L,; is proportional to electric charge g¢;.
Degeneracy is the same for all three flavors, g; = 6 (for
a spin and color degeneracy). 7, = 7 (say) is the same for
all the flavors for massless and noninteracting systems of
particles. Therefore, the charge of the three flavors (up,
down, and strange) adds up to zero, i.e., Ly3 =0. As a
result, the Seebeck coefficient for the massless noninter-
acting system is

ngl TR

2b;h{(2)

=0. (31)

2. Numerical solution for QGP EoS

We use a quasiparticle model formulated by Gorenstein
and Yang [59] for the numerical estimation. It is a
phenomenological model where the lattice QCD equation
of state for QGP is achieved by considering the thermal
masses of the partons. The thermal mass m(T) arises from
the interactions among the partons. The thermodynamic
consistency is achieved by introducing a bag constant
arising from vacuum energy. The dispersion relation of
the particle having energy ®; and momentum k; is
w?(k;, T) = k? +m?(T). Where, m; is the total effective
mass of ith quark flavor and can be parametrized as

m; = mjy + mr. (32)
m;, and m;; are bare mass and thermal mass of the ith

flavor with,
N2 -1 U
= <T2 + —97‘:2> &(T). (33

mzzT(T’ﬂB)

The effective mass of gluon (m,) in this model can be

represented as

g

N, Ny + iy
() =g PP (145 )
N, represents the number of color degrees of freedom,
and ¢*(T) = 4na,(T), a,(T) is running coupling
constant. We use the same parametrization as used in
Refs. [60,61], which reproduce the LQCD result from
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For Bjorken flow
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) I /// = == Evolving n
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T ‘ T ‘ T ‘ T ‘ T ‘ T ‘ T ‘ T ‘ T
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-1
" -2 it N
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FIG. 2. Seebeck coefficient (S) as a function of proper time (z) at uz = 0.3 GeV. Left: upper panel represents S for Bjorken flow,

-5%)

bottom panel represents its percentage deviation of static from evolving picture (= (SS— x 100)%. Right: similar to the left plot but for

Gubser flow at two different values of r = 0, 3 fm.

Wuppertal-Budapest Collaboration (WB) [62]. For more
details and recent improvements of the model, one can
follow Refs. [59-61,63—-67]. Note that, for the estimation
of thermoelectric coefficients and the induced electric
field, gluons contribute only to the enthalpy of the system.
Now, for the relaxation time of quarks, we use a momen-
tum-independent expression obtained for QCD matter [68]

1
R 5 1Te? log(1/a,)[1 + 0.12(2N, + 1)]

(35)

For numerical estimation, the value of the strong coupling
constant is taken to be fixed at a, = 0.5.

In Fig. 2, we plot the Seebeck coefficient (S) as a
function of proper time (z) at ugp = 0.3 GeV in head-on
collisions (or eB, = 0) for the static and evolving picture
of QGP. Plots in the left panels are obtained in Bjorken
flow with the ideal hydrodynamic cooling rate, which in
the right panels are for Gubser flow. In both the flow cases,
we observed that the magnitude of coefficient S decreases
with an increase in the values of z. In both plots, we
observe that coefficient S approaches zero at later stages of
evolution, whereas, for the limiting case of massless
partons (black dotted line), the value of S is zero through-
out the evolution. Note that the negative sign in the value
of S implies that the direction of the induced electric field
is opposite to the temperature gradient. With time, the
temperature of the medium falls off, and S reduces in both
the hydrodynamic pictures. S for Gubser flow reduces
comparatively faster because of its cooling rate. From
Eq. (27), S is the ratio of two different quantities; for the
static picture where integral L,; reduces to L,;, the
coefficient S becomes independent of relaxation time
7. This happens because we consider the same relaxation

time for all the quarks regardless of their flavor. Whereas,
for the evolving picture, S shows its dependence on zx
through integral L,;. In Eq. (27), the electrical conduc-
tivity (o,;) of the medium remains positive throughout the
evolution. The negative values of S are due to the negative
values of the integral (L,3). Both the o,; and L,3 (magni-
tude) decrease with an increase in values of proper time,
but the decreasing rate of L, is higher than ¢,;. Hence, the
S also decreases with proper time in magnitude. The term
gi(w; — b;h) in Eq. (24) reflects its behavior (negative to
positive) in the Seebeck coefficient as a function of proper
time (7). In the bottom panels of Fig. 2, the percentage
deviation of static from the evolving picture is plotted
against 7 to quantify the cooling effect. In both the
hydrodynamic cases, S is enhanced due to temperature
evolution. The effect is high in the early times and
decreases with time. Moreover, this is higher in the
Gubser flow case, which shows the impact is sensitive
to the cooling rates.

B. Induced electric field in isotropic system

To estimate the induced electric field (E) in the head-on
collisions, we considered baryon chemical potential
upg = 0.3 GeV, attained at RHIC energies. Here, we used
the Gubser cooling rate for the temperature gradient. From
Gubser flow, T = T(z,r), with r = /x> +y?. Due to
Gubser symmetry considerations as mentioned in
Sec. II B, T is symmetric in the transverse (x — y) plane
and remains invariant along the longitudinal direction or
z axis. Here, we used the Seebeck coefficient calculated
from the Bjorken flow for the case of evolving QGP. In
head-on collisions, there is no spectator current; the
magnetic field is not produced during the collision.
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FIG. 3. Spatial profile of the induced electric field at different times (z) in the QGP created in head-on collisions where an external

magnetic field is absent (eB, = 0). Left: at 7 = 0.5 fm, middle: at r = 1 fm, and right: at = 3 fm. Here, the arrow and color represent

the direction and magnitude of the field, respectively.

In this paper, by the terms “isotropy” and “anisotropy,” we
indicate momentum isotropy or anisotropy due to magnetic
field only. We will discuss the induced electric field created
in an isotropic QGP (without an external magnetic field)
due to the thermoelectric effect.

In Fig. 3, we have shown the vector plot of the induced
electric field in the transverse plane for head-on collision. In
an isotropic medium, the thermoelectric transport coeffi-
cient matrix is isotropic as obtained in Eq. (26), only
diagonal elements, Seebeck coefficient (S) are nonzero.
Due to symmetry consideration, 7" and its gradient are
symmetric in the transverse (x —y) plane. Moreover,
because of boost invariant symmetry along z axis,
9 — (). Therefore, only x and y components of the electric

9z
field survive, and E is symmetric in the transverse plane.
Time evolution of E is shown by three panels in the Fig. 3,
from left to right 7 =0.5, 1, 3 fm. The direction and
magnitude of E are represented in the figures by the arrow
tip and its length, respectively. Magnitude is also colored for
clarity; the color bar on the top of the figures is given for

magnitude in the unit of m2. E is zero at the center (as §>T
vanishes) and directed radially outward with increasing
magnitude. At 7 = 0.5 fm, the induced field is as high as
eE ~0.8m2, and its strength decreases as the medium

evolves in time. The direction of E can be understood as
follows. From Eq. (26), E, = S, E, = S%. From the

dx’
right panel of Fig. 2, § is negative at the early time. vT is
also negative, as T decreases as we go away from the center
(x =y =0, or, r =0). This explains the direction of E.
Value of S, vT, and hence E is sensitive to the cooling

rate. As an analytical expression of the cooling rate is
required for the calculation of thermoelectric coefficients

and induced field, we used Gubser flow. However, in
(3 + 1)D hydrodynamic simulations, one can incorporate
the current study to estimate induced fields in QGP
produced in heavy-ion collisions.

IV. ELECTRIC FIELD INDUCTION
IN PERIPHERAL COLLISIONS

In peripheral heavy-ion collisions, a strong transient
magnetic field is produced. In this section, we calculate an
evolving relativistic fluid’s thermoelectric coefficients and
induced electric field in an external time-varying magnetic
field. For detailed calculations, see Appendix A 1.

A. Magneto-Seebeck and Nernst coefficients
in evolving QGP

The magnetic field breaks the rotational symmetry of the
system, due to which the thermoelectric coefficient matrix
becomes anisotropic with two independent elements—
magneto-Seebeck and Nernst coefficients. Moreover,
according to the Landau quantization, the energy level of
charged particles gets quantized in the presence of the
magnetic field. However, in the RTA formalism, Landau
quantization is not included. Therefore, deriving the trans-
port coefficients in the presence of a magnetic field in the
upcoming subsection, we introduce phase-space quantiza-
tion with the modified dispersion relation for the Landau
quantization in the subsequent subsection.

1. Without Landau quantization

In the presence of a magnetic field, to find the expression
of the deviated part of distribution function Jf;, which is
driven by the temperature gradient, we use the RTA method
with a Lorentz force term in BTE. In the presence of an
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external electromagnetic field, BTE under RTA can be
expressed as [15]

-

%Jrk of ( k; a> Ui _ i (3

E —xB —
ot w; 67—’_% - Ok Th

where 7k is the relaxation time of the particle. We consider
a time-varying electromagnetic field of the form [51,52]

B = Byexp <—T>, E = Eyexp <—T>, (37)
B TE

where By, E are the magnitudes of the initial fields having
decay parameters of 7z and 7g, respectively, and 7 is the
proper time. The deviation of the distribution function from
equilibrium is driven by the electromagnetic field, so
leading order contribution in Jf; can be [58]

— 00
5fi:(kl )f

(38)

ow

The general form of unknown vector Q can be assumed as
(up to first-order in time derivative)

- = N — — . — -
Q=aE+E+axVT+a,VT+as(VT x B)
+ag(VT x B) + a;(V T xB) + ag(E x B)

where the unknown coefficients a; (j =1,2,...10) are
helpful to determine the strength of the respective field in
driving the system away from the equilibrium. Here,
we have considered all the forces responsible for driving
the system out of equilibrium. The external time-varying
electric and magnetic field, temperature gradient and its
time derivative, and their cross terms up to leading
order are considered here. The contribution of coefficients
ay and a7 is due to the considerations of the cooling
effects, i.e., for the case of the evolving picture of the
medium. Whereas for the static picture, both these
coefficients will vanish. Similarly, for the constant electro-
magnetic field the coefficients a,, ag, a9, and a;( vanishes.

The terms E, B do not contribute to the current for the case
where the chiral chemical potential is zero [51].

In the current work, we introduce the cooling rate
using hydro-dynamical theories and study the thermo-
electric response of evolving QGP in the presence of a
slowly varying magnetic field, where we can consider that
the inverse of cyclotron frequency is approximately equal
to the magnetic field decay parameter, i.e., 7p zq%
Therefore, we can solve Eq. (36) using Egs. (38) and
(39), and get the expression of a;’s. After getting the
expressions for a;’s, the simplified form of 5f; is (see

Appendix A 1),

+ ao(E x B) + ayo(E x B), (39)
|
_ —qiTy L X+ =x) ;B _ L X2+ ) 7 (Bxb
A ) H“”’H (1+22) }< ’ Eﬁ{l’“”’” (1+22) }(’ & b))]
(w; = b;h)7] i W+ xi—x7)
e ()5 1) = e I 5 1) 10 407 (9T )
X2+ x0) > (T« ofd
7 A2 G G| O (40)

For simplicity we have considered 7z = 75 and y; = Tk — z—ﬁ Here =+ indicates a positive sign for positively charged

B

particles (antiparticles) and a negative sign for negatively charged particles (antiparticles). Using the above expressions of
of; in Egs. (15) and (16), we can express electric current as (see Appendix A 1)

qul/d lk*' T j%)(l +11) [_q"{<(1 O

)(i(l + X _)(12) Sk X
(1+x7)

(L4 —x3) o O

- (2 i I ; —b;h oT .
i( i(1+xi) +M>€ljkh1Ek}+(wlT){(l+ )oK — =t ST —

(1+x7)
l 11(2+11)€l]k J

aT
:t)(l(l +}(l) l]kh] (1 )

oxk (1+x%) oxk

VI

Hence, components of the electric current in the three spatial directions are given as,
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qlgl/ 2z)} l (1 +Xi jj{?l)(l +2i) { <(1 +1i)1—:_);l2<)2 —H(i))

;((U i) (L +x0) +2:(2 +Zi)> (B - Ey)}

E+
(1+27)
[ dk (@; = byh o, (I+xi—x})of or_or
X( ) qlg/ |3| l2 TR(CU ) {( _|_)(l)_ T%M i){[(1+)(t)<___>
220 T(U 4+ 40 (1 +71) Ox (1+x7) ox o o
xi(2+ ;) (o o\ of?
ﬂkaL )2() %) [ )
(I+x7) \oz dy/ ) dw;

The components j” and j* can be obtained from the above equation by changing x, y, and z in cyclic order. By defining the
following integrals

e 3T 6<i3|];|k2f0( fM(l+(;1n)+<f%+);%)>((iiz++xﬁx?>’

b o

w= f”?f?<r—bhv%1—ﬂ0 T

W =57 igyg‘ I~ IR (e 7

=l ﬁ?%(—wwm—ﬂ%@g%%y

6 = 3T c(i3|k)3|k_2( A = S (1+x,)(lxjk(i$(xlilxi+x?)’ )

we can write Eq. (42) as
1 d\dr 1 d\ dT
o 2 2 2
J = ZqiLliEx - Z‘L‘ LyE, + Z%inEz - ?Z% <L3i —Ly; E) Ix + fZQi (LSi — Lg; E) ay
1 d\ dT
Ny (L - 44
TZQ!( 5i 61 dt) dZ ( )

Now, by setting j, = j, = j, = 0, i.e., when net current due to the external field is zero, we get

. LadT LsgdT LsgdT
P =0=0k—ouby tonk -t N T a
. LedT Ly dT LsgdT
Y=0= E E. — E - X2 = 4+ 2
/ Cntxt oy monb o T T T T 4z

jZZO:_GHEx+GHEy+O-eEz T T T T T T T (45)

Where, 6,; = ., ¢?L; and 65y = Y; g7 L,; are the Ohmic and the Hall components of electrical conductivity, respectively.
Further, we defined the integrals Ly, = >, q;(L3; — Ly; %) and Lsg = >, q;(Ls; — Le;%). To solve the Eq. (45), we
rearrange them in the matrix form of

oE = LX, (46)

where,
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O, —Oy OH Ex
6=\ oy o, —oy |, E=|E [,
—OH Op O, E,
. —L3; Lss¢ —Lsg pi
L= T —Lss —L3;z Lsg |, X= ii—_C
Lss —Lss —Ls3g a

Hence, finding the inverse of ¢ matrix, we can obtain the
components of the electric field as,

E, S; NB NB\ (%
E=("'L)X= |E |=[NB S; NB||% |
E. NB NB Sg a
(47)
where the transport coefficients are
S, — (02 + 05)L3s + (20,04) Ls
B T(c? + 306,0%) ’
VB — 010, + ou)Lsy —0,(0, + 0)Lss
T(o? + 306,0%) '
NB — —oy(0, —oy)L3y + 0.(0, GH)L56. (48)

T(6} + 30,.0%)

Note that this is the generalized case of the magneto-
thermoelectric effect, i.e., we did not consider any preferred
direction of the magnetic field. Therefore, we obtained
three independent normalized transport coefficients—one
magneto-Seebeck coefficient Sz and two Nernst coeffi-
cients NB and NB.

Now, in heavy-ion collisions, the net magnetic field
could possibly have a preferred direction [52]. Therefore,
for a special case when the magnetic field is directed along
the y-axis (say), i.e., the magnetic field unit vector
W =(0,1,0), Eq. (41) gives,

J'=0E,+oyE, ——————

T dx T dz’
Ly, dT
]y_GeE)_Td_yy
, LsgdT L3, dT
= —opE+ 0 B, + X R (49)

T dx T dz

Hence, by setting j, =j, =j, =0, we can get the
components of the induced electric field as,

A{ooLss+oplse} 9t {0.Lss —oyLa} a

B e+ e T T+ on))
L~y dT
By = Lo dy
Aoyl — o, Lsg} 4t {o.Lss +oyLse} ar
B = o+ ot T @+t Y

The above equations can be written in matrix form as,

E, Sy 0 NB\ (%
E,|=| 0o 5 o0 a1 6
E, -NB 0 Sz ) \4

Here, we identify the dimensionless transport coefficients—
two magneto-Seebeck coefficients (Sg, Sp) and one Nernst
coefficient (NB) as,

o ()

I
+ ¥

Note that, at vanishing Hall conductivity (65 = 0) the
magneto-Seebeck coefficient S becomes the same as Sj.
This can be realized as follows. The coefficient S is
responsible for the electric field in the y-axis or along
the magnetic field, where the Lorentz force has a null
contribution. Therefore, the expression of Sy is similar to
that of eB, = 0 case as in Eq. (27), except the fact that the
integral in L3, depends on magnetic decay parameter 7 at
finite magnetic field. Furthermore, for a static picture, where
cooling effects are absent (4€ = 0), the integrals L34 and
Lsgreduceto L3y, = >, q;L3; and Lsg = >, ¢;Ls;, then the
expression of Seebeck and Nernst coefficients becomes
similar to that obtained in earlier studies [38,39].

2. With Landau quantization

Now, we study the effect of Landau quantization on the
thermoelectric coefficients of the QGP medium and see
how it deviates from classical results. Basic modifications
will occur in the dispersion relation for medium constitu-
ents and the phase space integration. As we considered the
magnetic field along the y direction therefore, momentum
quantization will occur in its perpendicular plane, i.e., the
x-z plane. Hence,
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W= (752 + mz)l/2 - w; = (k} +m* + 21|q;|B)"/?,

l9i|B
Z N on 2 /

—00

(53)

The factor 2 of spin degeneracy in left hand side of last line
will be converted to «;, which will be 2 for all Landau levels
[, except lowest Landau level (LLL) / = 0, where @; = 1. In

constituents occupy the lowest Landau energy level [ = 0.
It means that the perpendicular motion of medium con-
stituents completely vanishes as k,~k,~0 at [=0
However, below that strong magnetic field limit, [ > 0
energy levels might have some non-negligible contribu-
tions, and the lowest Landau level (LLL) approximation is
not sufficient enough [35,69]. This is the case in our study,
where the magnetic field is not constant but decays with

time. Here, we also consider, k2 ~ k? ~ (M) — 21418 the
general, one can write a; = 2 — ;. Under the conditions " 77 Che MR AT ) T T
of an extremely high magnetic field for which all medium  integrals in Eq. (43) can be expressed as,
|
9i a:|B [ dk, llg|B i L+ p8) + (2 +
L1i:—Zal| | / — | 2| f?(l—f?)TR ( ) 5 ( ) e
I 2= ] 2n o (T4 x) (N +2) (X + 20+ x7)
9i QIB dk’lth i 1"‘)(, 1+)(12 —|—)(,2—|-)(l
Ly =43 42 / P N0IB o1 - 0y, L) T2 5
I 2= J 2n o (140 (L+x7) (L + i+ x7)
= |q.|B T dk,1g,|B
Ji qi y HYi i £0 0
Ly =25 o 22 [ b — )
le:(; 27 J 2 ! k (147 +22)
= ||B [ dk, l|g;|B (1 2)
9i qi y Lgi 2 £0 0 +)(,‘—){i
Ly =7 al—/——(a’i—bih)f (1= 17) )
T,; 2r ) 2n o} ! (U +2) (U +20) (0 + 2 +17)
9i |ql|B/dkyl|Ql|B i £0 0 Xi
Ls; =7 a —5—(@; = bjh)tp fi (1 = f{) ———,
5 TIZ:(; l o’ J o7 w% ( )R ( )(1 +)(i+)(12)
9i |CI1|B/dkyl|4i|B 2 /0 0 Xi(2+xi)
L i =T (04 —((l)i —bih)’l’l 1(1 _fl) . (54)
’ T,Z "2 ) 2 o} g (1+2) (T +20) (U + i +27)

Hence, the thermoelectric coefficients obtained in Eq. (52) will also be modified under the conditions of Landau
quantization.

3. Analytical solution for massless noninteracting system

To find the analytical expressions for the massless noninteracting system, we follow the same procedure mentioned in
Sec. IIT A 1. Hence, for the case of a massless noninteracting system, the integral in Eq. (43) turns into the following forms

(L4 22) + 12+ 1)

Lli - )
(L4 x2) (L4 27) (L4 x5+ 27)

9T (2¢)7 + b

(T+x)0 +x7) + 02+ 1)

2gitk
Ly = 1)biugT :
2= 2 T (S A 40+ )
917} L
La= D gz (binh + 6binl Q)T = 2bhEQ)T? = bipsh) 5.
glf 1 +)(i _Ziz
Ly = 5 (bluh + 6biupl(2)T* = 2b,h(2)T* =~ biyizh) : :

61 2

(M +2) (U +x) (i +27)
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N9k 3 2.2 4.5 Xi
Ls;, = —2>(37°%(3 2b5usTn(1) —=hbiugTn(l) | ——=———,
5i ,- 277,'2 < g( )+ iHB 77( ) 3 iMB 7]( )) (1 +)(l+)(12)
i2
giTR 3 ) 4 2 )(i(2 +)(i)
Lo =Y JER (373¢(3) + 2623 T (1) — = hb2ug T (1 . 55

Here, the integrals L34 and Lsg in Eq. (52) are proportional
to g;, hence for the massless noninteracting system Lj,
and Lsq both individually summed upto zero. There-
fore, dimensionless transport coefficients—two magneto-
Seebeck coefficients (Sg, Sp) and one Nernst coefficient
(NB) in Eq. (52) vanishes for the massless noninteracting
system, hence

4. Numerical solution for QGP EoS

Figure 4 represents the magneto-Seebeck coefficient
(Sp) as a function of proper time (7) at ug = 0.3 GeV in
the presence of time-varying magnetic field with initial
value eB, = Im2 (a) and (b) and eB, = 5m2 (c) and
(d) with its decay parameter 7z = 3 fm, 7 fm. In all the
plots, we observe similar behavior of Sz. For the case of
Bjorken flow, at the early times, the coefficient Sp is
negative, which means that the direction of the produced
electric field is opposite to the temperature gradient of the
medium. Later, for a particular value of z, the Sy becomes
zero and then increases with positive value as 7 increases.
Here, we take the static and evolving pictures for both cases
along with Landau quantization (LQ) and without Landau
quantization (w/o LQ). For the Bjorken flow case, the ideal
MHD cooling rate is used as mentioned in Eq. (10). The
black solid line represents the static picture without Landau
quantization, and the green dash-dot-dash line represents
the static picture with Landau quantization. On the other
hand, the blue dash-dot line represents the evolving picture
w/o LQ, and the red dashed line represents the evolving
picture with LQ. S is highly sensitive to magnetic decay
parameter 7. In the lower panels of (a) and (c), the
percentage deviation without LQ from LQ is plotted with
a magenta dash-dotted line. As expected, the effect of LQ
improves with the strength of the magnetic field (eB). The
cyan dashed line represents the percentage deviation from
static to evolving picture. In both plots, this deviation is
nearly 30%—35% in the early evolution and decreases as the
medium evolves. As the value of Sp becomes positive, this
deviation shows a peak by shifting from a negative value to
a positive value. Once this percentage deviation achieves its
maximum value, later on, it starts to decrease with proper
time. In Figs. 4(b) and 4(d), the upper and bottom panels
correspond to decay parameter 7z = 3 fm and 75 = 7 fm,

respectively. Here, we use the cooling rate obtained from
Gubser flow as mentioned in Eq. (13). Here, we also study
the effect of radial expansion of medium on coefficient Sp.
The red solid line corresponds to r = 0 fm, and the green
dashed line corresponds to r = 3 fm in the static picture.
On the other hand, The blue dash-triple dot line corre-
sponds to » = 0 fm, and the black dashed line corresponds
to r = 3 fm in the evolving picture. Sy follows the similar
trend in both the plots. The numerical value of Sp increases
as a function of 7. The effect of 7 is identical as observed in
the Bjorken flow case.

Figure 5 is the same as Fig. 4, but for Sp. From Eq. (52),
at vanishing Hall like components oy — 0 and /55 — 0,
Sp = Sp. Expression of Sy is similar to that of Seebeck S as
in eBy =0 case, except the fact that in magnetic field
effective relaxation time modifies which is a function of 7
and 7p. The Hall-like components (o, Iss) are approx-
imately one order smaller than their leading order counter-
parts (c,, I34). Therefore, at the early evolution, Sy is close
to Sp. In the later time, as the magnetic field significantly
reduces, Sy approaches the Seebeck coefficient (S) as for
the eBy = 0 case.

In Fig. 6, dimensionless Nernst coefficient (NB) as a
function of proper time (r) is plotted. Representation is
same as in Figs. 4 and 5. Unlike magneto-Seebeck
coefficients, NB is positive and increases with evolution.
The effect of the magnetic field is similar as in S and Sj.
In the Gubser flow case, NB increases as we go away from
the center, as we see for r = 0, 3 fm. NB enhances in the
evolution picture. Therefore, all thermoelectric coefficients
improved or enhanced due to the temperature evolution,
and the effect is prominent in the early evolution.

B. Induced electric field in anisotropic system

Here, we estimate the induced electric field in the
peripheral collisions for the different magnetic fields at
up = 0.3 GeV. To have a more realistic picture of the
induced field, we used evolving and Landau quantized
values of thermoelectric coefficients. In peripheral colli-
sions, the initial magnetic field created by moving specta-
tors can break the momentum isotropy of the medium. As a
result, in Eq. (51), we obtained an anisotropic coefficient
matrix, which further produces an anisotropic electric field
due to the thermoelectric effect.
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FIG. 4. Magneto-Seebeck coefficient (Sp) as a function of proper time (z) at up = 0.3 GeV. (a) Sy for static, evolving, with and
without (w/0) Landau quantization (LQ), four cases are plotted here in the upper panel for 75 = 3, 7 fm for Bjorken flow at 1 m2. The
lower panel represents their percentage deviation at 7z = 7 fm. (b) Sp in Gubser flow for static and evolving picture at r = 0 and 3 fm
with LQ is plotted at 75 = 3 fm (upper panel) and 7z = 7 fm (lower panel) at eBy, = 1 m2. (c) and (d) are the same as (a) and (b),

respectively, but at eB, = 5 m?2.

In Fig. 7, we plotted the space-time profile of electric
field E, induced in QGP created in peripheral collision
with the initial magnetic field of eB, = 5m2. Upper panels
are for magnetic field decay parameter 7z = 3 fm at two
different times 7 = 0.5, 3 fm, and lower panels are for
7p = 7 fm. In the bottom left panel at 7 = 0.5 fm and
7p = 7 fm, the produced electric field direction differs
from other results. Which can be understood as follows.
From the Eq. (51), components of electric field E,, E,, E,

are directly proportional to Sg,Sz,NB, respectively.
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Therefore, the relative strength of the thermoelectric
coefficients is sensitive to the direction of the induced
electric field. For 73 =7 fm at 7 = 0.5 fm, Sz and Sp
dominates over —NB. As a result, x and y components of
the electric field dominate. However, in other electric field
results, NB dominates, leading to electric field directing
along the z axis. Unlike the head-on collision case, E, # 0
in the peripheral collision. Due to boost invariant

-

symmetry, E is symmetric along the z axis. However,
symmetry in the transverse plane is now broken due to the
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FIG. 5. Magneto-Seebeck coefficient (Sg) as a function of proper time (7) at uz = 0.3 GeV. (a) Sy for static, evolving, with and
without (w/o0) Landau quantization (LQ), four cases are plotted here in the upper panel for 7z = 3, 7 fm for Bjorken flow at 1 m2. The
lower panel represents their percentage deviation at 7 = 7 fm. (b) S in Gubser flow for static and evolving picture at » = 0 and 3 fm
with LQ is plotted at 73 = 3 fm (upper panel) and 7z = 7 fm (lower panel) at eB, = 1 m2. (c) and (d) are the same as (a) and (b),

respectively, but at eB, = 5 m2.

magnetic field along the y axis. This can be easily = QGP with lower electrical conductivity, the decay of the
seen from the magnitude plot in Fig. 8. In the early time  magnetic field is comparatively fast. Now, from Eq. (52)
during the QGP evolution, the electric field could go as  thermoelectric coefficients varies inversely with electrical
high as eE ~ 1m2, close to the QCD scale. We see that  conductivity (S/Sz/NB NG%). Therefore, smaller o,

increasing 7 from 3 to 7 fm, the strength of E reduces at ~ means fast decay of magnetic field or smaller value of
an early time; however, at a later time, it is quite the same 7, which enhances Seebeck and Nernst coefficients. As a
for 7 =3 and 7 fm. This signifies that in the current  result, E increases. In Fig. 9, we plotted E for eBy, = 1m2
formalism, the electric field induced by the thermoelectric  to see the effect of different magnetic field strengths. There
effect increases for faster decay of the initially produced  is a minor change in the induced field upon changing the
magnetic field. This can be understood as follows. For  initial magnetic field strength from eB =15 to 1m2.
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FIG. 6. Dimensionless Nernst coefficient (NB) as a function of proper time (7) at up = 0.3 GeV. (a) NB for static, evolving, with and
without (w/0) Landau quantization (LQ), four cases are plotted here in the upper panel for 75 = 3, 7 fm for Bjorken flow at 1 m2. The
lower panel represents their percentage deviation at 7z = 7 fm. (b) NB in Gubser flow for static and evolving picture at r = 0 and 3 fm
with LQ is plotted at 75 = 3 fm (upper panel) and 7z = 7 fm (lower panel) at eBy, = 1 m2. (c) and (d) are the same as (a) and (b),

respectively, but at eBy = 5 m2.

A similar thing was already observed in the thermoelectric
coefficients in Figs. 4-6.

1. Significance of the findings

Studies [70-72] show that charge-dependent directed
flow (v;) can be used as a probe to the electromagnetic
field in the QGP. Recent experimental study at RHIC [22]
has explored this with v, of p* (proton), k* (kaon), and 7™
(pion). In peripheral collisions, »; for positive (negative)
charged particles get enhanced (reduced) in rapidity y > 0,

due to Hall effect from Lorentz force. This is reversed in
rapidity y < 0. Experimental data [22] show that »; for
positively charged particles (p™, k™, z") dominates over
their negative counterparts (or antiparticles). These findings
support our results of the induced electric field. From Fig. 7,
electric field in x > 0 is directed along +z. Whereas, for
x < 0 it is directed along —z. This induced electric field
enhances (reduces) the Hall effect in positively (negatively)
charged particles by increasing (decreasing) their velocity
from Coulombic force (not from spectators). As a result, v,
for positively charged particles is higher than their
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FIG. 7. Spatial profile of the induced electric field at different times (z) in the QGP created in the peripheral collisions where an
external magnetic field is present (eBy = 5 m2). Upper left: at = z = 0.5 fm, 75 = 3 fm, upper right: at 7 = 3 fm, 7z = 3 fm, Bottom
left: at 7 = 0.5 fm, 7z = 7 fm, and bottom right: 7 = 3 fm, 73 = 7 fm.

antiparticles (see Fig. 5 of Ref. [22]). In future studies, we
will extend this work to include a detailed quantitative
analysis of the thermoelectric effect’s impact on v.

It is important to note that we did not account for the
effect of the magnetic field on the Gubser cooling rate. A
more realistic picture of the cooling rate should be
calculated with a finite and time-varying magnetic field.
Moreover, according to Maxwell’s -electromagnetic

relation, the induced space-time-dependent electric field
will give rise to a magnetic field. However, this would
require the calculation of permittivity and permeability of
the evolving QGP, which is subjected to further research
and beyond the scope of the current work. In the present
study, for the first time, we have estimated the induced
electric field in QGP due to the thermoelectric effect. We
used the hydrodynamic theory, where analytical solutions
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FIG. 8. Magnitude of the induced electric field in the transverse
plane with eB, = 5 m2.

are achievable. This study can be quickly extended to
incorporate in (3 4+ 1)D hydrodynamics or magnetohydro-
dynamics such as ECHO QGP by dividing temperature into
space-time grids.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In summary, for the first time, we estimated the induced
electric field in QGP solely using the thermoelectric effect.
We employed the kinetic theory-based RTA approach to

eE (m,?)
04 06 08 1.0
H

t=0.5fm, 8=T7fm

ek (mg?)
0 02 04 0.6 08 1.0
[ |

t =0.5fm, ;g =3fm

i =2 0 2 4
X (fm)

FIG. 9. Induced electric field vector (upper figure) and magni-
tude (bottom figure) for eB, = 1 m2.

calculate thermoelectric coefficients and induced field. For
numerical estimation, we used a quasiparticle model that
reproduces the lattice QCD EoS of QGP. An analytical
expression of the cooling rate is necessary to calculate the
induced electric field, for which we use Gubser hydro-
dynamics. Moreover, considering the realistic scenario of
the temperature evolution of QGP, we introduced a term
containing the time derivative of temperature gradient in the
calculation of the total single-particle distribution function
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in the Boltzmann equation. We named it the evolving
picture, and the scenario where it is not considered is
termed a static picture. We have also studied their relative
significance. Heat conduction demands a conserved charge
(or particle number). Here, we have baryon number con-
servation. In this instance, a finite baryon chemical potential
is necessary. Otherwise, thermoelectric coefficients diverge
up at vanishing baryon density. All results here are
presented for the baryon chemical potential up = 0.3 GeV.

In a fluid of charged particles with finite thermal
conductivity, thermoelectric phenomena can create or
induce an electromagnetic field. QGP consists of quarks,
which are electrically charged and have finite baryon
quantum numbers. Therefore, they are capable of electrical
(charge) and thermal (baryon) conduction. As a result,
thermoelectric transport in QGP at finite baryon chemical
potential leads to the induction of an electric field. QGP
medium is governed by the QCD interaction. Studies show
that the EM field of the order of Agcp scale can interfere
with the interactions, contributing to many interesting
phenomena [28,73,74]. It is widely accepted that such a
huge EM field was created in peripheral collisions [54]. The
present work shows that an EM field can also be created
during the QGP evolution due to the thermoelectric effect,
even in head-on collisions. The maximum electric field
produced in head-on and peripheral collisions is ~0.7m2
and 1.0m2, respectively, which are close to the QCD scale
(~1m2). However, this can contribute to many interesting
phenomena, as mentioned before. Nevertheless, the impact
might be small. Moreover, we have considered the temper-
ature evolution in calculating thermoelectric coefficients
and estimating induced fields. Evolution contributes sig-
nificantly at the early stage, enhancing the induced electric
field compared to the static picture. In peripheral collisions,
we consider an external time-varying magnetic field. The
induced electric field is further enhanced by the external
magnetic field. In other words, the magneto-thermoelectric
effect induces a stronger electric field than the thermoelec-
tric effect. The impact of the magnitude of the initial
magnetic field and its decay parameter are also studied.
At the early time of evolution, the magnetic decay parameter
has a substantial impact; however, the strength of the initial
magnetic field has a modest effect. Furthermore, we have
accounted quantum modification of particles’ energy state
due to Landau quantization in the presence of the magnetic
field. Considering RHICs, the external magnetic field is
taken along the y direction for the numerical estimation, for
which the induced field becomes anisotropic in the trans-
verse plane. However, we have also generalized the calcu-
lations, where the direction of the magnetic field was not
preferred, and we obtained the thermoelectric coefficient
matrix for the same.

Despite the interesting findings, our approach has a few
limitations. We need to have an analytical solution for the
cooling rate to calculate the thermoelectric coefficients for

an evolving system. However, the hydrodynamic equations
in (3 4+ 1) D result in coupled differential equations, which
can only be solved numerically. Therefore, we considered
simplistic hydrodynamic pictures (Bjorken and Gubser
flow), where an analytical solution for the cooling rate is
achievable. Nevertheless, the results of thermoelectric
coefficients obtained here can be used in 3+ 1) D
hydrodynamic simulation for a better understanding of
the space-time profile of the induced EM field.
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APPENDIX: THERMOELECTRIC COEFFICIENTS

1. Case I (B=0)

To find 6f; in Eq. (15), we solve the Boltzmann transport
equation (BTE) with the help of relaxation time approxi-
mation (RTA). In the presence of temperature gradients, the
BTE under RTA can be expressed as [15]

ofi | ki Of; of i ofi
i K B % Al
ot +coi ()x_,»>+ Yok, Th (AD)

where 74 is the relaxation time of the particle. E is an
external electric field. We can solve Eq. (Al) using
Egs. (18) and (19), and get the expression of a;’s. Here,
the first term on left-hand side (lhs) of the Eq. (Al)
becomes,

T of0 N > N
— (w; — b;u) ?6](5)1 + w;v;{d, E+aE + dZVT
+a,VT} 6](:;» . (A2)

The second term in the lhs of the Boltzmann equation
leads to,

of; 0 _ 9 i ss
o~ o, T H0f) = 3o ) + 5 ()
_ 0 ! 0
" ox; (1 + exp (B(w; - biﬂi))) -
VT of

The third term in the lhs leads to,
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A ( ) 0 0
ofi O Ofi _ noff 0

ak,- ak, ak, aa), 060,

Hence

- Of, ~0f9 - . 0fY
q;E- &Zq@" /; E(E+anVT +aV 1) /i
aki a i o i
(AS)

Finally, after the substitution of the above results in both
sides of Eq. (A1), we get

fO . - 5 — — .
—(a)l—b) a i I(alE—l—alE—i—anT—l—anT)
of" VT . -of
i (w;,—bh T EXL
S, (@1 bih) =5 - aivi - ES
S . 0f°
:—%(alEmﬁﬂaﬂ 7)o (A6)
R 0w;

In the current analysis, we consider only the terms with
first-order derivatives of the fields and neglect higher-order
derivative terms. The comparison of the coefficients of

- N — N —_ . .
v-E, v-VT, and v- VT on both sides of the above

equation leads to,
. 1 qi . 1 w; —b;h
a =—|\Fo+— O =-|Fa- ;
Tr w; TR ;T
(A7)

a3 = —T;eaz,

Here, d; and o5 from Eq. (A7) can be expressed in terms of
matrix equation as

dX
— =AX+G,

I (A8)

where the matrices take the following forms

X(m) L (E° o=
s ’ O —i ' a),#l;",h
(A9)

Equation (A8) can be solved by using the method of the

variation of constants. The eigenvalues corresponding to

matrix A are, A =1, = 1, = — Ti Hence, one can write the
R

linearly independent solutions corresponding to the homo-

geneous part of differential Eq. (A8) in terms of its
eigenvectors as

(o) 7= (a)s whemen=3
= , = ; wheren=——.
N1 0 Y2 o n =

(A10)

Therefore, the fundamental matrix for Eq. (A8) is

(o o)
Y= ,
0 e
We seek a particular solution of the equation with a given
form of Eq. (AS8) is

(Al1)

Y,=YU, (A12)
where U is a column matrix of unknowns.
ul
u?2
U= . (A13)
un

From Egs. (A8) and (A12), we can see that ', is a column
matrix with the same coefficients as that of matrix X.
Further, the differentiation of Eq. (A12) with respect to
time gives us Y/, = Y'U + YU', where Y’ = AY. Hence,
Y}, =AY, +YU'. Comparison of above equation with
Eq. (A8) tells us

G=7YU. (Al14)

The determinant of matrix Y is e?!. Then,
4 n o _4i
1 ; 0 1 ¢ ;
Uy = —-det . ub=—-det .
le, w;—b;h e le/ 0 w;—b;h
;T o;T

After integrating | and u}, with respect to time, we get the

matrix U as
%{‘fl
= wl—bhéz .
Where & = [ e™dr.

After substituting the above value of U in Eq. (A30) one
obtain,

(A15)

Hence,
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a; = ue’, a, = uye. (A16)

The functions ul() and uy(z) can be defined as

o g, uy = 22 52 Hence, the alphas in
Eq. (A7) get the forms,
qiTk tp(w; —b;h) i (A17)
G=—", Q=" ay3=-—-Tha,.
! w; 2 Tw, 3 R™2

After getting the expressions for ;’s, the simplified form

where 7 is the relaxation time of the particle. We can solve
Eq. (A19) using Egs. (38) and (39), and get the expression
of a;’s. Here, the first term on the lhs of Eq. (A19)
becomes,

. o 5 — — . — 5
a)iv[.{dl E4aE4+ad3VT +a3V T+as(VT x B)

— - — . - = . - - >
+ds(VT xB)+as(VTxB)+as(VTxB)+ ag(E x B)
af?

of o s, Fa(ExB)+as(ExB)- (0, -bu 1| 2. (a20)
af? b;h
Sfi = —qith(v; )af %[( v; ?T) The second term in the lhs of the Boltzmann equation
Wi leads to,
. . Of
(- V1)L (13
ow;’ of; a 0 on . Of;
o =5 VT H0r) = (f )+ o0 0F)
Here, + indicates a positive sign for positively charged l
particles(antiparticles) and a negative sign for negatively _ 6
charged particles (antiparticles). 1 +exp (f(w; —biu;))
2. Case II (B # 0) = —(w; - bih)ﬂa—f? (A21)
To find the expression of 6f; in Eq. (15), we solve the T ow,
Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) with the help of ) )
relaxation time approximation (RTA). In the presence of ~ The third term in the lhs leads to,
an external electromagnetic field, BTE under RTA can be
expressed as [15] of. 0f° oSt o0 - 9f°
i: /i f’:E)f’—l-Q f’. (A22)
a’+— ! +q,-(E+—’x1§) = =-—=", (A19)
Lo 0x; @i ok; TR Hence,
|
kL =\ o - 9f° .o . . -
g (E+—’x B) i B L (5w BY{ E + o + s VT + 2,V T +as (VT x B)
w; akl aa),»
— 5 - . o > o N 5 an
—+ a6(VT X B) + (Z7(V TXB) —+ ag(E X B) +(19(E X B) + al()(E X B)}a—l (A23)

Finally, after the substitution of the above results on both sides of Eq. (A19), the left side becomes

. - N — — . — N — - e — . - 5> S
wivi.{d1E+a1E+d3VT+a3V T+ as(VTXB> +a5(VTX B) +a5(v TXB) +a5(v TXB) +ag(EXB)

oft
aa) i ’

S o O T
(B x B) + alE x B) - (0~ bw) 7|

5 — -
- C‘ZCIIE)' (ExB) - (13‘1[71')‘ (VT xB) - 04615_1')

+ agqi{~(v; - BY(VT - B) + (v} - VT)(B - B)} + arq:{~(}

B)} + avqi{~(7 - B)E-B) + (7 - E)(B - B)} + aoqi{~(5 - B)(E - B)

+ agqi{—(v; - E)(E : E) + (v; - E)(B

— (0, - bih)v_; ‘

(VT xB) + asq{-(v, - B

B)} + aoqi{~(v; - B)(E - B) + (5] - E)(B - B)}} 5

VTaf af°
wai,- + q;v; - anii + {-a14,v; - (Ex B)

g

Ql

B)(VTB)+ (7

o}
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and the right side becomes

w; = N — — . — N
=—-—qE+mE+asVT +a,VT+as(VT x B)
TR

-

4 ag(VT x B) + ay(V T xB) + ag(E x B)

of!

a(l)l' ’

+ ao(E x B) + ay(E x B) (A25)

In the current analysis, we consider only the terms with
first-order derivatives of the fields and neglect higher-order
derivative terms. The comparison of the coefficients of

- N — — . — =

v-E, v-E, v,-VT, v,-VT, 7;-(VTxB),

— kN — . - - - I

;- (VT xB), v; - (VTxB), v; - (ExB), v; - (ExB)

and 7; - (E X E) on both sides, gives us d;, ay, ds, a4, ds,
ds, Qg, A7, Ag, a9 and ay, respectively as

1 {(B-B-7B-B)a ;
o= -[La BB on Bl a]
TR w; w;
i Tﬁe‘]iéz
A = —TrA — 0
1 B-B-t,B-B . —bh
ag__{_ia3+<cb( TR ))a _wl i },
TR ; Ta)i
.(B-B
a4——'r§¢{a3—|—q’( )0!7},
1 .
A5 = ——i(ls +&a39
TR ;
a5 = —TRas,
i a.
a7 = —T%QS +TR_qla4,
w;
1 i
(18 = ——i(Xg +q—a1,
Tr ;
Qg = —T;.eag,
A = —T;'eag + Tg)qi a. (A26)

i

Here, o, ds, d5 and dg from Eq. (A26) can be expressed in
terms of matrix equation as

dX
— =AX+G,

— (A27)

where the matrices take the following forms

a Tp w;
FZ
a3 0 _%f q&; 0
X = . A= koo :
s 0o Z -1 0
on TR
ag
4i 1
w; 0 0 Tje ’
4
(]
w;—b;h
G = T‘Ui R
0
0

with F = /B(B — 75, B). Equation (A27) can be solved by
diagonalizing the matrix A and using the method of the
variation of constants. The eigenvalues corresponding to
matrix A are, A; = —i—kaji%v, with a; = a, = —1,
as = a4 = 1. Hence, one can write the linearly independent
solutions corresponding to the homogeneous part of differ-
ential Eq. (A27) in terms of its eigenvectors as

—iFemn 0
0 —iFem
1= 0 ) Y2 = o )
e’ 0
iFe' 0
0 iFen
Y3 = 0 ) Y4 = o
e’ 0
Where,

T q;i

Therefore, the fundamental matrix for Eq. (A27) is

—iFen 0 iFe' 0
0 —iFem 0 iFe'
Y= , (A29)
0 e’ 0 e'l4
e 0 e 0

We seek a particular solution of the equation with a given
form of Eq. (A27) is

Y,=YU,

) (A30)

where U is a column matrix of unknowns.
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ul
u2

(A31)

From Egs. (A27) and (A30), we can see that ¥, is a column
matrix with the same coefficients as that of matrix X.
Further, the differentiation of Eq. (A30) with respect to time
gives us Y, =Y'U+YU', where Y =AY. Hence,
Y), = AY, + YU'. Comparison of above equation with
Eq. (A27) tells us

G=YU. (A32)
The determinant of matrix Y is 4F2¢". Then,
Z’—) 0 iFe” 0
f_ L | SRR —iFen 0 iFe
Ny OI 12 '
e 0 e
0 0 e 0
—iFen I jFes 0
e | O RE 0 e
4F?e" 0O 0 0 en
emn 0 e’ 0
—iFen 0 —Z)— 0
g Lo |0 —iFen SRhEiFen
3 4F2€'7 0 el]z 0 em ’
e 0 0 0
—iFen 0 iFem —%
1 0 —iFem 0 w;—b;h
M:t :deI e To, (A33)
0 en 0 0
e 0 e 0

After integrating u/, u}, u’, and u/, with respect to time, we
get the matrix U as

21m 51

2wT ‘52

—;
= /e—dr.
F

A34
Zzw 53 ( )

j 2ibih —b h 54

After substituting the above value of U in Eq. (A30) one
obtain,

—iFen 0 iFes 0 2!60 S 51
. ) u) —b;h
v 0 —iFe™ (0 iFem" ﬁwr &
g 0 e 0 et 21{1} 53
emn 0 e’ 0 @bih g
2w 4
o —iFen 0 iFe 0 u;
a3 0 —iFe”™ 0 (Fe™ Uy
as 0 e 0 e U3
ag emn 0 e’ 0 Uy
Hence,
al = —uliFe'“ + M3l.F€;73, a3 = —uziFe'h + I/l4l.F€r’4,
as = ure™ + uye’, ag = uye” + uze™. (A35)

The functions u,(z7), u,(z), uz(z) and uyu(zr) can be
:%{Lifb U = lwz',,,T &, uz =
and wuy = —i ((”"2_—(;'}')54. For time-varying field, we get

F=By/1 —|—:—§ der:Bu/l—f—%. Hence, it leads to

the given form,

defined as u, T &3,

(A36)

Finally, the alphas in Eq. (A26) are,
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i

a; = —&717?
w; (1 +x;+x7)
a = —th(1+x; —)(,2)0(1
(T +x) (1 +27)
o — (w; —b;h) Tﬁe
’ @; (A +xi+xD)’
= (1 + i —J(%)%
(1 +2) (1 +x7)
as=—2 g
> B(1 +yx;) >
ag = —T! LO@,
KB(1+x:)
@y = —¢ xi(2+ 1) s
EB(1+x)(1+23)
as=—2 g
’ B(1+ ;) a
Qg = —Ti 7)&' a
KB(1+y)
‘ (2 4y,
ayy = -7 22+ 21) Q. (A37)

KB+ 1) (1 +47)

After getting the expressions for ;’s, the simplified form of
of; in Eq. (38) is,

‘_ —4iTk N AR
5f’<1+xi><1+xi+x%>[{(l+”’)+ tE
ﬁ@+hqrﬁ

012) v;.(Ex B))}

[(1 ) (7 VT)

(E)-E)i{)(i(l +xi) +

(wi—bih)ffe
T(1+x)(1+xi+27)
(U xi=xd) = o (VT xb

—%_TFEET%W'V7Wi%U+WJUT(VTXM)
KAL) o] O
A G (x| 2

Fr (A38)

For simplicity we have considered 7y =75 and y; =
:—R = Here + indicates a positive sign for positively
B TE

charged particles(antiparticles) and a negative sign for

negatively charged particles (antiparticles).
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