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The universality of electric charge as a quantum number allows thermoelectric properties to manifest
across diverse systems, starting from a hot quantum chromodynamic matter in heavy-ion collisions at a
high energy scale to semiconductors in condensed matter systems at a low energy scale. In this work, we
explore the emergence of magneto-transport phenomena, specifically the magneto-Thomson and transverse
Thomson effects, in a hot and dense hadronic medium produced in relativistic heavy-ion collisions at
the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider and Large Hadron Collider energies. These phenomena arise due to the
combined influence of temperature gradients and non-zero baryon chemical potential, particularly in
the presence of an external magnetic field. Using the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation within the
relaxation time approximation, we analyze the behavior of the hadronic medium considering different
frameworks of hadron resonance gas models. The presence of external magnetic fields breaks the isotropy
of the thermoelectric transport coefficient matrix, giving rise to new components of the Thomson
coefficient, namely, magneto-Thomson and transverse Thomson coefficients. For the first time, we estimate
the magneto-Thomson and transverse Thomson coefficients, which originate from the temperature
dependence of the magneto-Seebeck coefficient and Nernst coefficient, respectively, in hadron gas under
the influence of a static and time-varying magnetic field. Our findings provide a novel perspective on the
higher-order thermoelectric properties of the hot and dense hadronic medium in the context of heavy-ion
collisions.

DOI: 10.1103/crwt-166d

I. INTRODUCTION

Scientific curiosity about the early Universe has led to
groundbreaking progress in experimental physics, particu-
larly in the study of strongly interacting matter governed by
quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Facilities like the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) and the Relativistic Heavy Ion
Collider (RHIC) serve as modern laboratories for probing
the thermodynamic and transport properties of strongly
interacting matter, such as the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
and hot hadron gas [1,2]. This QGP phase of matter forms
at very high temperatures and/or baryon chemical poten-
tials and exists for a short lifetime with an order of a few
fermi. As the QGP expands and cools rapidly, it undergoes
hadronization, eventually leading to a dense hadron gas that
freezes out into detectable subatomic particles. Under-
standing the properties of this hadronic phase is essential
for reconstructing the full evolution of the collision and

probing the characteristics of dense nuclear matter. During
this evolution, temperature gradients naturally develop in
space and time due to the rapid expansion and cooling of
the medium from the central collision zone to outward.
These spatial and temporal temperature variations signifi-
cantly influence the dynamics of the system. In the
presence of conserved charges, such as baryon number
or electric charge, these temperature gradients can drive
charge carriers to diffuse along these gradients, leading to
the development of thermoelectric currents [3]. These
currents lead to the study of thermal and electrical con-
ductivity, particularly relevant in the context of heavy-ion
collisions [4,5]. In the hadron resonance gas (HRG)
medium, the thermal, and charge transport and the interplay
between these two gives rise to thermoelectric coefficients,
such as the Seebeck [6–8] and Thomson [9–11] coeffi-
cients, which characterize the response of the medium to
thermal forces. The leading-order coefficient, such as the
Seebeck coefficient, in particular, characterizes the ability
of a conducting medium to convert thermal gradients into
electric potential and is defined under open-circuit con-
ditions where the net electric current is zero [12]. For a
number of materials, the Seebeck coefficient is not spatially
uniform but instead varies with temperature, giving rise
to higher-order thermoelectric effects. When an electric
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current passes through such a gradient, the system
exhibits the Thomson effect, quantified by the Thomson
coefficient. This coefficient represents the amount of net
heat absorbed or emitted per unit current per unit temper-
ature gradient, with its magnitude and sign dependent on
the intrinsic properties of the medium and the directionality
of both current flow and thermal gradient [13]. In the
domain of high-energy physics, the leading-order thermo-
electric properties of a hot and dense hadron gas have
been explored through several theoretical frameworks,
including relativistic kinetic theory [14–16], hydrodynamic
modeling [17–19], and lattice QCD simulations [20,21].
Understanding these coefficients provides insights into
nonequilibrium complex transport phenomena and the
microscopic properties of hot QCD matter under extreme
conditions.
The dynamics of thermoelectricity is affected by the pre-

sence of a nonzero magnetic field because of the experience
of the Lorentz force by charge carriers. Peripheral heavy-
ion collisions are capable of generating extremely strong
magnetic fields as a result of the relativistic motion of spec-
tator protons. In such events, the magnetic field strength
can peak around m2

π ∼ 1018 G for Au-Au collisions at
RHIC and reach up to 15m2

π in Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC
[22,23]. These fields tend to dissipate almost instantly in a
vacuum, but the situation changes when a thermalized
conducting medium, such as the quark-gluon plasma, is
present. Due to its finite electrical conductivity, the medium
supports the induction of secondary magnetic fields aligned
with the initial external field, as described by Faraday’s
law [24]. This results in a slower decay of the magnetic
field, allowing it to play a significant role in influencing the
complete evolution of the fireball, particularly its thermo-
dynamic and transport properties. In the hadronic phase,
implementing a time-varying magnetic field requires an
evolving description of the medium, which is not inherently
present in the static thermodynamic framework of the HRG
model. Unlike the QGP phase, where hydrodynamic
profiles can be incorporated to describe the space–time
evolution and hence the decay of the magnetic field, the
HRG model in its conventional form lacks such dynamic
input. However, in the hadronic phase, the space-time
evolution of the matter and hence of the electromagnetic
fields can be incorporated by means of kinetic theory.
Therefore, we adopt both static and dynamical magnetic
field pictures in the HRG phase. We use two representative
strengths for the static picture (eB ¼ 0.1 and 1.0m2

π) [25]
and the dynamical picture with magnetic decay parameter
τB ¼ 6 fm, to qualitatively mimic the possible range of
field strengths during the late stages of the collision. The
influence of magnetic fields on the conductivity of QCD
medium, both electrical and thermal, has been extensively
addressed in the literature [4,26,27]. Under such magnetic
field conditions, leading-order thermoelectric transport
becomes directionally dependent, giving rise to the

magneto-Seebeck and Nernst coefficients. Unlike the
Seebeck coefficient, which responds to longitudinal tem-
perature gradients alone, the Nernst coefficient is a trans-
verse response that emerges only in the presence of
magnetic fields. It quantifies the generation of an electric
current perpendicular to both the thermal gradient and the
magnetic field [12]. Previous studies have analyzed this
behavior for the hadronic medium using hadron resonance
gas models [14,16], while the study [28] explores the
impact of magneto-thermoelectric effects on conserved
charge diffusion. The thermoelectric behavior of the QGP
has also been explored in both isotropic [29] and aniso-
tropic [30,31] media, largely within perturbative QCD
formalisms, which are valid at very high temperatures.
The temperature dependence of the leading-order thermo-
electric coefficients in a magnetic field gives rise to the
higher-order thermoelectric coefficients. In our previous
study [13], we calculated the Thomson coefficient of
interacting hot hadron gas, which originates due to the
temperature dependence of the Seebeck coefficient. The
Thomson effect can be understood as originating from the
simultaneous operation of the Seebeck and Peltier effects
[32], and appears when the medium has a temperature
dependence of the Seebeck coefficient. If the charge current
flows through the spatial gradient of the Seebeck coef-
ficient, the self-induced Peltier effect modulates the temper-
ature in response to the charge current [33]. In the current
study, we calculate the Thomson effect for hadron gas in
the presence of a magnetic field. The presence of a
magnetic field creates an anisotropy in the medium and
introduces magneto-Thomson and transverse Thomson
coefficients. For the first time, we calculate the magneto-
Thomson coefficient and transverse Thomson coefficient
for the hot and dense hadron gas. The transverse Thomson
effect originates due to the presence of the Nernst effect in
the presence of a magnetic field [34]. In the absence of a
magnetic field, the magneto-Thomson coefficient reduces
to the Thomson coefficient, but the transverse Thomson
coefficient vanishes completely. In principle, strong mag-
netic fields, such as those generated in the early stages
of noncentral heavy-ion collisions at LHC energies, can
modify hadronic properties through mechanisms such as
Landau quantization, which may in turn influence hadron-
hadron interactions. It should be noted that, besides Landau
quantization, strong magnetic fields can also modify
hadron–hadron interactions by affecting the interaction
vertices and propagators, particularly for charged hadrons
[35–38]. Such modifications could in principle influence
scattering cross sections and relaxation times, thereby
altering transport coefficients. A detailed quantum-field-
theoretic treatment of these effects lies beyond the scope
of the present kinetic-theory framework. Here, the effect
of the magnetic field enters into the transport equations
through the cyclotron frequency of individual hadrons,
while the hadronic scattering cross-sections are taken to be

SINGH, PRADHAN, and SAHOO PHYS. REV. D 113, 034021 (2026)

034021-2



field-independent within the hard-sphere approximation.
The effects arising from Landau quantization for the
charged hadrons are also explicitly considered in this study.
To study the properties of the hot and dense hadronic

medium created in the later stages of heavy-ion collisions,
the ideal hadron resonance gas (IHRG) model has been
widely used. It successfully describes thermodynamic
quantities predicted by lattice QCD (lQCD) up to temper-
atures of approximately T ≈ 150 MeV, beyond which
hadron melting leads to notable deviations from lQCD
[39,40]. Unlike lQCD, which becomes computationally
challenging at large baryon chemical potential due to the
fermion sign problem [41,42], the IHRG model remains
useful for exploring hadronic matter at high baryon density.
However, its inability to capture higher-order fluctuations
of conserved charges, well predicted by lQCD—has driven
the development of improved models [43–45]. Among
these, the excluded volume HRG (EVHRG) model intro-
duces a finite size for hadrons, accounting for repulsive
interactions via an excluded volume correction. This
enhancement leads to better agreement with both thermo-
dynamic observables and conserved charge fluctuations
when compared to lQCD data [46–49]. Another model, the
repulsive mean-field HRG (RMFHRG) model [50,51],
incorporates a mean-field potential to model inter-hadron
repulsion. Recently, the van der Waals HRG (VDWHRG)
model [52,53] has gained attention for including both
attractive and repulsive forces, making it one of the most
realistic HRG extensions. It shows excellent agreement
with lQCD predictions [53,54] and also predicts a first-
order liquid-gas phase transition at high baryon densities
[55], offering valuable insights into dense nuclear matter.
In this work, we provide detailed calculations of the

magneto-Thomson and transverse Thomson coefficients of
the hot and dense hadronic medium in the presence of an
external magnetic field. We use four different formalisms,
namely, the IHRG, EVHRG, RMFHRG, and VDWHRG,
to estimate the higher-order thermoelectric coefficients.
This paper is organized in the following manner. Section II
briefly introduces different HRG models, following which
we present the derivation of both leading-order and higher-
order thermoelectric coefficients in the presence of an
external magnetic field. Section III discusses the results in
detail, and finally, we summarize our study in Sec. IV with
potential future directions.

II. FORMALISM

The current Section highlights the calculations for both
magneto-Thomson and transverse Thomson coefficients in
the presence of an external magnetic field. Here, we solve
the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation (RBTE)
under relaxation time approximation (RTA). We discuss
the hadron resonance gas model along with its extended
versions that we use to calculate the higher-order thermo-
electric coefficients of hot and dense hadron gas.

Throughout the calculations, we have taken all the hadrons
and their resonances up to the mass cut-off of 2.6 GeV from
the particle data group [56].

A. Hadron resonance gas model

The hadron resonance gas model is a theoretical frame-
work used in high-energy nuclear physics to describe the
thermodynamic properties of strongly interacting matter in
the hadronic phase. The HRG model assumes that the
hadronic matter is in thermal equilibrium, meaning that the
temperature, chemical potential, and other thermodynamic
variables are well defined throughout the system. The
various HRG models are discussed here.

1. Ideal hadron resonance gas model

The ideal HRG model consists of a system with volume
V having noninteracting pointlike hadrons and resonances,
for which the grand canonical partition function can be
written as [57],

lnZid
i ¼�Vgi

2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dki ln
�
1� exp½−ðωi − μiÞ=T�

�
: ð1Þ

Here, gi is the degeneracy factor. The quantities ki, mi,
and ωi ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
k2i þm2

i

p
represents the momentum, mass, and

energy of the ith hadron species, respectively. The� sign
corresponds to fermions (upper) and bosons (lower).
Considering a simplistic case of vanishing charge and
strangeness chemical potential, the total chemical potential
of the ith hadronic species, μi, is equal to the baryon
chemical potential (μB) and is given by

μi ¼ βiμB; ð2Þ

where βi denotes the baryon number of the ith hadron. The
pressure Pi, energy density εi, and number density ni can
now be obtained from the partition function, given as,

Pid
i ðT; μiÞ ¼ � Tgi

2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dki lnf1� exp½−ðωi − μiÞ=T�g;

ð3Þ

εidi ðT; μiÞ ¼
gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

ωik2i dki
exp½ðωi − μiÞ=T� � 1

; ð4Þ

nidi ðT; μiÞ ¼
gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dki
exp½ðωi − μiÞ=T� � 1

: ð5Þ

2. Excluded volume hadron resonance gas model

The EVHRG model includes the repulsive interaction
among the hadrons by considering a finite hardcore size of
the hadrons. Therefore, the system volume (V) in the model
is now replaced by the available volume (Vavl) that mimics
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the short-range repulsive interaction among the hadrons,

Vavl ¼ V −
X
i

Nibi; ð6Þ

where the Ni is number of ith hadrons and bi (¼ 16=3πr3i )
is the excluded volume. The ri is the hardcore radius of
each hadron. The pressure in the EVHRG model is then
given by [58,59]

PEVðT; μÞ ¼ PidðT; μ�Þ; ð7Þ

where μ� ¼ μ − bPEVðT; μÞ is an effective chemical
potential. Other thermodynamic quantities can be readily
obtained from Eq. (7) by taking appropriate derivatives.
The number density and energy density, respectively, can
be written as [58]

nEVðT; μÞ ¼
X
i

nidi ðT; μ�Þ
1þPibin

id
i ðT; μ�Þ

; ð8Þ

εEVðT; μÞ ¼
X
i

εidi ðT; μ�Þ
1þPibin

id
i ðT; μ�Þ

: ð9Þ

As we consider different hardcore radii for mesons and
baryons, the repulsive parameter, b, contributes differently
in the above-mentioned thermodynamic quantities.

3. van der Waals hadron resonance gas model

The VDWHRG model represents a real gas system by
including attractive interactions among the hadrons along
with repulsive interactions due to the excluded volume of
the hadrons. With these interactions, the model predicts a
liquid-gas phase transition that ends at a critical point [53].
In the hadronic models, these interactions are assumed to
exist between all pairs of baryons and all pairs of anti-
baryons [52–54]. As in Ref. [13,57], we also consider
repulsive interactions among the mesons. The baryon-
antibaryon and meson-(anti)baryon VDW interactions are
neglected. The VDW equation of state in the canonical
ensemble can be written as [54,57]

PðT; nÞ ¼ nT
1 − bn

− an2; ð10Þ

where a and b (positive) are the VDW parameters that
describe attractive and repulsive interactions, respectively.
P is the pressure of the system, whereas, n ¼ N=V is the
number density. The repulsive interactions are included in
the first term by replacing the total volume V with the
effective volume available to particles using the proper
volume parameter b ¼ 16πr3=3, as in the EVHRG model.
The second term takes care of the attractive interactions
between particles. The model reduces to EVHRG when the
attractive interaction parameter is set to zero, and further

reduces to ideal HRG when both the attractive and
repulsive interactions are neglected.
The VDW equation of state in the grand canonical

ensemble can then be written as [54,60]

PðT; μÞ ¼ PidðT; μ�Þ − an2ðT; μÞ; ð11Þ

where the nðT; μÞ, the VDW particle number density can be
written as

nðT; μÞ ¼
P

in
id
i ðT; μ�i Þ

1þ b
P

in
id
i ðT; μ�i Þ

: ð12Þ

The μ� is the modified chemical potential because of the
interaction and is given by

μ� ¼ μ − bPðT; μÞ − abn2ðT; μÞ þ 2anðT; μÞ: ð13Þ

Because of the interaction among the hadrons, the
contribution to total pressure in the VDWHRG model
comes from the mesons, baryons, and antibaryons sepa-
rately and is given by [53,54]

PðT; μÞ ¼ PMðT; μÞ þ PBðT; μÞ þ PB̄ðT; μÞ; ð14Þ

where the PMðT; μÞ; PBðB̄ÞðT; μÞ are the pressures due to
mesons and (anti)baryons, respectively, and are given by,

PMðT; μÞ ¼
X
i∈M

Pid
i ðT; μ�MÞ; ð15Þ

PBðT; μÞ ¼
X
i∈B

Pid
i ðT; μ�BÞ − an2BðT; μÞ; ð16Þ

PB̄ðT; μÞ ¼
X
i∈ B̄

Pid
i ðT; μ�B̄Þ − an2B̄ðT; μÞ: ð17Þ

Here, M, B, and B̄ represent mesons, baryons, and
antibaryons. Because of the excluded volume correction,
the modified chemical potential for mesons is given by μ�M,
whereas, μ�B and μ�B̄ are the modified chemical potentials
of baryons and antibaryons due to VDW interactions [61].
These modified chemical potentials for mesons and
(anti)baryons can be obtained from Eq. (2) and Eq. (13) as,

μ�M ¼ −bMPMðT; μÞ; ð18Þ

μ�BðB̄Þ ¼ μBðB̄Þ − bBPBðB̄ÞðT; μÞ − abBn2BðB̄Þ þ 2anBðB̄Þ;

ð19Þ

where nM, nB and nB̄ are the modified number densities of
mesons, baryons and antibaryons, respectively, which are
given by
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nMðT; μÞ ¼
P

i∈Mn
id
i ðT; μ�Mi Þ

1þ bM
P

i∈Mn
id
i ðT; μ�Mi Þ ; ð20Þ

nBðB̄ÞðT; μÞ ¼
P

i∈BðB̄Þnidi ðT; μ�BðB̄Þi Þ
1þ bB

P
i∈BðB̄Þnidi ðT; μ�BðB̄Þi Þ

: ð21Þ

The energy density for mesons and (anti)baryons can be
obtained as,

εðT; μÞM ¼
P

i∈Mε
id
i ðT; μ�i Þ

1þ bM
P

i∈Mn
id
i ðT; μ�i Þ

;

εðT; μÞBðB̄Þ ¼
P

i∈BðB̄Þεidi ðT; μ�i Þ
1þ bB

P
i∈BðB̄Þnidi ðT; μ�i Þ

− an2BðB̄ÞðT; μÞ:

ð22Þ

4. Repulsive mean-field hadron resonance gas model

In the RMFHRG model, the short-range repulsive
interactions among the hadrons are taken into account in
the mean-field approach by considering a shift in the
single-particle energies. This shift is proportional to the
total number density of the hadrons. We use the repulsive
mean-field approach as in Ref. [50,51,62,63] to include the
repulsive interaction. The shift in the single-particle energy
because of the interaction is given by

ω̃i ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
k2i þm2

i

q
þUðnÞ ¼ ωi þ UðnÞ: ð23Þ

Here, U is the potential energy, which represents the repul-
sive interaction between hadrons and depends on the total
hadron density n. For a given hadron potential VðrÞ, the
potential energy can be expressed as UðnÞ ¼ Kn. The
phenomenological parameter K is determined by integrat-
ing the potential VðrÞ over the spatial volume [50,51].
In this work, we assign different repulsive interaction

parameters for baryons and mesons. We denote the mean-
field parameter for baryons (B) and antibaryons (B̄) by KB,
while for mesons we denote it by KM. Thus, for (anti)
baryons

UðnBfB̄gÞ ¼ KBnBfB̄g; ð24Þ

and for mesons

UðnMÞ ¼ KMnM: ð25Þ

The repulsion parameter KB ¼ 0.450 GeV fm3 is taken to
be the same for all (anti)baryons andKM ¼ 0.050 GeV fm3

for all mesons as in Ref. [62]. The total hadron number
density is then given by

nðT; μÞ ¼
X
i

ni ¼ nB þ nB̄ þ nM; ð26Þ

where ni is the number density of ith hadronic species.
Note that nB, nB̄, and nM are total baryon, antibaryon, and
meson number densities, respectively. Explicitly, for (anti)
baryons,

nBfB̄g ¼
X

i∈BfB̄g

gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dki

e
�ωi−μieff

T

�
þ 1

: ð27Þ

Here, μieff ¼ βiμB −UðnBfB̄gÞ is the (anti)baryon effective
chemical potential, with βi being the baryonic number of
ith baryon and μB, the baryon chemical potential. For
mesons (since μB ¼ 0), the effective chemical potential
becomes

ðμieffÞM ¼ −UðnMÞ ¼ −KMnM: ð28Þ

Hence, the number density for mesons can be written as

nM ¼
X
i∈M

gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dki

e
�
ωiþKMnM

T

�
− 1

; ð29Þ

where the sum is over all the mesons.
One can write the total (anti)baryon energy density as

εBfB̄g ¼
X

i∈BfB̄g

gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dkiω̃i

e
�ωi−μieff

T

�
þ 1

þ ϕBfB̄gðnBfB̄gÞ;

ð30Þ

and for mesons

εM ¼
X
i∈M

gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dkiω̃i

e
�
ωiþKMnM

T

�
− 1

þ ϕMðnMÞ; ð31Þ

where ϕðnÞ represents the energy density correction to
avoid double-counting the potential. After doing the
derivative of baryon energy density with respect to baryon
net number density and using Eq. (24), we get

∂ϕBfB̄g
∂nBfB̄g

¼ −KBnBfB̄g; ð32Þ

and hence

ϕBðnBfB̄gÞ ¼ −
1

2
KBn2BfB̄g: ð33Þ

Also, for mesons, one can obtain in a similar way

ϕMðnMÞ ¼ −
1

2
KMn2M: ð34Þ
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The pressure of the gas can now be readily obtained. For
baryons

PBfB̄gðT; μÞ ¼ T
X

i∈BfB̄g

gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

kd2i ki ln
h
1þ e−

�ωi−μieff
T

�i

− ϕBfB̄gðnBfB̄gÞ; ð35Þ

and for mesons

PMðTÞ ¼ −T
X
i∈M

gi
2π2

Z
∞

0

k2i dki ln
�
1 − e−ð

ωiþKMnM
T Þ�

− ϕMðnMÞ: ð36Þ

B. Leading-order thermoelectric coefficients

To determine the leading-order thermoelectric coeffi-
cients in hot hadron gas, we begin with the relativistic
Boltzmann transport equation under the relaxation time
approximation. It provides a kinetic theory framework that
tracks the phase-space distribution of particles, allowing
one to model time-dependent processes like thermalization
and transport. The presence of a magnetic field modifies
the phase-space dynamics of charged particles through the
Lorentz force, which introduces anisotropy in both electric
and heat transport. Within RTA, the RBTE can be consid-
ered as a linear expansion of the single-particle total
distribution function (fi) around the single-particle equi-
librium distribution function (f0i ). Here, the total distribu-
tion function can be written as fi ¼ f0i þ δfi, where δfi is
a nonequilibrium correction that represents the deviation
from equilibrium. In the HRG model, each hadron species
contributes to the total distribution function. For hadron

species i with energy ωi ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ki
!2 þm2

i

q
, baryon number βi,

and the baryon chemical potential μB, the total single-
particle distribution function is

f0i ¼
1

e
ωi−βiμB

T � 1
; ð37Þ

where the � stands for fermion and boson, respectively. In
local thermodynamic equilibrium, the spatial dependence
of the distribution function appears due to spatial gradients
of temperature and baryon chemical potential. The RBTE
for a single hadron species under RTA in the presence of an
electromagnetic field can be expressed as [4,16]

kμ∂μfi þ qiFμνkν
∂fi
∂kμ

¼ −
kμuμ
τiR

δfi; ð38Þ

where kμ ¼ ðωi; k⃗iÞ is the particle four-momentum, uμ is
the fluid four-velocity, Fμν is the electromagnetic field
tensor, and τiR is the relaxation time for species i.
To solve the above equation, we take an ansatz to express

the deviation of the distribution function from the equilib-
rium, such that it should reflect the driving forces. The
general form of ansatz is [4,5,12,64]

δfi ¼
∂f0i

∂ðkμuμÞ
kμΩμ; ð39Þ

where the vector Ωμ reflects the response of the distribution
function to external thermodynamic forces such as temper-
ature gradients, electric fields, and magnetic fields. In the
fluid rest frame (uμ ¼ ð1; 0⃗Þ), Ωμ can be decomposed as

Ωμ ¼ α1Eμ þ α2Bμ þ α3ϵ
μνρσuνEρBσ þ α4∇μT

þ α5ϵ
μνρσuν∇ρTBσ þ α6ϵ

μνρσuν∇ρTEσ; ð40Þ
where the electric and magnetic fields in the fluid rest
frame are

Eμ ¼ Fμνuν; Bμ ¼ 1

2
ϵμνρσuνFρσ;

and ∇μ ¼ Δμν
∂ν is the spatial gradient orthogonal to uμ,

with Δμν ¼ gμν − uμuν. Here, ϵμνρσ denotes the Levi-Civita
symbol, which is used to represent antisymmetric tensor
components.
Using Eq. (39) into RBTE as given in Eq. (38) and

projecting onto spatial components in the local rest frame
yields [13],

v⃗i ·

	
−
∂f0i
∂ωi



ωi − βih

T

�
∇!T

�
þ qiðE⃗ · v⃗iÞ

∂f0i
∂ωi

− qiv⃗i · ðΩ⃗ × B⃗Þ ∂f
0
i

∂ωi
¼ −

ωi

τiR
ðv⃗i · Ω⃗Þ

∂f0i
∂ωi

; ð41Þ

where v⃗i ¼ k⃗i=ωi is the relativistic particle velocity and
h ¼ ϵþP

n is the enthalpy per baryon, ϵ, P, and n are total
energy density, total pressure, and net baryon density of
the system, respectively. Here, the enthalpy per baryon
is induced in the picture following the Gibbs-Duhem
relation. Using the Gibbs-Duhem relation, the gradients
of the inverse temperature and the baryon chemical

potential are combined, allowing the gradient of the
equilibrium distribution function to be rewritten solely in
terms of the temperature gradient, with the enthalpy per
baryon naturally emerging as the relevant thermodynamic
quantity [5,12,16,65].
By substituting Ω⃗ from Eq. (40) into Eq. (41), we can

expand it analogously to the nonrelativistic case as,
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qiðE⃗ · v⃗iÞ − α1qiv⃗i · ðE⃗ × B⃗Þ − α3qiðE⃗ · B⃗Þðv⃗i · B⃗Þ þ α3qiðv⃗i · E⃗Þ − α4qiv⃗i · ð∇!T × B⃗Þ − α5qið∇!T · B⃗Þðv⃗i · B⃗Þ

þ α5qiðv⃗i · ∇!TÞ − α6qið∇!T · B⃗Þðv⃗i · E⃗Þ þ α6qiðE⃗ · B⃗Þðv⃗i · ∇!TÞ −


ωi − βih

T

�
ðv⃗i · ∇!TÞ

¼ −
ωi

τiR

�
α1ðv⃗i · E⃗Þ þ α2ðv⃗i · B⃗Þ þ α3v⃗i · ðE⃗ × B⃗Þ þ α4ðv⃗i · ∇!TÞ þ α5v⃗i · ð∇!T × B⃗Þ þ α6v⃗i · ð∇!T × E⃗Þ�: ð42Þ

Comparing the coefficients of same tensor structures on
both sides of Eq. (42) we get,

α1 ¼ −
τiR
ωi

ðqiEþ α3qiBÞ; ð43Þ

α2 ¼ α3τ
i
RΩciðE⃗ · B⃗Þ þ bτiRΩcið∇

!
T · B⃗Þ; ð44Þ

α3 ¼ α1τ
i
RΩci ; ð45Þ

α4 ¼
τiR
ωi



ωi − βih

T

�
− α5τ

i
RΩci ; ð46Þ

α5 ¼ Ωciτ
i
Rα4; ð47Þ

α6 ¼ 0: ð48Þ

where Ωci ¼ qiB
ωi

represents the cyclotron frequency of the
particle with electric charge qi. Using Eqs. (43) to (48),
we get

α1 ¼ −
ðqiEÞðτiR=ωiÞ
1þ ðΩciτ

i
RÞ2

; ð49Þ

α4 ¼
τiR
ωi



ωi − βih

T

�
1

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

: ð50Þ

Using α1 and α4 as given in Eq. (49) and Eq. (50), we
can write deviation from the equilibrium distribution
function as,

δfi ¼
τiR

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2
	
qi
�ðv⃗i · E⃗Þ þ ðΩciτ

i
RÞv⃗i · ðE⃗× B⃗Þ

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2ðE⃗ · B⃗Þðv⃗i · B⃗Þ

�
−


ωi − βih

T

��ðv⃗i · ∇!TÞ

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞv⃗i · ð∇!T × BÞ þ ðΩciτ

i
RÞ2ð∇!T · B⃗Þ

× ðv⃗i · B⃗Þ
��


−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
: ð51Þ

Now, we can express the electrical current and the heat
current using δfi as given in Eq. (51) as,

jl ¼
X
i

gi

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3 qiv

l
iδfi

¼
X
i

giqi
3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

v2i τ
i
R

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

×

	
qiδljEj þ qiðΩciτ

i
RÞϵljkhkEj þ qiðΩciτ

i
RÞ2hlhjEj

−


ωi − βih

T

�

δlj

∂T
∂xj

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞϵljkhk

∂T
∂xj

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2hlhj

∂T
∂xj

��

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð52Þ

and,

Il ¼
X
i

gi

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3 v

l
iðωi − βihÞδfi

¼
X
i

gi
3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

v2i τ
i
R

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

ðωi − βihÞ
	
qiδljEj

þ qiðΩciτ
i
RÞϵljkhkEj þ qiðΩciτ

i
RÞ2hlhjEj

−


ωi − βih

T

�

δlj

∂T
∂xj

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞϵljkhk

∂T
∂xj

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2hlhj

∂T
∂xj

��

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
: ð53Þ

Here, to simplify further calculations, we can choose the
magnetic field along the z direction. The direction of the
electric field and the temperature gradient are perpendicular
to the z axis, i.e., it is in the x − y plane. Under these
conditions, the components of the electric current in the
x − y plane are given as,

jx ¼
X
i

giqi
3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

v2i qiτ
i
R

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2
�
Ex þ ðΩciτ

i
RÞEy

�

ð−Þ ∂f
0
i

∂ωi
−
X
i

giqi
3T

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

v2i τ
i
Rðωi − βihÞ

1þ ðΩciτÞ2

×

	
dT
dx

þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ

dT
dy

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð54Þ

and,
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jy ¼
X
i

giqi
3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

v2i qiτ
i
R

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

½Ey − ðΩciτ
i
RÞEx�

ð−Þ ∂f
0
i

∂ωi
−
X
i

giqi
3T

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

v2i τ
i
Rðωi − βihÞ

1þ ðΩciτÞ2

×

	
dT
dy

− ðΩciτ
i
RÞ

dT
dx

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
: ð55Þ

Equations (54) and (55) can be written in a compact form
by introducing the following integrals,

H1i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

τiR
1þ ðΩciτ

i
RÞ2


ki
!2

ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð56Þ

H2i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

τiRðΩciτ
i
RÞ

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2


ki
!2

ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð57Þ

H3i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

τiRωi

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2


ki
!2

ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð58Þ

H4i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3

τiRωiðΩciτ
i
RÞ

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2


ki
!2

ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
: ð59Þ

The integrals as given in Eqs. (56)–(59) allow us to write
Eq. (54) and Eq. (55), respectively, as

jx ¼
X
i

q2i H1i
Ex þ

X
i

q2i H2i
Ey

−
1

T

X
a

qiðH3i
− βihH1i

Þ dT
dx

−
1

T

X
a

qiðH4i
− βihH2i

Þ dT
dy

; ð60Þ

and,

jy ¼
X
i

q2i H1i
Ey −

X
i

q2i H2i
Ex

−
1

T

X
a

qiðH3i
− βihH1i

Þ dT
dy

þ 1

T

X
a

qiðH4i
− βihH2i

Þ dT
dx

: ð61Þ

Here, in the presence of a magnetic field, the magneto-
Seebeck coefficient (SB) can be determined by setting jx ¼
jy ¼ 0 so that the electric field becomes proportional to the
temperature gradient. For jx ¼ 0 and jy ¼ 0 we can solve
Eqs. (60) and (61) to get Ex and Ey in terms of temperature
gradients dT

dx and dT
dy as,

Ex ¼
P

iq
2
i H1i

P
iqiðH3i

− βihH1i
Þ þPiq

2
i H2i

P
iqiðH4i

− βihH2i
Þ

T½ðPiq
2
i H1i

Þ2 þ ðPiq
2
i H2i

Þ2�
dT
dx

þ
P

iq
2
i H1i

P
iqiðH4i

− βihH2i
Þ −Piq

2
i H2i

P
iqiðH3i

− βihH1i
Þ

T½ðPiq
2
i H1i

Þ2 þ ðPiq
2
i H2i

Þ2�
dT
dy

; ð62Þ

and,

Ey ¼
P

iq
2
i H2i

P
iqiðH3i

− βihH1i
Þ −Piq

2
i H1i

P
iqiðH4i

− βihH2i
Þ

T½ðPiq
2
i H1i

Þ2 þ ðPiq
2
i H2i

Þ2�
dT
dx

þ
P

iq
2
i H1i

P
iqiðH3i

− βihH1i
Þ þPiq

2
i H2i

P
iqiðH4i

− βihH2i
Þ

T½ðPiq
2
i H1i

Þ2 þ ðPiq
2
i H2i

Þ2�
dT
dy

: ð63Þ

Equations (62) and (63) can be written in a compact form in the following way,



Ex

Ey

�
¼



SB NB

−NB SB

� dT
dx
dT
dy

!
; ð64Þ

here one can identify the magneto-Seebeck coefficient as,

SB ¼
P

iq
2
i H1i

P
iqiðH3i

− βihH1i
Þ þPiq

2
i H2i

P
iqiðH4i

− βihH2i
Þ

T½ðPiq
2
i H1i

Þ2 þ ðPiq
2
i H2i

Þ2� ¼ ðσel=TÞðI31=T2Þ þ ðσH=TÞðI42=T2Þ
ðσel=TÞ2 þ ðσH=TÞ2

; ð65Þ
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and the normalized Nernst coefficient (NB) is given as,

NB ¼
P

iq
2
i H1i

P
iqiðH4i

− βihH2i
Þ −Piq

2
i H2i

P
iqiðH3i

− βihH1i
Þ

T½ðPiq
2
i H1i

Þ2 þ ðPiq
2
i H2i

Þ2� ¼ ðσel=TÞðI42=T2Þ − ðσH=TÞðI31=T2Þ
ðσel=TÞ2 þ ðσH=TÞ2

: ð66Þ

Here, we have identified the Ohmic-like component of
electrical conductivity in the presence of a magnetic field
and the Hall-like component of electrical conductivity as
σel ¼

P
i q

2
i H1i

and σH ¼Pi q
2
i H2i

respectively [12]. The
integrals I31 and I42 in Eqs. (65) and (66) are defined as
I31¼

P
i qiðH3i

−βihH1i
Þ and I42¼

P
i qiðH4i

−βihH2i
Þ.

Note that in the absence of a magnetic field, integrals H2i

and H4i
are identically zero. Hence, the normalized Nernst

coefficient vanishes in the absence of a magnetic field, and
the magneto-Seebeck coefficient reduces to the Seebeck
coefficient in the absence of a magnetic field [13]. The
coefficients SB and NB have temperature dependence as
shown in Eqs. (65) and (66), hence the higher-order
thermoelectric coefficients are introduced for the medium.

C. Higher-order thermoelectric coefficients

Higher-order thermoelectric coefficients differ from their
leading-order counterparts in behavior. While leading-
order effects such as the Seebeck or Peltier effects arise
from linear responses to small gradients in temperature
or electric field, higher-order phenomena manifest when
systems are subjected to nonlinear responses. The temper-
ature dependence of the leading-order thermoelectric co-
efficient, such as the Seebeck coefficient, further gives rise
to the higher-order thermoelectric coefficients. The pres-
ence of the leading-order thermoelectric coefficient in the
conducting medium modifies the charge current and heat
current of the medium as [13,16]

j⃗ ¼ σelE⃗ − σelS∇!T;

I⃗ ¼ TσelSE⃗ − κ0∇!T; ð67Þ

where κ0 is the thermal conductivity of the medium and is
expressed as [13]

κ0 ¼
X
i

gi
3T2

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3 τ

i
R



ki
!
ωi

�2

ðωi − βihÞ2f0i ð1 ∓ f0i Þ:

ð68Þ

Using Eq. (67), we can express the heat current I⃗ in terms of
electric current j⃗ in the following way,

I⃗ ¼ TSj⃗ − ðκ0 − TσelS2Þ∇!T: ð69Þ

Here, κ0 ¼ κ0 − TσelS2 is defined as the modified thermal
conductivity of the medium. Equation (67) can be defined

in matrix form as



j⃗

I⃗

�
¼



σel σelST

σelST κ0T

�

E⃗

−∇!T=T

�
: ð70Þ

The above matrix can be rearranged and expressed as
follows



E⃗

I⃗

�
¼


ρel S

ST −κ0

�

j⃗

−∇!T=T

�
; ð71Þ

where resistivity of the medium is ρel ¼ 1=σel. When a
magnetic field is introduced in the z direction, electric field
and temperature gradients in the x-y plane, the above
matrix in the x-y plane can be expressed as

0
BBBB@

Ex

Ey

Ix
Iy

1
CCCCA¼

0
BBBB@

ρel ρH SB NB

−ρH ρel −NB SB
SBT NBT −κ0el −κ0H

−NBT SBT κ0H −κ0el

1
CCCCA

0
BBBB@

jx
jy
dT
dx
dT
dy

1
CCCCA: ð72Þ

The κel and κH are Ohmic-like and Hall-like components
of thermal conductivity of the medium in the presence
of a magnetic field [5], such that κ0el ¼ κel − TσelS2B and
κ0H ¼ κH − TσHðNBÞ2. Also the ρH ¼ 1=σH.
For any conducting medium having nonzero current

density and temperature gradients along the x direction
and an applied magnetic field along the z direction, the
heat production rate per unit volume (Q̇) can be expressed
as [34]

Q̇ ¼ Exjx −
dIx
dx

¼


ρeljx þ SB

dT
dx

�
jx −

dT
dx



SBTjx − κ0el

dT
dx

�

¼ ρelj2x þ
dT
dx



κ0el

dT
dx

�
−


T
dSB
dT

�
jx
dT
dx

: ð73Þ

The last term in the above equation is the heat generated by
the combined action of jx and

dT
dx. The heat production rate

per unit volume due to the Thomson effect in the presence
of a magnetic field is given by [66]

Q̇ ¼ −ThBðj⃗ · ∇!TÞ: ð74Þ
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Finally, from Eqs. (73) and (74) we can define the magneto-
Thomson coefficient (ThB) as

ThB ¼ T
dSB
dT

: ð75Þ

In the absence of a magnetic field, the coefficient ThB
reduces to the Thomson coefficient Th [13,65].
The transverse Thomson coefficient (ThN) is introduced

in the medium because of the presence of a finite value of
the normalized Nernst coefficient. In general, the coeffi-
cient ThN is expected to occur when a charge current,
temperature gradient, and magnetic field are oriented
perpendicular to each other in any conducting medium.
We consider the heat production rate per unit volume when
the current density is along the x direction and temperature
gradients are along the y direction, whereas a magnetic
field is directed along the z axis. Hence, the heat production
rate per unit volume is

Q̇ ¼ Exjx −
dIy
dy

¼


ρeljx þ NB

dT
dy

�
jx −

dT
dy



−NBTjx − κ0el

dT
dy

�

¼ ρelj2x þ
dT
dy



κ0el

dT
dy

�
þ


T
dðNBÞ
dT

þ 2NB

�
jx
dT
dy

:

ð76Þ

Therefore, the transverse Thomson coefficient is defined as

ThN ¼ T
dðNBÞ
dT

þ 2NB: ð77Þ

Unlike the ThB, the coefficient ThN not only depends on
the temperature derivative of the leading thermoelectric
coefficient (for this caseNB) but also on its magnitude [34].
In the absence of a magnetic field, the coefficient ThN
vanishes because of the vanishing NB.
In the above calculation, for the sake of simplicity, we

take the thermal-averaged relaxation time after integrating
the energy-dependent relaxation time over the equilibrium
distribution function. The thermal averaged relaxation
time (τiR) for the ith hadron species can be expressed in
terms of scattering cross-section as [16],

τiR
−1 ¼

X
j

njhσijviji ð78Þ

where,

hσijviji ¼
σ

8Tm2
i m

2
jK2ðmi=TÞK2ðmj=TÞ

Z
∞

ðmiþmjÞ2
ds

×
½s− ðmi −mjÞ2�ffiffiffi

s
p × ½s− ðmi þmjÞ2�K1ð

ffiffiffi
s

p
=TÞ:

ð79Þ

Here, σ ¼ 4πr2h is the total scattering cross-section for the
hard spheres, and it is independent of both temperature and
baryon chemical potential. K1, K2 are modified Bessel
functions of the first and second order.

D. Landau quantization of charged hadrons
in a magnetic field

In the presence of an external magnetic field, say along
the z axis, the dynamics of charged hadrons undergo a
fundamental change due to Landau quantization. The
transverse motion is no longer continuous but restricted
to discrete Landau levels, while the longitudinal motion
along the field direction remains continuous. This leads to a
modification of the phase-space structure, such that the
standard three-momentum integration is replaced by a
summation over Landau levels and spin projections com-
bined with an integration over the longitudinal momentum,

Z
d3ki
ð2πÞ3 ⟶

jqijB
2π

X∞
l¼0

X
sz

Z
∞

−∞

dkz
2π

; ð80Þ

where qi is the electric charge of the ith hadron, B denotes
the external magnetic field strength, l labels the Landau
levels, and sz represents the spin projection. Here, we
consider the hadrons having the spins 0, 1=2, and 1 [67].
For the charged hadrons, we also consider in the transverse

plane, k2x ≈ k2y ≈ ðk2xþk2y
2

Þ ¼ 2ljqijB
2

[12].
The corresponding single-particle dispersion relation

also acquires a discrete structure,

ωz
c;iðkzi ; l; sziÞ ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
k2zi þm2

i þ 2ðlþ 1=2− sziÞjqijB
q

; ð81Þ

which encodes the discrete orbital quantization due to the
magnetic field together with the spin–magnetic field
coupling. In the strong–field limit, the system approaches
the lowest Landau level approximation, where only the
l ¼ 0 mode survives, effectively reducing the dimension-
ality of the momentum space.
These modifications have several important conse-

quences. First, the density of states of charged hadrons
is reshaped, altering the particle number distribution and
bulk thermodynamic quantities such as pressure and energy
density. Second, since scattering probabilities depend on
the available phase space, the relaxation times are signifi-
cantly modified in a magnetic background. As a result, all
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transport coefficients acquire nontrivial corrections that
encode the anisotropy introduced by the magnetic field.
Our analysis incorporates Landau quantization explicitly

in the hadronic phase, thereby ensuring that both the
thermodynamic inputs and the transport coefficients reflect
the microscopic changes induced by magnetic fields. This
provides a more realistic and consistent description of the
magnetic response of hadronic matter. To estimate the
higher-order thermoelectric coefficients in the presence of a
magnetic field, the defined integrals in Eqs. (56)–(59), for
the charged hadrons, get modified as

Hz
1c;i

¼ gi
jqijB
2π

X∞
l¼0

X
sz

Z
∞

−∞

dkz
2π

τiR
1þ ðΩciτ

i
RÞ2

×



ljqijB
ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð82Þ

Hz
2c;i

¼ gi
jqijB
2π

X∞
l¼0

X
sz

Z
∞

−∞

dkz
2π

τiRðΩciτ
i
RÞ

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

×



ljqijB
ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð83Þ

Hz
3c;i

¼ gi
jqijB
2π

X∞
l¼0

X
sz

Z
∞

−∞

dkz
2π

τiRωi

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

×



ljqijB
ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
; ð84Þ

Hz
4c;i

¼ gi
jqijB
2π

X∞
l¼0

X
sz

Z
∞

−∞

dkz
2π

τiRωiðΩciτ
i
RÞ

1þ ðΩciτ
i
RÞ2

×



ljqijB
ω2
i

�

−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
: ð85Þ

Hence, Landau quantization induces modifications to both
leading- and higher-order thermoelectric coefficients.

E. Higher-order thermoelectric coefficients in the
presence of a time-varying magnetic field

The Boltzmann transport equation for a single particle
species, within the RTA and under the influence of an
external electromagnetic field, is mentioned in Eq. (38).

Here, we consider a time-dependent electromagnetic field
parametrized as [68,69]

B ¼ B0 exp



−

τ

τB

�
; E ¼ E0 exp



−

τ

τE

�
; ð86Þ

where B0 and E0 denote the initial magnitudes of the
magnetic and electric fields, respectively, while τB and τE
are their decay parameters. The proper time is represented
by τ. The exponential decay form of these fields follows
naturally from Maxwell’s equations in a conducting
medium, where finite electrical conductivity leads to
temporal damping of the fields. Such forms typically
emerge when Ohm’s law is incorporated into Maxwell’s
equations. For simplicity, we focus on the temporal
evolution of the fields in proper time τ, neglecting spatial
variations that are assumed to be smooth.
To solve Eq. (38), we introduce an ansatz that character-

izes the deviation from equilibrium as [15,64]

δfi ¼ ðk⃗i · Ω⃗Þ
∂f0i
∂ωi

; ð87Þ

where the vector Ω⃗ encodes the influence of the temper-
ature gradient, electric field, and magnetic field. It can be
expressed as

Ω⃗ ¼ α1E⃗þ α2
˙E⃗þ α3∇!T þ α4ð∇!T × B⃗Þ þ α5ð∇!T × ˙B⃗Þ

þ α6ðE⃗ × B⃗Þ þ α7ðE⃗ × ˙B⃗Þ þ α8ð ˙E⃗ × B⃗Þ; ð88Þ

where αj (j ¼ 1; 2;…; 8) are unknown coefficients that
determine the relative strength of each term in driving the
system out of equilibrium. All contributions consistent with
the CP symmetries of the electric and heat currents are
retained, including the time-varying electromagnetic field,
temperature gradients, and their cross terms up to the
leading order. In the case of a static electromagnetic field,
the coefficients α2, α5, α7, and α8 vanish. Furthermore,

when the chiral chemical potential is zero, the B⃗ and ˙B⃗
terms do not contribute to the current [68].
Using the coefficients αj, the simplified form of δfi can

be written as (see Appendix of Ref. [12])

δfi ¼
−qiτiR

ð1þ χiÞð1þ χi þ γ2i Þ
	


ð1þ χiÞ þ
χið1þ χi − γ2i Þ

ð1þ γ2i Þ
�
ðv⃗i · E⃗Þ þ



γið1þ χiÞ þ

χiγið2þ χiÞ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

��
v⃗i · ðE⃗ × b̂Þ��

þ ðωi − βihÞτiR
Tð1þ χiÞð1þ χi þ γ2i Þ

h
ð1þ χiÞðv⃗i · ∇!TÞ þ γið1þ χiÞ

�
v⃗i · ð∇!T × b̂Þ�i ∂f0i

∂ωi
: ð89Þ

For simplicity, we take τE ¼ τB and χi ¼ τiR
τB
¼ τiR

τE
. Here, γi ¼ τiRΩci , where Ωci ¼ qiB

ωi
is the cyclotron frequency of each

hadron.
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The induced electric current, obtained using δfi, reads

jl ¼
X
i

qigi
3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3 v

2
i

τiR
ð1þ χi þ γ2i Þð1þ χiÞ

×

	
−qi



ð1þ χiÞ þ

χið1þ χi − γ2i Þ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

�
δlkEk

þ


γið1þ χiÞ þ

χiγið2þ χiÞ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

�
ϵljkhjEk þ ðωi − βihÞ

T

×



ð1þ χiÞδlk

∂T
∂xk

þ γið1þ χiÞϵljkhj
∂T
∂xk

��
∂f0i
∂ωi

:

ð90Þ
To simplify further, we choose the magnetic field along
the z-axis, while the electric field and temperature gradient
lie in the transverse (x–y) plane. Under these conditions,
the components of the electric current in the plane are
expressed as

jx ¼
X
i

qigi
3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3 v

2
i

τiR
ð1þ χi þ γiÞð1þ χiÞ

×

	
−qi



ð1þ χiÞ þ

χið1þ χi − γ2i Þ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

�
Ex

þ


γið1þ χiÞ þ

χiγið2þ χiÞ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

�
Ey

þ ðωi − βihÞ
T



ð1þ χiÞ

∂T
∂x

þ γið1þ χiÞ
∂T
∂y

��
∂f0i
∂ωi

;

ð91Þ

and

jy ¼
X
i

qigi
3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3 v

2
i

τiR
ð1þ χi þ γ2i Þð1þ χiÞ

×

	
−qi



ð1þ χiÞ þ

χið1þ χi − γ2i Þ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

�
Ey

þ


γið1þ χiÞ −

χiγið2þ χiÞ
ð1þ γ2i Þ

�
Ex

þ ðωi − βihÞ
T



ð1þ χiÞ

∂T
∂y

− γið1þ χiÞ
∂T
∂x

��
∂f0i
∂ωi

:

ð92Þ

Equations (91) and (92) can be compactly rewritten by
defining the following integrals:

H1i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3

k⃗2i
ω2
i



−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
τiR

×
ð1þ γ2i Þ þ χið2þ χiÞ

ð1þ χiÞð1þ γ2i Þð1þ χi þ γ2i Þ
; ð93Þ

H2i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3

k⃗2i
ω2
i



−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
τiR

× γi
ð1þ χiÞð1þ γ2i Þ þ χið2þ χiÞ
ð1þ χiÞð1þ γ2i Þð1þ χi þ γ2i Þ

; ð94Þ

H3i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3

k⃗2i
ω2
i
ðωi − βihÞ



−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
τiR

×
1

ð1þ χi þ γ2i Þ
; ð95Þ

H4i
¼ gi

3

Z
d3k⃗i
ð2πÞ3

k⃗2i
ω2
i
ðωi − βihÞ



−
∂f0i
∂ωi

�
τiR

×
γi

ð1þ χi þ γ2i Þ
: ð96Þ

It is to be noted that these expressions are derived for the
scenario of a time-varying magnetic field. For the case of a
constant magnetic field (τB → ∞ or χi → 0), the expres-
sions of components of electric currents in Eqs. (91)–(92)
reduce to Eqs. (54)–(55).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this Section, we discuss the results for higher-order
thermoelectric coefficients of a hot and dense hadron gas in
the presence of an external magnetic field. We also present
a short description of the Thomson coefficient to show a
comparative analysis between the magneto-Thomson coef-
ficient and the Thomson coefficient. While the latter was
estimated from the analysis of the Seebeck coefficient in
our previous study [13], the results shown here are obtained
from more complete and rigorous calculations. This allows
for a qualitative understanding of how the presence of a
magnetic field modifies the higher-order transport proper-
ties, particularly in relation to the temperature dependence
and baryon chemical potential. We have considered four
different versions of hadron resonance gas models, includ-
ing a discrete particle spectrum having all the hadrons and
their resonances up to the mass cutoff Λ ¼ 2.6 GeV [56].
To estimate the relaxation time of the hadrons, we follow
the hard-scattering approximation. A uniform radius,
rm ¼ 0.2 fm for mesons and rb;b ¼ 0.62 fm for baryons
and antibaryons throughout the calculations [57]. For the
VDWHRG model, we take van der Waals parameters as
a ¼ 0.926 GeV fm3 and b ¼ (16=3)πr3 [54,57].
Figure 1 represents the Thomson coefficient Th as a

function of temperature T for three different baryon
chemical potentials, i.e., at μB ¼ 0.10, 0.30, and 0.40 GeV.
The black solid line represents the Thomson coefficient
obtained in the IHRG model, whereas the red dotted line
represents the EVHRG model. The green and cyan dashed
lines represent the same for the RMFHRG and VDWHRG
models, respectively. It is observed that for the chosen
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range of temperature (0.08 – 0.18 GeV), Th is negative for a
hot and dense hadron gas. The Th is universally decreasing
as the temperature increases. However, the degree of
decrease is different for different models. To define the
net heat flow for a relativistic system, we need a conserved
charge. For the study of the HRG system, the heat current
corresponds to the net baryon current. It is observed that the
baryons have a dominant contribution over the mesons to
the Thomson coefficient. The mesons contribute to thermo-
electricity only through the enthalpy of the system. In
hadron gas, the entropy production for lighter mesons like
pions, kaons, etc., is higher. Therefore, the enthalpy per
baryon (h) exceeds the single-particle energy (ωi), which
results in the negative values of Th [13]. The positive
(negative) values of the Thomson coefficient lead to the net
absorption (release) of heat in the system. Therefore, a
nonzero Thomson coefficient can significantly affect the
cooling dynamics of the medium. The Thomson coefficient
can be calculated as the product of temperature and the
rate of change of the Seebeck coefficient with respect to
temperature [13]; therefore, the higher the rate of change of
the Seebeck coefficient with temperature, the higher the
value of Th in magnitude as a function of T. The coefficient
Th shows overlap at lower values of temperature, nearly up
to ≈0.14 GeV for the case of μB ¼ 0.10 GeV. As the value
of μB increases, the models start deviating from each other
even at low temperatures. Additionally, a noticeable flat-
ness appears in the VDWHRG model in the temperature
range around T ≈ 0.13–0.16 GeV for μB ¼ 0.40 GeV,
indicating a plateau-like behavior of the Thomson coef-
ficient in this region. On the other hand, the constant
decreasing rate of the Seebeck coefficient around the
above-mentioned temperature range [13] leads to the
constant slope. Hence, the Th shows a nonmonotonic
behavior at high values of μB. The qualitative differences
observed among the various HRG model results can be
attributed to the manner in which different interaction
mechanisms modify the fundamental thermodynamic
inputs that enter transport phenomena. In this context, it
is instructive to consider the behavior of the electrical
conductivity scaled by temperature, σel=T, since electrical

conductivity provides the leading contribution to thermo-
electric transport coefficients and therefore serves as a
useful baseline for understanding model-dependent trends.
At higher temperatures, the number density of the medium
increases rapidly, and the repulsive component present in
interacting HRG models becomes increasingly significant,
as discussed in the literature [57]. This repulsive interaction
effectively reduces the number of particles per unit volume,
which in turn enhances the relaxation time [Eq. (78)]
relative to the IHRG scenario. As a consequence, a finite
enhancement in the magnitude of σel=T and similarly in
other transport coefficients is observed once hadronic
interactions are incorporated. With increasing baryon
chemical potential μB, the baryon number density further
increases, causing the deviations from the IHRG behavior
to shift toward lower temperatures. Since the Thomson
coefficients are constructed from the same underlying
thermodynamic quantities, such as number density and
enthalpy, as well as the same relaxation times, their model-
dependent behavior naturally follows the same physical
mechanism. This explains why differences among HRG
models become more pronounced in regimes of higher
temperature and baryon density.
The upper panel of Fig. 2 represents ThB as a function of

T for three different values of μB at 0.10, 0.30, and
0.40 GeV at magnetic field 0.1 m2

π , whereas the lower
panel represents those for the magnetic field 1.0 m2

π . For
the case of eB ¼ 0.1 m2

π , we observe that ThB decreases
with the temperature up to 0.1 GeV, becomes zero at a
particular T, and further, it starts to increase in the negative
direction for higher values of temperature. Similar to what
was observed in the case of a vanishing magnetic field,
all the models agree up to a certain temperature and then
start deviating from each other at higher temperatures.
Furthermore, we also observe that the values of ThB
increase in the negative direction with the increasing values
of μB for higher T but decrease in the positive direction for
the lower values of T. Unlike the case without a magnetic
field, the magneto-Thomson coefficient ThB exhibits an
additional dependence on the Hall-like component of
electrical conductivity and other integral terms that arise
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FIG. 1. Thomson coefficient (Th) obtained in different hadronic models as a function of temperature at μB ¼ 0.10 GeV (left panel),
0.30 GeV (middle panel), and 0.40 GeV (right panel).
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due to the presence of an external magnetic field. The
Hall-like conductivity term, σH=T, increases with baryon
chemical potential μB because of the growing net baryonic
contributions. It is important to note that mesons do not
contribute directly to the integrals I31=T2 and I42=T2,
though their influence appears indirectly through the
enthalpy per baryon h. The effect of the magnetic field
is significant on I31=T2 at low temperatures, but almost
diminishes at higher temperatures due to a reduced relax-
ation time. On the other hand, I42=T2 first increases with
temperature and then starts to decrease. The higher the
magnetic field, the lower the I42=T2. Here, the magnitude
of σel=T is significantly larger than that of σH=T, the
integrals I31=T2 and I42=T2 are of comparable scale [70].
Consequently, the magneto-Seebeck coefficient SB can be
approximately represented by the ratio ðI31=T2Þ=ðσel=TÞ,
and its temperature dependence is reflected in the behavior
of the magneto-Thomson coefficient ThB, as shown in
Fig. 2. The T and μB dependence of σel=T in a magnetic
field causes SB to increase at low T and decrease at high T.
This results in a positive ThB at lower temperatures, which
decreases with T and becomes negative at higher temper-
atures. At low T, a large value of ΩciτRi

suppresses the
mesonic contribution to σel=T, and this reduction is
compensated by the enhanced baryonic contribution as
μB increases. However, at higher temperatures, the baryonic
increase is insufficient to compensate for the mesonic
suppression, leading to an overall decrease in σel=T with
μB. For stronger magnetic fields, as shown in the lower
panel of Fig. 2, ThB shows large and positive values at

low T, gradually approaching zero at high T. It is observed
that for higher values of a magnetic field, results from all
the models agree up to T ≈ 0.12 GeV at μB ¼ 0.10 GeV.
With increasing values of μB, the disagreement between the
models starts from even lower values of T. This observation
is in line with what was observed for the magneto-Seebeck
coefficient in Ref. [13].
In the presence of an external magnetic field, we also

observe a Hall-like component for the higher-order thermo-
electric coefficients. The presence of a nonzero temperature
gradient in a conducting medium directed perpendicular to
the direction of a magnetic field gives rise to the Nernst
coefficient. It measures the electric current perpendicular to
both the magnetic field and the temperature gradient. In
the absence of a magnetic field, this coefficient vanishes.
The temperature dependence of the Nernst coefficient in the
medium further gives rise to the transverse Thomson
coefficient ThN as shown in Eq. (77). Figure 3 represents
ThN as a function of T for three different values of μB at
0.10, 0.30, and 0.40 GeV. The upper and lower panels
present the results for the case of the magnetic field with
values 0.1 and 1.0 m2

π , respectively. In the upper panel, we
observe that ThN is positive for lower values of T up to
0.10 GeV for μB ¼ 0.10 and 0.30 GeV. The positive values
of ThN signify that in Eq. (77), the quantity 2NB is
dominating over the dynamical term, T dNB

dT at lower
temperatures. The impact of this dynamic part slowly starts
increasing with T, and hence the negative behavior of ThN
is also observed at higher T. For the higher values of μB,
it is observed that the dynamical part of Eq. (77) is
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FIG. 2. Magneto-Thomson coefficient (ThB) as a function of temperature at magnetic field eB ¼ 0.1 m2
π (upper panel) and eB ¼ 1.0

m2
π (lower panel) for baryon chemical potential at μB ¼ 0.10 GeV (left), 0.30 GeV (middle), and 0.40 GeV (right).
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dominating almost for the whole temperature range con-
sidered here. As it is observed in Ref. [13], the coefficient
NB vanishes near high temperatures; here, ThN also starts
disappearing at higher temperatures. For eB ¼ 1.0 m2

π,
results from different models are observed to be almost
similar, i.e., no significant model dependence is observed.
Even at higher μB, only a slight deviation in the models can
be seen. As one goes to a higher value of the magnetic field
(eB ¼ 1.0 m2

π), ThN is observed to be higher. Due to the
higher order of magnitude of σel=T as compared to σH=T,
NB can be approximated by ratio ðI42=T2Þ=ðσel=TÞ. The
sharp decrease of I42=T2 as compared to σel=T give rise to
decreasing trend of NB with μB. Though NB decreases
with increasing μB the dynamical rate of decrease of NB
increases. Hence, the coefficient ThN mostly has negative
values throughout the whole temperature range at high
values of μB. Here, a clear effect of magnetic field values
can be observed in the upper and bottom panels of Fig. 3.
For the case of a higher magnetic field, the effect of the
Lorentz force is also high. Thus, the higher Lorentz force
increases the thermoelectric effects in the transverse direc-
tion, which results in higher values of the transverse
Thomson coefficient. Once this magnetic field vanishes,
the coefficient ThN drops to zero only.
For completeness, we further extend this study to the

case of a time-varying electromagnetic field. Here, as
mentioned in Eq. (86), we have considered the exponential
profile of the electromagnetic field. As the hadronic model
considered in this study represents a static medium, we
observe the effects of a time-varying magnetic field in a

snapshot at proper time τ ¼ 9 fm. The results presented in
Figs. 4 and 5 are focused on examining the influence of a
time-varying magnetic field on the transport behavior of the
hadronic medium. As the magnetic field decays and
weakens over time, the effects of Landau quantization
become negligible. Therefore, for a consistent comparison
between the dynamical and static magnetic field pictures,
Landau quantization has not been included in either case in
these plots, allowing us to keep the focus on the dynamical
effects of the temporal evolution of the field. As shown in
Fig. 4, the upper-left panel displays the variation of the
scaled electrical conductivity σel=T with temperature,
while the upper-right panel presents the Hall-like compo-
nent σH=T. The lower panels correspond to the scaled heat
current integrals I31=T2 and I42=T2, which constitute the
underlying inputs for evaluating the leading-order and
higher-order thermoelectric coefficients. Three distinct
scenarios are compared: the case without a magnetic field
(eB ¼ 0.0, black solid line), a constant magnetic field
(eB ¼ 1.0m2

π , cyan dashed line), and a time-dependent
magnetic field with decay parameter τB ¼ 6 fm (red dotted
line). At zero magnetic field, σel=T exhibits a monoton-
ically decreasing trend with increasing temperature, con-
sistent with the expected reduction of medium interaction
effects at higher temperatures [16]. The introduction of a
magnetic field modifies the charge transport behavior,
leading to an overall suppression in σel=T at low temper-
atures due to the cyclotron motion of charged hadrons. The
damping effect for the case of a decaying magnetic field is
smaller due to the reduction in the magnitude of the
magnetic field. In contrast, the Hall-like component
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FIG. 3. Transverse Thomson coefficient (ThN) as a function of temperature at magnetic field eB ¼ 0.1m2
π (upper panel) and eB ¼ 1.0

m2
π (lower panel) for baryon chemical potential at μB ¼ 0.10 GeV (left), 0.30 GeV (middle), and 0.40 GeV (right).
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σH=T shows a nonmonotonic structure, attaining a peak
in the low-temperature regime where the Lorentz force
contribution is dominant. The peak shifts toward lower
temperatures and decreases in magnitude when the field
becomes time dependent, indicating a dynamical competi-
tion between the magnetic relaxation time and the micro-
scopic relaxation processes.

The thermal integrals I31=T2 and I42=T2 exhibit com-
plementary trends. The integral I31=T2 remains negative
throughout the temperature range, gradually approaching
zero as the temperature increases, while I42=T2 shows a
pronounced peak structure analogous to that of σH=T.
These behaviors underline the sensitivity of heat flow to
both the strength and temporal variation of the magnetic
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field. Overall, the comparison among the three cases
shows that the presence of a time-varying magnetic field
reduces the magnitude of both electrical and thermal
transport in the hadronic medium. The decaying field
weakens the response of charged particles to the electro-
magnetic force, resulting in smoother and less pronounced
variations of the transport coefficients with temperature.
This suggests that time-dependent magnetic effects can
significantly impact the charge and heat transport proper-
ties of the hadronic matter produced in heavy-ion colli-
sions, providing a more realistic description of the medium
in evolving magnetic backgrounds.
The results presented in Fig. 5 show the temperature

dependence of the magneto-Thomson coefficient ThB
and the transverse Thomson coefficient ThN for different
magnetic field configurations in the hadronic medium
at μB ¼ 0.30 GeV. The integrals H1i

−H4i
, shown in

Eqs. (93)–(96), encapsulate the effects of electric and
heat current responses in the presence of both constant
and time-dependent magnetic fields, and serve as the
essential building blocks for evaluating magneto-Seebeck
coefficient SB and normalized Nernst coefficient NB. The
left panel shows that ThB decreases rapidly in magnitude
with temperature for all cases, indicating a diminishing
magneto-thermoelectric response in the high-temperature
regime. At zero magnetic field, ThB remains relatively
constant and small in magnitude, while the introduction of
a finite magnetic field (eB ¼ 1.0m2

π) enhances the response
significantly at lower temperatures. When the magnetic
field is allowed to decay in time with a decay parameter
τB ¼ 6 fm, the enhancement is notably suppressed, leading
to a less pronounced temperature dependence. This dem-
onstrates that the temporal damping of the magnetic field
reduces the magnetically induced thermoelectric effects
in the hadronic medium. The right panel shows ThN ,
which reflects the Hall-like component of higher-order
thermoelectric transport. Its temperature dependence arises
from the interplay between the temperature derivative of
the normalized Nernst coefficient and its magnitude. In the
absence of a magnetic field, ThN remains zero across
the entire temperature range due to the absence of NB.
When a static magnetic field is introduced, ThN attains
a negative value in the lower temperature region, indicating
the dynamical part T dNB

dT over NB is dominant in Eq. (77).
In the case of a time-varying magnetic field, the overall
value of ThN is notably positive and decreases to zero at
higher temperatures. Overall, these results reveal that
the leading transport coefficients, such as σel and σH,
have relatively less sensitivity toward a time-varying
magnetic field as compared to those of higher-order
thermoelectric transport coefficients. This enhanced sensi-
tivity arises from their dependence on temperature deriv-
atives and mixed charge–heat transport terms, making them
more responsive to the temporal evolution of the mag-
netic field.

IV. SUMMARY

In heavy-ion collisions, temperature gradients between
the central and peripheral regions of the created fireball,
especially in the presence of a non-zero baryon chemical
potential, can introduce thermoelectric effects within the
hot hadronic medium. The presence of a magnetic field
induces anisotropy in the system by breaking rotational
symmetry, enhancing direction-dependent thermoelectric
responses. In this work, for the first time, we estimate the
magneto-Thomson and transverse Thomson coefficients
using different HRG models in the presence of a magnetic
field. These higher-order thermoelectric coefficients arise
from the temperature dependence of the leading-order
thermoelectric coefficients. The Thomson coefficient quan-
tifies the net generation or absorption of heat in the medium
when current flows in the medium in the presence of a
temperature gradient. We have studied this phenomenon in
the presence of an external magnetic field. Here, the baryon
conservation is considered for the heat conduction in the
hot hadronic medium. Using the Gibbs-Duhem relation, we
relate the gradients in baryon chemical potential to those in
temperature, revealing the role of enthalpy in modifying the
thermoelectric coefficients. The net leading-order thermo-
electric coefficient vanishes for mesons due to their charge
symmetry; mesons still have a significant effect on the
leading-order thermoelectric coefficients because of their
contributions to enthalpy. Furthermore, we explore the
effect of different values of external magnetic fields on
these transport properties. It is observed that in the presence
of a higher magnetic field (eB ¼ 1.0m2

π), both the ThB and
ThN show higher values as compared to lower values of
magnetic field (eB ¼ 0.1m2

π). It is also observed that for
both the coefficients, the effect of different models is
mostly significant at higher temperatures. The results for
all four models almost overlap at the lower temperatures. In
the absence of a magnetic field, the magneto-Thomson
coefficient ThB reduces to the Thomson coefficient Th. On
the other hand, the transverse Thomson coefficient ThN
completely vanishes in the absence of a magnetic field
because of the vanishing Lorentz force. Recently, both
phenomena have also been studied in Ref. [65] for the QGP
medium in detail using the quasi-particle approach. The
study is extended to include a time-varying magnetic field
with an exponential decay profile, allowing an observation
of its impact on the dynamics of the hadronic medium. The
electrical conductivity and related heat current integrals
show that a decaying magnetic field leads to smoother
and weaker transport responses compared to the constant
magnetic field case. The magneto-Thomson and transverse
Thomson coefficients further show that the higher-order
thermoelectric transport is strongly influenced by magnetic
field dynamics. Concisely, the higher-order thermoelectric
coefficients exhibit a significantly stronger sensitivity to
time-varying magnetic fields than the leading-order trans-
port coefficients such as electrical conductivities and heat
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currents, highlighting the importance of magnetic field
evolution in realistic heavy-ion collision dynamics.
In the domain of spintronics, which includes both the

charge and spin degrees of freedom of electrons for
next-generation information processing technologies, the
Thomson coefficient plays a fundamental role in uncover-
ing spin-dependent thermoelectric phenomena. A special-
ized subfield, spin caloritronics, focuses on the influence of
temperature gradients on spin currents and magnetization
dynamics [71]. For instance, Ref. [72] discusses the
generation of spin currents via the spin Hall effect, wherein
a transverse spin current is induced in response to an
electric field, analogous to the conventional Hall effect.
Notably, thermoelectric-induced electric fields [12] can
also contribute to the spin Hall current, establishing a
direct link between thermal transport and spin dynamics.
Recent experimental studies have further revealed the
existence of a transverse Thomson effect in semimetallic
alloys [34], highlighting the complex coupling between
thermal gradients, charge transport, and magnetization.
This motivates exploration of similar phenomena in the
hot and dense QCD medium, where effects such as spon-
taneous magnetization may give rise to an anomalous
transverse Thomson effect, an area yet to be investigated
in the context of heavy-ion collisions. Therefore, a

comprehensive understanding of higher-order thermo-
electric phenomena in the hot QCD medium is not only
crucial for studying transport properties but also essential
for studying emergent spin-related effects, including the
spin Hall effect and spin polarization phenomena [73].
Overall, this study presents a detailed investigation of the
higher-order thermoelectric properties of hot and dense
hadronic matter within different HRG frameworks, empha-
sizing the impact of hadronic interactions and magnetic
fields.
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