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Abstract
In the present thesis, we have studied and explored some of the critical features of

the deconfined state of matter dubbed Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP). Big Bang the-

ory argues that this state of matter occurred during the universe’s initial evolution.

Thus, knowledge of this phase of matter is of significant importance for compre-

hending the evolution of the universe. For this purpose, the Ultra-Relativistic

Heavy Ion Collisions (URHIC) program is designed to gain access to the bulk

feature of the extreme quantum chromodynamics (QCD) matter created in the

experiments, namely Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) at Brookhaven Na-

tional Laboratory (BNL) and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at the European

Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN). The different properties of the ex-

treme matter that have been studied in this thesis are next-to-leading order (NLO)

dispersion properties for soft-moving quarks, screening masses of mesons, drag and

diffusion properties of heavy quarks (HQs), the specific shear viscosity of QGP and

energy loss of HQs propagating in QGP background. The theoretical techniques

which are utilized in order to study these properties are mainly hard thermal loop

(HTL) effective theory, which is required when one is interested in studying the soft

scale (∼ gT ) physics of the underlined theory QCD at finite temperatures, having g

as the strength of the interaction and the other technique which are utilized here is

the nonperturbative resummation approach dubbed as Gribov quantization. This

nonperturbative resummation deals with the magnetic scale of the theory through

the mass parameter having g2T order.

We have studied and calculated the quark self-energy at NLO and the corre-

sponding dispersion relations for the soft-moving quarks in the real-time formalism

(RTF) using an HTL effective theory. The four-point vertex diagram has been cal-

culated apart from the usual three-point vertex diagram, with the effective quark,

gluon propagators, and effective vertices taken into account. Since NLO disper-

sion relations depend on the estimation of NLO quark self-energy, NLO quark self-
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energy is expressed in terms of two-quarks-one-gluon and two-quarks-two-gluons

HTL effective vertex functions, which are further expressed in terms of solid angle

integrals. The solid angles and the momentum integrals in quark self-energy have

been computed numerically and plotted as a ratio of quark momentum and quark

energy. Utilizing that, we showed the NLO correction to quark damping rate and

quark energy for both quark modes. The obtained results for NLO dispersion

relations show the converging earlier results in the zero momentum limit. Since

HTL resummation deals with the electric scale of the theory, we have incorporated

the magnetic scale through the nonperturbative Gribov resummation approach in

order to study the mesonic correlation lengths. We have calculated the mesonic

screening masses both for quenched QCD and for (2+1) flavor QCD cases following

the analogies with the non-relativistic quantum chromodynamics (NRQCD) effec-

tive theory. The obtained results show that the Gribov quantization improves the

infrared dynamics of the theory, i.e., obtained results of mesonic screening masses

improve the earlier perturbative results in the low-temperature domain and are

well suited with the recent lattice measurements. Since HQs are considered a

suitable probe for QGP, thus we explored the heavy quark (HQ) dynamics using

the Gribov-Zwanziger (GZ) approach. We have estimated the drag and diffusion

coefficient of HQs moving in the QGP background. The interaction of HQs with

the medium constituents, which are encoded in the matrix elements, is calculated

through the GZ propagator for the mediator gluons to take into account the non-

perturbative outcomes pertinent to the phenomenologically accessible temperature

regime in QGP laboratory experiments. The obtained drag coefficient has been

utilized to estimate the momentum and temperature variation of HQ energy loss

propagating in the QGP background. Also, using the transverse diffusion coeffi-

cient, the temperature variation of the specific shear viscosity of the background

medium (QGP) has been obtained. We reported a higher energy loss of propa-

gating HQs compared to perturbative estimates. The shear viscosity to entropy
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density ratio is observed to comply with the anti-de Sitter/conformal field theory

(AdS/CFT) estimation over a more significant temperature regime compared to

the earlier perturbative expectation.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The quest to know how the universe operates is one of the main things that in-

trigues humankind. This quest leads to the four forces, i.e., electromagnetic, weak,

strong, and gravitational, through which fundamental interactions that exist in na-

ture can be described. Here, we will focus mainly on the nature of strong forces,

which are relevant to studying strongly coupled systems. A short overview of the

background of QCD, which is the quantum field theory (QFT) of strong interac-

tions, is presented here.

Roughly, the history of QCD starts in 20th century with the discovery of strongly

interacting subatomic particles having a longer lifetime, namely proton and neu-

tron, prior to second world war [1–3]. The other lighter particles like mesons, pions,

and kaons were first discovered in 1947 through cosmic rays events [4,5]. However,

at that time, these and all other recently discovered particles were regarded as

elementary. The leptons, which came to light around the same time period, were

thought to be elementary, and this is still true today.

As the particle accelerator facilities developed with time, the number of strongly

1
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interacting particles (including the discoveries of Λ [6] and ∆ [7] and their other

variants, as well as charged and uncharged variants of these particles) increased

drastically. The idea that all particles are fundamental and indivisible was changed

to a new paradigm. How to organize them in a well-mannered fashion was a chal-

lenging task, and the first proposed method relied on the representation theory of

SU(3) group matrix in 1961 [8, 9]. This organization of particles was the earlier

generalization of SU(2) gauge group based on isospin symmetry, explaining new

features of the observed particles. However, it turned out to need to be completed.

Nevertheless, later on, after a few years, a final proposal was made [10, 11] which

claims that these recently discovered particles were not fundamental at all but

are composite, made through an SU(3) triplet of fundamental particles named as

quarks [12]. Although the same symmetry group had been used before, the con-

sideration of quarks as the fundamental degree of freedom of strong interaction

was a fundamentally important step. Many more hadronic resonances have been

discovered since then, but their characteristics are now well described utilizing the

underlined theory of QCD.

There are just three sorts of quarks in the quark model at first: u(p), d(own), and

s(trange) quarks. Although the first two were sufficient to explain the structure

of protons and neutrons, the third one was required to understand the features

of kaons, which come out to be the first strange particles. The studies of weak

interaction properties led to the idea of the fourth quark [13], namely c(harm)

quark, which was discovered experimentally [14, 15] in the same decade as it was

proposed so. The other two quarks’ predictions were also theoretically made dur-

ing the development of weak sector interactions studies [16]. Thus, we got the

three families of quarks consisting of each of 2, a model that is reliable to date.

The experimental verification [17] of b(ottom) quark was also made soon after

its theoretical proposal. However, the ultimate and heaviest t(op) quark was ob-

served experimentally in 1995 [18,19]. Some of the features of quarks are shown in
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Table 1.1. The ’Other’ column lists various quantum numbers that vanish unless

specifically mentioned.

With the quark model resounding success, on the theoretical front, the discov-

Flavour Mass Charge Other
u(p) 2.16+0.49

−0.26 MeV 2/3 isospin 1/2
d(own) 4.67+0.48

−0.17 MeV -1/3 isospin -1/2
s(trange) 93+11

−5 MeV -1/3 strangeness -1
c(harm) 1.27+0.02

−0.02 GeV 2/3 charmness 1
b(ottom) 4.18+0.03

−0.02 GeV -1/3 bottomness -1
t(op) 172.9+0.4

−0.4 GeV 2/3 topness 1

Table 1.1: Different features of quarks [20]

ery of asymtotic freedom of non-abelian Yang-Mills theory [21, 22] in 1973 finally

made it possible a QFT of quarks and gluons as fundamental degrees of freedom

-now utilizing SU(3) as a local gauge symmetry-this will be discussed in detail

further in this Chapter. This QFT is referred to as QCD due to its similarities

with the analogous theory of electromagnetic interaction, Quantum Electrodynam-

ics (QED). The other remarkable prior experimental result was the deep inelastic

scattering performed at the Stanford Linear Accelerator Center (SLAC) in 1969,

demonstrating that the nucleons indeed have substructures [23], as well as the 3-

jet events, confirming the existence of gluons, performed at Deutsches Elektronen-

Synchrotron [24] in 1979. Lastly, the deconfined phase of matter - QGP, in which

the truly fundamental degrees of freedom are quarks and gluons, was finally dis-

covered in 2000 [25]. For the more recent development, one can look at review [20].

This Chapter will cover the fundamental features of QFT of strong interactions,

i.e., QCD, its fundamental properties, and its applications to understanding the

deconfined state of matter, i.e., QGP.
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1.1 Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)

After a brief history of the modern theory of strong interactions QCD [26, 27] in

which the fundamental partonic degree of freedom are quarks and gluons, let us

focus on the mathematical language of the theory. The Lagrangian of the theory

is written as

LQCD = −1

4
F µν
a F a

µν +
∑︂
α

Ψ̄α(i /D −mα)Ψα (1.1)

The non-abelian gauge field strength tensor F a
µν is given by

F a
µν = ∂µAa

ν − ∂νAa
µ + gsfabcAb

µAc
ν , (1.2)

where Aa
µ is the non-abelian gauge field with color index a (runs from 1, 2, · · · 8),

gs =
√
4παs is the strong running coupling strength and fabc are completely anti-

symmetric structure constant. In eq. (1.1), the index α = u, d, s, c, b, t is the

flavor index and Dµ is the covariant derivative defined as Dµ = ∂µ − igsAµ where

Aµ = Aa
µT

a. Here T a’s are generators of SU(3) group following the lie algebra as

[T a, T b] = ifabcT c. The fermionic field Ψα can be represented as

Ψα =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝
Ψred

Ψblue

Ψgreen

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠
α

(1.3)

Here, we have red, blue, and green as the three-color quantum number corresponds

to a quark of massmα. The running coupling term in eq. (1.2) signifies that F a
µνF

µν
a

consists of terms like gs∂νAa
µf

abcAµbAνc and g2fabcfajkAb
µAc

νAµjAνk. These terms

contribute to 3 and 4-point gluonic vertices in Feynman graphs, respectively. This

self-interaction feature of QCD distinct it from the QED, where theory has no self-
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interactions. This feature of self-interaction between gluon leads to the remarkable

property of theory, namely aymptotic freedom, which we are going to discuss in

the following subsection.

1.1.1 Key Properties

In QED, the electric charges are screened due to vacuum fluctuations, while in

QCD, due to the self-interaction property of gluons, the color charges get anti-

screened. This leads to the fact that as we start increasing the energy scale (Q)

to probe the matter, the QCD coupling strength starts decreasing. This unique

phenonemenon is known as aymptotic freedom [21, 22, 28]. The significance of

this property on the qualitative nature of QCD was first pointed out by Collins

and Perry shortly after the discovery of aymptotic freedom [29, 30]. The one-loop

running coupling of QCD is given by [21,22]

αs

(︁
Q2

)︁
=
g2 (Q2)

4π
=

4π(︁
11− 2

3
Nf

)︁
ln
(︂

Q2

Λ2
QCD

)︂ , (1.4)

where Nf and Q2 represent the number of quark flavors and the four-momentum

transfers, respectively. ΛQCD is the typical QCD scale parameter having value

roughly around ∼ 0.2GeV . Because of the asymptotic property of QCD, per-

turbative approaches are reliable for studying various features of the theory. In

figure 1.1, the average value of running coupling estimation is provided and cal-

culated via different sub-field approaches. The precise determination of running

coupling and masses of different quarks is essential to studying the different ob-

servables of the theory.

The other important property of the QCD is that this theory possesses a property

known as color-confinment [31,32]. The fundamental degrees of freedom of QCD,

i.e., quarks, are not detected freely as an individual entity in experiments but in-

stead appear in combined forms in bound states like hadrons. In principle, one
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Figure 1.1: (Left) The average value of αs(M
2
z ) and its uncertainty for 7 different sub-

fields [33]. (Top) measurements of αs(Q
2) as a function of the energy scale Q. (Bottom)

There are two zones for running coupling, perturbative domain, and non-perturbative
domain, each having unique features [34].

may try to demonstrate this from the QCD lagrangian, but this is a non-trivial

task to be performed, and in fact, it has no complete analytic proof till now.

Nevertheless, the field theory studies on lattices, i.e., lattice field theory, which is

the first principle QCD approach [35], suggest that in the systems that are based

on QCD lagrangians do indeed exhibit confinement and are very successful in ex-

plaining these bound states, hadrons properties like mass spectra [36]. Apart from

lattice studies, the effective models, which are based on the underlying symmetries

of QCD, are reliable for understanding the phenomenon of confinement and low

energy dynamics of the theory.
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1.2 QCD phase diagram

In Figure 1.2, the various phases of strongly interacting matter are shown, i.e.,

quarks and gluon system at different temperatures and baryon chemical potential,

which is a measurement of the asymmetry between quarks and anti-quarks. The

phase diagram shown in Figure 1.2 can be divided roughly into three different re-

gions, namely the hadronic phase, the QGP phase, and the color-superconducting

phase.

In the QGP phase, quarks and gluons are in the deconfined state, and chiral

  

Figure 1.2: Various phases of strongly interacting matter [37]

symmetry is restored [38]. This phase consists of the partons, which move ap-

proximately freely in the medium due to the screening of strong color forces and

are believed to have existed in the early cosmos a few microseconds after the Big

Bang. On the other hand, the hadronic phase corresponds to the vacuum state

of QCD, and within this phase, the partons are confined inside the hadrons. The

color-superconducting phase [39–41] arises at very high densities, low tempera-

tures scenario, and it is expected that partons might stick together strongly in



Chapter 1. Introduction 8

this phase. It is anticipated within this phase that after quark pair formation,

quarks will operate like a fluid and result in the features of color conduction with-

out any hindrances.

For µB = 0 region of the phase diagram is well understood by Lattice QCD

(LQCD) calculations, and thermodynamics of QCD like pressure, energy density,

entropy density, and trace-anomaly has been studied from the first principle cal-

culations. It has been found that there is a rise in pressure and energy density

around T = 160 MeV, which indicates that there is a change in the effective degree

of freedom from hadrons to quarks and gluons. This phenomenon is widely known

as confinemnt-deconfinement transition. With further refined studies of LQCD, it

was concluded that this is not a strict phase transition but a rapid cross-over [42].

For finite µB, LQCD suffers from infamous sign problems and other systematic

uncertainties.

A number of ways have been opted out to resolve the issue. Some of them in-

clude the Taylor series expansion [43–47] around µB = 0 and analytic continua-

tion [48, 49] from imaginary to real µB are promising. From these studies, it was

concluded that the phase transition from hadronic state to QGP is a cross-over

around the region µB/T ≳ 2 [50]. Recently, a new Taylor series resummation has

been proposed at finite chemical potential [51], and the QCD equation of state

has been studied using this new approach [52]. However, the QCD phase diagram

remains to be explored widely from LQCD techniques. Apart from LQCD, sev-

eral effective models have been utilized to understand the nature of QCD phase

transition, and these models suggest that there is a first-order phase transition at

high baryon densities having a critical point at (Tc, µc). The first order transition

is not a chiral phase transition. The approximate chiral symmetry does not give

an order parameter for this transition. If µB > µc then crossover becomes first

order chiral phase transition [53–56] which ends at another critical point (TF , µF ).

If these deconfined and chiral phase transitions do not coincide, then there is a
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possibility of some exotic phases like quarkyonic phase [57, 58] which are chiral

symmetric but confined phase [59,60] may exist.

The existence of this final critical point µF has been suggested theoretically [61–64]

and later on confirmed through lattice simulations [65]. Although with effective

models, this point is known to have some uncertainty, locating it precisely in the

phase diagram is still challenging. The Beam Energy Scan (BES) program at RHIC

has been developed to find its location precisely by creating QGP with different

µB and T by varying the colliding energy (
√
s) of heavy nuclei.

1.3 Heavy-ion collisions (HIC): Overview

  

Figure 1.3: Typical diagram for HIC system [66].

The QCD phase diagram was covered in the previous section, and the phase

in which we are interested in this thesis is the deconfined phase of quarks and

gluons, i.e., the QGP phase. In order to study this phase, the HIC experiments

are designed in such a way that heavy and stable ions are accelerated with very
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high energies so that they collide relativistically and create similar situations as the

early universe scenario in the laboratory. A typical diagram for the HIC system

is shown in Figure 1.3. The experimental facilities of these HIC systems started

with the Bevelac facility in Lawrence Berkley National Laboratory (LBNL) [67]

where first-time collectivity phenomena were observed [68]. In further facilities like

Alternating Gradient Synchrotron (AGS) at BNL and Super-Proton Synchrotron

(SPS) at “Conseil Européen pour la Recherche Nucléeaire” (CERN), the energies

of the incoming ions have been increased. Later on, the experimental program,

namely the RHIC, started in 2000 in which the center of mass energy of the

incoming nucleons is around
√
s = 7.7− 200 GeV, and for the first time, the QGP

signals were detected [69–71]. At this energy significant coherence was observed

in the created system, which could not be achieved through simple one-to-one

nucleon-nucleon collisions [72, 73], and the energy density also lies according to

LQCD prediction, which confirms the QGP formation in this HIC systems [74].

At the present day, the maximum energy achieved in HIC experiments is at LHC,

which is
√
s = 5.02 TeV in Pb-Pb collision and

√
s = 5.44 TeV in Xe-Xe collision.

The other future experiments which are designed to study the high baryon density

of QCD phase diagram are Compressed Baryonic Matter (CBM) [75] at Facility

for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR) at Gesellschaft für Schwerionenforschung

(GSI) and Nuclotron-based Ion Collider fAcility (NICA) at Joint Institute for

Nuclear Research (JINR), which will be useful to study the matter in the core of

neutron star.

As discussed earlier, due to asymptotic freedom at large energies, the strength

of the strong interaction is reduced. Consequently, in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion

collisions (URHIC), most quarks and the Lorentz-contracted nuclei pass-through

each other, taking on a pancake-like shape that releases a substantial amount of

energy at the collision’s center. Depending on this energy density, the formed

medium either consists of a gas of interacting hadrons or a deconfined medium of
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quarks and gluons. The different stages of the fireball created after these collisions

are shown in Figure 1.4.

  

Figure 1.4: Schmetic diagram for the space-time evolution of HIC system [76]

1.3.1 Pre-equilibrium phase

At RHIC, at time τ < 0 (before collision time), two beams of Lorentz contracted

gold nuclei are accelerated with a speed close to the speed of light in the opposite

directions and introduced to collide at the particular positions; let us say at z± t.

The collision occurs to happen at t = z = 0, and the interacting matter creates

a large amount of energy in the central region near z ∼ 0. In this stage (0 <

τ < τ0), the system is out-of-equilibrium, and the evolutions in the transverse

plane, i.e., directions that are transverse to the original beam direction, can be

considered to be static. As a result, the system’s evolution dynamics favor the

longitudinal direction expansion of the system. This initial stage can be more
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accurately described by a dense ensemble of gluon walls using an effective theory

known as Colar Class Condensate (CGC) [77,78]. The matter produced after this

stage needs around 10−23 seconds to attain the thermal equilibrium state and form

the QGP state.

1.3.2 Thermalized QGP phase

After a time τ0, the system consisting of a deconfined medium of quarks and gluons,

i.e., QGP, quickly expands and cools down because of thermal pressure gradients.

After the locally equilibrated QGP formation, the subsequent hadronization takes

place continuously at the edge of the fireball during the time period τ0 < τ < τf

after a critical temperature Tc which is estimated to be 160 MeV using LQCD

techniques. The expansion of the system during this stage is well described by

the effective theory of hydrodynamics [79–82], which relies mainly on the con-

servation laws of energy, momentum and other conserved charges of the system.

In section 1.5, the theoretical approaches needed to investigate this stage of HIC

will be covered. It takes roughly a time period of around 10 fm/c for the QGP

state to hadronize, and thus, the system gradually becomes ready for the ultimate

freeze-out state, which has a freeze-out time τf .

1.3.3 Freeze-out

After a time of τ ∼ 20 > τf fm/c, the hadron gas undergoes chemical freeze-

out, where the inelastic collisions come to an end [83]. Thus, the particle number

becomes conserved, but elastic collisions between hadrons occur after chemical

freeze-out, and local equilibrium can still be conserved. Kinetic freeze-out happens

when the particle’s mean free path surpasses the system’s size over a period of time.

At this point, the hadrons no longer interact in any way, and their momenta are

constant. The hydrodynamic description can not be applied directly since the
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system is out of equilibrium now. Also, the anisotropic hydrodynamics [80, 84,

85] has been developed, which considers the large space-momentum anisotropies

into consideration. The hadrons coming out after kinetic freeze-out freely move

until they reach the detector. The particle yield is well described by the thermal

statistical models [86–89].

1.4 QGP Probes

After a brief overview of HIC, whose main aim is to produce and detect the novel

state of matter having a fundamental degree of freedom as quarks and gluons, let us

discuss the probes of this matter. Due to the collective phenomena of the plasma,

the collection of distinct data of the various transitory phases that constitute QGP

is required to describe the deconfined nature of matter. Because of the confining

traits of the QCD vacuum, the direct signals of QGP can not be detected. Thus, it

is mainly studied through indirect probes. The deconfined QCD matter properties

are extracted by the final state particles coming out of the fireball and reaching

the detector. Some of the essential probes used to access the QGP properties are

discussed below.

1.4.1 Electromagnetic probes

Electromagnetic (EM) probes, i.e., photons and dileptons, are quite helpful probes

in characterizing the hot and dense matter created in HIC experiments, see for ex-

ample [90–95] for reviews. The primary cause of this is that they mostly interact

with the medium particles through electromagnetic (EM) interactions rather than

(directly) interacting with them. On the basis of the EM and strong couplings,

it can be inferred that the photons and dileptons mean free path is greater than

the extent of the generated firball [96, 97]. Thus, photons and dileptons can nav-

igate in the medium with minimal disturbance and convey data from their place
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of generation to the detector [98, 99]. Small EM coupling also entails the rare

production of photons and dileptons in contrast to strongly interacting particles

like pions. For instance, in contrast, to decay into pions, the suppression of state

ρ(770) vector meson decay into electron-positron duo or muon-antimuon duo is

∼ 10−5. See [100] for the corresponding branching ratio.

Another key feature of these probes is that they are produced at all stages of the

collision phenomena. As a result, they can be utilized to gather data from every

stage of the fireball that is generated, ranging from the first hard scattering process

through the pre-equilibrium phase and QGP to the hadronic gas phase. However,

this information over a particular phase is very complicated with the space-time

structure of the created medium, which makes it very challenging to obtain the

properties of a specific phase, like the equilibrated QGP phase or hadronic phase.

These probes, mainly dileptons, are also helpful for learning information regarding

various features of the QCD phase diagram, like the precise position of first-order

phase transitions and proposed critical endpoints. The light mesons can theo-

retically describe the thermal dilepton and thermal photon spectra because they

contain the same quantum number as the photon. Thus, the light meson can

be directly transformed into a real or virtual photon, which, subsequently, can

decay into a lepton-antilepton duo, i.e., dilepton. So, light vector mesons like

ρ(770), ω(782), ϕ(1020) serve as a bridge between strongly interacting regimes and

emitted EM particles. In actuality, light vector mesons with the substantial contri-

bution dominance from vector meson ρ(770), also called vector meson dominance

(VMD), can be used to explain the emitted thermal electromagnetic spectrum.

See the most recent review [95] for further information.

1.4.2 Jet quenching

As discussed earlier, experimentally, due to color confinement, the direct detection

of high-momentum quarks and gluons is not possible. As a result, they develop and
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radiate into a parton beam. At the last stage of the shower, these partons hadronize

and generate final state hadrons. The final hadron transverse spectrum consists

of knowledge about the changes of the parent parton created in the earliest hard

scattering process. Although each hadron, on average, consists of some fraction

of momentum from the parent parton. However, in order to get a more precise

picture, jets are introduced. Jets are objects that are based on clusters of final-state

particles built from a quark or a gluon, which are the state-of-the-art approach that

could retain a larger proportion of momentum from the mother parton momentum

in comparison to individual hadrons.

Jet quenching, also referred to as attenuation of jets, is a crucial experimental

demonstration of parton energy loss in QCD matter and strong experimental proof

for that in nucleus-nucleus collision at RHIC [70, 71] and at LHC [101, 102] has

been found. Apart from the medium-induced effects, jet observables such as jet

momentum spectra [103, 104] and dijet angular distributions [105, 106] are pretty

sensitive to study the initial parton distribution of heavy nuclei. Apart from

this, the nuclear modification factor plays a crucial role in studying the parton

distribution function utilizing jets in smaller systems such as proton-ion collisions

and is very important in HIC data interpretation [107,108]. For some review, look

at Ref. [109–112].

1.4.3 Heavy quarkonia suppression

In the pre-equilibrium stage, strong scattering between partons results in the pro-

duction of heavy quarks and anti-quarks, which eventually form the bound states

known as heavy quarkonia. Charmonium (J/Ψ) refers to the bound states of

charm quarks (cc̄), while bottomonium (Υ) refers to the bound states of beauty

quarks (bb̄) [14, 15, 17]. The color charges in the QGP get screened due to the

presence of the medium partons in the plasma. This process is widely known as

Debye screening. At high temperatures, due to debye screening, the interaction
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strength between QQ̄, weakens, leading to the dissociation of the bound state and

suppressing its production. The suppression of heavy quarkonia is considered an

important probe and acts as a thermometer for QGP and was first proposed by

Matsui and Satz in 1986 [113]. Experimentally, the signals are obtained through

the quarkonium decaying to lepton pairs [114], and theoretically, quarkonium spec-

tral functions are studied through various potential models [115,116] and have been

extracted through LQCD [117].

1.4.4 Anisotropic flow

In HIC experiments, because of the non-centrality, the shape of the produced fire-

ball deforms and looks like an almond (as seen in Fig. 1.5). It occurs due to

the pressure gradients developing in opposite directions, resulting in the preferen-

tial expansion of produced matter in the longitudinal direction. As a result, the

distribution of momentum, number density, or energy with respect to the direc-

tion of the beam becomes anisotropic. One of the most significant experimental

evidence supporting collective flow in HIC is azimuthal anisotropy in particle gen-

eration [118–123]. Fourier coefficients of the azimuthal distribution of the particle

yield are given by [124]:

  
Figure 1.5: Schematic picture of a non-central HIC
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E
dN

dϕ
∝ 1 +

∞∑︂
n=1

2vn cos [n (ϕ−Ψn)] (1.5)

Here, vn are the flow coefficients for the nth harmonic with respect to the flow

plane angle Ψn. For central collision, vn = 0, and only radial flow exists. The

direct flow and elliptic flow correspond to vn = 1 and vn = 2, respectively. A

non-zero value of elliptic flow as measured by RHIC experiment shows early ther-

malization and formation of QGP [125]. The hydrodynamic behavior of QGP,

where pressure gradients induce the matter to flow and disperse the momentum

anisotropically [126,127], can account for the large elliptic flow observation.

1.4.5 Strangeness enhancement

Strangness enhancement is one of the essential probes of QGP in HIC [128–131]. In

the initial stage of HIC, the strangeness is almost zero since the valence quarks are

made up of light up and down quarks. The light partons interact with themselves

to produce strange quark pairs in the later stages of HIC. These strange quark

pairs become quasi-free and interact with other quark anti-quark pairs to form

strange particles. Threshold energy, i.e., 2Ms, whereMs is the mass of the strange

quark, is required in the initial stage interaction to make the strange pair of quarks.

Also, the gluon-gluon interaction dominates the light quark anti-quark interaction

for forming the strange quark pairs. In the hadronic phase, the strange particle

production is highly suppressed because of the large mass of strange quarks. Thus,

the production of strange particles will provide signals for the QGP formation.

Kaon production is mainly responsible for strangeness because of their lowest rest

mass among strange mesons. The yield of the ratio of strange to non-strange

hadrons like K/π, ϕ/ω, and Λ̄/Λ acts as an experimental observable to get an idea

about strangeness enhancement [132].
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1.5 Methods of studying QGP

In order to study QGP or, in general, to understand the strongly interacting sys-

tem, the compelling framework is perturbation theory, which is very flexible in

the way that it can be applied to study real-time observables as well as non-zero

densities. Perturbation theory mainly relies on the weak coupling expansion pro-

cedure, which depends on expanding the functional integrals to define the physical

observables in powers of running coupling. However, a number of different other

methods are also available, like computational ones, which are non-perturbative.

We will briefly discuss both approaches, namely perturbative and non-perturbative

approaches, to study strongly interacting matter.

1.5.1 Perturbative approaches

The perturbative analysis requires the resummation of Feynmann graphs of all

loops in order to obtain a valid result in terms of a strong coupling constant of g.

Due to poor converging results of observables, additional resummations are often

required. The problems are mainly connected to the soft collective excitations,

which have the momentum scales as gT, g2T . Such contribution often leads to

infrared (IR) issues in the bare perturbation theory. These soft collective modes

require an appropriate determination of the IR degree of freedom (DOF) followed

by some effective description for them. Indeed, it is a widely recognized fact in

plasma physics that colllective excitation occurs at soft, i.e., gT scale. The col-

lective effects are well organized in a mathematically consistent, up-to-date, and

gauge-invariant description in the HTL effective theory [133–135]. The idea was

originally given by Brateen and Pisarski [136,137], by Frenkel and Taylor [138,139]

and Taylor and Wong [140, 141]. In Ref. [141], HTL’s relationship to the kinetic

theory of the underlying hard modes is well examined. Apart from HTL effective

theory, there are other effective approaches as well, which are based on dimen-
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sional reduction [142–146]. This technique is quite successful in describing the

thermodynamic quantities. We will discuss more about the HTL resummation in

the following Chapter 2 and also look at some reviews on the HTL and related

topics in [147–149].

There are primarily two comprehensive formalisms for perturbative thermal field

theory: “imaginary-time” formalism (ITF) and RTF. Both formalisms are roughly

equivalent in terms of features like IR sensitivity, and which formalism is more suit-

able to use relies on the observable under consideration. The RTF is applicable

even in systems that are out of thermal equilibrium and quite helpful in studying

quantities like particle production rates and spectral functions. In comparison, ITF

is constructed on the assumption of thermal equilibrium from scratch. This for-

malism is very useful for the estimation of bulk thermodynamic time-independent

observables. For a more recent review, please look at [150,151].

1.5.2 Nonperturbative approaches

Since perturbative methods are useful only for the high-temperature regime, how-

ever, the temperatures obtained at RHIC and LHC experiments are slightly near

to critical temperature Tc. Thus, for the lab-made QGP, near the phase transition,

the non-perturbative effects must be considered for a more reliable picture. Many

non-perturbative approaches in the literature are quite useful in order to deal with

the high coupling scenario. LQCD is among them, which is a first principle nu-

merical approach based on QCD lagrangian [35, 152]. This theory is formulated

on grids (lattices) on space-time points. When the size of the considered lattice is

taken to be very large, and the spacing between the lattices is reduced to zero, then

the QCD continuum is achieved. LQCD is quite successful in probing the QCD

matter near Tc where a phase transition occurs from hadronic matter to deconfined

QGP phase. QCD thermodynamics and other relevant quantities at finite temper-

ature and zero chemical potential have been calculated very accurately [153–163]
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using LQCD.

Apart from LQCD, there are various other non-perturbative models based on

the QCD symmetries and the inputs taken from LQCD. Some of them includes

the effective models like color singlet model [164], Nambu -Jona Lasinio (NJL)

model [165, 166], its Polykov loop extended version (PNJL) model [167–169], chi-

ral perturbation theory [170], quasi-particle model [171], Linear Sigma model

(LSM) [172], Hadron resonance gas (HRG) [173] and functional renormalization

group method [174]. Also, the Gribov-Zwanziger prescription is an effective non-

perturbative resummation approach that improves the QCD thermodynamics [175],

and we will use this approach in Chapter 4 and Chapter 5. More details about

this will be provided in Chapter 2.

1.6 Outline of the thesis

This thesis aims to explore some of the properties of deconfined matter using the

resummed perturbation theory, namely HTL effective theory, and using the non-

perturbative resummation approach, namely Gribov resummation. The properties

of deconfined matter that have been studied are dispersion laws for soft moving

quarks (chapter 3), screening masses of mesons (chapter 4) and drag, diffusion

coefficients, energy loss of HQs, shear viscosity to entropy density ratio of QGP

(chapter 5). The thesis has been organized as follows: After this brief introduc-

tion, in chapter 2, we will review the two formalisms of finite temperature field

theory, namely RTF and ITF, and give a brief overview of the HTL effective the-

ory. Later, we will discuss the QCD quantization using the Gribov procedure and

will provide relevant details about the Gribov approach to QCD.

In Chapter 3, we studied the quark self-energy at NLO and the associated

NLO dispersion relations using the HTL resummation in RTF formalism. In NLO,

we have replaced all the propagators and vertices with the HTL-effective ones in
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the usual quark self-energy diagram. Additionally, a four-point vertex diagram also

contributes to the quark NLO self-energy. We calculate the usual quark self-energy

diagram and the four-point vertex diagram separately. Using those, we express the

NLO quark self-energy in terms of the three- and four-point HTL-effective vertex

integrals. Using the Feynman parametrization, we express the integrals containing

the three- and four-point HTL effective vertex functions in terms of the solid angles.

After completing the solid angle integrals, we numerically calculate the momentum

integrals in the quark NLO self-energy expression and show the final results of the

said observable as a function of the ratio of quark momentum and quark energy.

Utilizing the NLO quark self-energy, we plot the NLO correction to dispersion

laws.

InChapter 4, we have calculated mesonic correlation lengths of various mesonic

observables using the non-perturbative Gribov resummation, both for quenched

QCD and (2 + 1) flavor QCD. This study follows the analogies with the NRQCD

effective theory, a well-known theory for studying heavy quarkonia at zero temper-

ature. The non-perturbative resummation used improves the earlier perturbative

results in the low-temperature domain and is well suited to recent lattice measure-

ments.

In Chapter 5, we investigate the momentum-dependent drag and diffusion

coefficient of HQs moving in the QGP background. The leading order scattering

amplitudes required for this purpose have been obtained using the GZ propagator

for the mediator gluons to consider the non-perturbative estimations relevant to

the phenomenologically accessible temperature regime. The HQ drag and diffusion

coefficients so obtained have been implemented to estimate the temperature and

momentum variation of the energy loss of the HQ as well as the temperature

variation of the shear viscosity to entropy density ration (η/s) of the background

medium. Our results suggest a higher energy loss of the propagating HQ compared

to the perturbative estimates. In contrast, the η/s is observed to comply with the
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AdS/CFT estimation over a significantly more comprehensive temperature range

compared to the perturbative expectation.

Finally, we summarize this thesis in Chapter 6 and give some possible exten-

sions of the work provided in this thesis.



CHAPTER 2

METHODOLOGY

In this chapter, we will discuss the methodology used in chapters 3, 4, and 5. We

will provide a general overview of the formalism used in order to study the thermal

field theory, namely RTF and ITF. After these formalisms, we will discuss the HTL

effective theory in detail, which has been utilized in Chapter 3 calculations. Later

on, we will discuss the Gribov ambiguity in QCD and QCD quantization using the

Gribov procedure in detail for chapters 4 and 5 completeness.

2.1 Thermal quantum field theory

At T = 0 field theory, one primarily focus on the S matrix elements which are con-

nected through the reduction formula known as Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann

(LSZ) reduction formula (see e.g. [27]) to vacuum expectation values of a collection

of time-ordered operators T [Ô]. By acting on the vaccum states |Ω⟩ these oper-

ators Ô create asymptotic states that represent the particles which are infinitely

far in the future or past. Statistical field theory differs from the T = 0 field theory

23
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mainly in two ways. Firstly, one needs to take into consideration the statisti-

cal fluctuations coming via the macroscopic detailing of the state of the system.

Let us consider a medium which is described by the states |i⟩ at initial time t0

then the ensemble average consisting of both statistical and quantum-mechanical

fluctuation is given by

⟨︂
Ô (t0)

⟩︂
= Tr ρ̂ (t0) Ô (t0) , ρ̂ (t0) ≡

∑︂
i

pi (t0) |i⟩⟨i|, (2.1)

where ρ̂ describes the density operator given in terms of probabilities. At the later

time say t1, the density operator evolves through the time-translation operator,

and the expectation value becomes ρ̂ (t1)

⟨︂
Ô (t1)

⟩︂
= Tr ρ̂ (t1) Ô (t1) = TrU (t1, t0) ρ̂ (t0)U (t0, t1) Ô (t1) . (2.2)

In terms of field bases (the field is a bosonic field here, which can be considered

as a single component of gauge field Aµ), one can write Eq. (2.2)

⟨︂
Ô (t1)

⟩︂
=

∑︂
i,j,k,l

⟨Φi |U (t1, t0)|Φj⟩ ρjk ⟨Φk |U (t0, t1)|Φl⟩Oli, (2.3)

where ρjk ≡ ⟨Φj|ρ̂|Φk⟩ and similar expression can be written for the operator Oli.

Now, the matrix elements of the evolution operator U (t1, t0) can be represented

utilizing the path integral formulation as

⟨Φi |U (t1, t0)|Φj⟩ =
⟨︂
Φi

⃓⃓⃓
e−iĤ(t1−t0)

⃓⃓⃓
Φj

⟩︂
=

∫︂ Φ1(t1)=Φi

Φ1(t0)=Φj

DΦ1(t)e
iS(Φ1), (2.4)

Similarly, using the unitarity property, we get

⟨Φk |U (t0, t1)|Φl⟩ =
⟨︂
Φk

⃓⃓⃓
e−iĤ(t0−t1)

⃓⃓⃓
Φl

⟩︂
=

∫︂ Φ2(t1)=Φl

Φ2(t0)=Φk

DΦ2(t)e
−iS(Φ2) (2.5)
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Here, Ĥ is the Hamiltonian of the system. Thus Eq. (2.3) becomes

⟨︂
Ô (t1)

⟩︂
=

∑︂
i,j,k,l

∫︂ Φ1(t1)=Φi

Φ1(t0)=Φj

DΦ1(t)

∫︂ Φ2(t1)=Φl

Φ2(t0)=Φk

DΦ2(t)e
iS(Φ1)−iS(Φ2)ρjkOli. (2.6)

The indices ijkl refer to the field configuration of the corresponding states |i⟩,

while the labelling 1 and 2 denote the time evolution of ket (1) and bra (2). The

unitarity of the evolution operator accounts for the minus sign in the exponent of

the action in Eq. (2.6), which is also referred to as the “doubling of the degree of

freedom”. The density operator in the grand canonical ensemble has the following

structure.

ρ̂eq =
1

Z
e−β(Ĥ−µiN̂ i), Z = Tr e−β(Ĥ−µiN̂ i), (2.7)

where the number operator and chemical potential are denoted by N̂ i and µi,

respectively. It can be seen that the equilibrium form of the density matrix is

similar to the evolution operator with a time argument of −iβ from Eq. (2.7).

Consequently, the path integral form of the density matrix can be expressed as

(ρeq)jk ≡
⟨︁
Φj

⃓⃓
ρ̂eq

⃓⃓
Φk

⟩︁
=

1

Z

∫︂ ΦE(t0−iβ)=±Φj

ΦE(t0)=Φk

DΦEe
−SE(ΦE), (2.8)

where SE is the Euclidean action, SE =
∫︁ β

0
dτLE. The field at t = t0−iβ is equiva-

lent to ±Φj, with the upper sign corresponds to a periodic boundary condition for

bosonic fields and the lower one referring to an anti-periodic boundary condition

for fermionic fields.

In equilibrium, the density operator commutes with the Hamiltonian
[︂
ρ̂eq, Ĥ

]︂
= 0,

and is thus time-translation invariant. While for the operators which are separated

in time, such as Ô = Ôi (t1) Ôj (t2) with t1 < t2, the action of the first operator

Oi (t1) on the density operator creates a non-equilibrium state which is character-

ized by a new density matrix ρ̂ (t1) = ρ̂eq Ôi (t1). The new density operator does
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not commute with the Hamiltonian Ĥ, and thus, the integral over real branches is

no longer trivial. The contour consisting of two real branches and one imaginary

one is known as Schwinger-Keldysh (SK) contour [176, 177] shown in Figure 2.1

(see [178] for more details).

  

Figure 2.1: The SK contour on the complex time plane.

Another distinction with T = 0 QFT is that an LSZ reduction in the distant

asymptotics from the space region where the interactions occur is not possible

due to the random interaction that occurs in a thermal medium. Thus, the S

matrix elements are not interesting observables that were very useful at T = 0

perturbation theory. In a thermal medium, operator ordering plays a crucial role,

and most observables depend on the forward or backward Wightman function, de-

scribing physical correlations in the medium or describing causation in the medium

through retarded and advanced functions. For bosons, the Wightman functions
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read

D> (t1, t0) = ⟨Φ (t1) Φ (t0)⟩ , (2.9)

D< (t1, t0) = ⟨Φ (t0) Φ (t1)⟩ , (2.10)

Here, the spatial coordinates, color, and Lorentz indices are omitted for simplicity.

The retarded and advanced correlators are given by

DR (t1, t0) = Θ (t1 − t0) ρB (t1, t0) , (2.11)

DA (t1, t0) = −Θ(t0 − t1) ρB (t1, t0) , (2.12)

which are written in terms of the spectral function

ρB (t1, t0) = ⟨[Φ (t1) ,Φ (t0)]⟩ . (2.13)

The corresponding expressions for the fermionic field can be written as

S> (t1, t0) =
⟨︁
Ψ(t1) Ψ̄ (t0)

⟩︁
, (2.14)

S< (t1, t0) = −
⟨︁
Ψ̄ (t0)Ψ (t1)

⟩︁
, (2.15)

ρF (t1, t0) =
⟨︁{︁

Ψ(t1) , Ψ̄ (t0)
}︁⟩︁
, (2.16)

SR (t1, t0) = Θ (t1 − t0) ρF (t1, t0) , (2.17)

SA (t1, t0) = −Θ(t0 − t1) ρF (t1, t0) . (2.18)

The different correlation functions can be determined by knowing the density ma-

trix ρB and ρF

ρB (t1, t0) = DR (t1, t0)−DA (t1, t0) = D> (t1, t0)−D< (t1, t0) , (2.19)

ρF (t1, t0) = SR (t1, t0)− SA (t1, t0) = S> (t1, t0)− S< (t1, t0) . (2.20)
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Thus the Wightman function measures correlations while retarded function mea-

sures causation. In thermal equilibrium, these correlation functions are related

by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem known as Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS)

relation [179,180]. Also, the Wightman functions D>(t) and D<(t) are strictly an-

alytic inside the range −β < Im(t) < 0 and 0 < Im(t) < β, (see [178,181] as well)

respectively and can be seen through the spectral representation of Wightman

functions.

D> (t1, t0) =
1

Z

∑︂
m,n

e−βEne−iEn(t1−t0)eiEm(t0−t1)|⟨n|Φ̂(0)|m⟩|2. (2.21)

It is evident that the sum is convergent if the exponent in the above equation

controls the convergence of the Wightman function. Consequently, for the range

−β < Im(t) < 0, the resulting function is analytic. The cyclicity attribute of trace

can be used to get the necessary KMS relation, which is

D>(t) = D<(t+ iβ), (2.22)

S>(t) = −e−βµS<(t+ iβ), (2.23)

where we have omitted the chemical potential of the boson case. In momentum

space, the above relations take the following form,

D>(ω) ≡
∫︂
dteiωtD>(t) = eβωD<(ω), (2.24)

S>(ω) ≡
∫︂
dteiωtS>(t) = −eβ(ω−µ)S<(ω), (2.25)

In terms of Wightman and spectral functions, the required relations are given by

nB(ω)ρB(ω) = D<(ω), (2.26)

(1 + nB(ω)) ρB(ω) = D>(ω), (2.27)
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nF (ω − µ)ρF (ω) = −S<(ω), (2.28)

where nB(ω) =
(︁
eβω − 1

)︁−1
and nF (ω) =

(︁
eβω + 1

)︁−1
are the Bose-Einstein (BE)

and Fermi-Dirac (FD) distributions, respectively.

2.2 Real-time formalism

SK contour, as mentioned earlier, is the “traditional” basis for the well-known

“doubling of degrees of freedom”. Two bases are commonly used in this formalism.

One is a 1/2 basis having “1” and “2” fields as shown in Figure 2.1. The other one

is “r/a” basis, which is more suitable because the vertices and matrix structure

of the propagator becomes more straightforward in this basis compared to “1/2”

basis. Also, in this basis, the causal connection of amplitudes is more explicit.

2.2.1 The 1/2 basis

The SK integral in Eq. (2.6) can be expanded perturbatively, and for that, the

generating function is generally introduced by generalizing the field doubled path

integral as mentioned in Eq. (2.6) as

Z [J1,J2] =

∫︂
DΦEe

−SE(ΦE)

∫︂
DΦ1DΦ2e

iS(Φ1)−iS(Φ2)−
∫︁
d4x(J1(x)Φ1(x)−J2(x)Φ2(x)).

(2.29)

For more detailed analysis for gauge fields and fermionic fields, follow [178]. The

construction of the perturbative expansion involves disentangling the action’s free

part from SI , the interaction part, which is quadratic in fields.

Dij =
δ

δJi

δ

δJj

Z [J1,J2]

⃓⃓⃓⃓
J=0

, (2.30)
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In the above Eq. (2.30), both the propagators and vertices are matrices, and the

diagonal component of the propagator is the time- and anti-time-ordered Feynman

propagators,

DF (t1, t0) = Θ (t1 − t0) ⟨Φ (t1) Φ (t0)⟩+Θ(t0 − t1) ⟨Φ (t0) Φ (t1)⟩ , (2.31)

DF̄ (t1, t0) = Θ (t0 − t1) ⟨Φ (t1) Φ (t0)⟩+Θ(t1 − t0) ⟨Φ (t0) Φ (t1)⟩ , (2.32)

Meanwhile, the off-diagonal terms are forward and backward Wightman functions.

Thus, the propagator in a 1/2 basis becomes

D =

⎛⎝ ⟨Φ1Φ1⟩ ⟨Φ1Φ2⟩

⟨Φ2Φ1⟩ ⟨Φ2Φ2⟩

⎞⎠ =

⎛⎝ DF D<

D> DF̄

⎞⎠ . (2.33)

The time- and anti-time-ordered Feynman propagators can be written in terms of

spectral function by using the definition of (anti)-time-ordering, Eqs. (2.27), (2.26)

and the relations of Wightman functions, retarded correlator with the spectral

function as

DF (ω, k) =
1

2
[DR(ω, k) +DA(ω, k)] +

(︃
1

2
+ nB(ω)

)︃
ρ(ω, k), (2.34)

DF̄ (ω, k) = −1

2
[DR(ω, k) +DA(ω, k)] +

(︃
1

2
+ nB(ω)

)︃
ρ(ω, k). (2.35)

The vertices in this basis have the usual zero temperature field theory apart from

−

1 1

1 1

2 2

2 2

Figure 2.2: Two vertices within the 1/2 basis. Minus sign in the vertex with type 2
fields comes because of different signs of action in Eq. (2.29).
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the modification that the fields come with indices 1 and 2, and vertices with index

2 come with an opposite sign, as seen in Figure 2.2.

2.2.2 The r/a basis

In this r/a basis, instead of using 1 and 2 fields, one can define fields with the

combinations of 1 and 2 fields as [177,182]

Φr ≡
1

2
(Φ1 + Φ2) Φa ≡ Φ1 − Φ2, (2.36)

In this r/a basis, the propagator matrix becomes

D =

⎛⎝ ⟨ΦrΦr⟩ ⟨ΦrΦa⟩

⟨ΦaΦr⟩ ⟨ΦaΦa⟩

⎞⎠ =

⎛⎝ Drr DR

DA 0

⎞⎠ in r/a basis, (2.37)

and the symmetric rr-propagator reads as

Drr =
1

2
(D> +D<) (2.38)

The “22” component, which consists of twice a fields, is zero to all orders, in

and out of equilibrium because of the Θ-functions inclusion in the definitions of

different correlation functions. The vertices within this basis have an odd number

of a indices which is because in the 1/2 basis, the corresponding vertices come

with opposite signs. For the interacting part SI of the action, we get

SI (Φ1)− SI (Φ2) = SI

(︃
Φr +

1

2
Φa

)︃
− SI

(︃
Φr −

1

2
Φa

)︃
. (2.39)

If there is an even number of a fields or there is no occurrence of Φa, in that case,

the two contributions in the interacting part of action cancel each other exactly.

These results will be utilized in chapter 3 in the calculation of NLO quark self-
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energy where real-time formalism has been used. Let us consider an example with

Φ4 interaction, the full action consisting of 1 and 2 field is proportional to

SI (Φ1)− SI (Φ2) ∝
1

4!

(︁
Φ4

1 − Φ4
2

)︁
=

1

22
1

3!
Φ3

aΦr +
1

3!
Φ3

rΦa. (2.40)

The normalization factor of Φa and Φr are chosen in such a way that the correct

symmetry factor will be reproduced. The symmetric function measures the corre-

lation between two fields, which is either due to quantum fluctuation or statistical

fluctuation. The diagrammatic picture of the propagator in r/a basis is shown in

Figure 2.3.

+
1−4

r

r
r

a a

a a

r

Figure 2.3: Graphical description of the vertices appearing in the example mentioned
above in the r /a basis.

2.3 Imaginary time formalism

In this formalism, Green’s functions and, thus, the fields become periodic or anti-

periodic functions of imaginary time direction. For a generic n-point Green’s

function G for a bosonic field, one gets

Gbosonic (ti) = Gbosonic (ti − iβ) (bosons), (2.41)

For the fermionic field, due to the anti-commuting nature of the field, the relation

becomes

Gfermionic (ti) = −Gfermionic (ti − iβ) (fermions) , (2.42)
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Therefore, in an imaginary-time direction, Green’s function for a fermionic field

turns into an anti-periodic function. All of the bosonic (fermionic) fields are

uniquely defined in the time range 0 ≤ τ ≤ β in the imaginary time τ = −it. The

other values of τ can be obtained by applying the periodicity (anti-periodicity)

of the fields. The fields themselves have to be (anti-)periodic functions of imag-

inary time because of the (anti-)periodicity of Green’s functions. Consequently,

the Fourier integral related to the time direction becomes a discrete Fourier sum

following a Fourier decomposition of fields. The permitted frequencies conjugate

to the imaginary-time direction for bosonic fields are P0 = ωn = 2πnT , where

n ∈ Z. The zero-component of the Euclidean (imaginary-time) four-momentum,

P = (ωn,p), is denoted by P0 = −ip0. In contrast, the permitted frequencies for

fermionic fields are P0 = ωn = (2n+ 1)πT , where n ∈ Z. The underlined frequen-

cies are known as Matsubara frequencies, and the mode expansion becomes

Φ(τ,x) =
∑︂∫︂
p

Φ (ωn,p) e
−i(ωnτ−p·x) (bosonic field), (2.43)

where

∑︂∫︂
P

≡ T
∑︂

P0=2πnT

∫︂
d3p

(2π)3
, (2.44)

and

Φ(τ,x) =
∑︂∫︂
{P}

Φ (ωn,p) e
−i(ωnτ−p·x) (fermionic field) , (2.45)

where

∑︂∫︂
{P}

≡ T
∑︂

P0=(2n+1)πT

∫︂
d3p

(2π)3
. (2.46)
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The so-called Euclidean action SE[Φ] =
∫︁ β

0
dτ

∫︁
d3xLE[Φ] is used in this formalism

to express the path integrals that define different physical quantities, where LE

reads as LE = −LM(t → −iτ). The contribution to the partition function, for a

bosonic field, for instance, takes the form (see [181] for the cases of fermionic and

gauge fields)

Z =

∫︂ Φ(τ=β)

Φ(τ=0)

DΦe−SE [Φ]. (2.47)

Also, this formalism has an advantage over RTF in the sense that the Euclidean

integrals have naturally more convergence properties compared to Minkowski ones.

Thus Euclidean integrals can be evaluated using the lattice techniques.

2.3.1 Imaginary-time Feynman rules

In ITF, it is convenient to switch from Minkowski metric to Euclidean one, and

for that, one can replace gµv → δµv. The anti-commutation properties of gamma

matrices become
{︁
γEµ , γ

E
v

}︁
= −2δµν with γE0 ≡ iγ0. Here are the ’E’ labels for

Euclidean space. Thus, the free quark propagator in ITF takes the following form

S ij
0 = −δij

/P −m

ω2
n + p2 +m2

, (2.48)

with i and j are color indices in fundamental representation. The free gluon

propagator in a general covariant gauge reads as

(G0)
ab
µν =

δab

P2

[︃
δµν − (1− ξ)

PµPν

P2

]︃
, (2.49)

with P2 = ω2
n+p2, and a and b adjoint color indices. Apart from the changes, i.e.,

transforming to imaginary time and using the Euclidean-space gamma matrices,

the QCD vertex functions remain the same in the imaginary time formalism (see

appendix [183] for details).
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2.3.2 One-loop gluon polarization tensor

In this subsection, we will discuss the application of ITF for the 1-loop correction to

the gluon propagator, also called as gluon polarization tensor Πµν . In the Feynman

gauge ζ = 1, the inverse of the gluon propagator is given by

(G−1)abµν = P2δabδµν +Πab
µν(P), (2.50)

The gluon polarization tensor Πab
µν(P) can be calculated via diagrams shown in

Figure 2.4 with the appropriate Feynman rules. The full computation is shown

in review [181, 184], and we will quote the final result for the gluon polarization

tensor in the infrared limit, i.e., setting first p0 = 0 and then letting p→ 0.

+ + +

Figure 2.4: The 1-loop gluon polarization graphs. In these graphs, wavy lines represent
gluons, solid lines with arrows denotes quarks and anti-quarks, and dotted lines with
arrows denotes the ghost field.

Πab
µν (p0 = 0, p→ 0) = 4g2δabnµnν

(︂
CAI0

1 − 2TFNf
˜︁I0
1

)︂
, (2.51)

Here, nµ = δµ0 refers the rest frame of the heat bath, TF = 1/2 is the Dynkin

index of the generator in the fundamental representation, and the integral I0
1 , ˜︁I0

1

are defined as

I0
1 ≡

∑︂∫︂
Q

=
1

Q2
, ˜︁I0

1 ≡
∑︂∫︂
{Q}

=
1

Q2
, (2.52)

and the final result for the resummed (full) gluon propagator reads as [181]

⟨︂
Ãa

µ(K)Ãb

ν(Q)
⟩︂ K≈0

≈ δabδµνδ(K +Q)

K2 + δµ0δν0m2
E

, (2.53)
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where

m2
D =

g2

3Nf

∑︂
f

{︃
(CA + TFNf )T

2 +
3µ2

f

π2
TFNf

}︃
(2.54)

mD is a debye mass parameter whose existence corresponds to the fact that the

color-electric field A0 gets screened in a thermal plasma, i.e., zeroth Matsubara

modes of temporal (electrostatic) gluon field acquires a thermal mass at one-loop

order. The definition of a mD parameter becomes ambiguous at higher orders.

One way out is to define debye mass as a “matching coefficient” in the context

of effective field theory. This has been done indeed in the Ref. [185]. However, if

one wants to define mD as a physical excitation of the system, the result becomes

nonperturbative at NLO [186], and a lattice approach is needed for a appropriate

definition [187].

On the other hand, the magnetostatic fields (p0 = 0 component of Ai) stay un-

screened at this order gT and obtain a nonperturbative screening mass of order

g2T . It can be understood through the fact connected with the gauge transfor-

mation properties of the fields. On breaking the Lorentz invariance due to the

presence of a thermal medium, the four dimensional gauge invariance is broken to

a three-dimensional one. In this process, the electrostatic field becomes an adjoint

scalar field by obtaining a nonzero thermal mass. At the same time, the magneto-

static fields continue to transform as three-dimensional gauge fields and, therefore,

must remains massless to all orders in perturbation theory.

2.4 High temperature limit

Now we will discuss the implications of different energy scales present in thermal

QCD, i.e., the scale πT , gT associated with the nonzero Matsubara mode of dif-

ferent fields, and magnetic scale g2T related with the screening of static gluons,

i.e., n = 0 Matsubara modes of these fields.
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2.4.1 Breakdown of loop expansion

Given that ITF is frequently used to comprehend the bulk behaviour of thermody-

namic quantities in the πT ≳ µ regime, or at high temperatures. It turns out that

only a few orders in perturbative expansion have well-defined naive perturbative

expansions of physical quantities. A precise way of checking at which particular

order of perturbative expansion the terms become non-analytic in αs is to consider

the contribution of pressure coming from the non-interacting static gluons. The

pressure contribution takes the following form

Pgluons ∼
∫︂
d3p p nB (Ep) (2.55)

Here, nB denotes the BE distribution function, and Ep corresponds to the disper-

sion relation of the (electrostatic or magnetostatic) gluons. Through the inspection

of the hard, soft, and ultrasoft scale, the following pattern emerges:

P p∼πT
gluons ∼ T 4nB(πT ) ∼ T 4 +O

(︁
g2
)︁
, (2.56)

P p∼gT
gluons ∼ (gT )4nB(gT ) ∼ g3T 4 +O

(︁
g4
)︁
, (2.57)

P p∼g2T
gluons ∼

(︁
g2T

)︁4
nB

(︁
g2T

)︁
∼ g6T 4, (2.58)

where it has been considered that nB(E) ∼ T/E if E ≪ T . The expansion pa-

rameters of the three terms, which comprise three distinct scales, are g2nB(πT ) ∼

g2, g2nB(gT ) ∼ g, and g2nB (g2T ) ∼ 1. These observations suggest that the con-

tribution of magnetostatic gluons to the pressure is essentially nonperturbative.

For this reason, O (gn) is absent from Eq. (2.58). This is the well-known Linde

problem [188] in the literature, and it illustrates the full breakdown of loop expan-

sion at the order g2T .

It should be emphasised that nonperturbative contribution does not always en-

ter the weak coupling expansion of a physical quantity in the same order; this



Chapter 2. Methodology 38

can vary depending on the quantity in question. For going to higher loop order

perturbative calculation, some resummation is a must to cure the unphysical IR

divergences coming from the problematic field modes. Among these resummations

techniques [133,134,189–196], dimensionally reduced effective theories, which takes

usage of the scale hierarchies present in the system, and Hard Thermal Loop per-

turbation theory (HTLpt), which uses the HTL effective action into consideration

are most important ones.

2.4.2 Dimensional reduction

This approach is based on the finding that in the weak coupling limit, a scale

hierarchy exists between the three energy scales, which contributes to the QCD

bulk thermodynamics. If g ≪ 1, then

mmag ∼ g2T ≪ melec ∼ gT ≪ mhard ∼ πT, (2.59)

Here, mmag , melec and mhard corresponds to magnetostatic, electrostatic screen-

ing and nonzero Matsubara frequency. Electrostatic screening at leading order

can be found out through the IR limit of one-loop self-energy of A0 field, whereas

magnetostatic screening appears nonperturbatively. Out of these three scales, two

are associated with the n = 0 field mode. Therefore, one of them can be inte-

grated out from the system, the largest one, i.e., mhard for the construction of

three-dimensional effective theory. Such an effective description holds true for the

long-range static field modes and in the limit of high temperature. For the starting

works on dimensionally reduced effective field theories, see the Ref. [189,197–199].

The most general Lagrangian can be constructed for effective description by re-

specting the three-dimensional gauge invariance and other underlying symmetry of

the theory, ordering the operators in terms of their dimensionality, and truncating

the result at a particular order. One obtains through this process the Electrostatic
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QCD (EQCD) lagrangian as [190,191]

LE =
1

2
TrF 2

ij + Tr [Di,A0]
2 +m2

E TrA2
0 + λ

(1)
E

(︁
TrA2

0

)︁2
+ λ

(2)
E TrA4

0

+iλ
(3)
E TrA3

0 + · · · , (2.60)

Here the fields Ai ≡ Aa
i T

a,A0 ≡ Aa
0T

a are now in three dimensions and field

strength tensor Fij and covariant derivative are denoted as

F a
ij = ∂iAa

j − ∂jAa
i + gEf

abcAb
iAc

j, (2.61)

Di = ∂i − igEAi, (2.62)

If one integrates out the temporal fields as well from the Eq. (2.60), then one

obtains the effective theory known as Magnetostatic QCD (MQCD)

LM =
1

2
TrF 2

ij + · · · , (2.63)

where we have

F a
ij = ∂iAa

j − ∂jAa
i + gMf

abcAb
iAc

j. (2.64)

For MQCD, the only dimensionful scale appearing in the theory is g2M = g2T +

O (g3).

The matching of a set of physical quantities—generally, different Green’s functions

in EQCD and MQCD to the full theory—determines the parameters of the effective

theories. The idea behind this matching is that these effective theories reproduce

the original long-range physics. The primary feature of these computations is that

they may be carried out in a rigorous loop expansion in the full theory, that is,

without requiring any resummation and by controlling the IR and UV divergences

with this method. The EQCD and MQCD parameters namely g2E,m
2
E, λ

(1)
E , λ

(2)
E λ

(3)
E
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and g2M have been obtained to high order in perturbation theory, for details see

Ref. [185,189,200,201]

2.5 HTL resummation

Another approach based on HTL effective theory is used to perform a high-

temperature resummation. This description contains resummed gluon, quark prop-

agators as well as resummed vertices, which are required in order to preserve the

gauge invariance. All these can be collectively described via a efficient HTL effec-

tive action, which we will describe further.

2.5.1 Fermionic HTL in r/a formalism

For the quark-gluon vertex, only rra and aaa assignments are possible. However,

the aaa vertex can not contribute since there is neither an aa propagator nor an

rrr vertex. Thus, there are two assignments for the retarded self-energy ΣR(P) in

r/a basis shown in Figure 2.5. Utilizing the Feynman rules of r/a basis yields

| |

Q P+Q

P

Q
P+Q

| |

P

Figure 2.5: The two different r/a assignments for the retarded fermion self-energy.
Here, parallel lines show a symmetric propagator.

−iΣR(Q) = (−ig)2CF

∫︂
d4P
(2π)4

γµ
[︁
SR(P +Q)Grr

µν(P) + Srr(P +Q)GA
µν(P)

]︁
γν ,

(2.65)

The HTL amplitudes are gauge invariant quantities, and using the field theory

properties this has been indeed shown in Ref. [202]. The fermionic propagator in
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r/a basis reads as

SR,A(P) =
i ̸ P

P2 ∓ iϵp0
, Srr(P) = − ̸ P

(︃
1

2
− nF

(︁⃓⃓
p0
⃓⃓)︁)︃

2πδ
(︁
P2

)︁
. (2.66)

while the gluon propagator in the Feynman gauge reads as

Gµv
R,A(Q) =

−igµν

Q2 ∓ iϵq0
, Gµν

rr (Q) = gµv
(︃
1

2
+ nB

(︁⃓⃓
q0
⃓⃓)︁)︃

2πδ
(︁
Q2

)︁
(2.67)

Here the matrices notation is {γµ, γν} = −2gµν As we are interested in obtaining

the HTL contribution, we can make use of the theory’s basic notion, which requires

obtaining the leading term of the soft external quark interacting with a hard loop

separately. By doing an expansion for Q ∼ gT ≪ P < T , taking the leading term

and doing the p0 and p integration, we get

ΣR(Q) =
m2

∞
2

∫︂
dΩv

4π

/v

v · Q − iϵ
, (2.68)

where v ≡ P/p0 = (1, p⃗/p0) and m
2
∞ ≡ g2CFT

2/4 is the asymptotic mass of the

quarks. Gauge invariance property suggests that the eikonal propagator which

is given by /v

v·Q is just the first term in the expansion of /v

v·D , with D being the

covariant derivative which indeed comes from the explicit computation of higher-

point functions. It has been shown in Refs. [137, 140] that HTL amplitudes with

two external quark lines can be reproduced by adding an extra, effective term to

the QCD lagrangian, and this extra term in Minkowskian metric reads as

δLf = i
m2

∞
2
ψ̄

∫︂
dΩv

4π

/v

v ·D
ψ, (2.69)

All fermionic HTLs with two external soft quark lines and an arbitrary number

of soft gluons are produced by this Lagrangian. These retarded amplitudes are

proportional to g2T 2 and are all gauge invariant. A similar procedure with some
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extra intricacies relating to gauge fixing and the two-point gluon HTL amplitude

requires the next order in the expansion for Q ≪ P , leads to the retarded gluonic

HTL, which reads out as

Πµv
R (Q) = m2

D

∫︂
dΩv

4π

(︃
δµ0 δ

v
0 + vµvv

q0

v · Q − iϵ

)︃
, (2.70)

wheremD is the leading-order Debye mass, which readsm2
D = (Nc + TFnf ) g

2T 2/3,

with TF = 1/2. Eq. (2.70) has a similar structure as Eq. (2.68) with the difference

in the different numerator structure for the eikonal propagator of gluonic source

and the presence of extra term for temporal gluons. The corresponding Lagrangian

which generates all n ≥ 2-point gluonic functions reads as [137]

δLg =
m2

D

2
Tr

∫︂
dΩv

4π
F µα vαvβ

(v ·D)2
F β

µ. (2.71)

2.5.2 Collective modes

For the two-point gluonic HTL, Πµv(Q) is transverse to Q. However, there also

exist two independent functions, ΠL and ΠT , which are respectively longitudinal

and transverse with regard to three momenta q. They are defined as ΠL(Q) =

(Q2/q2)Π00(Q) and ΠT (Q) =
(︁
δij − q̂iq̂i

)︁
Πij(Q)/2. After doing the angular inte-

grations in Eq. (2.70), one obtains,

Π00
R (Q) = m2

D

(︃
1− q0

2q
ln
q0 + q + iϵ

q0 − q + iϵ

)︃
, ΠR

T (Q) =
m2

D

2
− Q2

2q2
Π00

R (Q). (2.72)

Similarly, the resummed retarded gluon propagator in coulomb gauge is defined as

G00
R (Q) ≡ GR

L (Q) and Gij
R (Q) ≡

(︁
δij − q̂iq̂j

)︁
GR
T (Q), where

G00
R (Q) =

i

q2 +m2
D

(︂
1− q0

2q
ln q0+q+iϵ

q0−q+iϵ

)︂ , (2.73)
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Gij
R (Q) =

−i
(︁
δij − q̂iq̂j

)︁
Q2 +

m2
D

2

(︂
q20
q2

−
(︂

q20
q2

− 1
)︂

q0

2q
ln q0+q

q0−q

)︂
⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓⃓
q0=q0+iϵ

. (2.74)

For the time-like region, i.e., q0 > q, the longitudinal and transverse functions

exhibits plasmon poles, i.e., collective effects at order gT . In the limit of three-

momentum approaching zero, the longitudinal and transverse modes merge, and

the plasmon dispersion relation reduces to plasma-frequency ωL(q = 0) = ωT (q =

0) = ±mD/
√
3. On the other hand, for the asymptotic large momenta q ≫

mD, the longitudinal mode approaches the light cone with exponentially vanishing

residue [203]. In contrast, the transverse modes persists with unitary residue and

asymptotic mass M∞, i.e. ωT (q ≫ mD) =
√︁
q2 +M2

∞, M∞ = mD/
√
2 [204,205].

For the space-like region, i.e., q0 < q, the logarithms in Eqs. (2.73) and (2.74)

clearly acquire an imaginary part which induces a nonvanishing spectral function

at Q2 > 0. This is known as Landau damping. Another feature in this region is

related to the Debye screening: in the static limit of the above HTL propagator,

one finds

GR
L (0, q) =

i

q2 +m2
D

, GR
T (0, q) =

−i
q2
. (2.75)

This implies that the static chromoelectric fields are screened, i.e., at distances

larger than the Debye radius rD = 1/mD, they vanish exponentially. At the same

time, static chromomagnetic fields are not screened in HTL effective theory. At

larger distances, the nonperturbative physics arises at scale g2T for the screening

of these fields. Also, the dynamics of chromomagnetic fields at this scale can be

described using an effective Hamiltonian derived in Refs. [206,207].

For the propagators in Eqs. (2.73) and (2.74), the plasmons have zero width, also

known as gluon damping rate. In other words, the position of the plasmon pole

is determined by the real part of the self-energy, which is of the order of gT ,

while the plasmon width is of the order of g2T . This implies that the real part of
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the plasmon arises from the one-loop HTL limit, i.e., with hard momenta running

through it. The width of the plasmon requires soft momenta through the loop and,

thus, a consistent HTL resummation with resummed propagator and vertices. The

gluon damping rate calculation and the proof of its gauge invariance was the first

milestone in the HTL approach [208,209].

For the collective modes of fermions, the retarded self-energy ΣR given in Eq. (2.68)

can be decomposed in modes having the positive or negative chirality to helicity

ratio. One finds that,

SR(Q) = h+q S+
R (Q) + h−q S−

R (Q), (2.76)

where, where h±q ≡
(︁
γ0 ∓ γiq̂i

)︁
/2 and

S±
R (Q) =

i

q0 ∓
(︁
q + Σ±

R (q0/q)
)︁ =

i

q0 ∓
[︂
q + m2

∞
2q

(︂
1− q0∓q

2q
ln
(︂

q0+q
q0−q

)︂)︂]︂ , (2.77)

Here, q0 ≡ q0+iϵ. For positive (negative) frequencies, the massless bare theory only

has a positive (negative) chirality-to-helicity mode, with ω+(q) = q (ω−(q) = −q).

While in HTL theory, both modes develop time-like poles and at vanishing mo-

menta ω+(q = 0) = ω−(q = 0) = m2
∞/

√
2 is the fermionic counterpart of the

plasma frequency as discussed earlier. On the other hand, for aymptotic mo-

menta ω+ (q ≫ m2
∞) = q+m2

∞/(2q) clearly develops an asymtotic mass m2
∞ while

ω− (q ≫ m2
∞) = q, has an exponentially vanishing residue [210].

At intermediate momenta, the mode having a negative chirality-to-helicity ratio,

also known as plasmino mode, shows non-monotonic behavior shown in Figure 3.2.

This mode can be understood as a collective excitation where the positive fre-

quency fermion mixes with the negative frequency anti-fermion. These time-like

modes, whose pole position is of the order of gT , are long-lived, and their widths

are of the order of g2T , similar to gluonic excitations. The quark damping rate,
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which requires a consistent HTL-resummed calculation, has been calculated for

vanishing momenta in Ref. [211] (see also [212] for gauge invariance discussion).

We will present the generalized calculations of the quark damping rate for the

soft momenta in Chapter 3. In the space-like domain, the Landau damping also

manifests itself for soft quarks, which physically corresponds to the scattering of

soft, virtual quarks with the hard constituents of the medium.

2.5.3 HTL perturbation theory

The compact representation of the HTL effective Lagrangian is [137]

L = LQCD + LHTL (2.78)

where LQCD is the standard QCD Lagrangian in vacuum. The effective La-

grangian’s HTL contribution can be expressed as follows:

LHTL = −1

2
m2

D Tr

(︃
Gµα

⟨︃
YαYβ

(Y ·D)2

⟩︃
Y
Gµ

β

)︃
+ im2

qψ̄γ
µ

⟨︃
Yµ

Y ·D

⟩︃
y

ψ, (2.79)

The gluon field strength tensor is denoted by Gµν as discribed earlier, D stands for

the covariant derivative in appropriate representation, Yµ = (1, ŷ) is a light-like

vector and ⟨· · · ⟩ is average over all possible directions of ŷ. This effective La-

grangian is gauge invariant and can produce all HTL n-point functions like three

and four gluon vertex, and all of these functions satisfy the Ward-Takahashi iden-

tities by construction [137].

A well-known approach for studying QCD thermodynamics, which resolves the IR

issues via reorganization of thermal perturbation theory and the HTL resumma-

tion, is known as HTL perturbation theory (HTLpt) [133–135, 142, 192, 213–224].

This framework follows the systematic analytic reorganization of perturbation the-

ory and relies on the HTL effective lagrangian. This approach is gauge-invariant
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and can be applied to studying the static as well as dynamic quantities of the

system. This method is a extension of the screened perturbation theory that was

previously employed to examine scalar field theories [225–229]. The Lagrangian

density in HTLpt is expressed as follows:

L = [LQCD + (1− δ)LHTL]g→
√
δg +∆LHTL (2.80)

where LHTL represents the HTL contribution to the HTL effective Lagrangian

given in Eq. (2.79) and ∆LHTL holds the counterterms required for renormaliza-

tion. The first term in Eq. (2.79) is the usual QCD Lagrangian reads as

LQCD = −1

2
Tr (GµνG

µv) + Lgf + Lghost +∆LQCD (2.81)

Here, the gluon field strength tensor which is denoted by Gµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ −

ig [Aµ,Aν ] and Aµ is the gluon field described in Nc × Nc matrix in the SU (Nc)

algebra. The ghost term Lghost depends on the choice of the gauge-fixing term Lgf

which one choose while the last term, ∆LQCD, contains the vacuum counterterms

required for T = 0 renormalization.

The parameter δ shown in Eq. (2.80) functions as an expansion parameter in

HTLpt. For δ = 1, there will be no thermal contribution to the T = 0 QCD

Lagrangian. To proceed, one generally does the Taylor expansion of the generating

functional around δ = 0 and then δ0 terms correspond to freely moving HTL

quasiparticles. At the same time, higher order in δ consists of higher and higher

order quasiparticle interactions. In principle, if one does an expansion of results

of physical quantities to all orders in δ, then there would be no dependence on the

mass parameter mD and mq shown in Eq. (2.79). However, in practice, for any

finite order in expansion, one chooses some variational prescription to fix these

parameters [135,221].
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2.6 Gribov quantization

Now, shifting from the discussion of effective theories, let us come back to QCD

and the QCD quantization procedure. The standard procedure of quantizing Yang-

Mills (YM) theory is the Faddev-Popov (FP) quantization [230]. However, it has

been shown that this approach needs to be completed in the sense that the FP

approach requires an ideal gauge fixing choice. However, the advantage of this

approach is the introduction of new modes, known as ghost modes, which violates

the spin-statistics theorem [231] and therefore leaves YM theory to be invariant

under Becchi Rouet Stora and Tyutin (BRST) transformation [232,233].

2.6.1 Brief introduction

The gauge theory constraint, namely that the configuration A and the local gauge

transformation of this gauge field denoted as UA, must be identified physically,

which leads to a restrictive spectrum in the underlined theory. In the Gribov pic-

ture, this constraint changes the QCD spectrum and explains the gluon’s absence

from the physical spectrum.

In 1978, Gribov demonstrated that within non-abelian gauge group, namely SU(2)

and SU(3), the local gauge group condition is stronger in comparison to an abelian

gauge group and has more restrictions. For the abelian gauge theories, the gauge

is uniquely fixed through the condition ∂ ·A = 0. However, for non-abelian, it has

been shown by Gribov that there can exist different configurations A ≠ A′ follow-

ing the gauge constraint ∂ · A′ = ∂ · A = 0. These configurations are connected

via a ’large’ gauge transformation A′ = UA. These are famously known as Gribov

copies, and thus, one must identify these Gribov copies physically in a non-abelian

gauge theory. The physical configuration, which is devoid of Gribov copies, is

also known as a fundamental modular region (FMR). It has been demonstrated in

Ref. [234] that this situation can not be avoided within non-abelian gauge theory,

and physical configuration space is topologically non-trivial.
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The approximate calculations made by Gribov showed that the gluon propagator

did not have a physical pole and thus excluded from the physical spectrum because

of non-abelian gauge-invariance constraint consequence [235]. It is important to

point out that the Gribov form of the gluon propagator k2/(k4 + γ4G) also violates

reflection positivity due to the unphysical poles at k2 = ±iγ2G, which is a crucial

postulate of any QFT. The semi-classical solution of Gribov to Gribov copies has

been generalized at the quantum level by implementing a cut-off at the Gribov

horizon through a local and renormalizable action known as the GZ action. While

the gluon confinement via unphysical singularities in the gluon propagator is suc-

cessfully described by the GZ action, the perturbation series resulting from this

action does not produce precise quantitative results.

2.6.2 The FP quantization

Let us recall the FP approach of quantizing YM action at the perturbative level.

One starts with the generating functional defined as

Z(J ) =

∫︂
[dA]e−SYM+

∫︁
dxJ a

µAa
µ . (2.82)

where SYM is given by

SYM =

∫︂
ddx

1

4
F a
µνF

a
µν . (2.83)

Taking the quadratic part of the YM action and doing a Gaussian integration leads

to the following generating functional

Z(J )quadr = (detA)−1/2

∫︂
[dA]e−

1
2

∫︁
dxdyJ a

ν (x)Aµν(x,y)−1J a
µ (y), (2.84)

Here, Aµν(x, y) = δ(x−y) (∂2δµν − ∂µ∂v). One finds that the generating functional

in Eq. (2.84) is not well-defined since the matrix Aµν(x, y) inverse does not exists.

Indeed, the matrix Aµν(x, y) has vectors having zero eigenvalues, e.g., the vector
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Yµ = ∂µχ(x).∫︂
dyAµν(x, y)Yν(y) =

∫︂
dy[δ(x− y)(∂2δµν − ∂µ∂ν)]∂νχ(y) = 0. (2.85)

Let us consider a gauge transformationA′
µ = UAµU †− i

g
(∂µU)U † ofAµ = 0 in order

to comprehand the origin of these zero modes, where we take U = exp (igXaχa),

A′
µ = − i

g
(∂µU)U † = Xa∂µχ

a, (2.86)

or we have Aa′
µ = ∂µχ

a. This shows that zero modes of Yµ are gauge transfor-

mations of Aµ = 0. Since we are doing an integration over the whole space of

all gauge fields Aµ, we are also doing an integration over equivalent gauge fields,

which give rise to zero modes, i.e., we are considering too many configurations into

account. Because of the gauge invariance property of YM action, one can divide

the configuration space Aµ(x) into gauge orbits of different classes, and two points

of one equivalency class are connected by the gauge transformation. By doing the

gauge fixing, one obtains the following gauge-fixed action :

S = SYM +

∫︂
dx

(︃
c̄a∂µD

ab
µ c

b − 1

2α

(︁
∂µAa

µ

)︁2)︃
⏞ ⏟⏟ ⏞

Sgf

. (2.87)

Here, α denotes the width of the Gaussian distribution having values α = 0 and 1

for the Landau and Feynman gauge, respectively. c and c̄ are Grassmann variables,

also known as FP ghosts, which arise automatically during gauge fixing conditions.

Thus, after gauge-fixing, one obtains the well-defined generating functional as

Z(J ) =

∫︂
[dA][dc][dc̄] exp

[︃
−S +

∫︂
dxJ a

µAa
µ

]︃
, (2.88)

where the action S is mentioned in Eq. (2.87).
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2.6.3 The Gribov ambiguity

The gauge condition that has been utilized during the FP method of gauge fixing

is given by

Fa(Aµ(x)) = ∂µAµa(x)− Ba(x) (2.89)

where Ba(x) is any arbitrary scalar field. Let us discuss that this gauge condition

proposed by FP is not ideal. It was shown by Gribov in 1977 in Ref. [235], where

he considers three different possibilities of a gauge orbit intersection with the gauge

condition shown in Figure 2.6. The gauge orbit can have an intersection with the

gauge condition only once (L), more than once (L′), or it can have no intersection

at all (L′′). For quantification, let us consider two equivalent gauge fields Aµ and

A′
µ (known as Gribov copies), which are related via a gauge transformation. If

both these fields obey the Landau gauge conditions, then we have

A′
µ = UAµU † − i

g
(∂µU)U †, ∂µAµ = 0 & ∂µA′

µ = 0,

⇓

∂µUAµU † + UAµ∂µU † − i
g

(︁
∂2µU

)︁
U † − i

g
(∂µU)

(︁
∂µU †)︁ = 0.

(2.90)

For an infinitesimal transformation, U = 1 + α,U † = 1− α, with α = αaXa, the

Eq. (2.90) can be expanded to first order,

−∂µ (∂µα + ig [α,Aµ]) = 0, (2.91)

which can be further written in terms of FP operator ∂µDµ as

−∂µDµα = 0 (2.92)
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  Figure 2.6: The three different possibilities for a gauge orbit with respect to a gauge
condition. Figure from Ref. [235]

Thus, the FP operator ∂µDµ contains zero mode, which is not sensitive to the

gauge constraint. In other words, we can say that the existence of infinitesimal

Gribov copies is associated with the zero eigenvalues of the FP operator. Also, the

FP operator is hermitian i.e. ∂µDµα = Dµ∂µα. The hermiticity of the FP operator

implies that it has real eigenvalues. However, the perturbations around the zero

modes can produce negative eigenvalues. Thus, the positive definite condition of

the FP determinant used during the quantization procedure can not be used. Thus,

the introduction of ghost fields becomes meaningless since the positive definite

property of the FP determinant is utilized for the introduction of ghost fields.

Let us consider small values of Aµ then we have ∂2µα = 0. But for the eigenvalue

equation

−∂2µψ = εψ, (2.93)
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has only positive eigenvalues ε = p2 > 0 (apart from zero eigenvalues). However,

for larger Aµ, we can have negative eigenvalues for the FP operator. This implies

that the gauge condition is not ideal. For the zero-mode construction of the FP

operator, look at Ref. [236–238]. Also, note that the issue of Gribov copies is not

present in the case of QED. It can be proved as follows. The gauge transformation

in QED is given by

A′
µ = Aµ − ∂µχ, (2.94)

Thus, for the Landau gauge condition, ∂µAµ = 0, the condition for A′
µ to be a

copy of Aµ becomes

∂µA′
µ = 0 ⇒ ∂2µχ = 0, (2.95)

The above Eq. (2.95) does not have any solutions other than plane waves. Since

plane wave has an oscillating nature, they can not be used for the construction of

gauge copy A′
µ.

2.6.4 Gribov region: possible solution to Gribov ambiguity

As discussed, FP quantization is not complete and thus requires improvisation to

gauge fixing. Gribov proposed that one can restrict the integration region to the

so-called Gribov region Ω, which is defined in the following manner

Ω ≡
{︁
Aa

µ, ∂µAa
µ = 0,Mab > 0

}︁
, (2.96)

where we have FP operator Mab is defined as

Mab(x, y) = −∂µDab
µ δ(x− y) =

(︁
−∂2µδab + ∂µfabcAc

µ

)︁
δ(x− y). (2.97)
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For this Gribov region, the FP operator is positively definite, and thus, the problem

of the positively definite issue of the FP determinant is resolved. The border of the

Gribov region is known as the Gribov horizon δΩ, and after crossing this horizon,

the eigenvalues become negative. Similarly, other horizons can also be defined, as

shown in Figure 2.7, in a very simplified version of the actually complicated space

of gauge fields.

  Figure 2.7: The various regions in the hyperspace ∂A = 0. Figure from Ref. [239]

To conclude here, for the correct quantization of YM theory, one should really

be constrained to FMR in order to have a completely correct gauge fixing choice

where only one gauge configuration is chosen per orbit. For practical calculation,

one restricts oneself to the Gribov region. An action known as GZ action has been

developed, which automatically constraints to Gribov region [240,241]. Also, note

that there can still be Gribov copies present in the Gribov horizon. However, it has

been conjectured that the essential configurations reside on the common boundary

region of δΛ
⋂︁
δΩ of the Gribov region Ω and FMR region Λ [242–244]. Thus, the
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extra Gribov copies will not play a significant role inside the Gribov region, and

one can analyze different observable within the Gribov region.

2.6.5 The no-pole condition and Gribov gluon propagator

In order to constrain the integration region to the first Gribov region, Gribov

introduced a factor V(Ω) in the generating functional mentioned in Eq. (2.84).

Thus we have,

Z(J) =

∫︂
Ω

[dA] exp [−SYM] (2.98)

=

∫︂
[dA][dc][dc̄]V(Ω)δ(∂A) exp

[︃
−SYM −

∫︂
dxc̄a(x)∂µD

ab
µ c

b(x)

]︃
. (2.99)

Now, in order to calculate this factor V (Ω), one sees that there is a close connection

between the ghost sector of the theory and the FP determinant. This factor has

been determined from the poles of the ghost propagator, and the result for the

condition that the FP operator has no zero mode reads as

V(Ω) = Θ(1− σ(0,A)), (2.100)

σ(0,A) is the function that appears in the ghost dressing function, and we have

V(Ω) =
∫︂ +i∞+ε

−i∞+ε

dβ

2πiβ
eβ(1−σ(0,A)), (2.101)

This function can be inserted in the partition function mentioned in Eq. (2.99),

and from there, a free gluon propagator can be derived. We will quote the final

results of the computation, and details can be found in Ref. [239]. The Gribov

gluon propagator in the Landau gauge reads as

⟨︁
Aa

µ(k)Ab
ν(p)

⟩︁
= δ(k + p)δab

k2

k4 + γ4G
Pµν(k), (2.102)
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where Pµν(k) = (δµν − kµkv
k2

) is the projection tensor, and γG is the Gribov mass

parameter which acts as an infrared regulator in the theory. The analytic results for

this Gribov mass parameter take the following form at finite temperature as [175]

γG =

⎧⎨⎩ µ exp
(︂

5
12

− 32π2

3Ncg2

)︂
for (T → 0),

d−1
d

· Nc

4
√
2π
g2T for (T → ∞)

(2.103)

It is visible here that the magnetic scale emerges at high temperatures, which

incorporates the nonperturbative phenomena in the theory, and µ is some renor-

malization scale that can be fixed accordingly for a given temperature T . Similarly,

the ghost propagator reads as [239]

⟨c̄a(p)cb(k)⟩ = δ(k + p)δabg(k2), (2.104)

where

g(k2) =
1

k4
128π2γ2

Ng2
(2.105)

The above ghost propagator result shows the enhancement of ghost contribution

in the d = 4 dimension. Similar behavior is also observed in d = 2, 3 dimensions.

Thus, these results show that limiting the integration to the Gribov region leads

to an extra pole in the ghost propagator, which shows that the near boundary

region to the Gribov region has important consequences for the ghost propagator.

Also, note that a similar form of gluon and ghost propagator can also be obtained

from the GZ action [239].

2.6.6 Reflection positivity

It has been shown in Ref. [245] that if the gluon propagator D(k) vanishes at k = 0,

then the reflection positivity would be violated. Reflection positivity and other
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postulates of QFT satisfy the Kallen Lehmann representation, which is given by

D(k) =

∫︂ ∞

0

dm2 ρ (m
2)

k2 +m2
, (2.106)

Here ρ (m2) ≥ 0 is a positive weight spectral function. Thus, the gluon propagator

in the position i.e. x−space becomes

˜︁D(x) =

∫︂ ∞

0

dm2ρ
(︁
m2

)︁ ˜︁Dm(x), (2.107)

is positive for all x, ˜︁D(x) > 0, because the free propagator of a particle of mass m

is positive for all x. If the propagator at zero momentum vanishes, then

D(0) =

∫︂
ddx ˜︁D(x) = 0, (2.108)

Furthermore, if ˜︁D(x) is positive (or zero) for all x, then the gluon propagator

vanishes identically, which is false. Thus, if the gluon propagator vanishes at

k = 0, then the reflection positivity is violated. In fact, it is maximally violated

in the sense that gluon correlator ˜︁D(x) is positive and negative in equal measure.

For the Gribov propagator having form as D(k) = k2/
[︂
(k2)

2
+m4

]︂
maximally

violated positivity because D(0) = 0, and the Kallen-Lehmann representation is

violated by having the imaginary poles k2 = ±im2.

Lattice investigation also shows that D(0) vanishes in Euclidean dimesion d = 2,

whearas in d = 3, 4 dimesion D(0) > 0. Thus, reflection positivity is maximally

violated in the 2 dimension but not maximally violated for the 3 and 4 dimension.

Lattice results show the indications of a violation of reflection positivity in 3 di-

mension [246] and in 4 dimension both for quenched and unquenched cases [247].

According to the confinement scenario, the violation of reflection positivity further

indicates that the gluon is not a physical particle.



CHAPTER 3

QUARK SELF-ENERGY AND

CORRESPONDING DISPERSION

RELATIONS AT NLO USING HTL

RESUMMATION

In this chapter, we have studied and calculated the NLO quark self-energy along-

side the NLO dispersion laws using the HTL resummation. This chapter is based

on our work: NLO quark self-energy and dispersion relation using the hard thermal

loop resummation, Sumit, Najmul Haque and Binoy Krishna Patra, JHEP 05

(2023) 171 [248].
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3.1 Introduction

At finite temperatures, the conventional perturbative loop expansion in QCD con-

fronts a number of troubles. One of the main concerns is that the physical quanti-

ties, such as dispersion laws, start to give gauge-dependent results. In Ref. [204],

the authors have calculated the QCD polarisation tensor at finite temperature and

chemical potential in one-loop order, and then the gluon dispersion properties to

leading order (LO) in the QCD coupling g. Also, the authors of Ref. [204] have

shown that the dispersion laws are gauge-independent, but the damping rates for

gluons at one-loop-order are not in the large-wavelength limit. One of the impor-

tant outcomes of reference, as mentioned above, tells us that the Debye screening

does occur in the LO in the one-loop calculation in the chromoelectric mode.

However, chromomagnetic screening is absent in the LO. In LO, the absence of

chromomagnetic field screening is also studied in Refs. [188,249,250]. In Ref. [251],

the massless spectrum of the elementary quark excitations at the LO in g is stud-

ied, and the full quasiparticle spectra to leading order for the whole momentum

range are given in Ref. [252] at the high-temperature limit. The quasiparticle

spectra were also studied in Ref. [205] for gluons and [253] for quarks.

The authors of Ref. [254] have examined the problem of the gauge dependency of

the gluon damping rates, which have been estimated up to one-loop order, in par-

ticular at zero momentum, in various gauges and schemes, with differing results.

Subsequently, it was determined [255] that higher-order diagrams can contribute to

lower orders in powers of the QCD coupling and that the LO finding is incomplete.

In other words, in powers of the QCD coupling g, the conventional loop expansion

is no longer applicable. The problem is solved in a series of papers by Braaten and

Pisarski. They created an organized theory for an effective perturbative expan-

sion known as HTL resummation, which sums the higher-order terms into effective

vertices and effective propagators [136, 138, 178, 208]. Ref. [209] showed that the

transverse component of the gluon damping rate γt(0) at vanishing momentum
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was finite, positive, and gauge-independent using the effective HTL propagators

and vertices.

Once developed, the important thing to check out is the reliability of the HTL-

summed perturbative calculations in gauge theories at high temperatures. If so, it

can be considered an important candidate for describing the QGP properties. One

of the exciting questions is the IR sensitivity of the massless gauge theories, which

worsens at finite temperatures due to the Bose-Einstein distribution BE function.

At finite temperature, physical quantities are more infrared sensitive [186,256,257]

because the BE distribution function acts like 1/k for extremely vanishing gluon

energies k.

Using the HTL resummed propagators and vertices, many studies have been

performed in perturbative QCD to acknowledge the thermodynamic attributes

of plasma. For example, the pressure and quark number susceptibilities have

been studied using the thermodynamic potential up to two- and three-loop or-

der [135,218, 219,221–223,258]. In addition, the electric and magnetic features of

the plasma were investigated in Ref. [259]. Massless quarks and gluons are found

to acquire the thermal masses of order gT , mq, and mg, respectively, using the

HTL summation [204, 205, 251–253]. This indicates that the IR region is ’okay’

for the lowest order gT in effective perturbation. Nevertheless, as we have already

said, the static chromomagnetic field screens at the NLO, which is known as mag-

netic screening [188,249,250] rather than the LO. Therefore, we need to go beyond

the LO calculations to illustrate the IR sector of the HTL perturbative expansion.

Recently, many other calculations have been performed at NLO using thermal

field theory to probe the hot and dense QCD matter. For example, the transport

coefficient at NLO, namely the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density η/s and

the ratio of the quenching parameter to temperature q̂/T 3 have been obtained in

Ref. [260], HTL lagrangian has been derived at NLO for the photon in Ref. [261],

two loops HTL’s have been derived for any general model recently in Ref. [262],
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explicit results for the gluon self-energy in semi-QGP at NLO have been obtained

in Ref. [263]. Also, the complete calculation of soft photon self-energy at NLO in

QED is presented in Ref. [264]. Using that cold and dense electron gas pressure

at N3LO has been obtained in Ref. [265].

To probe the IR sector of HTL perturbative expansion, the first calculation per-

formed using NLO HTL-dressed perturbative expansion is the non-moving gluon

damping rate [209]. In a similar line, the non-moving quark damping rate has

been calculated [211, 266] in imaginary time formalism [178, 184, 267]. The quark

damping rate of a non-moving quark was recently calculated in Ref. [268] using

real-time formalism. After the study of non-moving gluon and quark damping rates

in 1992, later, by using this formalism, the damping rates of slow-moving longi-

tudinal [269, 270] and transverse gluons [271] in the one-loop order HTL, quarks

damping rate [272–274], electrons [275] and photons [276] damping rate in QED,

and also quasiparticles energy up to NLO in scalar QED [277] have been studied.

After the rigorous studies of boson and fermion damping rates, people also studied

the quasiparticle energies up to NLO. That would come from studying the real part

of the HTL effective one-loop self-energies. The NLO quasiparticle energy calcula-

tion is much non-trivial than the computation of the damping rate. It was started

by determining the plasma frequency ωg(0) for pure gluon case up to NLO in the

long-wavelength limit in Ref. [278]. A gauge-invariant plasma frequency in next-

to-leading order for pure-gluon plasma is established with Nf = 0 in imaginary

time formalism as

ωg(0) =

√
cA
3
gT (1− 0.09

√
cAg + . . .) , (3.1)

with Casimir number cA = Nc and Nc represents the number of colors in QCD,

g is the QCD coupling constant, and T is the temperature. The first term of

Eq. (3.1) represents the leading order part, whereas the second represents the
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NLO contribution. Later, fermion mass up to NLO in QCD at high temperature

(and QED) was calculated in Refs. [268, 279, 280]. The NLO quark mass for two-

flavour QCD is obtained in Ref. [280] in the real-time formalism [178, 182, 281]

as

mnlo
q =

gT√
6

(︃
1 +

1.87

4π
g + . . .

)︃
. (3.2)

The NLO contributions to the plasma frequency and quark mass are from the one-

loop diagrams involving soft momenta. Indeed, using the general power-counting

arguments done in Ref. [282], it has been shown that, except for the photon self-

energy, NLO corrections come only from the soft one-loop resummed graphs with

effective vertices and propagators. For the former case, two-loop graphs with hard

internal momentum also contribute. In work [268] using the power-counting argu-

ments, it has been shown that in imaginary-time formalism, one would not get the

correct information about the number of terms that give subleading contributions.

In Ref. [283], the authors have set up a framework to calculate the NLO dispersion

relation for a slow-moving quark. The authors used the setup to show how one can

proceed to evaluate the different terms in the NLO part of quark self-energy. In the

present work, we calculate all sixteen terms of NLO quark self-energy to complete

the NLO dispersion relations, i.e., energy and damping rates, for quarks moving

slowly within HTL approximation in real-time formalism. This has been done by

utilizing the closed-time-path (CTP) approach of thermal field theory [177, 180].

The benefit of avoiding the analytic continuation from Matsubara frequencies to

real energies. For the latter case, it is non-trivial to obtain the analytical responses

of physical observables. Nevertheless, one issue is that, because of the doubling

of degrees of freedom, each N -point function gets a tensor structure, in which we

have to work with 2N components. Thus, there will be enough rise in graphs

containing three and four-point vertex integrals. Also, this computation will not

be easy even if one sets the quark momentum to be zero from the starting point,

as done in Ref. [182], where they replace the momentum contractions of effective
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K

P PQ = P−K

Figure 3.1: Feynman graph for the quark self-energy in leading order

vertices by effective self-energy differences using Ward identities.

This chapter is sketched in this way. In section 3.2, we discuss the lowest-order

dispersion relations for quarks and the expressions of the effective quark and gluon

propagators. Then, in section 3.3, we present the NLO formalism for slow-moving

quarks. In this section, we present the expression for NLO dispersion laws from

which one can extract the NLO quark energies and damping rates of order g2T .

These quantities directly correspond with the HTL effective NLO quark self-energy

Σ(1). This contribution Σ(1) to the NLO quark self-energy is calculated further in

this section, and we present a detailed analytic result of Σ(1) in terms of the three-

and four-point HTL effective vertex integrals. In section 3.4, we evaluate the dif-

ferent terms of NLO quark self-energy and describe how these terms have been

evaluated numerically. In section 3.5, we have plotted the NLO quark self-energy

w.r.t. the ratio of momentum and energy. Then, we plotted the NLO correction

to dispersion relations using the above quantity. We encapsulate the chapter in

the last section 3.6.

3.2 Lowest order dispersion relations

A one-loop effective quark propagator can be written as

S(P ) =
1

/P − Σ(P )
, (3.3)
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Where P = (p0, p⃗) ≡ (p0, p̂ p) is the four-momentum of external quark and Σ(P )

is the one-loop HTL quark self-energy shown in Figure 3.1. The zeros of the

denominator of the propagator in Eq. (3.3) give the dispersion relations as

det[/P − Σ(P )] = 0, (3.4)

The self-energy Σ(P ) can be decomposed into helicity eigenstates as

Σ(P ) = γ+p Σ−(P ) + γ−p Σ+(P ). (3.5)

Here, γ±p ≡ (γ0 ∓ γ⃗ · p̂) /2 , with p̂ = p⃗/p and γµ are the Dirac matrices. In the

lowest order, the quark self-energy Σ±(P ) in Eq. (3.5) is calculated as

Σ±(ω, p) =
m2

q

p

[︃
±1 +

1

2

(︃
1∓ ω

p

)︃
ln
ω + p

ω − p

]︃
, (3.6)

where m2
q = CF

8
g2T 2 represents the square of the thermal mass of a quark in

leading order at zero chemical potential with CF = (N2
c − 1)/2Nc. Eq. (3.4) can

be summarized in the following two dispersion relations:

p0 ∓ p− Σ±(P ) = 0. (3.7)

The solution of the dispersion relations in the lowest order is p0 = Ω
(0)
± , and

they are displayed in Figure 3.2. The Ω
(0)
+ (p) mode represents the propagation

of an ordinary quark with a momentum-dependent thermal mass, and the ratio

of chirality to helicity for this mode is +1. On the other hand, the Ω
(0)
− (p) mode

represents the propagation of a quark mode for which the chirality to helicity ratio

is −1. This mode is called the plasmino mode, and it is absent at zero temperature

but appears as a consequence of the thermal medium due to the broken Lorentz

invariance [284]. At large momenta, two modes go to the light cone very quickly.
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Figure 3.2: Lowest-order dispersion laws for quark excitations

Whereas the soft portion is effectively constricted. For soft external momenta

(p/mq < 1), the solution of the dispersion relations can be expanded as

Ω
(0)
± (p) = mq

[︃
1±1

3

p

mq

+
1

3

p2

m2
q

∓ 16

135

p3

m3
q

+
1

54

p4

m4
q

± 32

2835

p5

m5
q

− 139

12150

p6

m6
q

±. . .
]︃
. (3.8)

Using the HTL self-energies ΣHTL defined in Eq. (3.6), one can write the one-

loop effective quark propagator, which can also be decomposed into the helicity

eigenstates as

∆(P ) = γ+p∆−(P ) + γ−p∆+(P );

∆−1
± (P ) = p0 ± p−

m2
q

p

[︃
∓1 +

1

2p
m2

q (p± p0) ln
p0 + p

p0 − p

]︃
. (3.9)

Since the quark damping rate comes from the negative of the imaginary part of self-

energy, there is no quark damping at the lowest order, and it starts to contribute

from NLO.



3.3. NLO formalism 65

In addition to the leading order quark self-energy, we also require an HTL-dressed

gluon propagator to calculate the NLO contribution of the quark self-energy. In

covariant gauge, a one-loop HTL resummed gluon propagator is

Dµν(K) =
ξKµKν

K4
+DT (K)Aµν +DL(K)Bµν , (3.10)

Here, Aµν and Bµν are the transverse and longitudinal projection operators, re-

spectively, and can be expressed as

Aµν = gµν −
KµKν

K2
−Bµν ; Bµν = −K

2

k2

(︃
uµ −

k0Kµ

K2

)︃(︃
uν −

k0Kν

K2

)︃
, (3.11)

Where uµ is the four-velocity of the heat bath and in the plasma rest-frame,

uµ = (1, 0⃗). The quantities DL,T are the longitudinal and transverse HTL effective

gluon propagators, respectively, and given by

D−1
L (K) =K2 + 2m2

g

K2

k2

(︃
1− k0

2k
ln
k0 + k

k0 − k

)︃
;

D−1
T (K) =K2 −m2

g

[︃
1 +

K2

k2

(︃
1− k0

2k
ln
k0 + k

k0 − k

)︃]︃
. (3.12)

In the above Eq. (3.12), mg =
1
6

√︁
(Nc + sF ) gT is the gluon thermal mass to LO.

Here, sF = Nf/2, and Nf represents the number of quark flavors.

3.3 NLO formalism

For on shell quarks, we write the (complex) quark energy p0 ≡ Ω(p) as

Ω(p) = Ω(0)(p) + Ω(1)(p) + · · · . (3.13)
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P

K

Figure 3.3: Feynman graph for the NLO HTL resummed quark self-energy Σ
(1)
1 . The

black blobs indicate HTL effective quantities. All momenta are soft.

A similar kind of decomposition can also be done for self-energy Σ, as well

Σ(P ) = ΣHTL(P ) + Σ(1)(P ) + · · · , (3.14)

where ΣHTL is the LO quark self-energy having gT order, whereas Σ(1) the NLO

contribution of quark self-energy, having g2T order. Similarly, the first term Ω(0)(p)

and second term Ω(1)(p) in Eq. (3.13) are of the same order as terms on r.h.s. of

Eq. (3.14). Thus, Eq. (3.7) will take the form as

Ω
(0)
± (p) + Ω

(1)
± (p) + · · · = ±p+ ΣHTL± (ω, p)|ω→Ω±(p) + Σ

(1)
± (ω, p)

⃓⃓⃓
ω→Ω±(p)

+ . . . .

(3.15)

Since we are interested in slow-moving quarks, we can take p ∼ gT , and we get

Ω
(1)
± (p) =

Σ
(1)
±

(︂
Ω

(0)
± (p), p

)︂
1− ∂ωΣHTL±(ω, p)|ω=Ω

(0)
± (p)

. (3.16)

Here ∂ω represents variation w.r.t ω. Real values of above Eq. (3.16) give us the

NLO corrections to the momentum-dependent quark energies, whereas the NLO

contribution to the quark damping rate comes from the negative of the imaginary

part of Eq. (3.16). Also, by using the expression of ΣHTL mentioned in Eq. (3.6),

the NLO dispersion relations will take the final form as

Ω
(1)
± (p) =

Ω
(0)
±

2
(p)− p2

2m2
q

Σ
(1)
±

(︂
Ω

(0)
± (p), p

)︂
. (3.17)



3.3. NLO formalism 67

P

K

Figure 3.4: Feynman diagram for the NLO quark self-energy Σ
(1)
2 . The black blobs

represent HTL effective quantities. All momenta are soft.

We need to determine the NLO quark self-energy to evaluate the above equation.

For that, one needs to consider two one-loop graphs with effective vertices, shown

1 in Figure 3.3 and Figure 3.4. The graph in Figure 3.3 can be written as

Σ
(1)
1 (P ) = −ig2CF

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
Γµ(P,Q)∆(Q)Γν(Q,P )Dµν(K), (3.18)

where Q = P −K. Similarly, from the vertex graph in Figure 3.4, we can write

Σ
(1)
2 (P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
Γµν(P,K)Dµν(K). (3.19)

We have three possible summation indices for the above equations: Lorentz (ex-

plicit), RTF, and Dirac. Firstly, we start with the Keldysh indices on the “r/a”

basis, utilizing the thermal field theory’s CTP formulation. For the fermion, the

retarded (R), advanced (A), and symmetric (S) propagators can be defined as

∆R(K) ≡∆ra(K) = ∆
(︂
k0 + iε, k⃗

)︂
; ∆A(K) ≡ ∆ar(K) = ∆

(︂
k0 − iε, k⃗

)︂
;

∆S(K) ≡∆rr(K) = NF (k0) sign (k0)
[︁
∆R(K)−∆A(K)

]︁
. (3.20)

1The Feynman graphs are drawn using jaxodraw software [285].
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Similarly, for boson

DR
µν(K) ≡Dra

µν(K) = Dµν

(︂
k0 + iε, k⃗

)︂
; DA

µν(K) ≡ Dar
µν(K) = Dµν

(︂
k0 − iε, k⃗

)︂
;

DS
µν(K) ≡Drr

µν(K) = NB (k0) sign (k0)
[︁
DR

µν(K)−DA
µν(K)

]︁
, (3.21)

where NF in Eq. (3.20) and NB in Eq. (3.21) are defined as follows

NB,F (k0) = 1± 2nB,F (k0); nB,F (k0) =
1

e|k0|/T ∓ 1
. (3.22)

The modulus value in the argument of the BE and FD distribution function is

required to avoid the blow-up of the function. Thus, for the two components of

Σ
(1)
1 , we have the following explicit expressions.

Σ
(1)
(1)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
tr γ±p

[︃
Γµ
arr(P,Q)∆

R(Q)Γν
arr(Q,P )D

S
µν(K)

+Γµ
arr(P,Q)∆

S(Q)Γν
rar(Q,P )D

A
µν(K) + Γµ

arr(P,Q)∆
R(Q)Γν

aar (Q,P )D
A
µν(K)

+Γµ
arr(P,Q)∆

R(Q)Γν
arr(Q,P )D

R
µν(K) + Γµ

ara(P,Q)∆
A(Q)Γν

rar(Q,P )D
A
µν(K)

]︃
,

(3.23)

and for the two components of Σ
(1)
2 , we get

Σ
(1)
(2)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

4

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
tr γ±p

[︁
Γµν
arrr(P,K)DS

µν(K) + Γµν
aarr(P,K)DR

µν(K)

+ Γµν
arar(P,K)DA

µν(K)
]︁
. (3.24)

Eq. (3.23) and Eq. (3.24) are the results of the Mathematica program developed in

Ref. [268], which can take care of all the real-time-field indices of a given Feynman

diagram. We rederive all the three and four-point HTL-effective vertex integrals

using their corresponding Feynman graphs. Thus, for the two-quarks-one-gluon
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effective vertices, we will get

Γµ
arr(P,K) = γµ + Iµ−−(P,K); Γµ

rar(P,K) = γµ + Iµ+−(P,K);

Γµ
aar(P,K) =Γµ

ara(P,K) = 0, (3.25)

and two-quarks-two-gluons effective vertices give

Γµν
arrr(P,K) = Iµν−−(P,K); Γµν

aarr(P,K) = Γµν
arar(P,K) = 0. (3.26)

In Eq. (3.25) and Eq. (3.26), the four vectors (I’s) are HTL contribution which

are given by

Iµη1η2(P,Q) =m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)
; (3.27)

Iµνη1η2
(P,K) =m2

q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

−SµSν /S

(PS + iη1ε) (PS + iη2ε)

[︃
1

(P +K)S + iη1ε

+
1

(P −K)S + iη2ε

]︃
. (3.28)

Here S ≡ (1, ŝ) and the indices η1, η2 = ±1. Also, the quantity PS and QS are the

dot product of four vectors defined as PS = p0 − (p⃗· ŝ). Using the above results,

one can rewrite Σ
(1)
(1)± from Eq. (3.23) as

Σ
(1)
(1)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
tr γ±p

[︁
{γµ + Iµ−−(P,Q)}∆R(Q)

{︁
γν + Iν−−(Q,P )

}︁
×DS

µν(K) + {γµ + Iµ−−(P,Q)}∆S(Q)
{︁
γν + Iν+−(Q,P )

}︁
DA

µν(K)
]︁
.

(3.29)

Similarly, Σ
(1)
(2)± can be rewritten from Eq. (3.24) as

Σ
(1)
(2)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

4

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
tr γ±pI

µν
−−(P,K)DS

µν(K). (3.30)
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Eq. (3.29) can be divided into three kinds of terms as

Σ
(1)
(1)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
[︁
F SR
±;0(P,K) + FAS

±;0(P,K) + 2F SR
±;−−(P,K) + FAS

±;−−(P,K)

+ FAS
±;−+(P,K) + F SR

±;−−;−−(P,K) + FAS
±;−−;+−(P,K)

]︁
. (3.31)

The first two terms within the square bracket in Eq. (3.31) are due to the bare

part of the vertex and can be written in a general form as

FXY
ϵp;0(P,K) ≡ tr

(︁
γϵpγ

µγϵqγ
ν
)︁
DX

µν(K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

= − 2
(︂
1− p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·k̂

)︂
DX

T (K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

−
[︂
k20

(︂
1− p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ + 2p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·k̂

)︂
− 2k0k

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ + q̂ϵ·k̂

)︂
+ k2 (1 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ)

]︂
× D̃

X

L(K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q) (3.32)

Here, D̃L(K) = DL(K)/K2. Also, p̂ϵ = ϵpp̂ with ϵp = ± and similarly for q̂ϵ, with

summation over ϵq. The superscripts X and Y can take the RTF indices values

(R,A, and S). The third, fourth, and fifth terms within the square bracket in

Eq. (3.31) are the contribution that involves one HTL vertex function and can be

written in a general form as

FXY
ϵp;η1η2

(P,K) ≡ tr
(︁
γϵpI

µ
η1η2

γϵqγ
ν
)︁
DX

µν(K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

=m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)
×
[︃
DX

T (K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

×
{︂
1− p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ+ p̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ+ q̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ− (k̂·ŝ)2 + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ (k̂·ŝ)2

+2p̂ϵ.ŝ q̂ϵ.ŝ− p̂ϵ.k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ·k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ
}︂

−
{︂
k20

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ+ q̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ− (k̂·ŝ)2 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ (k̂·ŝ)2 − p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂.ŝ− q̂ϵ.k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ

)︂
+ k2 (1 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ)− k0k

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ + q̂ϵ·k̂ + 2p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ·k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ

− p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ− p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ
)︂}︂

D̃
X

L(K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

]︃
. (3.33)
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Since η1, η2 = ±1 and because of symmetry in Dµν , the other contributions with

one HTL vertex integral are the same as above when changing η1 into η2, namely,

tr
(︁
γϵpγ

µγϵqI
ν
η1η2

)︁
DX

µν(K)∆Y
−εq(Q) = tr

(︁
γϵpI

µ
η2η1

γϵqγ
ν
)︁
DX

µν(K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q). (3.34)

The sixth and seventh terms inside the square bracket of Eq. (3.31) contribute to

two HTL vertex functions. It can be written in a general form as

FXY
ϵp;η1η2;η′1η

′
2
(P,K) ≡ tr

(︂
γϵpI

µ
η1η2

γϵqI
ν
η′1η

′
2

)︂
DX

µν(K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

=m4
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ + iη′2ε) (QS
′ + iη′1ε)

×
[︃{︂

− ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ ŝ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′

− p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − (ŝ·ŝ′)2 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ (ŝ.ŝ′)
2
+ k̂·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ

+ p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ− p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂.ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

+ p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂.ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + ŝ·ŝ′ k̂.ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ ŝ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂.ŝ′
}︂

×DX
T (K)∆Y

−ϵq(Q)

−
{︂
k2 (1 + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ− p̂ϵ·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ + ŝ.ŝ′

− p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ ŝ.ŝ
′)− k0k

(︂
k̂ · ŝ+ k̂.ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ+ p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ

′ − p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂·ŝ− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ
′

− q̂ϵ.ŝ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ
′ − p̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂.ŝ− p̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂.ŝ′

+ p̂ϵ.ŝ q̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂.ŝ+ p̂ϵ ·ŝ q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ ·ŝ p̂ϵ.ŝ′ k̂·ŝ+ q̂ϵ.ŝ p̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂·ŝ′ + k̂.ŝ ŝ.ŝ′

+ k̂.ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ
′ ŝ.ŝ′

)︂
+ k20

(︂
k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂.ŝ′ − q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

+ p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ′
)︂}︂

× D̃
X

L (K)∆Y
−ϵq(Q)

]︂
. (3.35)
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The integrand in Σ
(1)
2 contains only one HTL and can be written from Eq. (3.30)

as

Σ
(1)
(2)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
GS

±;−−(P,K), (3.36)

where2

GS
ϵp;η1η2

(P,K) ≡ 1

2
tr
(︁
γϵpI

µν
η1η2

)︁
∆X

µν(K)

=m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

[PS + iη1ε] [PS + iη2ε]

[︃
1

(P +K)S + iη1ε
+

1

(P −K)S + iη2ε

]︃
×

[︄
(1− p̂ϵ·ŝ)

(︂
1− (k̂·ŝ)2

)︂
DX

T (K) +
{︂
k2 − 2k0kk̂.ŝ + k20 (k̂.ŝ)2

}︂
(1− p̂ϵ·ŝ)

× D̃
X

L(K)

]︄
. (3.37)

Using the above terms, the NLO one-loop HTL-summed quark self-energy can be

expressed in compact form as

Σ
(1)
± (P ) = − ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
[︁
F SR
±;0(P,K) + FAS

±;0(P,K) + 2F SR
±;−−(P,K) + FAS

±;−−(P,K)

+ FAS
±;−+(P,K) + F SR

±;−−;−−(P,K) + FAS
±;−−;+−(P,K) +GS

±;−−(P,K)
]︁
.

(3.38)

3.4 Evaluation of NLO quark self-energy

In this section, we will consider all the terms present in Eq. (3.38) more elaborately

and show how these terms have been evaluated. We can write Eq. (3.38) as

Σ
(1)
± (P ) =Σ

(1)
1±(P ) + Σ

(1)
2±(P ) + Σ

(1)
3±(P ) + Σ

(1)
4±(P ) + Σ

(1)
5±(P ) + Σ

(1)
6±(P ) + Σ

(1)
7±(P )

+Σ
(1)
8±(P ). (3.39)

2A typo in [283] is corrected



3.4. Evaluation of NLO quark self-energy 73

We consider quark thermal mass to be 1, i.e., mq = 1. Thus, we will get

m2
g

m2
q

=
16Nc (Nc + sF )

6 (N2
c − 1)

= (3 + sF ) , (3.40)

Here, we will fix the number of flavor and color charges. In the above equation,

we have considered the value of Nc to be 3, and for the value of Nf = 2, this ratio

in Eq. (3.40) is equal to 4, which we will consider in further computation. Now,

we define a variable t as the ratio of p/p0. The scaled quark momentum can be

written in terms of the variable t as

p(t)/mq =

√︄
t

1− t
− 1

2
ln

(︃
1 + t

1− t

)︃
. (3.41)

Since we have considered quark thermal mass mq = 1. Eq. (3.41) can be derived

by using the leading-order quark dispersion relation ∆−1
− (p0, p) = 0 The variation

of the scaled quark momentum p(t) and mass p0(t) = Ω
(0)
− (p(t)) is shown in Fig-

ure 3.5. Also, for a slow-moving quark, one would get p ≲ mq, which gives us

the limit on t variable, i.e., t ≲ 0.64. Beyond this value of the t variable, quarks

will be considered fast-moving, which is not an interesting region. In order to

evaluate Eq. (3.38), we need retarded transverse DR
T (k, k0, ε), retarded longitu-

dinal DR
L (k, k0, ε) gluon propagators which are derived by using Eq. (3.12) and

Eq. (3.21) (see appendix A.3) as.

D
R(−1)
T (k, k0, ε) = −

[︃
4k20
k2

+
(︁
k2 − k20

)︁{︃
1− k0

k3
ln

(k0 − k)2 + ε2

(k0 + k)2 + ε2

}︃]︃
− i

[︃
2k0
k3

(︁
k20 − k2

)︁{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

k0 − k

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

k0 + k

)︃}︃
− εΘ(k0)

]︃
,

(3.42)
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Figure 3.5: Variation of scaled quark momentum p(solid) and mass p0 (dashed) w.r.t.
“t ≡ p/p0” variable. For slow-moving quarks t ≲ 0.64.

where Θ(k0) is the step function. Similarly, the longitudinal part of the gluon

propagator is

D̃
R(−1)

L (k, k0, ε) =
(︁
k20 − k2

)︁2 [︃
1 +

8

k2
+

2k0
k3

ln
(k0 − k)2 + ε2

(k0 + k)2 + ε2

+ i

[︃
4k0
k3

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

k0 − k

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

k0 + k

)︃}︃
+ εΘ(k0)

]︃]︃
.

(3.43)

The other quantity required is the retarded quark propagators ∆R
±(q, q0, ε) and can

be obtained by using Eq. (3.9) and Eq. (3.20) (For details see A.3).

∆
R(−1)
+ (q, q0, ε) = q0 + q +

1

q
− q0 + q

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2
+

ε

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃
− i

[︃
−ε+ ε

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2

+
q0 + q

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃]︃
. (3.44)
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Similarly, the retarded quark propagator for plasmino mode comes out to be (see

appendix A.3)

∆
R(−1)
− (q, q0, ε) = −

[︃
1

q
+ q − q0 −

q0 − q

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2
+

ε

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− − tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃
− i

[︃
ε+

ε

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2

+
q0 − q

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃]︃]︃
. (3.45)

Now, let us consider the first term of Eq. (3.38), which is

Σ
(1)
1±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4

[︂
F SR
±;0(P,K)

]︂
, (3.46)

where F SR
±;0(P,K) is given in Eq. (3.32). The inclination between p⃗ and k⃗ is x(=

cos θ). Also, the angle between p̂ and q̂ is

p̂ ·q̂ = p⃗·q⃗
pq

=
p⃗.(p⃗− k⃗)

p|p⃗− k⃗|
=
p2 − pkx

pq
=
p

q
− k

q
x, (3.47)

and

q = |q⃗| =
√︁
p2 + k2 − 2pkx. (3.48)

Similarly, the dot product of the k̂ and q̂ is

k̂ ·q̂ = k⃗ ·q⃗
kq

=
k⃗.(p⃗− k⃗)

k|p⃗− k⃗|
=
pkx− k2

kq
=
p

q
x− k

q
; (3.49)

The first term of Eq. (3.39) can be written using Eq. (3.32)

Σ
(1)
1±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4

[︂
−2

(︂
1− p̂ϵ.k̂ q̂ϵ.k̂

)︂
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)−

[︁
k20 (1− p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ

+2 p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·k̂
)︂
− 2k0k

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ + q̂ϵ.k̂

)︂
+ k2 (1 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ)

]︂
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︂
.

(3.50)
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Now denoting p̂ϵ = ϵpp̂, and using Eqs. (3.47) (3.49), Eq. (3.50) becomes

Σ
(1)
1±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx

[︃
−2

(︃
1− x

(︃
p

q
x− k

q

)︃)︃
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

−
{︃
k20

(︃
1− p

q
+
k

q
x+ 2x

(︃
p

q
x− k

q

)︃)︃
∓ 2k0k

(︃
x+

px

q
− k

q

)︃
+ k2

(︃
1 +

p

q
− k

q
x

)︃}︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.51)

Similarly, the second term of Eq. (3.39) can be written using Eq. (3.51) as

Σ
(1)
2±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx

[︃
−2

(︃
1− x

(︃
p

q
x− k

q

)︃)︃
× DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)

{︃
k20

(︃
1− p

q
− k

q
x+ 2x

(︃
px

q
− k

q

)︃)︃
∓ 2k0k

(︃
x+

px

q
− k

q

)︃
+ k2

(︃
1 +

p

q
− kx

q

)︃}︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︂
(3.52)

To evaluate Eq. (3.51) and Eq. (3.52) numerically, we encounter a few issues. One

of those issues is that the integrand has a discontinuity because of the terms arctan

in the propagators and the BE distribution function at k0 = 0. Such discontinuity

would cause fatal issues in any integration method. So, the numerical outputs

are either unreliable or produce unsatisfactory results. This instability in the

results is more prolonged if we consider our tuning parameter ε too small. So, to

make further progress, we have partitioned the integration region into the domains

bounded by the lines, which causes discontinuity as

k0 = 0; k0 = ±k; k = kt ≡
1

2

p20 − p2

p0 − xp
=

1

2t

1− t2

1− xt

√︄
t

1− t
− 1

2
ln

(︃
1 + t

1− t

)︃
.

(3.53)

By doing the swapping of variables θ = tan−1 k and ϕ = tan−1 k0, these domains

are shown in Figure 3.6. The last (vertical) line shown in Figure 3.6 is discontinuity

line k = p0 − q. We evaluate Eqs. (3.51) and Eq. (3.52) in each of the domains as

shown in Figure 3.6 separately or in the domains shown in Eq. (3.53) numerically
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Figure 3.6: Domains in (k, k0) plane at which the integrand in Eq. (3.51) has sharp
jumps. Here, we have used t ≡ p/p0 = 0.45 and x ≡ cos θ = 0.8.

and summed up to get the results. Now, the third term of Eq. (3.39) is given by

Σ
(1)
3±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
[︁
2F SR

±;−−(P,K)
]︁
, (3.54)

where F SR
±;−−(P,K) can be written using Eq. (3.33) as

F SR
±;−−(P,K) =m2

q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

[︃{︂
1− p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ+ p̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ

+ q̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ− (k̂·ŝ)2 + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ (k̂·ŝ)2 + 2p̂ϵ.ŝ q̂ϵ.ŝ− p̂ϵ.k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ·k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ
}︂

×DS
T (K)∆R

∓(Q)−
{︂
k20

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ+ q̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ− (k̂·ŝ)2 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ (k̂·ŝ)2

− p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂.ŝ− q̂ϵ.k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ
)︂
− k0k

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ + q̂ϵ·k̂ + 2p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ·k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ

− p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ− p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ
)︂
+ k2 (1 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ)

}︂
× D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.55)

If F SR
1±;−−(P,K) denote the terms in Eq. (3.55) without ŝ, then
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F SR
1±;−−(P,K) =m2

q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

[︃
(1− p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ)DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

−
{︁
k2 (1 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ) −k0k

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ + q̂ϵ·k̂

)︂}︂
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.56)

The solid angle integration in Eq. (3.56) can be computed using Eq. (A.29) as

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)
= V (t, k, k0, x, ε) , (3.57)

where

V (t, k, k0, x, ε) =

∫︂ 1

0

du
1

Zu2 + 2Y u+X

=
1

2
√
∆

[︄
1

2
ln

(︁
(r1 − 1)2 + i21

)︁
(r22 + i22)(︁

(r2 − 1)2 + i22
)︁
(r21 + i21)

+ i

{︃
tan−1

(︃
r1
i1

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
r1 − 1

i1

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
r2
i2

)︃
+ tan−1

(︃
r2 − 1

i2

)︃}︃]︃
. (3.58)

Here, ri = Re si and ii = Im si with s1 =
−Y+

√
∆

Z
; s2 =

−Y−
√
∆

Z
; ∆ = Y 2−XZ,

and

X = (p0 − iε)2 − p2; Y = k⃗ ·p⃗− (k0) (p0 − iε) ; Z = k20 − k2; (3.59)

Thus, Eq. (3.56) becomes

F SR
1±;−−(P,K) =V (t, k, k0, x, ε)

[︃(︃
1− p

q
+
k

q
x

)︃
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)−

{︃
k2
(︃
1 +

p

q
− k

q
x

)︃
∓ k0k

(︃
x+

p

q
x− k

q

)︃}︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.60)

With the expression of F SR
1±;−−(P,K) from Eq. (3.60) , the terms of Eq. (3.54)

without s becomes

Σ
(1)
3(1)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx V (t, k, k0, x, ε)

[︃(︃
1− p

q
+
k

q
x

)︃
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×DS
T (K)∆R

∓(Q)−
{︃
k2
(︃
1 +

p

q
− k

q
x

)︃
∓ k0k

(︃
x+

p

q
x− k

q

)︃}︃
× D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.61)

Now consider the terms with ŝ in Eq. (3.55)

F SR
2±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

[︃(︂
− p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ.ŝ+ p̂ϵ.k̂ k̂.ŝ+ q̂ϵ.k̂ k̂.ŝ

)︂
×DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)−

{︂
k20

(︂
p̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ+ q̂ϵ·k̂ k̂·ŝ

)︂
− k0k

(︂
2p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ

− q̂ϵ·k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ− p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ
)︂
− k2 (p̂ϵ·ŝ+ q̂ϵ·ŝ)

}︂
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.62)

By using Eq. (A.31), we get

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)
=

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︃
r0

r20 − r2
− 1

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

]︃
ri

r2

=

∫︂ 1

0

du V1 r̂
i, (3.63)

where

V1(r0, r) =

[︃
r0

r20 − r2
− 1

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

]︃
1

r
, (3.64)

with

r0 = p0 − iε− k0u; r =
√︁
p2 + k2u2 − 2pkux. (3.65)

Now, the required angles in order to solve Eq. (3.62) are

p̂·r̂ = p

r
− ku

r
x, k̂ ·r̂ = p

r
x− ku

r
, q̂ ·r̂ = p2

qr
− pkux

qr
− pkx

qr
+
k2u

qr
. (3.66)

Thus, Eq. (3.62) becomes

F SR
2±;−−(P,K) = ±

∫︂ 1

0

du V1(r0, r)

[︃
p(p+ q)(x2 − 1)

qr
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q) +

{︃
k2
(︃
p

r

− ku

r
x+

p2

qr
− pkux

qr
− pkx

qr
+
k2u

qr

)︃
∓ k0k

2p(2u− 1)(x2 − 1)

qr
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− k20

(︃
x+

px

q
− k

q

)︃(︃
px

r
− ku

r

)︃}︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.67)

So, the ŝ contribution in the third term of Eq. (3.39) is

Σ
(1)
3(2)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dxF SR
2±;−−(P,K) (3.68)

Let us consider terms with two ŝ in Eq. (3.55)

F SR
3±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

[︃(︃
− k̂ik̂j + p̂.q̂ k̂ik̂j + 2p̂i q̂j − p̂.k̂ q̂ik̂j

− q̂ ·k̂ p̂i k̂j
)︃
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

+

{︃
k20

(︃
(k̂·ŝ)2 − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ (k̂·ŝ)2 + p̂ϵ·k̂ q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂.ŝ+ q̂ϵ·k̂ p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ

)︃
− k0k

(︂
q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ+ p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ

)︂}︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.69)

From Eq. (A.33), we can write

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)
=

∫︂ 1

0

du
(︁
Aδij +Br̂ir̂j

)︁
, (3.70)

where

A = − 1

r2

(︃
1− r0

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

)︃
, B =

1

r20 − r2
+

3

r2

(︃
1− r0

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

)︃
(3.71)

Using Eq. (3.70), Eq. (3.69) becomes

F SR
3±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︃{︃
A
(︂
3p̂·q̂ − 1− 2x q̂·k̂

)︂
+B

(︂(︁
k̂ ·r̂

)︁2
(p̂·q̂ − 1)

+ 2p̂.r̂ q̂.r̂ − x q̂.r̂ k̂.r̂ − q̂ ·k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂ ·r̂
)︂}︃

DS
T (K)∆R

∓(Q)

−
{︃
A

(︃
k20
(︁
p̂·q̂ − 1− 2x q̂ ·k̂

)︁
± k0k

(︁
x+ q̂.k̂

)︁)︃
+B

(︃
k20

(︃(︁
k̂ ·r̂

)︁2
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× (p̂·q̂ − 1)− q̂.k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂·r̂ − x q̂ ·r̂ k̂ ·r̂
)︃
± k0k k̂ ·r̂ (p̂·r̂ + q̂ ·r̂)

)︃}︃
× D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.72)

Thus, the contribution coming from 2s terms of Eq. (3.54) is

Σ
(1)
3(3)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dxF SR
3±;−−(P,K) (3.73)

As we have seen in Eq. (3.51), there are sudden jumps in the integrand from the

gluon propagator, which causes instability. In this term, an additional divergence

will come from Eq. (3.58) i.e., from V (t, k, k0, x, ε). The divergence that comes

from Eq. (3.63) and Eq.(3.70) is the same as we get from Eq. (3.58). Thus, all the

lines of discontinuity are

k0 =0; k0 = ±k; k0 = p0 ±
√︁
p2 + k2 − 2pkx;

k = kt =
1

2t

1− t2

1− xt

√︄
t

1− t
− 1

2
ln

(︃
1 + t

1− t

)︃
(3.74)

These domains are shown in Figure 3.7. We have evaluated Eqs. (3.61), (3.68),

(3.73) in each of the domains of Figure 3.7 numerically and summed up the results.

Let us consider the fourth term of Eq. (3.38), which is

Σ
(1)
4±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4

[︂
FAS
±;−−(P,K)

]︂
(3.75)

This term is analogous to the third term of Eq. (3.38) except for the change of real-

time field indices (i.e., SR → AS) and a factor of 1/2. Thus, by using Eq. (3.61),

we will get

Σ
(1)
4(1)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx V (t, k, k0, x, ε)

[︃(︃
1− p

q
+
k

q
x

)︃
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Figure 3.7: Domains in (k, k0) plane at which the integrand in Eq. ((3.54)) has diver-
gences. Here we have used t ≡ p/p0 = 0.45 and x ≡ cos θ = 0.8.

×DA
T (K)∆S

∓(Q)−
{︃
k2
(︃
1 +

p

q
− k

q
x

)︃
∓ k0k

(︃
x+

p

q
x− k

q

)︃}︃
× D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.76)

By using Eq. (3.68), we get

Σ
(1)
4(2)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dxFAS
2±;−−(P,K) (3.77)

where

FAS
2±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du V1(r0, r)

[︃
± p(p+ q)(x2 − 1)

qr
DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)−

{︃
∓ k2

×
(︃
p

r
− ku

r
x+

p2

qr
− pkux

qr
− pkx

qr
+
k2u

qr

)︃
− k0k

2p(2u− 1)(x2 − 1)

qr

± k20

(︃
x+

px

q
− k

q

)︃(︃
px

r
− ku

r

)︃}︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.78)
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Similarly, by using Eq. (3.73), we will get

Σ
(1)
4(3)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dxFAS
3±;−−(P,K) (3.79)

where

FAS
3±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︃{︃
A
(︂
3p̂·q̂ − 1− 2x q̂ ·k̂

)︂
+B

(︃(︂
k̂ ·r̂

)︂2

(p̂·q̂ − 1)

+ 2p̂·r̂ q̂ ·r̂ − x q̂ ·r̂ k̂ ·r̂ − q̂ ·k̂ p̂.r̂ k̂.r̂
)︃}︃

DA
T (K)∆S

∓(Q)

− k20

{︃
A

(︃
p̂·q̂ − 1− 2x q̂ ·k̂ ± k

k0

(︂
x+ q̂ ·k̂

)︂)︃
+B

(︃(︂
k̂ ·r̂

)︂2

(p̂·q̂ − 1)

− q̂ ·k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂ ·r̂ − x q̂.r̂ k̂ ·r̂ ± k

k0
k̂ ·r̂ (p̂.r̂ + q̂ ·r̂)

)︃}︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.80)

Let us consider the fifth term of Eq. (3.38), which is

Σ
(1)
5±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4

[︂
FAS
±;−+(P,K)

]︂
(3.81)

This term is analogous to the fourth term of Eq. (3.38)) except for the change of

k0. Here, k0 → k0 − 2iε in the definition of the function V (t, k, k0, x, ε), A and B.

So, Σ5
(1)
± (P ) becomes

Σ
(1)
5(1)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx V (t, k, k0, x, ε)

[︃{︃
1−

(︃
p

q
− k

q
x

)︃
× DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)

}︁
−
{︃
k2
(︃
1 +

(︃
p

q
− k

q
x

)︃)︃
∓ k0k

(︃
x+

(︃
p

q
x− k

q

)︃)︃}︃
× D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.82)

Similarly, using Eq. (3.77), one can get

Σ
(1)
5(2)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dxFAS
2±;−+(P,K) (3.83)
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where

FAS
2±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du V1(r0, r)

[︃
± p(p+ q)(x2 − 1)

qr
DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)−

{︃
∓ k2

×
(︃
p

r
− ku

r
x+

p2

qr
− pkux

qr
− pkx

qr
+
k2u

qr

)︃
− k0k

2p(2u− 1)(x2 − 1)

qr

± k20

(︃
x+

px

q
− k

q

)︃(︃
px

r
− ku

r

)︃}︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.84)

The contribution of the terms with 2ŝ of Eq. (3.81) is given by

Σ
(1)
5(3)±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dxFAS
3±;−+(P,K), (3.85)

where

FAS
3±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︃{︃
A
(︂
3p̂·q̂ − 1− 2x q̂ ·k̂

)︂
+B

(︃(︂
k̂ ·r̂

)︂2

(p̂·q̂ − 1)

+ 2p̂·r̂ q̂ ·r̂ − x q̂ ·r̂ k̂ ·r̂ − q̂ ·k̂ p̂.r̂ k̂.r̂
)︃}︃

DA
T (K)∆S

∓(Q)

− k20

{︃
A

(︃
p̂·q̂ − 1− 2x q̂ ·k̂ ± k

k0

(︂
x+ q̂ ·k̂

)︂)︃
+B

(︃(︂
k̂ ·r̂

)︂2

(p̂·q̂ − 1)

− q̂ ·k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂ ·r̂ − x q̂.r̂ k̂ ·r̂ ± k

k0
k̂ ·r̂ (p̂.r̂ + q̂ ·r̂)

)︃}︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
(3.86)

Now, the sixth term of Eq. (3.38) is

Σ
(1)
6±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
[︁
F SR
±;−−;−−(P,K)

]︁
(3.87)

The terms involved in F SR
±;−−;−−(P,K) are

F SR
±;−−;−−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1(︁
PS − iε

)︁
(QS − iε)

×
∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
[︃{︃(︃

− ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ ŝ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′
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− p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ.ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − (ŝ·ŝ′)2 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ (ŝ·ŝ′)2 + (k̂·ŝ) (k̂·ŝ′)

+ p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

+ p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + ŝ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ ŝ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′
)︃

×DS
T (K)∆R

∓(Q)

}︃
−
{︃
k2
(︃
1 + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ− p̂ϵ·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′

+ ŝ.ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ ŝ.ŝ
′
)︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂.ŝ+ k̂.ŝ′ + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ+ p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ

′ − p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂·ŝ

− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ
′ − q̂ϵ.ŝ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ

′ − p̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂.ŝ− p̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂.ŝ′

+ p̂ϵ.ŝ q̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂.ŝ+ p̂ϵ ·ŝ q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ ·ŝ p̂ϵ.ŝ′ k̂·ŝ+ q̂ϵ.ŝ p̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂·ŝ′ + k̂.ŝ ŝ.ŝ′

+ k̂.ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ
′ ŝ.ŝ′

)︃
+ k20

(︃
k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂.ŝ′ − q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

+ p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ′
)︃}︃

× D̃
S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.88)

Let us take the terms of Eq. (3.88) without s.

F SR
1±;−−;−−(P,K) =

(︁
− k2

)︁ ∫︂ dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
1 + p̂.q̂

)︂
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q) (3.89)

Using Eq. (3.57), the above Eq. (3.89) can be written as

F SR
1±;−−;−−(P,K) = − k2

[︃
1 +

(︃
p

q
− kx

q

)︃]︃
V (t, k, k0, x, ε)

2 D̃
S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q) (3.90)
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Let us take the terms of Eq. (3.88) consisting of 1s, which can be written as

F SR
2±;−−;−−(P,K) =

[︃ ∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
± k2

(︃
− p̂i − q̂i

)︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i + p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
± k2

(︃
− p̂i − q̂i

)︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i + p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃]︃(︃
− D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.91)

Using Eq. (3.63), Eq. (3.91) becomes

F SR
2±;−−;−−(P,K) = − 2V1(r0, r)V (t, k, k0, x, ε) D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

×
[︂
∓k2 (p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂)− k0k k̂·r̂ (1 + p̂·q̂)

]︂
(3.92)

Let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.88) with 2s, which can be written as

F SR
3±;−−;−−(P,K) = −

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i
(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
1 + p̂.q̂

)︂
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
k̂ik̂j + p̂.q̂ k̂ik̂j

)︂
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

−
[︃ ∫︂

dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
k2
(︂
p̂iq̂j + q̂ip̂j + 1− p̂.q̂

)︂
+ k20

(︁
k̂ik̂j

(︁
1 + p̂·q̂

)︁)︁
∓ k0k

(︁
− p̂ik̂j − q̂ik̂j − k̂ip̂j − k̂iq̂j

)︁}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi ŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)
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×
{︃
∓ k0k

(︁
− p̂ik̂j − q̂ik̂j

)︁}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i ŝ′j

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
∓ k0k

(︁
− p̂ik̂j − q̂ik̂j

)︁}︃]︃(︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.93)

Using Eqs. (3.57) (3.63) (3.70), Eq. (3.93) becomes

F SR
3±;−−;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du (V1 (r0, r))
2DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q) (1 + p̂·q̂)

{︃(︂
k̂·r̂

)︂2

− 1

}︃
−

∫︂ 1

0

du

(︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

)︃[︃
(V1 (r0, r))

2

{︃
k2
(︃
2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂ − p̂·q̂ + 1

)︃
+ k20

(︃
k̂·r̂

)︃2(︃
1 + p̂·q̂

)︃
± 2k0k

(︃
k̂·r̂

(︁
p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂

)︁)︃}︃
± 2V (t, k, k0, x, ε) k0k

{︃
A
(︂
x+ q̂·k̂

)︂
+B k̂·r̂

(︁
p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂

)︁}︃]︃
(3.94)

Now, let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.88) with 3s, and it can be expressed as

F SR
4±;−−;−−(P,K) =

[︄∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j
(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂i + q̂i

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′k

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
−p̂ik̂j k̂k − q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ′j
(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

(︂
p̂i + q̂i

)︂
−

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ′k

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂ik̂j k̂k + q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︂]︄
±DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

−
[︃ ∫︂

dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′k

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)
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×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
p̂ik̂j q̂k + q̂ik̂j p̂k

)︃
± k20

(︃
− p̂ik̂j k̂k − q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝk

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i ŝ′j

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
q̂ik̂j p̂k + p̂ik̂j q̂k

)︃
± k20

(︃
− p̂ik̂j k̂k − q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j
(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i − p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝj
(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ′j

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i − p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃(︃
D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.95)

The above Eq. (3.95) can be simplified using Eqs. (3.63),(3.70). Thus, we will get

F SR
4±;−−;−−(P,K) = ± 2

∫︂ 1

0

du V1(r0, r)
[︂
A
(︂
p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂ − p̂·k̂ r̂·k̂ − q̂·k̂ r̂·k̂

)︂
+ B

(︂
p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂ − p̂.r̂ (k̂.r̂)2 − q̂.r̂ (k̂.r̂)2

)︂]︂
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

+ 2

∫︂ 1

0

du k20 V1(r0, r) D̃
S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

{︃
k

k0
k̂·r̂

(︁
A+B

)︁(︁
1− p̂·q̂

)︁
+A

(︃
k

k0

(︁
p̂·k̂ q̂·r̂ + q̂·k̂ p̂·r̂

)︁
±
(︁
p̂·k̂ k̂·r̂ + q̂·k̂ k̂·r̂

)︁)︃
+B

(︃
k

k0

(︁
2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂ k̂·r̂

)︁
±
(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
(p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂)

)︃}︃
(3.96)

Let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.88) with 4s, and it can be written as

F SR
5±;−−;−−(P,K) =

[︄∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝk

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j ŝ′k
(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
− p̂iq̂j − q̂ip̂j

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ
′
j

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂.q̂ − 1

)︂
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+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝk

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j ŝ′l

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂iq̂j k̂kk̂l + q̂ip̂j k̂kk̂l

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ
′k

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

× k̂j k̂k

(︂
1− p̂.q̂

)︂]︄
DS

T (K)∆R
∓(Q)

+

[︃ ∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′kŝ′l

(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂ik̂j q̂kk̂l + q̂ik̂j p̂kk̂l

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′kŝ′j
(PS ′ − iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
k̂ik̂k − p̂·q̂k̂ik̂k

)︂]︃
×
(︃
k20 D̃

S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.97)

Eq. (3.97) can further be simplified in terms of A and B as defined in Eq. (3.71)

as

F SR
5±;−−;−−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︄
2A2

(︂
x q̂·k̂ − 1

)︂
+B2

(︂
p̂·q̂ − 2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂ − 1 + 2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
+

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
(1− p̂.q̂)

)︂
+ AB

{︂
−4p̂.r̂ q̂.r̂ + 2 (p̂.q̂ − 1) + 2x q̂.r̂ k̂.r̂

+ 2q̂.k̂ p̂.r̂ k̂ · r̂ + 2
(︂
k̂.r̂

)︂2

(1− p̂·q̂)
}︃]︄

DS
T (K)∆R

∓(Q)

−
∫︂ 1

0

du k20 D̃
S

L(K)∆R
∓(Q)

[︃
(1− p̂·q̂)

(︃
A2 +

(︁
B2 + 2AB

)︁ (︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2)︃
+ 2A2 p̂·k̂ q̂·k̂ + 2B2 p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
+ 2AB

(︂
p̂·k̂ q̂·r̂ k̂·r̂ + q̂·k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂·r̂

)︂]︃
(3.98)

Adding all the five individual contributions, Eq. (3.87) becomes

Σ
(1)
6±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx

[︃
F SR
1±;−−;−−(P,K) + F SR

2±;−−;−−(P,K)
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+F SR
3±;−−;−−(P,K) + F SR

4±;−−;−−(P,K) + F SR
5±;−−;−−(P,K)

]︃
. (3.99)

Let us consider the seventh term of Eq. (3.38), which is

Σ
(1)
7±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4

[︂
FAS
±;−−;+−(P,K)

]︂
(3.100)

The terms involved in FAS
±;−−;+−(P,K) are

FAS
±;−−;+−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1(︁
PS − iε

)︁
(QS − iε)

×
∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
[︃{︃(︃

− ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ ŝ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′

− p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ.ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − (ŝ·ŝ′)2 + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ (ŝ·ŝ′)2 + (k̂·ŝ) (k̂·ŝ′)

+ p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

− q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + ŝ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

− p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ ŝ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′
)︃
DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)

}︃
−
{︃
k2
(︃
1 + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ − p̂ϵ·ŝ− q̂ϵ·ŝ− p̂ϵ·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′

+ ŝ.ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ ŝ.ŝ
′
)︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂.ŝ+ k̂.ŝ′ + p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ+ p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ

′

− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂·ŝ− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ
′ − q̂ϵ.ŝ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ

′ − p̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂.ŝ− p̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂·ŝ′

− q̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂·ŝ− q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂.ŝ′ + p̂ϵ.ŝ q̂ϵ.ŝ

′ k̂.ŝ+ p̂ϵ ·ŝ q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ ·ŝ p̂ϵ.ŝ′ k̂·ŝ

+ q̂ϵ.ŝ p̂ϵ.ŝ
′ k̂·ŝ′ + k̂.ŝ ŝ.ŝ′ + k̂.ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.q̂ϵ k̂.ŝ

′ ŝ.ŝ′
)︃

+ k20

(︃
k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − q̂ϵ·ŝ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂.ŝ′

− q̂ϵ ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + p̂ϵ·ŝ q̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ + q̂ϵ·ŝ p̂ϵ·ŝ′ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′

+ k̂·ŝ k̂·ŝ′ ŝ·ŝ′ − p̂ϵ·q̂ϵ k̂·ŝ ŝ·ŝ′ k̂ ·ŝ′
)︃}︃

D̃
A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

]︃
. (3.101)
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Let us take the terms of Eq. (3.101) without s.

FAS
1±;−−;+−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︁
− k2

)︁(︂
1 + p̂.q̂

)︂
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q) (3.102)

Using Eq. (3.57), the above Eq. (3.102) can be written as

FAS
1±;−−;+−(P,K) = − k2

[︃
1 +

(︃
p

q
− kx

q

)︃]︃
V (t, k, k0, x, ε)V

′(t, k, k0, x, ε)

×D̃A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q) (3.103)

The expression of V ′ (t, k, k0, x, ε) is same as V (t, k, k0, x, ε) except the change of

k0 → k0 + 2iε. Let us take the terms of Eq. (3.101) consisting of 1s, which can be

written as

FAS
2±;−−;+−(P,K) =

[︃ ∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
± k2

(︃
− p̂i − q̂i

)︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i + p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
± k2

(︃
− p̂i − q̂i

)︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i + p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃]︃(︃
− D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.104)

Using Eqs. (3.57) (3.63), Eq. (3.104) becomes

FAS
2±;−−;+−(P,K) = −

[︃{︃(︃
V1(r0, r)V

′(t, k, k0, x, ε) + V ′
1(r0, r)V (t, k, k0, x, ε)

)︃
× D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

}︃{︂
∓k2 (p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂)− k0k k̂·r̂ (1 + p̂·q̂)

}︂]︃
(3.105)
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The expression of V ′
1 (r0, r) is same as V1 (r0, r) except the change of k0 → k0+2iε.

Let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.101) with 2s, which can be written as

FAS
3±;−−;+−(P,K) =

{︃∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i
(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

(︂
− 1− p̂.q̂

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
k̂ik̂j + p̂.q̂ k̂ik̂j

)︂}︃
DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)

−
[︃ ∫︂

dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
k2
(︂
p̂iq̂j + q̂ip̂j + 1− p̂.q̂

)︂
+ k20

(︁
k̂ik̂j

(︁
1 + p̂·q̂

)︁)︁
∓ k0k

(︁
− p̂ik̂j − q̂ik̂j − k̂ip̂j − k̂iq̂j

)︁}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi ŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

1

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
∓ k0k

(︁
− p̂ik̂j − q̂ik̂j

)︁}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i ŝ′j

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
∓ k0k

(︁
− p̂ik̂j − q̂ik̂j

)︁}︃]︃(︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.106)

Using Eqs. (3.57) (3.63) (3.70), Eq. (3.106) becomes

FAS
3±;−−;+−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du (V1 (r0, r)) (V
′
1 (r0, r))D

A
T (K)∆S

∓(Q)
[︂
(1 + p̂·q̂)

{︂(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2 − 1
}︂]︂

−
∫︂ 1

0

duD̃
A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

[︃
V1 (r0, r) V

′
1 (r0, r)

{︁
k2 (2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂ − p̂·q̂ + 1)

+ k20
(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
(1 + p̂·q̂)± 2k0k k̂·r̂

(︁
p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂

)︁}︂
V ′(t, k, k0, x, ε) ± k0k

×
{︂
A
(︁
x+ q̂·k̂

)︁
+Bk̂·r̂ (p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂)

}︂
± V (t, k, k0, x, ε)k0k

×
{︂
A′(︁x+ q̂·k̂

)︁
+B′k̂·r̂ (p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂)

}︂]︃
(3.107)
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The expression of A′ and B′ are the same as A and B except the change of

k0 → k0 + 2iε. Now, let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.101) with 3s, and it

can be expressed as

FAS
4±;−−;+−(P,K) =

[︄∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j
(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

(︂
p̂i + q̂i

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′k

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
−p̂ik̂j k̂k − q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ′j
(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

(︂
p̂i + q̂i

)︂
−

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ′k

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂ik̂j k̂k + q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︂]︄
±DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)

−
[︃ ∫︂

dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′k

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
p̂ik̂j q̂k + q̂ik̂j p̂k

)︃
± k20

(︃
− p̂ik̂j k̂k − q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝk

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′i ŝ′j

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
q̂ik̂j p̂k + p̂ik̂j q̂k

)︃
± k20

(︃
− p̂ik̂j k̂k − q̂ik̂j k̂k

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j
(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i − p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝj
(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ′j

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
{︃
− k0k

(︃
k̂i − p̂·q̂ k̂i

)︃}︃]︃(︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.108)
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The above Eq. (3.108) can be simplified using Eqs. (3.63),(3.70). Thus, we will

get

FAS
4±;−−;+−(P,K) = ±

∫︂ 1

0

duDA
T (K)∆S

∓(Q)

[︃
{V ′

1(r0, r)A+ V1(r0, r)A
′}

×
(︂
p̂.r̂ + q̂.r̂ − p̂.k̂ r̂.k̂ − q̂.k̂ r̂.k̂

)︂
+ {V ′

1(r0, r)B + V1(r0, r)B
′}

×
(︂
p̂·r̂ + q̂.r̂ − p̂.r̂ (k̂.r̂)2 − q̂.r̂ (k̂.r̂)2

)︂]︃
+

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︃(︃
V ′
1(r0, r)A

+V1(r0, r)A
′
)︃(︂

k0k
(︂
p̂·k̂ q̂·r̂ + q̂·k̂ p̂·r̂ + k̂·r̂

(︁
1− p̂·q̂

)︁)︂
± k20

(︁
p̂·k̂ k̂·r̂ + q̂·k̂ k̂·r̂

)︁)︂
+ (V ′

1(r0, r)B + V1(r0, r)B
′)

×
(︃
k0k

(︂
2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂ k̂·r̂ + k̂·r̂

(︁
1− p̂·q̂

)︁)︂
± k20

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2(︁
p̂·r̂ + q̂·r̂

)︁)︃]︃
× D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q) (3.109)

Let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.101) with 4s, and it can be written as

FAS
5±;−−;+−(P,K) =

[︄∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝk

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j ŝ′k
(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
− p̂iq̂j − q̂ip̂j

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ
′
j

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂.q̂ − 1

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝk

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′j ŝ′l

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
p̂iq̂j k̂kk̂l + q̂ip̂j k̂kk̂l

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′iŝ
′k

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

× k̂j k̂k

(︂
1− p̂.q̂

)︂]︄
DA

T (K)∆S
∓(Q)

+

[︃ ∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′kŝ′l

(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)
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×
(︂
p̂ik̂j q̂kk̂l + q̂ik̂j p̂kk̂l

)︂
+

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS − iε) (QS − iε)

∫︂
dΩs′

4π

ŝ′kŝ′j
(PS ′ + iε) (QS ′ − iε)

×
(︂
k̂ik̂k − p̂·q̂k̂ik̂k

)︂]︃(︃
k20 D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q)

)︃
(3.110)

Now, the Eq. (3.110) can be rewritten in terms of A,B,A′ and B′ variables as

defined in Eq. (3.71) as

FAS
5±;−−;+−(P,K) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︄
2AA′

(︂
x q̂·k̂ − 1

)︂
+BB′

(︂
p̂·q̂ − 2p̂.r̂ q̂·r̂ − 1 + 2p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
+

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2
(1− p̂·q̂)

)︂
+
(︁
A′B + AB′)︁ {−2p̂.r̂ q̂·r̂ + (p̂·q̂ − 1)

+ x q̂·r̂ k̂·r̂ + q̂.k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂·r̂ +
(︂
k̂·r̂

)︂2

(1− p̂·q̂)
}︃]︄

DA
T (K)∆S

∓(Q)

−
∫︂ 1

0

du k20

[︃
(1− p̂·q̂)

(︃
AA′ + (BB′ + A′B + AB′)

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2)︃
+2AA′ p̂·k̂ q̂·k̂ + 2BB′ p̂·r̂ q̂·r̂

(︁
k̂·r̂

)︁2(︁
A′B + AB′)︁

×
(︂
p̂·k̂ q̂·r̂ k̂·r̂ + q̂·k̂ p̂·r̂ k̂·r̂

)︂]︃
D̃

A

L(K)∆S
∓(Q) (3.111)

Adding all the five individual contributions, Eq. (3.100) becomes

Σ
(1)
7±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2(2π)4
(2π)

∫︂ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫︂ ∞

0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx

[︃
FAS
1±;−−;+−(P,K) + FAS

2±;−−;+−(P,K)

+FAS
3±;−−;+−(P,K) + FAS

4±;−−;+−(P,K) + FAS
5±;−−;+−(P,K)

]︃
. (3.112)

Eqs. (3.75), (3.81), (3.87) and (3.100) have the same kind of divergences as we seen

in Eq. (3.54). Thus, we get the same sudden jumps as we mentioned in Eq. (3.74).

So, these equations are also evaluated numerically in each of the Figure 3.7 domains

and summed up. Now, the eighth term of Eq. (3.38) is

Σ
(1)
8±(P ) =

−ig2CF

2

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4

[︂
GS

±;−−(P,K)
]︂

(3.113)
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The complete terms of GS
±;−−(P,K) is

GS
±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

[PS − iε] [PS − iε]

[︃
1

(P +K)S − iε
+

1

(P −K)S − iε

]︃
×

[︄{︃
1− p̂ϵ.ŝ−

(︂
k̂.ŝ

)︂2

+ p̂ϵ.ŝ
(︂
k̂.ŝ

)︂2
}︃
DS

T (K)

+
{︂
k2 (1− p̂ϵ.ŝ)− 2k0k(k̂.ŝ− p̂ϵ.ŝ k̂.ŝ) + k20 (1− p̂ϵ.ŝ) (k̂.ŝ)

2
}︂
D̃

S

L(K)

]︄
.

(3.114)

The term of Eq. (3.114) without any s are

GS
1±;−−(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

[PS] [PS]

[︃
1

(P +K)S
+

1

(P −K)S

]︃{︃
DS

T (K) + k2 D̃
S

L(K)

}︃
(3.115)

Using Eq. (A.35), Eq. (3.116) can be written as

GS
1±;−−(P,K) =

[︁
J000
−− (P,K) + J000

−− (P,−K)
]︁{︃

DS
T (K) + k2 D̃

S

L(K)

}︃
(3.116)

Now, using Eq. (A.39), we get

J000
−−(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2
t0

(t20 − t2)
2 (3.117)

where

t0 = u1u2k0 + p0 − iε, t⃗ = u1u2k⃗ + p⃗ and t =
√︂
p2 + k2u21u

2
2 + 2pku1u2x.

(3.118)

Thus, Eq. (3.116) becomes

GS
1±;−−(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

[︃
t0

(t20 − t2)
2 +

t′0

(t′20 − t′2)
2

]︃{︃
DS

T (K) + k2 D̃
S

L(K)

}︃
(3.119)



3.4. Evaluation of NLO quark self-energy 97

The variables t′0 and t′ have the same expression as t0 and t with negative gluon

four-momentum K. Now, the required angle in order to solve the other terms of

Eq. (3.37) are

p̂ · t̂ = p

t
+
ku1u2
t

x k̂ · t̂ = p

t
x+

ku1u2
t

(3.120)

Let us consider the terms of Eq. (3.113) with 1s i.e. GS
2±;−−(P,K). This term can

be simplified using Eq. (A.35) and Eq. (A.40) and having the final form as

GS
2±;−−(P,K) = ∓ 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

(︃
1

(t20 − t2)
2 +

1

(t′20 − t′2)
2

)︃
×

[︃
p̂·t̂ DS

T (K) +

(︃
k2 p̂·t̂± 2k0k k̂·t̂

)︃
D̃

S

L(K)

]︃
(3.121)

In the similar manner, the term with 2s of Eq. (3.113) can be expressed using

Eqs. (A.35) and (A.41) as

GS
3±;−−(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

[︃
−DS

T (K)

{︃
C(P,K) + C(P,−K)

+ (D(P,K) +D(P,−K))
(︁
k̂.t̂

)︁2}︃
+ D̃

S

L(K)

{︃
(C(P,K) + C(P,−K))

(︂
k20 ± 2k0k p̂·k̂

)︂
+ (D(P,K) +D(P,−K))

(︂
k20

(︁
k̂·t̂

)︁2 ± 2k0k p̂·t̂ k̂·t̂
)︂}︃]︃

(3.122)

where

C(P,K) =
t0

2t2 (t20 − t2)
− 1

4t3
ln
t0 + t

t0 − t
, D(P,K) =

t0 (5t
2 − 3t20)

2t2 (t20 − t2)
2 +

3

4t3
ln
t0 + t

t0 − t
(3.123)

Let us take the terms of Eq. (3.113) consisting of 3s terms, which take the form

after doing some simplification

GS
4±;−−(P,K) = ± 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

[︃
DS

T (K)
{︂
(E(P,K) + E(P,−K))

(︂
p̂·t̂+ 2xk̂·t̂

)︂
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Figure 3.8: Domains in (k, k0) plane at which the integrand in Eq. (3.126) has sudden
jumps. Here we have used t ≡ p/p0 = 0.45 and x ≡ cos θ = 0.8

+ (F (P,K) + F (P,−K)) p̂·t̂
(︁
k̂·t̂

)︁2}︂− D̃
S

L(K)

{︃
(E(P,K) + E(P,−K))

×
(︂
p̂·t̂+ 2xk̂·t̂

)︂
(F (P,K) + F (P,−K)) p̂·t̂

(︂
k̂·t̂

)︂2
}︃]︃

(3.124)

with

E(P,K) =
1

2t3

[︃
2 +

t20
t20 − t2

− 3t0
2t

ln
t0 + t

t0 − t

]︃
, and

F (P,K) =
t

(t20 − t2)
2 − 5

2t3

[︃
2 +

t20
t20 − t2

− 3t0
2t

ln
t0 + t

t0 − t

]︃
. (3.125)

After adding four-contributions of Σ8
(1)
± (P ), Eq. (3.113) becomes

Σ
(1)
8±(P ) =

−ig2CF

(2π)3

∞∫︂
−∞

dk0

∞∫︂
0

k2dk

∫︂ 1

−1

dx
[︂
GS

1±;−−(P,K) +GS
2±;−−(P,K)

+GS
3±;−−(P,K) +GS

4±;−−(P,K)
]︂
. (3.126)



3.5. Results and Discussion 99

0 1 2 3 4 5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

4.0 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5.0

-0.025

-0.020

-0.015

-0.010

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0

-0.002
-0.001
0.000
0.001
0.002

Figure 3.9: The ε variation of the Real and Imaginary part of the integral Σ
(+1)
3(2)± at

t = 0.32 containing only transverse contribution of Eq. (3.67) in multiple of gmq.

Now, to evaluate Eq. (3.126), we find sudden jumps in the integrand at the fol-

lowing points:

k0 =0; k0 = ±k; k0 = −p0 ±
√︁
p2 + k2 + 2pkx;

k =
1

2t

1− t2

1− xt

√︄
t

1− t
− 1

2
ln

(︃
1 + t

1− t

)︃
(3.127)

Figure 3.8 depicts the domains of Eq. (3.127). We have evaluated Eq. (3.126) nu-

merically in each of the individual domains of Figure 3.8 and added the individual

contribution to get the final result.

3.5 Results and Discussion

All the terms of NLO quark self-energy in Eq. (3.38) have a non-trivial dependence

on ε. So, in order to be more precise in the integral results, one needs to check

the stability for each of the integrals very carefully, which depends non-trivially

on the ε parameter. Here, we have checked the stability for each term by plot-

ting the integrand of that particular integral with − log10 ε. This is an essential
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task because different terms have different stability regions, and if one does the

integration beyond those regions, then numerical values lose reliability. Even one

needs to perform the integrals, which are divided into the different domains as

shown in Figures 3.6, 3.7, 3.8, depending on their stability. For demonstration

purposes, we have shown the ε dependence plot in Figure 3.9 for the transverse

part of the integral mentioned in Eq. (3.67). For this particular term, on average,

we found the stability region around ∼ 10−5 for the real part and ∼ 10−6 for the

imaginary part, respectively. Then, the integral for this particular term has been

done around these stable regions. Similarly, other integrals have been handled in

calculating NLO quark self-energy.

Note that there are a total of 92 terms (46 for Σ
(1)
+ and 46 for Σ

(1)
− ) for which

we needed to check the convergence. All these terms have convergence for dif-

ferent values of ε. For example, as we have mentioned, for a particular term in

Eq. (3.67), the stability region is around ∼ 10−5 for the real part and ∼ 10−6 for

the imaginary part. In principle, the ε value should be zero, but our numerical

evaluation can not handle that. Thus, because of the finite value of the ε param-

eter, numerical errors are introduced in the evaluation of NLO quark self-energy.

We have done the numerical estimation of the percentage of error in the follow-

ing way: We have taken a few values of ε in the stability region. Then, we have

extrapolated the value of that particular Σ
(1)
± term to the limit of ε approaches

to 0. We estimated the error of that particular term from the difference between

the considered value and the extrapolated value. The error of 46 terms for Σ
(1)
+

is calculated, and we estimated the total error in the evaluation of NLO quark

self-energy as
δΣ

(1)
+

Σ
(1)
+

=
∑︁

i

√︄(︃
δΣ

(1)
+i

Σ
(1)
+i

)︃2

. We have estimated the maximum error for

the measurement of the NLO quark mass due to the finite ε value being about

11%, and for the damping rate, it is about 10%.

In section 3.4, we have given the expressions for each term of Eq. (3.38) more

elaborately and evaluated each term numerically. We add the numerical results of
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Figure 3.10: The Imaginary part and Real part of Σ
(1)
+ , scaled with a coefficient of

gmq, with respect to parameter t = p/p0

all those terms to get the final result for the expression mentioned in Eq. (3.38).

The results shown in Figures 3.10−3.13 are scaled with coefficient gmq on the

y-axis and plotted over p/mq on the x-axis. In Figure 3.10, we have shown how

the imaginary part and real part of Σ
(1)
+ (transverse contribution + longitudinal

contribution) scaled with a coefficient of gmq varies for two and three flavors. Fig-

ure 3.10(a) shows the variation of imaginary part of Σ
(1)
+ with p/p0. From this plot,

one can get the NLO damping rate for quarks with ′+′ mode, i.e., for ordinary

quarks for Nf = 2 and Nf = 3, respectively. Figure 3.10(b) shows the variation of

real part of Σ
(1)
+ with p/p0. We will get the NLO quark energy from this plot with

‘+′ mode. Using the Eq. (3.17), damping rate and quark energy for soft momen-

tum, p plotted in Figure 3.10 for ’+’ quark mode. Figure 3.11(a) shows that the

damping rate of real quark mode decreases with the increase of soft momentum

and then becomes constant, as expected. Similarly, Figure 3.11(b) shows how the

NLO correction to mass for ′+′ quark mode behaves. Now, Figure 3.12 shows the

behavior of the imaginary part and real part of Σ
(1)
− (transverse contribution +

longitudinal contribution) scaled with a coefficient of gmq. Figure 3.12(a) shows

the variation of imaginary part of Σ
(1)
− with p/p0. One can get the NLO damping

rate for plasmino mode from this plot. Figure 3.12(b) shows the variation of real

part of Σ
(1)
− with p/p0. One can get the NLO quark mass from this plot with ‘−′
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Figure 3.11: Damping rate and quark energy variation with soft momentum p/mq for
‘+’ mode scaled with a coefficient gmq.
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Figure 3.12: The Imaginary part and Real part of Σ
(1)
− , scaled with a coefficient of

gmq, with respect to parameter t = p/p0
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Figure 3.13: Damping rate and quark energy dependence on soft momentum p/mq for
plasmino mode scaled with a coefficient gmq.

mode. Using the expressions from Eq. (3.17), we have plotted the damping rate

and quark energy w.r.t. soft momentum p in Figure 3.13 for this plasmino mode.

Figure 3.13(a) shows the behavior of the damping rate for plasmino mode. Fig-

ure 3.13(b) shows the variation of NLO mass for ‘−′ mode w.r.t soft momentum p.

In the limit of zero momentum, one can see that the damping rate and correction

to NLO mass approach the same value for both quark modes. The other significant

outcome of the above results shows that we can handle the instabilities that arise

from the gluon propagator’s transverse and longitudinal components, respectively.

We extract the numerical value of the dispersion relations, i.e., damping rate

and mass, by taking the limit of p → 0 in Figures 3.11 and 3.13 respectively. In

order to compare our results with the existing results in the literature, one can

work in the units of mq. In the limit of zero momentum, we obtain the values

γ±(0) ≈ 0.159 g2T for Nf = 2 and γ±(0) ≈ 0.164g2T for Nf = 3 which is, respec-

tively 7% and 9% larger than the existing result obtained in Ref. [211]. Similarly,

in the limit of zero momentum for the correction in the mass denoted by ∆m, we

obtain the values ∆m = 0.142gmq for Nf = 2 which is ∼ 5% smaller as compared

with Eq. (3.2) and ∆m = 0.136gmq for Nf = 3. The value of the coupling αs = 0.2

viz. g = 1.58 is used in the numerical evaluation of these results. The real part of

the dispersion relation for both modes, i.e., mass, variation w.r.t. soft momentum,

is shown in Figure 3.14. In Figure 3.15, we have shown the dependence of the
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Figure 3.14: Real part of dispersion relation variation with respect to soft momentum
p/mq for both quark modes. The solid line is for Nf = 2 case, while the dotted line
shows the results for Nf = 3 flavors.
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Figure 3.15: Real part of dispersion relation variation with respect to soft momentum
p/mq scaled with their corresponding thermal masses. The solid line shows the results
for Nf = 2 flavors, while the dotted line shows the results for Nf = 3 flavors. The value
of αs = 0.2 is used.
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Figure 3.16: Velocity variation with respect to soft momentum p/mq for quark mode
and plasmino mode respectively. The solid and dotted line corresponds to Nf = 2, 3
flavors, respectively.

real part of dispersion relation viz. mass on the soft momentum scaled with their

corresponding thermal masses on both axes for both modes. Also, one can extract

the velocity for both quark modes using the graphs in the Figure 3.14. Figure 3.16

shows the velocity variation w.r.t. soft momentum for real quark and plasmino

modes. The result shows that for both quark modes, velocity is less than c as

expected. Also, these results show that velocity for both modes decreases in the

limit of zero momentum. The decrease of the velocity in the limit of p→ 0 shows

that quasi-particles become massive. As the momentum increases, medium effects

gradually vanish, as seen in Figure 3.16. Figure 3.17 compares the real part of

the dispersion relation with NLO correction and without NLO correction for soft

momentum.

3.6 Summary

In the present work, we have studied the NLO quark self-energy and their cor-

responding dispersion relations using the HTL resummation. To study the NLO

quark self-energy, we have used the RTF of Keldysh indices, and the considered

quarks are the slow-moving ones. The solution of the NLO dispersion laws gives

us physical quantities like NLO damping rate and NLO masses, and these observ-
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Figure 3.17: Left Panel: Comparison of the real part of dispersion relation variation
with respect to soft momentum p/mq for both quark modes. The solid and dotted line
corresponds to Nf = 2, 3 flavors, respectively. Right Panel: LO dispersion relations are
plotted for the two modes along with the massless free mode.

ables come from the zeros of the HTL-dressed quark propagators. In the lowest

order, the solution of the quark dispersion relation Ω±(p) is real. To get the NLO

contribution of the above-mentioned physical quantities, one needs to evaluate

NLO quark self-energy (see Eq. (3.17)). In the current work, the NLO part of

the quark self-energies Σ
(+1)
± is given using the loop-four momenta integrals, which

involves the effective HTL quark, gluon propagators, and three- and four-point

vertex functions as done in Refs. [268, 283]. The effective three- and four-point

vertex functions are derived separately using HTL approximation and expressed

in terms of solid-angle integrals using the standard technique. The above ones

are rewritten using the standard Feynman parameterization technique to evaluate

these integrals. Further, we numerically evaluated the transverse and longitudinal

parts of the expression mentioned in Eq. (3.38). The standard way of doing so is

to use the spectral representation of the under-consideration dressed propagators,

but we have tackled the integrals directly, which is non-trivial. One main difficulty

in computing the integrals directly is the jumps the integrands encounter due to
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the divergences present in the propagators, more specifically when the fine-tuning

parameter of the integrals ε approaches zero. In evaluating the transverse and

longitudinal parts of Eq. (3.38), we encountered the divergences arising from the

integrands. This instability comes mainly from the transverse and longitudinal

parts of the gluon propagator. To overcome these divergences, we have broken

down the integration into some appropriate domains, and then integration has

been done in each of the appropriate domains. The ε dependence of all terms in

NLO quark self-energy has been carried out independently, i.e., we have checked

first the stability of all the terms involved in the NLO quark self-energy. After

that, the usual integration has been done for that particular value of ε. The do-

main integration technique turns out to be very useful in handling those extensive

integrations. In the end, we summed up all the contributions from the transverse

and longitudinal terms, and we studied the dependence of the NLO quark self-

energy on the variable t = p/p0. Lastly, using the Eq. (3.17), we plotted the NLO

correction to dispersion relations.





CHAPTER 4

MESONIC SCREENING MASSES

USING GRIBOV QUANTIZATION

In this chapter, we have studied and calculated the spatial correlation lengths of

various mesonic observables using the non-perturbative Gribov resummation, both

for quenched QCD and (2 + 1) flavor QCD. This chapter is based on our work:

QCD mesonic screening masses using Gribov quantization, Sumit, Najmul Haque

and Binoy Kishna Patra, Phys.Lett. B 845 (2023) 138143 [286].

4.1 Introduction

Understanding experimental results at the relativistic heavy-ion colliders in high-

energy nuclear and particle physics and the early cosmos’ cosmic history depends

heavily on QCD at finite temperatures. When the temperature rises, the theory

switches from a confined phase with hadronic degrees of freedom, where chiral

symmetry is spontaneously broken, to a deconfined phase of quarks and gluons,

109
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where chiral symmetry is restored.

The temporal and spatial directions are generally disconnected because the heat

bath destroys the Lorentz symmetry at finite temperatures. The temporal corre-

lation functions in the Minkowski space can be used to define spectral functions

for various operators in Fourier space. The spectral functions then indicate the

plasma’s essential “real-time” features, such as the particle production rates [114].

In investigations involving heavy ion collisions, these are then immediately ob-

servable. Nevertheless, the correlation functions in the spatial direction answer

questions like At what length scales does thermal fluctuations correlation occur?

What length scales are external charges screened? These static observables are

also physical quantities eminently suited for lattice experiments’ measurements.

The usual perturbation theory has a severe infrared problem at the higher or-

ders in coupling [188,250], but the infrared problems are only connected with the

static, soft gluons. It has led to the development of the dimensional reduction

technique [197, 198], which reduces the non-perturbative infrared behavior to a

more straightforward effective theory consisting of soft modes only, enabling the

precise estimation of the lower order contributions to the perturbation theory.

This way, the terms involving dynamical quarks can be handled perturbatively in

four dimensions. At the same time, the computationally costly non-perturbative

methods can be used for a more straightforward three-dimensional theory. Natu-

rally, the QCD coupling is significant at moderate temperatures, and higher-order

corrections cannot be disregarded.

The dimensional reduction method has been extensively used in QCD and elec-

troweak theory to study thermodynamics [144, 146, 191, 198, 199, 287–289] and

different gluonic correlators [189,201,290–292] in the bosonic sector. On the other

hand, the fermionic modes, only affect the dimensionally reduced theory’s pa-

rameters, which are generally integrated out from the effective theory. However,

several intriguing observables built of quark fields are sensitive to IR physics and,
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as a result, require some resummations, elegantly arranged as successive effective

theories. The initial attempts to include this class of correlators in theory with

reduced dimensions go back almost 30 years [293, 294]. These works, however,

did not consistently include every term in a fixed order. In ref. [295], it was

demonstrated that the dimensionally reduced effective theory could be expressed

in terms of nonrelativistic quarks, and the accurate power counting of various op-

erators was done. The other motivation for studying the observables built of quark

fields, i.e., “mesonic and baryonic” observables, is related to their closer signs with

experimental signatures. In recent years, significant work has been done on one

class of these observables, namely the various quark number susceptibilities (see

ref. [143,145,196,222,296–301]).

The other class of observables, more closely related to IR physics and more sen-

sitive toward it, is the correlation lengths of the mesonic operators, which are

gauge-independent quark bilinears formed from the light quark flavors [302]. The

quark bilinears’ two-point spatial correlation functions can determine the correla-

tion lengths. Generally, these correlation functions are dominated by the screening

masses at large distances, defined as the inverse of the correlation lengths. These

screening masses give information about the QGP response when a meson is in-

cluded in the system. A large number of studies have been done in the literature

to study the meson correlation function using perturbative methods as well as

via non-perturbative lattice computations. On the perturbative side, the mesonic

correlation functions using HTL have been studied in refs. [303, 304]. Addition-

ally, the meson correlation function at finite momentum in QCD plasma has been

studied in ref. [305]. Using the pQCD, the LO result (2πT ) for the meson screen-

ing mass is obtained in ref. [306, 307]. The NLO correction for meson and gluon

screening masses has been calculated using an effective theory at zero chemical

potential in ref. [308,309]. The connection between thermal screening masses and

real-time rates has been explored in ref. [310] in the spectral representation. The
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NLO correction of meson screening masses at finite chemical potential has also

been extended ref. [311].

On the lattice side, the temporal and spatial hadronic correlation function in QCD

plasma has been studied in ref. [312–314]. Also, screening masses in purely SU(2)

and SU(3) gauge theories using LQCD is studied in ref. [315–318]. Recently,

mesonic screening masses have been studied for the first time in a large range cov-

ering the temperature from ∼ 1 GeV to ∼ 160 GeV using LQCD in ref. [319]. Also,

the recent LQCD results for the meson screening masses in (2 + 1) flavor QCD in

the temperature range from 0.14 GeV ≤ T ≤ 2.7 GeV is presented in ref. [320] and

for the recent study of mesonic screening mass at finite chemical potential using

LQCD see ref. [321–323]. In the high-temperature limit, the perturbative result

of meson screening masses calculated in ref. [308] is comparable with the lattice

results. However, no such analytic calculation in the literature can explain the

lattice data for T ≤ 2 GeV in the low-temperature regime. In this article, we have

tried to overcome this gap by using a non-perturbative scheme offered by Gribov

quantization.

Since QCD’s IR region is strongly coupled, the conventional resummed perturba-

tive approach will not give appropriate results [149]. One of the effective ways

to handle the IR region is to consider the GZ approach [235, 241] (For recent

reviews on the GZ approach, see [239, 324] and some recent works on extended

Gribov approach follow [325–332]). This approach improves Yang-Mills theory’s

infrared dynamics by removing the leftover gauge transformations after employing

the Faddeev-Popov quantization. In recent years, this approach has been uti-

lized to improve the thermodynamic quantities in QCD by evaluating free energy

[175]. Also, in kinetic theory, the transport coefficients have been explored using

this scheme in ref. [333–335]. In this approach, the gluon propagator modifies its

form, and a new (chromo)magnetic scale enters the theory through the mass pa-

rameter. Using the modified gluon propagator in Gribov action, quark dispersion
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relation [336], the dilepton production rate and quark number susceptability [337]

have been calculated, which sheds light on some of the new physical insights of

the said observables. Recently, this approach has been applied to heavy quark

phenomenology to study the heavy quark potential [338, 339] and heavy quark

diffusion coefficient [340].

The following is how this chapter is set up. We shall establish necessary nota-

tions and review some of the mesonic correlators’ well-known characteristics at

high temperatures in section 4.2. Section 4.3 covers how a dimensionally reduced

effective field theory [295] can describe high-temperature QCD in general while

incorporating the mesonic correlators along the lines of work [308]. Nonrelativistic

QCD or three-dimensional (3d) NRQCD3 will refer to the quark portion of the

lagrangian entering. In section 4.4, we will give details about the Gribov quantiza-

tion and do the required matching computation to fix the unknown parameter in

the effective lagrangian by matching the dispersion relation of QCD and NRQCD3,

using Gribov formalism. Section 4.5 evaluates the dynamics of the effective theory

with Gribov’s gluon propagator inclusion. Results of the screening masses for the

quenched QCD case and Nf = 3 are compared with the recent lattice data in

section 4.6. We summarize the chapter in the last section, 4.7.

4.2 High-temperature static correlators in QCD

The Euclidean Lagrangian of the quarks at finite temperature QCD is given by

LQ
E = Ψ̄ (γµDµ +M)Ψ, (4.1)

Here, the covariant derivative (Dµ) of the fermionic field is given by

DµΨ ≡ ∂µΨ− igAa
µT

aΨ (4.2)
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where T a are the generators defined in fundamental represenation of group SU(Nc),

which are hermitian in nature. The quark field Ψ is an NF -component vector in

flavor space. For the sake of simplicity, we will assume M to be a diagonal and

degenerate matrix, M = diag(m, · · ·m), and we will take the assumption of m = 0.

We may use quark fields to define bilinear objects with varying spin and flavor

structures. We are interested in the operators having the form,

Oa = Ψ̄F aΓΨ, (4.3)

where Γ can take the values {1, γ5, γµ, γµγ5} for the different channels, namely

scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and pseudo vector Sa, P a, V a
µ and Aa

µ respectively.

The traceless matrices F a along with the identity matrix F s provides the flavor

basis,

F a ≡ {F s, F n}, F s ≡ 1NF ∗NF
, Tr[F aF b] =

1

2
δab, (4.4)

with a, b = 1, 2, · · ·N2
F − 1. For the operators defined in Eq. (4.3), we will focus

on the correlators having the structure as

Cq
[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁
≡

∫︂ 1
T

0

dτ

∫︂
d3x eiq·x

⟨︁
Oa(τ,x)Ob(0, 0)

⟩︁
, (4.5)

or, in position space,

Cx
[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁
≡

∫︂ 1/T

0

dτ
⟨︁
Oa(τ,x)Ob(0, 0)

⟩︁
(4.6)

The expectation values are considered in a region that is finite in the temporal

direction with width 1/T but infinite in spatial directions. It is presumed that

gauge fields will adhere to periodic and fermions anti-periodic boundary constraints

around the temporal dimension.
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Due to rotational invariance, the correlators’ general structure in terms of the three

momenta q takes the form as

Cq
[︁
Sa, Sb

]︁
, Cq

[︁
V a
0 , V

b
0

]︁
=

∑︂
fg

F a
fgF

b
gf f

(︁
q2
)︁

Cq
[︁
V a
i , V

b
j

]︁
=

∑︂
fg

F a
fgF

b
gf

[︃(︃
δij −

qiqj
q2

)︃
t
(︁
q2
)︁
+
qiqj
q2

l
(︁
q2
)︁]︃
, (4.7)

and for P a and Aa
µ, similar structure of correlation functions can be written. Here

q ≡ |q|. In general, one may anticipate that these functions f(q2), t(q2) and l(q2)

are characterized by simple zeroes around the origin q2 = 0, which corresponds to

a collection of bound states in a (2 + 1) D system derived after doing the analytic

continuation.

Using the rotational invariance, one can choose the correlation measurement di-

rection as z in Eq. (4.5). With this choice, one can take the average over the x1x2

surface, giving a correlator that is easier to handle

Cz
[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁
=

∫︂
d2x⊥C(x⊥,z)

[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁
(4.8)

where C(x⊥,z) is given in Eq. (4.6). The spatially separated two-point correlation

function mentioned in Eq. (4.8) defines the screening masses as

mz = − lim
z→∞

d

dz
ln
[︁
Cz

[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁]︁
(4.9)

The above Eq. (4.9) describes the correlation function’s exponential falloff at large

distances. Let us focus on the correlation function’s behavior at high tempera-

tures. Due to asymptotic freedom, the correlators with free fermions depicted in

Figure 4.1 (a) can be evaluated using perturbation theory. By using the dimen-

sional regularisation technique, one would get the result for the diagram 4.1 (a)
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Figure 4.1: The diagrams which contribute to meson correlation function: (a) free
theory correlator (b) quark self-energy graph (c) interaction of quark and antiquark
through gluon exchange.

as

Cq
[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁
= Tr

[︁
F aF b

]︁
NcT

∞∑︂
n=−∞

∫︂
d3−2εp

(2π)3−2ε

× 1

[p2n + p2] [p2n + (p+ q)2]
Tr

[︁
(/p+ /q)Γ

a
/pΓ

b
]︁

(4.10)

Here, Nc denotes number of colors, Γ is the dirac matrix coming from the opeartor

form Oa, /p ≡ γµpµ and pn refers to the fermionic Matsubara modes having the

form, pn = 2πT (n+ 1/2). After doing the trivial Dirac algebra calculation, which

gives some constant terms, the above correlation function in Eq. (4.10) contains

the function

A3d (2pn) ≡
∫︂

d3p

(2π)3
1

[p2n + p2] [p2n + (p+ q)2]
=

i

8πq
ln

2pn − iq

2pn + iq
. (4.11)

From the Eq. (4.11), it is clear that the singularity of the function A3d(2p0) appears

at the point 2pn. Thus, the correlator dominates at large distances for the zeroth

Matsubara frequencies defined as ±p0 = ±πT . Now, this frequency excitation

occurs in the 3-dimensional theory. One can also consider this three-dimensional

theory as (2 + 1)-dimensional and consider the time direction as the one in which

the correlation is assessed. In this case, screening mass is equivalent to determining

the screening states of a pair of on-shell heavy quarks, each with a mass of “p0”.

Also, if we consider the free theory correlator not around the pole q0 = ±2ip0,
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for huge q, the correlation functions can be studied using the standard operator

product expansion (OPE) approach.

4.3 Effective Theory

Using the non-perturbative effects, we want to determine the NLO correction to

the mesons screening mass. To go beyond the leading order, we must calculate the

diagrams shown in Figure 4.1 (b) and Figure 4.1 (c). Nevertheless, as we know,

in finite temperature QCD, it will not be sufficient to calculate only these two

diagrams. In principle, we can have a large number of diagrams that can behave

in the same order as the two depicted in Figure 4.1 (b) and Figure 4.1 (c) do.

Since we evaluate corrections to a mesonic operator near the threshold for the

formation of two free quarks, the quarks can almost be on-shell with |1//p| ∼

O(1/g2T ). This includes the coupling factors from the vertices. To calculate

the first-order correction to the free quarks propagator in a consistent way, it is

necessary to do the resummation of the diagrams with an arbitrary number of zero

modes of the low-momentum exchanged gluon between quarks. The effective field

theory approach provides a convenient way to perform such resummations. Only

the diagram containing one-gluon exchange would contribute to order g2 depicted

in Figure 4.1 (c). As shown in Figure 4.1 (b) for non-zero gluon modes, the gluon

exchange diagrams do not need to be computed because this diagram alone cannot

alter the pole location or the screening mass. These diagrams would contribute to

the overall normalizing factor of the correlator under consideration.

Conversely, in the bosonic section, the dynamics of the gluonic zero modes after

the dimensional reduction technique describe the effective three-dimensional gauge
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theory [198], known as EQCD. The action takes the form as

SEQCD =
1

g2E

∫︂
d3x

{︃
1

2
Tr [FijFij] + Tr [(DjA0) (DjA0)] + m2

E Tr
[︁
A2

0

]︁}︁
+ . . . ,

(4.12)

where the dots refers to higher dimensional operators [181] and i = 1, 2, 3 , Fij =

ig−1
E [Di,Dj] , Di = ∂i − igEAi , g

2
E = g2T . The temporal component of gauge

field A0 acts as a scalar field with mass mE. As we know, since at very high

temperature T , the coupling g is small, and therefore, three different energy level

hierarchies occur as
g2E
π

≪ mE ≪ πT. (4.13)

However, we are interested in the processes that occur at O(g2E); then one can

integrate out the scalar field from the theory in Eq. (4.12). After integrating the

temporal part, we are left with the effective theory known as MQCD, which is

given by

SMQCD =
1

g2E

∫︂
d3x

{︃
1

2
Tr [FijFij]

}︃
+ . . . (4.14)

This three-dimensional theory has non-perturbative dynamics; thus, it must be

handled completely in a non-perturbative way [188].

As previously stated, one can interpret the inverse of screening masses in this

instance as (2+1)-dimensional confined phases of heavy particles with mass p0

much greater than the IR scales gT , g2T of gauge field dynamics at high temper-

atures [197]. Using the NRQCD, an effective theory, the masses of these heavy

bound states may be calculated, similarly studied for quarkonia at T = 0 [341].

Our situation results in some substantial departures from this framework, such as

that these masses, p0, are not actual masses in the traditional sense but directly

scale invariant physical variables that retain chiral invariance. These NRQCD

techniques in the context of a dimensional reduction approach in the fermionic
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sector were first used in ref. [295].

4.3.1 Tree-level NRQCD3

In the fermionic sector, we will consider only the lowest fermionic modes p0 ≡

πT because the other modes will not contribute much to the correlator at large

distances as seen in Eq. (4.11). The Euclidean quark lagrangian for the field Ψ(x)

having Matsubara mode ωn reads as

LQ = Ψ̄ [iγ0ωn − igγ0A0 + γjDj + γ3D3] Ψ (4.15)

where j = 1, 2 and A0 is the zero gluonic mode interacting with Ψ(x). Utilizing

the rotational invariance to measure the correlation function in the z direction,

the term D3Ψ has been separated from the transverse components.

In the nonrelativistic domain, one can treat particle and antiparticle features sep-

arately. We considered the Euclidean Dirac matrices to be of a different form than

the standard one. In this representation, we have

γ0 =

⎛⎝ 0 12

12 0

⎞⎠ , γi =

⎛⎝ ϵijσj 0

0 −ϵijσj

⎞⎠ , γ3 =

⎛⎝ 0 −i

i 0

⎞⎠ , (4.16)

so that

γ0/p =

⎛⎝ (p0 + ip3) 12 −ϵijpiσj

ϵijpiσj (p0 − ip3) 12

⎞⎠ , (4.17)

where ϵij is antisymmetric two rank tensor and ϵ12 = +1. As the quarks are very

heavy, the quark fields can be considered static fields, and the Dirac spinors can

be rewritten as

Ψ =

⎛⎝ X

Φ

⎞⎠ (4.18)
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where X, Φ are the two-component spinor objects that lead to the Lagrangian

LQ = iX† (p0 − gA0 +D3)X + iΦ† (p0 − gA0 −D3) Φ + Φ†ϵijDiσjX −X†ϵijDiσjΦ

(4.19)

The quarks in the considered correlators are almost “on-shell,” and for the free

theory, the on-shell point is given by p20+ p
2 = 0, i.e., p3 = ±ip0. At the tree level,

quarks with a fixed Matsubara frequency ωn interact with zero gluonic modes only;

thus, it is expected that quarks’ off-shellness is related to the gluonic momentum

scale as |p3 ± ip0| ≲ gT . Now, after expanding around a state consisting of a

free pair of quark-antiquark, one of the components is heavy, and another is light

compared to the dynamical scale, viz. gT , g2T , one can solve the equation of

motion for the heavy component and the light mode. After doing an expansion in

powers of 1
p0
, the effective action for the fermionic mode can be written as

Seff
Ψ =

∫︂
d3x{iX†

[︃
p0 − gEA0 +D3 −

1

2p0

(︁
D2

k

gE
4i

[σk, σl]Fkl

)︂]︂
X

+ iΦ† [p0 − gEA0 −D3 − 1

2p0

(︂
D2

k +
gE
4i

[σk, σl]Fkl

)︂]︃
Φ

}︃
+O

(︃
1

p20

)︃
(4.20)

4.3.2 Power Counting Arguments

Wemust consider the quantum corrections subjected to the parameters in Eq. (4.20)

to ascertain the radiative corrections. One must take into account all additional

operators that symmetries might permit. Setting up a power counting for the

likely operators is crucial.

In the NRQCD3 side, quarks have momentum scale as |p⊥| ≲ gT and their off-

shellness ∆p3 = p3 + ip0 is of the same order. By requiring the action mentioned
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in Eq. (4.20) to be of the order of unity, we have

∫︂
dz d2x⊥ X

†∂3X ∼ 1,⇒ X ∼ 1/ |x⊥| ∼ gT∫︂
dz d2x⊥ A∂23A ∼ 1 ⇒ A ∼

(︁
z/x2⊥

)︁1/2 ∼ g1/2T 1/2 (4.21)

On-shell relativistic gluons have the same energy and momentum order viz., p3 ∼

p⊥. On the other hand, as the considered quarks are nonrelativistic, their kinetic

energy is directly proportional to momentum squared in (2+1) dimensional theory.

For a nearly on-shell quark with transverse momentum |p⊥| ≲ gT in NRQCD3 ,

the off-shellness in longitudinal momentum becomes ∆p3 ∼ p2
⊥/p0 ∼ g2T and this

gives ∂3 ∼ g2T that acts on quarks.

One can determine the number of possible operators from this power counting.

For instance, any four-quark operator would be of the order g4T 4, whereas the

leading order behaves as g2T 3. According to this argument, the coefficient would

have to be of the order of O(g0) to produce corrections that are no greater than

O(g2), but since this term is not present at the tree level, it may be ignored.

Similar power counting arguments demonstrate that gEA ∼ g3/2T , which means

that this term will be of higher order compared to the derivative term ∂i present

in the transversal covariant derivative. As ∂2⊥ is already of O(g2), one can left out

the trasnverse gluons. Thus, the only parameter that needs to be matched beyond

tree-level is the zero point energy p0 ≡M . Thus, to find out the O(g2) corrections

to meson correlation lengths, the following lagrangian is sufficient to use

Lf
eff = iX†

(︃
M − gEA0 +D3 −

∇2
⊥

2p0

)︃
X + iΦ†

(︃
M − gEA0 −D3 −

∇2
⊥

2p0

)︃
Φ,

(4.22)

where D3 = ∂3 − igEA3. Note that, here A0 and A3 play an important dynamical

scale role. On the other hand, transverse gluons A1, A2 can be ignored as long
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as one is interested in the energy shift of O(g2T ). This means that gluons will

not transfer transverse momentum to quarks in this order. To be consistent at

O(g2T ), we should replace, energy i.e., p0 of tree-level effective Lagrangian by a

matching coefficientM = p0+O(g2T ), which we will determine in the next section.

4.4 Matching Conditions from QCD to NRQCD3,

with Gribov

We will determine the one-loop correction to the variableM by matching the Green

function, calculated on the QCD side and NRQCD3 side, using Gribov formalism.

Here, the matching will be done by finding the finite temperature Euclidean dis-

persion relation so that we do not need to worry about the overall normalization

factors arising from the fields. This computation produces gauge-invariant results

in both sectors, and we will do the matching order by order in 1/p0 on the NRQCD3

side so that dimensional regularisation copes up with the power counting inputs

as done in Ref. [342].

In the conventional quantization of QCD, the gauge condition is not ideal, as pro-

posed by Faddeev and Popov. Thus, there remains a residual gauge discrepancy in

the infrared region, which is pointed out by Gribov and known as the Gribov copy

problem [235]. Gribov proposed that the functional integral should be constrained

to the first Gribov region, which collects gauge fields without zero modes for the

FP operator. The YM partition function in Euclidean space-time in the Gribov

quantization has the following representation:

Z =

∫︂
Ω

DA(x) V (Ω)δ(∂ · A) det[−∂µDµ(A)]e−SYM (4.23)
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Here, Ω represents the Gribov region which is defined conventionally as

Ω ≡ {A : ∂ · A = 0,−∂µDµ(A) ≥ 0}, (4.24)

One must include the function V (Ω) in the partition function to limit the func-

tional integration in the first Gribov region described in Eq. (4.24), where

V (Ω) = Θ(1− σ(0)) =

∫︂ +i∞+0+

−i∞+0+

dβ

2πiβ
eβ[1−σ(0)] (4.25)

Here, 1 − σ(P ) is the inverse of the ghost dressing function ZG(P ) [175]. The

integration variable β is dubbed as the Gribov mass parameter. The expression

for the Gluon propagator with Gribov quantization in the general covariant gauge

is written as

Dab
µν(P ) = δab

(︃
δµν − (1− ξ)

PµPν

P 2

)︃
P 2

P 4 + γ4G
(4.26)

where ξ = 0, 1 corresponds to Landau and Feynman gauges. On the QCD side, us-

ing the Gribov propagator mentioned in Eq. (5.17), the quark propagator’s inverse,

defined as Σ(P ), is given by,

−iΣ(P ) = /P − g2CF

∑︂∫︂
Q

γµ(/P − /Q)γµ
(P −Q)2f

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

+ g2CF

∑︂∫︂
Q

/Q(/P − /Q)/Q

Q2(P −Q)2f

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G
− ξ Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

(4.27)

where the gluonic four-momentum in Euclidean space-time reads Q = (q0, q), with

q0 = 2nπT , and Nc represents the number of colors. This calculation uses a

dimensional regularization technique with MS renormalization scheme. In this

technique, the sum-integral is given as

∑︂∫︂
Q

≡
(︃
eγEΛ2

4π

)︃ε

T
∑︂

q0=2nπT

∫︂
dd−1q

(2π)d−1
, (4.28)
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P PP-Q

Q

Figure 4.2: Quark self-energy correction to one-loop

with d = 4−2ε as the space-time dimensions. Also, (· · · )f , (· · · )b refers to fermionic

and bosonic Matsubara modes respectively, and CF = (N2
c −1)/2Nc. As we are cal-

culating the O(g2) corrections to Σ(P ), one can utilize the free theory constraints

namely P 2 = 0 and /Pu(P ) = 0 to handle the terms which are in proportion to P 2

and /P . Thus, the longitudinal gauge-dependent part then vanishes, leaving only

the transverse terms of Gribov’s gluon propagator to contribute to the calculation.

The outcome is irrespective of the gauge fixing parameter ξ as expected. Because

of the rotational invariance of the remaining terms in Eq. (4.27), we can do the

matching of the Green’s function at some particular momentum and set p⊥ = 0.

After the multiplication of γ0 from the left to Eq. (4.27), the expression becomes

block-diagonal. Thus, we can focus on the particular term, say, [γ0Σ(P )]11, which

is given by

−i [γ0Σ(P )]11 = p0 + ip3 − g2CF

∑︂∫︂
Q

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

× 2(−p0 − ip3 + q0 + iq3)

(P −Q)2f
(4.29)

In Eq. (4.29), we have the contribution coming from the transverse gluons, i.e.,

A1 and A2 component only. In contrast, the gauge field components A0 and A3

vanish altogether at the free theory pole position p0 = −ip3 as they occur with

opposite signs. Thus, the only integral that we need to evaluate to find the O(g2)
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correction is

I =
∑︂∫︂
Q

2 (q0 + iq3)

(P −Q)2f

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓⃓
p0=−ip3

=
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓⃓
p2=0

+
1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

Q2

(P −Q)2f

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

⃓⃓⃓⃓
p2=0

= I1 + I2. (4.30)

Now, the first integral I1 becomes

I1 = − 1

p0

∫︂ ∞

0

q2dq

(2π)2

[︃
n+

E+

+
n−

E−

]︃
. (4.31)

Here, n± represents the BE distribution function with E± =
√︁
q2 ± iγ2G. Addi-

tionally, the second integral I2 can also evaluated as

I2 =
1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

Q2

(P −Q)2f

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓⃓
p2=0

=
1

p0

[︃
−T 2

24
+X ′

]︃
, (4.32)

where X ′ is given by

X ′ =
γ4G
T 2

∫︂
d3q

(2π)3
1

8EE+E−

[︃(︃
ñ+ n−

iπ − E + E−
− ñ+ n+

iπ − E + E+

)︃
+

(︃
ñ+ n+

iπ + E − E+

− ñ+ n−

iπ + E − E−

)︃]︃
1

E+ − E−
(4.33)

where ñ is the FD distribution function with energy E = q− p3(1 + cos θ). To get

the T 2 dependence in the integrals I1 and I2, we need to do the trivial re-scaling

of the parameters as q → q′ = q/T . Thus, the Euclidean dispersion relation on

the QCD side using the Gribov propagator becomes

p3 ≈ i

[︃
p0 − g2CF (I1 + I2)

]︃
(4.34)
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On the NRQCD3 side, one can extract the Feynman rules from the lagrangian in

Eq. (4.22). For instance, free propagators are

⟨Xu(p)Xv∗(q)⟩ = δuv(2π)3δ(p− q)
−i

M + ip3 + p2
⊥/2p0

⟨Φu(p)Φv∗(q)⟩ = δuv(2π)3δ(p− q)
−i

M − ip3 + p2
⊥/2p0

(4.35)

or, in the position space, it reads as

⟨Xu(x)Xv∗(y)⟩ = − iδuvΘ(x3 − y3)
p0

2π (x3 − y3)
× e

−M(x3−y3)−
p0(x⊥−y⊥)
2(x3−y3)

⟨Φu(x)Φv∗(y)⟩ = − iδuvΘ(y3 − x3)
p0

2π (y3 − x3)
× e

−M(y3−x3)−
p0(x⊥−y⊥)
2(y3−x3) . (4.36)

The Eq. (4.36) makes it apparent that X field propagates forward in time direction

x3 and Φ field backward. The one-loop contribution to the quark self-energy

vanishes on NRQCD3 side because the two gauge field components, namely A0

and A3, are the same and come with opposite signs as is the case in QCD side.

Thus, the inverse propagator is

−iΣ′(p) =M + ip3 − g2ECF

∫︂
d3−2ϵq

(2π)3−2ϵ

1

M + ip3 − iq3

×

[︄(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
A0

−
(︃

Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
A3

]︄
(4.37)

So, the pole location is simply p3 = iM on NRQCD3 side. Now, after doing the

matching, we will get

M = p0 − g2CF (I1 + I2) (4.38)

The integrals I1 and I2 need to be evaluated numerically to find the matching

parameterM . This matching accounts only for the hard gluons in the loop integral

of Figure 4.1 (b).
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4.5 Dynamics of effective theory

After considering the hard gluons for Figure 4.1 (b), we still need to take care

of the soft gluons involved in Figure 4.1 (b) and as well as Figure 4.1 (c), i.e.,

we need to solve the dynamics of the effective theory at O(g2T ). The dynamics

will be studied by computing the correlators, as done in section 4.2, by using the

effective theory mentioned in Eqs. (4.14), (4.22). The different bilinears mentioned

in Eq. (4.3) can be expressed in terms of X and Φ fields, which consists of spin

and flavor structure (not given explicitly here), shown in Eq. (4.39). Nevertheless,

since we are interested in the correlation functions which decay more slowly, the

combinations of these operators are of the form X†Φ + Φ†X.

S =X†Φ + Φ†X P = X†Φ− Φ†X

V0 =X†X + Φ†Φ Vk = −ϵkl
(︁
X†Φ− Φ†X

)︁
A0 =Φ†Φ−X†X Ak = −i

(︁
X†Φ + Φ†X

)︁
V3 =X†X − Φ†Φ A3 = −i

(︁
X†X + Φ†Φ

)︁
(4.39)

The modified form of the correlation function of Eq. (4.8) is

Cz
[︁
Oa, Ob

]︁
∼

∫︂
d2x⊥

⟨︁
Oa (x⊥, t)O

b (0⊥, 0)
⟩︁

(4.40)

Although each of the bilinears in Eq. (4.39) consists of two terms, ∼ X†Φ +

Φ†X, only one of these terms affects the correlation function under consideration.

In that particular term, both quarks will be moving in the forward direction,

∼ ⟨Φ†(z)X(z)Φ(0)X(0)⟩ (see Eq. (4.36)). One may assume that the exchange

of gluons between quarks and antiquarks occurs instantly in the nonrelativistic

domain, and the static potential for the quark-antiquark pair may be determined

by integrating the gauge fields. After obtaining the potential, we may use the usual

Schrödinger equation to solve for the screening states and arrive at a solution.
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Thus, we need to establish Green’s function for the quantity of the form

∫︂
d2x⊥Φ

∗
u (x⊥, z) ΓuvXv (x⊥, z) , (4.41)

where Γuv is a constant term that consists of 2 × 2 matrix, which does not affect

the overall calculation if we drop out that term. To find out the static potential,

one can use the trick of including a point-splitting in the correlator, which means

putting the quark pairs at a particular distance r apart, which is finite, and then

determining the Schrödinger equation obeyed by the correlator and set r → 0

afterward. Thus, the updated correlator is

C (r, z) ≡
∫︂
R

⟨︂
Φ†

(︂
R+

r

2
, z
)︂
X

(︂
R− r

2
, z
)︂
X†(0)Φ(0)

⟩︂
, (4.42)

For the Gribov’s gluon propagator Dab
µν(P ), we have

⟨︁
Aa

0(P )Ab
0(Q)

⟩︁
= δab(2π)4−2ϵδ(4−2ϵ)(P +Q)

P 2

P 4 + γ4G⟨︁
Aa

i (P )Ab
j(Q)

⟩︁
= δab(2π)4−2ϵδ(4−2ϵ)(P +Q)

[︃
P 2

P 4 + γ4G

×
(︃
δij −

PiPj

P 2

)︃
+
PiPj

P 2

ξP 2

P 4 + γ4G

]︃
. (4.43)

In general, the equation of motion (EOM) satisfied by Green’s function, for large

values of z, is of the form (∂z − H)G(z) = cδ(z), where H is hamiltonian of the

system and c denotes a constant value. Thus, the EOM obeyed by the correlation

functions at the tree level reads as

[︃
∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]︃
C(0)(r, z) = 2Nc δ(z)δ

(2)(r), (4.44)
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where the Hamiltonian can be read from the Eq. (4.22). For the one-loop diagrams

shown in Figure 4.1 (b) and Figure 4.1 (c), the equation of motion is given by

[︃
∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]︃
C(1)(r, z) = − g2ECFC(0)(r, z)K

(︃
1

zp0
,
∇r

p0
,
γ4G
p40
, rp0

)︃
(4.45)

where the kernel K is a dimensionless quantity that can be expanded to its first

two arguments to find out the one-loop static potential,

V (r) ≡ g2ECFK
(︃
0, 0,

γ4G
p40
, rp0

)︃
= −2g2ECF

∫︂
d2q

(2π)2
Q2

Q4 + γ4G
eiq·r (4.46)

Now the Eqs. (4.44), (4.45), (4.46) can be clubbed together to get the final equation

of motion up to one-loop order as

[︃
∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r + V (r)

]︃
C(r, z) = 2Ncδ(z)δ

(2)(r), (4.47)

For the Gribov propagator, the expectation values of temporal gauge fields and

spatial gauge fields are the same in the computation of the static potential. After

solving the above integral in Eq. (4.46), we get the final form of one-loop static

potential as

V (r) = g2E
CF

2π

[︂
ln
γGr

2
+ γE −K0 (γGr)

]︂
. (4.48)

where K0 is the modified Bessel function whose asymptotic behavior is given by

K0(y) = − ln y
2
− γE + O(y). Now, this potential will determine the correlation

length ζ−1 = m, through

[︃
2M − ∇2

r

p0
+ V (r)

]︃
Ψ0 = mΨ0, (4.49)

where Ψ0 represents the ground state wave function. We will numerically solve

this Eq. (4.49) to find the screening mass. For the easiness of the problem, we can
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do the re-scaling as

r ≡ r′

γG
, m− 2M ≡ g2E

CF

2π
E0 (4.50)

In the polar coordinates, the Schrödinger Eq. (4.49) modifies as

[︃(︃
d2

dr′2
+

1

r′
d

dr′

)︃
− η

(︃
ln
r′

2
+ γE −K0(r

′)− E0

)︃]︃
Ψ0 = 0, (4.51)

where

η =
p0g

2
ECF

2πγ2G

To find out the numerical solution of Eq. (4.51), we need to find out the wave

function Ψ0(r
′) around the origin. Thus one finds that [308],

Ψ0(r
′) ≈ Ψ0(0)

[︃
1 +

1

2
ηr′2

(︃
ln
r′

2
+ γE − 1− 1

2
E0

)︃]︃
. (4.52)

Ψ0(0) is some finite number to make the wave function bounded. To find out the

E0, one can integrate the Eq. (4.51) for a large value of r′ and by requiring the

square integrability condition.

4.6 Results and Discussion

In this section, we will outline our findings for the screening masses and contrast

them with the most recent lattice data obtained in Ref. [320]. The screening mass

can be obtained from the Eqs. (4.38) and (4.50) as

m =2M + g2T
CF

2π
E0

=2πT + g2T
CF

2π

(︃
E0 −

4π

T

(︁
I1 + I2

)︁)︃
(4.53)
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Figure 4.3: Temperature variation of scaled Gribov mass parameter obtained using
lattice (thermodynamics) data.

In the calculation of screening mass, we have used the lattice-fitted running cou-

pling obtained in Ref. [175], which is given by

αs (T/Tc) ≡
g2 (T/Tc)

4π
=

6π

11Nc ln [a (T/Tc)]
, (4.54)

where a = 1.43 for the IR case and a = 2.97 for ultarviolet (UV) case respec-

tively. To obtain the one loop coupling in Eq. (4.54), the authors fitted the lattice

data of running coupling extracted from the IR and UV behavior of heavy-quark

free energy from Ref. [343]. In our calculation, since we are looking at the non-

perturbative region, we use the infrared coupling case. The integrals I1 and I2 con-

sist of the Gribov parameter γG, which is often determined utilizing the one-loop

or two-loop gap equation (for details, see [344]). Figure 4.3 shows the temperature

variation of the scaled Gribov mass parameter γG/T has been obtained after doing

the matching with the lattice thermodynamics data, as obtained in Ref. [335]. For

the values of γG/T shown in Figure 4.3 the integrals I1 and I2 have been evaluated
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Figure 4.4: The temperature dependence of the scaled screening mass. The dashed
line represents the free theory result from (m = 2πT ). We compare the Gribov results
for quenched and (2 + 1) flavor QCD case with the perturbative and lattice results for
various Nτ . Here, PS represents the pseudo scalar channel.

numerically. The integral I2 also contains the imaginary part, which eventually

comes from the pole condition used to evaluate integral X ′ shown in Eq. (4.33).

However, since screening mass depends on the real value of parameter M defined

in Eq. (4.38), by using Eq. (4.53), we plot the scaled screening mass m/T with

temperature in Figure 4.4 for quenched QCD (Nf = 0) case and for Nf = 3 case.

We found a good agreement with the lattice data reported in ref. [320] and a

good improvement over the perturbative results obtained in ref. [308] in the low-

temperature domain. The main outcome of Figure 4.4 shows that screening mass

significantly decreases from the free theory results in the low-temperature region.

At the same time, in the high-temperature realm, it approaches the screening mass

result obtained in ref. [308].
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4.7 Summary

In this chapter, we used the non-perturbative resummation using the Gribov quan-

tization approach to study the mesonic screening masses. We began by examining

the fundamental characteristics of the static meson correlators at high temper-

atures and saw that the zeroth fermionic Matsubara mode dominates the large

distance correlator. Then, we discussed the framework of the effective theory,

namely NRQCD3, in which we need to determine the parameters of the effective

lagrangian to find out the non-perturbative NLO correction to mesonic screening

mass. This matching is done by finding the Euclidean dispersion relation on the

NRQCD3 side and QCD side, using the Gribov approach. After this, we calcu-

lated the static quark-antiquark potential using Gribov’s gluon propagator in the

context of effective theory to understand the dynamics of the theory. This static

potential determines the coefficient of exponential falloff by numerically solving

the usual Schrödinger equation. We plotted the screening mass in the tempera-

ture ranges from 300 MeV to 2700 MeV for Nf = 0 and Nf = 3, respectively. We

compare our results with the recently obtained lattice data [320] and found a good

agreement.





CHAPTER 5

HEAVY QUARK DYNAMICS VIA

GRIBOV-ZWANZIGER APPROACH

In the present chapter, we have investigated the heavy quark dynamics, namely

momentum-dependent drag and diffusion coefficient, specific shear viscosity, and

estimated energy loss of HQs moving in the QGP background using non-perturbative

Gribov resummation approach. The present chapter is based on our work: Heavy

quark dynamics via Gribov-Zwanziger approach, Sumit, Arghya Mukherjee, Naj-

mul Haque and Binoy Krishna Patra, Phys.Rev.D 109 (2024) 11, 114043 [345].

5.1 Introduction

The ultimate aim of the ongoing experiments, namely the RHIC at BNL and LHC

at the CERN, is to create and study the new state of matter where bulk properties

of this matter are governed by light quarks and gluons [346,347]. It is now widely

proven that this new state, which is the deconfined state of quarks and gluons

135
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dubbed as strongly interacting quark-gluon plasma (sQGP), is produced in these

high energies nuclei collisions [73]. The models which successfully describe the

space-time evolution of QGP fireball are governed by relativistic hydrodynamic

models [126,348–354], which gives information that the shear viscosity to entropy

density (η/s) ratio of produced QGP is very small. Also, the experimental data

analysis at RHIC suggests that η/s ≈ 0.1−0.2 [355,356] which is a strong indicator

that the produced QGP in these collisions is strongly coupled because for a strongly

coupled system η/s is small. For a weakly coupled system, this ratio is large. One

of the essential ways to characterize the properties of sQGP is by using hard probes,

which are created in the initial stages of these highly energetic collisions, as their

production requires a large momentum transfer. One of the promising hard probes

is offered by HQs, mainly charm and a bottom quark because the thermodynamic

properties of QGP are governed mainly by the light quarks, namely up (u), down

(d) and strange (s) quarks, and the force carrier among them via gluons. The

other reason is that because of HQs large mass in comparison to the temperature

scale generated in these URHIC [357]. HQs travel in the expanding medium as

generated after these collisions and interact with the light particles of the medium.

However, their number is most likely to be conserved because of their considerable

M/T ratio where M is the mass of the HQ and T is the temperature of the

medium. Thus, HQs can experience the complete evolution of the QGP. As they

are produced in out-of-equilibrium, they are expected to retain their memory of

interaction with plasma evolution [357–362]. Also, as HQs are so heavy that

their masses are much larger than the QGP temperature generated at RHIC and

LHC energies, MHQ = 1 − 5 GeV and T ∼ 0.3 − 0.5 GeV. Thus, their thermal

production and annihilation in the QGP can be safely ignored. In a perturbative

QCD (pQCD) framework, the thermalization time of heavy quark (HQ) has been

estimated which is of the scale of 10 − 15 fm/c for charm quark and the scale of

25− 30 fm/c for bottom quark [357, 363–365] for the temperature scales required
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for QGP formed in RHIC and LHC experiments. Nevertheless, since the lifetime

of QGP is around 4− 5 fm/c at RHIC and 10− 12 fm/c at LHC. Therefore, one

should not expect the complete thermalization of HQs in uRHICs. For the small

momentum exchange, the multiple scattering of HQ in a thermalized system can be

dealt with as a Brownian motion, and Boltzmann equation in that approximation

reduced to Fokker-Planck equation [357,363,366,367] which constitutes a simplified

version of in-medium dynamics. This method has been widely used [363–365,367–

373] to study the experimental observables such as nuclear modification factor

(RAA) [374–377] and elliptic flow (v2) [374] for nonphotonic electron spectra.

HQ production has been explored in the perturbative QCD approach up to the

NLO. In the perturbative realm, before the first experimental result, it was antici-

pated that their interaction with the medium particles could be described using a

pQCD technique, which leads to the expectation of a small suppression of the final

spectra and a small value of the elliptic flow. Nevertheless, experimental results

come with a surprise in which the spectrum of nonphotonic electrons coming from

the heavy quark decays has been observed in Au-Au collision at
√
s = 200GeV at

RHIC [374–376]. This result shows a relatively small RAA and a large value of ellip-

tic flow v2, which clearly indicates that there is a strong correlation between the HQ

and medium constituents, which is beyond the pQCD explanations [363,364,378].

This motivates one to go beyond pQCD to tackle the problem in a non-perturbative

manner. One of the approaches is to consider the non-perturbative contribu-

tion [368] from the quasi-hadronic bound states with subsequent hadronization

from coalescence and fragmentation [379, 380]. Another method consists of the

hard thermal loop (HTL) in the pQCD framework to calculate the debye mass

and running coupling [371, 381]. This technique includes the non-perturbative

contributions through the inclusion of thermal mass ∼ g(T )T where the running

coupling has been fitted via lattice thermodynamics [382,383]. All these models are

built upon the assumption that collisional energy loss serves as the predominant
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process in the low-momentum range of charm spectra [365,369,384], pT ≲ (3− 5)

MHQ. On the other hand, at high pT , the radiative effects are dominating even

collisional ones can not be disregarded although [385–387]. In the low transverse

momentum region, the collisional energy loss process dominated because of the ef-

fect that the phase space for the in-medium induced gluon radiation is constrained

because of HQ mass, i.e., “dead-cone effect” [388,389]. However, now, at LHC ex-

periments, heavy meson spectra can be observed around 30 GeV. At such high pT ,

even HQs become ultrarelativistic, and thus, radiative energy loss effects become

important.

Energetic particles traversing the QCD medium suffer energy loss through the

elastic process and gluon-bremsstrahlung. The drag and diffusion of HQs cause

them to lose their energies in the medium. Much work has been done in the

literature to study the energy loss of HQs. HQ energy loss due to hard and

soft collision processes has been studied in [390, 391] and for radiative processes

in [389, 392–394]. Recently, the soft contribution of the parton energy loss has

been studied within a chiral imbalance in [395]. Many studies have been done

recently in literature to understand the HQ dynamics like HQ potential [396–398],

spectral properties [399], transport coefficients without [387,400,401] and with bulk

viscous medium [402, 403]. Transport phenomenon has been studied for various

other cases like Polyakov loop plasma [404], semi-QGP [405], and memory effects

in HQ dynamics [406,407].

Another method for studying the non-perturbative phenomenon in HQ dynam-

ics can be made by using the Gribov-Zwanziger [235,241] technique. This method

improves the infrared dynamics of QCD through a scale of the order of g2T , which

is known as the magnetic scale of the theory. This model deals with the non-

perturbative resummation of the theory, having a mass parameter that captures

the non-perturbative essence of the theory. For some good reviews, one can look

at [239,324]. This approach has been extended by including the impact of a local
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composite operator, which consists of a mass term of the order of electric scale

g(T )T . For more details on this extended Gribov-Zwanziger method, see some

of the recent works in [325–330, 332, 408–411] and references therein. This ex-

tended approach with mass term inclusion in the propagator gives results that are

very promising with lattice calculations in the infrared domain, as shown in [325].

Also, at zero temperature, it has been shown in [412, 413] that this mass term

inclusion in gluon and ghost propagator of the usual Faddeev-Popov quantization

is in excellent agreement with lattice results. For more details, look at the recent

review [414].

Without any mass term, this scheme has been quite successful in describing

the QCD thermodynamics when a comparison with lattice simulations has been

made in [175]. Also, the other exciting studies which have been done in the re-

cent literature explore quark dispersion relations [336], connection between Gribov

quantization and confinement-deconfinement transition [415], the transport coeffi-

cients [333–335], the dilepton production rate has been calculated along with quark

number susceptability [337], screening masses of mesons [286] and electromagnetic

debye mass [416], which gives some interesting results of the said observables. In

the context of HQ phenomenology, which we are interested in here, the heavy

quarkonium potential has been calculated using this method in [338,339,416], the

collisional energy loss of HQs has been estimated in [417] incorporating the for-

malism of Wong equations and HQ diffusion coefficient using Langevin dynamics

has been studied in [340].

In this work, we explored the finite momentum-dependent [418] drag and dif-

fusion coefficient of HQs using the Gribov gluon propagator. Earlier in the liter-

ature, carrying forward the calculation of drag and diffusion coefficient using the

perturbative approaches, there was a need to set some infrared scale to tackle the

infrared divergences that arise mainly in t−channel exchange diagrams. The sig-

nificant advantage of this approach is that one does not need any infrared cut-off
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to put by hand in the matrix element calculation; instead, it comes automatically

in the model calculations. Also, as discussed earlier, the ratio of shear viscosity

to entropy density ratio, which is an essential observable to quantify the nature

of QGP, has been studied earlier using the perturbative methods [419]. It was

found that the inclusion of radiative effects in the calculation improves this ratio

significantly.

The chapter is organized as follows: Following this concise introduction in

Section 5.1, we will delve into the conventional formalism for calculating the drag

and diffusion coefficients of HQs. This will be accomplished using the widely

recognized Fokker-Planck method, as detailed in Section 5.2. In this section, we

will discuss the scattering of 2 → 2 collisional process as well as the 2 → 3

radiative process. We give the required matrix element calculation, which has

been done using the Gribov propagator. Section 5.3 focuses on our results for

the drag and diffusion coefficient as estimated using the Gribov propagator. A

critical observable η/s, which is required to understand the nature of the QGP,

i.e., whether a medium behaves like a weakly coupled or strongly coupled system,

has been plotted using the Gribov propagator. Also, the energy loss of HQs has

been discussed within this model for the charm and bottom quarks while traversing

the medium. In section 5.4, we summarize the chapter.

5.2 Formalism: Drag and diffusion coefficients

As discussed earlier, the motion of HQs in the QCD medium can be considered as

a Brownian motion and is well described by the Fokker-Planck equation [366,367]

∂fHQ

∂t
=

∂

∂pi

[︃
Ai(p)fHQ +

∂

∂pj
[Bij(p)fHQ]

]︃
, (5.1)

where fHQ represents the HQ momentum distribution in the medium. In this

approach, the interaction of HQ with the medium constituent particles, which are
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light quarks, anti-quarks, and gluons, is encoded in the drag and diffusion tensors

Ai and Bij respectively, which naturally arise from the momentum expansion of

the collision integral of the Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) [366]. In the

following, we briefly discuss the essential steps to obtain the drag and diffusion

tensor of the HQ. For clarity, the collisional and the radiative contributions are

discussed in separate subsections.

5.2.1 Collisional Processes:

Let us start with the two-body elastic scattering process: HQ(P ) + l(Q) →

HQ(P ′) + l (Q′), where l denotes light particles viz. light quarks, anti-quarks,

and gluons. Here, the four-momentum of the HQ and the constituent particle be-

fore the collision is represented by P = (Ep,p) and Q = (Eq, q) respectively. The

corresponding four-momentum after the collision is denoted with primes. Note

that, in the case of the HQ, the energy is given by Ep = (|p|2 +M2
HQ)

1/2 whereas

the light particles are considered to be massless with Eq = |q|. The drag and the

diffusion tensor that govern the dynamics of the HQ in the QGP medium can be

related to the 2 → 2 scattering amplitude as [366]

Ai =
1

2Ep

∫︂
d3q

(2π)32Eq

∫︂
d3q′

(2π)32Eq′

∫︂
d3p′

(2π)32Ep′

1

γHQ

(5.2)

×
∑︂

|M2→2|2 (2π)4δ4 (P +Q− P ′ −Q′) fk(Eq) (5.3)

× [1 + akfk (Eq′)] [(p− p′)i] = ⟨⟨(p− p′)i⟩⟩, (5.4)

Bij =
1

2

⟨︂⟨︂
(p− p′)i (p− p′)j

⟩︂⟩︂
. (5.5)

The expressions above indicate that the drag force represents the thermal aver-

age of the momentum transfer (p− p′) resulting from interactions. On the other

hand, momentum diffusion quantifies the average square of the momentum trans-

fer. In these expressions, γHQ represents the statistical degeneracy factor of the
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HQ, and the subscript k denotes the particle species in the medium. The quan-

tity ak = 1,−1 represents respectively the near-equilibrium Bose-Einstein and the

Fermi-Dirac distributions denoted in general as fk. The delta function enforces the

energy-momentum conservation. The computation of the matrix amplitude M2→2

for the allowed 2 → 2 scattering processes will be discussed in the following sub-

section. It should be noted that the drag force depends only on HQ momentum.

Thus, one can decompose it as

Ai = piA(p2) , A = ⟨⟨1⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨p · p′⟩⟩
p2

. (5.6)

where p2 = |p|2 and A is the drag coefficient of HQ. Similarly, one can decompose

the diffusion tensor Bij in terms of transverse and longitudinal components with

respect to HQ momentum as

Bij =

(︃
δij −

pipj
p2

)︃
B0

(︁
p2
)︁
+
pipj
p2

B1

(︁
p2
)︁
, (5.7)

where the transverse diffusion coefficient B0 and longitudinal diffusion coefficient

B1 take the following forms

B0 =
1

4

[︄⟨︁⟨︁
p′2

⟩︁⟩︁
−

⟨︁⟨︁
(p′ · p)2

⟩︁⟩︁
p2

]︄
, (5.8)

B1 =
1

2

[︄⟨︁⟨︁
(p′ · p)2

⟩︁⟩︁
p2

− 2
⟨︁⟨︁
p′ · p

⟩︁⟩︁
+ p2

⟨︁⟨︁
1
⟩︁⟩︁]︄

. (5.9)

One can study the kinematics of the 2 → 2 process in the center-of-momentum

(COM) frame for simplification. The average of a generic function F(p) in the

COM frame can be written as [366,420]

⟨⟨F(p)⟩⟩ = 1

(512π4)EpγHQ

∫︂ ∞

0

q dq

(︃
s−M2

HQ

s

)︃
fk (Eq) (5.10)
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×
∫︂ π

0

dχ sinχ

∫︂ π

0

dΘcm sinΘcm

∑︂
|M2→2|2 (5.11)

×
∫︂ 2π

0

dΦcm [1 + akfk (Eq′)]F(p) . (5.12)

where χ refers to the angle between the incident HQ and the medium constituent

particles in the laboratory frame, while Θcm and Φcm are respectively the zenith

and azimuthal angles in the COM frame. The Mandelstam variables s, t and u are

defined as follows

s = (P +Q)2 = (Ep + Eq)
2 −

(︁
p2 + q2 + 2pq cosχ

)︁
, (5.13)

t = (P ′ − P )2 = 2p2cm (cosΘcm − 1) , (5.14)

u = (P ′ −Q)2 = 2M2
HQ − s− t . (5.15)

Here pcm = |pcm| is the magnitude of the initial momentum of the HQ in the

COM frame. The other quantity required in order to obtain the drag and dif-

fusion coefficients is (p · p′). In order to find this quantity, we need the Lorentz

transformation that relates the laboratory frame and the COM frame via the

relation p′ = γcm (p′
cm + vcmE

′
cm) , where γcm = (Ep + Eq)/

√
s and the veloc-

ity in the COM is given by vcm = (p + q)/(Ep + Eq). Now, the energy con-

servation dictates p′2cm = p2cm. In the COM frame, p′
cm can be decomposed as

p′
cm = pcm (cosΘcmxcm + sinΘcm sinΦcmycm + sinΘcm cosΦcmzcm) , where pcm =

(s −M2
HQ)/(2

√
s) is the momentum and Ecm =

(︁
p2cm +M2

HQ

)︁1/2
is the energy of

the HQ in the COM frame. The axes xcm,ycm, and zcm are defined in [366].

Utilizing the above definitions, one can obtain

p · p′ = EpE
′
p − E2

cm + p2cm cosΘcm . (5.16)
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Figure 5.1: Feynman diagrams for HQ 2 → 2 processes with (a) gluon (t-channel), (b)
gluon (s-channel), (c) gluon (u-channel), (d) light quark/anti-quark (t-channel).

5.2.2 Matrix Elements for 2 → 2 processes

The leading order Feynman diagrams for 2 → 2 processes are shown in Fig. 5.1.

There are three topologically distinct diagrams contributing to quark-gluon scat-

tering and one diagram for quark-quark or quark-antiquark scattering shown in

Fig. 5.1 [421]. Note that two out of four diagrams shown in Fig. 5.1 consist of a

gluon propagator, which in the present work has been replaced with the Gribov-

modified gluon propagator. The modified gluon propagator in the Landau gauge

is written as [175]

Dab
µν(P ) = δab

(︃
δµν −

PµPν

P 2

)︃
P 2

P 4 + γ4G
. (5.17)
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where γG is the Gribov mass parameter which is generally derived from the one-

loop or two-loop gap equation [332]. The matrix elements for the diagrams shown

in Fig. 5.1, using the Gribov propagator, are given by:

M(a) =− g2εµ(2)ε
∗
ν(4)fabc

[︁
gµν (−Q−Q′)

ρ
+ gνρ (2Q′ −Q)

µ
+ gρµ (2Q−Q′)

ν]︁
× (P ′ − P )2

(P ′ − P )4 + γ4G
ūi(3)γρλcu

i(1) ,

M(b) = − ig2εµ(2)ε
∗
ν(4)ū

i(3)γµλa
/P + /Q+MHQ

(P +Q)2 −M2
HQ

γνλbu
i(1) ,

M(c) = − ig2εµ(2)ε
∗
ν(4)ū

i(3)γνλb
/P
′ − /Q+MHQ

(P ′ −Q)2 −M2
HQ

γµλau
i(1) ,

M(d) = ig2ūi(3)γµλau
i(1)

(P ′ − P )2

(P ′ − P )4 + γ4G
ūi(4)γµλau

i(2) . (5.18)

Here, the abbreviated notations used are εµ(1) = εµ(P, ζP ), εµ(2) = εµ(Q, ζQ), εµ(3) =

εµ(P
′, ζP ′) and εµ(4) = εµ(Q, ζQ′) for gluon polarization vectors, i denotes different

flavors and u(1) = u(P, sP ) for quark spinors. The symbols λa represent SU(3) ma-

trices normalized by Tr(λaλb) =
1
2
δab, satisfying [λa, λb] = ifabcλc and fabc are the

structure constants. The summation of squared matrix elements over the initial

and final quark spin states transforms the quark spinors into projection operators

as per the relation:

∑︂
s=1,2

uiα(P, s)ū
i
β(P, s) =

(︁
/P +M i

HQ

)︁
αβ
. (5.19)

During summation over gluon polarizations ζz where z = 1, 2, 3, 4, in order to avoid

the contributions from the unphysical states, one can remove the terms containing

εµ(P, ζ)P
µ. Thus the amplitude M(a) becomes:

M(a) = − g2εµ(2)ε
∗
ν(4)fabc

[︁
gµν (−Q−Q′)

ρ
+ gνρ (2Q′)

µ
+ gρµ (2Q)ν

]︁
× (P ′ − P )2

(P ′ − P )4 + γ4G
ui(1)γρλcū

i(3) , (5.20)
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Now, one can do the trace over the Lorentz indices utilizing the relation

∑︂
ζ=1,2

ε∗µ(P, ζ)εν(P, ζ) = −gµν . (5.21)

The squared matrix elements can be conveniently written in terms of Mandelstam

variables, which satisfy the relation s+ t+u = 2M2
HQ. After doing the summation

over the spins, polarizations, and color indices, one would get the final expressions

as follows: (i) for the process HQ(P ) + g(Q) → HQ(P ′) + g (Q′), one obtains

⃓⃓
M(a)

⃓⃓2
=γHQγg

[︄
32π2α2

(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁
t2

(t2 + γ4G)
2

]︄
,

⃓⃓
M(b)

⃓⃓2
=γHQγg

[︄
64π2α2

9

(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁
+ 2M2

HQ

(︁
s+M2

HQ

)︁(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁2
]︄
,

⃓⃓
M(c)

⃓⃓2
=γHQγg

[︄
64π2α2

9

(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁
+ 2M2

HQ

(︁
M2

HQ + u
)︁(︁

M2
HQ − u

)︁2
]︄
,

M(a)M∗
(b) =M∗

(b)M(a) = γHQγg

⎡⎣8π2α2

(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁
+M2

HQ(s− u)(︂
t2+γ4

G

t

)︂ (︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁
⎤⎦ ,

M(a)M∗
(c) =M∗

(c)M(a) = γHQγg

⎡⎣8π2α2

(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁
−M2

HQ(s− u)(︂
t2+γ4

G

t

)︂ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁

⎤⎦ ,

M(b)M∗
(c) =M∗

(b)M(c) = γHQγg

[︄
8π2α2

9

M2
HQ

(︁
4M2

HQ − t
)︁(︁

s−M2
HQ

)︁ (︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁]︄ ,

⃓⃓
M(i)

⃓⃓2
=
⃓⃓
M(a)

⃓⃓2
+
⃓⃓
M(b)

⃓⃓2
+
⃓⃓
M(c)

⃓⃓2
+ 2Re

{︁
M(a)M∗

(b)

}︁
+ 2Re

{︁
M(b)M∗

(c)

}︁
+2Re

{︁
M(a)M∗

(c)

}︁
, (5.22)
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and (ii) for the process HQ(P ) + lq(Q)/lq̄(Q) → HQ(P ′) + lq (Q′) /lq̄ (Q′), one

obtains

⃓⃓
M(d)

⃓⃓2
= γHQγlq/lq̄

⎡⎣64π2α2

9

(︂(︁
s−M2

HQ

)︁2
+
(︁
M2

HQ − u
)︁2

+ 2M2
HQ(

t2+γ4
G

t
)
)︂
t2

(t2 + γ4G)
2

⎤⎦ .

(5.23)

Here, γHQ = Ns × Nc, γg = Ns × (N2
c − 1) and γlq/lq̄ = Ns × Nc × Nf are the

degeneracy factor for HQ, gluon, and light quark respectively with Ns = 2, Nf = 3

and Nc = 3 have been used.

5.2.3 Radiative Process:

In general, the transport coefficient can be written as follows [419]

X(p) =

∫︂
Phase space× interaction× transport part (5.24)

The Eq. (5.24) can be used in order to estimate the radiative contribution of

the drag and diffusion coefficient by changing the two-body phase space and in-

variant amplitude with their three-body counterparts, keeping the transport part

the same [419]. Let us consider the 2 → 3 inelastic process: HQ(P ) + l(Q) →

HQ(P ′) + l (Q′) + g(K ′), where K ′ = (Ek′ ,k
′
⊥, k

′
z) is the four-momenta of the

emitted soft-gluon by HQ in the final state. The general expression for the ther-

mal averaged ⟨⟨F(p)⟩⟩ for 2 → 3 process is given by [419]:

⟨⟨F(p)⟩⟩rad =
1

2EpγHQ

∫︂
d3q

(2π)3Eq

∫︂
d3q′

(2π)3Eq′

∫︂
d3p′

(2π)3Ep′

×
∫︂

d3k′

(2π)3Ek′

∑︂
|M2→3|2 fk (Eq) (1± fk (Eq′))

× (1 + fg (Ek′))Θ1 (Ep − Ek′)Θ2 (τ − τF )

×F(p)(2π)4δ(4) (P +Q− P ′ −Q′ −K ′) . (5.25)
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Figure 5.2: Feynman diagrams for process HQ(P ) + l(Q) → HQ(P ′) + l (Q′) + g(K ′),
showing an inelastic scattering of HQ with light quark and a soft gluon emission.

where τ is the scattering time of HQ with the medium constitutents and τF is the

formation time of gluons. The theta function Θ1(Ep − Ek′) in Eq. (5.25) imposes

the constraints on the process that the emitted gluon energy should be less than

the initial energy of HQ. Whereas, the second theta function Θ2(τ − τF ) makes

sure that the formation time of gluon should be lesser than the scattering time of

HQs with medium constituents that accounts for the Landau-Pomerancguk-Migdal

(LPM) effect [422–424]. Also, fg(Ek′) = 1/[exp (βEk′) − 1] is the distribution of

the emitted gluon where β = 1/T i.e. the gluons in Figure 5.1 and Figure 5.2 are

in thermally equilibrated state. The term |M2→3|2 denotes the matrix element

squared for the 2 → 3 radiative process as depicted in Figure 5.2. It can be

expressed in terms of the matrix element of the collision process multiplied by the

probability for soft gluon emission [425] as follows:

|M2→3|2 = |M2→2|2 ×
48αs(T )

k′2⊥

(︃
1 +

M2
HQ

s
e2η

)︃−2

, (5.26)

where αs(T ) is the strong coupling constant defined at one-loop as

αs(T ) =
g2

4π
=

6π

11Nc − 2Nf

1

ln(2πT/ΛMS)
(5.27)
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having scale ΛMS = 0.176 GeV [135] for Nf = 3, η is the rapidity of the emitted

gluon and
(︂
1 +

M2
HQ

s
e2η

)︂−2

is the suppression factor for the HQ due to the dead-

cone factor [388,425]. From the Eq. (5.25) we have

⟨⟨F(p)⟩⟩rad =⟨⟨F(p)⟩⟩coll. × I(p) , (5.28)

where I(p) is given by

I (p) =

∫︂
d3k′

(2π)32Ek′

48αs(T )

k′2⊥

(︃
1 +

M2
HQ

s
e2η

)︃−2

× (1 + fg (Ek′))Θ1 (Ep − Ek′)Θ2 (τ − τF ) . (5.29)

In the limit of soft gluon emission (Θk′ → 0), one will get
(︂
1 +

M2
HQ

s
e2η

)︂−2

≈(︂
1 +

4M2
HQ

sΘ2
k′

)︂−2

, where θk′ is the angle between the radiated soft gluon and the

HQ which can be related to the rapidity parameter through the relation η =

− ln [tan (Θk′/2)]. In order to simplify the Eq. (5.29), one can convert emitted

gluon four-momentum in terms of the rapidity variable as

Ek′ = k′⊥ cosh η , k′z = k′⊥ sinh η , (5.30)

with d3k′ = d2k′⊥dk
′
z = 2πk′2⊥dk

′
⊥ cosh η dη. The interaction time τ is related to the

interaction rate Γ = 2.26αsT [402] and the Θ2(τ − τF ) impose the constraint

τ = Γ−1 > τF =
cosh η

k′⊥
, (5.31)

which shows that k′⊥ > Γ cosh η = (k′⊥)min.. Further, from the other theta function

Θ1(Ep − Ek′) we have,

Ep > Ek′ = k′⊥ cosh η , (k′⊥)max. =
Ep

cosh η
. (5.32)
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Also, the Bose enhancement factor for the emitted gluon in the limiting case

(Ek′ ≪ T ) can be written as

1 + fg (Ek′) =
T

k′⊥ cosh η
. (5.33)

Thus the integral I(p) becomes

I (p) =
6

π
αsT

∫︂ Ep/ cosh η

Γ cosh η

dk′⊥

∫︂ η1

−η1

dη ×
(︃
1 +

M2
HQ

s
e2η

)︃−2
1

k′⊥ cosh η
. (5.34)

where rapidity integration limits are decided based on the pseudo-rapidity coverage

of the detector accordingly. In the next section, we have used the value of η1 = 20

for practical calculations.

5.3 Results and Discussion

In order to do a numerical evaluation of drag and diffusion coefficients, firstly, we

must fix the Gribov mass parameter γG appearing in the Gribov propagator. To

do so, the authors of Ref. [335] have done the matching of temperature-dependent

scaled trace anomaly results of lattice [426] with the equilibrium thermodynamic

quantities. In Figure 5.3, we showed the scaled Gribov mass parameter variation

γG/T with temperature T . This dependence of γG will be used in the estimation

of other quantities evaluated further. Now, we will present our numerical results

for the transport coefficient, namely drag and diffusion for elastic and inelastic

processes, the specific shear viscosity of the QGP medium, and the estimation of

collisional and radiative energy loss in the separate subsections.
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5.3.1 Drag and diffusion coefficient for collisional and ra-

diative processes

In Figure 5.4 (left panel), the temperature dependence of the drag coefficient has

been shown at p = 5 GeV. Here, we have taken the charm quark mass 1.3 GeV. The

contributions from both processes have been shown as these processes occur inde-

pendently in the thermal medium. Figure 5.4 (left panel) shows that the collisional

process contributes more at the low temperature than the radiative one. However,

as the temperature increases, the radiative process starts dominating, indicating

that inelastic processes are more important at LHC energies than RHIC energy

within this model calculations. As the temperature increases, the total contribu-

tion to the drag coefficient increases compared to the elastic process. Qualitatively,

the drag coefficient has a similar nature within this modeling compared to earlier

perturbative results [419]. However, the overall magnitude of both processes is

higher after a T = 0.4 GeV and lower before T = 0.4 GeV, which can be inferred

from the non-perturbative nature of the Gribov propagator. As the system with

the Gribov gluon propagator is strongly interacting, the HQs feel a strong drag

force compared to the weakly interacting matter in the high-temperature domain

while at lower temperature HQ drag coefficient is less compared to earlier per-

turbative estimation. In other words, one would expect a larger drag coefficient

in Gribov plasma for large temperatures and a lower drag coefficient for lower

temperatures. Thus, the overall magnitude of the drag coefficient for collisional

and radiative processes is higher in the high-temperature domain via the Gribov-

Zwanziger approach than it was with earlier perturbative results. In Figure 5.4

(right panel), the drag coefficient of HQ has been plotted with its momentum for

a temperature T = 0.525 GeV. It has been observed that after a momentum of 5

GeV, the radiative contribution dominates in the medium despite the dead cone

effect.
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Figure 5.3: Temperature variation of the scaled Gribov mass parameter obtained by
matching the thermodynamics of the quasi-particle approach with the pure gauge lattice
data [426].
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Figure 5.4: Variation of charm quark drag coefficient with temperature and momentum
at (a) p = 5 GeV and (b) T = 0.525 GeV, respectively, where “coll.” stands for collisional
processes and “rad.” stands for radiative processes. The same abbreviations have been
used for the rest of the Figures.
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In Figure 5.5 (left panel) and Figure 5.6 (left panel), the variation of the trans-

verse and longitudinal diffusion coefficient of the charm quark is shown with respect

to temperature.
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Figure 5.5: Variation of charm quark transverse diffusion coefficient with temperature
and momentum at (a) p = 5 GeV and (b) T = 0.525 GeV respectively.
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Figure 5.6: Variation of charm quark longitudinal diffusion coefficient with temperature
and momentum at (a) p = 5 GeV and (b) T = 0.525 GeV respectively.



Chapter 5. Heavy quark dynamics via Gribov-Zwanziger approach 154

In Figure 5.5 (left panel) and Figure 5.6 (left panel), the variation of the trans-

verse and longitudinal diffusion coefficient of the charm quark is shown with respect

to temperature. Similar to the drag coefficient, the radiative effects start dominat-

ing for the high-temperature range around T = 0.6 GeV. The transverse and the

longitudinal diffusion coefficient have a smaller magnitude before T ∼ 0.45 GeV

and a larger magnitude after T ∼ 0.45 GeV compared to earlier perturbative re-

sults [419], pertaining to the more non-perturbative nature. Similarly, Figure 5.5

(right panel) and Figure 5.6 (right panel) show the transverse and longitudinal

diffusion coefficient variation with the charm momentum at T = 0.525 MeV. The

variation with the momentum p for the transverse diffusion is smaller than the

longitudinal diffusion coefficient. Although the nature of the diffusion coefficient

variation differs from the drag coefficient, the radiative effects dominations after

p = 5 GeV are clearly evident, showing the importance of radiative effects at high

momenta.

A similar analysis of drag and diffusion coefficients can be done for bottom quarks

having a mass of approximately 4.2 GeV easily. We report that for the bottom

quarks, the drag coefficient magnitudes decrease compared to the charm quark

drag coefficient magnitude because of the greater mass of the bottom quark com-

pared to the charm quark. Similar behavior is also observed for the transverse and

longitudinal diffusion coefficients as well.

5.3.2 Shear viscosity to entropy density ratio (η/s) of QGP

As discussed earlier, the value of shear viscosity to entropy density ratio, η/s,

is a vital quantity to study to understand the nature of the QGP, i.e., whether

a medium behaves like a weakly coupled or strongly coupled system. In this

subsection, we estimate this ratio by using the Gribov propagator, which enters

the interaction part of the diffusion coefficient. The transverse momentum diffusion
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coefficient B0 can be written as

B0 =
1

2

(︃
δij −

pipj
p2

)︃
Bij , (5.35)

By using Eq. (5.5) and putting (p′ − p)i = ki,

B0 =
1

4

⟨︄⟨︄(︃
k2 − (p · k)2

p2

)︃⟩︄⟩︄
, (5.36)

If HQ momentum is considered in the ẑ direction, then

B0 =
1

4

⟨︁⟨︁
k2⊥

⟩︁⟩︁
=

1

4
q̂ . (5.37)

where q̂ is the jet quenching parameter, which is also an important quantity for

the characterization of QGP. Recently, the relation between these two parameters,

namely specific shear viscosity η/s and dimensionless quenching parameter q̂/T 3

has been calculated up to NLO in terms of coupling constant using perturbative

QCD approach in Ref. [260]. Thus, we estimated η/s of QGP using the following

expression:
η

s
= 1.63

T 3

q̂
, (5.38)

Thus,

4π
η

s
= 1.63π

T 3

B0

. (5.39)

In Figure 5.7, we plotted 4π η/s with respect to temperature T within this model

calculations. We compared it with the standard KSS bound having values of

4πη/s = 1.0− 1.8 as obtained in [427], as well with the earlier perturbative result

obtained in [419]. The obtained results show that the value of 4π η/s comes strictly

within the AdS/CFT bound after the inclusion of radiative processes, which further

improves the earlier perturbative results and shows a good agreement with the

experimental values [355, 356]. For the earlier perturbative results Debye mass
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Figure 5.7: The value of 4π η/s for a charm quark with momentum ⟨pz⟩ = 5 GeV
propagating in QGP medium of temperature T .

(mD) acts as a infrared regulator and the value of mD =
√
6παsT is used in

Figures. 5.4, 5.5 , 5.6 and 5.7 for the perurbative result comparison with GZ

estimations. Thus, one can infer that the Gribov-Zwanziger technique improves

the perturbative results in the low-temperature domain as well as in the high-

temperature domain, as can be observed in Figure 5.7.

5.3.3 Collisional and radiative energy loss:

The differential energy loss of the HQ is related to the drag coefficient and can be

expressed as [367]

−dE
dx

= A(p2, T ) p . (5.40)

In Figure 5.8, we have plotted the energy loss of HQs with respect to their mo-

mentum p, showing collisional and radiative contributions independently at RHIC

and LHC energies. In Figure 5.8 (left panel) energy loss at RHIC energy (T = 0.36

GeV) for charm (solid lines) and bottom (dotted lines) quarks are shown. Simi-
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larly, Figure 5.8 (right panel) has been plotted for temperature T = 0.48 GeV, i.e.,

at LHC energy. As expected, energy loss for the bottom quark is less compared to

the charm quark because of more drag offered to the bottom quark in the medium

due to its large mass. The collisional processes dominate in the initial momentum

range around 5 GeV due to restricted phase space. However, after that, the radia-

tive process dominates the collisional one for charm quark at both energies at LHC

and RHIC. In the case of the bottom quark, the collisional process contribution

dominates in the whole momentum range at RHIC. At the same time, at LHC

energy, this nature continues till ∼ 15 GeV, then the radiative process dominates.

This suppression in the radiative energy loss in the case of the bottom quark in

comparison to the charm quark can be accounted for because of the dead cone

factor, which prohibits the HQ from radiating gluon at a small angle. Thus, for

the higher mass, the dead-cone angle will be large, and the probability of energy

loss due to radiation will be lesser.
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Figure 5.8: Momentum variation of elastic and radiative energy loss of the heavy quark
in the medium for the RHIC energy at T = 360 MeV (left panel) and the LHC energy
at T = 480 MeV (right panel). Solid lines are for charm quarks, while dotted ones are
for bottom quarks.
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5.4 Summary and Conclusion

In this chapter, we have explored the momentum and temperature dependence

of the drag and diffusion coefficient of HQs propagating in the QGP medium.

These transport coefficients play a pivotal role in the HQ phenomenology as they

essentially govern the dynamics of the HQs in the Fokker-Planck approach. In

the present work, our primary focus has been to incorporate the non-perturbative

effects in the estimation of drag and diffusion coefficients, especially in the tem-

perature regime close to the crossover. For this purpose, we take recourse to the

GZ approach. In this framework, the gluon propagators present in the scatter-

ing amplitudes have been replaced by the Gribov-modified propagators. It should

be noted here that it has been a standard practice to include the Debye mass

(mD ∼ g(T )T ) as an infrared regulator in the t-channel matrix amplitude in order

to circumvent the infrared divergence. However, in the present approach, the mass

scale in the modified gluon propagator arises naturally within the model frame-

work, resulting in a finite t-channel contribution. The temperature dependence of

the mass scale has been extracted by matching the thermodynamics of the Gribov

plasma with the pure gauge lattice results. Once the temperature dependence has

been fixed, we incorporate this modified gluon propagator in the collisional and

radiative contributions to obtain the momentum and temperature dependences of

the drag and diffusion coefficient, which show a significant increment compared to

earlier perturbative estimations with the exception of the momentum dependence

of drag coefficient. Moreover, the estimation of the specific shear viscosity using

the Gribov approach are closer to estimates based on AdS/CFT calculations. Fi-

nally, we have investigated the collisional and radiative energy loss of charm and

bottom quark traversing through the medium. We find that the energy loss in both

cases is higher in magnitude compared to the earlier perturbative estimations.

It should be mentioned here that the Gribov framework presented in this work

is a simplistic approach to considering the non-perturbative effects pertinent near
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the phenomenologically accessible temperature regime. Nevertheless, the present

study serves as an important first step toward estimating the impact of Gribov-like

approaches on the HQ dynamics.





CHAPTER 6

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this chapter, we will provide the principal findings of the theoretical research

done in this dissertation, followed by the prospective directions that can be pur-

sued for future projects. The main scope of this thesis is to examine some of the

features of the deconfined matter produced in URHIC at BNL and CERN labora-

tories, mainly at zero chemical potential. Other experiments like NICA and FAIR,

which deal with finite baryon density, are currently underway and planned. The

theoretical techniques that are utilized in order to study the different properties

of this deconfined matter, i.e., QGP, are resummed perturbation theory and non-

perturbative resummation, namely as Gribov quantization.

We started with the brief history of a theory, which describes strong interaction,

namely QCD, its fundamental properties, and the QCD phase diagram in chap-

ter 1. Then we discussed the HIC systems, which are experimental tools to study

the matter at extreme temperatures and densities, the different signatures of QGP

created in these collisions, and the different approaches, which are classified mainly

into perturbative and nonperturbative ones, in order to study this deconfined mat-

161
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ter in this chapter 1. After this, we discuss the methodology utilized to study the

different features of deconfined matter. We review two main formalisms of thermal

field theory, ITF and RTF, which are commonly used in theoretical techniques.

We discussed the application of these formalism and effective theories, namely

HTL resummation, in detail, as well as their outcomes. These effective theory

techniques are utilized in the further calculation in chapter 3, and a brief overview

of the Gribov approach to QCD is presented in chapter 2, which is required for

the completeness of chapter 4 and chapter 5.

In chapter 3, we have studied the NLO quark self-energy and the NLO correction to

the fermionic (QCD counterpart) dispersion relation for soft-moving quarks. This

study was done in RTF and takes effective theory, namely HTL resummation, into

account. When going to NLO for the soft-moving quarks, one needs to take into

account the effects of resummation. We have replaced all the propagators and

bare vertices with the effective HTL-ones in the usual self-energy diagram. Apart

from the three-point vertex contribution, there is also a four-point vertex diagram,

which also contributes to NLO quark self-energy. Both those diagrams have been

calculated separately. Using the convenient summation structure, we express the

integrals containing three and four-point vertex functions in terms of solid angle

integrals. After computing the solid angle integrals, we calculate the momentum

integrals in NLO quark self-energy and plot the results as a function of the ratio of

momentum and energy. The NLO quark self-energy is required in order to obtain

the NLO correction to dispersion relation, which gives NLO correction to quark

mass and quark damping rate (Leading order quark damping rate is zero, contri-

bution starts from NLO since the Imaginary part of quark self-energy is zero at

leading order). Using the NLO quark self-energy, we plotted the correction to the

dispersion relations within the numerical uncertainties present in the numerical

computation.

In chapter 4, we have studied and calculated the mesonic correlation lengths of
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various mesonic observables using the nonperturbative Gribov resummation. In

this study, we have used the effective theory, which has a similar structure as the

NRQCD effective theory, which is quite helpful in describing the heavy quarkonia

physics at zero temperature. We find that the nonperturbative Gribov approach

improves the earlier perturbative results in the low-temperature domain and is

well suited to the recent lattice measurements. Thus, one can say that the Gribov

approach improves the infrared dynamics of the underlined theory. We have cal-

culated the mesonic screening masses for both quenched QCD cases and Nf = 3

flavor QCD. The primary outcome shows that the mesonic screening masses re-

sults approach the perturbative analysis results in the high-temperature regime

and, at the same time, are in better agreement with the lattice results in the low-

temperature domain.

Finally, we investigate the HQ dynamics using the GZ approach in chapter 5. In

this chapter, we have studied the momentum-dependent drag and diffusion coef-

ficients of HQs in the QGP background within the Fokker-Planck approach. The

interaction of HQs with the medium constituents, which are encoded in the matrix

elements, is computed at leading order in coupling using the GZ propagator. The

intermediate gluons are considered as Gribov ones to incorporate the nonpertur-

bative effects that are relevant to the phenomenologically accessible temperature

regime. We have shown the temperature and momentum variation of drag and dif-

fusion coefficients of HQs. The obtained drag coefficient has been used to obtain

the energy loss of HQs at RHIC and LHC energy. We reported a higher energy

loss of the propagating HQ compared to the earlier perturbative results available

in the literature. The other transport coefficients, mainly the transverse diffusion

coefficient, are utilized to estimate the temperature estimation of specific shear

viscosity η/s of QGP medium. We observed that the η/s ratio complies with the

AdS/CFT estimation over a significantly more comprehensive temperature regime

compared to the perturbative results.
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For future directions, it would be interesting to utilize the results obtained for

the NLO dispersion relation in chapter 3 in order to study the transport phenom-

ena more precisely. Recently, the mass correction to HTLs and mass effects to

heavy fermion self-energy in QED and QCD has been investigated, showing the

importance of finite quark mass in the calculations [428,429]. So, the calculations

presented in chapter 3 can be extended for the finite quark mass and finite chemical

potential in order to study the quark number susceptability [301]. It is expected

that the NLO contribution will resolve the ambiguity observed in the HTL approx-

imation results with the lattice data [301]. Also, since the calculation provided in

chapter 4 does not respect the different channels like a scalar or vector, it would be

interesting to study, by adopting some strategy, to include the different channels

and different mesons in the framework provided in chapter 4. Another exciting

study can be done by examining the finite chemical potential in theory for a more

general case study of mesonic screening masses, which can give insights into the na-

ture of the QCD phase diagram. Since, as discussed in chapter 4, Gribov approach

improves the infrared dynamics of the theory, it encourages one to study further

different experimental observables like nuclear modification factor RAA [417], ellip-

tic flow v2 as well as other transport properties of the medium [333–335, 430, 431]

within this approach. Thus, the interesting future direction in this regard would

be to consider the dissipative effects in the estimation of drag and diffusion coeffi-

cients of HQ in QGP background [420,432–435]. Also, the non-trivial backgrounds

like the strong external magnetic field may have a significant impact [436–438] on

the transport properties of the Gribov modified plasma medium.



APPENDIX A

A.1 HTL dressed vertex integrals

For the sake of completeness, this appendix summarises the derivation of 2-quark-

1-gluon and 2-quark-2-gluon vertex functions within HTL approximation in the

CTP formalism, which is utilized in section 3.3.

A.1.1 Two quark and one gluon vertex integral

The one-loop quark-gluon vertex function within HTL approximation is defined as

Γµ = γµ + δΓµ. (A.1)

where γµ is the bare vertex contribution and δΓµ is the one-loop HTL correction.

Within the {12} basis of the Keldysh indices, the bare vertex function γµ is given

by

γµijk =

⎧⎨⎩ (−1)i−1γµ when i = j = k

0 otherwise
, (A.2)
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where i, j, k can take the values 1, 2. The 1-loop diagrams which contribute to the

quark-gluon three vertex function are shown in Figure A.1. The HTL contributions

δΓµ to the three-point vertex can be obtained from the 1-loop graphs shown in

Figure A.1 as

δΓµ
ijk(P,Q,R) = 4ig2CF

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
Kµ /KV ′

ijk − 2ig2Nc

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
Kµ /K

(︁
V ′
ijk + Vijk

)︁
,

(A.3)

We can use HTL approximation to neglect the external momenta compared to the

loop momentum K. The functions Vijk and V ′
ijk are

Vijk = − (−1)i+j+kD̄ij(K)Djk(K −Q)Dki(K + P ); (A.4)

V ′
ijk = − (−1)i+j+kDij(K)D̄jk(K −Q)D̄ki(K + P ). (A.5)

The functions Dij(K) are the bare bosonic propagator defined in the {12} basis

as

D(K) =

⎛⎝ D11(K) D12(K)

D21(K) D22(K)

⎞⎠
=

⎛⎝ 1+nB(k0)
K2+iε

− nB(k0)
K2−iε

Θ(−k0)+nB(k0)
K2+iε

− Θ(−k0)+nB(k0)
K2−iε

Θ(k0)+nB(k0)
K2+iε

− Θ(k0)+nB(k0)
K2−iε

nB(k0)
K2+iε

− 1+nB(k0)
K2−iε

⎞⎠ . (A.6)

The quantity D̄ij(K) is a fermionic propagator having the same expression as

Dij(K) except BE distribution function nB(k0) is replaced by the negative of the

FD distribution function −nF (k0). We can express the functions Dij(K) in terms

of symmetric (F ) , advanced (A) and retarded (R) propagators as

D11 =
1

2
(F + A+R); D12 =

1

2
(F + A−R);

D21 =
1

2
(F − A+R); D22 =

1

2
(F − A−R), (A.7)
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with

R(K) =
Θ (k0)

K2 + iε
+

Θ(−k0)
K2 − iε

;

A(K) =
Θ (−k0)
K2 + iε

+
Θ(k0)

K2 − iε
;

F (K) = (1± 2nB,F (k0))

(︃
1

K2 + iε
− 1

K2 − iε

)︃
. (A.8)

The vertex functions in the {RA} basis have linear correspondence with the

P Q

R

P
Q

R

Figure A.1: 1-loop Feynman diagrams for the two-quarks-one-gluon vertex function.

functions mentioned in the {12} basis. For instance, the 3-point vertex function

ΓRAA in {R.A.} basis is given by the following relation

ΓRAA = Γ111 + Γ112 + Γ121 + Γ122. (A.9)

As the vertex functions are related with the functions V and V ′ via the Eq. (A.3),

the relation in Eq. (A.9) also valid to the functions V and V ′. Utilizing the ex-

pressions in Eq. (A.5) of the functions V and V ′, and the relations in Eq. (A.7),

we get

VRAA =
1

2
(A1A2A3 +R1R2R3 + F1A2A3 +R1F2A3 +R1R2F3) , (A.10)
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where, for shorthand notation, 1, 2, and 3 represents the arguments K, K − Q,

and K +P , respectively. The loop integration K can be done in two steps: firstly,

over quark energy, i.e., k0, performed utilizing the residue theorem in the complex

k0 plane resulting A1A2A3 and R1R2R3 terms vanishes. The other three terms

become

FAA =
+i

8π2

∫︂ +∞

0

kdkNB,F (k)

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS − iε)(QS + iε)
;

RFA =
−i
8π2

∫︂ +∞

0

kdkNB,F (k)

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(QS + iε)((P +Q)S − iε)
;

RRF =
−i
8π2

∫︂ +∞

0

kdkNB,F (k)

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS − iε)((P +Q)S − iε)
. (A.11)

The functions NB,F (k) are mentioned in Eq. (3.22) and S = (1, ŝ) is a time-like

unit four-vector where ŝ is defined as k⃗/k. Since in HTL approximation, one can

neglect the external momenta in front of loop momentum K, when we sum up all

the contributions together as mentioned in Eq. (A.11), we get the final expression

as

δΓRAA = −m2
q

∫︂
dΩ

4π

Sµ/S

(PS − iε)(QS + iε)
, (A.12)

where thermal quark mass is defined as mq =
√︁
CF/8gT . Similarly, the other

3-point HTL vertex integrals can be obtained in the {R.A.} and {12} bases anal-

ogously to Eq. (A.9) as shown in [283] as well. For each of those other vertex

functions, one can perform the same steps as done for ΓRAA and eventually, one

gets:

δΓARA(P,Q,R) = −m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS + iε)(QS − iε)
;

δΓAAR(P,Q,R) = −m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS + iε)(QS + iε)
;
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Figure A.2: 1-loop Feynman diagrams for the two-quarks-two-gluons vertex function.

δΓRRR(P,Q,R) = −m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS − iε)(QS − iε)
;

δΓRRA(P,Q,R) = δΓRAR(P,Q,R) = δΓARR(P,Q,R) = 0. (A.13)

A.1.2 Two quark and two gluon vertex integral

Figure A.2 shows the 1-loop graphs contributing to the quark-gluon four vertex

function. The contribution coming from 4-point vertex functions is written in the

{12} basis as shown in Eq. (A.14).

δΓµν
ijkl(P,Q,R, U) = − 8ig2(−1)i+j+k+l

∫︂
d4K

(2π)4
KµKν /K

[︁
CFDij(K)D̄jk(K −Q)

× D̄kl(K + P + U)D̄li(K + P )−NcD̄ij(K)Djk(K −Q)

×Dkl(K + P + U)Dli(K + P ) +
Nc

2
Dli(K − P )

×Djl(K − P − U)D̄kj(K +R)D̄ik(K)
]︁
. (A.14)

Let’s consider the {RA}-component δΓRAAA, given by
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δΓRAAA = δΓ1111+δΓ1112+δΓ1121+δΓ1211+δΓ1122+δΓ1212+δΓ1221+δΓ1222 (A.15)

We denote the terms with the factor CF in eq. (A.14) as δΓ1
RAAA. Using the

decomposition as done in Eq. (A.7), one obtain, having a similar symbolic notation

as in Eq. (A.10), the following relation

δΓ1
RAAA =

1

2
F1A2A3A4 +

1

2
R1F2A3A4 +

1

2
R1R2F3A4 +

1

2
R1R2R3F4 (A.16)

Here, we again used the shorthand notation 1, 2, 3, and 4, which denotes the mo-

menta K,K − Q,K + P + U , and K + P , respectively. The following two terms

1
2
A1A2A3A4 and

1
2
R1R2R3R4 to δΓ

1
RAAA gives null each in the k0-complex-plane in-

tegration and are not shown explicitly in Eq. (A.16). The other terms in Eq. (A.16)

give a contribution as follows

FAAA =

∫︂ ∞

0

kdk

16π2

∫︂
dΩs

4π

iNB(k)S
µSν /S

((2P + U)S + iε)((P −R)S + iε)(PS + iε)
,

RFAA =

∫︂ ∞

0

kdk

16π2

∫︂
dΩs

4π

−iNB(k)K
µKν /S

((2P + U)S + iε)((R + P + U)S − iε)((P + U)S − iε)
,

RRFA =

∫︂ ∞

0

kdk

16π2

∫︂
dΩs

4π

iNF (k)S
µSν /S

((R− P )S − iε)((R + P + U)S − iε)(RS + iε)
,

RRRF =

∫︂ ∞

0

kdk

16π2

∫︂
dΩs

4π

iNF (k)S
µSν /S

(PS + iε)((P + U)S − iε)(RS + iε)
. (A.17)

Summing all the contributions in Eq. (A.17) gives the following results

δΓ1
RAAA =

i

8π2

∫︂ +∞

0

kdk

∫︂
dΩs

4π

(nB(k) + nF (k))S
µSν /S

(PS − iε)(QS + iε)((P + U)S − iε)
. (A.18)

Now, three-momenta k integrations can be done analytically. We calculate the

terms with the factors Nc and Nc/2 in Eq. (A.14) similarly, and they cancel each

other. Finally, the expression for the HTL four-vertex function becomes

δΓRAAA(P,Q,R, U) =m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSν /S

(PS − iε)(QS + iε)

[︃
1

(P + U)S − iε
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+
1

(P +R)S − iε

]︃
. (A.19)

The other {RA} four-vertex HTLs can be worked out similarly, and one finds that

δΓARAA(P,Q,R, U) =m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSν /S

(PS + iε)(QS − iε)
×
[︃

1

(P + U)S + iε
+

1

(P +R)S + iε

]︃
,

δΓAARA(P,Q,R, U) =m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSν /S

(PS + iε)(QS + iε)
×
[︃

1

(P + U)S + iε
+

1

(P +R)S − iε

]︃
,

δΓAAAR (P,Q,R, U) =m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSν /S

(PS + iε)(QS + iε)
×
[︃

1

(P + U)S − iε
+

1

(P +R)S + iε

]︃
,

δΓRRAA(P,Q,R, U) = δΓRARA(P,Q,R, U) = δΓRAAR(P,Q,R, U) = 0. (A.20)

The remaining eight components of four-vertex functions can be computed directly

or can be obtained from the above results using the KMS conditions.

A.1.3 Change of Notations

The notations used in the main text can be connected with the notation used in

this appendix via

Γµ
I1I2I3

(P1, P2, P3) = Γµ
i1i3i2

(P1,−P2) ;

Γµν
I1I2I3I4

(P1, P2, P3, P4) = Γµν
i1i4i3i2

(P1, P4, P3,−P2) ,
(A.21)

Here,

Ij = R(A) ↔ ij = a(r)

So, the 3-point vertex functions are

Γµ
arr (P,Q) =Γµ

RAA(P,−Q,R) = γµ + Iµ−−(P,Q);

Γµ
rar (P,Q) =Γµ

AAR(P,−Q,R) = γµ + Iµ+−(P,Q);

Γµ
aar(P,Q) =Γµ

RAR(P,−Q,R) = 0;
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Γµ
rra(P,Q) =Γµ

ARA(P,−Q,R) = γµ + Iµ++(P,Q);

Γµ
ara(P,Q) =Γµ

RRA(P,−Q,R) = 0, (A.22)

having following notation

Iµη1η2(P,Q) = m2
q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

Sµ/S

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)
. (A.23)

For the four-point vertex functions, we have

Γµν
arr (P,K) ≡Γµν

arrr (P,K,−K,P ) = Γµν
RAAA(P,−P,−Q,Q) = Iµν−−(P,K);

Γµν
aarr (P,K) ≡Γµν

aarr (P,K,−K,P ) = Γµν
RAAR(P,−P,−Q,Q) = 0;

Γµν
arar (P,K) ≡Γµν

arar (P,K,−K,P ) = Γµν
RARA(P,−P,−Q,Q) = 0, (A.24)

with the notation

Iµνη1η2
(P,K) =m2

q

∫︂
dΩs

4π

−SµSν /S

[PS + iη1ε] [PS + iη2ε]

[︃
1

(P +K)S + iη1ε

+
1

(P −K)S + iη2ε

]︃
. (A.25)

Eq. (A.23) and Eq. (A.25) have been utilised in the chapter 3, see Eqs. (3.27), (3.28).

A.2 HTL vertex integrals using Feynman tech-

nique

In this appendix, we will calculate the solid-angle integrals present in eqs. (3.27)

and (3.28). This will be done by utilizing the Feynman parametrization technique.

By using eqs. (3.33), (3.35), and (3.37), we have only two types of solid-angle
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integrals which we need to evaluate, namely,

Jµα
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSα

[PS + iη1ε] [QS + iη2ε]
;

Iµναη1η2
(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSνSα

[PS + iη1ε] [PS + iη2ε]

[︃
1

(P +K)S + iη1ε

+
1

(P −K)S + iη2ε

]︃
. (A.26)

The ‘00’ component of Jµα
η1η2

is the simplest of all these integrals and becomes

J00
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)
. (A.27)

Here, S = (1, ŝ) and the integration has to be done over the solid angle of the unit

vector ŝ. We will drop the iε prescription for some time. Utilizing the Feynman

technique, equation (A.27) becomes

J00
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

∫︂
dΩs

4π

1

[(P −Ku)S]2
=

∫︂ 1

0

du

(P −Ku)2
, (A.28)

where K = P −Q. The integration over u in eq. (A.28) can be done analytically

to get

J00
η1η2

(P,Q) =
1

2
√
∆

ln
(1− u1)u2
(1− u2)u1

, (A.29)

where we have used the notation u1,2 = ((PK)±
√
∆)/K2 and ∆ = (PK)2−P 2K2.

Note that PS+ iη1ε = p0+ iη1ε− p⃗ · ŝ, so iε’s appearance in the final result (A.29)

can be achieved by changing the variables p0 → p0+ iη1ε and q0 → q0+ iη2ε. This

will also apply to the next two terms. Now, the ‘0i’ component of Jµα
η1η2

is given by

J0i
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝi

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)
. (A.30)
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Again, by using the same approach as done above and denoting R = P−(P−Q)u,

eq. (A.30) becomes

J0i
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂ 1

0

du

[︃
r0

r20 − r2
− 1

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

]︃
ri

r2
. (A.31)

Similarly the ‘ij’ component of Jµα
η1η2

is given by

J ij
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

ŝiŝj

(PS + iη1ε) (QS + iη2ε)
. (A.32)

The spatial component ‘ij’ can be computed in the similar way J0i
η1η2

(P,Q) ws

calculated in eq. (A.31) and eq. (A.32) becomes

J ij
η1η2

(P,Q) =

∫︂ 1

0

du
(︁
Aη1η2δ

ij +Bη1η2 r̂
ir̂j

)︁
, (A.33)

where

Aη1η2 =− 1

r2

(︃
1− r0

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

)︃
;

Bη1η2 =
1

r20 − r2
+

3

r2

(︃
1− r0

2r
ln
r0 + r

r0 − r

)︃
. (A.34)

The integration over u in eq. (A.33) will be done numerically. Considering, P1,2 ≡

(p0 + iη1,2ε, p⃗), we rewrite

Iµναη1η2
(P,K) = Jµνα

η1η2
(P,K) + Jµνα

η2η1
(P,−K);

Jµνα
η1η2

(P,K) =

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSνSα

P1SP2S (P1 +K)S
. (A.35)

We can denote the scalar products as A = P2S, B = P1S, C = (P1 +K)S , and

the four-vector as

T ≡ (t0, t⃗) = P2 + u1(P1 − P2) + u1u2K, (A.36)
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with

t0 = u1u2k0 + iu1(η1 − η2)ε+ p0 + iη2ε t⃗ = u1u2k⃗ + p⃗. (A.37)

With the previous definitions, Jµνα
η1η2

in eq. (A.35) becomes

Jµνα
η1η2

(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

∫︂
dΩs

4π

SµSνSα(︁
t0 − t⃗.ŝ

)︁3 . (A.38)

The dependence of η1η2 in r.h.s. comes through the zeroth component of T , defined

in eq. (A.36). As one can see, the quantity Jµνα
η1η2

(P,K) has symmetry in its Lorentz

indices, so there will be only four independent components to work out. Thus, we

will get

J000
η1η2

(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2
t0

(t20 − t2)
2 . (A.39)

J00i
η1η2

(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2
ti

(t20 − t2)
2 . (A.40)

The third solid-angle integral consists of a symmetric tensor of rank two as

J0ij
η1η2

(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

(︂
Cη1η2δ

ij +Dη1η2 t̂
i
t̂
j
)︂
, (A.41)

where

Cη1η2 =
t0

2t2 (t20 − t2)
− 1

4t3
ln
t0 + t

t0 − t
;

Dη1η2 =
t0 (5t

2 − 3t20)

2t2 (t20 − t2)
2 +

3

4t3
ln
t0 + t

t0 − t
. (A.42)

Similarly, the fourth solid-angle integral consists of a completely symmetric tensor

of rank three.

J ijk
η1η2

(P,K) = 2

∫︂ 1

0

du1u1

∫︂ 1

0

du2

[︂
Eη1η2

(︂
t̂
i
δjk + t̂

j
δki + t̂

k
δij

)︂
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+ Fη1η2 t̂
i
t̂
j
t̂
k
]︂
, (A.43)

with

Eη1η2 =
1

2t3

(︃
2 +

t20
t20 − t2

− 3t0
2t

ln
t0 + t

t0 − t

)︃
;

Fη1η2 =
t

(t20 − t2)
2 − 5

2t3

(︃
2 +

t20
t20 − t2

− 3t0
2t

ln
t0 + t

t0 − t

)︃
. (A.44)

A.3 HTL dressed propagators

This appendix summarizes the derivation of HTL-dressed transverse and longitu-

dinal gluon and quark propagators.

A.3.1 Transverse gluon propagator

The transverse gluon HTL-dressed propagator DT (K) is

D−1
T (K) = K2 −m2

g

[︃
1 +

K2

k2

(︃
1− k0

2k
ln
k0 + k

k0 − k

)︃]︃
(A.45)

For retarded gluon propagator

DR
µν(K) ≡ Dra

µν(K) = Dµν

(︂
k0 + iε, k⃗

)︂
(A.46)

Thus,

D
R(−1)
T (k, k0, ε) = k20 − ε2 + 2k0iε− k2 −m2

gX (A.47)

where

X =

(︃
k20
k2

− ε2

k2
+

2k0iε

k2

)︃
+

(︃
k0 + iε

2k

)︃
lnA+

(︃
−3iεk20
2k3

lnA− 3k0ε
2

2k3
lnA

)︃
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−
(︃
k30 − iε3

2k3

)︃
(A.48)

and

lnA = ln
k0 + k + iε

k0 − k + iε
(A.49)

As for Nc = 3 and Nf = 2, m2
g = 4, so Eq. (A.47) becomes

D
R(−1)
T (k, k0, ε) = −

[︃(︃
k2 − k20 +

4k20
k2

− 2k0iε+
8k0iε

k2

)︃
+

(︃
2k0
k

− 2k30
k3

)︃
lnA

+

(︃
2iε

k
− 2iεk20

k3

)︃
lnA

]︃
(A.50)

Now, the lnA term can explicitly be written as

− lnA =
1

2
ln

[︄
(k0 − k)2 + ε2

(k0 + k)2 + ε2

]︄
+ i

[︃
tan−1 ε

k0 − k
− tan−1 ε

k0 + k

]︃
(A.51)

Now, using the expression of lnA from Eq. (A.51), Eq. (A.50) becomes

D
R(−1)
T (k, k0, ε) = − 4k20

k2
−
(︁
k2 − k20

)︁ [︄
1− k0

k3
ln

(k0 − k)2 + ε2

(k0 + k)2 + ε2

]︄

− i

[︃
2k0
k3

(︁
k20 − k2

)︁(︃
tan−1 ε

k0 − k
− tan−1 ε

k0 + k

)︃
− εΘ(k0)

]︃
(A.52)

A.3.2 Longitudinal gluon propagator

The HTL gluon propagator longitudinal part DL(K) is given by

D−1
L (K) =

[︃
K2 + 2m2

g

K2

k2

(︃
1− k0

2k
ln
k0 + k

k0 − k

)︃]︃
. (A.53)

As the scaled longitudinal part of the HTL gluon propagator D̃L(K) is defined as

D̃L(K) =
DL(K)

K2
, (A.54)
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So, the retarded part of the inverse of the longitudinal gluon propagator becomes

D̃
R(−1)

L (K) =
(︁
k20 − k2

)︁2 [︃
1 +

8

k2
− 4k0

k3
lnA

]︃
+O(ε)3. (A.55)

Using the expression of lnA from Eq. (A.51), Eq. (A.55) becomes

D̃
R(−1)

L (k, k0, ε) =
(︁
k20 − k2

)︁2 [︄
1 +

8

k2
+

2k0
k3

ln
(k0 − k)2 + ε2

(k0 + k)2 + ε2

+ i

{︃
4k0
k3

(︃
tan−1 ε

k0 − k
− tan−1 ε

k0 + k

)︃
+ εΘ(k0)

}︃]︃
. (A.56)

A.3.3 Quark propagator

The HTL-dressed quark propagator ∆±(Q) is given by

∆−1
± (Q) = q0 ± q −

m2
q

q

[︃
∓1 +

1

2q
m2

q (q ± q0) ln
q0 + q

q0 − q

]︃
. (A.57)

The inverse of the retarded quark propagator for plasmino mode can be written

as

∆
R(−1)
− (q, q0, ε) =q0 + iε− q − 1

q
+
q0 − q

2q2
ln
q0 + q + iε

q0 − q + iε
+

iε

2q2
ln
q0 + q + iε

q0 − q + iε
.

(A.58)

Using Eq. (A.51), Eq. (A.58) becomes

∆
R(−1)
− (q, q0, ε) = −

[︃
1

q
+ q − q0 −

q0 − q

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2
+

ε

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃}︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃
− i

[︃
ε+

ε

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2

+
q0 − q

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃]︃]︃
. (A.59)
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Similarly, the retarded quark propagator for the real quark mode comes out to be

∆
R(−1)
+ (q, q0, ε) = q0 + q +

1

q
− q0 + q

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2
+

ε

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃
− i

[︃
−ε+ ε

4q2
ln

(q0 + q)2 + ε2

(q0 − q)2 + ε2

+
q0 + q

2q2

{︃
tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 + q

)︃
− tan−1

(︃
ε

q0 − q

)︃}︃]︃
. (A.60)





APPENDIX B

B.1 Derivation of Eq. (4.31), (4.32)

In this appendix, we will present the derivation of the integrals I1 and I2, which

are used in evaluating the M parameter in section 4.4.

B.1.1 Derivation of Eq. (4.31)

The integral I1 is defined in section 4.4 as

I1 =
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓⃓
p2=0

=
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

q20 + q2

(q20 + q2 + iγ2G)(q
2
0 + q2 − iγ2G)

(B.1)

We will use γG = γ here for convenience. Here, the dimensionally regularized

sum integral is given by

∑︂∫︂
Q

≡
(︃
eγΛ2

4π

)︃ϵ

T
∑︂

q0=2nπT

∫︂
d3−2ϵq

(2π)3−2ϵ
(B.2)

181
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By using the partial fraction technique, the above Eq. (B.1) can be re-written as

I1 =
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

Q2

Q4 + γ4
=

i

4
√︁
q2 + iγ2

[︃
1

(q0 + i
√︁
q2 + iγ2)

− 1

(q0 − i
√︁
q2 + iγ2)

]︃

+
i

4
√︁
q2 − iγ2

[︃
1

(q0 + i
√︁
q2 − iγ2)

− 1

(q0 − i
√︁
q2 − iγ2)

]︃
(B.3)

In general, for a meromorphic function f(q0) which comes from the loop diagrams,

can be written as (For details see [178,184,267])

T
∑︂

q0=2nπT

f (q0) = T

∮︂
C

dq0
2πi

f (q0)
β

2
coth

β (iq0)

2
= − T

2π
× β

2
× (2πi)

∑︂
Residues,

(B.4)

As poles of integral I1 are q0 = i
√︁
q2 + iγ2, −i

√︁
q2 + iγ2, i

√︁
q2 − iγ2, −i

√︁
q2 − iγ2.

So, we must find the residues at these poles to solve Eq. (B.3). Let’s consider the

residue at q0 = i
√︁
q2 + iγ2 of the integrand in Eq. (B.3)

−i
4
√︁
q2 + iγ2

[︃
1

1− e−iβq0
− 1

1− eiβq0

]︃⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓
q0=i

√
q2+iγ2

=
−i

4
√︁
q2 + iγ2

[︃
1

1− eβ
√

q2+iγ2

− 1

1− e−β
√

q2+iγ2

]︃
(B.5)

Residues at other poles can be found similarly, and after adding all four contribu-

tions, we will get

=
i√︁

q2 + iγ2
nB(q, γ) +

i√︁
q2 − iγ2

n′
B(q, γ) (B.6)

where nB(q, γ) =

[︃
1

eβ
√

q2+iγ2−1

]︃
, n′

B(q, γ) =

[︃
1

eβ
√

q2−iγ2−1

]︃
. Thus the integral

I1 takes the form as

I1 =
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4

)︃
=

−1

p0

∫︂ ∞

0

q2dq

(4π2)

[︃
nB(q, γ)√︁
q2 + iγ2

+
n′
B(q, γ)√︁
q2 − iγ2

]︃
(B.7)
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Now in order to get the T 2 behavior we can do the trivial re-scaling as q′ → q
T

dq′ = dq
T
. Thus we get

I1 =
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
=

−T 2

p0

∫︂ ∞

0

q′2dq′

(4π2)

[︃
1√︁

q′2 + i( γ
T
)2

1

e
√

q′2+i( γ
T
)2 − 1

+
1√︁

q′2 − i( γ
T
)2

1

e
√

q′2−i( γ
T
)2 − 1

]︃
(B.8)

B.1.2 Derivation of Eq. (4.32)

The integral I2 is defined earlier as

I2 =
1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

Q2

(P −Q)2f

(︃
Q2

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
b

⃓⃓⃓⃓
⃓⃓
p2=0

=
1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

1

(P −Q)2f
− 1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

1

(P −Q)2f

(︃
γ4

Q4 + γ4G

)︃
=

1

p0

[︃
−T 2

24
+X

]︃
(B.9)

where we have used the standard value of one-loop sum-integral,

∑︂∫︂
Q

1

(P −Q)2f
=

∑︂∫︂
Q

1

(Q)2f
=

−T 2

24
(B.10)

and X is given by the integral

X =
−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

1

(P −Q)2f

(︃
γ4

Q4 + γ4

)︃
=

−1

p0

∑︂∫︂
Q

γ4

(P −Q)2f (Q
2 + iγ2)(Q2 − iγ2))

(B.11)

which can further be written as

X = −γ4T
∑︂
n

∫︂
d3q

(2π)3
∆̃(iωn, E)∆(i(ω1 − ωn), E1)∆(i(ω2 − ωn), E2) (B.12)
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Let us consider the term X1 as

X1 = T
∑︂
n

∆̃(iωn, E)∆(i(ω1 − ωn), E1)∆(i(ω2 − ωn), E2) (B.13)

By re-writing the propagators,

X1 =
−T

8EE1E2

∑︂
n,s,s1,s2

ss1s2
(iωn − sE)(i(ω1 − ωn)− s1E1)(i(ω2 − ωn)− s2E2)

(B.14)

Again, using the partial fraction technique, we get

X1 =T
∑︂

n,s,s1,s2

1

i(ω1 − ω2)− s1E1 + s2E2

[︃
s2
2E2

∆s
˜ (iωn, E)∆s1(i(ω1 − ωn), E1)

− s1
2E1

∆s
˜ (iωn, E)∆s2(i(ω2 − ωn), E2)

]︃
(B.15)

Since the standard frequency sum for two propagator cases is given by [178]

T
∑︂
n

∆s1(iωn, E1)∆s2(i(ω − ωn), E2) =
−s1s2
4E1E2

1 + f(s1E1) + f(s2E2)

iω − s1E1 − s2E2

(B.16)

Thus Eq. (B.15) becomes

X1 = −
∑︂
s,s1,s2

ss1s2
8EE1E2

1

i(ω1 − ω2)− s1E1 + s2E2

[︃
1− f̃(sE) + f(s1E1)

iω1 − sE − s1E1

− 1− f̃(sE) + f(s1E1)

iω1 − sE − s1E1

]︃
(B.17)

where the different notations are given as follow as s, s1, s2 = ±1, f(E) =

1
eβE−1

, f̃(E) = 1
eβE+1

f(−E) = −(1 + f(E)), f̃(−E) = (1− f̃(E)), E = q − p3(1 + cos θ), E1 =√︁
q2 + iγ2, E2 =

√︁
q2 − iγ2

Here, θ is the angle between momentum p⃗ and q⃗. In order to get the T 2 behavior,



B.1. Derivation of Eq. (4.31), (4.32) 185

we need s = −s1 = −s2. Thus, after some simplification, we get

X1 =
−1

8EE1E2

[︃
1

E1 − E2

{︃
ñ(E) + n(E2)

ip0 − E + E2

− ñ(E) + n(E1)

ip0 − E + E1

}︃
+

1

E1 − E2

{︃
ñ(E) + n(E1)

ip0 + E − E1

− ñ(E) + n(E2)

ip0 + E − E2

}︃]︃
(B.18)

Now,

X = −γ4
∫︂

q2dq

(2π)3
sin θdθdϕ (X1) (B.19)

which take the following form

X =
γ4

8EE1E2

∫︂
q2dq

(2π)2

[︃
1

E1 − E2

{︃
ñ(E) + n(E2)

p3 − E + E2

− ñ(E) + n(E1)

p3 − E + E1

}︃
+

1

E1 − E2

{︃
ñ(E) + n(E1)

p3 + E − E1

− ñ(E) + n(E2)

p3 + E − E2

}︃]︃
(B.20)

In order to get the overall T 2 contribution one can again do the trivial re-scaling

q → q′ = q
T
, dq′ = dq

T
as done earlier

X =
γ4

T 2

∫︂
q′2dq′

(2π)2
sin θdθ

8E ′E ′
1E

′
2

[︃
1

E ′
1 − E ′

2

{︃
ñ(E ′) + n(E ′

2)
p3
T
− E ′ + E ′

2

− ñ(E ′) + n(E ′
1)

p3
T
− E ′ + E ′

1

}︃
+

1

E ′
1 − E ′

2

{︃
ñ(E ′) + n(E ′

1)
p3
T
+ E ′ − E ′

1

− ñ(E ′) + n(E ′
2)

p3
T
+ E ′ − E ′

2

}︃]︃
(B.21)

Here, E ′ = q− p3
T
(1+ cos θ), E ′

1 =
√︁
q′2 + i( γ

T
)2, E ′

2 =
√︁
q′2 − i( γ

T
)2 and

ñ(E ′) = 1
eq′+1

,

n(E ′
1) =

1

e

√
q′2+i(

γ
T

)2
, n(E ′

2) =
1

e

√
q′2−i(

γ
T

)2

Now calling, q′ as q, E ′ as E, E ′
1 as E1 , E ′

2 as E2. Also, the pole condition

reads as p3 = iπT . Thus, we get

X =
γ4

T 2

∫︂
q2dq

(2π)2
sin θdθ

8EE1E2

[︃
1

E1 − E2

{︃
ñ(E) + n(E2)

iπ − E + E2

− ñ(E) + n(E1)

iπ − E + E1

}︃
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+
1

E1 − E2

{︃
ñ(E) + n(E1)

iπ + E − E1

− ñ(E) + n(E2)

iπ + E − E2

}︃]︃
(B.22)

B.2 Derivation of Static QQ̄ potential in Effec-

tive theory using Gribov approach

This appendix will give the detailed derivation of the static QQ̄ potential in the

context of NRQCD3 theory using Gribov’s gluon propagator. Let us start with

the modified correlator defined earlier as

C(r, z) ≡
∫︂
R

⟨︂
Φ†

i (R, z)Xj(R, z)X
†
j

(︂r
2
, 0
)︂
Φi

(︂
−r

2
, 0
)︂⟩︂

(B.23)

In the momentum configuration, after doing the straightforward integration overR

variable, which gives a δ(q⊥−p⊥) function and then doing the q⊥ ≡ q integration

leads to

C(r, z) =
∫︂

d3p

(2π)3
d3p′

(2π)3
d3q′

(2π)3
dq3
2π

ei(q3−p3)z−i(p′+q′)·r/2

×
⟨︂
Φ†

i (p)Xj (p, q3)X
†
j (q

′) Φi (p
′)
⟩︂
. (B.24)

For the tree order diagram shown in Figure. 4.1 (a), the correlation function for a

pair of free quark propagators is

C(0)(r, z) =2Nc

∫︂
d3p

(2π)3
dq3
2π

−i
M − ip3 +

p2

2p0i

−i
M + iq3 +

p2

2p0j

ei(q3−p3)z−ip·r (B.25)

After doing the p and q3 integrals , we get

C(0)(r, z) = θ(z)Nc
p0
2πz

exp
[︂
−2Mz − p0

4z
r2
]︂
, (B.26)



B.2. Derivation of Static QQ̄ potential in Effective theory using Gribov approach187

From the above Eq. (B.26), it can be inferred that the leading order screening mass

is ζ−1 = 2πT . Similar computation can be done for the graphs of Figure 4.1 (b)

and Figure 4.1 (c), being the non-trivial pole structure in p3 and q3 integrations.

The contribution from the Figure 4.1 (b) cancels out as the temporal and spatial

gauge fields contribute equally and come with the opposite sign, while Figure 4.1

(c) contribution to the NLO term in the correlation function becomes

C1(c)(r, z) = 2g2ECF

∫︂
d3q

(2π)3
q2

q4 + γ4G

eiq·r

q23

(︁
1− eiq3z

)︁ (︁
1− e−iq3z

)︁
C(0)(r, z) (B.27)

Thus, the NLO correction in the correlation function comes out to be

C(1)(r, z) = 2g2ECF C(0)(r, z)

∫︂
d3q

(2π)3
q2

q4 + γ4G

eiq·r

q23

(︁
2− eiq3z − e−iq3z

)︁
(B.28)

For the leading order correlation function, the EOM satisfied is given by

[︃
∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]︃
C(0)(r, z) = 2Nc δ(z)δ

(2)(r) (B.29)

On the other hand, a similar kind of equation can be written for first order, as

mentioned in section 4.5 as well

[︃
∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]︃
C(1)(r, z) = − g2ECF C(0)(r, z)K

(︃
1

zp0
,
∇r

p0
,
γ4G
p40
, rp0

)︃
(B.30)

This kernel K is a dimensionless quantity that can be expanded into its first two

arguments so that the terms remain of the order of unity inside the kernel, as we

have g2 coefficient already there in the potential calculation. Thus the kernel K is

obtained as

K
(︃
0, 0,

γ4G
p40
, rp0

)︃
= − lim

z→∞
∂z

∫︂
d3q

(2π)3
1

q23

[︃
q2

q4 + γ4G

]︃ (︁
2− eiq3z − e−iq3z

)︁ (︁
2eiq·r

)︁
=

1

2π

[︂
ln
γGr

2
+ γE −K0 (γGr)

]︂
(B.31)
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Thus, the static one-loop potential is obtained as

V (r) = g2ECFK
(︃
0, 0,

γ4G
p40
, rp0

)︃
= −2g2ECF

[︃
1

2π

∫︂ ∞

0

q3

q4 + γ4G
J0(qr) dq

]︃
= g2E

CF

2π

[︂
ln
γGr

2
+ γE −K0 (γGr)

]︂
. (B.32)
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