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Viscous effects of a hot QGP medium in time dependent magnetic field and their
phenomenological significance

Debarshi Dey®,!*t Gowthama K K¢,'% Sadhana Dash,* ¥ and Basanta Kumar Nandi® **
YIndian Institute of Technology Bombay, Mumbai 400076, India

In this work, we have studied, for the first time, the impact of a realistic picture of a time
dependent electric and magnetic field on the shear and bulk viscosities of the medium. Both the
electric and magnetic fields are considered to be exponentially decaying with time, and the study is
valid in the regime where the magnetic field strength is weak (eB < T2). The evaluation has been
done in the kinetic theory framework wherein we have solved the relativistic Boltzmann transport
equation within the relaxation time approximation collision kernel. We have shown that the constant
weak field results as well as the B = 0 results in the literature can be obtained as special cases of
our general results. We have observed that the shear and bulk viscosities increase with time or
equivalently, decrease with the strength of the magnetic field. To connect these observations with
experiments, we have calculated the thermalization time, shear viscosity to entropy ratio (n/s), and
bulk viscosity to entropy ratio (¢/s).
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I. INTRODUCTION

The quark gluon plasma (QGP) produced in the early stages of the heavy ion collision experiments at Relativistic
Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and Large Hadron Collider (LHC)[1] depends critically on the initial conditions of the
system such as the temperature, chemical potential and the magnetic field. Recent observations at the RHIC and LHC
have indicated the presence of a strong magnetic field in the early stages of heavy-ion collision[2, 3]. This happens
when the heavy-ion collisions are non-central, i.e. when the ions collide with a finite impact parameter. The nuclei and
their constituent partons which interact violently in the collisions, give rise to the QGP medium. Those which do not
interact are called the spectator partons and it is these spectator quarks moving away from each other at close to the
speed of light that create large magnetic fields, the strength of which could be as large as eB ~ 10~ m2 (~ 10'7 Gauss)
for super proton synchrotron energies, eB ~ m?2 for RHIC energies, and eB ~ 15m2 for LHC energies[4]. This strong
magnetic field is expected to decay with time. Even though there is no definitive description of the evolution of the
generated magnetic field, various models predict that the magnetic field may persist for much longer in the QGP
due to a finite electrical conductivity of the medium[5-7]. This time dependent magnetic field may influence the
behaviour of the hot QCD matter and hence needs to be taken into account to study the various properties of the
QCD medium. A large corpus of work exists in the literature where several phenomena associated with the QGP
have been studied in the presence of constant electromagnetic fields. This includes transport properties such as
electrical and hall conductivities[8-14], shear and bulk viscosities[15-19], Seebeck and Nernst coefficients[20-24], etc.
Exclusively quantum phenomena such as Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME)[25, 26], Chiral Vortical Effect (CVE)[27, 28]
have also been studied considering a strong constant background magnetic field. Recently, some studies have been
undertaken wherein the background magnetic field is taken to be time dependent[29-32]. In this work, we calculate
the shear and bulk viscous coefficients of a thermal QCD medium with a time-dependent weak background magnetic
field (eB < T?). In the previous work[31] with time dependent magnetic field, the cyclotron was taen to be equal to
the inverse of the decay rate of the magnetic field, for mathematical simplicity. This approximation has been relaxed
in this work, which, thus, is more mathematically rigorous.

A system can be driven slightly out of equilibrium due to random fluctuations and/or due to external forces like
the electromagnetic fields. The system relaxes back to its equilibrium state by transferring energy and momentum
within the system. These transfers of energy and momentum due to the redistribution of the constituent particles
in the presence of external fields can be studied macroscopically through the shear and bulk viscosity of the system.
Shear viscosity is the reaction of the system to momentum transfer along parallel fluid cells. This arises due the
inhomogeneity in the fluid velocity of the hydrodynamical system. Bulk viscosity is the resistance to the volumetric
change of the system through either compression or expansion. As the QGP medium expands and cools down it
experiences both the shear and bulk viscosities. These viscous coefficients have been critical in establishing the QGP
system as a strongly interacting medium. With this, the hydrodynamic modeling of QGP has moved away from
ideal hydrodynamics to viscous hydrodynamics where shear and bulk viscous coefficients act as input parameters.
In hydrodynamic simulations, different observables, such as the elliptic flow coefficient and the hadron transverse
momentum spectrum are largely influenced by the shear and bulk viscosities[33-36]. The shear and bulk viscosities
have also been helpful in our study of the phase transition from the hadronic medium to the QGP medium as the
shear viscosity is a minimum and the bulk viscosity is a maximum near the phase transition point. The relativistic
anisotropic viscosities were first introduced in [37, 38] and a kinetic formalism of these transport coefficients was given
in [39, 40]. The presence of a magnetic field breaks the rotational symmetry of the system, therefore the viscous
stress tensor is described by five shear viscous coefficients and two bulk viscous coefficients[41-46]. In the presence
of the magnetic field, the shear and bulk viscosities have been previously determined using various approaches and
techniques, viz. the correlator technique using Kubo formula[45, 47], the perturbative QCD approach in a weak
magnetic field[48] and the kinetic theory approach [49, 50]. These coefficients have also been calculated in strongly
interacting field theories by employing the AdS/CFT correspondence[51-53]. In this work, we are going to calculate
these viscosities by using the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation within the relaxation time approximation.
This might perhaps be the first attempt where the physics of time dependency of the external electromagnetic fields
has been incorporated in the analysis of momentum transport in the context of QCD medium. Here we would like to
clarify that the time dependency in our formalism appears strictly through the electromagnetic fields and we assume
that the medium is static in nature. Our estimations are consistent with the studies so far, in the sense that we have
correctly reproduced the earlier results in the literature as special cases of our general result, by taking the proper
limits of the time-dependent electromagnetic fields.

Notations and conventions: The subscript f denotes the quark flavor, i.e. f = u, d. For gluons, we use the subscript
g, wherever required. The particle velocity is defined as vy = g, where p is the momentum and ey = ,/p? + m?
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FIG. 1: Temperature dependence of shear viscosity (left panel) at various values of the amplitude of magnetic field, ¢Bo and
(right panel) its dependency on the decay rate of the magnetic field, 7 at t =5 fm and p = 0.1 GeV.

is the energy (with my as the mass of quark with flavor f) of the particle. The component of a three vector A is
denoted with the Latin indices A*. The quantities E = |E| and B = |B| denote the magnitude of the electric and
magnetic fields.

II. VISCOUS COEFFICIENTS WITH TIME VARYING FIELDS
The energy-momentum tensor of the QGP fluid can be expressed as

3
1~ [ Gy (e, (1

where, the distribution function f is evaluated from relativistic kinetic theory. In general, the T*" above, can be
decomposed into a free part and a dissipative part

T =Tl + ATH, (2)
where,
v d*p
z%:/()3pphum (3)
d3p
wy BV
AT / ryip? P 6f(z,p) (4)

fo is the equilibrium distribution function and J f is the infinitesimal deviation of the distribution from equilibrium.
The next task is to evaluate ¢ f, for which we take resort to the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation (RBTE).
In the presence of external Lorentz force, RBTE within the relaxation time approximation is written as,

of(x,p) df(z,p) pou”
% (a4 = —
p ozt +F Op+ TR

of (z,p), (5)

where, f(z,p) = fo(x,p) +df(z,p), with fo(x,p) being the equilibrium distribution function of quarks, and §f is the
infinitesimal deviation of the distribution away from equilibrium, i.e., §f < fo. Here, F* = (p’v-F,p"F) is a 4-vector
that can be thought of as the relativistic counterpart of the classical electromagnetic force with F' = ¢(E 4+ v x B)
being the background classical electromagnetic force field. Using F% = —E?, and 2F;; = eijkBk , one obtains,

FHt = qF"p, (6)

To solve for §f in the first approximation, one replaces all f’s by fo’s in the LHS of Eq.(5). To incorporate the effects
of a time varying electromagnetic field, however, it is necessary to retain some §f terms in the LHS. Writing the
Boltzmann equation out into its components, we have

dfo 9(5f) of
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FIG. 2: Shear viscosity (left panel) as a function of time, ¢ for various values of the magnetic field decay rate, 75 and (right
panel) as a function of chemical potential, u.

The gluons will satisfy a Boltzmann equation with only the first term in the L.H.S. of the above equation. This is
because they are electrically neutral and will not couple to electromagnetic fields. Also, since the time dependence
comes exclusively from the external fields, the gluonic d f will be time-independent. We denote the first term in Eq.(7)
by L, and use the following Ansatz for § f

9fo dfo
= — E . —_ ]_-‘ . —
of = ~rneB- 0 -1 58, (5
which simply implies
dfo dfo
= fo— E-—-T. —.
J=1Jo—Trq op ap (9)

Without loss of generality, we can take B = BZ. Further, we take a planar profile for the electric field, E = E, &+ E,g.
Then, using Eq.(9) in Eq.(7), the Boltzmann equation takes the form

_p. %0 _ of OfN_ . 906f)
T op qBTR (Uggapy vyapx =—-L—17p 5 (10)

We take exponentially decaying electric and magnetic fields given as
B=Bye /™2, E=FEyee (& +g) (11)

T in 6f [Eq.(8)] encapsulates the effect of the magnetic field, so, we take I' to be time dependent. Thus, both the
terms in Eq.(8) are time dependent. Now we evaluate the partial derivatives in the paranthesis in Eq.(10).

of {3f0 & fo ?fo & fo & fo & fo }
Vp—— = Vg 8 — — TrqE, — TrqFE, —I, -T —T, 12
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Yop. Y \ap.  Mopr T TMopop, T Top2  VOp.dp, " 0p. Op.
Considering terms only upto O(v), we get,
of ,of oy _ _ _
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The Boltzmann equation becomes

2128 B . 1o
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FIG. 3: contour plots of (left panel) shear viscosity and (right panel) bulk viscosity as a function of the magnetic field amplitude,
gBo and decay rate, 75 at t =2 fm, T =0.2 GeV? and p = 0.1 GeV

L is derived in Appendix A. The final expression reads
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Here, I,k = 1,2,3. Using this in Eq.(15), and equating the coefficients of v,, v, and v., we arrive at the following
equations:

T, .
r,+ - I'ywe + TRE; — qTrweEy — Ly =0 (18)
R
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Also, w, = qB/es, with B = Bye /72, Eq.(18), (19) are coupled linear differential equtions, which need to be solved
for I';, I'y. We use the matrix method of solving these equations. Writing the coupled differential equations in matrix
form, we have

dr
— = AT 22
7 + S, (22)
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FIG. 4: Temperature dependence of bulk viscosity (left panel) at various values of the amplitude of the magnetic field, ¢Bo
and (right panel) its dependency on the decay rate of the magnetic field, 7 at t =5 fm and p = 0.1 GeV.

where,

—1/7r  we S _ —TRqu + qrrwcEy + Ly (23)
~we —1/Tr)’ —TrRqEy — qTrWeEy + Ly

_(Te
p= (). 4

The corresponding homogenous equation is

dr
— = AT 24
o (24)
The solution to this equation, called the complementary function, is given by
_(Tla
I = r = C]@Xl'l)l + CQGXQ’UZ. (25)
Y

Here, C; and C5 are constatnts to be determined from the initial conditions of the problem, with the x’s given by

X1 :/dt)\l, X2 :/dt)\g, (26)
where, A1, Ao are the eigenvalues of A, given by

A1 =—1/7'R—iwc, A2:—1/7R+iwc. (27)

a-(1): ()

Iy =z(t) /x(t)fls, (29)

v1, V2 are the eigenvectors of A, given by
The particular solution of Eq.(22) is given by

where, z(t) is a square matrix made up of the solutions of the homogenous equation Eq.(24):
eX1 exz
z(t) = (—ie’“ ieX2> (30)

I'p is evaluated explicitly in Appendix B. It is a column matrix with two elements, which, we refer to by I'y,, I'y,. The
complete solution to Eq.(22) is then given by

I'y=Crexp |:7t/TR + ibeft/TB} + Caexp {—t/TR - ibeft/TB} + Ty (31)

I'y = —iCiexp |:—t/TR + ibe_t/TB} +iCs exp |:—t/TR - ibe_t/TB} + Ty, (32)
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FIG. 5: Shear viscosity (left panel) as a function of time, ¢ for various values of the magnetic field decay rate, 75 and (right
panel) as a function of chemical potential, .

784Bo 1y the rest of our calculations we are ignoring Cy and Cs, which are constants with time but

where, b =
can depend on other quantities such as temperature, ¢By etc. The argument is as follows: In the limiting case of
constant fields (¢ — 0) the particular solutions, I'y, and I'y,, exactly reproduce the constant field results of n and ¢ in
literature, as shown in (IT A 2) and (IIB2). Since switching on the time should not change the contribution from time
independent quantities C; and Cs, we can conclude that they will not contribute to the shear and bulk viscosities,

and hence, can be neglected. The elements I';,, Iy, are given by,

. . 2 1
Typ = [/ dt {—qu (B +iBy) + qQTTfRB (By = iBy) + 5 (Lo + iLy)} e_’“} Xt 4
. . 2 1
/dt ~ D (B, —iBy) + LB (B, +iBy) + 5 (Lo —iLy) p e | €@ (33)
2 % 2

. . 2 1
Iy, = U dt {—T’;q (By— i)+ TIEB (B, — i) + (L, - iLx)} eXl] Xt 4

e
. . 2 1
U dt {qu (Ey + zEr) + qzﬁB (~Bx +iBy) + 5(Ly + iLI)} 6X2] exa (34)
ef

Each element thus has 12 integrals that are to be added to yield the final result. In our analysis we have considered a
time varying electric field, but only the terms that come with L, and L, contribute to the shear and bulk viscosities.
This is because, only L,, L, contain the velocity gradient structure W;;. Hence, all the integrals in Egs. [33-34] that
do not contain L, or L, which are the terms with electric fields, do not contribute to shear and bulk viscosities. The
first integral of I'y,, is shown below, as an example.

/thw e Xt = _E /dt et/ TEH/TR) oxp (—iTBqBO e_t/TB) (35)
TE €f

The integral thus consists of an exponential of an exponential. We make the substitution v = e~*/75 so that the
integral becomes,

E 1 iTBqB
OTB/dufexp(—Tglnu[l/TR—1/TE])exp <—ZTBqOU> (36)
TE u €f
Thus, the first element of 'y, in Eq.(33) is,
_ TrqEoTH a1 .
L = ——= [ duu®" " exp(—ibu), (37)
27—E
where,
1 1 B
a—TB<>, p = BIC0 (38)
TE TR €f



The remaining integrals are evaluated in Appendix B.

Evaluating I'; , Ty, is akin to evaluating § f via Eq.(8), with %—J;’ = Bvfo(fo—1).

The spatial components of the dissipative part of the energy momentum tensor can be related to the shear and
bulk viscous coefficients in the following manner([41]

ATV = —pW¥ — (59 o, (39)
where, 4, j,1 = {1,2,3}, and
ij _ i, i 2cija
W = O + O’ — 250 (40)
To obtain AT% for our problem, we substitute §f into Eq.(4) and set u,v = i, 7, respectively. Further, we need to

consider only those terms in §f which possess the relevant tensor structures as in Eq.(39). The details have been
mentioned in Appendix C. The final expression reads

i d’p p'p’ [ (Of . o [OF° ; ; or  p? .
AT J=_ ng/ 3 e { (aef) (Alex + A eX ) 8 er (Alex + AQCX ) X Gfa — @ alu —
PP Wl | / &*p p'p’ r B0+ ) x LOP PN PP Wa (0P OT (1)
2¢y 99 (2m)3 ¢, 7o 9" e 3eg e 2 PAexP™ T
where,

Alz/dte—X1, AQZ/dte_XQ, AT:/dte—ﬁ, Aﬁ:/dte—ﬁ (42)

Also, gy is the quark degeneracy factor. Since the antiquark contribution is taken explicitly in Eq.(41), gy = 6. The
gluon degeneracy factor g, = 16.

A. Shear Viscosity

To obtain the shear viscosity, we compare Eq.(41) with Eq.(39), and read off the coefficient of —W?%. The expression

reads
d’p |p|* [ (0f° “ ‘e af° - . dp |p|* [9fg
Z / )? 30¢7 { (36 ) (A1t + Ape™) + dey (A1 + Ape) } a 299/ (2m)3 306_(2]7—9 Dey

(43)

To obtain the final results, we have used the following identity:
pzp]pkpl N E‘p|4(5zj6kl + 57,]66]1 + 5zl6jk)' (44)
The steps arriving at Eq.(43) have been given in Appendix D. In the following subsection, we show that the general

expression obtained in Eq.(43) (with g = 0) reduces to the constant field results present in the literature under
necessary limits on the time dependent fields of our analysis.

1. Zero field result:

The expression of Eq.(43) can be reduced to the zero field result in two ways. Recall that in our analysis the form
of the magnetic field is B = By exp|[—t/75]. We can set the magnetic field to be zero by either setting the amplitude,
By to be zero or by setting, ¢ — oo. In 7, the parameter time (t), arises in the factor AjeX* + AgeX2. The factor A,
is given by, [eX1dt, with x1 = —(t/7r) — i(¢Bo/es) [ e~*/™2dt. Taking the limit ¢ — oo, we see that,

/ e(t/mr)+ilaBo/ep) [ et/ dt gy / e(0o/TR) +ilaBo/eg) [ TR db gy / e(o/ ) g (45)



and similarly,

lim Xt = e~ (°¢/7r), (46)

t—o0

Hence we get,

(o /) gt
lim Ayev = 4 €0 (47)

t—00 e(0/Tr) 0

Applying the L'Hospital’s rule to solve the above equation we get,

d([ e/ dt) et/7R)
. o _ I
Jim, Ave® = M =y~ M oy AR TR = TR (48)

Similarly, we get,

lim AseX? = 75.
t—o00

[ [ (o () [ 22 ()] o

which is what we observe for shear viscosity (with g = 0) in literature[18]. The result can also be obtained with the
limits, ¢By — 0, as shown in the Appendix E.

Hence,

2. Constant field result:

We have seen that the magnetic field tends to zero when 75 — 0, and we can obtain the constant field limit with
lim 00 Boe~/72 Hence, to obtain the shear viscosity in the constant field limit we can enforce, lim,, 00 n. Again,
as the 75 dependence is in the term AjeXt + AseX2, we get (for p = 0),

e(l/TR—iwc)t

lim A; = Wrp—iweltgy — — 50
oo L /e (1/7r — iw.) (50)
where we have used, lim,, oo X1 = (iwe. — 1/7g)t and lim,, oo we = qBo/es. Hence,
(1/mr—iwe)t ,—(1/TR—iwe)t 1
e e
AjeXt = - = —. 51
! (1/7r — iw.) (1/7R — iw.) (51)
Similarly for AseX?, we get,
A26X2 — ; (52)
(1/71r + iw.)
Hence,
1 1 2
AjeXt + AxeX? = + = R (53)

(1/mr —iwe) (/TR +iwe) (14 w27Td)’

Substituting this in the equation for n, we get the constant field result (with p = 0) found in the literature,

6 0 6
_ 9r v (Of 27R 9g / Py (OF
= Z (607r2> /dpe? (86f> (1—1—0.}3@%) + (30772) dp €2\ Oeg (54)

f g

We have shown that the kinetic theory results found in the literature [18] for the shear viscosity arise as special
limiting cases of our result for a QGP system in a time dependent electromagnetic field.
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field, 75 at t = 5 fm, ¢Bo = 0.01 GeV? and u = 0.1 GeV.

B. Bulk viscosity

The bulk viscosity is expressed in the dissipative part of the energy momentum tensor in terms of the gradient of
the fluid flow. To obtain the bulk viscosity of the medium we compare Eq.(41) with Eq.(39) to obtain,

gf

3
B(1= A+ R (=T + % [ SRl g ) 4, (55)

where, we have used pip! = %6”, A= g(AleX1 + Agex2) [”— — 36f } A = g (A1eXT + AzeX2) [p— — 3€f85f}
and A, = ng [g — 369%]

The calculation of viscosity requires nonzero velocity gradient. But there exist different frames to define the fluid
velocity u#. For example, u* denotes the velocity of baryon number flow in the Eckart frame, whereas it denotes
the velocity of energy flow in the Landau—Lifshitz frame. Therefore the freedom to choose a specific frame creates
arbitrariness. To avoid this arbitrariness, one needs the “condition of fit”, i.e. if one chooses the Landau-Lifshitz
frame, then the condition of fit in the local rest frame demands the “00” component of the dissipative part of the
energy-momentum tensor to be zero (AT = 0). In order to satisfy this Landau-Lifshitz condition, the factors A fs
Ay, and A, should be replaced as Ai_> Ay = Ap — cyey, Ap — Ay = Ay —Crep, and Ay — Al = Ay —cgeq. The
Landau-Lifshitz conditions for Ay, Ay, and Ay are respectively given by[54],

>4 [ ey fla = o)(Ar — eren) = (50

ng/ ser Jo(1— fo)(Ay —Tfer) =0, (57)
3

%‘J (ZTZ)?gGQ fg(1+fg)(Ag _cgfg) = 0. (58)

The quantities ¢y, and ¢, are arbitrary constants and are associated with the particle and energy conservations for
a thermal medium having asymmetry between the numbers of particles and antiparticles. These quantities can be
obtained after substituting Ay — Alf , /Tf — A’f7 and A, — A;, and solving for the arbitrary constants, cy, ¢y, and
¢g from Eqs.[56-58]. Thus, we obtain the final expression for the bulk viscosity,

18 Z / {fO 0) (AreX + A2eX*) + fo (1 — fo) (AreXt + AzeX?) } [p* — 31)?6?]2 +

%/ (Qd)f 57o fo (1 + f3) [p2—3v56§}2- (59)
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The steps from Eq.(55) to Eq.(59) are detailed in Appendix F. We have used the following useful formulae for the
pressure (P), entropy (s), the specific heat (Cy) and the velocity of sound squared (v2)

p— T/ (327;3 01— ), (60)
5= g2 [ slel - 1), (o)
Oy = 3 [ ek ara-p) (62)
v = Civ (63)

In what follows, we show that the general expression obtained in Eq.(59) reduces to the constant field results present
in the literature under necessary limits on the time dependent fields of our analysis.

1. Zero field result:

The expression Eq.(59) can be reduced to the zero field result in two ways. Recall that in our analysis, the form of
the magnetic field is B = By exp|[—t/75]. We can set the magnetic field to be zero by either setting the amplitude,
By to be zero or by setting, t — oco. In ¢, the parameter time (¢) arise in the factor A;eXt + AgeX2. The factor A; is
given by, [e™Xidt, with x1 = —(t/7r) — i(¢Bo/ey) [ e~¥/72dt. Taking the limit ¢ — oo, we see that,

/ o(t/7R)+ilaBo/eg) [ et TBdt gy / o(00/Tr)Fi(aBo/eg) [ e/ TBVdt gy _ / o(00/7R) g (64)
and similarly,
lim eXt = ¢~ (°/7r) (65)
t—o0

Hence we get,

Jelrmar o

1 X1 — —
Am et =y T o (66)
Applying the L'Hospital’s rule to solve the above equation we get,
d(f et/ 7r) dt) e(t/TR)
. N . L _
Jim Ay et = lim d(et) iSoo et/mR) 1y Jm 7R = Th- (67)
Similarly, we get,
lim AyeX? = 7g.
t—o0
Hence,
_ B i dp201 02 — 3¢24212(2 g5 dp201 0 2 362,212 68
C=g5m 201 | Ao/ U= O =30l @rm) + 105 [ dpg [+ fOmgl® — 360l (68)
! f 9

which is what we observe in literature [18]. The result can also be obtained with the limits, ¢By — 0, as shown in the
Appendix E.

2. Constant field result:

The magnetic field tends to zero when 75 — 0, and we can obtain the constant field limit with lim,, Boe*t/ 7B,
Hence, to obtain the bulk viscosity in the constant field limit, we can enforce, lim,, _,~ (. Again, as the 75 dependence
is in the term AieX! 4+ AseX2, we get,

e(l/TR_iWc)t

(1/mr — iw.) (69)

TR — 00

lim A; = / e/mr—iwelt gt —
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where we have used, lim,, o X1 = (iwe — 1/7g)t, and lim,, o w. = gBo/€s. Hence,

A e(l/‘rR7iwc)tef(l/TRfiwc)t 1 -0
e = (1/7r — iwe) = (g — iwe) (70)

Similarly for AseX2, we get,
AgeX2 = ; (71)

(1/7r + iw.)
Hence,
1 1 2

AreXt + AgeX? = + = A (72)

(1/tr —iwe) (/7R +iwe) (14 w?7T3)’

Substituting this in the equation for , we get the constant field result found in the literature,

2 9 2
= o S [l 0= 100 o L] 4 52 [l b - adlt.

1+with

We have shown that the kinetic theory results found in the literature [18] for the bulk viscosity arises as special
limiting cases of our result for a QGP system in a time dependent electromagnetic field.

C. Momentum transport coefficients in a general configuration of magnetic field

In this section, we deal with the general decomposition of shear viscosity coefficients in the presence of an arbitrary
time dependent background magnetic field. The time-independent case is well known with 7 breaking up into five
coefficients, and ¢ into two. The starting point is to write the infinitesimal change in the distribution function of the
charged particles in a suitable tensor basis[41, 55],

4
5f =Y CLY},,vmun, (74)
=0
where, the coefficients are,
1
Vi3 =(3bibj — 6ij) (brbiVir — 3 V) (75)

)& =2V;; + (Sblb] - (51']') -V 4+ 6ijbkblvkl
— 2Vigbib; — 2Vibib; 4 b;b; Vi b by,

(76)

Y2 =2Vibib; + 2Vjbibi — 4b;ib; Virbiby, (77)

Y[;’ =Virbjr + Virbir, — Viabinbby — Viibjnbsiby, (78)

Y3 =2Viubirb;bi + 2Viibjkbiby, (79)

(80)

where, V; and b; = =&, are respectively the fluid velocity, and the unit vector along the direction of the magnetic field,
avl

with B; being the components of the magnetic field B. b;; = €;;1br and V;; = ,( + Bv] ) The energy-momentum

tensor in this basis can be written as,

AT — Zm e (81)

where, 19, 11, 7]2, ns and n4 denote the five shear viscosity coefficients. The g component is called the longitudinal

viscosity as, Y 1bib; # 0 and the 11234 are called the transverse viscosities as, Y; 234 are transverse to bib;. For

the calculatlon of the viscosities, it is sufficient to take only spatial components of the nonequilibrium part of the
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energy—momentum tensor.

In the above tensor, we have excluded the bulk viscosity part to determine the shear

viscosity coefficients. The change in the energy momentum tensor in terms of § f is,

Substituting Eq.(74) in Eq.(82) we obtain the expression for AT%

.. 1
AT = =3
15fgf/(

T”—ng/ ——zepv'vlSf. (82)
d3
2 ) Ef’U <6z]5mn + azméjn + 6zn6Jm Z C1l m'rN (83)

=0

where again, we have used the identity v;v;v,v, — %5|v|4(5ij Omn+0im0jn +0indjn). Mo is the familiar zero magnetic

field result:

B / p°
=5 -
0= 3052 r 9 | P

f

s (0= 1)+ 0 - ).

(84)

Comparing Eq.(83) and Eq.(81), one arrives at the following expressions. These are derived in Appendix G

m =

N2 =

N4 =

250 | o
w2 [
w2 [
5 [k

3

Efl} Cl,
S E€FV C’g,
S E€FV 1Cs,

fU4C

(85)

(86)

(87)

(83)

To evaluate the coefficients C, Cs, C3 and Cy we need to solve the Boltzmann equation with § f of the form in Eq.(74).
The Boltzmann equation reads

—BefVijuiv; fo(l

af°

— Ei L
fo)+4q op

4
bijvj=— o0, (ZC’; vmvn> + ZC’ZYnlmvmvn = —
1=0

4 l
Yo C1Y  UmUn
TR

(89)
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Imposing the condition V -V = 0, and using the relations V;;b;b; = 0, b;;v;v; = 0, b;b; = 1, b;;b; = 0, and b;;b; = 0,
the coefficients C; with ¢ = 1,2, 3, 4, are found to be

Ch = —efﬁfo(i =) K/e—fldt>e51 + (/f%t)eﬂ, (90)
Cy = W[(/e—&dt> e + (/e—fwt) 654}7 (91)

Cy = —iefﬁfoil =) K/e—fldt) ¢St — (/e‘f%lt) e&}, (92)
o= ([ oo ( ferca)es] o

where, &1 23,4 are given by,

¢ B

€ = —— - 2@/ L at, (94)
TR €f
t B

fg= ——+ 21‘/ 12 (95)
TR €r
¢ B

G=——i| La, (96)
TR Ef
t B

6—-—+i [ Za, (97)
TR ef

Substitutuing Eqs.[90-97 in Eqgs.[85-88] we get,

1 8
m :Goﬂzzf:gf/dpgiﬁfo(l_fo)

egl/e_gldt—kefz/e_fzdt ) (98)

653/6_53dt+ef“/6_5“dt ) (99)

1 6 I
N2 = W;!]f/dpgﬂfo(l _fo)

. 6
= Yo [alsra - e [t [esar). (100)
607 7 € L -

. 6 T
ot VA 0 - -
n4607rzzf:9f / Wz - 10| / =6t — o / e~fia). (101)

Eq.(89), followed by the following results have been derived in Appendix H. The expressions above correspond to the
shear viscosity of the charged particles in the presence of an arbitrary time-dependent magnetic field. As the gluons
are electrically neutral, they are not affected by the external electromagnetic fields. Hence one can add the zero field
gluon result to the above equations to obtain the complete expression for the shear viscosity, like in Eq.(43).

III. PHENOMENOLOGICALLY SIGNIFICANT QUANTITIES
A. n/sand (/s

We estimate the entropy density using equilibrium distribution functions as,

3
s= 377 | GlpPra = 1) (102

n/s and (/s act as important quantities that capture the strength of the interaction of the system. The estimations
from hydrodynamics and the KSS bound of the 7/s values has been crucial in understanding the QGP system as a
strongly interacting matter and in establishing the importance of viscous effects in the hydrodynamical description
of the QGP matter. From atomic and molecular physics we know that the shear viscosity has a minima and bulk
viscosity exhibits a maxima near the vicinity of the phase transition. The estimation of the phase transition of the
QGP medium is an ongoing and crucial open question in the heavy-ion collision experiments and the shear and bulk
viscosities can act as crucial signals in their estimation.
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B. Thermalisation time

The temperature of the QGP system created in heavy-ion collisions initially varies with space and time. The matter
interact with each other and achieve thermal equilibrium, the time taken for which is called the thermalisation time,
T¢n. Thermal equilibrium is vital for the implementation of hydrodynamics. There is debate on the thermalisation
time of the medium and recent results suggest that the unstable modes induced by the rapid expansion of the QGP
fireball can affect the isotropization time and hence the thermalisation time. The equation of state (EOS) is described
for a system assuming isotropization and thermalisation. Hence, the estimation of the thermalisation time is crucially
important in the study of the QGP system. With the shear viscosity over entropy density ratio n/s characterizing
the interaction strength, and temperature T' as the only scale, the time for the medium to thermalise is given by,

Tin, = 4an/T's, (103)
The effect of the time dependent electromagnetic fields on the thermalisation time has been studied through the shear

viscosity of the system.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The relaxation time in the R.H.S. of Eq.(7) for quarks and gluons is given by[56]
1

Tr(T, 1) = 104
’(T1) = 55 Ty (T, )2 1og(1/vey (T, ) [1 + 0.12(2Nf + 1)] (104)
1
T) = 105
(1) = 33 Trsg(T)210g(1/atsg (T))[1 + 0.06N,]’ (105)
where, a,q, (vsg are the running couplings for quarks and gluons, respectively. For quarks, the expression is[57]
as[A%(T, p
AT, 1), 4By = AT (106)
1+ boors (A*(T, 1)) In o0 5050
with
AT p—— e (107)
b() In Az
MS
where, A(T,p) = 2m/T? + %, by = % Agg is set at 0.176 GeV. For gluons, o, is obtained simply by

setting p = 0 so that A(T) = 27T
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In our analysis, the shear viscosity depends on the temperature, chemical potential and the time, decay rate,
amplitude of the magnetic field at which the viscosity is calculated, i.e., n = n(T, p,t,75,9Bo). The form of 7 is
given in Eq.(43), where A1, Ay, x1 and X2 are time dependent quantities that arise due to the nature of the magnetic
field. In Fig.1, shear viscosity as a function of temperature with the time fixed at 1.97 fm and chemical potential
taken to be zero is plotted for various values of the amplitude of the magnetic field, ¢By(left panel) and for various
values of the decay rate of the magnetic field, 75 (right panel). The effect of ¢By is seen to be small compared to the
temperature. This is so because we are working in the weak field limit where the temperature dominates over the
magnetic field. Hence the effect of the magnetic field is more visible in the lower temperature region and is seen in
the inset graph. We observe that as the magnitude of the magnetic field increases, it leads to a decrease in the shear
viscosity value. In the right panel, we see the effect of the decay rate on the shear viscosity at ¢By = 0.01 GeV2. A
faster decaying magnetic field has a stronger impact on 7.

In Fig.2, we look at the effects of time (¢) and chemical potential (¢) on the shear viscosity. The time dependency
of the shear viscosity enters through the magnetic field which is parametrized by 7, which tells us how fast the
magnetic field decays with time. On the left panel, we plot the shear viscosity as a function of time for various values
of Tg at ¢By = 0.01 GeV? and T = 0.3 GeV. The behaviour of the shear viscosity depends on the time scale under
consideration. In the early time regime, a larger 7p increases the shear viscosity while in the later time regime the
faster decaying magnetic field, i.e., a lower values of 75, increases the shear viscosity. The time behaviour of the shear
viscosity is dependent on the decay coefficient (75) and the relaxation time (7g) and the interplay between them as
can be seen in the time dependent part of the shear viscosity formula,

Yt = —(t/) — i(aBo/es) / o—t/T8 g, Xz = —(t/7) +i(aBo/es) / e—t/75 gy, (108)

These quantities influence A;eXt + AyeX2 and hence the shear and bulk viscosities. When we fix the temperature, we
fix the relaxation time, 7z, and hence whether the 75 term dominates or the 75¢By term dominates in (108), depends
on the time scale under consideration. The point of crossover depends on the magnitude of the magnetic field and the
temperature fixed for consideration. In the right panel of Fig.(2), we look at the dependency of the shear viscosity
on the chemical potential. We have plotted for two different temperatures, 7'=0.2,0.3 GeV at t =2 fm and 75 =4
fm. It is observed that the shear viscosity significantly increases with chemical potential. Also, the gap between
the n curves at two different temperatures increases with chemical potential. The interdependency and the complex
relationship between the magnitude and the decay rate of the magnetic field on the shear viscosity are captured in
the contour graphs of the left panel of Fig.3. We see that an increase in the decay rate of the magnetic field increases
the shear viscosity. We observe that for the most part, the amplitude of the magnetic field plays a more important
role than the decay rate on the behaviour of the shear viscosity and the impact of 75 increases with ¢By. In the right
panel of Fig.3, we observe the dependency of the bulk viscosity on ¢By and 75 of the magnetic field. For the case
of bulk viscosity, we observe that the 75 has a stronger impact on (, as compared to n. The bulk viscosity increases
with the increase in 75 and the impact of the decay rate increases with the amplitude of the magnetic field.

The bulk viscosity represents the viscous resistance to the change in the volume of the medium and is quantified
by the quantity ¢. In our analysis, the bulk viscosity depends on the temperature, chemical potential, time, decay
rate, and amplitude of the magnetic field at which the viscosity is calculated, i.e., ( = {(T, u,t,75,9Bo). The form
of ¢ is given in Eq.(59), where A1, A2, x1 and x2 are time dependent quantities that arise due to the time dependent
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magnetic field. In Fig.4, we have plotted the bulk viscosity as a function of temperature with the time fixed at 1.97
fm and chemical potential to be zero, for various values of the amplitude of the magnetic field, ¢By (left panel) and
for various values of the decay rate of the magnetic field, 75 (right panel). On the left panel, the effect of ¢By is seen
to be small compared to the temperature. The effect of the magnetic field is more visible in the lower temperature
region and is seen in the inset graph. We observe that the increase in the magnitude of the magnetic field decreases
the bulk viscosity. In the right panel, we see the effect of the decay rate on the bulk viscosity at ¢By = 0.01 GeV?2.
A faster decaying magnetic field has a stronger impact, and decreases (.

The effects of time (¢) and chemical potential () on the bulk viscosity are explored in Fig.5. The time dependency
of the bulk viscosity enters through the magnetic field which is parametrized by 7. On the left panel, we plot the
bulk viscosity as a function of time for various values of 75 at ¢By = 0.01 GeV? and T = 0.3 GeV. The behaviour of
the bulk viscosity depends on the time under consideration. In the early time regime, a larger 75 increases the bulk
viscosity while in the later time regime the faster decaying magnetic field, i.e., a lower values of 7, increases the bulk
viscosity. The time behaviour of the bulk viscosity is dependent on the decay coefficient (75) and the relaxation time
(tr) and the interplay between them. Similar to the analysis of the time behaviour nature of the shear viscosity, and
as can be seen in Eq.(108), the point of crossover depends on the magnitude of the magnetic field and the temperature
fixed for consideration. In the right panel of Fig.5, we look at the dependency of the bulk viscosity on the chemical
potential. We have plotted for two different temperatures, T = 0.2,0.3 GeV at t = 2 fm and 75 = 4 fm. It is
observed that the bulk viscosity significantly increases with chemical potential. Also, the gap between the ( curves
at two different temperatures increases with chemical potential.

The results of the decomposition of the shear viscosity, along and transverse to the direction of the magnetic field
is as shown in Fig.6. On the left panel, the temperature behavior of n; and 7, is explored and it is observed that they
increase with temperature. On the right panel, we study the temperature behaviour of 73 and 74 for various values
of 7p. It is observed that n3 is larger than 7, and this difference is significant in the high temperature regime. The
decay rate of the magnetic field, 75, is seen to have a significant impact, and a faster decaying magnetic field is shown
to decrease the viscosities. The effects of the temperature and decay rate are seen to be more pronounced for 73, 74
as compared to 11, ns.

The magnetic field amplitude (¢By) behaviour of the decomposed viscosities are studied in Fig.7 for different values
of the decay rate. On the left panel, we observe that 71,72 decreases with an increase in ¢By. The increase in decay
rate is seen to decrease 7;. In the right panel, we study the ¢By behaviour of n3 and 74 for various values of 75.
We observe that the viscosities increase with an increase in ¢Bjy and the difference between 73 and 74 is enhanced in
the high temperature region. The increase in the decay rate is seen to increase the viscosities, and the effect is more
pronounced in 73.

The time behaviour of the decomposed shear viscosities are plotted in Fig.8. To keep the range of the results
comparable we have plotted 20 x 73 and 20 x 74 along with n; and 72. The low time behavior of 7; o differs as
compared to 73 4. The behaviour of 7; 5 is seen to increase with an increase in time and both converge at large values.
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73,4 on the other hand, decreases with time and the difference is also seen to be large compared to 7; 2. 7 is seen to
increase 773 and these two curves decay with time to an asymptotic value at large .

Now we look at some phenomenologically significant quantities. We begin with the results of 7/s, which has been
instrumental in establishing the QGP medium as a strongly interacting medium. In Fig.9, on the left panel, we study
the temperature behaviour of 7/s for various values of 75. The 1/s values obtained respects the K.S.S bound and is
seen to increase with temperature. The 7/s ratio increases with an increase in the decay rate and this effect is seen
to be more significant in the low temperature region. A faster decaying magnetic field leads to a smaller value of
n/s. On the right panel, we study the temperature behaviour of {/s. The effect of the magnetic field and its decay
rate is significant in the (/s results. We observe the (/s increases with an increase in the 75 and its effect is more
pronounced in the low temperature region.

The thermalisation time of the medium is plotted in Fig.10 as a function of the decay rate and the amplitude of
the magnetic field. The system is seen to thermalise faster for a larger amplitude of the magnetic field. The magnetic
field is shown to have a significant effect, about 10% for ¢Bg values ranging from 0—0.02 GeV?2, on the thermalisation
time. The estimates for the thermalisation time agree with the perturbative QCD result of 2 — 3 fm [58-60].

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, we have explored the momentum response of the QCD medium to time-varying electromagnetic
fields. To that end, we have solved the relativistic Boltzmann equation within the relaxation time approximation.
The shear and bulk viscosities are shown to depend on time, the amplitude and the decay rate of the magnetic field.
The impact of the time dependent magnetic field is shown to be significant in low temperatures or in the regime of
a fast-decaying magnetic field. The results are shown to perfectly reduce to the results in the literature for the zero
and the constant field limits. The significance of the chemical potential and its interplay with the time dependent
magnetic field is explored. The formalism was extended to the case of a general direction of the magnetic field and
various components of the shear viscosities obtained. It was observed that the magnetic field and its time decaying
nature has a relatively significant impact on 734 as compared to 1; 2. The behaviour of all these quantities with
temperature, time, decay rate and amplitude of the magnetic field has been explored. The shear viscosity to entropy
density ratio and the bulk viscosity to entropy density ratio are seen to be critically dependent on the decay rate of
the magnetic field where the fast decaying magnetic field result deviates significantly from a slowly decaying magnetic
field, especially at lower temperatures. The thermalisation time of the medium has also been estimated and the
results are shown to be in the range of perturbative QCD results, and the decay rate has a significant impact on
them.

The effects of time dependent magnetic fields are seen to be more prominent when the amplitude of the magnetic
field is high, hence the development of the formalism for the strong magnetic field decaying with time, would be crucial
and necessary for the complete understanding of the behaviour of the QGP system. In our analysis, we have assumed
the medium to be static, the analysis with both the electromagnetic fields and the medium profile varying with time
would lead to a more realistic result and we plan on taking up this problem in our future work. The viscous coeflicients
are crucial in hydrodynamics, and hence observing their effects and their impact on the final state observables would
be a fruitful endeavor. The challenging task of developing a resistive magnetohydrodynamics framework with time
dependent electromagnetic fields would also be useful to the community.
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Appendices

Appendix A: Derivation of L[Eq. 16]

We use L as a shorthand notation for the term TR%%. We begin with the Boltzmann equations for quarks,

antiquarks, and gluons.

po.f = —Laf (A1)

TR
po.f = —Lsf (A2)

TR
POufy = =28, (A3)

Tg

Rewriting Eq.(4),
y d’p v

ATH = / Wp”p 5f(33717) (A4)

Using Eq.s[A1-A3] in the expression for AT*" we have, to first approximation,

, dp  prp” TRP" O, fo + TRP" O, f Top" O fy
ATH /(277)3(u-p) Z f( #Oef u0)+ggg 6#9 (A5)
f 9

The Boltzmann equation, and hence, AT*" is an iterative equation. In the first approximation, f is simply replaced
by fO so that we have

d3p Ly+ Lz L
ATH — _ yI% q q g9 A
/(27_[_)3]7 p Ef gf <6f )—i—gg (A6)

€g

The projector A*Y = gt — yHu? with g"” being the flat space metric, projects on to the space orthogonal to u*.
Then the derivative J,, can be decomposed along and orthogonal to u* in the following way:

0y =V, +u,D, (A7)

where, V,.=A"0,, D=u!d,

Then,

Ouf’ =Vuf* +u,Df° (A8)

For fermions, we have

1
0
- A
/ exp B(upa) + 1 (49)
f(](lif(]) « VLT a H
Vil = = e — paV,u® + TV, (?f) (A10)
0 0
0 _ f (1 — f ) a E o «a ﬂ

u,Df° = g |t Pa UyPa DU + Tu, D ( T) , (A11)

so that

DT v, T
,f° = Bro(1 - f°) [uo‘pau#T + Uy ;‘ — uupa Dut — poV,u® +T9, (ﬂf)] )
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Similarly, for antiquarks and gluons, we have

o T T . VT a p

0uf° = BFO(L— f°) [u Pactty =+ U pa = = tpa Dut = paVyu ‘Taﬂ(T)]' (A12)
DT v.,.T

0uf0 = LI~ 1) [U“pa“w U Pa i — uppa Du' — pav#u“] ' (A13)

From the energy-momentum conservation equation 9,7"” = 0, one can derive

veP
e+ P’

or__ (2

il Qu®,  Du® = Al4
T ae)Vu u (A14)

On imposing the condition of fit A*Y = 0, only the spatial components of A" are non-zero. Further, we use the
well-known relations

1 1 .
8kul = _§Wkl — géklajuf (A15)
2 .
Wit = Opuy + Oyuy, — géklajuj (Alﬁ)

Using Eqs.[A14-A16], we finally arrive at

oo _ _ orP\  p? Lo (0P 9T\ T, rp\ Pt
T o Onf” =Ly = =PTrfo(1 fO)Hef(ae 3, J TP\ T T e (T) 3¢, Whi| (ALD)
Similarly,
= & oP 2 1 1 6[P 8lT Tpl 1 pkpl
Lq——ﬁTRfo(l—fO)[{Ef ((%) —— 0 +p ( e _T> +?8 (f) —?fWkl (AIS)
oP P> aP  oT\ Tp . u\ PP
— 0 0 i T l (N e el Sl T Yy
Ly = —Brafo(1 + £2) {eg ( ae) 3€g}alu +p (HP )0 (T) il (A19)

Appendix B: Derivation of I'p[Eq. 29]

The particular solution of the differential equation

ar
o +8 (B1)

is evaluated via the method of variation of parameters. Following the standard procedure, it can be shown that the
particular solution is given by

T, =a(t) /x(t)_lB, (B2)

where, z(¢) is the matrix composed of linearly independent solutions of the homogeneous differential equation Eq.(24):
eX1 exz
x(t) = (ieX1 ieX2> (B3)

The inverse of the matrix above is

X1 X2 Leo—x1 Leo—xa
2(t)L = — 1 e e _[z2°€ 2‘6 (B4)
2ieCatx2) | _ioxa jexe lewe Sigmx

Now,

b1 —X1 + ibg —X1
st 'B=| 2° 2 ¢ : (B5)

b1 ,—x2 —iby ,—x2
e Pt —5-e
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where,
by = —TrqE; + qTrweEy + Ly, by = —TrqEy — qTpw E, + L, (B6)

Thus, the first element of the column matrix x(¢) "' B is

_ . iL
T;q /thgge—Xl i /dtBE e‘Xl—l——/dt X1 _ ”Rq/th e 1—“1 R /dtBE e X1y ZTy/dte_Xl

Let us look at the first integral, for which, we recall that x; = [dt (1/7’R + %e‘t/”‘) = t/Tp — ibe~'/7B | with

= qBﬁﬂ. By changing variables via e */78 = u, the first integral is written as
s
_ E, )
I, = TRY £0TB /du uole=ibu, (B8)
2 TE

where, a = 75(1/7g — 1/7R). Similarly, for the remaining 5 integrals, we have

— 2ByE
I, = TRTB 4 Dol TRTB q" DoLo duu®—Le—ibu (B9)
2ef
—r5 L, )
Ig _ Tg /du 'Ll,a271672bu (B].O)
1 E ;
- Z;Rq 2;3 /du 4ol e—ibu (B11)
. ZB E, .
I, = mrTECBoko [ a1 b (B12)
2¢y
e )
I6 = %/duua"’_le_wu, (B13)
where,
1 1 1 -
a1 =Tp <+—>, a2:7TB (B14)
TE TB TR TR

6 12
Thus, the first element of the matrix z(¢t)"'Bis Y I; = Ej(say). The second element, similarly, is > I; = F5, with

j=1 =7
_ E .
I = 7TR2TTBE =0 / duu® et (B15)
iTR B QE() a1 —1 _ibu
Ig = T duu e (BIG)
_ 2BnE, )
Iy = ZTRTBY D020 [ gy, 011 gibu (B17)
2ey
— 2BhE. )
Tho = 1TR T;g q~ Do Ly /du 11 gibu (B18)
€f
—71B Ly as—1 _ibu
I, = 5 duu e (B19)
T '
Iy = ”BTy/du u2leitu (B20)
Finally, from Eq.(B2), we have
eX1F +eX2 F. I,
T, = ' = (B21)

—ieXt By + 1eX2 Fy Lyp
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Appendix C: Derivation of AT [Eq. 41]

We recall that

y &cp Sfy+0f. )
AT Z/(%]))gp’p] > 9 (quf fq) +ggefgg (C1)

f

Employing the Ansatz [Eq. 8] for df, we get

d? J 9
AT — ng/ p p'p |:(TRqEz/Uz + TRaE vy + v, Ty + vyry)£+
f

0o

(TRGEVz + TRIE vy + vy + pr*y)aief

+ gluonic contribution| (C2)

Of all the terms in I';, Ty, the relevant terms are only those which possess the velocity gradient structure, i.e., Wy;.
Such integrals are I3, I, I11 and I12. So, effectively, Eq.s (31) and (32) reduce to

I, = (13 + Iﬁ)exl + ([11 =+ [12)6X2 R Fy = —i(]3 + Iﬁ)@xl + i(lll =+ 112)6X2 (C3)

Ty = (I + I)e™ + (Iu + Li2)e®, Ty = —i(I3 + Is)eX +i(Thn + L12)eX?, (C4)

for quarks and antiquarks respectively. Eq.(C2) now reads

a3 7 /0
819 = S [ G (G ) v+ T ) .-
Now,
1

Tyve +Tyv, = = (Lyve + Lyvy, ) (A1eXt + AzeX?) + cross terms of the type Lgv,, L,v, C6

v = 5 yVy y> Ly

_ _ 1 o .
Tuve, + Ty, = = (Lyvy + Lyvy ) (A1eXt + AzeX?) 4+ cross terms of the type L,v,, L,v, Cc7

v =5 yVy yr Ly

where, Ay = [dte X, Ay = [dte X* Assuming p, = 0, this simplifies to

OP  p?
vam + Ly’Uy — |:€f86 — 36f:| 8lul —

PP Wiy
2

Finally, thus, we arrive at Eq.(41)

> d3p p'p [ [Of° af° oP  p? !
z] _ = X1 X2 X1 X2 - _ = —
- l gf/ €f { <3Ef) (dhe™ + Ae) Oey (e + 42%%) }X{ (ef Oe 36f> o

PP Wiy d*p p'p 0 0 oP  p* o'W (0P 9T
2r7r £r 1 _ 2P R _ =
2 } - gg/ (2m)3 ¢, 7B gL+ fg) <\ \ o ge de 3¢, o 2, TP G T (C9)

Appendix D: Derivation of 7 [Eq.(43)]

We look at the terms in AT containing Wj;.

d3p pip? af° afo
iy _ § X1 X2 X1 X2
ATY = / 2m)3 € { <8€f> (Are® + Ape™2) + Deys (Ale + Age ) %

f

—p"p Wiy Pp p'p’ PP Wiy
(2€f )+gg [ G gﬁfo( +f§)><<—269 ) (DY)
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Using
pzp]pkpl N 1—5‘p|4(5”(5kl + 51k6]l + 51l5gk)7 (DQ)

Eq.(D1) becomes

d*p Wi |p|* Kl | siksil | sil sjk af° af°
7‘.7_ (¥ 7 J BV X1 X2 X1 X2
AT Z i[5 g 15 (OO (G ) (et + Aect) +{ G ) (AT o)

d3 W
+gg/ (2753 ( 26’3) |117|5 (51J5kl+5zk5jl+5zl(5]k) gﬂfg(lJrfg) (DS)

The delta functions contracted with Wy, produce Wy, Wi;, Wj;. The tensor W;; is defined so that W;; = 0, and
Wi; = Wj;. Thus, finally,

e B (5 iy () i+ 75 -

ATY =
Oey €y

d3 . 4
+gg/(271_]))3(2W1J>i|3g|€27g6f§<1+f§) (D4)
g

Comparing with Eq.(39), one can read off the shear viscosity:

dS |p|4 8f0 X1 X2 8f0 X1 X2 d3p ‘p|4 afg
Z / )% 30¢% {(36 )(Ae +Aze) + dey (A1 + Age )}_299/(2@330637-9 Dey

(D5)

Appendix E: Alternative zero field limit derivation

In n and ¢, the factor of time arises in the factor A;eX* + AzeX2. Consider Ay, given by [e X1dt, and, x1 =
—(t/7r) —i(qBo/es) [ e7t/72dt. Taking the limit ¢By — 0, we see that,

/ e(t/Tr)Fi(aBo/es) [ 7T dt gy / e(t/TR)+i(0) [Tt/ TBYat gy / /TR gt = 7pet/TR (E1)

Therefore, AjeXt is,
TRet/TRe_t/TR =TR.- (EQ)
Similarly, AseX2 = 7, and hence we have, A;eX* + AseX2 = 27z. This is the same result one obtains in the ¢ — oo

limit.

Appendix F: Derivation of ¢ [Eq.(59)]

The initial expression of ¢ is Eq.(55):

Qf

A - A+ h-R A+ [ SR g )4 (F1)

We look at the quark contribution to ¢. The relevant landau lifshitz conditions [Eqs.(56-57)] lead to
3
zf:gf J &€ fo (1= fo) Ag
“ 20y :
3 —_ _
Xf:gf J (STZ))BGf fo (1= Jo) Ay
B T2Cy

I
—~

=

N}
~—
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where, we have used the definition of Cy from Eq.(62). Thus, we have

gf dp 0 {fo(l—fo)+fo(1—fo)}

(F4)

gf dpp {fo —fo) Ay + fo (1= fo) Af}—*

Using Eq.(61), this becomes

gf d p p {fo (1= fo) As + fo (1= fo) Af}—f1 (cy +¢5)(3T7%s) (F5)

Substituting cs from Eq.(F2), and using v? = s/c,, we get,

& dp v o= o) Ag+ To (1= T0) A7) - ng/ G lerfo (1= ) 4+ T (1= 7)) A7)

d?
—Z 9 / fo (el (1= f0) Ay 4 7o (1= o) A7) p? - 3263). (F6)
Using Ay = g(Ale’“ + Agex2) [— — ey ] A= g (Ailexil—l—/Tge’T?) [g — 36f371j7 we finally arrive at

G = 18 Z / {fo 0) (A1eX' + AeX?) + fo (1= fo) (AreX + Aze*?) } [p* — 31)56?]2 . (F7)

The gluon contribution can be evaluated following similar steps. The result is

d3
=2 [ o R (1 ) [ - 2] (Fs)

Adding Eq.(F7) and Eq.(F8) gives us the total bulk viscosity of the medium, which is Eq.(59) in the main text.

Appendix G: Derivation of Eqgs. [85-88]

Comparing Eq.(83) and Eq.(81), we get
Zj771 R ng/ o5 Ef U 4(84j0mn + SimOjn + 8indjn)C1 Yk,

-5 2 [ e vtcuvt + vy + v,
Yi; =0, and Y;; = Y); yields

m = 15ng/ g vl (G1)

Similarly, 12, 13, and 74 are derived.

Appendix H: Derivation of n; [Egs. 98-101]

In the co-moving frame, 0 folv—o = —Bfo(1 — fo)p;0°'V7, where fy is the F-D distribution function. Using this,
the Boltzmann equation becomes
fO

_UzvjefoO(l - fO)‘/;j + quT + ch] z]a Z(6.][) (6f)

_of

7'R

(H1)
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With §f being given by Eq.(74), the above equation reads

;Of° .. SO v,
—BerVijviv; fo(l — fo) + q¢F op buvja (ZClYl nvmvn> + ZZ:C’ZYnlmvmvn _ _ £4=0 - . (H2)

This is Eq.(89). With the relations V;;b;b; = 0, b;jv;v; = 0, bib; = 1, b;;b; = 0, and b;;b; = 0, the basis tensors Y,
reduce to
Y, =2V — 2Vik bibp — 2V brbi, (
Y2 = 2Vik bibn + 2Vig, Db (H4
Y3 = Vik bk + Vik bk — Vit bbbt — Vi bbby (
YA = 2Vi byukbnby + 2Vig burbimby. (

We now simplify the terms in the L.H.S. of Eq.(H1) containing derivatives of 6 f. Using the above expressions, we can
write

(§f) 2’Ujbl'j Cl (2le Um — 2mG bkbﬂ)m — 2‘/11@ bkbm’l)m) + CZ(QmG bkbivm + 2‘/1']@ bkbmvm)+

lj 8
C3(Vink bik vm + VikbmiVm — Vibmibibivm — Viabibmbivm) + Ca(2Viibmibibivm, + 2Vklbikbmblvm)]
(H7)
The underlined terms vanish owing to b;;b; = 0. Thus,
0
” v ((5f) = 2w, QCl‘GkbUU Vg — QClmkbz]kaJ (b V) + 202‘/;kbwbk’l}](b V)
+ 203‘/1‘3"01'1}]' — 403‘/;‘jbﬂlj(b . V) + 204‘/ijbﬂ}j (b . V):| (HS)
Next, we simplify J f
(5f :2Clvmvn(an — Vikbrbn, — Vnkbkbm) + 2Cgvmvn(mGbkbn + Vnkbkbm)‘f'
C30mVn (Vinkbnk + Vakbmk — Viibmibnbr — Viibnibmbi) 4+ 2C405 05 (Viitbmibrn by + Vigbribm by)
:201?)in‘/;3‘ — 401’01‘63“/;'3'(’0 . b) + 402’1)1'1)]"/;‘]‘ (’U . b) + C’gVika—kvivj+
Cngkbika,'Uj — 2C’3Vklbikblvi(v . b) + 4C’4Vklbikblvi(v . b) (Hg)
Similarly we write out the term %((5 f) explicitly. Then, the Boltzmann equation becomes
fO
6€f‘/;;j’0ﬂ)jf0(1 — fo) + qEZT + 2UJC {201‘/;;6@]-@]-% - QClmkbijbkvj (’U . b) + QCQV;kbijbk’Uj (’U . b) + 203‘/;]"[)1"0]‘—

403‘/2']'bﬂ)j (’U . b) + 204‘/ijbivj ('U . b):| + 201”1'”]"/2']' - 401 (’U . b)‘/ijvibj + 402(’0 . b)V;jvibj + 203‘/;'kbjk’l)ivj—
. . 1
203(’1) . b)vklbikblvi + 404('0 . b)Vklbikble’ = 201’02’0] ij 401’011) VU (’U b) + 4021}117 ‘/Zj (v b)
R
C3Vikbjkvﬂlj + Ongkbik’Ui’Uj — 203Vklb,~kbwi(fv . b) + 4C4Vklbikblvi('u . b):| (HIO)

Comparing tensor structures on both sides of the above equation, we get,

. 1
—e;Bfo(l — fo) +4C3w. + 20, = *EQC& (H11)
(—803% +ACs + 4w, Cy — 4(,'*1) = ———— (40, —4Cy) (H12)
Og - 20.}601 = _70’3 (Hl?))

TR
—4weC + 4w, Cy + 2C3 — 4Cy = — (203 — 4C}) (H14)

- R
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This leads to the following set of coupled differential equations

; C €
Cy = St N 2w.C3 + Lﬁfo(l — fo) (H15)
TR 2
03 = —% — 2wcCl (Hlﬁ)
TR
Cy= _Ga g weCh (H17)
TR
. C
Co=——2 —wcC4+ﬂfo(1—f0) (H18)
TR 2

The first two equations can be written as a matrix differential equation

dX1

i G1(t) X1+ Hy(t), with (H19)
1/ —2w B _
X, = (g;) G1(t)z( Vi e ) Hy (1) — ( o1 fo)) (120,

Similarly, the last two equations can also be written as a matrix differential equation

dXo

= Ga(D) X2 + Ha(t),  with (H21)
—1/7 —We B —
X, = (%) Ga(t) —( i/CR 1/763)’ Hy(t) = < 2 fo% f0)> (H22)

The solutions to these differential equations have a complementary function [Eq.(F2)] and a particular integral [Ap-
pendix (B)]. Following the same steps as enumerated earlier, we finally arrive at

Cy = —efﬁfo(i -/ [(/e‘fldt>e51 + ( 52dt> } (H23)

0, = P01 K » dt) ( 54dt) } (H24)
Cy = zefﬁfoil 19 {( gldt) ( Ezdt) } (H25)
Cy = Zefﬁfoil fO |:< Eadt> &3 _ < £4dt) 664:|’ (H26)
with

f=—t o [Py (H27)

TR €f

Lty [P
b=-—+2i [ . (H28)

_ b [dB
54:_i+i/@dt (H30)

TR €f
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These are Egs.[90-97] in the main text. Now substituting the C;’s thus obtained in Eqs.[85-88], we arrive at

m = #;gf/dpf—;ﬂfo(l - 19 _651 /e—fldt+ef2 /e—&dt:, (H31)
m=c ;gf / dpgﬁfou - 1) :653 [esare | e-&dt: , (H32)
3 = #ﬂ Zf:gf/dpf_;@fo(l - f) :651 /fﬁldt o /e&dt:’ (H33)
M= #ﬂz zf:gf/dpf_;ﬁfo(l ) :653 /e_£3dt — bt /6_54dt:. (H34)

These are Eqs.[98-101] in the main text.
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