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Abstract

In this work, we study the 141 longitudinal acceleration expansion of hot and dense
quark matter as a conducting relativistic fluid with the electric conductivity o. The
plasma has embedded in the presence of electric and magnetic fields which are perpen-
dicular together in the transverse plane. In order to be more realistic, we generalize the
Bjorken solution, which includes the acceleration effects on the fluid expansion. We apply
a perturbation fashion in initial condition to solve the relativistic magneto-hydrodynamics
equations. This procedure leads us to achieve the exact algebraic expressions for both
electric and magnetic fields. We also find the effects of the electromagnetic fields on the
acceleration of the fluid, and the correction of energy density obtained from the magneto-
hydrodynamics solutions.

1 Introduction

It has been shown that a new form of hot and dense nuclear matter is created in the relativistic
heavy-ions collisions, which is commonly known as quark-gluon plasma (QGP). Also, during these
collisions, strong electromagnetic fields generated due to the relativistic motion of the colliding heavy
ions carrying significant positive electric charges. Recently, there have been some investigations, in a
typical non-central collisions such as Pb-Pb at the center of mass energy /s = 2.76 TeV and Au-Au
at the center of mass energy /s = 200 GeV an extremely strong magnetic field is created of the order
108 — 10! G, which corresponds to |eB| ~ 1 GeV? and 10 times larger than the effective steady
magnetic field which is found in the laboratory [146].

It has been argued that the existence of these strong fields is essential for a wide variety of new
phenomena such as Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME), Chiral Magnetic wave (CMW), Chiral Electric
Separation Effect (CESE), Chiral Hall Separation Effect (CHSE), pressure anisotropy in QGP, influ-
ence on the direct and elliptic flow and shift of the critical temperature. Some references and review
articles can be found in Refs. [7-16].

Some studies have been done on the space-time evolution of electromagnetic fields created by the
colliding charged beams moving at relativistic speed in the z-direction, as a solution of the magneto-
hydrodynamic equations |3, 5, [17-21]. Additionally, a series of primary results are obtained by estimat-
ing the significance of strong EM fields on the QGP medium [22-25]. Moreover, some attempts have
been made to solve the equations of 143 dimensional relativistic magneto-hydrodynamics (RMHD)
[26-31]. Recently, relativistic magneto-hydrodynamics with longitudinal boost invariance in the pres-
ence of finite electric conductivity has also been studied in some works such as [32, 133].

One of the renowned pictures which describe the expanding of QGP in the beam direction with the
exact solution is the boost-invariant (rapidity-independent) Bjorken picture. This solution predicts a
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flat rapidity distribution of final particles, which is at variance with observations at RHIC, except for
a restricted region around mid-rapidity |1, 134]. In realistic collisions, boost invariance is violated, and
one should investigate a model that is more faithful and is not far from the accelerationless Bjorken
picture. There have been several attempts to generalize the Bjorken model. Some have included
accelerating solutions of relativistic fluid dynamics to obtain the more realistic estimation [35].

In this work, we investigate the response of resistive fluid with finite electrical conductivity ¢ to the
presence of coupled transverse electric and magnetic fields analytically. Here, we consider the combi-
nation of relativistic hydrodynamic equations with Maxwell’s equations and solve in 141 dimensions a
set of coupled RMHD equations. Based on previous studies, we assume a magnetic field is produced in
y direction, which is perpendicular to the reaction plane, and the electric field is created in a reaction
plane in z direction. We consider the QGP medium has been created a short time after collisions with
the generalized Bjorken longitudinal expansion. We are interested in obtaining solutions representing
the RRMHD extension of one-dimensional generalized Bjorken flow (v. # %) along the z direction
and the Lorentz force is directed along x direction.

Outlines of this paper are as follows: In the next section, we introduce the resistive relativistic magneto-
hydrodynamic (RRMHD) equations in their most general form, considering them in the case of plasma
with finite electrical conductivity. In Section 3, we solve the RRMHD equations with a perturbative
approach and obtain the analytic solution for the EM fields and the energy density. The discussion
on the results and the properties of EM fields, energy density, and acceleration parameter will be
presented in Section 4. Finally, the last section is devoted to some concluding remarks.

2 Resistive relativistic magneto-hydrodynamic

To describe the interaction of matter and electromagnetic fields in quark-gluon plasma, we consider
the relativistic magneto-hydrodynamic (RMHD) framework [26, 136, [37]. For simplicity, we assume
an ideal ultra-relativistic plasma with massless particles and finite electrical conductivity o. Thus, in
the equation of state, the pressure is merely proportional to the energy density: P = ke where & is
constant. For an ideal fluid with finite electrical conductivity which is called resistive fluid, equations
of RRMHD can be written in the form of covariant conservation laws:

d#T#th/ztteT = 7‘])\F)\V (1)
d,F*"™ = 0 2)
AP = v dJh =0 (3)

The energy-momentum tensor for the fluid is:

T ... = (e + P)uru” + Pg"”, P = ke (4)

matter

where ut,e, and P are fluid four-velocity, energy density, and pressure. The metric tensor at flat
space-time is g,,, = diag(—, +,+,+), and the fluid four-velocity (u,u* = —1) is defined as:

1
= Vv1—0?

Also, tensors of the electromagnetic fields and current density are given by:

FHoo= yte’ —ule” + e Mbyu, (5)
F = gyl — Vb — M ey, (6)
JE = oget (7)

Here ¢#*?* = (—g)~1/2[uv k] is the Levi-Civita tensor density with g = det{g,,} and [uvAs] is the
completely antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. Besides:

et = FMu,, b = F*"u, e, =blu, =0 (8)

)



e’ and b* are electric and magnetic field four-vector in the local rest frame of the fluid, which is
related to the one measured in the lab frame.

In Egs. (@) to @) the covariant derivatives are given by:

d, A" = §,A 4TV, A" (9)
d, AP = 9, AP y T A LTV AT (10)

where 1";'- . are the Christoffel symbols:

L i (O9mj | Ogmk  Ogjk
L, = Zg'm mj m. _ J
ik = 99 ( dak * 0xd  Oz™

(11)

It is more convenient to work with Milne coordinates rather than the standard Cartesian coordinates
for a longitudinal boost invariant flow:

— 1t
(Ta%y,??):( fQ—ZQ,QE,y,—ln +Z) (12)

2 t—=z

Here, the metric is presented as:

1
), Guw = diag(—1,1,1,7%) (13)

g;u/ = dl[’a’g(ila 17 15 ﬁ

By executing the projection of Eq. ([l) along the longitudinal and transverse direction concerning u*,
one can rewrite the conservation equations:

Uy (A, TE o = —INFN) = De+ (e + P)O = e Jy, (14)
A (d, T o = —INFY) = (e + P)Dug + Vo P = gan F" I\ — ugeJy
(15)
where:
D =v"d,, ©=duu", Aw =ga +uat,, VF'=d"+u"D (16)

In contrast with the energy-momentum tensor 7T#”, the dual electromagnetic tensor F*** is anti-
symmetric; hence the homogeneous Maxwell’s equation, d, F**” = 0, leads to the following equations:

O F* T + 0y F™¥7T + 0, F*"" = 0 (17)
O F*™% 4 0y F*™V* + 0y F™* + %F*” = 0 (18)
O-F*TY + 0, F**Y + 0, F*"Y + %F*Ty =0 (19)
O F*T + Oy F**1 + 0y F™¥" + %F*T” =0 (20)

Also, the in-homogeneous Maxwell’s equations (d, F* = —J") are given by:

O F*7 + 0, FV" + 0, F"" = —J" (21)
O F™ + 0y FY" 4 0, F"" + %F” = -J (22)
O F™ + 0, F*Y + 0, F"Y + %FW = =JY (23)
O-F™ + 0, F*1 4 0, FY" + %FT" = -J" (24)



3  Equations with longitudinal acceleration in 141 dimen-
sional

In this section, we investigate one-dimensional generalized Bjorken flow (v, # %) along the z direction
with velocity u* = (1,0,0,v,) = (coshY,0,0,sinhY). The non-central collisions can create a strong
magnetic field outside the reaction plane, which is dominated by a y component. The magnetic
field induces the electric field in the reaction plane, which is dominated by a x component because of
Faraday and Hall effects [38,[39]. In fact, because of electromagnetic fields, there is a pressure gradient
that causes the boost invariant Bjorken flow condition (v, = %) is broken explicitly. We look for the
effects of the EM fields on the longitudinal acceleration and the expansion of the flow.

We assume that the electric field is oriented in = direction and the magnetic field is perpendicular to
the reaction plane, pointing along the y direction in an inviscid fluid with finite electrical conductivity:

b = (0,0,bY,0),  e" =(0,e",0,0) (25)

Also, we consider that the fluid has only longitudinal flow, and the transverse flow is neglected. We
parameterize the fluid four-velocity as follow:

u =~(1,0,0,v,) = (coshY,0,0,sinh Y). (26)

that Y is fluid rapidity( v, = tanhY’). The four-velocity in Milne coordinates becomes:

inh(Y — tanh (Y — v
ut = (COSh (Y - 77)7 05 07 Sln(q_in)) = ’_}/(15 07 05 M) = ’_}/(17 05 07 ;)
(27)
where 5 = cosh(Y — ), and o = tanh (Y — ). Thus, one obtains:
_ 1_ L 1
D =5(0, + -10y), ©=75(v0;Y + =0,Y) (28)
T T
Regarding the above setup, for conservation Eqgs. (I4)—(IH) one can write:
1
(10; +00,)e + (e + P)(100;Y +0,Y) = 57'0'6:23 (29)
(e+ P)o,u' +0'P = 0 (30)
(e+ P)(10; +00,)Y + (100, + 0p)P = %emby (31)
Further, inserting the initial condition (28] and (Z1) into Maxwell’s equations (I'0)—(24) give:
Opey = Oyeg = Ogby = 0yby = 0 (32)
O [T(by + Feq)] + 0y [Y0by +7ex] = 0 (33)
0 [T(Yex +70by)] + 0y [(F0es +by)| = —oTe, (34)

3.1 Perturbative solutions of RRMHD equations with acceleration

We now study perturbative solutions of the conservation equations in the presence of weak electric

and magnetic fields on the longitudinal expansion of the flow. We suppose the magnitude of electro-
2 2
magnetic fields are suppressed by the energy density of the fluid, (bytes) < 1 which is not far from

€
reality [1]. The electromagnetic fields are oriented in the transverse plane and are perpendicular to

the longitudinal direction. We assume the electromagnetic fields only depend on the proper time 7



and rapidity n for a fluid following the longitudinal expansion with an acceleration. Therefore, we
perform the following setup in Milne coordinates:

b* = (0,0, A1y, 0), e = (0, A1e5,0,0)
T
c(rm) = a(r) +M\a(rnn), ) = ()" (35)

Here 7y is an initial time, and ¢, represents the initial energy density of the medium at 5. Also, A\;
is an expansion parameter in calculations which will be set to unity.

Moreover, we assume:

Y(rn) = Mrmn = Q0+ (r,n)n — Y —n=N(rn)n (36)
where A\* is a very small constant (0 < A* < 1) and A(7,n) = 1 + A*(7,7n) is defined as acceleration
parameter [35].

Besides, we consider (Y — 1) < 1, so we have:
¥ =cosh(Y —n) =1 (37)
v =tanh (Y —n) ~ (Y —n) = X'n= v (38)

Thus, the four-velocity in Milne coordinates becomes:

sinh(Y — )
-

w = (cosh (Y = 1), 0,0, ) = (1,0,0,01) (39)

Substituting this setup in conservation Eqs. (29)-(31) up to O(A\?), we have:

1 1 k41 .
O-€1 + (1 +r)e + (1+ ﬁ):g ‘ oy = o€l (40)
T T
(e+P)o,u' +0'P = 0 (41)
1 Kk+1 . 2 _ 1 k+1 .
Byer + LERITE ey ) (& SG e, o T, (42)
KT KT K

By considering a uniform pressure in the transverse plane, the second term in Eq. ([@I]) will disappear;
thus, one realizes that if the velocities in the x and y directions are initially zero, they will remain
zero at a later time. However, because of electromagnetic fields, there is a pressure gradient given in
n direction, so Eq. (@2) breaks the Bjorken flow (v, = %) condition explicitly as we supposed. In
fact, there is an acceleration of the fluid by the EM fields.

Also, applying the above initial condition, Maxwell’s equations (33) and B4)) up to O(\?) reduce to
following forms:

1 b
by + ;a,]ew + 73’ =0 (43)
1 €
Orex + ;8,71)1, + — +oe, = 0 (44)
and the combination of two Eqs. ([#0) and [@2)) gives an in-homogeneous equation for v(7,n):
(k+ D)r5tler 2 (Iiag?} +7(k —2)0,v — 72831))
+oey (T@Tby - 2/1(977693) + oby ((H +2)e, + T(?Tem) =0 (45)

that directs us to the calculation of \* and the acceleration parameter. For this purpose, we first
calculate the electromagnetic fields. Using Eqs. [@3]) and ([@4]), one can obtain the following results:

—8361 + 7202, + (37 + 07%)0rep + (1 +207)e, = 0 (46)
fagby +7202b, + (37 + 07%)0rby + (1 +oT)b, = 0 (47)



In order to solve the above equations, we consider the electric and magnetic fields as:

ex(1,m) = g(n) f(7)
by(,m) = s(n)h(T) (48)
First of all, we discuss the behavior of functions ¢g(n) and s(n). They can be written as:
d*g(n) 2
i =" g(n) (49)
d*s(n) 2
az " s(n) (50)

Also, If we substitute Eq. ([8) into Eqs. [@3]) and ([@4]), we have:

Th (1) + h(t) = Cf(7) (51)
g = Csn) (52)
and:
7 (1) + (1 +o7)f(T) C'h(T) (53)
s'(n) = C'g(n) (54)
By using the above relations, it is easy to show that CC’ = m? = n? are separation constants, and

for further application, we choose m? = (I + 2) + 1. Thus, the solutions of Eqs. (@) and (50) are
given by:

gln) = Z em cosh(mn) + e, sinh(mmn) (55)

V)
—~
=
~—

I

Z by, sinh(mn) + b/, cosh(mn) (56)

It has realized that the magnetic field generated by two nuclei passing each other in heavy-ion collisions
should be an even function of 1 and most dominant at considerable rapidity after collisions [31]. The
assumption is based on the external magnetic field led by moving nuclei after their collisions. Besides,
in central rapidity, after the QGP is formed, there is no external electric field left on average. Thus,
it seems the external electric field is an odd function of . However, when considering the dynamical
electromagnetic fields in QGP, one can not apply the same rapidity profile. Roughly speaking, we
may assume that the dynamical electromagnetic fields follow similar patterns as the external ones.
Based on the above discussion, in our setup, we expect the magnetic field is an even function of 7,
and the electric field is an odd function of n; thus:

s(n) =y _ by, cosh(mn), g(n) =Y ey sinh(mn) (57)

m

Let us to solve Eq. [ 6). The equation is given by:

d*f(r) df(r)

2
dr2 +@rtor) dr

7_2

+ (= 11+2)+207)f(1) =0 (58)

Then, we consider f(7) = 7'G(r) = 7' 3°°7 a,7" is a power series function. When it is substituted
into the above differential equation, we find G(7) obeys by:

d*G(r) Fo+ 2l+3>dG(7) JrU(lJrQ)

dr2 T dr T G(r) =0 (59)



and it’s analytical solution is:

_lor -3 1 1
G(r) = Cpe 27777172 (0’7’[%+l(—§0‘7‘)+(0‘7+4l+2)[l+%(_§07—)) +

_lgr __3 1 1
Clpe~ 29777173 (JTK%H(?;T) + (o7 + 4l + 2)Kl+;(507))
(60)
where I, and K, are the modified Bessel functions. The constant coefficients Cj; and Cjs are deter-
mined by physical conditions.

We know f(7) should be a well-behaved function at infinity; therefore, we can show that [ must be:
[ = —2,-3,.... Besides, we have chosen m? = [(l +2) + 1, so for [ = —2,—-3,..m? = 1,2,3,... This
means that m is an integer (we consider m be positive).

Equivalently, the solution of f(7) for different values of [ can be written as follows:

Gq(T 1 e (o +1
filr) = 17(2 ) :Cllﬁfcm%

Go(T 3—oT e (6212 + 40T+ 6
fa(T) = QTS, ) - 021( = ) + Ca2 ( = )

Gs(T 20 — 807 — 80272 e~ (o373 4+ 90272 + 3607 + 60
falr) = ?;i ) _ 031( " ) Cis ( & )

e (61)
Also, we know if 0 — 00, then e, should tend to zero. Therefore, we have to set C;; = 0,1 =1,2,3, ....

Finally, the most general solution for the electric field is:

€x (T, 77) = Z emfm (T) Sinh(mn)

e " (1+o71)
2
e=7(60 + 36071 + 90272 + 0373) n
4

e~ 7 (6 + 40T + 027?) n

+ eg sinh(2n) =

= e sinh(n)

es sinh(3n) (62)

T

where e, are constants and should be determined. To find the time dependence of the magnetic field,
one can replace the e, (7,7n) from the above equation into Eq. ([#4]). Then, the magnetic field is given
by:

e 7 e 77(6 + 20T
by(T,m) = Fi(7)+ e1 cosh(n) = + eo cosh(%ﬂ% +
o7 (60 + 24 30272
e3 cosh(?m)e (60 + 7_407- +3077) + (63)

We also know if o — oo then b, tends toward L [29]. Therefore, we have F (1) = bp2. On the other
hand, it is expected in vacuum (o — 0) the magnetic field decays as |20, [32]:

by (7,0) = by i (64)
3

By using this relation, one can deduce that all coefficients of e; should be zero except e5. Consequently,
the electric and magnetic fields can be written as:
,3
ex(T,m) = bl—%eﬂ” sinh(2n)(6 + 407 + 0?7?)
T
3

by(T,m) = boz_—o(l —e 7))+ by %e“” cosh(2n)(6 + 207)



In order to evaluate our results, we consider the ideal RMHD, i.e. electrical conductivity is infinite
(0 — o0). In this case, we have:

by(T) =bo(—), ez =0 (66)

which is consistent with previous studies.

To determine the acceleration parameter, we should look into Eq. ([@H]), which consists of homogeneous
and inhomogeneous solutions. When e, = 0, we reach a homogeneous partial differential equation that
is the result of generalized Bjorken flow. According to the Ref. |40], and simplifying our calculation, we
assume A\* only depends on the proper time 7 in the absence of electromagnetic fields in hydrodynamic
equations:

oM (r,m) = N (1)n (67)

Thus, aﬁvh(T, n) = 0 in Eq. @A), and the regular solution takes the form:

o () = Ao (2)n (68)

where Kk = % is chosen.

In order to obtain an inhomogeneous solution of Eq. (48]), we substitute EM fields Eq. (G3]) and solve
this differential equation. So, v*"(7,n) is:

v (T,m) = o (%)11/3 %77 sinh(2n) cosh(2n) H(x), (69)

here © = o1, and H(z) satisfies the following equation:

2¢. (—xQH”(ac) + (4a* + 1?730)H'(ac) — (42” + %x + %)H(m)) =

x” + 60xz” + xr° + x +
b2 (8z* + 602 4 1992 + 348z + 270 70

Because of the electromagnetic fields, we force to consider A be dependent on proper time 7 and
rapidity 1. Then, the acceleration parameter is given by:

(@)1 =27 sinn(20) cosh(20) H)
n

Arm) =1+ Ag (2)2/% + (71)

In the above equation, there are three terms. If the Bjorken model is considered with e, = 0, it leads
to A = 1. However, if the Bjorken Model is generalized (v, # ) with e, = 0, then A = 1+ Ag (22)2/3,
Finally, the third term only exists if the plasma has finite electrical conductivity (e, # 0).

Moreover, we can achieve the modification of energy density ¢; from Eq. ([@2). We will explain the
behavior of these physical quantities in the next section.

4 Results and discussions

In this section, we provide a clear insight from the dynamical evolution and features of EM fields,
which are given by Eq. (65]). Besides, we will present the longitudinal evolution of the fluid, which
manifests itself in the form of an acceleration parameter that is the effect of generalized Bjorken
model and considering a finite electrical conductivity in the fluid. The acceleration parameter and the
correction of energy density are obtained from our perturbation approach. These two quantities will
help us in understanding the space-time evolution of the quark-gluon plasma in heavy-ion collisions.



- a=0.1
a=0.01 0.0010} 0t
0.0015} — 0=0fm™" 0=0 fm
= RSN e - 0=0.023fm™| — oo008f \\%\ 77 - 0=0.023fm™" |
> > —_ — = -1
ol W T = — T —.— 0=02fm" | @|o© 0=0.2 fm
ol  0.0010t e o [
= o e B S S 0=0.4 fm™!
=} e ~
~ ~ ——
£ < 00004 & SN TR
= 0.0005) Sl N
0.0002f @@ X, 000 T T T mm==-
0.0000} ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ . 0.0000} ‘ ‘
0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 25 3.0
T [fm]
(a)
=10
a=1 a:
0.0006¢ =0 fm-! —— g=0fm~'
0.0005r v . - 0=0.023 fm—1 i AL X - 0=0.023 fm'1
T e -1
3| © 0.0004] 0=0.2 fm
oLt X oAt =" X\ e 0=0.4 fm™’
S 0.0003f
=
< 0.0002f
0.0001}
0.0000} ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 25 3.0
T [fm]

Figure 1: The evolution of the magnetic field in term of 7 is plotted for different values of o at n =0
with o = 0 (blue solid curve), o = 0.023 fm~! (red dot-dashed curve), o = 0.2 fm~! (black dashed
curve), and o = 0.4 fm~! (green dashed curve). As expected, increasing the electrical conductivity
delays the decay of the magnetic field, which is more notable for & = 0.01 (Fig. 1(a)), and o = 0.1

(Fig. 1(b)).

In order to evaluate the EM fields from Eq. (GH), and to fix the constants by , by, we consider the
initial condition for magnetic field at the mid-rapidity as b(7p,0) = 0.0018GQTV2 [38]. Besides, we need
to assume a simple relation between these two coefficients for the simplicity of our calculation. In
fact, we define |Z—(1)| = « throughout this paper, and we discuss on effects of the different value of o on
the evolution of QGP. Due to the electric field being directed along the negative (positive) direction
at positive (negative) rapidity [39], we choose by with a negative sign. This choice leads us to select
bo with a negative sign too; thus, the magnetic field pointing along the —y direction.

At first, we investigated the dynamical evolution of EM fields. In Fig. 1, for different values of «, we
plot the evolution of b,(7,n) as a function of 7 at 7 = 0. These plots show that the presence of a
conducting medium delays the decay of the magnetic field; however, the a parameter, which comes
from initial conditions, has a significant effect on the delay process of by, (7,7). Fig. 1(a) reports the
evolution of the magnetic field for o = 0.01, and we can see that our result for ¢ = 0.023 fm~! support
previous results in [24]. For larger values of « ( Fig. 1(c) and Fig. 1(d)) the decay behavior of the
magnetic field is not sensitive to the variation of o; thus we select the order of o as 0.01 ~ 0.1 which
the effect of electrical conductivity is remarkable, and we can focus on the dependence of physical
quantities to electrical conductivity.

We present a profile of by(7,n) respect to rapidity for different value of proper times and two values
of o, which is illustrated in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). Here, each curve refers to different values of proper
time from 7 = 0.5 fm to 7 = 3.5 fm. As one can see, the magnetic field increases with rapidity at fix
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Figure 2: The magnetic field in term of 1 at (a) o = 0.023 fm~!, and (b) o = 0.4 fm~1! is plotted
for a = 0.01. In two panels, the solid curves correspond to 7 = 0.5 fm, the dot-dashed curves to
7= 1.5 fm, and the dashed curves to 7 = 3.5 fm. The magnetic field remains constant over passing
the time at a significant limit, and this range is more inclusive for higher electrical conductivity with
the stronger amount of magnetic field (Fig. 2(b)).

time, and it tends to decrease with increasing time. Furthermore, the magnetic field tends to remain
constant over passing the time at a significant limit of 7. The higher the electrical conductivity, the
range of rapidity in which the magnetic field is stable becomes more extensive, and the amount of
magnetic field is more valuable too. A comparison between the curves in these figures shows that the
magnetic field increases around the small rapidities with rising the o, whereas it decreases in large
rapidities.

In Fig. 3, the time evolution of the electric field is shown at n = —1 with different values of the electric
conductivity for « = 0.01 (Fig. 3(a)), and a = 0.1 (Fig. 3(b)). Similarly to the magnetic field, the
electric field decreases with increasing the time, and it drops rapidly for the high value of o. It also
shows the electric field has decreased into a faster decay process for smaller value of « (Fig. 3(a)). We
again consist the value of o depends on initial conditions. Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) are the demonstration of
e (7, ) respect to rapidity 7 for different values of the proper time (from 7 = 0.5 fm up to 7 = 3.5 fm)
by considering two different values of 0. One can see that the electric field is an odd function of n, and
in central rapidity, the electric field is zero. Despite, the electric field is stronger at large rapidities,
this amount for ¢ = 0.4 fm~! (Fig. 4(a)) is smaller than when o = 0.023 fm~! (Fig. 4(b)); thus, the
high conductivity effects on the electric field in fluid, and it will disappear quickly.

It is interesting to explore the acceleration parameter, which is obtained from Eq. (). It consists of
two critical parts: the effect of generalized Bjorken model (GBM) which illustrates that the accelera-
tion parameter is only dependent on the proper time 7, and the influence of existence of EM fields in
the fluid which shows that the acceleration parameter should be considered as a function of 7 and 7.

Fig. 5 is an illustration of evolution of A\(7,7) in term of 7 for different values of rapidity. We choose
the electrical conductivity as ¢ = 0.023 fm~!, and o = 0.01. The EM fields with finite electrical
conductivity create a considerable acceleration with a negative sign, especially at the early times, which
is more significant at large rapidities and fades the effect of generalized Bjorken model. However, in
late time the effect of the EM fields on the acceleration parameter becomes slight, and the acceleration
parameter tends to a fixed amount more than 1. Furthermore, the dependence of the acceleration
parameter to 7 for fixed 7 is demonstrated in Fig. 6. It is seen the acceleration parameter decreases
when the absolute amount of 1 increases; however, for the late time we have a plateau. According to
this plot, increasing 7 decreases the acceleration parameter, and over passing the time, the reducing
process of A(7,7) is happening in an extended range of rapidity.

In order to discuss the dependence of the acceleration parameter on the matter, we investigate the
effects of electric conductivity on the A, because one of the most important proprieties of the QGP is

10
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Figure 3: The time evolution of e, (7, 7) is plotted for two different values of « at n = —1 with 0 =0
(blue solid curve), o = 0.023 fm~! (red dot-dashed curve), o = 0.2 fm~! (black dashed curve), and

o0 =0.4 fm~! (green dashed curve). As one observes, the electric field decreases with increasing the
electrical conductivity in a quicker process, which is more notable for o = 0.01 Fig. 3(a).
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Figure 4: The electric field in term of 7 is outlined at (a) o = 0.023 fm~!, and (b) 0 = 0.4 fm~!

times.
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The value of @ = 0.01 is chosen. In these plots, the solid curves are related to 7 = 0.5 fm, the
dot-dashed curves to 7 = 1.5 fm, and the dashed curves to 7 = 3.5 fm. The electric field is stronger
at large rapidities, but the high conductivity causes that the electric field decays quickly in the earlier
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Figure 5: Acceleration parameter A(7,7) in term of proper time 7 is plotted for o = 0.023 fm ™1
and o = 0.01. The solid curve, dot-dashed curve, and the dashed curve corresponds to n = 0.5,1, 1.5,
respectively. As expected, the acceleration parameter tends to a fixed amount more than 1.
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Figure 6: Acceleration parameter (7, 7) in term of 7 is illustrated for o = 0.023 fm~?!, and a = 0.01
with 7 = 0.5,1.5,3.5 fm (solid, dot-dashed, and dashed curves, respectively). As it turns out,
increasing the 1 decreases the acceleration parameter. Besides at the late time, the reducing process
of A(7,n) is occurring on a broader range of small rapidities.

12



170 @=0.01
—— GBM
=~~.N\N e 0=0.023 fm~"

161 - — g=04fm" |
= RN
= PSRN ---- 0g=0.8 fm™’
<457 )

145

130 \ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ .

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 14 16 1.8
T [fm]

Figure 7: The acceleration parameter A(7,7) in terms of 7 is indicated for n = 1 and « = 0.01. In
this plane, the blue solid curve corresponds to generalized Bjorken model (GBM), the red dot-dashed
curve to o = 0.023 fm™!, the green dashed curve to ¢ = 0.4 fm™!, and the brown dashed curve to
o =0.8 fm~! . As shown, the o influences on the acceleration parameter, and in high conductivity,
it leads to generalized Bjorken model.

its electric conductivity. We know at the mid-rapidity the electric field is zero; therefore, we are not
able to investigate the effect of ¢ on the accelerated fluid. Thus, we consider the effect of electrical
conductivity o on acceleration parameter A\(7,7n) at n = 1. In Fig. 7, the effect of electrical conductivity
on acceleration parameter is studied. Since the electric field is expected to decay much faster in high
conductivity (Fig. 3), the effect of EM fields on the acceleration of fluid is negligible, and A(7,n) tends
to be similar the generalized Bjorken model (v, # %). The remarkable point in our results is that the
acceleration parameter can be found in fluid with high conductivity (or ideal fluid; o — o), too.
Finally, we discuss the effects of the EM fields on energy density. One can obtain the correction of
energy density by Eq. ([@2). We remind the reader that the total energy density is € = €o(7) + €1(7,7)
and the latter is the component that is truly affected by the acceleration of the fluid. Here, if we
consider the homogeneous solution of Eq. ([@H) as v (Eq. (68)), which is the result of generalized
Bjorken flow, the correction of energy density will be disappeared. Thus, the energy density is the
same as the Bjorken model ¢y(7) = eC(T—T“)H‘”. Therefore, the correction of energy density is entirely
affected by EM fields and electrical conductivity.

The ratio of energy density €(7,7)/€o in term of proper time 7 is exhibited in Fig. 8 for o = 0.023 fm !,
and different values of rapidities. As it is evident, the profile of the energy density is very similar to
the acceleration parameter (Fig. 5). In this plot, we make a comparison between the accelerated fluid
and the Bjorken model. We notice that for n = 0 the effect of the EM fields on the energy density
could be ignored. However, the energy density rate decays faster than the Bjorken model at the i = 0,
and early time. Also, in Fig. (9), we demonstrate e(7,7)/€g in term of rapidity for fixed proper times.
One can see that at the early times, the plot has a Gaussian distribution, while at the late time it
becomes a plateau around the small rapidities.

To emphasize the effect of the electrical conductivity on the energy density, we have plotted the
time evolution of €(7,7n)/€p at the mid-rapidity by considering several values of 0. As it is shown in
Fig. 10, the reduction of energy density is modified most significantly at the early times. Due to the
rapid decay of the electric field in high conductivity, the influence of o on the perturbation of energy
density will be disappeared, and the ratio of energy density tends to the Bjorken model. In addition,
€(70,m) /€0 in terms of ) at the fixed proper time 79 = 0.5 fm is illustrated in Fig. 11. According to
this figure, by increasing the value of the electrical conductivity o, the profile of energy density directs
to a plateau because in high conductivity the energy density is not sensitive to the rapidity and its
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Figure 8: The ratio of energy density €(7,71)/€eo in term of 7 is outlined for o = 0.023 fm~!, and
a = 0.01. It is plotted for different rapidities and comparison with Bjorken model. The blue solid
curve is related to Bjorken model (BM), the red solid curve to n = 0, the dot-dashed curve to n = 0.7,
and the dashed curve to n = 1.
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Figure 9: The €(7,n)/€o in term of rapidity n is plotted for o = 0.023 fm~!, and a = 0.01 with
7 =0.5,1.5,3.5 fm (solid, dot-dashed, and dashed curves, respectively). At the late time, the Gaussian
form of energy density transforms to a plateau around the small rapidities.
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Figure 10: The time evolution of the €(,7)/€o is plotted for o = 0.01, and n = 0. The blue solid
curve, the black dashed curve, the green dashed curve, and the brown dashed curve corresponds to
the Bjorken model, ¢ = 0.2 fm™!, 0 = 0.4 fm~!, and o = 0.8 fm ™!, respectively. As one observes,
increasing the electrical conductivity causes that the decrease of the energy density becomes negligible
and leads to the Bjorken model.

behavior leads to the Bjorken model.

4.1 The transverse velocity and transverse momentum spectrum in the
presence of electromagnetic fields

In the previous sections, we have obtained analytical solutions for the EM fields and energy density.
Now we can use these results to estimate the transverse momentum spectrum emerging from the
magneto-hydrodynamic solutions. In order to simplify our calculation, we ignore the acceleration
effects on the fluid and assume the longitudinally boost-invariant expansion at freeze out temperature.
Moreover, We assume that the effects of the electromagnetic field are small in the sense that the velocity
of charged particles resulting from the presence of the electromagnetic field is much smaller than the
velocity of the longitudinal expansion of the plasma.

To examine the effects of electromagnetic fields on the transverse momentum spectrum, we need to
obtain the velocity of charged particles such as proton and pion in the spectrum. From E and the
electrical conductivity o it would be straightforward to take the electric current density as: J=oE.
However, for our purposes, what we need is the transverse velocity which is created by the current
density. Besides, we know that when an electric field is established in a conductivity fluid, the charge
carriers (assumed positive) acquire a drift speed in the direction of the electric field and this velocity
is related to the current density by: J= nqu, where n is the particle density. In the local fluid rest
frame, we look for stationary currents for the u and d quarks and antiquarks. Thus, with setting
q = +2e/3 for u and ¢ = +e/3 for d, the charge density which is created by the positively charged

species obtains as:
J=Zn,et, + lngef}’cj:en(g 17u+117(2) = en? (72)
3 3 3 3
For simplicity, we assume that the particle density for quarks and antiquarks are the same, and these
particles have a similar share in the transverse velocity of the fluid. With these assumptions, the

transverse velocity becomes:
o€y

Ve =

s (73)
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Figure 11: The ratio of energy density €(7,7n)/eo in term of 7 is plotted for o« = 0.01 at early proper
time 7 = 0.5 fm. The black, green, and brown dashed curves correspond to ¢ = 0.2,0.4,0.8 fm™!,
respectively. The profile of €(7,7) /€y tends to a plateau in high conductivity.

where e, can be taken from Eq. (63]).

In order to investigate the effects of the conductivity of fluid on the hadron spectra, we calculate
the hadron spectra for the pions and the protons. we follow the standard prescription which was
developed by Cooper and Frye.

The final transverse spectrum is calculated at the freeze-out surface via the Cooper-Frye(CF) formula
is given by [24, 140]:

gi [*7 My, MUy |
S =2 K I, d 74
27 Jo mraL7s(wL) 1( Ty ) 0( Ty ) i (7)

where ur = 1, uy, = YUz = Vg, and 77(z1) is the solution of the T'(ry,z,) = Ty, where T is
the temperature at the freeze-out surface. It is the isothermal surface in space-time at which the
temperature of the inviscid fluid is related to the energy density as T o €'/* and for the energy
density, the relation € = €y(7) + €1(7,n) is applied where €1(7,7) is the correction of energy density
and is obtained from Eq. ([@2)). Also, pr is the detected transverse momentum, mr = y/m? + p3 the
corresponding transverse mass and g; = 2 is degeneracy factor for the proton or pion.

The transverse spectrum Eq. () is illustrated in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 for three different values of
electrical conductivity and compared with experimental results obtained at PHENIX [41] in non-
central Au-Au collisions. Here, we consider Ty = 130MeV. Our spectrum obtained from the above
calculations is not in a good agreement with experimental data, but appears to underestimate the
experimental data, and their behavior with pr has the correct trend of a monotonically decrease.
Although the conductivity has a significant effect on the electric field, magnetic field and energy
density, the final spectrum is not sensitive to o parameter.

5 Conclusion and outlook

The magnitudes and the evolution of electromagnetic fields play a crucial role in estimations of possible
observable effects of the de-confinement and chiral phase transitions in heavy-ion collisions. There
have been many works that have investigated the electromagnetic field strength and their evolution.
It has been known in the initial stage, the magnitude of the magnetic field falls rapidly with time
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corresponds to PHENIX data.
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(|By| ~ 7—13), however, the presence of the hot quark-gluon plasma (QGP) may increase the lifetime of
the strong magnetic field.

In the present work, we have studied 141 longitudinal acceleration expansion motion of a fluid with
the electrical conductivity ¢ in the magneto-hydrodynamic framework in the presence of EM fields.
Making use of Milne coordinates, in our setup, the magnetic field pointed in y and the electric field
pointed in x directions. We assume the Bjorken form of the fluid velocity in the longitudinal direction
and the effect of the electromagnetic field on the longitudinal expansion of the fluid as a perturbation.
This perturbation results in a correction in the energy density of the fluid. Since we are interested
in the longitudinal expansion, all quantities depended on proper time 7 and space-time rapidity 7.
By applying the initial conditions in Maxwell’s equations, we computed analytical solutions for the
electric and magnetic fields in the conducting fluid with the electrical conductivity o, and the energy
and Euler equations provided us an accurate description of the rapidity of fluid and the perturbation
of the energy density.

We have shown the time evolution of the magnetic and electric fields respect to the 7 and n variables
and the effect of o parameter in the evolution. The analytical results are in a satisfactory agreement
with the previous ones, which in the ideal RMHD is considered, and the electrical conductivity is
infinite. Besides, we found a picture of the evolution of the rapidity of fluid and energy density. Our
analytic solutions are worth in order to acquire deeper understandings for more realistic numerical
results.
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