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The hot and dense hadronic medium formed during the heavy-ion collisions at the RHIC and
LHC energies can show thermoelectric effects in the presence of temperature gradients and non-zero
baryon chemical potential. In this article we study the thermoelectric coefficients of an interacting
hot and dense hadron gas using the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) under the
relaxation time approximation (RTA). We discuss the thermoelectric properties within different
frameworks of Hardon Resonance Gas (HRG) models. In the presence of an external magnetic
field, the thermoelectric coefficients become anisotropic, which leads to Hall-like thermoelectric
coefficients, namely Nernst coefficients, along with the magneto-Seebeck coefficients. For the first
time, we also estimate the Thomson coefficient of the medium, which comes into the picture due to
the temperature dependence of the Seebeck coefficient of the medium. In the context of studying
the thermoelectric generator performance, we calculate the values of the thermoelectric figure of

merit of the medium.
I. INTRODUCTION

In heavy-ion collision experiments like the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) or the Relativistic Heavy Ion
Collider (RHIC), a deconfined state of nuclear matter
can be produced at extremely high temperatures (7'
and/or baryon chemical potentials (up). This thermal-
ized state of matter is called quark-gluon plasma (QGP).
QGP evolves [Il 2] and cools down rapidly, producing
a hot and dense hadronic matter that later freezes out
leading the detection of long-lived final-state particles.
Studying the hadronic phase followed by the hadroniza-
tion process is crucial for understanding the full evolution
of heavy-ion collisions and extracting hidden information
about the properties of dense nuclear matter. Due to the
extreme energy density in the initial phase, the system
continues to expand and cool down rapidly. Hence, the
temperature gradients develop both in space and time.
The temperature decreases with an increase in spatial
distance from the collision point, which leads to the ra-
dial temperature gradients. This temperature gradient
plays a significant role in heavy-ion collisions because it,
in turn, affects the evolution of the system. Currently,
researchers are interested in understanding how the ther-
moelectric properties of the hot hadron gas influence the
evolution of collision dynamics.

The thermoelectric properties refer to the response of
a material to a temperature gradient, which can generate
an electric potential difference subjected to this temper-
ature gradient [3]. A baryon current is produced in the
medium at finite baryon chemical potential. Similarly,
a charge current will also be produced due to the pres-
ence of charges. Due to the baryon and charge currents
in the medium, thermal and electrical transport proper-
ties are of significant interest in the study of heavy-ion
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collisions [4 [5]. The thermoelectric effects are propor-
tional to the derivative of conductivity, and they are gen-
erally considered more sensitive to the responses to ap-
plied external fields. When thermoelectric coefficients are
non-zero, temperature and chemical potential gradients
in a conductor can drive an electric current. The See-
beck coefficient measures a material’s efficiency in con-
verting these gradients into electric current and is de-
fined under “open circuit” conditions, where the net cur-
rent is zero [6]. This coefficient has been widely studied
in condensed matter systems, including superconductors,
quantum dot-coupled Majorana bound states, and vari-
ous junctions and materials [THI0]. These thermoelectric
transport properties of hot and dense hadron gas have
been studied theoretically using various approaches such
as relativistic kinetic theory [ITHI3], hydrodynamics [14-
16], and lattice QCD simulations [I7, [18]. For some situ-
ations, the Seebeck coefficient is not constant but shows a
gradient with the temperature gradient. When a current
drives through this gradient, the Thomson coefficient can
be observed, which describes how much heat is absorbed
or released. The amount of heat exchange depends on
the medium’s properties and the direction of both the
current and temperature gradient.

In the peripheral heavy-ion collisions, a strong but
transient magnetic field is produced due to the relativis-
tic motion of the charged spectators. The order of this
external magnetic field can reach up to m2 ~ 10'® G in
Au-Au collisions at RHIC and 15 m2 in Pb-Pb collisions
at the LHC [19, 20]. Without any thermalized medium,
this external magnetic field decays rapidly. But, in the
presence of a thermalized medium, there is a finite elec-
trical conductivity, which, by the Faraday law, produces
an induced magnetic field in the direction of the exter-
nal field [2I]. This results in the external magnetic field
decaying relatively slowly to sufficiently impact the ther-
modynamic and transport properties of the hot hadronic
matter. The effect of magnetic fields on electrical and
thermal conductivities has been explored thoroughly in



literature [4, 22, 23]. This means that in the presence of a
nonvanishing electromagnetic field, the thermoelectric ef-
fects will be modified, and one can estimate the magneto-
Seebeck coefficient and the Nernst coefficient. Unlike the
Seebeck coefficient, the Nernst coefficient is a Hall-type
thermoelectric coefficient that becomes nonzero only in
the presence of a finite magnetic field. When a con-
ducting medium is exposed to a magnetic field, and a
temperature gradient is applied perpendicular to it, the
Nernst coefficient characterizes the resulting electric cur-
rent, which is oriented normally to both the magnetic
field and the temperature gradient [6]. It has been pre-
viously explored in a hot and dense hadronic medium
within the hadron resonance gas model [13, 24]. More-
over, in ref. [25], the authors have investigated the effects
of magneto-thermoelectric properties on the diffusion of
conserved charges.

In relativistic systems, the thermoelectric formalism
differs notably from the nonrelativistic cases: here, ther-
mal current requires a conserved number current, like
the baryon number in QCD. This distinction affects the
behavior of thermoelectric coefficients, as shown in stud-
ies of hadronic matter via the HRG model [12]. Stud-
ies in isotropic [26] and anisotropic [27, 28] QGP sys-
tems have also explored this, although using perturba-
tive QCD, which is more applicable at very high tem-
peratures. Near the QCD transition temperature (7.),
nonperturbative effects are relevant, as the QCD vac-
uum structure is nontrivial, influenced by chiral symme-
try breaking and confinement-related condensates. How-
ever, understanding the thermoelectric properties of the
hadronic medium is also of equal importance. To under-
stand the hot and dense hadronic matter formed in rel-
ativistic heavy-ion collisions, the ideal hadron resonance
gas (IHRG) model is a widely used model. It explains
the lattice QCD (1QCD) estimations of thermodynamic
variables up to T ~ 150 MeV [29] [30], after which the
hadrons start to melt, and the disagreements between the
THRG and 1QCD appear. Unlike the 1QCD, which breaks
down at very high pp [31 B2], the THRG model can
be used to study highly dense hadronic or nuclear mat-
ter. However, the ideal HRG model is unable to explain
the higher-order fluctuations of conserved charges, which
have been predicted from the 1QCD [33H35]. Thus, later
on, better alternatives to the simplistic I[HRG model have
been explored extensively. One such widely used model
is the excluded volume hadron resonance gas (EVHRG)
model [36]. In this model, the hadrons have some fi-
nite radius and thus exert an outward pressure, which
is the result of the excluded volume of the hadrons.
EVHRG model explains the thermodynamic properties
and the conserved charged fluctuations of the hadronic
matter very well, giving a good agreement with the 1QCD
data [36H39]. There are also other models, such as the
repulsive mean-field hadron resonance gas (RMFHRG)
model [40] 4], which uses a potential term to introduce
the repulsive interaction between the hadrons. Recently,
a new model has been explored called the van der Waals

hadron resonance gas (VDWHRG) model [42], [43], which
takes into account both attractive and repulsive interac-
tions between the hadrons. It has been found that the
VDWHRG model is the most reliable HRG model, which
agrees with the 1QCD estimations [43] 44]. It also gives
a second-order liquid-gas phase transition critical point
at very high pp [45], which can help study dense nuclear
matter present in neutron stars.

In this article, we offer a detailed examination of the
thermoelectric properties and associated transport co-
efficients of the hot and dense hadronic medium both
in the presence and absence of an external magnetic
field. We have used four different formalisms, namely,
the THRG, EVHRG, RMFHRG and VDWHRG, to es-
timate the thermoelectric coefficients. Further, we also
discuss the thermoelectric generator performance of the
medium in terms of the thermoelectric figure of merit.
This article is organized in the following manner. Sec.
briefly gives the derivation of thermoelectric coeffi-
cients with and without an external magnetic field. Sec.
(ITI) discusses the results in detail and finally, in Sec.
(IV]), we summarize the study with possible outlooks.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we discuss the hadron resonance gas
model and its extended versions that we use to calculate
the thermoelectric coefficients of hot and dense hadron
gas. We calculate these coefficients both in the absence
and presence of an external magnetic field by using the
Boltzmann transport equation under relaxation time ap-
proximation. For all our calculations, we have taken all
the hadrons and their resonances up to the mass cut-off
of 2.6 GeV from the particle data group [46].

A. Hadron Resonance Gas model

The Hadron Resonance Gas (HRG) model is a theo-
retical framework used in high-energy nuclear physics to
describe the thermodynamic properties of strongly inter-
acting matter in the hadronic phase. The HRG model as-
sumes that the hadronic matter is in thermal equilibrium,
meaning that the temperature, chemical potential, and
other thermodynamic variables are well-defined through-
out the system. The various HRG models are discussed
here.

1. Ideal Hadron Resonance Gas Model (IHRG)

The THRG model assumes that a system of hadrons
and resonances behaves like an ideal gas, meaning that
the particles do not interact with each other and are con-
sidered to be point particles. The grand canonical par-
tition function for an ideal hadron resonance gas can be



written as [47],

ng

InZ* = / E2dk; In{1exp[—(w;—ui)/T]}. (1)

Here, g; is the degeneracy, k; is momentum, m; is the
mass and w; = /k? +m? is energy of the i*® hadron
species. The =+ sign corresponds to fermions and bosons,
respectively. p; denotes the corresponding chemical po-
tential, which is given by

Hi = biup, (2)

where baryon chemical potential is given by pp and b;
denotes the baryon number of the i*" hadron. Here, we
have considered a simple case by taking vanishing charge
and strangeness chemical potential, i.e., ng = ps = 0.
The pressure P;, energy density ¢;, and number density
n; can now be obtained from the partition function, given
as,
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2. Ezcluded Volume Hadron Resonance Gas Model
(EVHRG)

The Excluded Volume Hadron Resonance Gas

(EVHRG) model is an extension of the ideal Hadron Res-
onance Gas (IHRG) model that takes into account the
finite size of hadrons. Meanwhile, in an THRG model,
hadrons are treated as point-like particles without consid-
ering their physical volume. The EVHRG model incor-
porates repulsive interactions by introducing an excluded
volume for hadrons, preventing overlap and thereby pro-
viding a more realistic description of hot and dense
hadronic matter created in heavy-ion collisions. In ther-
modynamically consistent excluded volume formulation,
the transcendental equation for the pressure can be writ-
ten as [48] [49)

PPY(T, p) = PYT, i), (6)
where p* = p—vPEV (T, 11) is an effective chemical poten-
tial with v as the parameter corresponding to a proper
volume of the particle. At high temperatures and low
densities, this prescription is equivalent to multiplying
a suppression factor of exp(—vPFV /T) to the pressure
in the Boltzmann approximation. Therefore, the pres-
sure in the excluded volume hadron resonance gas model
becomes

—oPEV (1,u)
T

PEY(T,p) = e PYT, ), (7)

where P in Boltzmann approximation can be written

gl m2T2K <m>cosh</;>. (8)

Ko is the modified Bessel’s function of second order.
Other thermodynamical quantities can be readily ob-
tained from Eq. @ by taking appropriate derivatives.
The number density and energy density, respectively, can
be written as [48]

Pzd

nid (T, pu*
V(T7M)221+21(z, u(;u) Y
V(T, M) — Z I Zi 7(}?;1;;(;7 N*) . (10)

8. wan der Waals Hadron Resonance Gas Model
(VDWHRG)

The van der Waals HRG model is a minimal-
interaction extension of the IHRG model, which includes
attractive interactions along with repulsive interactions
due to the excluded volume of the hadrons. These inter-
actions are assumed to exist between all pairs of baryons
and all pairs of antibaryons. We incorporate repulsive
interactions among the mesons, whereas the attractive
interactions are assumed to be taken care of by consider-
ing the resonances in the model [47, 50]. The baryon-
antibaryon and meson-(anti)baryon VDW interactions
are neglected. The van der Waals equation of state can
be written as [44) [47]

(p " @7)2&) (V— Nb) = NT.

where parameters a and b (positive) are the VDW param-
eters that describe attractive and repulsive interactions.
The system’s pressure, volume, temperature, and number
of particles are denoted by P, V, T, and N, respectively.

One can simplify the above equation in terms of the
number density, n = N/V as

nT 9
1—bn ans

The repulsive interactions are included in the first term
of Eq. by replacing the total volume V with the ef-
fective volume available to particles using the proper vol-
ume parameter b = 16773 /3, r being the particle hard-
core radius. The second term takes care of the attractive
interactions between particles.

(11)

P(T,n) =

(12)



The VDW equation of state in the grand canonical
ensemble can then be written as [44] [51]

P(T’ :u) - Pid(Tv NJ*) - anz(T7 :LL)a (13)

where the n(T, ) is the particle number density of the
VDW hadron gas and is given by

Do ngd(T, ©i)

n(T, pu) = (14)

T4 b5 (T, )
Here, p* is the modified chemical potential given by
" = p—bP(T, p) — abn®(T, p) + 2an(T, p).  (15)
Now, energy density (T, 1) can be obtained as,
el (T, u3)
(T, ) = — 2 —ar¥(Top). (16)

L+b 32, ni (T, p)

The total pressure in the VDWHRG model comes from
the mesons, baryons, and anti-baryons separately be-
cause of the interaction and is given by [43] 44]

P(Tnu):PJM(TMU)_FPB(TMUJ)+PB(T’N)7 (17)

where the P (T, p), Pp()(T, ) are the contributions to
pressure from mesons and (anti)baryons, respectively and
are given by,

= Z Pz‘id(T (18)
ieM

= Z Piid(T7 IU’*B) - an%<T7 :U’)7 (19)
i€B

Pp(T,p) =Y PIUT, p*P) —anf (T, ). (20)
i€EB

Here, M, B, and B represent mesons, baryons, and
anti-baryons. p*M is the modified chemical potential of
mesons because of the excluded volume correction (bas),
and p*B and p*P are the modified chemical potentials
of baryons and anti-baryons due to VDW interactions (a
and b) [52]. The modified chemical potential for mesons
and (anti)baryons can be obtained from Eq. and

Eq. ( . as,
M = —bp Pay (T, ),
BB = BB — bg Py g (T, )

(21)

— aanzB(B) + 2&713(3),
(22)
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where nys, np and ng are the modified number densities
of mesons, baryons and anti-baryons, respectively, which
are given by

ZiEM n'ZL:d(T7 M?M)

T, p) = : , 23
M( :u) 1+ bM ZieM @d(T M*M) ( )
B(B)
d(T,
1+bp ZieB(B) AT, u; PPy

4. Repulsive Mean-Field Hadron Resonance Gas Model
(RMFHRG)

The RMF corrections are often implemented within
a mean-field approximation, where the repulsive inter-
actions are treated as an effective mean field acting on
each hadron. This mean field modifies the single-particle
energies of the hadrons, affecting their thermodynamic
properties such as the equation of state, pressure, and
density. A repulsive mean-field approach is utilized to
incorporate the effects of repulsive interactions among
hadrons, as it was used in Refs. [40] [41] and recently, in
the case of baryons in Ref.[53]. In this approach, it is
assumed that the repulsive interactions lead to a shift in
the single particle energy and is given by

0 =\ Kk +mi+U(n) = wi +U(n),

where the potential energy U characterizes the repulsive
interaction between hadrons and depends on the total
hadron density n. For a given hadron potential V(r),
the potential energy can be expressed as U(n) = Kn.
The phenomenological parameter K is determined by
integrating the potential V(r) over the spatial volume
[0, @1].

In this work, we assign different repulsive interaction
parameters for baryons and mesons. We denote the
mean-field parameter for baryons (B) and anti-baryons
(B) by Kp, while for mesons we denote it by Kj;. Thus,
for baryons (antibaryons)

(25)

U(npiay) = Kenppy, (26)

and for mesons

U(HM) = KMTLM.

The repulsion parameter K = 0.450 GeV fm? is taken
the same for all (anti)baryons and Ky = 0.050 GeV fm3
for all mesons as in Ref. [53]. The total hadron number
density is

(27)

n(T,u):Zna:nB+ng+nM, (28)

a

where n; is the number density of i*" hadronic species.
Note that np, ng, and nj; are total baryon, antibaryon
and meson number densities, respectively. Explicitly, for

baryons,
k2dk;
"B = Z / “’1_“eff C(eimeig)y

zEB T + 1

(29)

where the sum is over all the baryons. Here, plg = bipup—
U(np) is the baryon effective chemical potential, with b;
being the baryonic number of i*® baryon and pp, the
baryon chemical potential. Similarly, for antibaryons

e [ Rk
"B = Z 2m2 /0 e(erﬂlff) ’

+1

(30)



where fi'y = (bjup — U(npg)) is an antibaryon effective

chemical potential with b; = —b;. For mesons,
k2dk;
o 271'2 KM”M) 1’ (31)

where the sum is over all the mesons. Note that y = 0
for mesons since the baryon charge is zero for them.
The total (anti)baryon energy density is

k dk;&;
EB{B} - Z 271.2 wl ueff{ueff})
i€B{B} +1
+ ¢B{B}(HB{B})’ (32)

and for mesons

k? dkl i
w=2 s [T B oy,

ieM

where ¢(n) represents the energy density correction to
avoid double counting the potential. One can determine
it by using the condition that @; = 3‘9—7‘2. After doing
the derivative of baryon energy density with respect to
baryon net number density and using Eq. , we get

99 p(B}
= 7KBT7J Bl 34
T 5(5) (34
and hence
1 2
¢5(np(py) = — 5 KBNp 5y (35)

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

1

b (na) = —§KMn?W. (36)

The pressure of the gas can now be readily obtained.

For baryons
/ kd?k; m[

—dpBy(npeay),  (37)

=7 > 3

ZEB{B}
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and for mesons

:T%;W/) k2dkln[1+e ﬂ dar(nar)-
(38)

B. Thermoelectric coefficients in the absence of
magnetic field.

To study the thermoelectric coefficients of hot and
dense hadron gas in the absence of a magnetic field, we

consider the Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) un-
der relaxation time approximation (RTA). Under RTA,
the Boltzmann equation can be interpreted as a linear
expansion of the single-particle total distribution func-
tion (f;) around the single-particle equilibrium distri-
bution function (fY). Here, (f;) can be written as
fi= [P+ 8f;, where (§f;) represents the deviation from
equilibrium. The total single-particle distribution func-
tion for i*" species at equilibrium, which is given by

1= T T (39)
T

=2
where w; = \/k; +m? is the single particle energy, up

is the baryon chemical potential, b; denotes the baryon
number of i*" particle, e.g. for baryons b; = 1, for an-
tibaryons b; = —1 and for mesons b; = 0. The + sign
stands for fermions and bosons, respectively. In local
thermodynamic equilibrium, the spatial dependence of
the distribution functions appears due to spatial gradi-
ents of temperature and baryon chemical potential. The
linearized BTE under RTA in the local rest frame (LRF),
for particle species i can be written as [4} [13],

ofi
ot

Ofi _ Sfild, ki)
)

.+ qE. Ofuli, ki)
8/@ T;%(k’l

;o (40)

where T}i% denotes the relaxation time of the particle
species i. The equilibrium distribution function satisfies,

af() af() 3fZO B _fio(l = fzo)
ok, awl’ Ow; T ’

(41)

b = ky Jw; is the velocity of the particle. The gradient
of the equilibrium distribution function V f can be ex-
pressed as,

ﬁf?:T{wiﬁ <;‘F> —bv( )}gf}o (42)

Using the Gibbs-Duhem relation, we then have,

ﬁf?:—%( bh) VTT (43)

where h = £ is the enthalpy per particle, e, P, and n
are total energy density, total pressure, and net baryon
density of the system, respectively. With leading order
contribution, we can consider an ansatz of d f; as [4]

- afo

5fi = (- S (14)

The general form of unknown vector Q) can be assumed
as a linear combination of perturbing forces leading the
medium out of thermal equilibrium as

Q= E+aVT . (45)



The unknown coefficients «; (j = 1,2) determine the
strength of the respective gradient force fields derlng
the system away from equilibrium. Using Eq.(43) and
Eq.(41) in Eq.(40 ., we can write the deviation of the
equlhbrlum distribution function as,

ofi = TRng [qz(E 2)(@)@.64. (46)

According to kinetic theory, the electric current () of
the system can be defined using the deviation from the
equilibrium distribution function ¢ f; as,

=3 /

3 qzvz(sfz

0
awi
gi ki o wi —bih 3in =
2t 5 )STqu’Ui (T >( Ber VT.
(47)
In the above equation, we have used (viv!) = 0264,

Here, the sum is over all the baryons, antl-baryons, and
mesons. Also, for a relativistic system, the thermal cur-
rent is defined with reference to the conserved baryon
current. The thermal current arises when energy flows
relative to the baryonic enthalpy. Hence, the heat cur-
rent of the hot hadronic medium can be defined as [54],

1_2%/
Zgl

SO / (dk) vl

d i "7 (i — bih) 8. (43)

Use equation [46] into [48]

gz dk . 2

w51

I_

0
dk 12 i—bih)Q (gfz>
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We can define the Seebeck coefficient S using Eq. by
setting j = 0 so that the electric field and temperature
gradient become proportional to each other. Here, the

proportionality factor is known as the Seebeck coefficient
[6]. Hence from Eq.([d7) we get,

<

T.

(49)

= SVT, (50)

hence,
Z QIf(zﬂ TRaiV; (W i_bih)( gil)
Y% S Ghshaie (5
S\ 2 . .
> 37 f (gﬂ)sTRQz (wl) (wi = bih) [ (1 F f7)
13Tf(27r)3Tqu (w) fo(l:FfO)
T,/T?

= )T (51)

Where, the electrical conductivity o.; can be identified

from Eq. as,

L\ 2
o (j) PO, (2)

and the integral Z; in Eq. is,

dk;

- () (wi = bih) fF(LF £7).
(53)

Here, the Seebeck coeflicient can be both positive or neg-
ative because the numerator depends linearly on an elec-
tric charge while the integrand itself is not necessarily
positive definite. As the Seebeck coefficient (S) is tem-
perature dependent, the Thomson effect originates in the
medium. The Thomson coefficient (T'h) is related to the
Seebeck coeflicient as
dS

Th=T IT (54)
The above relation is usually known as the first Thom-
son relation, and it can be derived from energy conser-
vation [65]. The electric current and heat current can
modify due to these thermoelectric coefficients as,

j=0uE — 06,SVT. (55)
I =TouSE — koVT, (56)

where kg is the coefficient of the thermal conductivity
and is expressed as [4],

3T2 /

Using Eq. and Eq., we can express the heat cur-
rent I in terms of electric current jin the following way,

¢< > (w; — bh)? f2(1 ¥ f2).
(57)

I =T8j — (ko — TouS?) VT. (58)

The three transport coefficients, namely S, o.;, and kg,
are closely related to each other because of the common



factors such as mobility and concentration of medium
constituents. The thermoelectric performance of any
thermoelectric material can be measured by using the di-
mensionless quantity named as the figure of merit (Z7T),
given as [56]

S2O'elT
Ko '

ZT = (59)
It is to be noted that mesons contribute through the total
enthalpy of the system as well as in the total electrical
conductivity of the system, which enters the denominator
of the Eq.. The presence of a magnetic field makes
this picture more complicated, which we discuss in the
next section.

C. Thermoelectric coefficients in the presence of
magnetic field.

The RBTE for a single hadron species under RTA in
the presence of an electromagnetic field can be expressed
as,

8fl = afz ) =g 8fz o _%
T —I—UZ.(%C_;—FQZ (E—i—vsz) = T}Z‘%’ (60)

To solve the RBTE as given in Eq. we take an
ansatz to express the deviation of the distribution func-
tion from the equilibrium in the following way,
aff
Owi ’

8f; = (ki ©) (61)
with O being related to a temperature gradient, electric
field, the magnetic field and in general, can be written
as,

—

ﬁ :a1E+ agé + Ozg(E X é) + 05467—' + Oé5<ﬁT X é)
+ (VT x E). (62)

Using Eq. and RBTE as given in Eq. can be
expressed as,

Ui.[— or (“" ;bih>VT} +¢;(E.%) or?

Ow; Ow;
= ofy wi . 5 Off
— q;U;.(Q % )&u, = —%(UZ.Q) Bo; (63)

By usmg Q as given in Eq. ., RBTE as given in
Eq , can be exprebsed as [6],

qi(vi.E) — 4q;T;. (VT x B) — a5ql(§T.§)(17i.
+ a5qi(17i.€T) — agqi(VT.B)(vi.E) + a6Qi( .

) (w—bh) (6:97) = - % [%(m?) +ax(5;.B)
T R

+ agﬁi.(ﬁ X é) + 014(17261—') + 0451_1’1‘.(61—’ X é)—F

agT;. (VT x E)] . (64)

Comparing the coefficients of different tensor structures
on both sides of Eq. we get,

Qg = 0, (65)
¢ FE+ azq; B = —W*ZOm (66)
TR

as = a7, (67)
oy = asthQe, (E.B) + b75Q., (VT.B),  (68)
a5 = QCiTRO@, (69)

Ti w; — blh i
ay = w—lj (T) — O‘5TRQC¢' (70)
where Q., = q:}_ represents the cyclotron frequency of
the particle with electric charge ¢;. Using Egs.(66) to

Eq.(70| . we get
14 (Q¢,7h)?
7'}% Ww; — bzh 1

=& —, 72
w2 ) raE ®

Using a3 and a4 as given in Eq. and Eq., we can
write deviation from the equilibrium distribution func-
tion as,

1+ (Qe,Th)

off
B awi
(73)

).

Now, we can express the electrical current and the heat
current using ¢ f; as given in Eq. as,

- / Calbl,

B gzqz/ viTh
27r31—|—(Q )2

{qzé”E + qi(Qe; )

ljky k i iN27037 i w; — bh 1 OT
€W E? 4 q;(Qe, TR)“ W' W EY — (T ){(Waxj
oT or aoff
Liky k Ui _ 2
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Here, to simplify the further calculation, we can choose

the magnetic field along the z direction. The direction of

the electric field and the temperature gradient are per-

pendicular to the z axisi.e. it is in the x —y plane. Under

these conditions, the components of the electric current

in the = — y plane are given as,
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Eq. and can be written in a compact form by
introducing the following integrals,

2

&k h i af?
Hy, = 3 (2m)3 1+ (Q )2 <Wz2> (— (%)i)’ (78)
. , -2
Y Bk TH(Qe,Th) ki 7(’97]20
g 9 [ R T ki R )
3773 (2m)3 1+ (Qe,75)2 \ w? Ow;
, . ~2
_ i [ Phi hwi(QeTR) (ki Of)
Ha = 3 @n)3 1+ (Q7h)? \ w? ( Ow; )-8

The 1ntegrals as given in Eq.(78)-Eq.(81) allows us to
write Eq.(76]) and Eq. ., respectlvely, as
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dr
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Here, in the presence of a magnetic field, the magneto-Seebeck coefficient (Sg) can be determined by setting j, =
jy = 0 so that the electric field becomes proportional to the temperature gradient. For j, = 0 and j, = 0 we can
solve Eq. and to get B, and E, in terms of temperature gradients % and % as,
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Eq. and can be written in a compact form in the
following way,
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here one can identify the magneto-Seebeck coefficient as,
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Here, we have identified the electrical conductivity in the
presence of a magnetic field and the Hall conductivity
as oo = . q?Hy, and oy = >, ¢?Ho, respectlvely [@].
The integrals Z3; and Zyo in Egs.(87)) and (88)) are defined
as g1 = »_,¢;(Hs, — b;hHy,) and Zyp = Z qi(Hy, —
b;hHs,). Note that in the absence of a magnetic field,
integrals Hy, and H,, are identically zero. Hence, the
normalized Nernst coefficient vanishes in the absence of a
magnetic field, and the magneto-Seebeck coefficient turns
into the Seebeck coefficient in the absence of a magnetic
field as given in Eq..

In the above calculation, for the sake of simplicity, we
take the thermal averaged relaxation time after integrat-
ing energy-dependent relaxation time over the equilib-
rium distribution function. The thermal averaged relax-
ation time (%) for ith hadron species can be expressed

(ow/T)?

in terms of scattering cross-section as [13],
—1
= Z n;(oijviz) (89)
J

where,
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here, 0 = 4mr? is the total scattering cross-section for
the hard spheres, and it is independent of both tempera-
ture and baryon chemical potential. /1, Ko are modified
Bessel functions of the first and second order.



III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We take the different versions of hadron resonance gas
models with discrete particle spectrum, including all the
hadrons and their resonances up to the mass cutoff A =
2.6 GeV [46]. The hard-scattering approximation is used
to estimate the relaxation time of the hadrons. Here,
we consider a uniform radius, r,, = 0.2 fm for mesons
and 7,5 = 0.62 fm for baryons and anti-baryons [47].
For the VDWHRG model, the van der Waals parameters
are taken as a = 0.926 GeV fm? and b = (16/3)7r3 [44]
47]. In this section, we present the results for different
thermoelectric coefficients of a hot and dense hadron gas
both in the absence and presence of a nonzero external
magnetic field.

A. In the absence of magnetic field

Fig. [1] shows the Seebeck coefficient, S as a function
of temperature for three different baryon chemical po-
tentials at 0.10, 0.30, and 0.40 GeV, in the absence of an
external magnetic field. The Seebeck coefficient obtained
in the ITHRG model is shown by a black solid line, whereas
the red dotted line represents the EVHRG model. The
green and cyan dashed lines represent the results for the
RMFHRG and VDWHRG models, respectively. Here,
we observe that for the given range of temperature, S
is negative for a hot hadron gas, and is universally de-
creasing with an increase in temperature. However, the
degree of decrease depends on the model. The heat flow
for a relativistic system can only be defined for any con-
served current. For the case of hadron gas, the heat cur-
rent corresponds to the net baryon current. It is to be
noted that baryons have a dominant contribution to the
Seebeck coefficient, whereas the contribution of mesons
comes only through the enthalpy of the system. For the
case of HRG models, the entropy production for lighter
mesons like pions, kaons, etc., is substantial. Therefore,
the enthalpy per baryon (h) exceeds the single particle
energy (w;), hence the term (w; — b;h) in Z; /T? becomes
negative in Eq. , and as a result, S becomes negative.
The negative sign of S indicates that the induced electric
field in the medium is aligned opposite to the tempera-
ture gradient. For the condensed matter systems, S can
be both positive or negative corresponding to the contri-
bution of holes and electrons, respectively. In our case,
we observe that the scaled electrical conductivity, oe; /T,
decreases as a function of temperature, in line with what
was observed in earlier studies [4 03], [47, 57]. There-
fore, the magnitude of the Seebeck coefficient increases
as a function of temperature but in a negative direction.
As shown in the left panel of Fig. [} results from all the
models coincide up to a temperature T' ~ 0.14 GeV, after
which deviations are observed. The effect of interactions
between the hadrons seems to be prominent after this
temperature. One can observe from Fig. [I]that as pp in-
creases, S increases for all the models and the deviation
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from each model starts appearing even at low temper-
atures; around 7' ~ 0.12 GeV for up = 0.30 GeV and
T =~ 0.11 GeV for up = 0.40 GeV.

In Fig. 2] we compare our results of the Seebeck coef-
ficient with those obtained in different phenomenological
works at up = 0.10 GeV. The S obtained in Ref. [13] us-
ing the IHRG model (Magenta dotted line) is found to be
less in magnitude as compared to our results. This can be
attributed to the use of different hadronic radii for the
hard-sphere scattering cross-section to estimate the re-
laxation time. In Ref. [13], a uniform radius, rp, = 0.3 fm,
is taken for all the hadrons, whereas we choose ry; = 0.2
fm for mesons and rp = 0.62 fm for (anti)baryons, which
give a better description for mesons and baryons. The
result from the Nambu—Jona Lasinio (NJL) model [5§]
for the confined phase is shown in a dotted dashed blue
line.

Fig. [3] represents the Thomson coefficient, Th as a
function of temperature for the same baryon chemical
potentials, i.e., at ug = 0.10, 0.30, and 0.40 GeV. In
condensed matter systems, the Thomson coefficient for a
system refers to the absorption or release of heat (@) in
the system when a current fﬂows through it correspond-
ing to the temperature gradients 6T, as Q@ =Th 5 VT
[59]. The positive (negative) values of the Thomson co-
efficient lead to the absorption (release) of the heat in
the system. Therefore, the presence of a non-zero Thom-
son coefficient may affect the cooling rate of the system.
From fig. [3] we observe that similar to the Seebeck coef-
ficient, Th also gives negative values for all three cases,
decreasing universally as a function of temperature. As
given in Eq. , the Thomson coefficient is also defined
as the product of temperature to the rate of change of
the Seebeck coefficient with respect to temperature. So,
higher is the steepness of the Seebeck coefficient in Fig. [T}
the higher is the value of Th in magnitude as a function
of T. Therefore, in a similar behaviour to the Seebeck
coefficient, the value of Th is found to be more negative
(i.e., more amount of heat is released) towards high tem-
perature for EVHRG and VDWHRG. Whereas all these
models overlap at lower values of temperature nearly up
to &~ 0.14 GeV for the case of ug = 0.10 GeV. As the
value of up increases, the models start deviating from
each other even at low temperatures, as in the case of
the Seebeck coefficient, which is explained above.

To study the efficiency of QGP medium as a thermo-
electric medium, we draw the thermoelectric figure of
merit, ZT as a function of temperature in Fig. @] As
given in Eq. , ZT can be defined as the ratio of 52
to the Lorenz number (L), which is proportional to the
ratio of thermal to electrical conductivity and defined
as L = ko/oeT [4, 47]. Since it is proportional to S?,
we observed that Z7T increases both as a function of T’
and pp. The rise in pp gives rise to ZT because of the
presence of more baryons as compared to antibaryons.
Hence, the net thermoelectric current increases, which
ultimately improves the thermoelectric efficiency of the
medium. The sudden increase of ZT for the VDWHRG
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FIG. 1: Seebeck coefficient (S) obtained in different hadronic models as a function of temperature at up = 0.10 GeV (left
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FIG. 2: Comparison of Seebeck coefficient (S) in different
models as a function of temperature at a baryonic chemical
potential up = 0.10 GeV. The dotted magenta line shows the
results obtained in ideal HRG in Ref. [I3], and the dashed
blue line is obtained in Nambu-Jona Lasinio (NJL) model
[58].

case can be attributed to the rise of pressure as well as
number density, which subsequently affects other trans-
port properties, due to the interplay between both at-
tractive and repulsive interactions between the hadrons.
However, the decreasing trend in the VDWHRG case
may be due to the effect of liquid gas phase transition,
which comes at a lower temperature with increasing bary-
ochemical potential.

B. In presence of magnetic field

Here, we discuss the magneto-Seebeck coefficient, Sp
in the presence of a non-zero magnetic field as a func-
tion of T for different values of ug. The upper panels of
Fig. p|represent Sp as a function of T for three different
values of up at 0.10, 0.30, and 0.40 GeV at magnetic
field 0.1 m2, whereas the lower panels represent those

for the magnetic field 1.0 m2. For the case of eB =

0.1 m2, we observe that Sp increases with the temper-
ature almost linearly up to 0.1 GeV and then starts to
decrease at higher temperatures. Similar to what was
observed in the case of a vanishing magnetic field, all the
models agree up to a certain temperature and then start
deviating from each other at higher temperatures. Fur-
thermore, we also observe that the values of Sp increase
with the increasing values of up. In contrast to the zero
magnetic field case, as shown in Eq. , Sp has a depen-
dence on the Hall-like components of electrical conductiv-
ity and other integral terms which comes into picture be-
cause of the presence of the external magnetic field. The
Hall-like component of electrical conductivity, oy /T, in-
creases with pup because of an increase in net baryonic
contributions. It is also to be noted here that there is
no net contribution of mesons in the integral Z3; /T2 and
T42/T?, but it enters through enthalpy per baryon (h).
The effect of the magnetic field is significant on Z3; /77 at
lower temperatures, but for higher temperatures, it is not
effective due to the lower value of relaxation time. We
also observe that Zyo/ T? first increases with temperature
and then starts to decrease. Higher is the magnetic field,
lower is the Z45/T?. The order of magnitude of oo /T
is larger than oy /T, whereas the order of magnitude of
T31/T? is close to Zy/T?. Hence, the behaviour of the
magneto-Seebeck coefficient can be approximated as the
ratio of (Z31/1?)/(0e/T) which can be seen in Fig.
The dependency of o.;/T on T and pp in the presence
of a magnetic field results in first increase of Sp at low T'
and then decrease at high T. This is because, in the pres-
ence of a magnetic field, the higher value of )., 7r, at the
lower temperature range affects the mesonic contribution
to o /T significantly. This decrease in mesonic contribu-
tion gets compensated for by an increase in baryon con-
tribution with increasing pp. On the other hand, this de-
crease in the mesonic contribution is not compensated by
those increasing baryonic contributions for higher tem-
perature ranges. Hence, o /T shows decreasing trend
with increasing pp for higher temperatures. For a higher
value of the magnetic field as shown in the lower panels
in Fig. [5] we observe a minimum for Sg while going to
the high pp region. This minimum shifts towards high
T when up increases further.
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In the presence of an external magnetic field, one can
also expect the Hall-type thermoelectric coefficient. If
there is a temperature gradient in a conducting medium
perpendicular to the direction of a magnetic field, then
the Nernst coefficient gives the measure of electric cur-
rent perpendicular to both the magnetic field and tem-
perature gradient. In the absence of any magnetic field,
this quantity vanishes. Here, we discuss the normalized
Nernst coefficient, NB as a function of 7" and pp in the
presence of a finite magnetic field. Fig. [6] represents N B
as a function of T for three different values of pp at 0.10,
0.30, and 0.40 GeV. The upper and lower panel presents
the results for the case of the magnetic field with values
0.1 and 1.0 m2, respectively. In both figures, we observe
that VB decreases with increasing temperature as well
as with baryon chemical potential. For eB = 0.1 m2,
not much difference between the results from different
models is observed. Even at higher pp, only a slight
deviation in the models can be seen. As one goes to a
higher value of the magnetic field, for example, at eB
= 1.0 m2, NB is found to be higher. Here also, NB
nearly overlaps for all the models at lower temperatures,
but the deviation is observed at higher temperatures and
high pp. Due to the higher order of magnitude of o /T
as compare to oy /T, NB can be approximated by ratio
(Z42/T?)/(0e1/T). The sharp decrease of Zy2/T? as com-
pare to ¢ /T give rise to decreasing trend of NB with

uB-

Finally, we discuss the variation of the figure of merit
with temperature and baryon chemical potential in the
presence of an external magnetic field. Fig. [7] shows ZT
as a function of T for three different values of up at
0.10, 0.30, and 0.40 GeV at two different magnetic field
orders, eB = 0.1 m2 in the upper panels, whereas the
lower panels represent those for eB = 1.0 m2. In the
presence of a magnetic field, the behaviour of ZT is dif-
ferent at low temperatures as compared to those in the
case of vanishing magnetic fields. At higher tempera-
tures, the results are nearly the same as in the case of
the vanishing magnetic field, as shown in Fig. [d As the
value of pp increases, a minimum appears at low tem-
peratures. For the case of eB = 1.0 m2, ZT gets fully
affected throughout the temperature range considered.
This is because ZT is proportional to the square of the
magneto-Seebeck coefficient, and hence, the effect of the
magnetic field on Sp is reflected in ZT. The presence
of a magnetic field results in the highly non-monotonic
behaviour of ZT as a function of both 7" and pp. We ob-
serve that the values of the thermoelectric figure of merit
overlap for all the models at low temperatures, but a large
deviation is observed at high temperatures. Along with
the Ohmic-like component of thermal conductivity (kq),
the Hall-like component of thermal conductivity (kz) [4]
also contributes to ZT in the presence of an external
magnetic field. However, the effect of kg becomes more
significant in the presence of strong magnetic field.
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IV. SUMMARY other interacting hadron resonance gas (HRG) models.

For the first time for a hot and dense hadronic medium,

we calculated the Thomson coefficient, which was intro-

The presence of temperature gradients from the central ~ duced due to the temperature dependence of the Seebeck
to the peripheral region of heavy-ion collision can lead to coefficient. For the completeness of our study, we have
thermoelectric currents in the medium in the case of non- also calculated the thermoelectric figure of merit ZT of
zero baryonic chemical potential. We have calculated  the hadronic medium. We relate the gradients of baryon

several thermoelectric coefficients within the ideal and
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chemical potential to the gradients of temperature us-
ing the Gibbs-Duhem relation. During this modification,
we observed the introduction of enthalpy in the Seebeck
coefficient formula. Although the Seebeck coefficient S
for mesons vanishes due to equal and opposite charges,
mesons still have a significant effect on the S because
of their contributions to enthalpy. We have also studied
the effects of finite magnetic fields on the thermoelectric
properties of the HRG medium. As the hadronic medium
is a conducting medium, the presence of a magnetic field
leads to Hall-like components due to the Lorentz force.
In the absence of a magnetic field, the magneto-Seebeck
coefficient Sp merges into the Seebeck coefficient. We
observed negative values Sg for all cases, except for the
high magnetic field (eB = 1.0 m?2) and baryon chemical
potential (up = 0.40 GeV) at lower temperatures where
Sp is positive. On the other hand, the induced current
in the direction perpendicular to the electric field is mea-
sured with the help of the normalized Nernst coefficient
NB. The higher is the magnetic field value, higher is
the value of NB. For all the cases, we observe that at
higher temperatures, N B approaches zero. The presence
of a magnetic field also affects the thermoelectric figure of
merit ZT. The higher is the magnetic field, higher is the
nonmonotonic behaviour of Z7T'. The thermoelectric effi-
ciency of the medium is the same for all the HRG models
at the lower temperature with finite values of the mag-
netic field at a fixed pp. However, it is highly deviated

for each of the models at higher temperatures.

The current study focuses on estimating the thermo-
electric coefficients of a hot and dense hadronic medium
formed in heavy-ion collisions using different HRG mod-
els to study the impact of hadronic interactions. How-
ever, it will also be interesting to study the magneto-
Thomson effect in hadron gas and in the QGP medium.
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