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Abstract

This review has explored the fundamental principles of thermal field theory in the context of a background magnetic

field, highlighting its theoretical framework and some of its applications to the thermo-magnetic QCD plasma generated

in heavy-ion collisions. Our discussion has been limited to equilibrium systems for clarity and conciseness. We analyzed

bulk thermodynamic characteristics including the phase diagram as well as real-time observables, shedding light on the

behaviour and dynamics of the thermo-magnetic QCD medium relevant to heavy-ion physics.
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1. Introduction

The Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) is a state of hot, dense matter in which quarks and gluons, the fundamental components

of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), are no longer confined within protons and neutrons. This state is believed to have

existed briefly, only a few microseconds after the Big Bang. Understanding and characterizing the QGP remains a

major focus of modern nuclear physics, involving extensive international collaboration. Currently, the QGP is studied

in high-energy collisions of heavy nuclei at particle accelerators, such as the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) at

Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL) and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN. These experiments, conducted
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at relativistic speeds, continue to yield valuable data on the properties of this fleeting state of matter. In addition, the

upcoming Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR) at GSI will explore collisions at energies between 10 and

40 GeV per nucleon with high luminosity. This research aims to investigate the deconfinement phase transition at high

baryon densities, complementing the studies at RHIC and LHC. A deeper theoretical understanding of the QGP, including

both its static and dynamic properties, is essential for interpreting these experimental results and advancing knowledge

of hot and dense deconfined matter.

Recent studies [1–14] have highlighted intriguing properties of non-central heavy ion collisions (HIC). A schematic of

non-central HIC is shown in the left panel of Fig. 1.1, while the right panel illustrates a cross-sectional view along the

beam axis (y-axis) of two colliding heavy ions, each with radius R and electric charge Ze, where e represents the electron

charge. The distance between the centers of the colliding nuclei, known as the impact parameter b, determines the degree

of non-centrality-the larger the impact parameter, the more non-central the collision becomes. The z = 0 plane defines

the reaction plane. The magnetic field generation in such collisions can be understood as follows: the overlapping region

of the colliding nuclei contains participant particles, forming a fireball. The remaining particles, called spectators, do not

undergo scattering and continue to move with nearly the same rapidity as the beam. Due to the relative motion between

the participants and spectators, a significant anisotropic magnetic field can be generated according to the Biot-Savart law

in the center-of-mass frame [15–17] as

Bz ∼ γZe
b

R3
, (1.1)

in the direction perpendicular to the reaction plane (i.e., z-axis). The Lorentz factor is given by
√
sNN/2mN . Now one

can estimate the magnetic field produced at different centre-of-mass energy. At RHIC
√
sNN = 200 GeV per nucleon that

leads to γ = 100 with he number proton for gold nucleus Z = 79 and b ∼ RA ∼ 7 fm, one can estimate eBz ≈ m2
π ∼ 1018 G.

For LHC one can estimate eBz ≈ 15m2
π. We note that the magnetic field generated on earth in a form of electromagnetic

shock wave is of the order of 107 G [18], in neutron star is in the range of (1010 − 1013) G and in magnetar up to 1015

G [19–22]. Therefore, the scales generated in HICS due to the magnetic field are relevant to QCD and that is why

non-central HIC is gaining more and more attention from the heavy ion community.

1.1. Generation of Magnetic Field

In the this subsection 1.1, we will discuss the generation of magnetic field in different physical situations [15–17, 24, 25].

1.1.1. Single charge moving with constant velocity in vacuum

For a single moving charge with constant velocity v⃗ in vacuum, the electromagnetic field can be obtained from Liéneard-

Wiechert potentials [26] as

eE⃗(r⃗, t) = α


(
R̂− v⃗/c

)
γ2R2

(
1− (R̂ · v⃗)/c

)3

ret

, (1.2a)

eB⃗(r⃗, t) = −α

 R̂× v⃗

γ2R2
(
1− (R̂ · v⃗)/c

)3

ret

. (1.2b)

Let’s recall what everything in these expressions mean. The particle traces out a trajectory x⃗(t), while one sits at some

position r⃗ which is where the electromagnetic fields are evaluated. The vector R⃗(t) is the difference: R⃗ = r⃗ − x⃗, the

Lorentz factor is given as γ = 1/
√
1− v2/c2 and α is the electromagnetic coupling constant. The ‘ret’ subscript means
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Figure 1.1: Left panel: the schematic illustration of a non-central heavy-ion collision Right panel: the cross-sectional view of the non-central

HIC along the beam axis (y-axis) depicts the overlapping region of the two colliding nuclei. These figures are adopted from Ref. [23].

one evaluate everything inside the square brackets at retarded time t′ = t−R(t′)/c.

We note that (1.2a) drops like of as 1/R2 which becomes usual Coulomb field. It can be thought of as the part of

the electric field that remains bound to the particle. The fact that it is proportional to R̂, with a slight off-set from the

velocity, means that it is roughly isotropic. We see that the (1.2b) has a similar form to the electric field in (1.2a). This

also falls off as 1/R2 and is also bound to the particle. It vanishes when v⃗ = 0 which tells us that a charged particle only

gives rise to a magnetic field when it moves.

1.1.2. Heavy-ion collisions without medium

The magnetic field in high energy pp collisions was first estimated in Ref. [27] and for HIC in Ref. [24] by considering a

realistic proton distribution in a nucleus. The electromagnetic fields at point r⃗ produced by two heavy-ions traveling in

positive and negative y-direction are evaluated from Liéneard-Wiechert potentials [15, 16] as1

eE⃗(r⃗, t) = α
∑
a

(
1− v⃗ 2

a

)
R⃗a

R3
a

[
1− (R⃗a × v⃗a)2/R2

a

]3/2 , (1.3a)

eB⃗(r⃗, t) = −α
∑
a

(
1− v⃗ 2

a

)
(R⃗a × v⃗a)

R3
a

[
1− (R⃗a × v⃗a)2/R2

a

]3/2 , (1.3b)

where R⃗a = r⃗ − r⃗a(t) and the sum runs over all Z protons in each nucleus along with their positions and velocities are,

respectively, r⃗a and v⃗a. The va =
√
1− (2mp/

√
sNN )2, where mp is the mass of the proton. Using the standard models2

of the nuclear charge density the positions of protons are in heavy-ions are determined. The magnetic field is numerically

obtained from (1.3b) by taking into consideration the small baryon stopping effect. This is displayed in Fig. 1.2 as a

1These formulas have been obtained in the eikonal approximation, considering that protons move on straight lines before and after the

scattering. This is a good approximation because baryon stopping has a small effect at high energies.
2The hard sphere model was employed in Ref. [24], whereas a bit more realistic Woods-Saxon distribution was used in Ref. [28].
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Figure 1.2: The variation of the magnitude of the magnetic field (B⃗ = eBẑ) with proper time τ at the origin r⃗ = 0 in collisions of two gold

ions at beam energies: Left panel: at
√
SNN = 62 GeV and Reft panel: at

√
SNN = 200 GeV. These figures are taken from Refs. [15, 24].

function of proper time τ =
√
t2 − y2. It is found that the initial magnitude of the magnetic field can be very high at the

time of the collision and then it decreases very fast, being inversely proportional to the square of time [24, 25].

We note that the event-by-event fluctuations of electromagnetic field have also been computed in Ref [28] due to event-

by-event fluctuations of proton positions in nuclear charge distribution instead of event averaged distribution protons [15].

There are also other elaborate calculations [29–31] exit in the literature which also give qualitative similar results and

relaxation time.

1.1.3. Heavy-ion collisions with static medium (QGP)

In this subsection we consider the generation of magnetic field in heavy-ion collisions with medium formation (QGP),

which has been treated as a static one for simplicity. This requires to take into consideration the electrical conductivity,

σ, through the ohm’s law J⃗ = σE⃗ which describes current induced in the medium. In medium, where a charge e moving

in y-direction with velocity v⃗, the Maxwell’s equation can be written as

∇⃗ · E⃗ = eδ(y − vt)δ(⃗b) , (1.4a)

∇⃗ · B⃗ = 0 , (1.4b)

∇⃗× E⃗ = −∂B⃗
dt

, (1.4c)

∇⃗× B⃗ =
∂E⃗
dt

+ σE⃗+ evŷδ(y − vt)δ(⃗b) , (1.4d)

where the observation point is defined as r⃗ = yŷ + b⃗ with the longitudinal coordinate y and transverse one b⃗. As can be

seen from (1.4d) that a calculation of magnetic field involves response of medium determined by its electrical conductivity.
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The lattice calculations [32, 33] have computed that the gluon3 contribution to electrical conductivity of static quark-gluon

plasma is

σ = (5.8± 2.9)
T

Tc
MeV , (1.5)

where T is the QGP temperature and Tc is the critical temperature. We note that (1.5) is odds with previous calcula-

tion [34]. We will use (1.5) as a reasonable one to compute the magnetic field.

Solving the (1.4d), one obtains [15, 16] the magnetic field in presence of σ as

eB⃗(r⃗, t) = ẑ
αbσ

2(t− y)2
e−b2σ/4(t−y) . (1.6)

One can also obtain [15, 16] the magnetic field in absence of σ as

eB⃗(r⃗, t) = ẑ
αbγ

(b2 + γ2(t− y)2)
3/2

, (1.7)

which agrees with (1.3b) for a single proton when one sets R⃗a = b⃗ + (y − vt)ŷ. At the origin y = 0, the field is

constant at times t < b/γ while it varies as B∞ ∝ 1/t3 at times t ≫ b/γ. At time t ≈ b, the ratio of the two becomes

B0/B∞ = 1/γ3 ≪ 1.

The magnetic field with σ in (1.6) vanishes both at t = 0 and ∞ and attains a maximum at t = b2σ/8 which is much

larger than b/γ. One obtains magnetic field at that time

eBmax =
32e−2α

b3σ
, (1.8)

where e in the right hand side is the base of the logarithm and not to confuse with electric charge. This is smaller than

the maximum field in vacuum
Bmax

B0
=

32e−2

σbγ
, (1.9)

even though it is huge. Now in Fig. 1.3 we plot the relaxation of magnetic field at y = 0 without conducting medium as

given in (1.7) and with conducting medium medium as obtained in (1.6). The main features of these two equations are

discussed above. As found the magnetic field with conducting medium survives for a quite long time.

1.1.4. Heavy-ion collisions with expanding medium (QGP)

In this subsection we will discuss the generation of magnetic field from expanding QGP medium created in heavy-

ion collisions. For simplicity, we assume one dimensional expansion, which is isentropic expansion known as Bjorken

expansion [35]. So there is no distinction between time t and proper time τ in midrapidity region, i.e., at the collision

centre y = 0. It follows from Bjorken expansion that T ∝ t−1/3 and from (1.5) one can write σ ∝ t−1/3. This has been

parametrised in Ref. [15] as

σ(t) = σ0

(
t0

t0 + t

)1/3

, (1.10)

where one can choose, for estimation purpose, the initial time t0 ≈ 0.5 fm and σ0 ≈ 16 MeV.

Now, following Ref. [15] one can solve (1.4d) for magnetic field for expanding medium with time dependent σ and

y = 0 as

B⃗(0, b⃗, ρ) =
ev

β

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)2

eik⃗⊥ ·⃗b i

2π

(
k⃗⊥ × ŷ

) ρ∫
0

dρ′e−(k2
⊥/β)(ρ−ρ′)

√
πβ√

ρ− ρ′
e−v2t20β[(ρ

′+1)3/4−1]2/4(ρ−ρ′) , (1.11)

3Quark contribution is neglected.
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Figure 1.3: The variation of magnetic field at y = 0 in vacuum (blue) as given in (1.7), in static conducting medium as given in (1.6) at σ = 5.8

MeV (red) and at σ = 16 MeV (brown),and in the expanding medium (green) as given in (1.13). This figures is taken from Ref. [15].

where k⃗ = kyŷ + k⃗⊥ and the parameter β = (4σ0)/(3t0) = 43 MeV/fm. The new time variable ρ is defined as

ρ =

(
1 + t

t0

)4/3

− 1 , (1.12)

and (ρ−ρ′) = ζ comes from translational invariance of the Green’s function. Integrating over azimuthal angle ϕ and then

over k⊥, one can write the z-component of the magnetic field [15] as

eBz(0, b⃗, ρ) ≡ eB =
αvbβ3/2

2
√
π

ρ∫
0

dζ ζ−5/2e−b2β/4ξe−v2t20β[(ρ−ζ+1)3/4−1]2/4ζ . (1.13)

This (1.13) is solved numerically and displayed in Fig. 1.3 with green line and the effect is almost similar to the static

medium with time independent electrical conductivity as given in as given in (1.6). We conclude that the magnetic field

essentially freezes in the plasma for as long as plasma exists due to finite electrical conductivity in QGP. This quite

similar to the phenomenon, known as skin effect [26], found in good conductors placed in time-varying magnetic field. In

Ref. [15] the diffusion of magnetic field has been discussed which has been found similar to that in (1.6).

An intense research effort is currently focused on understanding the behavior of strongly interacting matter in the

presence of an external magnetic field, leading to the discovery of several intriguing phenomena. Key examples include the

chiral magnetic effect [4, 5, 24, 25, 36], magnetic catalysis at finite temperature [2, 37–41], inverse magnetic catalysis [8, 42–

49], and vacuum superconductivity [6]. Further exploration has revealed insights into the breaking and restoration of

chiral and color symmetries [7, 50–52], thermodynamic properties [11, 53–58], and meson behavior, including refractive

indices and decay constants in hot magnetized media [59, 60]. Notable findings also include soft photon production from

conformal anomaly in heavy-ion collisions (HICs)[61–63], modifications of dispersion relations in magnetized QED and

QCD media[64–67], and synchrotron radiation [16]. Research also encompasses photon production and damping rates [68],

fermion damping rates [69], dilepton production in hot magnetized QCD plasmas [15–17, 70–75]. Additionally, studies

have examined strongly coupled plasmas in the presence of strong magnetic fields [76], transport coefficients [77–81], and

energy loss mechanisms [82]. Heavy quark dynamics have also been explored in this context [83–85], alongside studies

on neutrino properties [86, 87] and the field theory of Faraday effects [88, 89]. Investigations into pion self-energy and
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dispersion properties have been conducted at zero temperature using weak field approximations [90], as well as at finite

temperatures with full propagators [91]. Moreover, detailed studies of the spectral properties of ρ mesons in magnetic

fields have been carried out, both at zero temperature [92, 93] and at non-zero temperatures [94], revealing important

insights into their behavior in magnetized environments. Recently, the rotational stability of magnetic field in rotating

QGP has been studied [95]. We draw attention to the readers on several review articles [11–14] that detailed the various

concepts and physical phenomena occurring in presence of an external magnetic field.

Experimental evidence of photon anisotropy, reported by the PHENIX Collaboration [96], has presented significant

challenges to existing theoretical models. In response, some theoretical explanations have been proposed, attributing this

anisotropy to the presence of a strong anisotropic magnetic field in heavy-ion collisions [61]. This highlights the growing

need to study the effects of intense background magnetic fields on various observables and aspects of non-central heavy-ion

collisions. The presence of such external anisotropic fields necessitates modifications to current theoretical frameworks,

enabling more accurate investigations into the properties of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) under these conditions.

Adapting these tools will be essential for advancing our understanding of QGP behavior in magnetized environments.

Below we also outline the notation we shall be following throughout:

aµ = (a0, a1, a2, a3) = (a0, a⃗); a · b ≡ a0b0 − a⃗ · b⃗; gµν = diag (1,−1,−1,−1) ,

aµ = aµq + aµ⊥; aµq = (a0, 0, 0, a3); aµ⊥ = (0, a1, a2, 0)

gµν = gµνq + gµν⊥ ; gµνq = diag(1, 0, 0,−1); gµν⊥ = diag(0,−1,−1, 0),

(a · b) = (a · b)q − (a · b)⊥; (a · b)q = a0b0 − a3b3; (a · b)⊥ = a1b1 + a2b2,

/a = γµaµ = /aq + /a⊥; /aq = γ0a0 − γ3a3; /a⊥ = γ1a1 + γ2a2 (1.14)

where q and ⊥ are, respectively, the parallel and perpendicular components, which would be separated out due to the

presence of background magnetic field.

This review is organised as follows: after a brief introduction on QCD plasma and generation magnetic field in such

medium, we explored in Section 2 the impact of a magnetic field on the Dirac equation and the resulting changes to the

energy spectrum of fermions. In Section 3, we investigated the adjustments to the free propagators of charged scalars

and fermions within a magnetic background. Furthermore, we derived the expressions for the free fermion propagator

under both strong and weak magnetic field limits. In Section 4, we presented a brief summary of field theory in a thermal

environment, discussing the imaginary-time and real-time formalisms. We examined the unique challenges of finite-

temperature systems, such as the emergence of scale hierarchies, and emphasized the shortcomings of bare perturbation

theory in this context. In Section 5, we extended the framework of thermal field theory to include the effects of a

background magnetic field. We derived the general structures of two-point functions, focusing on the self-energy and

propagator for both fermions and gauge bosons in a thermo-magnetic medium. The necessity of employing strong and

weak magnetic field approximations for calculating various physical quantities was emphasized, with particular attention

given to the scale hierarchies inherent to the weak field regime. Additionally, we studied the dispersion relations and

collective dynamics of quarks and gluons by analyzing their two-point functions within a thermo-magnetic QCD medium.

We calculated the Debye screening mass for an arbitrary magnetic field and demonstrated its behaviour in the strong

and weak field limits. Furthermore, we provided a brief discussion on the effects of strong coupling and the choice of

renormalization scales. Lastly, we derived the quark-gluon three-point function as well as the two quark – two gluon

four-point function. In Section 6, we established a systematic approach leveraging the general structure of two-point

functions for fermions and gauge bosons to calculate the QCD free energy and pressure. This framework was tailored to
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address complex environments, explicitly incorporating the simultaneous effects of a thermal background and an external

magnetic field. In Section 7, we evaluated the soft contribution to the damping rate of a hard photon in a weakly

magnetized QED medium, focusing on the scenario where the momentum of one fermion in the loop is soft. Additionally,

we calculated the fermion damping rate for the case of an arbitrary external magnetic field. In Section 8, we investigated

the electromagnetic spectral function by computing the one-loop photon polarization tensor with quarks in the loop,

emphasizing the strong-field regime where the magnetic field surpasses the thermal scale. We also derived the dilepton

production rates in this regime. Furthermore, we calculated the hard dilepton production rate from a weakly magnetized

deconfined QCD medium using the one-loop photon self-energy within the HTL approximation, incorporating one hard

quark and one thermomagnetically resummed quark propagator in the loop. Lastly, we analyzed the various processes of

lepton pair production from a hot and dense QCD medium under the influence of an arbitrary external magnetic field.

Section 9 explores the transport characteristics of heavy quarks (HQs) in a magnetized medium, with a particular focus

on their momentum diffusion coefficients. We have carefully laid out the steps required to compute the HQ scattering

rate and, consequently, the momentum diffusion coefficients in the most general case, considering a finite-momentum HQ

and an external magnetic field of arbitrary strength. Furthermore, we have presented and examined the results for HQ

momentum diffusion coefficients in a medium with an arbitrary magnetic field, considering both the static limit and the

scenario where the HQ has finite momentum. Discussion of a magnetised QCD matter is incomplete without bringing up

the QCD phase diagram. This is done in Section 10, in which we try to cover the novel features of a magnetised QCD

matter in the T − eB-plane, such as decreasing crossover temperature, inverse magnetic catalysis effect etc. To put the

novel features into perspective we draw a comparison with the previous understanding of the subject matter. We trace

back the reasons behind our revised understanding. The discussion on the past and revised understandings revolve around

lattice QCD, a first principle numerical method for solving QCD. However, we finally switch to the effective descriptions

of QCD and point out how studying magnetised QCD matter helps reveal the working principles of effective models.

Finally, in Section 11 we have presented summary and outlook of this review.

2. Dirac Equation in Magnetic Field

We consider magnetic field is along z direction. So we choose magnetic vector potential as A⃗ = (−By, 0, 0) in Landau

gauge 4. The modified Dirac equation in presence of magnetic field can be written as,

i
∂Ψ

∂t
= HBΨ , (2.1)

where modified Hamiltonian is given by

HB = α⃗ · Π⃗ + βm , (2.2)

where α⃗ = γ0γ⃗ , β = γ0 and

αi = γ0γi =

 0 σi

σi 0

 , (2.3a)

β = γ0 =

 1 0

0 −1

 , (2.3b)

4One can write this in other gauge also.
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along with the modified momentum in presence of magnetic field is

Π⃗ = −i∇⃗ − qA⃗ , (2.4)

where q is the electric charge of a fermion.

The solution of Dirac equation is 4 component vector and one can write plane wave solution of (2.1) as

Ψ = e−iEt

 ϕ

χ

 . (2.5)

Now (2.1) implies,

E

 ϕ

χ

 e−iEt =

 m σ⃗ · Π⃗
σ⃗ · Π⃗ −m

 ϕ

χ

 e−iEt

 Eϕ

Eχ

 =

 mϕ+ σ⃗ · Π⃗χ
σ⃗ · Π⃗ϕ−mχ

 . (2.6)

So we get two coupled equations as

(E −m)ϕ = (σ⃗ · Π⃗)χ , (2.7a)

(E +m)χ = (σ⃗ · Π⃗)ϕ . (2.7b)

One can decouple (2.7a) and (2.7b) as

(E −m)σ⃗ · Π⃗ϕ = (σ⃗ · Π⃗)2χ ⇒ (E +m)(E −m)χ = (σ⃗ · Π⃗)2χ , (2.8a)

(E +m)σ⃗ · Π⃗χ = (σ⃗ · Π⃗)2ϕ ⇒ (E +m)(E −m)ϕ = (σ⃗ · Π⃗)2ϕ . (2.8b)

In Landau gauge, one can write the various components of the modified momentum from (2.4) as

Π1 = −i ∂
∂x

+ qBy , Π2 = −i ∂
∂y

, Π3 = −i ∂
∂z

. (2.9)

We use the well known identity

(σ⃗ · a⃗)(σ⃗ · b⃗) = a⃗ · b⃗+ i(⃗a× b⃗) · σ⃗
(
σ⃗ · Π⃗

)2
=

(
σ⃗ · Π⃗

)(
σ⃗ · Π⃗

)
= (Π)2 + i

(
Π⃗× Π⃗

)
· σ⃗

= (Π)2 + iϵijkΠjΠkσi , (2.10)

where we note that, Π⃗× Π⃗ ̸= 0. Now, we can write

iϵijkΠjΠkσi = iϵ312Π1Π2σ3 + iϵ321Π2Π1σ3 , (0ther terms vanish)

= iΠ1Π2σ3 − iΠ2Π1σ3 = i [Π1,Π2]σ3 , (2.11)

and

Π1Π2ψ = (−i ∂
∂x

+ qBy)(−i ∂
∂y

)ψ = (−i ∂
∂x

+ qBy)(−i ∂ψ
∂x2

ψ) = − ∂2ψ

∂x∂y
− iqBy

∂ψ

∂y
, (2.12a)

Π2Π1ψ = (−i ∂
∂y

)(−i ∂
∂x

+ qBy)ψ = (−i ∂
∂y

)(−i∂ψ
∂x

+ qByψ) = − ∂2ψ

∂y ∂x
− iqBxy

∂ψ

∂y
− iqBψ . (2.12b)

Using (2.12a) and (2.12b), we get5 [
Π1,Π2

]
= iqB . (2.13)

Combining (2.11), (2.13) and (2.10), one can get(
σ⃗ · Π⃗

)2
= (Π)2 − qBσ3 , (2.14)

and using this (2.8b) becomes

((Π)2 − qBσ3)ϕ = (E2 −m2)ϕ . (2.15)

5ψ and it’s derivatives need to be well behaved to satisfy ∂2ψ
∂x ∂y

= ∂2ψ
∂y ∂x

.
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We can now expand the LHS of (2.15) as[
− ∂2

∂x2
+ (i

∂

∂y
+ qBx)2 − ∂2

∂z2
− qBσ3

]
ϕ =

[
−∇2 + 2iqBx

∂

∂y
+ q2B2x2 − qBσ3

]
ϕ , (2.16)

where only y is explicitly present in the expression. y and z are cyclic co-ordinates6. So we now write trial solution of

(2.15) as

ϕ = ei(pxx+pzz)f(y) . (2.17)

We note that σ3 is 2× 2 matrix, so f(y) must be 2 component vector and we can write f(x) in eigen basis of σ3 as

f(y) = F+(y)

 1

0

+ F−(y)

 0

1

 =

 F+(y)

F−(y)

 . (2.18)

Now (2.16) becomes [
−∇2 − 2iqBy

∂

∂x
+ q2B2y2 − qBσ3

]
ei(pxy+pzz)

 F+(y)

F−(y)


=

[(
− d2

dy2
+ p2x + p2z + 2qBypx + q2B2y2

)
1− qBσ3

]
ei(pxx+pzz)

 F+(y)

F−(y)


=

[
Â1− qBσ3

]F+(y)

 1

0

+ F−(y)

 0

1

 ei(pyy+pzz)

=
{
ÂF+

 1

0

− qB(+1)F+

 1

0

+ ÂF−

 0

1

− qB(−1)F−

 0

1

}ei(pxx+pzz) . (2.19)

Using (2.19) in (2.15), one gets  ÂF+ − qBF+

ÂF− + qBF−

 = (E2 −m2)

 F+

F−

 . (2.20)

One can write (2.20) in compact notation as

ÂFs − sqBFs = (E2 −m2)Fs , s = ±1

−d
2Fs

dy2
− (px − qBy)2Fs + (E2 −m2 − p2z + sqB)Fs = 0 . (2.21)

Now we change the variable.

ξ =
√
|qB|

(
px
qB

− y

)
(2.22)

where ξ2 = |qB|
(qB)2 (px − qyB)2. Also

d

dy
=

d

dξ

dξ

dy
= −

√
|qB| d

dξ
, (2.23a)

d2

dy2
=

d

dy

(
−
√

|qB| d
dξ

)
= |qB| d

2

dξ2
. (2.23b)

Using these equations in (2.21) we get[
|qB| d

2

dξ2
− |qB|ξ2 + (E2 −m2 − p2z + sqB)

]
Fs = 0[

d2

dξ2
− ξ2 + as

]
Fs = 0 . (2.24)

where as = 1
|qB| (E

2 −m2 − p2z + sqB).

Again we apply a variable transformation as

Fs = e−
ξ2

2 H(ξ) , (2.25a)

6We have chosen Aµ = (−By, 0, 0), so y and z become cyclic. For symmetric gauge, z is cyclic and corresponding momentum is conserved.
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dFs

dξ
= −e− ξ2

2 ξH(ξ) + e−
ξ2

2 H ′(ξ) , (2.25b)

d2Fs

dξ2
= e−

ξ2

2 (ξ2 − 1)H(ξ)− 2e−
ξ2

2 ξH ′(ξ) + e−
ξ2

2 H ′′(ξ) . (2.25c)

Using these equations, (2.24) becomes

[H ′′ − 2ξH ′ + (as − 1)H] = 0 . (2.26)

The solution of (2.26)) is Hermite polynomial when as − 1 = 2k. with k ≥ 0 and the energy can be obtained as

E2 = m2 + p2z − sqB + (2k + 1)|qB| . (2.27)

There number of points which have been discussed below:

1. When s = +1 and q = +(ve)

E2 = m2 + p2z + 2k|qB| . (2.28)

2. When s = +1 and q = −(ve)

E2 = m2 + p2z + 2(k + 1)|qB| = m2 + p2z + 2k′|qB| , (2.29)

where k′ = k + 1.

3. When s = −1 and q = +(ve)

E2 = m2 + p2z + 2k′|qB| . (2.30)

4. When s = −1 and q = −(ve)

E2 = m2 + p2z + 2k|qB| . (2.31)

We note that the energy of fermion becomes quantised in presence of magnetic field as

En(pz) = ±
√
m2 + p2z + 2n|qB| , (2.32)

where various values of n in (2.32) gives various Landau levels. As shown in (2.32), the transverse momenta px and py

become quantized in the presence of an anisotropic magnetic field oriented along the z-axis. This scenario is illustrated

in Fig. 2.1, where a fermion in the lowest Landau level (LLL) is depicted as being confined to the smallest circle among

the concentric circles representing higher Landau levels. The quantization of these Landau levels significantly influences

the quantum fluctuations of charged fermions in the Dirac sea at T = 0 and the thermal fluctuations at T ̸= 0. These

effects play a crucial role in understanding the behavior of fermions in magnetized environments.

In case of lowest Landau level (n = 0) k = −1 for case 2 and 3 which are not allowed for Hermite polynomial. This

means for negative charge particle q = −e with s = +1 state (spin up) and for positive charge particle q = +e with

s = −1 state (spin down) are, respectively, not possible for LLL7.

3. Free Propagator in Background Magnetic Field

Julian Schwinger’s groundbreaking 1951 paper [97], provides a formulation for propagators in the presence of an external

electromagnetic field. In this approach, the propagator is expressed using an integral over the proper-time parameter.

Nevertheless, the integral can be restructured to express the fermion propagator as an infinite sum over Landau levels,

7So fermion in LLL can not have spin along magnetic field direction. In case of QED interaction in presence of external magnetic field, for

an anti-fermion spin is along the magnetic field direction and for a fermion spin is along the opposite direction (spin down). So, photon spin

along the magnetic field direction is zero.
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Figure 2.1: The orientation of Landau levels in presence of a magnetic field. This figure is adopted from Ref. [23].

a form that closely resembles the conventional treatment of an electron gas in an external magnetic field within non-

relativistic quantum mechanics. In this section we will derive the free charged scalar and fermion propagator in presence

of background magnetic field.

3.1. Free Charged Scalar Propagator

The behaviour of a charged particle gets altered in the presence of magnetic field. Suppose, there is a uniform space-time

independent background magnetic field B is acting on a system in the z direction. Here, in the context of this background

field, some important points should be kept in mind. The background field is classical, i.e., we are not going to quantize

it and treat it as an operator. The field has no dynamics, i.e., in the Lagrangian of our system there is no such term like

FµνF
µν . The vector potential of the system can be chosen in Landau gauge as :

A⃗ = (−By, 0, 0)

In field theoretic language an important ingredient of any perturbative calculation is the knowledge of the propagator.

So, in this section, our aim is to find the propagator of the charged scalar field in presence of an external magnetic field,

as described above.

Let us consider the Green’s function G(x, x′) of a generic operator H(x, p) which we call the Hamiltonian of the system.

The Green’s function in turn satisfies

H(x, p)G(x, x′) = δ(4)(x− x′). (3.1)

In ordinary quantum mechanics, the state vectors are elements of a infinite dimensional vector space called the Hilbert

space. A set of complete set of state vectors that spans the space is called basis. Examples of such basis are position basis

{|x⃗⟩} , momentum basis {|p⃗⟩} etc. They satisfy completeness relations of the form∫
d3x |x⃗⟩ ⟨x⃗| = 1∫
d3p

(2π)3
|p⃗⟩ ⟨p⃗| = 1
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Time t acts as a parameter in QM. Here we extend this idea a little further and define the space-time basis vectors

as |x⟩ = |t, x⃗⟩ = |x0, x1, x2, x3⟩ and momentum basis vector as |p⟩ = |E, p⃗⟩ = |p0, p1, p2, p3⟩. They satisfy similar

completeness relations like ∫
d4x |x⟩ ⟨x| = 1 (3.2)∫
d4p

(2π)4
|p⟩ ⟨p| = 1 (3.3)

Like QM we also introduce "position" and "momentum" four-operator X̂µ and P̂µ. They, like QM, obey the commutation

relations

[X̂µ, X̂ν ] = 0, (3.4)

[X̂µ, P̂ν ] = −igµν 1̂ (3.5)

From now on we’ll drop the hat sign over operator and denote it by just capital letter (X̂ will be denoted by just X).

The orthonormality conditions

⟨x|x′⟩ = δ(4)(x− x′) (3.6)

⟨p|p′⟩ = δ(4)(p− p′) (3.7)

will hold.

We know in QM

⟨x⃗|p⃗⟩ = exp(ip⃗ · x⃗)

We define

⟨x|p⟩ = exp(−ip · x) (3.8)

Note that the occurrence of minus sign. It is important to keep the plus sign before the p⃗ · x⃗. Now a quantity of special

interest is the matrix element of Pµ in spacetime basis, i.e.

⟨x|Pµ|x′⟩ =
∫

d4p

(2π)4
⟨x|Pµ|p⟩ ⟨p|x′⟩

=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
pµ ⟨x|p⟩ ⟨p|x′⟩

= i∂µ

(∫
d4p

(2π)4
e−ip·(x−x′)

)
= i∂µδ

(4)(x− x′)

= −i∂′µδ(4)(x− x′),

where ∂′µ represents the spatial derivatives with respect to x′µ. Let us introduce the "proper time" evolution operator

U(x, x′; s). The word proper time is kept in quotation since the "proper time" s does not have the dimension of time. It

is just a parameter whose mathematical role is very similar to that of time in QM. It satisfies the following differential

equation

i
∂

∂s
U(x, x′; s) = HU(x, x′; s) (3.9)

with the boundary conditions

U(x, x′; s→ 0) = δ(4)(x− x′), (3.10)

U(x, x′; s→ −∞) = 0. (3.11)
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The solution therefore comes out to be

U(x, x′; s) = ⟨x|e−isH |x′⟩

= ⟨x|U(s)|x′⟩ . (3.12)

Note that this subsequently implies that the Greens function is given by

G(x, x′) = −i
∫ 0

−∞
ds U(x, x′; s) (3.13)

which we prove below.

Proof: H(x, p)G(x, x′) = −iH(x, p)

∫ 0

−∞
ds U(x, x′; s)

= −i
∫ 0

−∞
ds H(x, p)U(x, x′; s)

=

∫ 0

−∞
ds

∂

∂s
U(x, x′; s)

= U(x, x′; 0)− U(x, x′;−∞)

= δ(4)(x− x′).

From (3.13), one can notice that to evaluate G(x, x′) we first have to compute the proper time evolution operator

U(x, x′; s). To do the same, note that

i∂s ⟨x|U(s)|x′⟩ = i ⟨x|∂sU(s)|x′⟩

= ⟨x|H(X,P )U(s)|x′⟩

= ⟨x|U(s)U†(s)H(X,P )U(s)|x′⟩

= ⟨x(s)|H(X(s), P (s))|x′(0)⟩ , (3.14)

where in the last step we used U†(s)H(X,P )U(s) = H(X(s), P (s)) (it’s like going from Schrodinger to Heisenberg picture

in QM) and ⟨x(s)| ≡ ⟨x|U(s). The goal is now to express the operator H(X(s), P (s)) as a function of operators X(s),

X(0) in adequate order such that X(s) is on the left and X(0) is on the right in each term. Then we will have

⟨x(s)|H(X(s), P (s))|x′(0)⟩ = f(x, x′, s) ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ . (3.15)

Since ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ = ⟨x|U(s)|x′⟩ = U(x, x′; s), subsequently from (3.14) we will obtain

i∂sU(x, x′; s) = f(x, x′; s)U(x, x′; s), (3.16)

which gives us the solution as

U(x, x′; s) = C(x, x′) exp

[
−i
∫ s

ds′ f(x, x′; s′)

]
. (3.17)

Finally, we will put this solution in (3.13) to obtain the expression for Green’s function, i.e. the propagator for a charged

scalar field in the presence of an external magnetic field. Having made the layout clear, in the following let us proceed

with the steps.

The Hamiltonian operator for the charged scalar field is given by

H(X,P ) = (Pµ − eAµ(X))(Pµ − eAµ(X))−m2 (3.18)

With Πµ ≡ Pµ − eAµ(X), it is

H(X,P ) = ΠµΠ
µ −m2 = Π2 −m2 (3.19)

The operators Xµ, Πµ satisfies Heisenberg equation of motion in proper time variable s,
dXµ(s)

ds
= −i[Xµ(s), H] (3.20)
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dΠµ(s)

ds
= −i[Πµ(s), H] (3.21)

Let us compute the commutators.

The 1st one is relatively easy,

[Xµ, H] = [Xµ,ΠνΠ
ν ]

= −2iΠµ, (3.22)

where we have used [Xµ,Πν(X)] = [Xµ, Pν ] = −igµν as [Xµ, Aν(X)] = 0 since A is function of X and [Xµ, Xν ] = 0 ∀µ, ν.

Next the 2nd one,

[Πµ, H] = [Πµ,ΠνΠ
ν ]

= 2Πν [Πµ,Πν ]

(3.23)

Now

[Πµ,Πν ] = [Pµ − eAµ(X), Pν − eAν(X)]

= [Pµ, Pν ]− e ([Pµ, Aν(X)] + [Aµ(X), Pν ]) + [Aµ, Aν ]

= −e ([Pµ, Aν(X)] + [Aµ(X), Pν ]) (3.24)

Consider, the first term of the last line,

[Pµ, Aν(X)] =

∫
d4xd4x′ |x⟩ ⟨x|[Pµ, Aν(X)]|x′⟩ ⟨x′|

Now,

⟨x|[Pµ, Aν(X)]|x′⟩ =
∫
d4x′′ (⟨x|Pµ|x′′⟩ ⟨x′′|Aν(X)|x′⟩ − ⟨x|Aν(X)|x′′⟩ ⟨x′′|Pµ|x′⟩)

= i

∫
d4x′′

(
Aν(x

′)δ(4)(x′′ − x′)∂µδ
(4)(x− x′′)−Aν(x

′′)δ(4)(x− x′′)∂′′µδ
(4)(x′′ − x′)

)
= i

∫
d4x′′

(
Aν(x

′)δ(4)(x′′ − x′)∂µδ
(4)(x− x′′) +Aν(x

′′)δ(4)(x− x′′)∂′µδ
(4)(x′′ − x′)

)
= i
[
Aν(x

′)∂µδ
(4)(x− x′) + ∂′µ

(
Aν(x

′)δ(4)(x− x′
)]

= i
[
Aν(x

′)
(
∂µδ

(4)(x− x′) + ∂′µδ
(4)(x− x′)

)
+ δ(4)(x− x′)∂′µAν(x

′)
]

= iδ(4)(x− x′)∂′µAν(x
′) (3.25)

Similarly

⟨x|[Pν , Aµ(X)]|x′⟩ = iδ(4)(x− x′)∂′νAµ(x
′) (3.26)

So,

[Πµ,Πν ] = −e ([Pµ, Aν(X)]− [Pν , Aµ(X)])

= −e
∫
d4xd4x′ |x⟩ (⟨x|[Pµ, Aν(X)]|x′⟩ − ⟨x|[Pν , Aµ(X)]|x′⟩) ⟨x′|

= −ie
∫
d4xd4x′δ(4)(x− x′)

(
∂′µAν(x

′)− ∂′νAµ(x
′)
)
|x⟩ ⟨x′|

= −ie
∫
d4xd4x′Fµν(x

′) |x⟩ ⟨x′|

= −ie
∫
d4x |x⟩ ⟨x|Fµν(x) (3.27)

Now the components of Fµν(x) are just electric field or magnetic fields which is, in the present case, does not depend on
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space-time coordinate. So the Fµν(x) is just a constant number or Fµν(x) = Fµν . Here Fµν is just a constant. So in the

last equation we can take Fµν outside the x integral and obtain

[Πµ,Πν ] = −ieFµν ,

and hence,

[Πµ, H] = −2ieFµνΠ
ν . (3.28)

So the equation of motion of Xµ(s) and Πµ(s) becomes
dXµ(s)

ds
= −2Πµ(s) (3.29)

dΠµ(s)

ds
= −2eFµνΠ

ν(s) (3.30)

Now for our present case, the form of Fµν is

Fµν = Fµν =


0 0 0 0

0 0 −B 0

0 B 0 0

0 0 0 0

 (3.31)

So the equation of motion takes the following form
dXi(s)

ds
= −2Πi(s) (3.32)

dΠi(s)

ds
= −2eFijΠ

j(s) (3.33)

for i, j = 1, 2 and
dXi(s)

ds
= −2Πi(s) (3.34)

dΠi(s)

ds
= 0 (3.35)

for i = 0, 3. Here Fij is the ijth element of the following 2× 2 matrix

F =

 0 1

−1 0


We will now write the i = 1, 2 and i = 0, 3 sets compactly by defining Π⊥(s) and Πq as

Π⊥(s) =

Π1(s)

Π2(s)

 ; Πq(s) = {Π0(s),Π3(s)},

and X⊥ and Xq as

X⊥(s) =

X1(s)

X2(s)

 ; Xq(s) = {X0(s), X3(s)}.

So the equation (3.32) and (3.33) takes the following matrix form
dX⊥(s)

ds
= −2Π⊥(s) (3.36)

dΠ⊥(s)

ds
= −2eBFΠ⊥(s) (3.37)

The solution of the above equation are given by

Π⊥(s) = exp [−2eBFs] Π⊥(0) (3.38)

X⊥(s)−X⊥(0) = −(eB)−1F [exp (−2eBFs)− I2×2] Π⊥(0) (3.39)

We can simplify equation (3.39) by noting that

F =

0 −i2

i2 0

 = iσy
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Where σy is the y−component of Pauli Spin matrix. Also FT = −F and

F 2 = −I2×2. Now using the formula,

exp [i(n̂ · σ⃗)ϕ] = I2×2 cos (ϕ) + i(n̂ · σ⃗) sin (ϕ) , (3.40)

we get,

F [exp (−2eBFs)− I2×2] = 2 sin(eBs) exp (−eBFs) .

This implies

X⊥(s)−X⊥(0) = −2(eB)−1 sin(eBs) exp (−eBFs)Π⊥(0). (3.41)

Inverting equation (3.41) we get

Π⊥(0) = − eB

2 sin(eBs)
exp (eBFs) [X⊥(s)−X⊥(0)] (3.42)

Substituting equation (3.42) in equation (3.38) we get,

Π⊥(s) = − eB

2 sin(eBs)
exp (−eBFs) [X⊥(s)−X⊥(0)] (3.43)

Now focusing on the other set, equations (3.34) and (3.35) take the following matrix form
dXq(s)

ds
= −2Πq(s) (3.44)

dΠq(s)

ds
= 0 (3.45)

which gives us the following solution,

Πq(s) = Πq(0) (3.46)

Xq(s)−Xq(0) = −2sΠq(0). (3.47)

Hence we finally obtain,

Πq(s) = − 1

2s
[Xq(s)−Xq(0)] . (3.48)

So,

ΠT
⊥ (s)Π⊥(s) =

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(X⊥(s)−X⊥(0))

T
exp

[
−eB (F T + F ) s

]
(X⊥(s)−X⊥(0))

=
(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(X⊥(s)−X⊥(0))

T
(X⊥(s)−X⊥(0))

=
(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)

(
Xi(s)Xi(s)− 2Xi(s)Xi(0) +Xi(0)Xi(0)−

[
Xi(0) , Xi(s)

])
,

for i = 1, 2. The commutator can be simplified as[
Xi(0) , Xi(s)

]
= −2 sin(eB s)

eB
{exp (−eB F s)}ij

[
Xi(0) , Πj(0)

]
= −2 sin(eB s)

eB
{exp (−eB F s)}ij δij

= −2i sin(eB s)

eB
Tr [exp (−eB F s)]

= −2i sin(eB s)

eB
cos(eB s)Tr[1]2×2

= −i 4 sin(eB s)

eB
cos(eB s),

which yields, ΠT
⊥ (s)Π⊥(s) =

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)

(
Xi(s)Xi(s)− 2Xi(s)Xi(0) +Xi(0)Xi(0)

)
+

i eB

tan(eB s)
.

So,

⟨x(s)|ΠT
⊥ (s)Π⊥(s) |x′(0)⟩ =

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩+ i eB

tan(eB s)
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ . (3.49)
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Now for the other set, i.e. i = 0, 3,

Π(s) ·Π(s)∥ =
1

4s2
(X(s)−X(0)) · (X(s)−X(0))∥

=
1

4s2
(
X(s) ·X(s)∥ − 2X(s) ·X(0)∥ +X(0) ·X(0)∥ −

[
X0(0) , X0(s)

]
+
[
X3(0) , X3(s)

])
=

1

4s2
(
X(s) ·X(s)∥ − 2X(s) ·X(0)∥ +X(0) ·X(0)∥ + 2s

[
X0(0) , Π0(0)

]
− 2s

[
X3(0) , Π3(0)

])
=

1

4s2
(
X(s) ·X(s)∥ − 2X(s) ·X(0)∥ +X(0) ·X(0)∥

)
− i

s
.

So,

⟨x(s)|Π(s) ·Π(s)∥ |x′(0)⟩ =
1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ − i

s
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ . (3.50)

Thus combining (3.49) and (3.50), we obtain

⟨x(s)|Π2(s) |x(0)⟩ =
[

1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ −

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ − i

s
− i eB

tan(eB s)

]
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ . (3.51)

So finally,

⟨x(s)|H |x′(0)⟩ = ⟨x(s)|Π2(s)−m2 |x′(0)⟩

=

[
1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ −

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ − i

s
− i eB

tan(eB s)
−m2

]
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ . (3.52)

Comparing (3.15) and (3.73), we can identify f(x, x′; s) as

f(x, x′; s) =
1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ −

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ − i

s
− i eB

tan(eB s)
−m2. (3.53)

Now, we will use (3.17) to obtain the proper time evolution operator U(x, x′; s). By integrating w.r.t s′ and evaluating

the exponential we get

U(x, x′; s) = C(x, x′)
eism

2

s sin(eBs)
exp

[
i

4s

(
(x− x′)2∥ −

eBs

tan(eBs)
(x− x′)2⊥

)]
. (3.54)

One can write down the Green’s function from (3.54) in a straightforward way as

G(x, x′) = −i
0∫

−∞

ds U(x, x′; s)

= −i
∞∫
0

ds U(x, x′;−s)

∴ G(x, x′) = −iC(x, x′)
∞∫
0

ds
e−ism2

s sin(eBs)
exp

[
− i

4s

(
(x− x′)2∥ −

eBs

tan(eBs)
(x− x′)2⊥

)]
. (3.55)

3.2. Free Fermion Propagator

In this subsection we are going to derive fermion propagator in presence of a constant background classical electromagnetic

field following the Schwinger proper-time representation [97]. There exists several methods for deriving the fermion

propagator in the presence of an external magnetic field. One widely used approach is the Ritus eigenfunction method [40,

98–102], which provides an alternative to other formulations. In contrast to these methods, there is also a method [2],

where the sum over Landau levels naturally emerges from the completeness relation of wavefunctions – solutions to the

Dirac equation in a constant magnetic field. Notably, with straightforward manipulations, the Schwinger proper-time

representation can be recovered not only from the Ritus method [101] but also from the approach in Ref. [2]

To find the propagator of the system we need to find the Green’s function of the system. The Green’s function G(x, x′)

of the fermion field in presence of external electromagnetic field satisfies the following differential equation

(iγµ∂µ + eγµAµ(x)−m)G(x, x′) = δ(4)(x− x′) (3.56)
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We follow the convention where G(x, x′) is considered as a matrix element of an operator G viz. G(x, x′) = ⟨x|G |x′⟩.
Similar to the previous section, defining the conjugate momentum operator in presence of external field Πµ as Πµ =

Pµ + eAµ(X), where Pµ is four-momentum and Xµ is four-position operator respectively, the equation (3.56) becomes

(γµΠµ −m)G = 1 (3.57)

This implies

G =(γµΠµ −m)−1

= ((γ ·Π)2 −m2)−1 (γµΠµ +m)

Applying the matrix identity,

(A+ iϵ)−1 = −i
∫ ∞

0

ds exp[is(A+ iϵ)],

where ϵ > 0 is introduced for convergence of the integral at infinity, we have

G = −i
∫ ∞

0

ds(γµΠµ +m) exp[−is(m2 − (γ ·Π)2)] (3.58)

This implies

G(x, x′) = −i
∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨x| exp[−is(m2 − (γ ·Π)2)](γµΠµ +m) |x′⟩

= −i
∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨x|U(s)(γµΠµ +m) |x′⟩ e−ism2

= −i
∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨x(s)| (γµΠµ +m) |x′(0)⟩ e−ism2

= −i
∫ ∞

0

ds [γµ ⟨x(s)|Πµ(0) |x′(0)⟩+m ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩] e−ism2

, (3.59)

where H = −(γ · Π)2 and U(s) = e−isH and we have defined ⟨x(s)| ≡ ⟨x|U(s), |x′(0)⟩ = |x′⟩ and Πµ(0) ≡ Πµ. The

quantity s is "proper time" defined earlier.

Now the Hamiltonian H can be simplified further as

H = −(γ ·Π)2 = −γµΠµγ
νΠν

= −1

2
ΠµΠν ({γµ, γν}+ [γµ, γν ])

= −ΠµΠν(g
µν − iσµν)

= −Π2 − 1

2
eσµνFµν

In the above derivation, we have used the defination σµν ≡ i
2 [γ

µ, γν ], the anticommutation relation {γµ, γν} = 2gµν ,

antisymmetry property of σµν i.e. σµν = −σνµ and the commutation relation of the conjugate momentum operator

[Πµ,Πν ] = ieFµν . The Heisenberg equation of motion of the operators xµ(s) and Πµ(s) is
dXµ

ds
(s) = −i[Xµ, H] = 2Πµ(s) (3.60)

dΠµ

ds
(s) = −i[Πµ, H] = −2eFµνΠ

ν(s) = −2ieFµνg
νλΠλ(s) (3.61)

These equations can be caste in the following form for convenience of our calculation
dXµ

ds
(s) = 2Πµ(s) (3.62)

dΠµ

ds
(s) = −2eFµ

ν Π
ν(s) (3.63)

Similar to the charged scalar case, the equations of motions can be separated as
dX∥

ds
(s) = 2Π∥ (3.64)
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dΠ∥

ds
(s) = 0 (3.65)

dX⊥

ds
(s) = 2Π⊥ (3.66)

dΠ⊥

ds
(s) = −2 eB F ij Πj i, j = 1, 2. (3.67)

Here F ij is ijth element of the following matrix

F =

 0 1

−1 0

 = i

0 −i
i 0

 = i σy,

and

Π∥(s) =

Π0(s)

Π3(s)

 ; Π⊥(s) =

Π1(s)

Π2(s)


and similarly for X∥(s) and X⊥(s).

The solutions of equation (3.65) and equation (3.64) are given by

Π∥(s) = Π∥(0) (3.68)

X∥(s)−X∥(0) = 2 sΠ∥(0) (3.69)

respectively. Also for equation (3.67) and equation (3.66)

Π⊥(s) = exp (−2 eB F s) Π⊥(0) (3.70)

X⊥(s)−X⊥(0) = (eB F )−1 [1− exp (−2 eB F s)] Π⊥(0) (3.71)

Agian, like the charged scalar case, here also our goal is to express every operators in terms of X(s) and X(0). And hence

proceeding in an exactly similar way we obtain

ΠT
⊥ (s)Π⊥(s) =

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)

(
Xi(s)Xi(s)− 2Xi(s)Xi(0) +Xi(0)Xi(0)

)
− i eB

tan(eB s)

yielding

⟨x(s)|ΠT
⊥ (s)Π⊥(s) |x′(0)⟩ =

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ − i eB

tan(eB s)
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ ,

and

Π(s) ·Π(s)∥ =
1

4s2
(
X(s) ·X(s)∥ − 2X(s) ·X(0)∥ +X(0) ·X(0)∥

)
+
i

s

yielding,

⟨x(s)|Π(s) ·Π(s)∥ |x′(0)⟩ =
1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩+ i

s
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ .

Thus

⟨x(s)|Π2(s) |x(0)⟩ =
[

1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ −

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ +

i

s
+

i eB

tan(eB s)

]
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ . (3.72)

Now
1

2
eFµνσ

µν = eF12σ
12 =

ie

2
F12

(
2γ1 γ2 − {γ1 , γ2}

)
= i eB γ1 γ2

So finally

⟨x(s)|H |x′(0)⟩ = −⟨x(s)|Π2(s) |x′(0)⟩ − 1

2
e Fµν σ

µν ⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩

⟨x(s)|H |x′(0)⟩ =
[
− 1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ +

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ − i

s
− i eB

tan(eB s)
− i eB γ1 γ2

]
⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ (3.73)

Following the same procedure as in the charged scalar field we define f(x, x′; s) as ⟨x(s)|H |x′(0)⟩ ≡ f(x, x′; s) ⟨x(s)| |x′(0)⟩.
Also

⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ = C(x, x′) exp

(
−i
∫ s

ds′f(x, x′; s′)

)
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In this context, we can identify f(x, x′; s) from (3.73) as

f(x, x′; s) = − 1

4s2
(x− x′)2∥ +

(eB)2

4 sin2(eB s)
(x− x′)

2
⊥ − i

s
− i eB

tan(eB s)
− i eB γ1 γ2 (3.74)

Thus after integrating and exponentiating we obtain finally

⟨x(s)|x′(0)⟩ = C(x, x′)
1

s sin(eB s)
exp

[
− i

4 s

(
(x− x′)2∥ −

eB s

tan(eB s)
(x− x′)2⊥

)]
exp

(
−eB s γ1γ2

)
(3.75)

Now we need to determine γµ ⟨x(s)|Πµ(0) |x′(0)⟩ for Greens function.

So

γµ ⟨x(s)|Πµ(0) |x′(0)⟩ = γ0 ⟨x(s)|Π0(0) |x′(0)⟩ − γ3 ⟨x(s)|Π3(0) |x′(0)⟩ −
(
γ1 ⟨x(s)|Π1(0) |x′(0)⟩+ γ2 ⟨x(s)|Π2(0) |x′(0)⟩

)

From equation (3.69) and (3.68), the first two terms of the above gives = 1
2 sγ · (x− x′)∥.

The last two terms
2∑

i=1

γi ⟨x(s)|Πi(0) |x′(0)⟩ =
2∑

i=1

2∑
j=1

eB

2 sin(eB s)
γi
(
e− eB sF

)ij ⟨x(s)| (xj(s)− xj(0)
)
|x′(0)⟩

=
eB

2 sin(eB s)

2∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

γi(δij cos(eB s)− F ij sin(eB s)) (xj − x′
j
)

=
eB

2

cot(eB s) 2∑
i=1

γi(xi − x′
i
)−

2∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

γiF ij(xj − x′
j
)


=
eB

2

cot(eB s) 2∑
i=1

γi(xi − x′
i
)−

2∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

ϵ3ijγi(xj − x′
j
)


=
eB

2

[
cot(eB s) γ · (x− x′)⊥ −

(
γ1(x2 − x′

2
)− γ2(x1 − x′

1
)
)]

Now,

γ1(x2 − x′
2
)− γ2(x1 − x′

1
) = −γ1γ2 γ · (x− x′)⊥

So,
2∑

i=1

γi ⟨x(s)|Πi(0) |x′(0)⟩ = eB

2

(
cot(eB s) + γ1γ2

)
γ · (x− x′)⊥

Thus,

γµ ⟨x(s)|Πµ(0) |x′(0)⟩ = 1

2 s
γ · (x− x′)∥ −

eB

2 sin(eB s)

(
cos(eB s) + γ1γ2 sin(eB s)

)
γ · (x− x′)⊥

Finally,

γµ ⟨x(s)|Πµ(0) |x′(0)⟩ = 1

2 s
γ · (x− x′)∥ −

eB

2 sin(eB s)
exp (−i eB sΣ3) γ · (x− x′)⊥ (3.76)

Where Σ3 ≡

σ3 0

0 σ3

 = iγ1γ2.

This leads to

G(x, x′) = −i C(x, x′)
∫ ∞

0

ds
1

s sin(eB s)
exp

(
−im2 s+ i eB sΣ3

)
exp

[
− i

4 s

(
(x− x′)2∥ −

eB s

tan(eB s)
(x− x′)2⊥

)]
×
[
m+

1

2 s

(
γ · (x− x′)∥ −

eB s

sin(eB s)
exp (−i eB sΣ3) γ · (x− x′)⊥

)]
(3.77)

The term C(x, x′) do not have any s dependence. It satisfies the following differential equations[
i ∂µ + eAµ(x)−

1

2
e Fµν (x

′ − x)
ν
]
C (x, x′) = 0 (3.78)
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[
−i ∂′µ + eAµ (x

′) +
1

2
e Fµν (x

′ − x)
ν
]
C (x, x′) = 0 (3.79)

Integrating equation (3.78) and (3.79), we get

C(x, x′) = C ′(x′, x′) exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
Fµν(ξ − x′)ν

)]
(3.80)

C(x, x′) = C ′(x, x) exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
Fµν(ξ − x)ν

)]
(3.81)

Equating (3.80) and (3.81), we have

C ′(x′, x′) exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
Fµν(ξ − x′)ν

)]
= C ′(x, x) exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
Fµν(ξ − x)ν

)]
or, C ′(x′, x′) exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
1

2
Fµν(x− x′)ν

)]
= C ′(x,x)

or, C ′(x′, x′) exp
[
i
e

2
(x− x′)µFµν(x− x′)ν

]
= C ′(x, x)

∴ C ′(x′, x′) = C ′(x, x)

The last step follows from the fact that, since Fµν is antisymmetric, (x− x′)µFµν(x− x′)ν = 0. Thus we conclude from

the last line that C ′(x, x) is just a constant.

Note that the the integral in (3.81) is independent of the integration path connecting the points x and x′, since the curl

of the term Aµ(ξ)+
1
2Fµν(ξ−x)ν is vanishes. Now the curl of a four-vector is not a four-vector like ordinary three-vector.

It is a 2nd rank tensor. For any four-vector Vµ(x), it is proportional to the term ∂
∂xµVν(x) − ∂

∂xν Vµ(x). In our case

Vµ(ξ) = Aµ(ξ) +
1
2Fµν(ξ − x)ν and we can show that ∂

∂ξµVν(ξ)− ∂
∂ξν Vµ(ξ) = 0.

Proof :
∂

∂ξµ
Vν(ξ)−

∂

∂ξν
Vµ(ξ)

=
∂

∂ξµ
Aν(ξ)−

∂

∂ξν
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2

[
Fνα

∂

∂ξµ
(
ξα − x′

α)− Fµα
∂

∂ξν
(
ξα − x′

α)]
= Fµν +

1

2

[
Fνα δ

α
µ − Fµα δ

α
ν

]
= Fµν +

1

2

[
Fνµ − Fµν

]
= Fµν + Fνµ

= 0 (QED)

This gives us freedom to choose the path connecting x′ and x as a straight line. The straight line is parameterized through

a parameter t as follows

ξµ(t) = x′
µ
+ t (xµ − x′

µ
) t ∈ [0, 1] (3.82)

This choice is consistent as can be seen by noting that ξµ(1) = x′
µ and ξµ(0) = xµ. Here dξµ(t) = (xµ − x′

µ
) dt. In

symmetric gauge Aµ(x) = B
2 (0,−y, x, 0) which leads to∫ x

x′
dξµAµ(ξ) =

B

2

[∫ 1

0

dt (x1 − x′
1
)
(
−x′2 − t (x2 − x′

2
)
)
+

∫ 1

0

dt (x2 − x′
2
)
(
x′

1
+ t (x1 − x′

1
)
)]

=
B

2

[{
−x′2(x1 − x′

1
) + x′

1
(x2 − x′

2
)
}∫ 1

0

dt+ (x1 − x′
1
)(x2 − x′

2
)

(
−
∫ 1

0

dt t+

∫ 1

0

dt t

)]
=
B

2

(
x′

1
x2 − x′

2
x1
)

The term ∫ x

x′
dξµ

1

2
Fµν (ξ − x)ν =

∫ 1

0

dt (xµ − x′
µ
)
1

2
Fµν (x

ν − x′
ν
)(t− 1)
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= (xµ − x′
µ
)
1

2
Fµν (x

ν − x′
ν
)

∫ 1

0

dt (t− 1)

= 0.

So in the symmetric gauge Φ(x, x′) ≡ exp
[
i e
∫ x

x′ dξ
µ
(
Aµ(ξ) +

1
2Fµν (ξ − x)ν

)]
= exp

[
i eB
2

(
x′

1
x2 − x′

2
x1
)]

. The four-

vector potential enjoys gauge symmetry. So for the same field configuration, we can choose another four-vector potential

defined by

A′
µ(ξ) ≡ Aµ(ξ) +

∂

∂ξµ
Λ(ξ)

where Λ(ξ) is a function of ξ which we choose as

Λ(ξ) =
B

2

(
y ξ1 − x ξ2

)
So, in the A′ gauge

Φ(x, x′) = exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
A′

µ(ξ) +
1

2
Fµν (ξ − x)ν

)]
= exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
Fµν (ξ − x)ν

)
+ i e

∫ x′

x

dξµ Λ(ξ)

]

= exp

[
i e

∫ x

x′
dξµ

(
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
Fµν (ξ − x)ν

)]
exp

[
i e

∫ x′

x

dξµ
∂

∂ξµ
Λ(ξ)

]

= exp

[
i eB

2

(
x′

1
x2 − x′

2
x1
)]

exp [i e (Λ(x′)− Λ(x))]

= exp

[
i eB

2

(
x′

1
x2 − x′

2
x1
)]

exp

[
− i eB

2

(
x′

1
x2 − x′

2
x1
)]

= 1

So essentially, in a special gauge, C(x, x′) is just a constant and we can choose it to be C = −i(4π)−2.

Thus, from (3.77), G(x, x′) becomes

G(x, x′) = −(4π)−2

∫ ∞

0

ds
1

s sin(eB s)
exp

(
−im2 s+ i eB sΣ3

)
exp

[
− i

4 s

(
(x− x′)2∥ −

eB s

tan(eB s)
(x− x′)2⊥

)]
×
[
m+

1

2 s

(
γ · (x− x′)∥ −

eB s

sin(eB s)
exp (−i eB sΣ3) γ · (x− x′)⊥

)]
(3.83)

It is evident that, in general, the greens function can be written as

G(x, x′) = Φ(x, x′)G(x− x′),

where G(x− x′) is given by

G(x− x′) = −(4π)−2

∫ ∞

0

ds
1

s sin(eB s)
exp

(
−im2 s+ i eB sΣ3

)
exp

[
− i

4 s

(
(x− x′)2∥ −

eB s

tan(eB s)
(x− x′)2⊥

)]
×
[
m+

1

2 s

(
γ · (x− x′)∥ −

eB s

sin(eB s)
exp (−i eB sΣ3) γ · (x− x′)⊥

)]
(3.84)

From the last equation, it is clear that G(x−x′) is tranlationally invariant. But Φ(x, x′) is not, in general, translationally

invariant as is evident in the case of symmetric gauge. Also different choice of gauge leads to different Φ(x, x′). So,

Φ(x, x′) is not also gauge invariant. So, we loosely say the Φ(x, x′) breaks both translational and gauge inavarience of the

Green’s function fermion in presence of background magnetic field.

Let us take the fourier transformation of G(x− x′).

G̃(p) =
∫
d4x ei p·(x−x′)G(x− x′).
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Changing variable from x− x′ to x and putting equation (3.84) in the last equation we get,

G̃(p) = −(4π)−2

∫ ∞

0

ds
1

s sin(eBs)
e−im2s+ieBsΣ3

∫
d4x exp

[
− i

4s

(
x2∥ −

eBs

tan(eBs)
x2⊥

)]
eip·x

×
[
m+

1

2s

(
γ · x∥ −

eBs

sin(eBs)
e−ieBsΣ3γ · x⊥

)]
= −(4π)−2

∫ ∞

0

ds
1

s sin(eBs)
e−im2s+ieBsΣ3

[
mJ1 +

1

2s

(
J2 −

eBs

sin(eBs)
e−ieBsΣ3J3

)]
,

where

J1 ≡
∫
d4x exp

[
− i

4s

(
x2∥ −

eBs

tan(eBs)
x2⊥

)]
eip·x (3.85)

J2 ≡
∫
d4x exp

[
− i

4s

(
x2∥ −

eBs

tan(eBs)
x2⊥

)]
eip·x γ · x∥ (3.86)

J3 ≡
∫
d4x exp

[
− i

4s

(
x2∥ −

eBs

tan(eBs)
x2⊥

)]
eip·x γ · x⊥ (3.87)

To compute the above integrals we note that
∫
d4x =

∫
d2x∥

∫
d2x⊥ and p · x = p · x∥ − p · x⊥. Now,

J1 =

∫
d2x∥ exp

[
−i
(

1

4 s
x2∥ − p · x∥

)] ∫
d2x⊥ exp

[
−i
(
− eB

4 tan(eBs)
x2⊥ + p · x⊥

)]
=

∫
dx0 exp

[
−i
(

1

4 s
(x0)2 − p0x0

)]∫
dx0 exp

[
−i
(
− 1

4 s
(x3)2 + p3x3

)]∫
dx1 exp

[
−i
(
− eB

4 tan(eBs)
(x1)2 + p1x1

)]
×
∫
dx2 exp

[
−i
(
− eB

4 tan(eBs)
(x2)2 + p2x2

)]

Using the identity ∫ −∞

−∞
dυ exp

[
−i
(
aυ2 + bυ

)]
=

√
π

i a
exp

(
i
b2

4 a

)
we get

J1 =

√
π

i(4 s)−1
·
√

π

−i(4 s)−1
·
√

4π sin(eBs)

−ieB ·
√

4π sin(eBs)

−ieB exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥

)]
∴ J1 = i(4π)2

s

eB
tan(eB s) . exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥

)]
Using ∫ ∞

−∞
dυ υ exp

[
−i
(
aυ2 + bυ

)]
= − b

2 a

√
π

i a
exp

(
i
b2

4 a

)
we get,

J2 = i(4π)2
2 s2

eB
tan(eB s) . exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥

)]
γ.p∥

and

J3 = i(4π)2
2s

(eB)2
tan2(eB s) . exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥

)]
γ.p⊥

Putting the expressions of J1, J2 & J3 in the last expression of G̃(p), we have,

G̃(p) = −i
∫ ∞

0

ds

eB cos(eB s)
exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥ −m2

)][
exp (i eB sΣ3)

(
m+ γ.p∥

)
− γ.p⊥

cos(eB s)

]
Now there is a serious problem. The propagator, in fact, blows up in the limit B −→ 0 due to the factor of eB in the

denominator of above expression. If we had choosen C = −eB (4π)−2 instead of just −(4π)−2 the propagator would

converge and give the same form as that of our known. So we choose C = −eB(4π)−2. Thus our momentum space

propagator finally becomes

iG̃(p) =
∫ ∞

0

ds
1

cos(eB s)
exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥ −m2

)][
exp (i eB sΣ3)

(
m+ γ.p∥

)
− γ.p⊥

cos(eB s)

]
(3.88)
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So our momentum-space propagator becomes

G̃(p) = −i
∫ ∞

0

ds
1

cos(eB s)
exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥ −m2

)][
(cos(eB s) + γ1γ2 sin(eB s))

(
m+ γ · p∥

)
− γ · p⊥

cos(eB s)

]
.

(3.89)
To get to a different form of the free fermion propagator which will be really useful in practical purposes, we make

the following change of variable υ = eB s. so ds = (eB)−1dυ. So

G̃(p) = −i
∫ ∞

0

dυ
1

eB cos υ
exp

[
i
υ

eB

(
p2∥ −

tan υ

υ
p2⊥ −m2

)] [
(cos υ + γ1γ2 sin υ)

(
m+ γ · p∥

)
− γ · p⊥

cos υ

]
With the defination, ρ = (eB)−1(m2 − p2∥) and α = (eB)−1p2⊥, the last equation takes the form

G̃(p) = −i
∫ ∞

0

dυ
1

eB cos υ
exp (−i α tan υ) exp (−i ρ υ)

[
(cos υ + γ1γ2 sin υ)

(
m+ γ · p∥

)
− γ · p⊥

cos υ

]
= −i

∫ ∞

0

dυ exp (−i ρ υ) 1

eB

[
(I1 + (γ1γ2) I2)

(
m+ γ · p∥

)
− (γ · p⊥) I3

]
,

where we define

I1(υ) ≡ exp(−i α tan υ) (3.90)

I2(υ) ≡ exp(−i α tan υ) tan υ (3.91)

I3(υ) ≡
1

cos2 υ
exp(−i α tan υ). (3.92)

Note that, Ij(υ) = Ij(υ + 2π) for j = 1, 2, 3.

Now consider the integral

Jj =

∫ ∞

0

dυ exp (−iρ υ) Ij(υ)

=

(∫ π

0

+

∫ 2π

π

+

∫ 3π

2π

+ · · ·
)
dυ exp (−iρ υ) Ij(υ)

=

∞∑
n=0

∫ (n+1)π

nπ

dυ exp (−iρ υ) Ij(υ)

We make the following change of variable υ → υ − nπ and get

Jj =

∞∑
n=0

exp (−i n π ρ)
∫ π

0

dυ exp (−iρυ) Ij(υ)

=
1

1− e−iπρ
Aj ,

where we have defined Aj ≡
∫ π

0
dυ exp (−iρυ) Ij .Note that

A2 = i
∂

∂α
A1 (3.93)

A3 = − i

α

(
1− e−iπρ

)
− ρ

α
A1 (3.94)

proof:

i
∂

∂α
A1 = i

∂

∂α

∫ π

0

dυ exp (−iρυ) exp(−i α tan υ) = i

∫ π

0

dυ exp (−iρυ) ∂

∂α
exp(−i α tan υ)

=

∫ π

0

dυ exp (−iρυ) exp(−i α tan υ) tan υ =

∫ π

0

dυ exp (−iρυ) I2 = A2

This proves equation (3.93). And we note that i
α

∂
∂υ I1(υ) = I3(υ).

A3 =
i

α

∫ π

0

dυ exp(−iρυ) ∂
∂υ
I1(υ)

=
i

α

{
[exp(−iπρ)I1(π)− I1(0)]−

∫ π

0

dυ I1
∂

∂υ
exp(−iρυ)

}
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=
i

α

{
[exp(−iπρ)− 1] + iρ

∫ π

0

dυ exp(−iρυ)I1(υ)
}

=
−i
α

(1− exp(−iπρ))−− ρ

α
A1

This proves equation (3.94). We need to evaluate A1 and using equations (3.93) and (3.94), from that we get A2 and A3

respectively. The term exp [−iα tan(ν)] can be written as

exp [−iα tan(υ)] = exp

[
α
−e−2 i υ + 1

−e−2 i υ − 1

]
The RHS of the above equation can be further simplified using the identity

exp

[
− xZ

1− Z

]
exp

[
−x
2

]
= exp

[
x

2

Z + 1

Z − 1

]
to

exp [−iα tan(υ)] = e−α exp

[
2α

e−2 i υ

1 + e−2 i υ

]
, (3.95)

with the identification x ≡ 2α and Z ≡ −e−2 i υ. The generating function of Laggure polynomial is defined by the

following relation
exp [−xZ/1− Z]

1− Z
=

∞∑
n=0

Ln(x)Z
n

for |Z| << 1.

Now,

exp [−xZ/1− Z] = (1− Z)

∞∑
n=0

Ln(x)Z
n

=

∞∑
n=0

(Ln(x)− Ln−1(x)) Z
n.

Here we have used the fact that L−1(x) = 0. So,

exp [−iα tan(υ)] = e−α
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n (Ln(2α)− Ln−1(2α)) e
−2 i n υ (3.96)

Using the last identity, we evalute A1 as

A1 =

∫ π

0

dυ exp (−i ρ υ) I1

= e−α
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n (Ln(2α)− Ln−1(2α))

∫ π

0

dυ exp (−i (ρ+ 2n)υ)

= i e−α
(
e−iπρ − 1

) ∞∑
n=0

(−1)n (Ln(2α)− Ln−1(2α))
1

ρ+ 2n

= −ie−α
(
1− e−iπρ

) ∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
Cn(2α)

ρ+ 2n

= −i
(
1− e−iπρ

) ∞∑
n=0

dn(α)

ρ+ 2n

where Cn(2α) ≡ Ln(2α)− Ln−1(2α) and dn(α) ≡ e−α(−1)nCn(2α). So

J1 = −i
∞∑

n=0

dn(α)

ρ+ 2n

J2 =

∞∑
n=0

d′n(α)

ρ+ 2n

J3 = − i

α
+ i

ρ

α

∞∑
n=0

dn(α)

ρ+ 2n

. Now

G̃(p) = − i

eB

[(
m+ γ.p∥

)
(J1 + (γ1γ2) J2)− (γ.p⊥) J3

]
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So G̃(p) becomes

G̃(p) = − i

eB

[(
m+ γ.p∥

)(
−i

∞∑
n=0

dn(α)

ρ+ 2n
+

∞∑
n=0

γ1γ2d
′
n(α)

ρ+ 2n

)
+ i

γ.p⊥
α

− i

∞∑
n=0

(γ.p⊥)
ρ

α

dn(α)

ρ+ 2n

]

= −
∞∑

n=0

{
(
m+ γ.p∥

)
+
ρ

α
(γ.p⊥)}

dn(α)

eBρ+ 2neB
− i

∞∑
n=0

{
(
m+ γ.p∥

)
γ1γ2}

d′n(α)

eBρ+ 2neB
+
γ.p⊥
eBα

=

∞∑
n=0

{
(
m+ γ.p∥

)
+
ρ

α
(γ.p⊥)}

dn(α)

p2∥ −m2 − 2neB
+ i

∞∑
n=0

{
(
m+ γ.p∥

)
γ1γ2}

d′n(α)

p2∥ −m2 − 2neB
+
γ.p⊥
p2⊥

=

∞∑
n=0

Ddn(α) + iD̄ d′n(α)

p2∥ −m2 − 2neB
+
γ.p⊥
p2⊥

where D ≡ (m+ γ.p⊥) +
ρ
α (γ.p⊥) = (m+ γ.p⊥)−

p2
∥−m2

p2
⊥

(γ.p⊥) and D̄ = (m+ γ.p⊥) γ1γ2.

So,

iG̃(p) =
∞∑

n=0

idn(α)D − d′n(α) D̄

p2∥ −m2 − 2neB
+ i

γ.p⊥
p2⊥

(3.97)

This propagator can be caste in the following form

iG̃(p) = i e−α
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
(
γ.p∥ +m

)
[(1− i γ1γ2)Ln(2α)− (1 + i γ1γ2)Ln−1(2α)] + 4 γ.p⊥L

1
n−1(2α)

p2∥ −m2 − 2neB
, (3.98)

where the second term in the R.H.S of (3.97) gets canceled with the zeroth component of id0(α)D
p2
∥−m2 .

So, one can use (3.89) or (3.98) as the final expression for the free-fermion propagator within the most general scenario

of any arbitrary external magnetic field. Next we will briefly discuss the limiting scenarios, i.e. a strongly or weakly

magnetized medium.

3.2.1. Strong field approximation

In the limit of very strong external magnetic field, one can effectively assume that the fermions within such strong

magnetic field will be trapped only in the lowest Landau levels, as all the other Landau levels get pushed to infinity. This

fact can be established also by plotting the dispersion relation for fermions in a magnetized medium as a function of the

external magnetic field, as shown in Fig. 3.1. This is why, strong field approximation is synonymous to lowest Landau

level or LLL approximation. To obtain the free fermion propagator within the LLL approximation we put n = 0 in (3.98)

which gives us :

iG̃LLL(p) = i e−α

(
γ.p∥ +m

)
(1− i γ1γ2)

p2∥ −m2
, (3.99)

where we have used the properties of the Laguerre polynomials, i.e. L0(x) = 1 and L−1(x) = 0. Eq. (3.99) clearly

demonstrates that a dimensional reduction from 3+ 1 → 1+ 1 takes place in presence of a strong magnetic field which in

turn reflects the fact that the motion of these charged particles is restricted in perpendicular directions of the magnetic

field. In the following sections of this review, we will see that in multiple scenarios this simplified expression within the

LLL approximation will become useful.

3.2.2. Weak field approximation

On the other end of the spectrum, for a weak enough external magnetic field one can think of the magnetic field as a

perturbation. In such scenario, we start with eq. (3.89) and expand it in the powers of the magnetic field eB. First of

all, let us rearrange the eq. (3.89) as :
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Figure 3.1: Thresholds corresponding to a few Landau Levels are displayed as a function of the external magnetic field. The regime of the

lowest Landau level at strong magnetic field approximation is shown by the shaded area.

G̃(p) = −i
∫ ∞

0

ds exp

[
i s

(
p2∥ −

tan(eB s)

eB s
p2⊥ −m2

)] [
(1 + γ1γ2 tan(eB s))

(
/p∥ +m

)
− /p⊥

(
1 + tan2(eB s)

)]
.

(3.100)

Now expanding the exponential and tangent functions, we immediately get G̃(p) as a series in powers of eB. To order

(eB)2 it is given by :

G̃w(p) =
/p+m

p2 −m2
+ eB

i(/p∥ +m)γ1γ2

(p2 −m2)2
− 2(eB)2

[
/p⊥

(p2 −m2)3
− p2⊥(/p+m)

(p2 −m2)4

]
. (3.101)

4. Field Theory with Thermal Background

Thermal Field Theory (TFT) merges Quantum Field Theory and Statistical Mechanics to tackle complex many-body

problems involving interactions at finite temperature and chemical potential. It provides a comprehensive framework for

describing large ensembles of interacting particles, including those governed by gauge interactions, in thermal environ-

ments. TFT also accounts for phenomena and processes that do not occur in vacuum field theory. There are two primary

formalisms in Thermal Field Theory: i) Imaginary Time (Matsubara) Formalism [103]: This approach is well-suited

for systems in thermal equilibrium, using periodic (bosonic) or anti-periodic (fermionic) boundary conditions in imagi-

nary time. ii) Real Time (Schwinger-Keldysh) Formalism [104–106]: This method handles non-equilibrium scenarios and

provides a framework for real-time dynamics in thermal systems. Several textbooks [107–111] and review articles [112]

offer detailed discussions on finite temperature field theory. Additionally, advanced techniques such as hard thermal loop

perturbation theory are covered in recent reviews [113], providing insights into improved perturbative methods. A brief

outline of these concepts follows.

4.1. Imaginary Time Formalism

4.1.1. Connection to imaginary time and Matsubara formalism

For a given Schrödinger operator, A, the Heisenberg operator, AH(t) can be written as

AH(t) = eiHt A e−iHt . (4.1)
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The thermal correlation function of two operators can also be written [109, 112, 113] as

⟨AH(t)BH(t′)⟩β = Z−1(β)Tr
[
e−βHAH(t)BH(t′)

]
= ⟨BH(t′)AH(t+ iβ)⟩β . (4.2)

To derive Eq.(4.2), we utilized Eq.(4.1), inserted the unit operator 1 = e−βHeβH , and applied the cyclic property of

the trace. The resulting Eq. (4.2) is recognized as the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) relation. Notably, this relation

holds universally, regardless of the Grassmann parity of the operators, meaning it applies to both bosonic and fermionic

operators. For bosons, the KMS relation enforces periodic boundary conditions, while for fermions, it leads to anti-

periodicity due to their respective commutation and anti-commutation relations. Importantly, the thermal evolution

operator e−βH resembles a time evolution operator (e−iHt) when the inverse temperature β is analytically continued to

imaginary time ((β = it) . While this resemblance may appear coincidental, it suggests the possibility of a deeper, yet

unexplored, connection between thermal and quantum time evolution.

Figure 4.1: The Wick rotation in the imaginary time axis

is represented by t = −iτ .

This implies a relationship between temperature and imaginary

time, given by β = it, as illustrated in Fig. 4.1. This transforma-

tion is known as a Wick rotation. Since β = 1/T, β becomes finite

at finite temperatures. By utilizing the time evolution operator, one

can derive the S-matrix, Feynman rules, and corresponding Feynman

diagrams. The Matsubara (imaginary time) formalism offers a frame-

work for evaluating the partition function and other thermodynamic

quantities using a diagrammatic approach, similar to the methods em-

ployed in zero-temperature field theory. This formalism allows for the

systematic application of perturbative techniques to finite-temperature

systems.

4.1.2. Periodicity (Anti-periodicity) of the Green’s function

The thermal Green’s function [109, 112, 113] for τ > τ ′:

Gβ(x⃗, x⃗
′; τ, τ ′) = Z−1(β) Tr

(
e−βHT [ΦH(x⃗, τ)ΦH(x⃗′, τ ′)]

)
= ± Gβ(x⃗, x⃗

′; τ, τ ′ + β), (4.3)

where we have used same procedure as (4.2) and the time evolution of the state: ΦH(x⃗′, τ ′ + β) = eβHΦH(x⃗′, τ ′)e−βH to

obtain (4.3). Since the Green’s function for a Dirac field changes sign after one period of β, this implies that Dirac fields

must be antiperiodic in imaginary time. In contrast, bosonic fields remain positive and periodic since they do not change

sign. Mathematically, this is expressed as: Φ(x⃗, τ) = ±Φ(x⃗, τ + β), where the plus sign applies to bosonic fields and the

minus sign to fermionic fields. It is important to note that the spatial directions remain unaffected in this formalism,

maintaining open boundary conditions: −∞ ≤ x ≤ ∞ ⇒ open. This distinction highlights that only the imaginary time

direction undergoes periodic or antiperiodic treatment, while spatial directions retain their standard range and continuity.

In T = 0 (Minkowski space-time), both space and time are open, meaning their ranges are: −∞ ≤ x ≤ ∞ and

−∞ ≤ τ ≤ ∞. The topology of the space-time is R4 = R3 × R1, where both space and time are treated symmetrically,

and both are on equal footing. This maintains the usual Lorentz invariance. On the other hand, in T ̸= 0 (Euclidean space

with imaginary time), the spatial direction remains open, i.e., −∞ ≤ x ≤ ∞ ⇒ R3, but the temporal direction becomes

closed, i.e., 0 ≤ τ ≤ β ⇒ R1 → S1 (circle) Thus, at T ̸= 0 the topology of space-time changes to R4 = R3×R1 ⇒ R3×S1.

when transitioning from Minkowski space to Euclidean space. This modification alters the temporal components, while

the spatial components remain unchanged, leading to the decoupling of space and time. As a result, the theory loses
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Lorentz invariance, as the symmetry between space and time is broken in the Euclidean space formulation.

The introduction of a chemical potential in a field theory is typically achieved by modifying the temporal component

of the gauge field. This is done by substituting ∂0 with ∂0 − iµ in the Lagrangian, where µ represents the chemical

potential. This modification affects only the temporal component of the gauge field, leaving the spatial components

unchanged. As a result, this substitution effectively decouples space and time, breaking the symmetry between them.

Consequently, the theory loses its Lorentz invariance since the temporal direction is modified while the spatial directions

remain unaffected. In addition to explicitly breaking Lorentz invariance, the introduction of a chemical potential may also

have deeper consequences. It can break other internal symmetries, such as particle-hole symmetry or charge conjugation

symmetry, depending on the specific nature of the system under consideration. This could lead to changes in the physical

properties of the system, such as the behavior of the equation of state, the thermodynamic potentials, or the response to

external fields.

At finite T and nonzero µ, the field theory becomes equivalent to quantizing a quantum system within a finite-sized

box. Specifically, this corresponds to a one-dimensional box in the Euclidean time (τ) direction, with 0 ≤ τ ≤ β. However,

the spatial dimensions remain unbounded, leading to a spacetime topology of R3×S1. In this setup, the compactification

of the Euclidean time direction explicitly breaks Lorentz invariance, distinguishing the temporal direction from the spatial

ones. The compactness of the Euclidean time direction at finite temperature imposes a discrete structure on the allowed

energy modes, giving rise to Matsubara frequencies ωn [109, 112, 113]. These frequencies emerge due to the specific

boundary conditions imposed on fields in imaginary time and are expressed as

k0 = ik4 = iωn =

 2nπi
β for boson ,

(2n+1)πi
β for fermion.

4.1.3. Frequency sum in contour integral method

In thermal field theory, evaluating the partition function and matrix elements associated with a given Feynman diagram

requires summing over discrete Matsubara frequencies. These frequency sums naturally arise due to the compactification

of the Euclidean time direction, reflecting the quantization of energy modes in the imaginary-time formalism. Prop-

erly handling these sums is essential for incorporating thermal effects and ensuring consistency in finite-temperature

calculations. There are two types of frequency sums: bosonic and fermionic.

A) Bosonic frequency Sum:

In general, the form of the bosonic frequency sum can be written as

1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

f(k0 = iωn = 2πinT ) =
1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

f(k0 = iωn = 2πinT )Res

[
β

2
coth

(
βk0
2

)]
, (4.4)

where k0 is the fourth (temporal) component of momentum in Minkowski space-time and the function f(k0) is a mero-

morphic function We know the hyperbolic cotangent has poles at coth(nπi) (see Fig. 4.2) at

coth

(
βk0
2

)
= coth(nπi) ⇒ k0 =

2πin

β
= iωn (4.5)

with residues 2/β, and Res
[
β
2 coth

(
βk0

2

)]
evaluates to unity. This property allows for the insertion of a hyperbolic cotan-

gent function with an appropriately chosen argument to facilitate the summation over discrete Matsubara frequencies. By

utilizing this approach, frequency sums can be systematically converted into contour integrals, enabling a more convenient

evaluation in thermal field theory calculations. Then, without any loss of generality, one can express the right-hand side
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Figure 4.2: Poles of coth(βk0/2) occur at k0 = 2πinT ;n = 0,±1,±2 · · · , in complex k0 plane.

(RHS) of Eq. (4.4) as

1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

f(k0)Res
[
β

2
coth

(
βk0
2

)]
=

1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

β

2
Res

[
f(k0) coth

(
βk0
2

)
; ⇒ poles : k0 = iωn =

2πin

β

]
. (4.6)

Employing the residue theorem in reverse, the sum over residues is possible to expresse as an integral over a contour

C in ∠k0 enclosing the poles of the meromorphic function f(k0) but excluding the poles of the hyperbolic cotangent

(k0 = iωn = 2πiT ) as [107, 112, 113]

1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

f(k0 = iωn) =
1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

Res

[
f(k0)

β

2
coth

(
βk0
2

)]
=

1

2πi

∮
C1∪C2

dk0 f(k0)
1

2
coth

(
βk0
2

)

=
1

2πi

∫ +i∞

−i∞
dk0

1

2

[
f(k0) + f(−k0)

]
+

1

2πi

∫ ϵ+i∞

ϵ−i∞
dk0

[
f(k0) + f(−k0)

] 1

exp(βk0)− 1
. (4.7)

6 k0
Im k0

Re k0

pole
pole

2ǫ

C1

C2

Figure 4.3: Contours C1 and C2 are used to encompass the poles of the meromorphic function f(k0) in complex k0 plane. These contours are

shifted by an amount ±ϵ away from the Imk0 axis to avoid the poles of coth(βk0/2) at k0 = 2πinT .

Now, some important points to note in Eq. (4.7):

i) The function [exp(βk0)− 1]
−1 vis-à-vis coth(βk0/2) is related to the Bose-Einstein distribution and has poles at the

Matsubara frequencies k0 = iωn = 2πiT . The function is bounded and analytic everywhere except at these poles.

ii) The function f(k0 = iωn)s described as meromorphic, meaning that it is analytic everywhere except for isolated

simple poles. The function does not have any essential singularities or branch cuts, which makes it a well-behaved

meromorphic function in the complex k0-plane.

iii) The function f(k0 = iωn) must not have poles at the same positions as the poles of the Bose-Einstein distribution

function, [exp(βk0)− 1]
−1. If the poles of f(k0 = iωn) coincide with the poles of the thermal distribution function,

then there could be complications when summing over these frequencies, leading to divergent behaviour or improper

convergence.
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iv) The contour C in the complex k0 plane can be decomposed into two semicircular contours, C1 and C2, without enclos-

ing the poles of the Bose-Einstein distribution function, [exp(βk0)− 1]
−1, or equivalently, those of coth(βk0/2) [107].

However, the contours must enclose the poles of the function f(k0), as illustrated in Fig.4.3. To ensure the validity

of this contour integration approach, the meromorphic function f(k0) should decay sufficiently fast at large |k0|,
ensuring convergence of the integral.

v) If all the aforementioned properties hold, then the Matsubara summation T
∑n=+∞

n=−∞ f(k0 = iωn) can be replaced by

contour integration.This procedure effectively corresponds to analytically continuing from Euclidean time, where fre-

quencies are discrete (Matsubara frequencies in Euclidean space), to real time, where frequencies become continuous

(Minkowski space-time).

vi) In the second line of Eq. (4.7), the first term represents the vacuum contribution, while the second term corresponds

to the matter contribution, arising from thermal effects.

B) Fermionic frequency sum for zero chemical potential (µ = 0):

Using a similar procedure as in the bosonic case, the fermionic frequency sum with discrete frequency ωn = (2n+1)πT

can be expressed [107, 112, 113]

1

β

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

f(k0 = iωn) =
1

2πi

∮
C1∪C2

dk0 f(k0)
1

2
tanh

(
βk0
2

)

=
1

2πi

∫ +i∞

−i∞
d(k0)

1

2

[
f(k0) + f(−k0)

]
+

1

2πi

∫ ϵ+i∞

ϵ−i∞
d(k0)

[
f(k0) + f(−k0)

] 1

exp(βk0) + 1
. (4.8)

C) Fermionic frequency sum in presence of a chemical potential µ:

In a similar way, the fermionic frequency sum in the presence of a chemical potential µ can be expressed as [107]

T

n=+∞∑
n=−∞

f(k0 = iωn + µ) =
1

2πi

∮
C

dk0 f(k0)
1

2
tanh

(
βk0 − µ

2

)
=

1

2πi

∮
C

d(k0) f(k0) +
1

2πi

∫ +i∞

−i∞
d(k0) f(k0)

− 1

2πi

∫ i∞+µ+ϵ

−i∞+µ+ϵ

d(k0)f(k0)
1

eβ(k0−µ) + 1
− 1

2πi

∫ i∞+µ−ϵ

−i∞+µ−ϵ

d(k0)f(k0)
1

eβ(µ−k0) + 1
. (4.9)

The first term represents the T -independent contribution, which accounts for the finite-density effects at zero tem-

perature ( T = 0. This term arises from the presence of a chemical potential and remains even in the vacuum state.

The second term corresponds to the vacuum contribution (zero-temperature and zero-density) and remains independent

of temperature. The last two terms capture the contributions from fermions and antifermions in the medium. These

terms explicitly depend on temperature and vanish in the limit T → 0. reflecting their thermal nature. This classification

highlights the distinction between vacuum effects, finite-density effects at zero temperature, and thermal effects at finite

temperature.

4.1.4. Frequency sum in Saclay method

We introduce the Saclay method [114], a practical technique for evaluating frequency sums involving multiple propagators

in loop diagrams. This method simplifies the computation of Matsubara sums by reorganizing the terms in a way that

facilitates analytical continuation and contour integration.

The scalar parts of the bosonic and fermionic propagators in momentum space are given by:

∆(B
F )

(K) =
1

K2 −m2
=

1

k20 − E2
k

=
1

2Ek

(
1

k0 − Ek
− 1

k0 + Ek

)
=
∑
s=±1

s

2E

1

k0 − sEk
(4.10)

where Ek =
√
k2 +m2 is the particle energy. Now, the bosonic propagator can also be written as

∆B(K) = −
∫ β

0

dτek0τ∆B(τ, Ek) , (4.11)
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where

∆B(τ, Ek) = −T
∑

k0=2nπiT

e−k0τ∆B(K) =
1

2Ek

[
{1 + nB(Ek)}e−Ekτ + nB(Ek)e

Ekτ
]
=
∑
s=±1

s

2Ek

[
1 + nB(sEk)

]
e−sEkτ .(4.12)

The above equation is derived from (4.7) using contour integration. The Bose-Einstein distribution nB(Ek) is given as

nB(Ek) =
1

eβEk − 1
. (4.13)

The fermionic propagator is represented as S(K) = ( /K +m)∆F (K) . The quantity ∆F (K) can be written in a mixed

representation as

∆F (K) = −
∫ β

0

dτek0τ∆F (τ, Ek) , (4.14)

where

∆F (τ, Ek) = −T
∑

ko=(2n+1)πiT

e−k0τ∆F (K) =
1

2Ek

[(
1− n+F (Ek)

)
e−Ekτ − n−F (Ek)e

Ekτ
]
=
∑
s=±1

s

2Ek

[
1− n+F (sEk)

]
e−sEkτ , (4.15)

where the Fermi-Dirac distribution is given as n±F (Ek) = 1/
(
eβ(Ek∓µ) + 1

)
, where (+)ve sign in the superscript represents

fermion whereas (−)ve sign represents antifermion.

4.1.5. Functional integration and the partition function relation

We consider a system that evolves from an initial state at t = 0 and evolves to its initial state after a time evolution

up to time t, The time evolution can be represented by the transition amplitude: ⟨ϕb|e−iHt|ϕa⟩, here, H denotes the

Hamiltonian of the system, assumed to be time-independent. This assumption simplifies the calculation, as the time

evolution operator e−iHt acts consistently across all states, preserving the system’s energy eigenstates. The transition

amplitude quantifies the probability amplitude for the system to evolve from state |ϕa⟩ to state |ϕb⟩ over time t. This

formulation is crucial in thermal field theory and statistical mechanics, where such time evolution plays a fundamental

role in determining equilibrium properties and correlation functions.

We consider a problem in statistical thermodynamics involving a system that evolves from an initial state at t = 0 and

returns to its initial state after a time evolution up to time t, then transition amplitude can be expressed in Minkowski

space-time as 〈
ϕa
∣∣e−iHt

∣∣ϕa〉 = ∫ Dπ
∫

Dϕ exp
[
i

∫ t

0

dt

∫
d3x
(
π(X) ∂tϕ(X)−Hd(π(X), ϕ(X))

)]
, (4.16)

where D is the functional or path integral runs over all possible paths of momentum π(X) and field ϕ(x). These fields

are not restricted by boundary conditions while going from initial time t = 0 to final time tf = t.

The Hamiltonian of the system is H =
∫
Hd d

3x along with the Hamiltonian density8 is given as

Hd = π(X)∂tϕ(X)− L(ϕ(X)ϕ̇(X)), (4.17)

where L is Lagrangian density in Minkowski space-time. Using (4.17) in (4.16) one can write the transition amplitude in

L and/or action S as〈
ϕa
∣∣e−iHt

∣∣ϕa〉 =

∫
Dϕ exp

[
i

∫ t

0

dt

∫
d3xL

]
=

∫
Dϕ ei

∫
d4xL =

∫
Dϕ eiS[ϕ], (4.18)

where action in Minkowski space-time is written as

S[ϕ] =
∫
d4xL =

∫ t

0

dt

∫
d3xL. (4.19)

Now, the partition function reads as Z = Trρ = Tr
(
e−βH) = ∑

n

〈
n
∣∣e−βH

∣∣n〉 . In this context, the summation over

n runs over all possible energy eigenstates of the system within the Hilbert space. However, in the continuum limit, the

8If there is a conserved charge density N (π, ϕ) one should also include it as Hd − µN (π, ϕ), where µ is the associated chemical potential.
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summation transforms into an integral over the complete energy eigenstates |ϕ⟩, each characterized by an energy Eϕ.

Thus, the partition function becomes

Z =

∫
dϕ

〈
ϕ
∣∣e−βH∣∣ϕ〉 = ∫ dϕe−βEϕ . (4.20)

A comparison between Eqs. (4.18) and (4.20) reveals a deep connection between the path integral formulation of quantum

mechanics and the partition function in statistical mechanics, provided the following correspondence is made:

• In the transition amplitude described by Eq.(4.18), the time interval [0, t] corresponds to the inverse temperature

interval [0, β] in the partition function. The connection between time t and imaginary time τ = it. This process,

referred to as Wick rotation, involves rotating the time variable by 90◦ in the complex plane, effectively transforming

real time into imaginary time (see Fig.4.1).

• The field ϕ satisfies either periodic or anti-periodic boundary conditions, ϕ(x, 0) = ±ϕ(x, β), as previously discussed

in subsec 4.1.2. The choice of sign depends on the nature of the field, with bosonic fields obeying periodic conditions

and fermionic fields following anti-periodic conditions in the imaginary-time formalism.

With this, the transition amplitude can be viewed as the partition function within the path integral approach as

Z = Trρ = Tr
(
e−βH) = ∫ dϕ

〈
ϕ
∣∣e−βH∣∣ϕ〉 = ∫ Dϕ e

i
t∫
0

dt
∫

d3xL

=
t→−iτ

∫
ϕ(x,0)=±ϕ(x,β)

Dϕ e
∫ β
0

d(it)
∫

d3xL(t→−iτ) =

∫
ϕ(x,0)=±ϕ(x,β)

Dϕ e
β∫
0

dτ
∫

d3xL(t→−iτ)
. (4.21)

At this point, it is important to note that the partition function can be computed directly in Euclidean time τ and discrete

frequency iωn using Eq. (4.21). In this approach, the time evolution is treated in imaginary time, making the evaluation

of thermodynamic quantities straightforward in a finite-temperature framework. Alternatively, one can transform the

Minkowski action in Eq. (4.21) into momentum space and then replace the four momentum integral by the frequency

sum.

4.2. Real Time Formalism

The Imaginary Time Formalism is specifically suited for studying static and equilibrium properties of a system at finite

temperature. In this approach, time is treated as a compactified, periodic variable τ , and thermodynamic quantities are

computed by summing over discrete Matsubara frequencies. Time dependence in physical observables arises only after

performing an analytical continuation back to real time. However, this formalism is limited to equilibrium systems and

cannot describe processes involving time evolution or systems driven out of equilibrium.

Conversely, the Real Time Formalism (RTF) provides a more general framework capable of handling out-of-equilibrium

systems. It allows for a direct description of the time evolution of quantum fields, making it suitable for studying dynamical

processes such as phase transitions, particle production, and the evolution of the early universe. This approach involves

contour integration in the complex time plane, where both forward and backward time evolutions are accounted for,

enabling a natural treatment of non-equilibrium effects.

The RTF was initially developed by Schwinger and Keldysh [104, 106] to study systems out of equilibrium. This for-

malism is widely used in thermal field theory for investigating time-dependent processes and non-equilibrium phenomena.

Below, we provide a brief overview of the real-time method, as outlined in references [108, 109, 111].

To build intuition, we begin with the concept of the partition function in quantum mechanics. At a finite temperature
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β = 1/T , the partition function is given by

Tre−βH =

∫ ∞

−∞
dq ⟨q, t|e−βH |q, t⟩ . (4.22)

This is analogous to the transition amplitude in vacuum quantum mechanics, which describes the evolution of a system

from an initial state q at time t to a final state q′ at time t′ and is given by:

⟨q′, t′|q, t⟩ = ⟨q′, t′|e−iH(t′−t)|q, t⟩ , (4.23)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system. In Minkowski space, the operator e−iH(t′−t) describes the evolution from time

t to t′. Similarly, in analogy with vacuum, the partition function at finite temperature can be interpreted as the evolution

of the system along a complex time path C as e−βH = e−iH(τ−iβ−τ). Here τ is the intermediate point in the complex

time contour and the system evolves from time τ to τ − iβ in the complex time path C.

Thermal scalar field propagator is defined as

D(X,X ′) = i⟨Tϕ(X)ϕ(X ′)⟩ = θ(τ − τ ′)i⟨ϕ(X)ϕ(X ′)⟩+ θ(τ ′ − τ)i⟨ϕ(X ′)ϕ(X)⟩,

= θ(τ − τ ′)D+(X,X
′) + θ(τ ′ − τ)D−(X,X

′). (4.24)

Here, τ and τ ′ are the points on the contour with θ(τ − τ ′) is the contour-odered theta function. D+(x⃗, x⃗
′; τ, τ ′) is

defined in domain −β ≤ Im(τ − τ ′) ≤ 0 whereas, D−(x⃗, x⃗
′; τ, τ ′) is defined in domain β ≥ Im(τ − τ ′) ≥ 0. The thermal

propagator satisfies the corresponding differential equation ensuring correct periodicity and analytic continuation as

(□2 +m2)D(X,X ′) = δ4(X −X ′), (4.25)

with boundary condition D−(x⃗, x⃗
′; τ, τ ′) = D+(x⃗, x⃗

′; τ − iβ, τ ′), known as KMS relation (shown in Eq. (4.2)). By

performing a spatial Fourier transform and solving the differential equation, one readily obtains

D(k⃗; τ − τ ′) =
i

2ω

{[
θ(τ − τ ′) + nB

]
e−iω(τ−τ ′) +

[
θ(τ ′ − τ) + nB

]
eiω(τ−τ ′)

}
, (4.26)

where nB(ω) = 1/(eβω − 1) is the single particle thermal distribution function with ω2 = k⃗2 +m2.

− t̄ t̄

− t̄ − iβ

t̄ − i
β
2

Re τ

Im τ

Figure 4.4: The contour for the real-time formalism is depicted.

IN RTF, the time contour C is carefully chosen to han-

dle thermal systems by evolving along both real and imag-

inary time axes. The contour typically consists of the fol-

lowing segments (as described in Fig. 4.4). i) First Seg-

ment: moves forward along the real time axis from −t̄ to

+t̄ in real axis. ii) Second Segment: drop vertically from

t̄ to t̄ − iβ/2. iii) Third Segment: moves backward along

a line parallel to the real axis from t̄− iβ/2 to −t̄− iβ/2.

iv) Fourth Segment: again drops vertically from −t̄− iβ/2
to −t̄− iβ. This choice of contour, known as the Schwinger-Keldysh contour, allows the system to return to its original

state after a complete traversal, ensuring that the thermal properties are properly captured.

Note that D(k⃗, τh, τv) vanishes along vertical paths, as stated by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, where τv and τh are

points on vertical and horizontal lines, respectively. This is because the vertical segments contribute oscillatory terms

that decay exponentially for large imaginary times, leading to a zero contribution when integrated over. Since we are only

interested in the time evolution along the real axis, the vertical segments can be ignored. Thus, the relevant propagator

involves contributions only from the two horizontal paths. So, we are left with two lines parallel to real axes and the

propagator can be written in form of 2× 2 matrix. The propagator is given in ij-th element as

D(k⃗; τi − τ ′j) =
i

2ω

{[
θ(τi − τ ′j) + nB

]
e−iω(τi−τ ′

j) +
[
θ(τ ′j − τi) + nB

]
eiω(τi−τ ′

j)

}
. (4.27)
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Now, we can write down the contour ordering in terms of the usual time (t) ordering. When τ and τ ′ are on line 1 (real

axis from −t̄ to t̄), θ(τ1 − τ ′1) = θ(t− t′). If τ and τ ′ are on line 2 (real axis from t̄− iβ/2 to −t̄− iβ/2), it is written as

θ(τ2 − τ ′2) = θ(t′ − t). When the points are on different lines, we note that θ(τ1 − τ ′2) = 0 and θ(τ2 − τ ′1) = 1.

Now, the components of propagator in the momentum space are written by taking temporal Fourier transform as

Dij(k⃗, k0) =

∫ ∞

−∞
eik0(t−t′)D(k⃗; τi, τ

′
j)dt. (4.28)

Performing the integration, they can take the forms

D11 = ∆F (k) + 2iπnB(ω)δ(k
2 −m2), (4.29a)

D12 = 2iπ
√
nB(ω)(1 + nB(ω))δ(k

2 −m2), (4.29b)

whereas the other components are written as D21 = D12, and D22 = −D∗
11. Finally, we can write the momentum space

scalar propagator in terms of matrix as

D(k0, k⃗) =

 ∆F (k) + 2iπnBδ(k
2 −m2) 2iπ

√
nB(1 + nB)δ(k

2 −m2)

2iπ
√
nB(1 + nB)δ(k

2 −m2) −∆F (k)
∗ + 2iπnBδ(k

2 −m2)

 , (4.30)

where ∆F (k) is the free scalar propagator.

4.3. General Structure of Fermionic Two point functions at finite temperature

4.3.1. Fermion self-energy

The chiral invariance, alongside preserving parity invariance, for a theory containing only massless fermions and gauge

bosons implies two crucial aspects: i) Chiral symmetry ensures that no mass term or condensate ψ̄ψ appears in any

finite order of perturbation theory. This is because the mass term explicitly breaks chiral symmetry. ii) According to

Ref. [115], the fermion self-energy can be expressed in a general form that respects chiral symmetry as Σ(P ) = −AP/,
where /P = γµPµ is the fermion momentum P ≡ (p0 = ω, p⃗), with p = |p⃗|. Here, A represents a Lorentz invariant

structure function dependent on P 2.

The effective propagator reads as (see subsec 4.3.2 below)

S(P ) =
1

P/− Σ(P )
=

P/

(1 +A)P 2
. (4.31)

The poles, P 2 = 0, lieon the light cone ω = p. The term (1 +A) modifies the residues.

At finite temperature, while point (i) the absence of a ψ̄ψ coupling remains valid due to chiral symmetry whereas

point (ii), concerning the form of the fermion self-energy, does not hold in its vacuum-like form. This is because the heat

bath, containing the appearance of antiparticles in equal numbers to particles at such high temperatures, introduces a

preferred frame of reference, breaking Lorentz invariance and modifying the self-energy. Hence, the heat bath introduces

a specific rest frame characterized by a four-velocity uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) with uµuµ = 1. This implies that the heat bath

defines a preferred time direction, distinguishing time from spatial directions, thereby breaking the Lorentz invariance of

the theory. Consequently, at finite temperature, the fermion self-energy acquires a more general form, dependent on both

the momentum and the heat bath’s velocity [115] as

Σ(P ) = −A/P − Bu/ , (4.32)

where B is another Lorentz invariant structure function in addition to A. Since P 2 = ω2 − p2, one can interpret

ω = p0 = Pµuµ and p =
(
Pµuµ − P 2

)1/2 as Lorentz invariant energy and momentum, respectively. The Lorentz

invariant structure functions are obtained following the calculation in Ref. [112] as

A(ω, p) =
1

4

Tr [ΣP/ ]− (P · u) Tr [Σu/]
(P · u)2 − P 2

, and B(ω, p) = 1

4

P 2Tr [Σu/]− (P · u) Tr [ΣP/ ]
(P · u)2 − P 2

. (4.33)
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4.3.2. Fermion propagator

= +

Figure 4.5: Pictorial representation of an effective or resummed fermion propagator, known as Dyson-Schwinger equation.

The effective fermion propagator, denoted by S(P ) is derived from the Dyson-Schwinger equation in Fig. 4.5, which

relates the bare fermion propagator S0(P ) and the self-energy Σ(P ). Following Fig. 4.5, the Dyson equation is given [112]

by:

S(P ) = S0(P ) + S0(P )Σ(P )S(P )

S(P )S−1(P ) = S0(P )S
−1(P ) + S0(P )Σ(P )S(P )S

−1(P )

S−1(P ) = /P − Σ(P ) . (4.34)

Now, the effective fermion propagator can be obtained from (4.34) as

S(P ) =
1

P/− Σ(P )
. (4.35)

Using (4.32) one can write the effective propagator as

S(P ) =
1

(1 +A)P/+ Bu/ =
(1 +A)P/+ Bu/

[(1 +A)P/+ Bu/]2 =
P/− Σ(P )

D =
S−1(P )

D , (4.36)

where the Lorentz invariant quantity D is given [112] as

D(p, u) = [(1 +A)P/+ B/u]2 = (1 +A)2 /P
2
+ 2(1 +A)BP · u+ B2. (4.37)

In the rest frame of heat bath, Eq. (4.37) reads [112] as

D(p, ω) = D+D−, (4.38)

where

D±(p, ω) = (1 +A)(ω ∓ p) + B. (4.39)

In free case, A = B = 0 and Eq. (4.39) becomes

d±(p, ω) = ω ∓ p. (4.40)

Combining (4.38) and (4.36), one can write [112, 113] the effective propagator as

S(P ) =
S−1(P )

D+D−
. (4.41)

We can write [112] the self-energy in (4.32) as

Σ(P ) = −1

2
[(A(ω + p) + B) (γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂) + (A(ω − p) + B) (γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂)] . (4.42)

Now we can also write [112, 113]

/P = γ0ω − pγ⃗ · p̂ =
1

2
[(ω − p)(γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂) + (ω + p)(γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂)] . (4.43)

In the rest frame of the heat bath, the inverse of the effective propagator in (4.34) can now be written as

S−1(P ) = P/− Σ(P ) =
1

2
(γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂)D+ +

1

2
(γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂)D− (4.44)

Using (4.44) in (4.41), one finally obtains the effective fermion propagator as

S(P ) =
1

2

γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂
D+(ω, p)

+
1

2

γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂
D−(ω, p)

, (4.45)

which is decomposed in helicity eigenstates. We clarify the implications of charge invariance and the parity properties of

the functions D±(−ω, p), A(ω, p) and B(−ω, p). The charge invariance demands that D±(−ω, p) = −D∓(ω, p) imposes
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constraints on the symmetry of the structure functions: A(−ω, p) = A(ω, p) (even function in ω) and B(−ω, p) = −B(ω, p)
(odd function in ω). The even and odd nature of A(ω, p) and B(−ω, p) suggest distinct contributions to the spectral

functions and propagators in a medium. For space like momenta P (p20 < p2), D(ω, p) acquires an imaginary part. We

now define the parity properties for both real and imaginary parts of D(ω, p) as ReD+(−ω, p) = −ReD−(ω, p) (real part

is antisymmetric between ±) and ImD+(−ω, p) = ImD−(ω, p) (imaginary part is symmetric between ±). The distinction

between the real and imaginary parts is crucial for analyzing spectral densities and the dispersion relations of excitations

in the plasma.

The dispersion relations for a quark in a thermal medium are determined by the zeros of D±(ω, p). For D+(ω, p) = 0,

the solutions are poles at ω = ω+(p) and ω = −ω−(p), while D−(ω, p) = 0 has poles at ω = ω−(p) and ω = −ω+(p). The

mode with energy ω+ corresponds to the propagation of a particle-like excitation in the medium, characterized as a Dirac

spinor and an eigenstate of (γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂) with a chirality-to-helicity ratio of +1. In contrast, the plasmino mode, a unique

low-momentum excitation, is associated with energy ω− and is an eigenstate of (γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂), having a chirality-to-helicity

ratio of −1. Interestingly, the ω− branch exhibits a minimum [112, 113] at small momenta before converging to the free-

particle dispersion relation at higher momenta. Additionally, the structure of De
±(ω, p) includes a discontinuity related to

Landau damping, arising from the logarithmic term in self-energy. Below we show the chairality-to-helicity ratio of above

two modes:

The helicity operator is defined as

ĥ =
S⃗ · p⃗
p

= S⃗ · p̂, (4.46)

where for a Dirac particle

S⃗ =
1

2
γ5γ0γ⃗ . (4.47)

We consider

ĥ(γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂) =
1

2
γ5γ0(γ⃗ · p̂)[γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂] = 1

2
γ5γ0[(γ⃗ · p̂)γ0 + 1] = −1

2
γ5(γ⃗ · p̂) + 1

2
γ5γ0 =

1

2
γ5[γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂], (4.48)

and

ĥ(γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂) =
1

2
γ5γ0(γ⃗ · p̂)[γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂] = 1

2
γ5γ0[(γ⃗ · p̂)γ0 − 1] = −1

2
γ5(γ⃗ · p̂)− 1

2
γ5γ0 = −1

2
γ5[γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂],(4.49)

The chairality operator is defined as

χ̂ =
1

2
γ5. (4.50)

Therefore,
χ̂[γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂]
ĥ[γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂]

=
1
2γ

5[γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂]
1
2γ

5[γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂] ⇒ χ̂

ĥ
= 1 , (4.51)

and
χ̂[γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂]
ĥ[γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂]

=
1
2γ

5[γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂]
− 1

2γ
5[γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂] ⇒ χ̂

ĥ
= −1 , (4.52)

In free fermion case, the propagator becomes

S0(P ) =
1

2

(γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂)
d+(ω, p)

+
1

2

(γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂)
d−(ω, p)

. (4.53)

4.4. General Structure of a Gauge Boson Two-point Function at finite temperature

4.4.1. Tensor decomposition

The gauge boson self-energy in vacuum follows the general structure:

Πµν(P 2) = V µνΠ(P 2), (4.54)
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where the Lorentz invariant form factor Π(P 2) depends solely on the four-scalar P 2, preserving Lorentz symmetry in the

absence of any external background. The vacuum projection operator is

V µν = ηµν − PµP ν

P 2
, (4.55)

and it satisfies the gauge invariance through the transversality condition:

PµΠ
µν = 0, (4.56)

where ηµν ≡ (1,−1,−1,−1) and P ≡ (ω, p⃗). Additionally, it is symmetric under the exchange of µ and ν as Πµν(P
2) =

Πνµ(P
2).

At finite temperature, the Lorentz invariance is broken due to the presence of a heat bath, characterized by the

four-velocity uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) in the rest frame. The gauge boson self-energy tensor must be constructed to reflect this

symmetry breaking. The possible tensors, which include the vacuum structures Pµ and ηµν from vacuum, along with

the four-velocity uµ of the heat bath. From these, four types of basis tensors can be formed: PµP ν , Pµuν + uµP ν , uµuν

and ηµν [109, 116]. The transversality condition for the self-energy reduces the four possible tensors to two independent

projection tensors, ensuring gauge invariance. These projection tensors are orthogonal, ensuring the construction of

Lorentz-invariant structure of the gauge boson two-point functions at finite temperature. These two tensors are [109]

Aµν = η̃µν − P̃µP̃ ν

P̃ 2
, and Bµν =

P 2

P̃ 2
ūµūν =

ūµūν

ū2
, (4.57)

where

Aµν +Bµν = V µν = ηµν − PµP ν

P 2
. (4.58)

To properly describe the interactions of gauge bosons and fermions in such a system, we define the following Lorentz

scalars, vectors, and tensors that characterize the heat bath:

uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), and Pµuµ = P · u = ω. (4.59)

In the presence of a heat bath, similar to the vacuum case, we can define a modified transverse metric tensor η̃µν that is

transverse to the four-velocity uµ of the heat bath. This tensor helps to project out components of vectors and tensors

that are parallel to uµ, thus capturing the transverse components in the frame of the heat bath. The transverse metric

is defined as:

η̃µν = ηµν − uµuν , (4.60a)

uµη̃
µν = uµη

µν − uµu
µuν = uν − uν = 0 . (4.60b)

So uµ and η̃µν are transverse.

Any four-vector can be decomposed into components parallel and orthogonal to the four-velocity of the heat bath. This

decomposition is crucial in finite temperature field theory as it helps to separate the directions along and perpendicular

to the heat bath’s flow. These parallel and orthogonal component with respect to uµ are

Pµ
q = (P · u)uµ = ωuµ, and Pµ

⊥ = P̃µ = Pµ − Pµ
q = Pµ − ωuµ . (4.61a)

P̃ 2 = (Pµ − ωuµ) (Pµ − ωuµ) = P 2 − ω2 − ω2 + ω2 = P 2 − ω2 = −p2 . (4.61b)

We can also define any four vector parallel and perpendicular to Pµ

uµq =
(P · u)Pµ

P 2
=
ωPµ

P 2
, and ūµ ≡ uµ⊥ = uµ − uµq = uµ − ωPµ

P 2
. (4.62)

So, Pµūµ = 0. Finally, one can obtain [112] from (4.57)

Aµν =
1

P 2 − ω2

[
(P 2 − ω2)(ηµν − uµuν)− PµP ν − ω2uµuν + ω(Pµuν + uµP ν)

]
, (4.63a)

Bµν =
1

P 2 (P 2 − ω2)

[
P 4uµuν + ω2PµP ν − ωP 2(Pµuν + uµP ν)

]
. (4.63b)
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One can see that the two independent second rank symmetric tensors at finite temperature have been constructed from

ηµν , PµP ν , uµuν , andPµuν + uµP ν which are orthogonal to Pµ.

4.4.2. General structure of self-energy of a gauge boson

The self-energy of a vector particle in a medium (finite temperature/density) can be expressed as

Πµν = ΠT (ω, p)Aµν +ΠL(ω, p)Bµν , (4.64)

which satisfies current conservation PµΠµν = 0. Substituting A00 and B00 from (4.63a) and (4.63b), respectively, in Π00

in (4.64), one can obtain [109, 112, 113]

ΠL(ω, p) =

(
−P

2

p2

)
Π00(ω, p) . (4.65)

Now, operating ηµν on self-energy in (4.64), then using (4.63a) and (4.63b) one can obtain [109, 112, 113]

ΠT (ω, p) =
1

D − 2

[
Πµ

µ(ω, p)−ΠL(ω, p)
]
=

1

2

[
Πµ

µ(ω, p)−ΠL(ω, p)
]
. (4.66)

where D = 4, the space-time dimension.

4.4.3. General structure of a massless vector gauge boson propagator in covariant gauge

= + + + ....==

= +

Figure 4.6: Resummed gauge boson propagator, known as Dyson-Schwinger equation.

Dyson-Schwinger equation provides a relation between the full propagator Dµν the bare propagator D0
µν , and the

self-energy Πµν in terms of a perturbative expansion. We can write the full gauge boson propagator in Fig. 4.6 as

Dµρ = D0µρ +D0µαΠαβD
βρ

DµρD−1
ρν = D0µρD−1

ρν +D0µαΠαβD
βρD−1

ρν

D−1
νγ = (D0

νγ)
−1 −Πνγ . (4.67)

For massless gauge boson the propagator is given as

D0
µν = −ηµν

P 2
+ (1− ξ)

PµPν

P 4
, (4.68)

where ξ = 1 in Feynman gauge and ξ = 0 in Landau gauge. Following the details calculation in Refs. [109, 112, 113] where

the self-energy corrections are included, the full propagator of the gauge boson in the thermal medium can be written as:

Dµν = − ξ

P 4
PµPν − 1

P 2 +ΠT
Aµν − 1

P 2 +ΠL
Bµν . (4.69)

We note here that the general structure of two-point functions for both fermion and gauge boson are applicable to

both QED and QCD. The poles of the propagator give rise to dispersion mode. The condition P 2 +ΠL = 0 leads to the

propagation of longitudinal mode, known as plasmon, which appears due to the thermal bath. The condition P 2+ΠT = 0

leads to doubly degenerate transverse mode. The energy of gluon separated into two modes due to Lorentz symmetry

breaking in presence of heat bath.
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4.5. Scale Separation at Finite Temperature

In finite temperature field theory, a key aspect is the introduction of various energy scales that emerge due to the

interactions and the nature of the thermal medium. The periodicity or anti-periodicity over Euclidean time introduces

a scale present in the non-interacting theory where momentum, p ∼ 2πT , known as hard scale. The momentum sets a

natural cutoff in the non-interacting theory, and it corresponds to the high-energy modes of the system. In this case, the

non-interacting theory does not introduce any additional mass or screening effects, so the bosonic zero modes (like the

Matsubara frequencies) do not acquire any scale beyond the temperature. However, at high temperature once interactions

are considered, they give rise to additional energy scales such as the soft and ultra-soft scales. The soft scale p ∼ gT ,

smaller than the hard scale, arises from the collective excitations of the electric component of gauge field in the thermal

medium due to interactions. It corresponds to momentum scales where the thermal medium begins to affect the dynamics

of the system. The ultra-soft scale is associated with the magnetic component of the gauge fields. When, the momentum

is of order p ∼ g2T , which is smaller than the soft scale. This scale corresponds to the momentum where non-perturbative

effects [117, 118] become significant. It represents magnetic excitations or fluctuations in the system that are not screened

in a simple manner. This hierarchy of energy scales is critical in understanding the behaviour of gauge theories at finite

temperature, especially in the context of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) or other gauge field theories where the medium

effects can lead to important modifications of particle interactions.

There is an expansion parameter related to bosonic fluctuations with momentum (or mass) scale p of the form

ϵb ∼ 1

π
g2(2πT )nB(p) =

g2(2πT )

π(ep/T − 1)

p<T∼ g2(2πT )T

πp
. (4.70)

Below, we outline some key features of these scales:

4.5.1. Hard scale:

• Scale of thermal fluctuations: momenta p ∼ 2πT ; length ∼ 1/T . The hard scale refers to the momentum scale set due

to thermal fluctuations temperature This is typically associated with the dynamics of high-energy excitations that

are not affected by the medium’s interactions. The hard scale is the dominant scale for the momentum of particles.

• It generates inverse mass of non-static field modes (p0 ̸= 0).

• It produces purely perturbative contributions appear from (4.70) in even power of coupling as g2n, where n is the

number of loop.

4.5.2. Soft (electric) scale:

• Scale of static chromoelectric fluctuations: momenta ∼ gT ; length ∼ 1/gT . The soft scale corresponds to the

characteristic momentum of collective excitations in the thermal medium, typically momenta of order ∼ gT ; length

∼ 1/gT . These excitations are predominantly associated with electric components of the gauge field. This scale is

small than the hard one.

• Generates inverse Debye screening (electric screening) mass of longitudinal gauge field (A0) and scalar field. This

describes the suppression of long-range interactions between charged particles in the medium.

• Contribution appears from(4.70) in odd powers of g and log(g) and naive perturbation theory breaks down.

• Requires resummation of an infinite subset of diagrams.
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4.5.3. Ultra-soft (magnetic) scale:

• The ultra-soft scale corresponds to the static chromomagnetic fluctuations of the gauge field, momenta of oder p ∼ g2T ;

length ∼ 1/g2T .

• Generates inverse magnetic mass. Unlike the electric component, the magnetic field is not screened in a simple

perturbative way. The magnetic component is screened only at a non-perturbative scale, typically, p ∼ g2T .

• From (4.70) it can seen that there does not exist any perturbative series at all [117, 118] (Linde problem) and has to

be determined non-perturbatively.

• Generates a single non-perturbative contribution to pressure starting at 4-loop order (Linde Problem).

In finite-temperature field theory, naive perturbation theory involves expanding around the free (non-interacting)

theory using the coupling constant g. In this case, both static and dynamic quantities can be computed using free

propagators and vertices. The contributions appear in even powers of the coupling constant, g2n, as discussed above

because interactions modify the system perturbatively. While this approach works at the hard scale (p ∼ 2πT ), it

encounters significant challenges at softer scales due to infrared divergences, collinear singularities, and gauge dependence

issues (for details see a review article [113]). Infrared singularities arise from contributions at low momentum. Both

electric and magnetic sectors contribute to infrared divergences, leading to sensitivity to soft and ultra-soft regions of

phase space. Collinear singularities occur when particles move nearly parallel, leading to divergences in loop integrals.

Infrared problems are typically associated with bosonic excitations because their expansion parameter can become small

for p≪ T . However, for fermions, Pauli blocking keeps the expansion parameter finite for p < T , mitigating the problem.

At soft scale, the free theory no longer captures the physics accurately, and naive expansions lead to infrared divergences.

Therefore, perturbation theory breaks down at the soft scale (p ∼ gT ) because collective effects emerge in the thermal

medium. To handle these divergences, perturbation theory needs to be reorganized. The correct treatment of the soft

scale involves resumming certain classes of diagrams. This is done through the effective field theory like the hard thermal

loop (HTL) resummation [119–124].

4.6. Hard Thermal Loop (HTL) Resummation and HTL Perturbation Theory

As mentioned in previous subsection. 4.5, the naive perturbation theory encounters infrared and collinear singularities,

as well as gauge and sign dependence, in thermal field theory. The root cause of these issues lies in the failure to account

for certain classes of diagrams that, although higher order in the loop expansion, contribute at the same order in the

coupling constant as the leading-order diagrams [119]. This requires careful scale separation and the inclusion of relevant

diagrams through resummation techniques. These diagrams can be identified through the scale separation as discussed

below.

Considering the loop momenta to be hard (∼ 2πT ), the amplitude for higher-order loop diagrams [119] can be written

through power counting as

∼ g2T 2

P 2
× Tree level amplitude , (4.71)

where P is the external momentum.

When the external momentum is hard, P ∼ T , then the contributions from loop diagrams are perturbatively suppressed

by g2 of its tree level amplitude. Since the hard momenta dominate, naive perturbation theory works, and the one-loop

correction remains subleading compared to the tree-level amplitude.
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When the external momentum , P ∼ gT , the dynamics of the system are significantly altered, leading to contributions

from higher-order diagrams that match the order of the tree-level amplitude. This phenomenon arises due to the interplay

between hard scale arising from loop momenta and soft scale from external momenta, requiring a resummation of certain

class of diagrams. The Hard Thermal Loop (HTL) effective theory provides a framework systematically accounts for

these diagrams, ensuring consistent calculations at the soft (electric) scale. This is as illustrated below:

1. These HTL diagrams can be resummed systematically by organizing them into a geometrical series, which leads to

the construction of effective propagators and vertices. This resummation ensures gauge invariance and consistency,

guided by identities such as the Ward-Takahashi identity in QED and the Slavnov-Taylor identity in QCD.

2. HTL resummation captures essential medium effects, such as electric screening, thermal masses, and Landau damp-

ing, by modifying propagators and vertices. The effective N -point functions can be used in perturbation theory

resulting a framework, HTL perturbation theory (HTLpt), allows for gauge-independent, consistent, and systemat-

ically improvable perturbative calculations in the thermal medium.

3. Infrared divergences are a significant challenge, particularly in gauge theories like QED and QCD, at finite tem-

perature. While electric screening (Debye mass) mitigates some of these issues, magnetic screening presents unique

challenges that remain unsolved at leading order in HTL resummation. This is because In gauge theories, static

magnetic fields are not screened at leading order since the 1-loop transverse photon/gluon self-energy vanishes in

the static, low-momentum limit. HTLpt can consistently handle calculations up to order g5 by resumming electric

contributions but breaks down at g6 order due to the absence of magnetic screening [117, 118] as perturbative

techniques cannot handle this.

Hard Thermal Loop perturbation theory (HTLpt) [125–141] is a powerful framework designed to compute thermody-

namic quantities in gauge theories at finite temperature while addressing infrared divergences and incorporating thermal

medium effects via HTL resummation. The HTLpt framework allows for a systematic analytic reorganization of pertur-

bative series based on the HTL effective Lagrangian. Furthermore, it is manifestly gauge invariant and also very useful

to calculate both static and dynamical quantities. The HTLpt can be viewed as an extension of screened perturbation

theory (SPT) [142–146], which was initially developed for scalar field theories. Both approaches aim to address infrared

divergences in finite-temperature field theory, but HTLpt extends the concepts of SPT to more complex gauge theories,

incorporating the effects of thermal screening in a more systematic and comprehensive way. For details of the HTL

approximation and HTLpt readers are referred to recent reviews on HTL [113, 147].

The HTLpt has been extensively used in QCD to study the properties of the Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP), a state

of matter that exists at extremely high temperatures and energy densities. The various quantities are, viz., the thermo-

dynamic properties [125–141, 148–152], dilepton production rate [153–166], photon production rate [160, 161, 167–172],

single quark and quark-antiquark potentials [173–180], fermion damping rate [181–187], photon damping rate [188, 189],

gluon damping rate [190–192] and parton energy-loss [186, 193–203], plasma instabilities [204–210], applications of HTL

transport theory to high density QCD in a phase with color superconductivity [211], thermal axion production [212] and

lepton asymmetry during leptogenesis [213, 214]. Very recently, HTL is extended to calculate the free energy of N = 4

supersymmetric Yang-Mills in four spacetime dimensions in Ref. [215–217].

We also note that dimensional reduction [218–222] provides a powerful alternative to HTLpt by integrating out high-

energy modes to yield a simpler 3D effective theory. It efficiently handles thermodynamic quantities and exploits the

natural separation of three aforementioned energy scales in finite-temperature field theory.
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5. Thermal Field Theory with Background Magnetic Field

In previous sections 2 and 3, the modification of Dirac equation and free propagators in vacuum have been discussed in

presence of a background magnetic field. Also the field theory with thermal background has been discussed brielfly in

section 4. We have noticed that finite temperature breaks the Lorentz (boost) symmetry by introducing a preferred time

direction in the system, leading to an anisotropic response of the system to changes in momentum and energy. On the

hand background magnetic field breaks the rotational symmetry by introducing a preferred spatial direction, modifying

the dynamics of charged particles and collective excitations in the plasma. In a hot magnetized system under the influence

of an external magnetic field, it is often useful to define a new four-vector, nµ that is associated with the electromagnetic

field tensor Fµν . This new vector can help in understanding the anisotropic behaviour of the system due to the magnetic

field and facilitate the analysis of the effects of the magnetic field on the system’s dynamics.

We define the electromagnetic field tensor as

Fµν =


0 0 0 0

0 0 −B 0

0 B 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (5.1)

In a hot magnetized medium, when a fermion moves in a nontrivial background such as a thermal bath with an external

magnetic field, the four-vector nµ in the rest frame of the heat bath is defined as the projection of the electromagnetic

field tensor Fµν along uµ as

nµ =
1

2B
ϵµνρλ u

νF ρλ =
1

B
uν F̃µν = (0, 0, 0, 1), (5.2)

which is in the z-direction. This also establishes a connection between heat bath and the magnetic field. The introduction

of an external anisotropic field into the thermal medium necessitates adapting existing theoretical frameworks to properly

analyse various properties of thermo-magnetic system. In this section we would like to discuss how the presence of

a background magnetic field modifies the N -point functions in thermal field theory in several significant ways. These

modifications arise from the interaction between the magnetic field and the thermal medium, leading to anisotropies in

the system. The key effects include changes in fermion propagators, modifications to gauge boson propagators, fermion-

gauge boson vertices, their collective behaviours and the emergence of new scales associated with the magnetic field and

temperature.

5.1. General Structure of Fermion Two-point Function in a Hot Magnetised Medium

5.1.1. General Structure of the Fermion Self-Energy

In a hot magnetized medium, the general structure of the fermion self-energy can indeed be written as a 4× 4 matrix in

Dirac space, which is also a Lorentz scalar. The fermion self-energy in a hot magnetized medium depends on the three

key four-vectors: the fermion momentum P , the heat bath velocity u, and the magnetic field direction n. These vectors

introduce anisotropies and symmetry-breaking effects, leading to a more complex structure for the fermion self-energy.

Indeed, any 4× 4 matrix can be expanded in terms of a set of 16 basis matrices: {1, γ5, γµ, γµγ5, σµν}, which are the unit

matrix, the four γ-matrices, the six σµν matrices, the four γ5γµ matrices and finally γ5. So, the general structure can be

written [65] as

Σ(P ) = −α1− βγ5 − a/P − b/u− c/n− a′γ5 /P − b′γ5/u− c′γ5 /n
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− hσµνP
µP ν − h′σµνu

µuν − κ σµνn
µnν − d σµνP

µuν − d′σµνn
µP ν − κ′σµνu

µnν , (5.3)

where various coefficients are known as structure functions. We note that the combinations involving σµν (the antisym-

metric part of the gamma matrices) do not appear in the loop expansion of the self-energy at any order. This is due to

the antisymmetric nature of σµν , which implies that any term involving it would vanish when contracted with symmetric

tensors formed from the momentum, velocity, and background field directions used in constructing the self-energy. Also

in a chirally invariant theory, the terms α1 and γ5β as their presence would explicitly break chiral symmetry. The term

γ5 /P would appear in the self-energy if fermions interact with an axial vector9.

By dropping those in (5.3) for chirally symmetric theory, one can now write

Σ(P ) = −a /P − b /u− c /n− b′γ5 /u− c′γ5 /n. (5.4)

To highlight the significance of the fermion propagator in a hot magnetized medium, the expression in (3.97) encodes some

essential information about the interaction of fermions with the external magnetic field [65]. Below, we examine the form

of the propagator in Eq. (3.97) in the presence of a background magnetic field. Since fermion propagator is 4× 4 matrix,

an additional contribution (/P q +mf )iγ1γ2 appears which supplements the usual vacuum term (α′ /P , α′(P 2) is a Lorentz

invariant structure function) for a chirally symmetric theory. For a chirally symmetric theory, this new contribution can

also be written in terms of the background electromagnetic field strength tensor Fµν as

iγ1γ2 /P qB = −γ5PµF̃µνγ
ν , (5.5)

This expression explicitly encodes the magnetic field’s effect on the fermion propagator and reflects how the external field

modifies the propagator’s structure.

The form of a free fermion propagator in a chirally symmetric theory, in the presence of a background magnetic field

alone, can be written as (α′ /P + δ′γ5P
µF̃µνγ

ν), where δ′ is a structure coefficient that arises due to the magnetic field. In

contrast, if the fermion propagates only in a thermal medium (without a magnetic field), the vacuum structure is modified

by the thermal background as α′ /P + β′/u). In the case where the fermion propagates in a hot magnetized medium, the

combined effects of temperature and magnetic field lead to a propagator structure, which can be written as a modification

of (5.5) as

iγ1γ2 /P q = −γ5 [(P.n) /u− (P.u) /n] , (5.6)

which suggests that c/n should not appear in the fermion self-energy 10 and the most general form of the fermion self-energy

for a hot magnetised medium becomes

Σ(P ) = −a /P − b/u− b′γ5 /u− c′γ5 /n. (5.7)

For a fermion propagating in vacuum, the parameters simplify to b = b′ = c′ = 0 and the self-energy takes the form

Σ(P ) = −a/P . When the fermion propagates in a pure magnetic field (with no heat bath), a ̸= 0, b = 0, while the

structure functions b′ and c′ depend only on the external magnetic field, as will be shown later. On the other hand, when

the fermion propagates in a thermal medium (without a magnetic field), both a ̸= 0, b ̸= 0 but both b′ and c′ vanish,

since there are no thermo-magnetic corrections in the absence of the magnetic field, as will also be demonstrated later.

Next, we define the right-chiral projection operator, P+ and the left chiral projection operator P− , respectively,

9Chiral and axial symmetries cannot both be preserved in the presence of gauge interactions due to the axial anomaly. A choice must

be made about which symmetry is to be preserved For a chirally invariant theory this term drops out. Also the use of γ5 in a Lagrangian

introduces parity violation,as it is not invariant under parity transformations.
10We have checked that even if one keeps c /n, the coefficient c becomes zero in one-loop order in the weak field approximation.
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defined as:

P+ =
1

2
(1+ γ5) , (5.8a)

P− =
1

2
(1− γ5) , (5.8b)

which satisfy the usual properties of projection operator:

P2
± = P±, P+ P− = P− P+ = 0, P+ + P− = 1, P+ − P− = γ5. (5.9)

Using the chirality projection operators, the general structure of the self-energy in (5.7) can be casted in the following

form

Σ(P ) = −P+ /C P− − P− /DP+, (5.10)

where /C and /D are defined as

/C = a /P + (b+ b′) /u+ c′ /n, (5.11a)

/D = a /P + (b− b′) /u− c′ /n. (5.11b)

From (5.7) one obtains the general form of the various structure functions as

a =
1

4

Tr
(
Σ/P
)
− (P.u)Tr (Σ/u)

(P.u)2 − P 2
, (5.12a)

b =
1

4

−(P.u)Tr
(
Σ/P
)
+ P 2 Tr (Σ/u)

(P.u)2 − P 2
, (5.12b)

b′ = −1

4
Tr (/uΣγ5) , (5.12c)

c′ =
1

4
Tr (/nΣγ5) , (5.12d)

which are also Lorentz scalars . Beside T and B, they would also depend on three Lorentz scalars defined by

ω ≡ Pµuµ, (5.13a)

p3 ≡ −Pµnµ = pz , (5.13b)

p⊥ ≡
[
(Pµuµ)

2 − (Pµnµ)
2 − (PµPµ)

]1/2
. (5.13c)

Since P 2 = ω2 − p2⊥ − pz
2, we may interpret ω, p⊥, pz as Lorentz invariant energy, transverse momentum, longitudinal

momentum respectively.

5.1.2. Effective Fermion Propagator

The inverse of the effective fermion propagator is represented diagramatically in Fig. 5.1 and is given by Dyson-Schwinger

equation which reads from (4.34) as

S∗−1(P ) = /P − Σ(P ) . (5.14)

and the fermion propagator reads from (4.35) as

S∗(P ) =
1

/P − Σ(P )
, (5.15)

= +

Figure 5.1: Diagramatic representation of the Dyson-Schwinger equation for one-loop effective fermion propagator.

Using (5.10) the inverse fermion propagator can be written as

S∗−1(P ) = P+

[
(1 + a(p0, |p⃗|))/P + (b(p0, |p⃗|) + b′(p0, p⊥, pz)) /u+ c′(p0, |p⃗|)/n

]
P−
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+ P−
[
(1 + a(p0, |p⃗|))/P + (b(p0, |p⃗|)− b′(p0, p⊥, pz)) /u− c′(p0, |p⃗|)/n

]
P+

= P+ /LP− + P− /RP+ , (5.16)

where /L and /R can be obtained from two four vectors given by

Lµ(p0, p⊥, pz) = A(p0, |p⃗|)Pµ + B+(p0, p⊥, pz)u
µ + c′(p0, |p⃗|)nµ, (5.17a)

Rµ(p0, p⊥, pz) = A(p0, |p⃗|)Pµ + B−(p0, p⊥, pz)u
µ − c′(p0, |p⃗|)nµ , (5.17b)

with

A(p0, |p⃗|) = 1 + a(p0, |p⃗|), (5.18a)

B±(p0, p⊥, pz) = b(p0, |p⃗|)± b′(p0, p⊥, pz) . (5.18b)

Using (5.16) in (5.15), the propagator can now be written as

S∗(P ) = P−
/L

L2
P+ + P+

/R

R2
P− , (5.19)

where we have used the properties of the projection operators P±γ
µ = γµP∓, P2

± = P±, andP+P− = P−P+ = 0. It can

be checked that S∗(P )S∗−1(P ) = P+ + P− = 1 . Also we have

L2 = LµLµ = (Ap0 + B+)
2 −

[
(Apz + c′)

2
+A2p2⊥

]
= L2

0 − |L⃗|2 , (5.20a)

R2 = RµRµ = (Ap0 + B−)
2 −

[
(Apz − c′)

2
+A2p2⊥

]
= R2

0 − |R⃗|2 , (5.20b)

where we have used u2 = 1, n2 = −1, u ·n = 0, P ·u = p0, and P ·n = −pz. Note that we have suppressed the functional

dependencies of L, R, A, B± and c′ and would bring them back whenever necessary.

For the lowest Landau Level (LLL), l = 0 ⇒ p⊥ = 0, and these relations reduce to

L2
LLL = (Ap0 + B+)

2 − (Apz + c′)
2
= L2

0 − L2
z , (5.21a)

R2
LLL = (Ap0 + B−)

2 − (Apz − c′)
2
= R2

0 −R2
z . (5.21b)

The poles of the effective propagator, given by L2 = 0 and R2 = 0, determine the quasi-particle dispersion relations in a

hot magnetized medium. These lead to a total of four collective modes with positive energy – two from L2 = 0 and two

from R2 = 0. The detailed discussion of these dispersion properties will be addressed later.

In absence of magnetic field (B = 0), b′ = c′ = 0 and /L = /R. Then, the effective fermion propagator in a non-

magnetised thermal medium can be written from (5.19) as

S∗(P ) =
/L

L2

∣∣∣∣
B=0

=
(1 + a)/P + b/u

[(1 + a)p0 + b]2 − (1 + a)P 2
. (5.22)

One can obtain the following quantities in rest frame of heat bath from Ref. [112] as

(1 + a)/P + b/u =
1

2
(γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂)D+ +

1

2
(γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂)D− , (5.23a)

[(1 + a)p0 + b]2 − (1 + a)P 2 = [(1 + a)(ω − p) + b] [(1 + a)(ω + p) + b] = D+D−, (5.23b)

where

D±(p, ω) = (1 + a)(ω ∓ p) + b. (5.24)

Using (5.23a) and (5.23b) in (5.22), one finally obtains the effective fermion propagator in a non-magnetised thermal

medium as

S⋆(P ) =
1

2

(γ0 − γ⃗ · p̂)
D+(ω, p)

+
1

2

(γ0 + γ⃗ · p̂)
D−(ω, p)

, (5.25)

which agrees with (4.45).
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5.2. General Structure of Gauge Boson Two Point Function in a Hot Magnetised Medium

We have discussed in previous subsections 5.1 that in presence of nontrivial background, e.g., heat bath and magnetic

field, the boost and rotational symmetries of the system are broken. In the presence of both finite temperature and a finite

magnetic field B, the gauge boson self-energy would acquires a more complex covariant structure due to the combined

effects of thermal and magnetic backgrounds. Now, the four-vectors and tensors available to form the general covariant

structure of the gauge boson self-energy are Pµ, gµν , the electromagnetic field tensor Fµν and it’s dual F̃µν , the four

velocity of the heat bath, uµ and a new four vector given in (5.2) that defines the direction of the magnetic field nµ.

5.2.1. Tensor decomposition

For a hot magnetized medium, the available Lorentz vectors Pµ, uµ and nµ along with metric tensor gµν , can be used to

construct a set of seven symmetric basis tensors, namely PµP ν , Pµnν + nµP ν , nµnν , Pµuν + uµP ν , uµuν , uµnν + nµuν

and gµν . These basis tensors respect the symmetries and constraints of the system and are formed by combining these

four-vectors and the metric tensor in a symmetric way. These seven tensors reduce to four because of constraints provided

by the gauge invariance condition in (4.56). Below we obtain [66] the four basis tensors11.

We first form the transverse four momentum and the transverse metric tensor as

Pµ
⊥ = Pµ − (P · u)uµ + (P · n)nµ

= Pµ − p0u
µ + p3nµ = Pµ − Pµ

q , (5.26a)

gµν⊥ = gµν − uµuν + nµnν = gµν − gµνq , (5.26b)

where

Pµ
q = p0u

µ − p3nµ, (5.27a)

P 2
q = Pµ

q P
q
µ = p20 − p23, (5.27b)

gµνq = uµuν − nµnν , (5.27c)

Pµ
⊥P

⊥
µ = P 2

⊥ = P 2 − p20 + p23 = P 2 − P 2
q = −p2⊥, (5.27d)

where P 2 = P 2
q + P 2

⊥ = P 2
q − p2⊥, P 2

q = p20 − p23 and p2⊥ = p21 + p22. We further note that the three independent Lorentz

scalars are p0, p3 and P 2
⊥.

We take Bµν in (4.63b) as one of projection tensors in hot magnetized system. Now AµνAµν = 2 indicates that it

is a combination of two mutually orthogonal projection tensors, which yields two degenerate transverse modes for gauge

boson in heat bath. Projection of Aµν along magnetic field direction nµ is given as

n̄µ = Aµνnν . (5.28)

So we can construct another second rank tensor orthogonal to both Pµ and Bµν as,

Qµν =
n̄µn̄ν

n̄2
. (5.29)

We, now, construct the third projection tensor Rµν , with a constraint such that the sum of Rµν , Bµν and Qµν gives the

vacuum projection operator V µν as

Rµν = V µν −Bµν −Qµν = Aµν −Qµν = gµν⊥ − Pµ
⊥P

ν
⊥

P 2
⊥

. (5.30)

11We note here that a set of four different basis tensors were used in Refs. [67, 223–225].
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It can be checked easily that all the projection tensors satisfy the following properties,

PµZ
µν = 0, (5.31a)

ZµλZν
λ = Zµν , (5.31b)

ZµνZµν = 1. (5.31c)

where Z = B,R,Q. The three projection tensors are orthogonal to each other:

ZµνYµν = 0, (5.32a)

where Z ̸= Y and Y = B,R,Q. Now we construct the fourth tensor as

Nµν =
ūµn̄ν + ūν n̄µ√

ū2
√
n̄2

, (5.33)

which satisfies the following properties

NµρNρν = Bµ
ν +Qµ

ν , (5.34a)

BµρNρν +NµρBρν = Nµ
ν , QµρNρν +NµρQρν = Nµ

ν , (5.34b)

RµρNρν = NµρRρν = 0. (5.34c)

5.2.2. Vector gauge boson self-energy

Now, one can write a general covariant structure of gauge boson self-energy as

Πµν = bBµν + cRµν + dQµν + aNµν , (5.35)

where b, c, d and a are four Lorentz-invariant form factors associated with the four basis tensors. Note that (5.35) can

also be expressed as

Πµν = bBµν + cAµν + (d− c)Qµν + aNµν (5.36)

This particular decomposition of the self-energy in terms of four tensor basis is exactly same that has been used in

Ref. [205, 226] which, however were then applied for different perspectives.

The (00) components of the constituent tensors are given by

B00 = ū2, (5.37a)

R00 = 0, (5.37b)

Q00 = 0, (5.37c)

N00 = 0, (5.37d)

Π00 = bB00 = bū2. (5.37e)

Using these information, we obtain the form factors as

b = BµνΠµν , (5.38a)

c = RµνΠµν , (5.38b)

d = QµνΠµν , (5.38c)

a =
1

2
NµνΠµν . (5.38d)

In absence of the magnetic field by comparing with the known general form of finite temperature self-energy in (4.64), as

ΠTAµν +ΠLBµν = b0Bµν + c0Rµν + d0Qµν + a0Nµν , (5.39)
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one can write

b0 = ΠL, (5.40a)

c0 = d0 = ΠT , (5.40b)

a0 = 0 . (5.40c)

where we used the fact that Rµν +Qµν = Aµν .

5.2.3. Gauge boson propagator

The inverse of the general gauge boson propagator following Dyson-Schwinger equation is given in (4.67) and the free

propagator is given in (4.68). In covariant gauge the inverse of the gauge boson propagator in vacuum reads [109, 112, 113]

as (
D0
)−1

µν
= −P 2gµν +

ξ − 1

ξ
PµPν , (5.41)

where ξ is the gauge parameter. From (5.30) one can write

PµPν = P 2
[
gµν − (Bµν +Rµν +Qµν)

]
. (5.42)

and using this in (5.41), we get (
D0
)−1

µν
=
P 2

ξ
gµν + P 2 ξ − 1

ξ
(Bµν +Rµν +Qµν) . (5.43)

From (5.43) and (5.35) we can now readily get the Dyson-Schwinger equation from (4.67) as

D−1
µν = −P

2

ξ
gµν −

(
P 2
m + b

)
Bµν −

(
P 2
m + c

)
Rµν −

(
P 2
m + d

)
Qµν − aNµν , (5.44)

where

P 2
m = P 2 ξ − 1

ξ
. (5.45)

The inverse of (5.44) can be written as

Dµρ = αPµPρ + βBµρ + γRµρ + δQµρ + σNµρ , (5.46)

along with

δνµ = Dµρ

(
D−1

)ρν
−δνµ = α

P 2

ξ
PµP

ν +

[
βP 2

ξ
+ β(P 2

m + b) + σa

]
Bν

µ

+

[
δP 2

ξ
+ δ(P 2

m + d) + σa

]
Qν

µ +

[
γP 2

ξ
+ γ(P 2

m + c)

]
Rν

µ

+

[
βa+ σ(P 2

m + d) +
σP 2

ξ

]
ūµn̄

ν

√
ū2

√
n̄2

+

[
δa+ σ(P 2

m + b) +
σP 2

ξ

]
n̄µū

ν

√
ū2

√
n̄2
. (5.47)

Now, we write down the explicit forms of various tensors:

Bν
µ =

1

P 2(P 2 − ω2)

[
P 4uµu

ν + ω2PµP
ν − ωP 2 (Pµu

ν + uµP
ν)
]
, (5.48a)

Aν
µ =

1

P 2 − ω2

[
(P 2 − ω2)(δνµ − uµu

ν)− PµP
ν − ω2uµu

ν + ω (Pµu
ν + uµP

ν)
]
, (5.48b)

Qν
µ =

1

(P 2 − ω2)2n̄2
[
(P 2 − ω2)2nµn

ν − (P · n)(P 2 − ω2) (Pµn
ν + nµP

ν) + ω2(P · n)2uµuν

+(P.n)2PµP
ν + ω(P · n)(P 2 − ω2) (uµn

ν + nµu
ν)− ω(P · n)(P 2 − ω2) (Pµu

ν + uµP
ν)
]
, (5.48c)

Rν
µ = Aν

µ −Qν
µ

= δνµ −
[
1 +

ω2

P 2 − ω2
+

ω2(P · n)2
n̄2(P 2 − ω2)2

]
uµu

ν − 1

P 2 − ω2

[
1 +

(P · n)2
n̄2(P 2 − ω2)

]
PµP

ν − 1

n̄2
nµn

ν
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+
1

P 2 − ω2

[
ω +

ω(P · n)2
n̄2(P 2 − ω2)

]
(Pµu

ν + uµP
ν) +

(P · n)
n̄2(P 2 − ω2)

(Pµn
ν + nµP

ν)

− ω(P · n)
n̄2(P 2 − ω2)

(uµn
ν + nµu

ν) , (5.48d)

ūµn̄
ν

√
ū2

√
n̄2

=
1√

ū2
√
n̄2

[
(P 2 − ω2)uµn

ν − (P · n)uµP ν + ω(P · n)uµuν − ω(P 2 − ω2)

P 2
Pµn

ν

+
ω(P · n)
P 2

PµP
ν − ω2(P · n)

P 2
Pµu

ν

]
, (5.48e)

n̄µū
ν

√
ū2

√
n̄2

=
1√

ū2
√
n̄2

[
(P 2 − ω2)nµu

ν − (P · n)Pµu
ν + ω(P · n)uµuν − ω(P 2 − ω2)

P 2
nµP

ν

+
ω(P · n)
P 2

PµP
ν − ω2(P · n)

P 2
uµP

ν

]
, (5.48f)

where

ū2 = ūµūµ =
(
uµ − ω

P 2
Pµ
)(

uµ − ω

P 2
Pµ

)
=
P 2 − ω2

P 2
, (5.49a)

n̄2 = n̄µn̄µ = AµαnαAµσn
σ = − 1

(P 2 − ω2)2
[
(P 2 − ω2)2 + (P · n)2P 2

]
. (5.49b)

Using (5.48a) to (5.48f) in (5.47) and equating different coefficients from both sides yield the following conditions:

Coefficient of PµP
ν : α = − ξ

P 4
, (5.50a)

Coefficient of uµuν :
βP 2

ξ
+ β(P 2

m + b) + σa = −1, (5.50b)

Coefficient of nµnν :
δP 2

ξ
+ δ(P 2

m + d) + σa = −1, (5.50c)

Coefficient of δνµ :
γP 2

ξ
+ γ(P 2

m + c) = −1, (5.50d)

Coefficient of Pµn
ν : βa+ σ(P 2

m + d) +
σP 2

ξ
= 0, (5.50e)

Coefficient of nµP ν : δa+ σ(P 2
m + b) +

σP 2

ξ
= 0. (5.50f)

Solving these equations, one gets

α = − ξ

P 4
, (5.51a)

β = − P 2 + d

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2
, (5.51b)

γ = − 1

P 2 + c
, (5.51c)

δ = − P 2 + b

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2
, (5.51d)

σ =
a

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2
. (5.51e)

Now, using these the general covariant structure of the gauge boson propagator in covariant gauge can finally be obtained

from (5.46) as

Dµν = −ξPµPν

P 4
− (P 2 + d)Bµν

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2
− Rµν

P 2 + c
− (P 2 + b)Qµν

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2

+
aNµν

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2
. (5.52)

We recall that the breaking of boost invariance due to finite temperature leads to two modes (degenerate transverse mode

and plasmino). Now, the breaking of the rotational invariance in presence of magnetic field lifts the degeneracy of the

transverse modes which introduces an additional mode in the hot medium. These three dispersive modes of gauge boson

can be seen from the poles of (5.52). The poles (P 2+b)(P 2+d)−a2 = 0, lead to two dispersive modes. We call one mode
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n+ with energy ωn+ and the other one n− with energy ωn− . The pole P 2+c = 0 leads to the third dispersive mode c with

energy ωc. We will discuss about these dispersive modes in details later for both strong and weak field approximation.

When we turn off the magnetic field, the general structure of the propagator in a non-magnetized thermal bath can

be obtained by putting b0 = ΠL, c0 = d0 = ΠT , a0 = 0 and Aµν = Rµν +Qµν as

Dµν = −ξPµPν

P 4
− Bµν

P 2 +ΠL
− Aµν

P 2 +ΠT
. (5.53)

which agrees with the known result [109, 112, 113] given in (4.69).

5.3. Limiting Consideration

In this subsection we note some important points which will be required for computation of various quantities in thermo-

magnetic medium.

1. In non-central heavy-ion collisions (HIC), the generated magnetic field arises due to the motion of charged nuclei.

The strength and time dependence [227, 228] of this field are key factors influencing the evolution of the quark-gluon

plasma (QGP) and other observables. To simplify the treatment of such a rapidly changing field, it is common

to assume a constant background magnetic field under specific conditions. This allows for analytic progress in

calculations, focusing on the dominant effects while capturing essential physical features. Incorporating a magnetic

field into a hot medium introduces an additional scale that significantly affects the dynamics of the system. Alongside

the fermion mass mf and the temperature T , the magnetic field strength B becomes a crucial scale. Below, we

outline the relevant domains of scales and their implications:

a) Strong Field Approximation: Indeed, the strength of the magnetic field generated in non-central HIC is extremely

high. The value of |eB| ∼ 15m2
π, where e is the electronic charge, mπ is the mass of a pion, corresponds to a magnetic

field strength of the order of 1018 Gauss. This is much larger than the temperature T and mf typically encountered

in the LHC at CERN [29]. Also in the dense sector, magnetars, which are a type of neutron star (NS), are indeed

known to possess extremely strong magnetic fields. These fields are one of the defining characteristics of magnetars

and can be much stronger than those in typical neutron stars. [21, 22, 229]. The effect of this strong enough

magnetic field can be incorporated via a simplified Lowest Landau Level (LLL) approximation in which fermions

are basically confined within the LLL. In the strong field approximation the scale hierarchy is mf < T <
√
|eB|,

where the loop momentum K ∼ T within HTL approximation.

b) Weak Field Approximation: The magnetic field generated during the HIC is expected to decay rapidly over time,

typically on the timescale of the collision. This allows for a simplified treatment of the problem, where we can often

work within a weak-field approximation, with a scale hierarchy,
√
|eB| < mf < T . The weak field approximation

simplifies the modeling of the hot, magnetized QGP by allowing the magnetic field to be treated as a perturbation

that does not significantly alter the dominant thermal effects. This leads to a manageable situation where one

can calculate the impact of the magnetic field on thermodynamic quantities, dispersion relations, and transport

phenomena in a systematic manner.

2. We would consider mf = 5 MeV for two light quark flavors u and d.

3. We choose a frame of reference as shown in Fig. 5.2 in which one considers the external momentum of the vector

55



θ

x

y

z

k

p

φ

θp

Figure 5.2: Choice of reference frame for computing the various form factors associated with the general structure of gauge boson 2-point

functions. The magnetic field is along z-direction.

boson in xz plane12 with 0 < θp < π/2. So one can write

Pµ = (p0, p sin θp, 0, p cos θp), (5.54)

and then loop momenta

Kµ = (k0, k sin θ cosϕ, k sin θ sinϕ, k cos θ). (5.55)

5.3.1. Scale hierarchies in weak field approximation

The presence of magnetic field qfB introduces another scale in addition to the thermal scales gT and T . In weak field

approximation one can have two hierarchies of scales:

(i) When
√
qfB is the smallest scale compared to temperature and quark mass, one can work with a hierarchy of

scales
√
qfB < mf < T and

√
qfB can be treated as perturbation. In this domain the Schwinger propagator for a

fermion in weak field approximation [230, 231] up to an O[(qfB)2]is obtained by expanding the sum over all Landau

levels in (3.101). Now combining (3.101) and (5.6) the fermion propagator in background magnetic field reads as

Sw
m(k) =

/K +mf

K2 −m2
f

(qfB)0 − (qfB)
(γ5 {(K · n)/u− (K · u)/n} − iγ1γ2mf )

(K2 −m2
f )

2

− 2(qfB)2

[
{(K · u)/u− (K · n)/n} − /K

(K2 −m2
f )

3
− k2⊥( /K +mf )

(K2 −m2
f )

4

]
+O

[
(qfB)3

]
, (5.56)

which is a perturbative series of qfB. In qfB → 0, the thermo-magnetic correction vanishes. Alternatively, the thermo-

magnetic effects are obtained as higher order perturbative corrections to the nonmagnetized part [i.e., HTL part as

(qfB)0]. This means that for each given order in qfB in a perturbative series, one can use HTL approximation within

the scale hierarchy
√
qfB < gT < T to obtain the desired order of coupling.

(ii) When quark mass mf is the smallest scale compared to temperature and magnetic field, one may work with a

hierarchy mf <
√
qfB < T by considering mf as perturbation for a given order of qfB. In this hierarchy mf in fermion

propagator is either set to be zero or expanded in mf for a given order of qfB.

As discussed above, we will be working here only with the hierarchy13 √qfB < mf < T .

12However, it is possible to consider a general reference frame with Pµ = (p0, p1, p2, p3), and the final results would remain invariant under

the choice of reference frame. This invariance holds because the anisotropy induced by the external magnetic field along the z-direction breaks

the equivalence between p⊥ and p3 while p1 and p2 remain indistinguishable. To simplify the calculations, we adopt a specific choice for the

reference frame in this analysis.
13Performing calculations with the alternative hierarchy constitutes an independent problem in its own right, requiring a separate and
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5.4. Collective Behaviour of Fermion in Thermo-Magnetic QCD medium

5.4.1. Computations of quark self-energy and structure functions in one-loop in a weak field approximation

Here, we present the computations of the various structure functions in (5.12a) to (5.12d) in 1-loop order (Fig.5.3) in a

weak field and HTL approximations following the imaginary time formalism. In Fig.5.3 the modified quark propagator

P

K

P

Q=P-K

Figure 5.3: Displays the one loop fermion self-energy in a hot magnetized medium.

(bold line) due to background magnetic field is given in (5.58). Since glouns are chargeless, their propagators do not

change in presence of magnetic field. The gluon propagator in Feynman gauge, is given as[65, 112, 113, 230]

Dµν
ab (Q) = −iδab

gµν

Q2
. (5.57)

We note that we would like to explore the fermion spectrum in a hot magnetised background in the limit m2
f < qfB < T 2.

In this domain the fermion propagator is obtained by expanding the sum over all Landau levels in powers of qfB in

(5.56).Now first order in qfB reads [65, 230] as

S(K) =
/K

K2 −m2
f

− γ5 [(K.n) /u− (K.u) /n]

(K2 −m2
f )

2
(qfB) +O[(qfB)2]

= SB=0
1 (K) + SB ̸=0

2 (K) +O
[
(qfB)2

]
, (5.58)

where the fermion mass in the numerator has been neglected in the weak field domain, m2
f < (qfB) < T 2.

The one-loop quark self-energy upto O(|qfB|) can be written as

Σ(P ) = g2 CF T
∑∫
{K}

γµ

(
/K

K2 −m2
f

− γ5 [(K · n) /u− (K · u) /n]
(K2 −m2

f )
2

qfB

)
γµ

1

(P ·K)2

≃ ΣB=0(P, T ) + ΣB ̸=0(P, T ) ≡ Σ0 +ΣB . (5.59)

where g is the QCD coupling constant, CF = 4/3 is the Casimir invariant of SU(3) group, T is the temperature of the

system. The {K} is fermionic freequency sum with k0 = (2n+ 1)iπT . The first term is the thermal bath contribution in

absence of magnetic field (B = 0) whereas the second one is from the magnetised thermal bath.

Using (5.59) in (5.12a) and (5.12b), the structure functions a and b, respectively, become

a(p0, |p⃗|) =
1

4

Tr
(
Σ0 /P

)
− (P.u)Tr

(
Σ0/u

)
(P · u)2 − P 2

, (5.60a)

b(p0, |p⃗|) =
1

4

−(P.u)Tr
(
Σ0 /P

)
+ P 2 Tr

(
Σ0/u

)
(P · u)2 − P 2

, (5.60b)

where the contributions coming from ΣB vanish due to the trace of odd number of γ-matrices. Following the well known

results in Ref. [112, 113, 115], one can write

a(p0, |p⃗|) = −m
2
th

|p⃗|2 Q1

(
p0
|p⃗|

)
, (5.61a)

b(p0, |p⃗|) =
m2

th

|p⃗|

[
p0
|p⃗|Q1

(
p0
|p⃗|

)
−Q0

(
p0
|p⃗|

)]
, (5.61b)

detailed analysis tailored to that framework.
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where the Legendre functions of the second kind read as

Q0(x) =
1

2
ln

(
x+ 1

x− 1

)
, (5.62a)

Q1(x) = xQ0(x)− 1 =
x

2
ln

(
x+ 1

x− 1

)
− 1, (5.62b)

and the thermal mass. [108, 112, 113, 115] of the quark is given as

m2
th = CF

g2T 2

8
. (5.63)

The thermal part of the self-energy in (5.59) becomes

ΣB=0(P, T ) ≡ Σ0(P, T ) = g2 CF T
∑∫
{K}

γµ
/K

K2 −m2
γµ

1

(P −K)2

= −a(p0, |p⃗|)/P − b(p0, |p⃗|)/u. (5.64)

Again using (5.59) in (5.12c) and (5.12d), the structure functions b′ and c′, respectively, become

b′ = −1

4
Tr(/uγ5Σ

B), (5.65a)

c′ =
1

4
Tr(/nγ5Σ

B), (5.65b)

where the contributions coming from Σ0 vanish due to the trace of odd number of γ-matrices. For computing the above

thermo-magnetic structure functions, one needs to use the following two traces:

Tr
[
/uγ5γµγ5 [(K · n)/u− (K · u)/n] γµ

]
= 8 (K · n) , (5.66a)

Tr
[
/nγ5γµγ5 [(K · n)/u− (K · u)/n] γµ

]
= 8 (K · u) . (5.66b)

With this one can obtain

b′ = 2 g2 CF T qf B
∑∫
{K}

(K · n)∆2
F (K)∆B(P −K), (5.67a)

c′ = −2 g2 CF T qf B
∑∫
{K}

(K · u)∆2
F (K)∆B(P −K), (5.67b)

where the boson and fermion propagators in Saclay representation are given in subsec 4.1.4 and then we perform the

frequency sum using Saclay Method.

Now following HTL approximation in presence of magnetic field [54, 232] the (5.67a) and (5.67b) are simplified as [65]

b′ = −4 g2 CF M
2(T,mf , qfB)

∫
dΩ

4π

K̂ · n
P · K̂

, (5.68a)

c′ = 4 g2 CF M
2(T,mf , qfB)

∫
dΩ

4π

K̂ · u
P · K̂

. (5.68b)

Using the results of the HTL angular integrations [233]∫
dΩ

4π

K̂ · u
P · K̂

=
1

|p⃗| Q0

(
p0

|p⃗|

)
, (5.69a)∫

dΩ

4π

K̂ · n
P · K̂

= − p3

|p⃗|2Q1

(
p0

|p⃗|

)
, (5.69b)

the thermo-magnetic structures functions become [65]

b′ = 4g2 CF M
2(T,mf , qfB)

p3

|p⃗|2Q1

(
p0

|p⃗|

)
, (5.70a)

c′ = 4g2 CF M
2(T,mf , qfB)

1

|p⃗| Q0

(
p0

|p⃗|

)
, (5.70b)

with the magnetic mass is obtained as

M2(T,mf , qfB) =
qfB

16π2

[
ln(2)− T

mf

π

2

]
. (5.71)
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We note here that for mf → 0, the magnetic mass diverges but it can be regulated by the the thermal mass mth in

(5.63) as is done in Refs. [232, 233]. Then the domain of applicability becomes m2
th(∼ g2T 2) < qfB < T 2 instead of

m2
f < qfB < T 2.

The thermo-magnetic part of the self-energy in (5.59) becomes

ΣB ̸=0(P, T ) ≡ ΣB(P, T ) =− g2 CF T qf B
∑∫
{K}

γµ
γ5 [(K · n)/u− (K · u)/n]

(K2 −m2
f )

2
γµ

1

(P −K)2

= −b′(p0, |p⃗|)γ5/u− c′(p0, |p⃗|)γ5/n. (5.72)

Now combining (5.64), (5.72) and (5.59), the general structure of quark self-energy in hot magnetised QCD becomes

Σ(p0, |p⃗|) = −a(p0, |p⃗|)/P − b(p0, |p⃗|)/u− γ5b
′(p0, |p⃗|)/u− γ5c

′(p0, |p⃗|)/n . (5.73)

which agrees quite well with the general structure as discussed in (5.7) and also with results directly calculated in

Refs. [54, 232, 233].

5.4.2. Transformation properties of structure functions and propagator

First, we outline some transformation properties of the various structure functions as obtained in (5.61a), (5.61b), (5.70a)

and (5.70b).

1. Under the transformation p⃗→ −p⃗ = (p⊥,−pz):

a(p0, | − p⃗|) = a(p0, |p⃗|), (5.74a)

b(p0, | − p⃗|) = b(p0, |p⃗|), (5.74b)

b′(p0, p⊥,−pz) = −b′(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.74c)

c′(p0, | − p⃗|) = c′(p0, |p⃗|). (5.74d)

2. For p0 → −p0:

a(−p0, |p⃗|) = a(p0, |p⃗|), (5.75a)

b(−p0, |p⃗|) = −b(p0, |p⃗|), (5.75b)

b′(−p0, p⊥, pz) = b′(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.75c)

c′(−p0, |p⃗|) = −c′(p0, |p⃗|). (5.75d)

3. For P → −P = (−p0,−p⃗):

a(−p0, | − p⃗|) = a(p0, |p⃗|), (5.76a)

b(−p0, | − p⃗|) = −b(p0, |p⃗|), (5.76b)

b′(−p0, p⊥,−pz) = −b′(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.76c)

c′(−p0, | − p⃗|) = −c′(p0, |p⃗|). (5.76d)

We have used the fact that Q0(−x) = −Q0(x) and Q1(−x) = Q1(x).

Now based on the above we also note down the transformation properties of those quantities appearing in the propa-

gator: .

1. For A:

A(p0, p⊥, pz)
p⃗ → −p⃗−−−−−→ A(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.77a)

A(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→ A(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.77b)
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A(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→
p⃗ → −p⃗

A(p0, p⊥, pz). (5.77c)

2. For B±:

B±(p0, p⊥, pz)
p⃗ → −p⃗−−−−−→ B∓(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.78a)

B±(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→ −B∓(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.78b)

B±(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→
p⃗ → −p⃗

−B±(p0, p⊥, pz). (5.78c)

Using the above transformation properties, it can be shown that /L, /R, L2 and R2, respectively given in (5.17a),

(5.17b), (5.20a) and (5.20b) transform as

/L(p0, p⊥, pz)
p⃗ → −p⃗−−−−−→ A(p0, |p⃗|)(p0γ0 + p⃗ · γ⃗) + B−(p0, p⊥, pz)/u+ c′(p0, |p⃗|)/n , (5.79a)

/R(p0, p⊥, pz)
p⃗ → −p⃗−−−−−→ A(p0, |p⃗|)(p0γ0 + p⃗ · γ⃗) + B+(p0, p⊥, pz)/u− c′(p0, |p⃗|)/n , (5.79b)

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
p⃗ → −p⃗−−−−−→ R2(p0, p⊥, pz) , (5.79c)

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
p⃗ → −p⃗−−−−−→ L2(p0, p⊥, pz) , (5.79d)

and

/L(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→
p⃗ → −p⃗

−/L(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.80a)

/R(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→
p⃗ → −p⃗

−/R(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.80b)

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→
p⃗ → −p⃗

L2(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.80c)

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
p0 → −p0−−−−−−→
p⃗ → −p⃗

R2(p0, p⊥, pz). (5.80d)

Now we are in a position to check the transformation properties of the effective propagator under some of the discrete

symmetries:

Chirality

Under chirality the fermion propagator transform as [234]

S(p0, p⃗) −→ −γ5 S(p0, p⃗) γ5. (5.81)

The effective propagator, S∗(p0, p⊥, pz), in (5.19) transforms under chirality as

−γ5 S∗(p0, p⊥, pz) γ5 = −γ5P−
/L(p0, p⊥, pz)

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P+γ5 − γ5P+

/R(p0, p⊥, pz)

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P−γ5

= P+

/L(p0, p⊥, pz)

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P+ + P−

/R(p0, p⊥, pz)

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P−

= S∗(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.82)

which satisfies (6.8) and indicates that it is chirally invariant.

Reflection

Under reflection the fermion propagator transforms [234] as

S(p0, p⃗) −→ S(p0,−p⃗). (5.83)

The effective propagator, S∗(p0, p⊥, pz), in (5.19) transforms under reflection as

S∗(p0, p⊥,−pz) = P−
/L(p0, p⊥,−pz)
L2(p0, p⊥,−pz)

P+ + P+

/R(p0, p⊥,−pz)
R2(p0, p⊥,−pz)

P−

= P−
A(p0, |p⃗|)(p0γ0 + p⃗ · γ⃗) + B−(p0, p⊥, pz)/u+ c′(p0, |p⃗|)/n

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P+

+ P+
A(p0, |p⃗|)(p0γ0 + p⃗ · γ⃗) + B+(p0, p⊥, pz)/u− c′(p0, |p⃗|)/n

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P−
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̸= S∗(p0, p⊥, pz). (5.84)

However, now considering the rest frame of the heat bath, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), and the background magnetic field along

z-direction, nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1), one can write (5.84) as

S∗(p0, p⊥,−pz) = P−
A(p0, |p⃗|)(p0γ0 + p⃗ · γ⃗) + B−(p0, p⊥, pz)γ0 − c′(p0, |p⃗|)γ3

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P+

+ P+
A(p0, |p⃗|)(p0γ0 + p⃗ · γ⃗) + B+(p0, p⊥, pz)γ0 + c′(p0, |p⃗|)γ3

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P−

̸= S∗(p0, p⊥, pz). (5.85)

As seen in both cases the reflection symmetry is violated as we will see later while discussing the dispersion property of

a fermion.

Parity

Under parity a fermion propagator transforms [234] as

S(p0, p⃗) −→ γ0 S(p0,−p⃗) γ0 . (5.86)

The effective propagator, S∗(p0, p⊥, pz), in (5.19) under parity transforms as

γ0 S
∗(p0, p⊥,−pz) γ0 = γ0P−

/L(p0, p⊥,−pz)
L2(p0, p⊥,−pz)

P+γ0 + γ0P+

/R(p0, p⊥,−pz)
R2(p0, p⊥,−pz)

P−γ0

= P+γ0
/L(p0, p⊥,−pz)
R2(p0, p⊥, pz)

γ0P− + P−γ0
/R(p0, p⊥,−pz)
L2(p0, p⊥, pz)

γ0P+

̸= S∗(p0, p⊥, pz) , (5.87)

which does not obey (5.86), indicating that the effective propagator in general frame of reference is not parity invariant

due to the background medium.

However, now considering the rest frame of the heat bath, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), and the background magnetic field along

z-direction, nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1), one can write (5.87) by using (5.79a), (5.79b) and γ0 γi = −γi γ0 as

γ0 S
∗(p0, p⊥,−pz) γ0 = P+

/R(p0, p⊥, pz)

R2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P− + P−

/L(p0, p⊥, pz)

L2(p0, p⊥, pz)
P+

= S∗(p0, p⊥, pz), (5.88)

which indicates that the propagator is parity invariant in the rest frame of the magnetised heat bath. We note that other

discrete symmetries can also be checked but leave them on the readers.

5.4.3. Modified Dirac equation

For General Case

The effective propagator that satisfy the modified Dirac equation with spinor U is given by(
P+ /LP− + P− /RP+

)
U = 0. (5.89)

Using the chiral basis

γ0 =

0 1

1 0

 , γ⃗ =

 0 σ⃗

−σ⃗ 0

 , γ5 =

−1 0

0 1

 , U =

ψL

ψR

 , (5.90)

one can write (5.89) as  0 σ ·R
σ̄ · L 0

ψL

ψR

 = 0 , (5.91)
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where ψR and ψL are two component Dirac spinors with σ ≡ (1, σ⃗) and σ̄ ≡ (1,−σ⃗), respectively. One can obtain

nontrivial solutions with the condition

det

 0 σ ·R
σ̄ · L 0

 = 0

det[L · σ̄] det[R · σ] = 0

L2R2 = 0 . (5.92)

We note that for a given p0 (= ω), either L2 = 0, or R2 = 0, but not both of them are simultaneously zero. This implies

that i) when L2 = 0, ψR = 0 ; ii) when R2 = 0, ψL = 0. These dispersion conditions are same as obtained from the poles

of the effective propagator in (5.19) as obtained in subsec. 5.1.2.

1. For R2 = 0 but L2 ̸= 0, the right chiral equation is given by

(R · σ) ψR = 0. (5.93)

Again R2 = 0 ⇒ R0 = ±|R⃗| = ±
√
R2

x +R2
y +R2

z and the corresponding dispersive modes are denoted by R(±).

So the solutions of (5.93) are

(i) R0 = |R⃗|; mode R(+); UR(+) =

√
|R⃗|+Rz

2|R⃗|


0

0

1

Rx+iRy

|R⃗|+Rz

 =

 0

ψ
(+)
R

 , (5.94a)

(ii) R0 = −|R⃗|; mode R(−); UR(−) = −
√

|R⃗|+Rz

2|R⃗|


0

0

Rx−iRy

|R⃗|+Rz
.

−1

 =

 0

ψ
(−)
R

 . (5.94b)

2. For L2 = 0 but R2 ̸= 0, the left chiral equation is given by

(L · σ̄)ψL = 0, (5.95)

where L2 = 0 implies two conditions; L0 = ±|L⃗| = ±
√
L2
x + L2

y + L2
z and the corresponding dispersive modes are

denoted by L(±). The two solutions of (5.95) are obtained as

(i) L0 = |L⃗|; mode L(+); UL(+) = −
√

|L⃗|+ Lz

2|L⃗|



Lx−iLy

|L⃗|+Lz

−1

0

0

 =

 ψ
(+)
L

0

 , (5.96a)

(i) L0 = −|L⃗|; mode L(−); UL(−) =

√
|L⃗|+ Lz

2|L⃗|


1

Lx+iLy

|L⃗|+Lz

0

0

 =

 ψ
(−)
L

0

 . (5.96b)

We note here that ψ(±)
L and ψ(±)

R are only chiral eigenstates but neither the spin nor the helicity eigenstates.
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For lowest Landau level (LLL)

1. For R2
LLL = 0 in (5.21b) indicates that R0 = ±Rz, Rx = Ry = 0. The two solutions obtained, respectively, in (A.5)

and (A.6) in Appendix A are given as

(i) R0 = Rz; mode R(+); UR(+) =


0

0

1

0

 =

 0

χ+

 . (5.97a)

(ii) R0 = −Rz; mode R(−); UR(−) =


0

0

0

1

 =

 0

χ−

 , (5.97b)

where χ+ =

1

0

 and χ− =

0

1

.

2. For LLL, L2
LLL = 0 in (5.21a) indicates that L0 = ±Lz, Lx = Ly = 0. The two solutions obtained, respectively, in

(A.7) and (A.8) in Appendix A are given as

(i) L0 = Lz; mode L(+); UL(+) =


0

1

0

0

 =

χ−

0

 , (5.98a)

(i) L0 = −Lz; mode L(−); UL(−) =


1

0

0

0

 =

χ+

0

 . (5.98b)

The spin operator along the z direction is given by

Σ3 = σ12 =
i

2

[
γ1, γ2

]
= i γ1γ2 =

σ3 0

0 σ3

 , (5.99)

where σ with single index denotes Pauli spin matrices whereas that with double indices denote generator of Lorentz group

in spinor representation. Now,

Σ3 UR(±) =

σ3 0

0 σ3

  0

χ±

 =

 0

σ3 χ±

 = ±

 0

χ±

 = ±UR(±) , (5.100)

Σ3 UL(±) =

σ3 0

0 σ3

 χ∓

0

 =

σ3 χ∓

0

 = ∓

χ∓

0

 = ∓UL(±) . (5.101)

So, the modes L(−) and R(+) have spins along the direction of magnetic field whereas L(+) and R(−) have spins opposite

to the direction of magnetic field. Now we discuss the helicity eigenstates of the various modes in LLL. The helicity

operator is defined as

Hp⃗ = p̂ · Σ⃗ . (5.102)

When a particle moves along +z direction, p̂ = ẑ and when it moves along −z direction, p̂ = −ẑ.
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Figure 5.4: Dispersion plots for higher Landau level, l ̸= 0 in the presence of a thermal and magnetized medium. The energy ω and

momentum pz are iscaled with the thermal mass mth for convenience.

Thus

Hp⃗ =

 Σ3, for pz > 0,

−Σ3, for pz < 0.

(5.103)

Thus,

Hp⃗ UR(±) =

±UR(±) , for pz > 0,

∓UR(±) , for pz < 0.

(5.104)

and

Hp⃗ UL(±) =

∓UL(±) , for pz > 0 ,

±UL(±) , for pz < 0 .

(5.105)

5.4.4. Dispersion and collective behaviour of quark in weak field approximation

In presence of magnetic field, the component of momentum transverse to the magnetic field is Landau quantised and

takes discrete values given by p2⊥ = 2l|qfB|, where l is a given Landau levels. In presence of pure background magnetic

field and no heat bath (T = 0), the Dirac equation gives rise a dispersion relation (see section 2) as

E2 = p2z +m2
f + (2 ν + 1) qf |Q|B − qf QB σ , (5.106)

where ν = 0, 1, 2, · · · , Q = ±1, σ = +1 for spin up and σ = −1 for spin down. The solutions are classified by energy

eigenvalues

E2
l = p2z +m2

f + 2 l qf B . (5.107)

where one can define

2 l = (2 ν + 1) |Q| −Qσ . (5.108)

Now, we examine the dispersion properties of fermions in a hot magnetized medium. In the general case (for higher Landau

levels, l ̸= 0), the dispersion curves are obtained by solving L2 = 0 and R2 = 0 numerically, as given in equations (5.20a)

and (5.20b). The roots of the equation L0 = ±|L⃗| ⇒ L0 ∓ |L⃗| = 0, which leads to L(±) with energy ωL(±) . Similarly,
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Figure 5.5: Same as Fig. 5.4 but for LLL, l = 0. For details see the text.

the roots of R0 = ±|R⃗| ⇒ R0 ∓ |R⃗| = 0, are denoted by R(±) with energy ωR(±) . The corresponding eigenstates are

derived in equations (5.96a), (5.96b), (5.94a), and (5.94b) in subsection 5.4.3. We have chosen T = 0.2 GeV, αs = 0.3

and qfB = 0.5m2
π, where mπ is the pion mass. In Fig. 5.4, the dispersion curves for higher Landau levels are presented,

showing that all four modes can propagate for a given choice of Q. This occurs because the corresponding states for

these modes are neither spin nor helicity eigenstates, as discussed in subsection 5.4.3. Additionally, we note that negative

energy modes exist but are not shown here.

At LLL, l = 0 implies p⊥ = 0, and the roots of R0 = ±Rz give rise to two right-handed modes, R(±), with energy

ωR(±) , whereas those for L0 = ±Lz produce 14 two left-handed modes, L(±) with energy ωL(±) . The analytic solutions

for the dispersion relations in LLL are presented in Appendix B, revealing four different modes, with the corresponding

eigenstates derived in subsection 5.4.3. Now at LLL we discuss two possibilities below:

(i) For a positively charged fermion with Q = 1, σ = 1 implies ν = 0 and σ = −1 implies ν = −1. It is important to

note that ν can never be negative, which means that modes with Q = 1 and σ = −1 (spin down) cannot propagate in

LLL. The right-handed mode R(+) and the left handed mode L(−), both with spin up as shown in subsection 5.4.3,

will propagate in LLL for pz > 0. The R(+) mode, which has a chirality to helicity ratio of +1, is a quasiparticle,

whereas the L(−) left-handed mode, with a chirality to helicity ratio of −1, is known as a plasmino (hole). However,

for pz < 0, the right-handed mode flips to a plasmino (hole) as its chirality to helicity ratio becomes −1, while the

left-handed mode becomes a particle as its chirality to helicity ratio becomes +1. The dispersion behaviour of these

two modes is shown in the left panel of Fig. 5.5, starting at the mass m∗−
LLL

∣∣
pz=0

, as given in equation (B.9).

(ii) for negatively charged fermion Q = −1, σ = 1 implies ν = −1 and σ = −1 implies ν = 0. Thus, the modes with

Q = −1 and σ = +1 (spin up) cannot propagate in LLL. However, the modes L(+) and R(−) have spin down as

found in subsec. 5.4.3 will propagate in LLL. Their dispersion are shown in the right panel of Fig. 5.5 which begin

14A general note for left-handed modes at LLL is that at small pz , Lz is negative for LLL and becomes positive after a moderate value

of pz . This causes the left-handed modes L(+) and L(−) to flip in LLL compared to those in higher Landau levels. For further details, see

Appendix B.
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at mass m∗+
LLL as given in (B.9). For pz > 0 the mode L(+) has helicity to chirality ratio +1 whereas R(−) has that

of −1 and vice-versa for pz < 0.
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Figure 5.6: The dispersion relations in a thermal medium are described by the poles of HTL propagator in absence of magnetic field, i.e.,

B = 0.

In the absence of a background magnetic field (B = 0), the left-handed L(+) and right-handed R(+)fermions merge,

as do the left-handed L(−) and right-handed R(−) fermions. This results in degenerate, chirally symmetric modes, with

dispersion curves starting at mth. In this scenario, the system recovers the standard HTL result [112, 113, 155], featuring

quasiparticle and plasmino modes in a heat bath, as shown in Fig. 5.6.

As seen in the dispersion plots (Figs. 5.4 and 5.5), the left- and right-handed modes remain degenerate at pz = 0 in

the presence of a magnetic field. However, at non-zero |pz|, these modes separate, leading to a chiral asymmetry while

preserving chiral invariance, as discussed in subsection 5.4.2. Additionally, as highlighted in subsection 5.4.2, the fermion

propagator breaks reflection symmetry in the medium, a feature clearly illustrated in all the dispersion plots presented

above.

5.4.5. Computation one-loop quark self-energy and form factors in strong field approximation

Since we will be working in strong field approximation, we confine ourselves in the lowest Landau level (LLL). In the LLL

the transverse component of the momentum, P⊥ = 0. Thus, Pµ reduces to Pµ
q . Pµ

q can be written as a linear combination

of uµ and nµ. In the chiral limit the general structure of fermion self-energy in lowest Landau level can be written from

Eq. (5.7) as

Σ(p0, p3) = −a/u− b/n− cγ5/u− dγ5/n, (5.109)

where /u = γ0 and /n = γ3n3 = γ3. Now, the various form factors can be obtained from Eqs. (5.12a) to (5.12d) as

a = −1

4
Tr[Σ/u], (5.110a)
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b =
1

4
Tr[Σ/n], (5.110b)

c = −1

4
Tr[γ5Σ/u], (5.110c)

d =
1

4
Tr[γ5Σ/n]. (5.110d)

Finally using the chirality projectors we can express the general structure of the fermion self-energy as,

Σ(P ) = PR /A PL + PL /B PR, (5.111)

where

/A = −(a+ c)/u− (b+ d)/n, (5.112a)

/B = −(a− c)/u− (b− d)/n, (5.112b)

PR =
1

2
(1 + γ5), (5.112c)

PL =
1

2
(1− γ5). (5.112d)

Using the modified fermion propagator in strong field approximation one can straight way write down the quark self-energy

in Feynman gauge from Fig. 5.7 as

Σ(P ) = −ig2CF

∫
d4K

(2π)4
γµS(K)γµ∆(K − P ), (5.113)

where the unmodified gluonic propagator is given as

∆(K − P ) =
1

(k0 − p0)2 − (k − p)2
=

1

(K − P )2q − (k − p)2⊥
. (5.114)

and the modified fermion propagator in LLL is given by

iS(K) = ie−k2
⊥/qfB

/Kq +mf

K2
q −m2

f

(1− iγ1γ2). (5.115)

PK

Figure 5.7: The self-energy diagram for a quark in the strong magnetic field approximation is depicted. In this diagram, the double line

represents the modified quark propagator, which accounts for the effects of the strong magnetic field.

Now, the thermo-magnetic self-energy Σ(P ) can be written from Eq. (5.113) as [55]

−Σ(P ) = −ig2CF

∫
d4K

(2π)4
e−k2

⊥/qfBγµ
( /Kq +mf )

(K2
q −m2

f )
(1− iγ1γ2) γ

µ∆(K − P )

Σ(P ) = ig2CF

∫
d4K

(2π)4
e−k2

⊥/qfBγµ /Kq (1− iγ1γ2) γ
µ∆̃q(K)∆(K − P )

= 2g2CF

∑∫
{K}

e−k2
⊥/qfB

[
(1 + iγ1γ2) /Kq

]
∆̃q(K)∆(K − P ), (5.116)

where

∆̃q(K) =
1

k20 − k23
(5.117)

Also at finite temperature, the loop integration measure is replaced by∫
d4K

(2π)4
−→ iT

∑
{k0}

∫
d3k

(2π)3
−→ iT

∑
{k0}

∫
dk3
2π

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)2

. (5.118)
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Now the expressions of form factors for a particular flavor f become [55]

a = −1

4
Tr[Σ/u] = −2g2CF

4

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB Tr

[
(1 + iγ1γ2)/kq/u

]
∆̃q(K)∆(K − P )

= −2g2CF

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB k0∆̃q(K)∆(K − P ), (5.119)

b =
1

4
Tr[Σ/n] =

2g2CF

4

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB Tr

[
(1 + iγ1γ2)/kq/n

]
∆̃q(K)∆(K − P )

= 2g2CF

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB k3∆̃q(K)∆(K − P ), (5.120)

c = −1

4
Tr[γ5Σ/u] = −2g2CF

4

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB Tr

[
γ5(1 + iγ1γ2)/kq/u

]
∆̃q(K)∆(K − P )

= −2g2CF

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB k3∆̃q(K)∆(K − P ), (5.121)

d =
1

4
Tr[γ5Σ/n] =

2g2CF

4

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB Tr

[
γ5(1 + iγ1γ2)/kq/n

]
∆̃q(K)∆(K − P )

= 2g2CF

∑∫
{K}

e
− k2

⊥
qfB k0∆̃q(K)∆(K − P ). (5.122)

From the above four expression it can be noted that b = −c and d = −a.
Transverse momentum of fermion becomes zero i.e. P⊥ = 0 in LLL. Thus effective fermion propagator can be written

using Dyson-Schwinger equation [55] as,

Seff(Pq) =
1

/P q − Σ
. (5.123)

Subsequently the inverse fermion propagator can be written as

S−1
eff (P ) = /P q − Σ (5.124)

= PR/LPL + PL /RPR, (5.125)

where

/L = /P + (a+ c)/u+ (b+ d)/n, (5.126)

/R = /P + (a− c)/u+ (b− d)/n. (5.127)

Now the effective propagator can be written as,

Seff(Pq) = PR

/R

R2
PL + PL

/L

L2
PR. (5.128)

We have,

L2 = (p0 + (a+ c))2 −
(
p3 − (b+ d)

)2
, (5.129)

R2 = (p0 + (a− c))2 −
(
p3 − (b− d)

)2
. (5.130)

Now putting a = −d and b = −c, one gets

L2 = p20 − p23 + 2(a− b)(p0 − p3) = (p0 − p3)(p0 + p3 + 2(a− b)), (5.131)

R2 = p20 − p23 + 2(a+ b)(p0 + p3) = (p0 + p3)(p0 − p3 + 2(a+ b)). (5.132)

Various discrete symmetries of the effective two point functions are discussed in details in Ref. [65]. The form factors are

68



calculated as [55]

a = −d = −g
2CF

4π2

[∑
f

qfB
p0

p20 − p23
ln 2−

∑
f

(qfB)
2 ζ

′(−2)

2T 2

p0(p
2
0 + p23)

(p20 − p23)
2

]
, (5.133)

b = −c = g2CF

4π2

[∑
f

qfB
p3

p20 − p23
ln 2−

∑
f

qfB
p3
2T 2

ζ ′(−2)

−
∑
f

(qfB)
2 ζ

′(−2)

T 2

p20p3
(p20 − p23)

2

]
. (5.134)

Magnetic mass is found [55] by taking dynamic limit of R2 and L2 in Eq (.5.128), i.e., R2|p→0,p0=0 = L2|p→0,p0=0 and is

given by

M2
sfa =

g2CF

4π2T 2

∑
f

(qfB) T 2 ln 4−
∑
f

(qfB)
2
ζ ′(−2)

 . (5.135)

One can notice that the magnetic mass is dependent on both magnetic field and temperature.

5.4.6. Dispersion and collective behaviour of a fermion in a strong field approximation

We now explore the dispersion properties of fermions in a strong and hot magnetized medium. The dispersion relations

are obtained by numerically solving L2 = 0 and R2 = 0 as described in Eq. (5.128). These solutions yield four modes: two

from L2 = 0 and two from R2 = 0. In the LLL approximation, however, only two modes are allowed [65], as discussed in

section 2. One is an L-mode with energy ωL corresponding to a positively charged fermion with spin up, while the other

is an R-mode with energy ωR for a negatively charged fermion with spin down. The dispersion curves for these modes

are presented in Fig. 5.8. In this approximation, the transverse momentum vanishes, effectively reducing the system to

two dimensions. At large pz, both modes approach the behavior of free particles. It is also evident that the presence of

the magnetic field breaks reflection symmetry[65].

eB=15mπ
2

T=0.2GeV

ωL

ωR

Free

-0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

pz

ω

Figure 5.8: The dispersion relation of a fermion in the presence of a strong magnetic field is significantly modified due to Landau quantization

and the anisotropic nature of the medium.

5.5. Collective Behaviour of Gauge Boson in Thermo-Magnetic QCD Medium

In this section we would like discuss the dispersion and collective behaviour of gluon both in strong field and weak field

approximation in a a thermo-magnetic medium.
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5.5.1. One loop gluon self-energy, form factors and Debye mass in a strong field approximation

Figure 5.9: The gluon polarization tensor in the limit of strong field approximation.

In the limit of a very strong external magnetic field, eB → ∞, all the Landau levels with n ≥ 1 are pushed to infinity,

leaving only the Lowest Landau Level (LLL) with n = 0. Under this LLL approximation in the strong field regime, the

fermion propagator simplifies to the following form as

iSs
m(K) = ie−k2

⊥/|qfB| /Kq +mf

K2
q −m2

f

(1− iγ1γ2), (5.136)

where K represents the fermionic four-momentum, and we have utilized the properties of the generalized Laguerre

polynomials, where Ln ≡ L0
n and Lα

−1 = 0. In the strong field approximation, or LLL, where eB ≫ k2⊥, an effective

dimensional reduction occurs, simplifying the system from (3 + 1)-dimensional to (1 + 1)-dimensional dynamics.

Now in the strong field limit the self-energy (Fig. 5.9) can be computed as

−Πs
µν(P ) =

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
Tr [γµSs

m(K)γνS
s
m(Q)]

=
∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)2

exp

(−k2⊥ − q2⊥
|qfB|

)∫
d2Kq

(2π)2
Tr

[
γµ

/Kq +mf

K2
q −m2

f

(1− iγ1γ2)γν
/Qq +mf

Q2
q −m2

f

(1− iγ1γ2)

]
,(5.137)

where s indicates that the quantities are evaluated in the strong field approximation, and Tr denotes the Dirac trace.

For simplicity, color indices have been omitted. It is evident that the longitudinal and transverse components are fully

decoupled, allowing the Gaussian integration over the transverse momenta to be performed straightforwardly, yielding:

Πs
µν(P ) = −

∑
f

i e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2π

∫
d2Kq

(2π)2
Ss
µν

(K2
q −m2

f )(Q
2
q −m2

f )

=
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2π

T
∑
k0

∫
dk3
2π

Ss
µν

(K2
q −m2

f )(Q
2
q −m2

f )
, (5.138)

with the tensor structure Ss
µν that originates from the Dirac trace is

Ss
µν = Kq

µQ
q
ν +Qq

µK
q
ν − gqµν

(
(K ·Q)q −m2

f

)
, (5.139)

where the Lorentz indices µ and ν are restricted to longitudinal values because of dimensional reduction to (1+1) dimension

and forbids to take any transverse values. Now we use Eq. (5.27a) and Eq. (5.27c) to rewrite Sµν as

Ss
µν = (k0uµ − k3nµ)(q0uν − q3nν) + (q0uµ − q3nµ)(k0uν − k3nν)− (uµuν − nµnν)

(
(k · q)q −m2

f

)
= uµuν

(
k0q0 + k3q3 +m2

f

)
+ nµnν

(
k0q0 + k3q3 −m2

f

)
− (uµnν + nµuν) (k0q3 + k3q0) . (5.140)

First we evaluate the form factors in Eqs. (5.38a), (5.38b) , (5.38c) and (5.38d) in strong field approximation [66] as

c = Rµν(Πg
µν +Πs

µν) = cYM + cs = −CAg
2T 2

3

1

2

[
p20
p2

− P 2

p2
TP (p0, p)

]
where cs = 0, (5.141a)
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b = Bµν(Πg
µν +Πs

µν) = bYM +
uµuν

ū2
Πs

µν = bYM + bs

= −CAg
2T 2

3ū2
[1− TP (p0, p)] +

∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g2|qfB|

2πū2
T
∑
k0

∫
dk3
2π

k0q0 + k3q3 +m2
f

(K2
q −m2

f )(Q
2
q −m2

f )
, (5.141b)

d = dYM +QµνΠs
µν = dYM + ds

= −CAg
2T 2

3

1

2

[
p20
p2

− P 2

p2
TP (p0, p)

]
−
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2π

p2⊥
p2

T
∑
k0

∫
dk3
2π

k0q0 + k3q3 −m2
f

(K2
q −m2

f )(Q
2
q −m2

f )
, (5.141c)

a =
1

2
Nµν(Πg

µν +Πs
µν) =

1

2
NµνΠs

µν = as, where aYM = 0, (5.141d)

where Πg
µν is the Yang-Mills(YM) contribution from ghost and gluon loop which remains unaffected in presence of magnetic

field and can be written as

Πg
µν(P ) =

Ncg
2T 2

3

∫
dΩ

2π

(
p0K̂µK̂ν

K̂ · P
− gµ0gν0

)
. (5.142)

Now, combining Eq. (5.141b) and the HTL approximation [66, 113, 119] one can have

bs ≈
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2πū2

T
∑
k0

∫
dk3
2π

 1

(K2
q −m2

f )
+

2
(
k23 +m2

f

)
(K2

q −m2
f )(Q

2
q −m2

f )


= −

∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2πū2

∫
dk3
2π

[
− nF (Ek3

)

Ek3

+

{
nF (Ek3

)

Ek3

+
p3k3
Ek3

∂nF (Ek3
)

∂k3

(
p3k3/Ek3

p20 − p23(k3/Ek3)
2

)}]

= −
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2πū2

∫
dk3
2π

p3k3
Ek3

∂nF (Ek3)

∂Ek3

(
p3k3/Ek3

p20 − p23(k3/Ek3
)2

)
. (5.143)

Using Eq. (5.141b),(5.143) in Eq. (5.37e) one also can directly calculate the Debye screening mass in QCD [66] as

(m2
D)s = − Π00|p0=0, p→0 = − ū2b

∣∣
p0=0, p→0

= m2
D +

∑
f

(δm2
D,f )s = m2

D −
∑
f

g2|qfB|
2π

∫
dk3
2π

∂nF (Ek3
)

∂Ek3

=
g2NcT

2

3
+
∑
f

g2|qfB|
2πT

∫ ∞

−∞

dk3
2π

nF (Ek3
) (1− nF (Ek3

)) . (5.144)

which reduces to the expression of QED Debye mass calculated in Refs. [71, 235] without QCD factors where three distinct

scales (m2
f , T 2 and eB) were clearly evident for massive quarks.

Now using Eq. (5.144) in Eq. (5.143) along with Ek3
∼ k3, the form factor b can be expressed [66] in terms of mD as

b = −CAg
2T 2

3ū2
[1− TP (p0, p)] +

∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB|

(
δmD,f

ū

)2
p23

p20 − p23
. (5.145)

The form factor d then becomes [66]

d ≈ −CAg
2T 2

3

1

2

[
p20
p2

− P 2

p2
TP (p0, p)

]
−
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB|

(
δmD,f

ū

)2
p23

p20 − p23
. (5.146)

The form factor ds can be calculated [66] as

ds = QµνΠs
µν ,

≈
∑
f

i e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g

2|qfB|
2π

p2⊥
p2

∫
d2Kq

(2π)2

[ (
k20 + k23 −m2

f

)
(K2

q −m2
f )(Q

2
q −m2

f )

]
,

≈ −
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| δm2

D,f

p2⊥
p2

p23
p20 − p23

(5.147)

for k3 ∼ Ek3
. Now using (5.147) in (5.141c), the form factor d can be written as

d ≈ −CAg
2T 2

3

1

2

[
p20
p2

− P 2

p2
TP (p0, p)

]
−
∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| δm2

D,f

p2⊥
p2

p23
p20 − p23

, (5.148)

where p3 = p cos θp and p⊥ = p sin θp as given in Eq. (5.54).
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Also

2a = NµνΠs
µν = −

∑
f

i e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| g2|qfB|

2π
√
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√
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p20 − p23

, (5.149)

where n̄2 = −p2⊥/p2 = − sin2 θp and ū2 = −p2/P 2.

Also in the strong field approximation, |eB| > T 2 > m2
f , one can neglect the quark mass mf , to get an analytic

expression of Debye mass [66] as

(m2
D)s =

g2NcT
2

3
+
∑
f

g2|qfB|
2πT

∫ ∞

−∞

dk3
2π

nF (k3) (1− nF (k3))

=
g2NcT

2

3
+
∑
f

g2|qfB|
4π2

= m2
D +

∑
f

(δm2
D,f )s

= m2
D + (δm2

D)s, (5.150)

5.5.2. Dispersion and collective behaviour of gluon in strong field

As discussed after Eq. (5.52), the dispersion relations for gluon in strong field approximation with LLL read [66] as

P 2 + c = 0, (5.151a)

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2 = (P 2 − ω+
n )(P

2 − ω−
n ) = 0, (5.151b)

with

ωn+ =
−b− d+

√
(b− d)

2
+ 4a2

2
, (5.152a)

ωn− =
−b− d−

√
(b− d)

2
+ 4a2

2
, (5.152b)

where the form factors are given, respectively, in Eqs. (5.141a), (5.145), (5.148) and (5.149).

The solutions of the three dispersion relations are referred to as the c-mode, n+-mode and n−-mode, with corresponding

energies ωc, ωn+ and ωn− , respectively. The dispersion plot for these gluon modes in the strong field approximation is

presented in Fig. 5.10 for |eB| = 20m2
π, T = 0.2GeV, and three propagation angles: θp = 0, π/4 and π/2. A coupling

constant dependent on both the magnetic field and temperature [54] was used in the analysis. Notably, since cs = 0, c-

mode remains unaffected by the magnetic field and propagates like the HTL transverse mode, regardless of the propagation

angle, as shown in Fig.5.10. This behaviour can be understood as follows: in the strong field approximation, an effective

dimensional reduction occurs from (3+ 1) to (1+ 1) dimensions in the Lowest Landau Level (LLL). Fermions at the LLL

can only move along the direction of the external magnetic field. The electric field associated with the c-mode remains

transverse to the external magnetic field, regardless of the gluon’s propagation angle. Consequently, the fermions are

unaffected by gluon excitations [224], leading to a vanishing quark loop contribution (cs = 0).

At θp = 0, the form factor a vanishes since it is proportional to sin θp cos θp. In this scenario, the n− and c modes
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Figure 5.10: The plot illustrates the dispersion relations of the three modes (n−, c, and n+ modes) of a gauge boson in the strong field

approximation for different propagation angles θp = 0, , π/4, , π/2 at eB = 20m2
π and T = 0.2 GeV. The curve ω = p represents the light cone.

become degenerate, as their form factors align with the HTL transverse polarization function ΠT , excluding the quark

loop contribution. This is because the form factor d in Eq. (5.148) is proportional to sin2 θp cos
2 θp, which also vanishes

at θp = 0. As a result, both the n− and c-modes coincide with the HTL transverse dispersion, as seen in the left panel

of Fig. 5.10. This behavior can be understood as follows: when the gluon propagates along the direction of the external

magnetic field (θp = 0), the two transverse modes become rotationally symmetric about the magnetic field, leading to

their degeneracy. The corresponding electric fields of the n− and c modes remain perpendicular to the external magnetic

field. Since fermions in the LLL can only move along the magnetic field, these transverse electric fields cannot excite

them [224], resulting in a vanishing quark loop contribution, as noted earlier. In addition to these two transverse modes,

a longitudinal excitation n+ also exists at θp = 0.

At an intermediate propagation angle, such as θp = π/4, the degeneracy of the transverse modes is lifted, as shown

in the middle panel of Fig.5.10. In this case, both transverse and longitudinal modes can excite fermions since their

associated electric fields are no longer orthogonal to the external magnetic field. As the propagation angle increases,

the pole corresponding to the n−-mode shifts from the transverse channel and gradually approaches the longitudinal

channel [224]. At θp = π/2„ the form factor a in Eq. (5.149) and the quark contribution to the form factor d in

Eq. (5.148) vanish due to their dependence on θp. Consequently, the n−-mode merges with the HTL longitudinal mode,

while then+ mode merges with the c-mode. This behaviour is depicted in the right panel of Fig. 5.10.

5.5.3. One loop gluon self-energy, form factors and Debye mass in a weak field approximation

The fermion propagator in a weak magnetic field, i.e.,
√
|eB| < (K ∼ T ) and mf , can be written up to O[(eB)2] as

iSw
m(K) = i

/K +mf

K2 −m2
f

+ i (qfB)
(γ5 {(K · n)/u− (K · u)/n}+ iγ1γ2mf )

(K2 −m2
f )

2

+ i 2(qfB)2

[
{(K · u)/u− (K · n)/n} − /K

(K2 −m2
f )

3
− k2⊥( /K +mf )

(K2 −m2
f )

4

]
+O

[
(eB)3

]
= S0 + S1 + S2 +O[(eB)3], (5.153)

where S0 represents the continuum free field propagator in the absence of the external magnetic field B, while S1 and

S2 are the correction terms of orders O[(eB)] and O[(eB)2] respectively, in the presence of the magnetic field. The

contribution to the gluon self-energy due to the quark loop can be derived from the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 5.11,
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and is given by the expression as [66].

Πw,q
µν (P ) =

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
Tr [γµSw

m(K)γνS
w
m(Q)] . (5.154)

Figure 5.11: The (eB)2 order correction to the gluon polarization tensor (δΠaµν) within the weak field approximation.

Figure 5.12: The (eB)2 order correction to the gluon polarization tensor (δΠbµν) within the weak field approximation.

We have suppressed the colour indices here for convenience. Using Eq.(5.153), the self-energy in the weak field approxi-

mation up to O[(eB)2], along with the pure Yang-Mills (YM) contribution, the total gluon self-energy in the weak field

approximation can be decomposed as [66]

Πw
µν(P ) = Πg

µν(P ) + Π0
µν(P )+ δΠa

µν(P ) + 2δΠb
µν(P ) +O[(eB)3], (5.155)

where the first term, Πg
µν , represents the YM contribution, which is given in Eq. (5.142). The last three terms in Eq. (5.155)

arise from the expansion of the quark loop contribution to the gluon self-energy. The term Π0
µν„ which involves two S0,

corresponds to the leading-order perturbative term in the absence of the magnetic field B. The remaining two terms

are O[(eB)2] corrections, as depicted in Fig. 5.11 and Fig. 5.12. However, it is important to note that the O[(eB)] term

vanishes according to Furry’s theorem. This is because the expectation value of any odd number of electromagnetic

currents must vanish due to charge conjugation symmetry.

Now the second and third terms in Eq. (5.155) can be written as [66]

Π0
µν(P ) = −

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
Tr [γµS0(K)γνS0(Q)]

= −
∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
[
8KµKν − 4K2gµν

] 1

(K2 −m2
f )(Q

2 −m2
f )
, (5.156)
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δΠa
µν(P ) = −

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
Tr [γµS1(K)γνS1(Q)] ,

= −
∑
f

ig2

2
(qfB)2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
Uµν

(K2 −m2
f )

2(Q2 −m2
f )

2
, (5.157)

In the numerator, we have neglected the mass of the quark and the external momentum P due to the HTL approximation.

The tensor structure of the self-energy correction in the weak field approximation can be written as [66]

Uµν = 4(K · u)(Q · u) (2nµnν + gµν) + 4(K · n)(Q · n) (2uµuν − gµν)

−4 [(K · u)(Q · n) + (K · n)(Q · u)] (uµnν + uνnµ) + 4m2
fgµν

+8m2
f (g1µg1ν + g2µg2ν) . (5.158)

The fourth term in Eq. (5.155) can be written as [66]

δΠb
µν(P ) = −

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
Tr [γµS2(K)γνS0(Q)]

= −
∑
f

ig2(qfB)2
∫
d4K

(2π)4

[
Xµν

(K2 −m2
f )

3(Q2 −m2
f )

−
(K2

q −m2
f )Wµν

(K2 −m2
f )

4(Q2 −m2
f )

]
(5.159)

where

Xµν = 4 [(K · u) (uµQν + uνQµ)− (K · n) (nµQν + nνQµ)

+
{
(K · n)(Q · n)− (K · u)(Q · u) +m2

f

}
gµν
]
, (5.160a)

Wµν = 4 (KµQν +QµKµ)− 4
(
K ·Q−m2

f

)
gµν . (5.160b)

1. Computation of form factors and Debye mass of O
[
(eB)0

]
In this subsection, we calculate the O

[
(eB)0

]
terms in the form factors b, c, d in the weak magnetic field limit which

are denoted by b0, c0, d0, respectively.

The form factor b0 in absence of magnetic field can be written from Eq. (5.37e) as

b0(p0, p) =
1

ū2

[
Πg

00(P ) + Π0
00(P )

]
. (5.161)

where

Π0
00(P ) = −

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
[
8k20 − 4K2

] 1

(K2 −m2
f )(Q

2 −m2
f )
. (5.162)

Using the hard thermal loop (HTL) approximation [66, 108, 113] and performing the frequency sum, one can write

Π0
00(P ) = 2g2Nf

∫
k2dk

2π2

dnF (k)

dk

∫
dΩ

4π

(
1− p0

P · K̂

)
, (5.163)

for mf = 0 .

Now the QCD Debye mass in the absence of the magnetic field can directly be obtained using Eq. (5.37e) as

m2
D = −Π0

00

∣∣∣
p0=0
p→0

= −ū2b0
∣∣∣
p0=0
p→0

=
Ncg

2T 2

3
− 2Nfg

2

∫
k2dk

2π2

dnF (k)

dk
=
g2T 2

3

(
Nc +

Nf

2

)
. (5.164)

Using Eq. (5.164) in Eq. (5.163), we get

Π0
00(P ) = −Nfg

2T 2

6

∫
dΩ

4π

(
1− p0

p0 − p · k̂

)
= −Nfg

2T 2

6

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
, (5.165)

where we use p =
√
p21 + p23 as p lies in xz plane as shown Fig. 5.2. The form factor in Eq. (5.161) becomes

b0(p0, p) = −m
2
D

ū2

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
, (5.166)

which agrees with the HTL longitudinal form factor ΠL(p0, p) [66, 108, 112, 113].

Similarly, we will calculate here the coefficients c0 and d0 explicitly.

c0(p0, p) = Rµν
[
Πg

µν(P ) + Π0
µν(P )

]
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= (Πg)µµ(P ) + (Π0)µµ(P ) +
1

p2⊥

[ (
p20 − p2⊥

){
Πg

00(P ) + Π0
00(P )

}
+ p2

{
Πg

33(P ) + Π0
33(P )

}
− 2p0p3

{
Πg

03(P ) + Π0
03(P )

}]
, (5.167)

and

d0(p0, p) = Qµν
[
Πg

µν(P ) + Π0
µν(P )

]
= − p2

p2⊥

[{
Πg

33(P ) + Π0
33(P )

}
− 2p0p3

p2

{
Πg

03(P ) + Π0
03(P )

}
+
p20p

2
3

p4

{
Πg

00(P ) + Π0
00(P )

}]
. (5.168)

Now from Eq. (5.142), we can write [66]

Πg
00(P ) = −Nc g

2T 2

3

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
, (5.169)

Πg
03(P ) = −Nc g

2T 2

3

p0p3
p2

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
, (5.170)

Πg
33(P ) = −Nc g

2T 2

3

3p23 − p2

p2
p20
2p2

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
− Nc g

2T 2

3

p23 − p2

2p2
p0
2p

log
p0 + p

p0 − p
. (5.171)

We note that 00 component from the quark contribution Π0
00 is already calculated in Eq. (5.165) and one needs to

calculate [66] the remaining two components of Π0
µν(P ) which are as follows:

Π0
03(P ) = −

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
8k0k3
K2Q2

=
Nfg

2T 2

6

∫
dΩ

4π

p0k̂3

P · K̂

= −Nfg
2T 2

6

p0p3
p2

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
, (5.172)

and

Π0
33(P ) = −

∑
f

ig2

2

∫
d4K

(2π)4
8k23 + 4K2

(K2 −m2
f )(Q

2 −m2
f )

=
Nfg

2T 2

6

∫
dΩ

4π

p0k̂
2
3

P · K̂

= −Nfg
2T 2

6

3p23 − p2

p2
p20
2p2

(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
+
Nfg

2T 2

6

p23 − p2

2p2
p0
2p

log
p0 + p

p0 − p
. (5.173)

Using the results from Eqs. (5.165), (5.169) - (5.173), c0(p0, p) and d0(p0, p) become

c0(p0, p) = d0(p0, p) = −m
2
D

2p2

[
p20 −

(
p20 − p2

) p0
2p

log
p0 + p

p0 − p

]
, (5.174)

which agrees with the HTL transverse form factor ΠT (p0, p) [66, 108, 112, 113].

This implies that the zero magnetic field contribution of the fourth form factor a should vanish. Below we obtain the

same from Eqs. (5.38d) and (5.156) as [66],

a0 =
1

2
Nµν

[
Πg

µν +Π0
µν

]
=

1

2
√
ū2

√
n̄2

[
uµnν + nµuν − 2

ū · n
ū2

ūµūν
][

Πg
µν +Π0

µν

]
=

1

2
√
ū2

√
n̄2

[
− 2

ū · n
ū2

[
Πg

00 +Π0
00

]
+ 2
[
Πg

03 +Π0
03

]]
= 0 (5.175)

2. Computation of form factors and Debye mass of O
[
(eB)2

]
In this subsection, we calculate the O

[
(eB)2

]
coefficients of b, c, d, a which are denoted by b2, c2, d2, a2, respectively.

The form factor b2, i.e., O(eB)2 term of the coefficient b, has been computed in as [66],

b2 =
1

ū2

[
δΠa

00(P ) + 2δΠb
00(P )

]
= −δm

2
D

ū2
−
∑
f

g2(qfB)2

ū2π2

[(
gk +

πmf − 4T

32m2
fT

)
(A0 −A2)
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+

(
fk +

8T − πmf

128m2
fT

)(
5A0

3
−A2

)]
. (5.176)

where one obtains [66]

fk = −
∞∑
l=1

(−1)l+1 l2

16T 2
K2

(
mf l

T

)
, (5.177a)

gk =

∞∑
l=1

(−1)l+1 l

4mfT
K1

(
mf l

T

)
. (5.177b)

A0 =

∫
dΩ

4π

p0

P · K̂
=
p0
2p

log

(
p0 + p

p0 − p

)
, (5.177c)

A2 =

∫
dΩ

4π

c2p0

P · K̂
=

p20
2p2

(
1− 3p23

p2

)(
1− p0

2p
log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
+

1

2

(
1− p23

p2

)
p0
2p

log
p0 + p

p0 − p
. (5.177d)

and also the Debye screening mass of O(eB)2 as [66],

δm2
D = −

∑
f

g2

3π2
(qfB)2

[(
∂

∂(m2
f )

)2

+m2
f

(
∂

∂(m2
f )

)3 ]
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∞∑
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[
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(
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T

)
−K0

(
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=
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12π2T 2

∑
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(qfB)2
∞∑
l=1

(−1)l+1l2K0

(
mf l

T

)
. (5.178)

We obtain O(eB)2 term of the coefficient c as [66],

c2 = Rµν(δΠa
µν + 2δΠb

µν)

=
∑
f

4g2(qfB)2

3π2
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, (5.179)

where

A1 =
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dΩ

4π

cp0
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p
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log

p0 + p

p0 − p

)
. (5.180a)

We calculate the O(eB)2 term of the coefficient d as

d2 = Qµν(δΠa
µν + 2δΠb

µν) = F1 + F2, (5.181)

where expressions for F1 and F2 can be found as [66].

F1 =
∑
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π2p2⊥

[
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−p

2
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2
3
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+
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2
+
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2
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4
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+
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]
, (5.182)
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F2 =
∑
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The O(eB)2 term of the coefficient a is calculated as [66].

a2 = Nµν(δΠa
µν + 2δΠb

µν) = G1 +G2, (5.184)

where G1 and G2 are given as [66].
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∑
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. (5.185)

G2 =
∑
f

8g2(qfB)2√
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. (5.186)

5.5.4. Dispersion and collective behaviour of gluon in weak field

In weak field approximation the dispersion relation can now be written as

P 2 + c = P 2 + c0 + c2 = P 2 +ΠT + c2 = 0, (5.187a)

(P 2 + b)(P 2 + d)− a2 = (P 2 + b0 + b2)(P
2 + d0 + d2)− a22 = (P 2 +ΠL + b2)(P

2 +ΠT − d2) + a22

=

P 2 −
−b0 − b2 − d0 − d2 +

√
(b0 + b2 − d0 − d2)

2
+ 4a22

2


×

P 2 −
−b0 − b2 − d0 − d2 −

√
(b0 + b2 − d0 − d2)

2
+ 4a22

2

 = 0 (5.187b)

which give rise to c, n+ and n− dispersive modes with energies ωc, ωn+ and ωn− respectively.

In this section, we assume that the magnetic field is the smallest scale and compute all quantities up to O[(eB)
2
].

Under this approximation, Eq. (5.187b) simplifies to:(
P 2 + b0 + b2

) (
P 2 + d0 + d2

)
= 0. (5.188)

Since there is no contribution of O[(eB)
2
] from a2, and it starts contributing only at O[(eB)

4
] a2 can be safely neglected
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Figure 5.13: Gluon dispersion curves for θp = π/3 with varying magnetic field strength eB = m2
π/2, m2

π/10 and m2
π/800 (approximating to

zero) for Nf = 2.

in the weak field approximation. Therefore, the dispersion relation in the weak field approximation can be written as [66]

P 2 + b = 0, (5.189a)

P 2 + c = 0, (5.189b)

P 2 + d = 0, (5.189c)

where the respective dispersive modes are denoted by b-,c-,d-mode. The dispersion relations are scaled by the plasma

frequency of a non-magnetized medium, ωp = mD/
√
3 where m2

D is given by Eq. (5.164). As observed, three distinct

modes arise when a gluon propagates through a hot magnetized medium. The magnetized plasmon mode, with energy ωb,

results from the form factor b, while the two transverse modes, with energies ωc and ωd originate from the form factors

c and d, respectively. The application of a magnetic field breaks the degeneracy of the transverse modes that would be

present in a purely thermal medium.
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Figure 5.14: Gluon dispersion curves for θp = π/6 with varying magnetic field strength eB = m2
π/4, m2

π/10 and m2
π/800 (approximating to

zero) for Nf = 2.

The dispersion curves for gluons are shown in Fig. 5.13, where the gluon propagates at an angle θp = π/3 rela-

tive to the direction of the magnetic field. We have considered three different values for the magnetic field: |eB| =
m2

π/2, m2
π/10 and m2

π/800 (which approximates to 0). For a given magnetic field strength, such as |eB| = m2
π/2, two

modes (the b-mode and d-mode) exhibit a vanishing plasma frequency, while the c-mode retains a finite plasma frequency.

The zero plasma frequency for the b-mode and d-mode could be an artefact of the weak field approximation used in the

series expansion of the Schwinger propagator, as shown in Eq (5.153). In this approximation, the propagator is expanded

in powers of eB, assuming eB is the smallest scale. This expansion imposes a restriction on the momentum p, which is

valid only when p ≳
√
eB. Therefore, in the limit p → 0 with a non-zero eB (even if small), p becomes the lowest scale,

causing Eq. (5.153) to no longer hold. Specifically, for the d-mode at very small magnetic fields, the dispersion curve

abruptly drops to zero at p = 0. This occurs because the condition p ≳
√
eB is violated when taking the p → 0 limit

before the eB → 0 limit. However, if the eB → 0 limit is taken first, the situation changes: in this case, considering

eB = 0 recovers the two HTL dispersive modes for gluon propagation. In Fig. 5.14 we have also displayed the dispersion
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of gluon when it propagates at an angle θp = π/6.

5.6. Debye mass in a magnetized hot and dense medium

The electromagnetic Debye mass in the presence of a hot magnetized medium was calculated in [66, 71, 235]. Here,

we extend the approach of Ref. [235] to include QCD effects, incorporating the influence of color-charged and chemical

potential of fermions in a hot and dense magnetized medium. Using Eq.(23) of Ref. [235] we can straightaway write down(
mB

D

)2∣∣∣
QED

=
−αT√
π
eB

∫ ∞

0

du
√
u

∫ 1

−1

dv

∞∑
l=−∞

exp
{
−u
(
m2 +W 2

l

)}
coth ū

(
2W 2

l − 1

u

)
, (5.190)

where u/v, l and α represent respectively the proper time, Landau levels and QED coupling constant with Wl = (2l +

1)πT − iµ at finite chemical potential. Now, the Poisson resummation [235] of the Landau levels is represented as
∞∑

l=−∞

exp−a(l−z)2 =
(π
a

)1/2 ∞∑
l=−∞

exp−π2l2/a−2iπzl . (5.191)

Taking derivative in both side with respect to a, we obtain
∞∑

l=−∞

e−a(l−z)2 (l − z)
2
=

1

2a

(π
a

)1/2 ∞∑
l=−∞

exp−π2l2/a−2iπzl −π
5/2

a5/2

∞∑
l=−∞

l2 exp−π2l2/a−2iπzl . (5.192)

Using Eqs. (5.191) and (5.192), we can write
∞∑

l=−∞

exp
(
−uW 2

l

)(
2W 2

l − 1

u

)
=

∞∑
l=−∞

e−4uπ2T 2(l−iµ̂+1/2)2
(
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)
,

=
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u

(
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2 − 1
)
,

= −2π5/2

a3/2u

∞∑
l=−∞

l2 exp−π2l2/a−2iπzl, (5.193)

with a = 4uπ2T 2, z = iµ̂− 1/2, µ̂ being µ/2πT . So, Eq. (5.193) becomes
∞∑

l=−∞
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(
−uW 2

l

)(
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. (5.194)

Using Eq. (5.194) in Eq. (5.190), we get(
mB

D

)2∣∣∣
QED
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. (5.195)

Changing the variable from u to x = l2/(4uT 2), we get(
mB

D

)2∣∣∣
QED

=
e2 eB

π2T 2

∞∫
0

e−xdx

∞∑
l=1

(−1)l+1 coth

(
eBl2

4xT 2

)
exp

(
−m2l2

4xT 2

)
. (5.196)
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Extending this to QCD, we derive an expression for the modified Debye mass that accounts for both a finite chemical

potential and the presence of an arbitrary magnetic field as(
mB

D

)2
=

g2NcT
2

3
+
∑
f

g2qfB

2π2

∞∫
0

e−xdx

×
∞∑
l=1

(−1)l+1 cosh (2lπµ̂) coth

(
qfBl

2

4xT 2

)
exp

(
−
m2

f l
2

4xT 2

)
. (5.197)

In Eq. (5.197), the first term originates from pure gluonic contributions, a feature absent in the QED case. The second

term arises from the quark loop, obtained by substituting m with mf and e with g. Additionally, a sum over quark

flavours is included, incorporating a QCD factor of 1
2

∑
f to account for flavour contributions.

In the strong magnetic field regime, where m2
th ∼ g2T 2 ≤ T 2 ≤ qfB, and considering the LLL approximation while

neglecting the current quark mass mf , Eq. (5.197) simplifies directly to the following form15:

(ms
D)

2
=
g2NcT

2

3
+
∑
f

g2qfB

4π2
. (5.198)

This simplified expression matches the Debye mass in the strong magnetic field limit, as shown in Eq.(5.150). It is derived

by evaluating the gluon polarization tensor with the quark propagator in the strong field approximation and subsequently

taking the static limit of its zero-zero component[66].
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Figure 5.15: Comparison of the scaled one-loop Debye masses in Eqs.(5.197), (5.198) and (5.199) as a function of the scaled magnetic field

for Nf = 3, µ = 0. Left panel: T = 200 MeV, Right panel: T = 300 MeV.

In the weak field approximation (T 2 > m2
th > qfB), the square of Debye mass can be obtained from Eq. (5.197) by

expanding coth
(
qfBl

2/4xT 2
)

as

(mw
D)

2 ≃ g2T 2

3

[(
Nc +

Nf

2

)
+ 6Nf µ̂

2

]
+

∑
f

g2(qfB)2

12π2T 2

∞∑
l=1

(−1)l+1l2 cosh (2lπµ̂)K0

(
mf l

T

)
+O[(qfB)4]

= m2
D + δm2

D, (5.199)

15Our fermionic part of Debye mass is different from Ref. [236] by a factor of 2 which was somehow overlooked by the authors of the Ref. [236]

in Matsurbara Sum. We also find the same mismatch with the Ref. [237]
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where, mD corresponds to the QCD Debye mass in a hot and dense medium without an external magnetic field, while

Kn(z) denotes the modified Bessel function of the second kind. The second term represents the thermo-magnetic correction

arising from the weak external magnetic field. It is important to emphasize that Eq.(5.199) holds only for µ ≤ mf , as

the infinite sum over l diverges for µ > mf . Furthermore, the thermo-magnetic contribution in Eq.(5.199) is consistent

with the Debye mass expression given in Eq. (5.178) in the absence of a quark chemical potential.

In Fig.5.15, we compare the full expression from Eq.(5.197), the strong field result from Eq.(5.198), and the weak field

approximation from Eq.(5.199), all scaled by mD, as a function of the magnetic field scaled by the squared pion mass. For

T = 200 MeV, the weak field approximation (red curve) closely matches the full result (dashed line) in the region where

|eB|/m2
π ≤ 10. Beyond this threshold (|eB|/m2

π ≥ 10), significant deviations appear, indicating the breakdown of the

weak field approximation. Thus, for T = 200 MeV, Eq. (5.199) remains a reliable approximation within the defined weak

field domain. Conversely, the LLL result (green line) aligns well with the full expression for|eB|/m2
π ≥ 70 at T = 200

MeV. The right panel, showing results for T = 300 MeV, demonstrates similar behaviour. These plots highlight that

the boundaries between the strong (|eB| > T 2) and weak (|eB| < T 2) field regimes shift with temperature. In the

intermediate region, using the full expression would be ideal, though it presents significant computational challenges.

5.7. Strong coupling and scales

The one-loop running coupling which evolves with both the momentum transfer and the magnetic field is recently obtained

in Ref. [225] as

αs(Λ
2, |eB|) =

αs(Λ
2)

1 + b1 αs(Λ2) ln
(

Λ2

Λ2 + |eB|

) , (5.200)

in the domain |eB| < Λ2 where the one-loop running coupling at renormalization scale reads as

αs(Λ
2) =

1

b1 ln
(
Λ2/Λ2

MS

) , (5.201)

with b1 =
11Nc−2Nf

12π , ΛMS = 176 MeV [238] at αs(1.5GeV) = 0.326 for Nf = 3. Here, we adopt separate renor-

malization scales for gluons and quarks: Λg and Λq, respectively. Their central values are chosen as Λg = 2πT and

Λq = 2π
√
T 2 + µ2/π2. These scales can vary by a factor of 2 around their central values. The magnetic field strength,

meanwhile, must satisfy |eB| > Λ2 for the strong field regime and |eB| < Λ2 for the weak field, relative to temperature

and renormalization scale, as outlined in Sec.5.3.1. The left panel of Fig.5.16 shows the running of αs with |eB| at the

central renormalization scale Λg = Λq = 2πT GeV for T = 0.4 GeV, indicating a gradual increase in αs within the

|eB| < Λ2 domain. The right panel of Fig. 5.16 illustrates the running of αs with temperature for |eB| = m2
π, reaffirming

the slow variation of αs with |eB|.

5.8. Quark-Gluon Three Point Function

We start by considering the one-loop level 3-point function in a hot magnetized medium as derived in [233], within HTL

approximation [112, 113, 119, 239] as

Γµ(P,K;Q) = γµ + δΓµ
HTL(P,K) + δΓµ

TM(P,K), (5.202)

where the external four-momentum Q = P − K. The 3-point function in this context is an important component in

understanding the interactions of gauge bosons in a hot and magnetized environment. The HTL approximation simplifies

the calculations by accounting for high-temperature effects, which are relevant in the study of thermal field theory in the
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Figure 5.16: Left psnel: variation of the one-loop QCD coupling with weak magnetic field, |eB| for T = 0.4GeV. Right panel: variation with

temperature, T for |eB| = m2
π .

presence of external magnetic fields.

The HTL correction part [113, 119, 150, 239] is given as

δΓµ
HTL(P,K) = m2

thG
µνγν = m2

th

∫
dΩ

4π

Ŷ µ /̂Y

(P · Ŷ )(K · Ŷ )
= δΓµ

HTL(−P,−K), (5.203)

where Ŷµ = (1, ŷ) is a light like four vector and the thermo-magnetic (TM) correction part [232, 233] is given

δΓµ
TM(P,K) = 4γ5g

2CFM
2

∫
dΩ

4π

1

(P · Ŷ )(K · Ŷ )

[
(Ŷ · n)/u− (Ŷ · u)/n

]
Ŷ µ . (5.204)

Now, choosing the temporal component of the thermo-magnetic correction part of the 3-point function and external

three momentum q⃗ = 0, we get

δΓ0
TM(P,K)

∣∣
q⃗=0

= γ5M
′2
∫
dΩ

4π

1

(P · Ŷ )(K · Ŷ )

[
(Ŷ · n)/u− (Ŷ · u)/n

]
= γ5M

′2
∫
dΩ

4π

1

(P · Ŷ )(K · Ŷ )

[
(Ŷ · n)γ0 + (Ŷ · u)γ3

]
(5.205)

Along with this following identity:(
1

K · Ŷ
− 1

P · Ŷ

)
=

Q · Ŷ
(P · Ŷ )(K · Ŷ )

=
q0

(P · Ŷ )(K · Ŷ )
,

and , (5.69a) and (5.69b), we one finally obtain

δΓ0
TM(P,K)

∣∣
q⃗→ =

M ′2pz
p2q0

δQ1γ5γ
0 − M ′2

pq0
δQ0γ5γ

3

= −M
′2

pq0

[
δQ0 γ5 +

pz
p
δQ1 (iγ

1γ2)

]
γ3 , (5.206)

where δQn = Qn

(
p0

p

)
−Qn

(
k0

p

)
. We note that this expression matches exactly with the expression obtained in (5.212)

from the general structure of fermion self-energy.

Now, we aim to verify the general structure of the temporal 3-point function by leveraging the general form of the

self-energy. The (N + 1)-point functions are connected to the N -point functions through the Ward-Takahashi identity.

Specifically, the 3-point function is related to the 2-point function as follows:

QµΓ
µ(P,K;Q) = S−1(P )− S−1(K) = /P − /K − Σ(P ) + Σ(K)

= (/P − /K)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Free

−
(
ΣB=0(P, T )− ΣB=0(K,T )

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Thermal or HTL correction

−
(
ΣB ̸=0(P, T )− ΣB ̸=0(K,T )

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Thermo-magnetic correction
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= /Q+ a(p0, |p⃗|)/P + b(p0, |p⃗|)/u− a(k0, |⃗k|) /K − b(k0, |⃗k|)/u+ b′(p0, p⊥, pz)γ5/u

+c′(p0, p⊥, pz)γ5/n− b′(k0, k⊥, kz)γ5/u− c′(k0, k⊥, kz)γ5/n , (5.207)

where Q = P −K. To confirm the general structure of the self-energy in Eq.(5.7) in relation to the inverse propagator in

Eq.(5.14), we now proceed to derive the temporal component of the 3-point function. This is done by setting q⃗ = 0; p⃗ = k⃗

and p = k .

Using (5.61a), (5.61b), (5.70a) and (5.70b), we can obtain

Γ0(P,K;Q)
∣∣
q⃗=0

= γ0 − m2
th

pq0
δQ0 γ

0 +
m2

th

pq0
δQ1 (p̂ · γ⃗)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Thermal or HTL correction

−M ′2

pq0

[
δQ0 γ5 +

pz
p
δQ1

(
iγ1γ2

)]
γ3︸ ︷︷ ︸

Thermo-magnetic correction
= γ0 + δΓ0

HTL(P,K;Q) + δΓ0
TM(P,K;Q) , (5.208)

with

γ5γ
0 = −iγ1γ2γ3 ,

M ′2 = 4CF g
2M2(T,m, qfB) , (5.209a)

It is important to emphasize that the thermo-magnetic (TM) correction δΓ0
TM matches exactly with with the result

obtained from direct calculation in (5.206). Furthermore, this result is consistent with the HTL 3-point function [232, 233]

in the absence of a background magnetic field, which can be recovered by setting B = 0 ⇒M ′ = 0 as

Γ0
HTL(P,K;Q)

∣∣
q⃗=0

=

[
1 − m2

th

pq0
δQ0

]
γ0 +

m2
th

pq0
δQ1 (p̂ · γ⃗)

= γ0 + δΓ0
HTL(P,K;Q) , (5.210)

where all components, i.e., (0, 1, 2, 3), are relevant for pure thermal background. This alignment validates the correction’s

accuracy and its agreement with established results in the context of thermal field theory, confirming the consistency of

the approach.

In the absence of the heat bath, by setting T = 0 ⇒ we have mth = 0 and M ′2 = 4CF g
2M2(T = 0,m, qf , B). Under

these conditions, the temporal 3-point function in Eq. (5.208) simplifies to:

Γ0
B(P,K;Q)

∣∣
q⃗=0

= γ0 −M
′2

pq0

[
δQ0 γ5 +

pz
p
δQ1 (iγ

1γ2)

]
γ3︸ ︷︷ ︸

Pure magnetic correction

(5.211)

= γ0 + δΓ0
M(P,K;Q) . (5.212)

We observe that in the case of a pure background magnetic field without a heat bath, the gauge boson is aligned along

the direction of the magnetic field. Consequently, there is no polarization in the transverse direction. As a result, only

the longitudinal components (i.e, the (0,3)-components) of the 3-point function will be relevant for the pure background

magnetic field, in contrast to the case of a pure thermal background as described in Eq. (5.210).

5.9. Two Quark-Two Gluon Four Point Function

The one-loop level two quark-two gluon 4-point function in a hot magnetised medium in [233] within HTL approximation

as

Γµν(P1, P2, Q1) = δΓµν
HTL(P1, P2, Q1) + δΓµν

TM(P1, P2, Q1), (5.213)
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where the first term is HTL contribution and the second term is the thermo-magnetic correction in presence of magnetic

field. The HTL contribution is obtained in Ref. [113, 233] as

δΓµν
HTL(P1, P2, Q1) = −m2

th

∫
dΩ

2π

Ŷ µŶ ν /̂Y

[(P1 +Q1) · Ŷ ][(P2 −Q1) · Ŷ ]

[
1

P1 · Ŷ
+ [

1

P2 · Ŷ

]
, (5.214)

We note that (5.214) reproduces QED 4-point vertex [113] when one replaces the thermal quark mass mth by electron

thermal mass. The 4-point HTL vertex in (5.214) satisfies Ward identity with HTL 3-point functions as

Q1µδΓ
µν
HTL(P1, P2, Q1) = δΓν

HTL(P1, P2 −Q1)− δΓν
HTL(P1 +Q1, P2) . (5.215)

The thermo-magnetic contribution to 4-point function is recently obtained in Ref. [233] as

δΓµν
TM(P1, P2, Q1) = 4iγ5g

2M ′
∫
dΩ

2π

[
1

P1 · Ŷ
+ [

1

P2 · Ŷ

]
1

[(P1 +Q1) · Ŷ ][(P2 −Q1) · Ŷ ]

×
[{(

Ŷ · b
)(

Ŷ µuν + Ŷ νuµ
)
−
(
Ŷ · u

)(
Ŷ µbν + Ŷ νbµ

)}
/̂K

+Ŷ µŶ ν
{(
Ŷ · b

)
/u−

(
Ŷ · u

)
/b
}]

. (5.216)

The 4-point thermo-magnetic vertex in (5.216) satisfies Ward identity with thermo-magnetic 3-point functions as

Q1µδΓ
µν
TM(P1, P2, Q1) = δΓν

TM(P1, P2 −Q1)− δΓν
TM(P1 +Q1, P2) . (5.217)

6. Thermodynamics of a Thermo-Magnetic QCD matter

The equation of state (EoS) plays a crucial role in studying the hot and dense QCD matter, specifically the quark-gluon

plasma created in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. This is because the EoS governs the thermodynamic properties of

the medium and is essential for understanding its behaviour. Additionally, the time evolution of the hot, dense fireball

is modeled through hydrodynamics, which relies on the EoS of deconfined QCD matter as an input. In the absence of

a magnetic field, the EoS has been systematically calculated using both Lattice QCD (LQCD) methods [240, 241] and

Hard Thermal Loop perturbation theory (HTLpt) at various levels: two-loop (next-to-leading order, NLO) [136] and

three-loop (next-to-NLO, NNLO) [131–135, 139, 140] for finite temperature and chemical potential. In contrast, the

expansion dynamics of a thermo-magnetic medium is governed by magneto-hydrodynamics [242, 243], which requires a

thermo-magnetic EoS as input. Given the significance of this, a systematic determination of the EoS for a magnetized

hot QCD medium is vital. Some efforts in LQCD have been made in Ref. [244], though these are limited to a temperature

range of 100–300 MeV. This section will focus on the thermodynamics of thermo-magnetic QCD matter.

The total thermodynamic free energy up to one-loop order in HTLpt, in the presence of a background magnetic field

B, can be expressed as:

F = Fq + Fg + F0 +∆E0
T +∆EB

T (6.1)

where, Fq and Fg represent the contributions to the free energy from quarks and gluons, respectively, which will be

calculated in the presence of the magnetic field using the HTL approximation. F0 refers to the tree-level contribution

arising solely due to the constant magnetic field. It is given by

F0 → 1

2
B2 +∆EB2

0 , (6.2)

where ∆EB2

0 is a counter term of O[(qfB)2] from vacuum as we will see later. The ∆ET is a counter term independent of

magnetic field (viz. O[(qfB)0T 4] )as

∆E0
T = ∆EHTL

T +∆ET , (6.3)

where ∆EHTL
T is the HTL counter term [139, 140]. The counter term ∆ET emerges due to the quark loop in the gluonic
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two-point function in the presence of a magnetic field. However, the magnetic field dependence cancels out explicitly from

both the numerator and the denominator, as will be demonstrated later. Additionally, the counter term ∆EB
T is of order

O[(qfB)T 2] and O[(qfB)3/T 2] .

The pressure of a system is defined as

P = −F. (6.4)

We also note the QCD Casimir numbers are CA = Nc, dA = N2
c − 1, dF = NcNf and CF = (N2

c − 1)/2Nc where Nc is

the number of color and Nf is the number of quark flavour.

The quark free energy can be written as [54, 112],

Fq = −dF
∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
det[S−1(P )]

)
. (6.5)

The partition function for a gluon can generally be written in Euclidean space [54, 112] as

Zg = ZZghost, Z = Nξ

∏
n,p

√
(2π)D

detD−1
µν,E

, Zghost =
∏
n,p

P 2
E . (6.6)

In this expression, the product over p represents the summation over spatial momentum, while the product over n

corresponds to the discrete Bosonic Matsubara frequencies (ωn = 2πnβ; withn = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) due to the Euclidean time

formalism. Here, D denotes the space-time dimension of the theory. The quantityD−1
µν,E is the inverse gauge boson

propagator in Euclidean space, with P 2
E = ω2

n + p2 being the square of the four-momentum. Nξ = 1/(2πξ)D/2 is the

normalization factor that arises from the introduction of a Gaussian integral at each spatial location, where averaging

is done over the gauge condition function with width ξ the gauge fixing parameter. The gluon free energy can now be

written as [54, 112]

Fg = −dA
T

V
lnZg = dA

1
2

∑∫
PE

ln
[
det
(
D−1

µν,E(PE)
) ]

−
∑∫
PE

lnP 2
E

 . (6.7)

We note that the presence of the normalization factor Nξ eliminates the gauge dependence explicitly.

Now, the second-order QNS is defined as

χ = −∂
2F

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

=
∂2P

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

=
∂n

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

. (6.8)

This represents the measure of the variance or fluctuation in the net quark number. One can also calculate the covariance

between two conserved quantities when the quark flavors have different chemical potentials. Alternatively, one may choose

other bases depending on the system, such as the net baryon number B, net charge Q, and strangeness number S, or B,

Q and the third component of the isospin I3. In our case, we assume the strangeness and charge chemical potentials are

zero. Additionally, we consider the same chemical potential for all flavors, which leads to vanishing off-diagonal quark

number susceptibilities. Consequently, the net second-order baryon number susceptibility is related to the second-order

quark number susceptibility as χB = 1
3χ. The chiral condensate is defined as

⟨q̄q⟩ =
Tr[q̄q e−βH]

Tr[e−βH]
=

∂Ω

∂mf
, (6.9)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system. Ω = − T
V lnZ is the thermodynamic potential where Z is the partition function

of a quark-antiquark gas. Quark condensate also can be written using quark propagator as

⟨q̄q⟩ = −NcNf

∑∫
{P}

Tr

[
S(P )

]
, (6.10)

where Nc and Nf are the numbers of quark colors and flavors respectively. Susceptibility is the measure of the response

of a system to small external force. Chiral susceptibility is a measure of the response of the chiral condensate to small

changes in the current quark mass mf . It quantifies how the chiral symmetry breaking (or the chiral condensate) is
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affected by changes in the quark mass. The chiral susceptibility is defined as

χc = −∂ ⟨q̄q⟩
∂mf

∣∣∣∣
mf=0

. (6.11)

This susceptibility captures the sensitivity of the condensate to changes in the quark mass, which is particularly relevant

near the phase transition where chiral symmetry restoration occurs. A larger chiral susceptibility suggests that the chiral

condensate is more responsive to changes in the quark mass, and in the context of QCD, it is closely related to the critical

temperature for chiral symmetry restoration in hot QCD matter.

6.1. Thermodynamics in Weak Field Approximation

6.1.1. One loop quark free energy in presence of a weakly magnetized medium

Based on the general form of the quark self-energy16 in Eq.(5.7), and assuming a weak external magnetic field aligned

with the z (or third direction), the inverse of the effective quark propagator from Eq.(5.14) can be written as follows:

S−1
eff = /P − Σ(P ) = /P +A /P + B/u+ B′γ5 /u+ C′γ5 /n

= C(p0, p⊥, p3)p0γ0 −D(p0, p⊥, p3)piγi + B′(p0, p⊥, p3)γ5γ0 + C′(p0, p⊥, p3)γ5γ3. (6.12)

Here

C(p0, p⊥, p3) = 1 +A(p0, p⊥, p3) +
B(p0, p⊥, p3)

p0
= 1−A′(p0, p⊥, p3), (6.13a)

D(p0, p⊥, p3) = 1 +A(p0, p⊥, p3), (6.13b)

with

A(p0, p⊥, p3) = −m
2
th
p2

∫
dΩ

4π

p · k̂
p0 − p · k̂

=
m2

th
p2

[1− TP ] , (6.14a)

A′(p0, p⊥, p3) =
m2

th
p0

∫
dΩ

4π

1

p0 − p · k̂
=

m2
th
p20

TP , (6.14b)

B′(p0, p⊥, p3) = −m2
eff

∫
dΩ

4π

k̂3

p0 − p · k̂
=

m2
eff p3
p2

[1− TP ] , (6.14c)

C′(p0, p⊥, p3) = m2
eff

∫
dΩ

4π

1

p0 − p · k̂
=

m2
eff
p0

TP , (6.14d)

where we have written the coefficients in terms of

TP =

∫
dΩ

4π

p0

p0 − p · k̂
. (6.15)

This expression represents an integral defined as the angular average over∠p, k̂. For simplicity, the arguments of all

structure functions will be omitted from now on.

The determinant of Eq. (6.12) can be calculated as

det
[
S−1

eff

]
= (C2p20 −D2p2 + B′2 − C′2)2 − 4(p0B′C + p3C′D)2

= A2
0 −A2

s. (6.16)

By combining Eqs. (6.5) and (6.16), the one-loop quark free energy in the presence of a weak magnetic field under the

HTL approximation takes the form [54]:

Fq = −Nc

∑
f

∫
d4P

(2π)4
ln
(
A2

0 −A2
s

)
= −2NcNf

∫
d4P

(2π)4
ln
(
P 2
)
−Nc

∑
f

∫
d4P

(2π)4
ln

(
A2

0 −A2
s

P 4

)

16Different notation is used here for various structure functions.
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= −7π2T 4NcNf

180

(
1 +

120

7
µ̂2 +

240

7
µ̂4

)
−Nc

∑
f

∫
d4P

(2π)4
ln

[
(A0 +As)(A0 −As)

P 4

]
. (6.17)

Now the argument of the logarithm in Eq. (6.17) can be simplified using Eq. (6.16) as
(A0 +As)(A0 −As)

P 4
= 1 + 2

(A′(A′ − 2)p20 −A(A+ 2)p2 + B′2 − C′2

P 2

)
+

(
A′(A′ − 2)p20 −A(A+ 2)p2 + B′2 − C′2)2 − 4(B′C p0 + C′D p3)

2

P 4
. (6.18)

In the-high temperature limit, the logarithmic term in Eq. (6.17) can be expanded in a series of coupling constants g

retaining contributions up to O(g4) as outlined in Ref. [54]:

ln

[
(A0 +As)(A0 −As)

P 4

]
= 2

(A′2p20 −A2p2 + B′2 − C′2 − 2A′p20 − 2Ap2
P 2

)
− 4

((
A′p20 +Ap2

)2
+ (B′p0 + C′p3)

2

P 4

)
+O(g6), (6.19)

with

(B′2 − C′2) = m4
eff

[
p23
p4

+
T 2
P p

2
3

p4
− T 2

P

p20
− 2TP p23

p4

]
, (6.20)

(B′p0 + C′p3)
2 = m4

eff

[
p20p

2
3

p4
(
1 + T 2

P − 2TP
)
+

T 2
P

p20
p23 +

2p23
p2
(
TP − T 2

P

)]
, (6.21)

(A′p20 +Ap2) = m2
th, (6.22)

(A′2p20 −A2p2) = m4
th

[
T 2
P

p20
− (1− TP )2

p2

]
. (6.23)

Also we note that

m2
th =

g2CFT
2

8

(
1 + 4µ̂2

)
, (6.24a)

m2
eff = 4g2CFM

2
B,f (T, µ,mf , qfB) ; M2

B =
∑
f

M2
B,f (T, µ,mf , qfB). (6.24b)

The magnetic mass17 for a given flavor f is given as

M2
B,f =

qfB

16π2

[
−1

4
ℵ(z)− πT

2mf
− γE

2

]
, (6.26)

where µ̂ = µ/2piT and the function ℵ(z) is defined as

ℵ(z) = −2γE − 4 ln 2 + 14ζ(3)µ̂2 − 62ζ(5)µ̂4 + 254ζ(7)µ̂6 +O(µ̂8), (6.27a)

ℵ(1, z) = − 1

12

(
ln 2− ζ ′(−1)

ζ(−1)

)
− (1− 2 ln 2− γE) µ̂

2 − 7

6
ζ(3)µ̂4 +

31

15
ζ(5)µ̂6 +O(µ̂8) (6.27b)

In the limit of vanishing current quark mass (mf → 0), the magnetic mass in Eq. (6.26) exhibits a divergence. To address

this issue, a regularization scheme has been employed, following the approach described in Refs. [107, 245], by introducing

a mass cutoff equivalent to the fermion’s thermal mass mth the fermion. So, up to O(g4) the one-loop quark free energy

is obtained Ref. [54] as,

Fq = NcNf

[
− 7π2T 4

180

(
1 +

120

7
µ̂2 +

240

7
µ̂4

)

17For finite chemical potential, the expression for f1 a well-known fermionic function (also presented in Eq.(34) of Ref.[232]), is modified to

account for the presence of the chemical potential. The updated form is given by:

f1(y) = −
1

2
ln

( y

4π

)
+

1

4
ℵ(z) + · · · . (6.25)

This modification is evident in the expression for the magnetic mass in Eq.(6.26). At zero chemical potential, the magnetic mass simplifies to

the following form[232]: M2
B,f =

qfB

16π2

[
ln 2− πT

2mf

]
.
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+
m2

thT
2

6

(
1 + 12µ̂2

)
+ 4m4

th

[(
π2

3
− 2

)
ϵ

]∑∫
{P}

1

P 4

]

+ Nc

∑
f

m4
eff

[
2π2

9
+

(
4ζ(3)

3
− 8

3
− 2π2

27

)
ϵ

]∑∫
{P}

1

P 4
,

= NcNf

[
− 7π2T 4

180

(
1 +

120

7
µ̂2 +

240

7
µ̂4

)
+
m2

thT
2

6

(
1 + 12µ̂2

)
+

m4
th

12π2

(
π2 − 6

) ]

+ Nc

∑
f

m4
eff
16

(
2

9ϵ
+

1

27

(
12 ln

Λ̂

2
− 6ℵ(z) + 36ζ(3)

π2
− 2− 72

π2

))]
,

= NcNf

[
− 7π2T 4

180

(
1 +

120µ̂2

7
+

240µ̂4

7

)
+
g2CFT

4

48

(
1 + 4µ̂2

) (
1 + 12µ̂2

)
+
g4C2

FT
4

768π2

(
1 + 4µ̂2

)2 (
π2 − 6

)
+
g4C2

F

27Nf
M4

B

(
12 ln

Λ̂

2
− 6ℵ(z) + 36ζ(3)

π2

−2− 72

π2

)]
+

2Ncg
4C2

F

9ϵ
M4

B . (6.28)

It is important to observe that the O[g2] term in Eq. (6.28) does not receive any magnetic corrections. Magnetic

contributions only emerge at O[g4], corresponding to O[(qfB)2]. Additionally, the thermo-magnetic correction to the

quark free energy in a weak magnetic field exhibits a O(1/ϵ)divergence, arising from the HTL approximation. To obtain

a finite result, an appropriate counter term is required, which will be addressed in a later discussion.

6.1.2. One loop gluon free energy in presence of a weakly magnetized medium

The determinant of inverse of gluon propagator in Euclidean space can be obtained from Eq. (5.44) as

det
(
D−1

µν,E(PE)
)

= −P
2
E

ξ

(
−P 2

E + c
) {(

−P 2
E + b

) (
−P 2

E + d
)
− a2

}
= −P

2
E

ξ

(
−P 2

E + c
)(

−P 2
E +

b+ d+
√

(b− d)2 + 4a2

2

)

×
(
−P 2

E +
b+ d−

√
(b− d)2 + 4a2

2

)
, (6.29)

with four eigenvalues: −P 2
E/ξ,

(
−P 2

E + c
)
,

(
−P 2

E +
b+d+

√
(b−d)2+4a2

2

)
and

(
−P 2

E +
b+d−

√
(b−d)2+4a2

2

)
. We note here

that instead of a two fold degenerate transverse mode (−P 2
E + ΠT ) in thermal medium as discussed earlier in subsec-

tion 5.2.3, now one has two distinct transverse modes, (−P 2
E + c) and (−P 2

E + d) as a does not contribute in O(eB)2 but

starts contributing in O(eB)4 onwards. Using Eq. (6.29) in Eq. (6.7), the one-loop gluon free energy for hot magnetized

medium is given by

Fg = (N2
c − 1)

[
F1

g + F2
g + F3

g

]
, (6.30)

where

F1
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln

(
1− b+ d+

√
(b− d)2 + 4a2

2P 2
E

)
, (6.31a)

F2
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln
(
−P 2

E + c
)
, (6.31b)

F3
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln

(
−P 2

E +
b+ d−

√
(b− d)2 + 4a2

2

)
. (6.31c)
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Since we are considering small (weak) magnetic field approximation and intend to calculate all the quantities up to

O(eB)2, Eq.(6.31a),(6.31b),(6.31c) can be approximated as

F1
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln

(
1− b

P 2
E

)
, (6.32a)

F2
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln
(
−P 2

E + c
)
, (6.32b)

F3
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln
(
−P 2

E + d
)
. (6.32c)

The different structure functions are derived in subsections 5.5.1 and 5.5.3, respectively, for the strong and weak field

approximations. Thus the total gluonic free energy Fg is obtained in Ref. [54] as

Fg = −dAπ
2T 4

45

[
1− 15

2
m̂2

D + 30(m̂w
D)3 +

45

8
m̂4

D

(
2 ln

Λ̂

2
− 7 + 2γE +

2π2

3

)]

+dA

[
− m2

Dδm
2
D

(4π)2

(
Λ

4πT

)2ϵ(
1

2ϵ
+ ln 2 + γE

)
+
∑
f

g2(qfB)2

(12π)2
T 2

m2
f

(
Λ

4πT

)2ϵ
[
1

ϵ
+ 4.97

+3m̂2
D

{
1− ln 2

ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

(
7

2
− π2

6
− ln2(2)− 2γE(ln 2− 1)

)
+ 4.73

}]

−
∑
f

g2(qfB)2

(12π)2
πT

32mf

(
Λ

4πT

)2ϵ
[{

3

8ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

(
21

8
+

3

4

ζ ′(−1)

ζ(−1)
+

27

4
ln 2

)
+ 43.566

+
3

4
m̂2

D

[
1

ϵ2

(
5π2 − 609

10
+

114 ln 2

5

)
+

1

ϵ

(
30ζ(3)− 5779

75
+

121

6
π2 +

114

5
ln2(2)

+
468

25
ln 2 + γE

(
10π2 − 609

5
+

228

5
ln 2

))
+ 106.477

]}
+

8

3π

{
3 ln 2− 4

2ϵ
− 3.92

+3m̂2
D

[
1

40ϵ2

(
11 + 5π2 − 92 ln 2

)
+

1

ϵ

(
3

4
ζ(3) +

1557

200
− π2

3
− 23

10
ln2(2)

− 168

25
ln 2 + γE

(
11

20
+
π2

4
− 23

5
ln 2

))
− 1.86

]}]]
, (6.33)

where we have also added the HTL counterterm [136] as given in Eq. (6.35), the scaled thermal Debye mass m̂D =

mD/2πT and and the scaled thermo-magnetic Debye mass m̂w
D = mw

D/2πT in weak magnetic field as given in Eq. (5.199).

The gluonic free energy, dependent on the magnetic field, exhibits both O(1/ϵ) (UV) and O(1/ϵ2) (collinear and UV)

divergences. These magnetic field-dependent divergences present in Eqs.(6.28) and (6.33) can be eliminated [11] by

redefining the magnetic field contribution in the tree-level free energy F0 in Eq. (6.1).

6.1.3. Total free energy and pressure in weak field approximation

1. Free energy

The total one-loop free energy of a weakly magnetized hot medium can be expressed using Eq. (6.1) as follows:

F = Fq + Fg + F0 +∆E0. (6.34)

The quark component of the free energy, Fq, includes both the HTL part (which is independent of the magnetic field)

and the thermo-magnetic correction, as derived in Eq. (6.28). Similarly, the gluonic part consists of the HTL term as well

as the thermo-magnetic correction. The ∆E0 is the HTL counterterm given [136] as

∆E0 =
dA

128π2ϵ
m4

D, (6.35)
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As mentioned in the previous section, the divergences associated with the external magnetic field B in Eqs. (6.28) and

(6.33) can be eliminated by modifying the magnetic field contribution in the tree-level free energy, following the procedure

described in[11], as [54].

F0 =
B2

2
→ B2

2

1− 4Ncg
4C2

F

9ϵ

M4
B

B2
+
m2

Dδm
2
D

ϵ(4π)2B2
−
∑
f

g2q2f
(12π)2

2T 2

m2
f

[
1

ϵ

+ 3m̂2
D

{
1− ln 2

ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

(
7

2
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6
− ln2(2)− 2

(
γE + ln

Λ̂

2

)
(ln 2− 1)

)}]

+
∑
f

g2q2f
(12π)2

πT

16mf

[{
3

8ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

(
21

8
+

3

4

ζ ′(−1)

ζ(−1)
+

27

4
ln 2 +

3

4
ln

Λ̂

2

)

+
3

4
m̂2

D

[
1

ϵ2

(
5π2 − 609

10
+

114 ln 2

5

)
+

1

ϵ

(
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+
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114
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ln2(2)

+
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25
ln 2 +

(
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2

)(
10π2 − 609

5
+

228
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+

8
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2ϵ
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[
1

40ϵ2

(
11 + 5π2 − 92 ln 2
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+

1

ϵ

(
3

4
ζ(3) +

1557

200
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3
− 23

10
ln2(2)
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25
ln 2 +

(
γE + ln

Λ̂
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)(
11

20
+
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4
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5
ln 2

))]}]
. (6.36)

So, the renormalized total free energy [54] becomes

F = F r
q + F r

g (6.37)

where,

F r
q = NcNf

[
− 7π2T 4

180

(
1 +

120µ̂2

7
+

240µ̂4

7

)
+
g2CFT

4

48

(
1 + 4µ̂2

) (
1 + 12µ̂2

)
+
g4C2

FT
4

768π2

(
1 + 4µ̂2

)2 (
π2 − 6

)
+
g4C2

F

27Nf
M4

B

(
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2
− 6ℵ(z) + 36ζ(3)

π2

−2− 72

π2

)]
, (6.38)

and
F r
g

dA
= −π

2T 4

45
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1− 15
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D + 30(m̂w
D)3 +
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8
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− 168

25
ln 2 + γE

(
11

20
+
π2

4
− 23

5
ln 2

))
− 1.86

]}]
. (6.39)

2. Pressure

The pressure of hot and dense QCD matter in one-loop HTLpt, considering the presence of a weak magnetic field,

can now be directly expressed from the one-loop free energy as follows:

P (T, µ,B,Λ) = −F (T, µ,B,Λ), (6.40)

whereas the ideal gas limit of the pressure [54] reads as

PIdeal(T, µ) =
B2

2
+NcNf

7π2T 4

180

(
1 +

120

7
µ̂2 +

240

7
µ̂4

)
+ (N2

c − 1)
π2T 4

45
. (6.41)

6.1.4. Result within high temperature expansion in weak field approximation

Now, we discuss the main results in weak field approximation. In Fig. 6.1, we show the temperature dependence of the

scaled pressure compared to the ideal gas value for hot and dense magnetized QCD matter in one-loop HTLpt within the

weak field approximation. The results are presented for various magnetic field strengths: |eB| = 0, ,m2
π/2, ,m

2
π, , and, 3m2

π/2.

The left panel of Fig.6.1 shows the pressure for zero chemical potential, µ = 0, while the right panel corresponds

to µ = 0.3 GeV. For |eB| = 0, we recover the standard one-loop HTLpt pressure, as noted in previous works [125–

127, 137, 148, 149, 246–248]. Both plots reveal that the pressure at low temperatures (T < 0.8 GeV) is significantly influ-

enced by the presence of the magnetic field. However, at high temperatures (T ≥ 0.8 GeV), the pressure becomes almost

independent of the magnetic field, as the temperature dominates and the weak field approximation (|eB| < m2
th < T 2)

holds.
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Figure 6.1: The left panel depicts the variation of the scaled one-loop pressure with temperature for Nf = 2 at µ = 0, while the right panel

shows the same variation for µ = 300 MeV. Both panels illustrate the behaviour under weak magnetic fields of varying strengths: |eB| = 0,

m2
π/2, m2

π , and 3m2
π/2. In the right panel, where µ ̸= 0, the renormalization scales are set as defined in Sec. 5.7 of the text.

Additionally, we highlight a challenge encountered with HTLpt for |eB| = 0. The one-loop HTLpt expansion leads

to overcounting of certain contributions in strong coupling (g), as the loop expansion and coupling expansion are asym-

metrical in HTLpt. This asymmetry results in an infinite series in g at each loop order. At leading order in HTLpt,

only the perturbative coefficients for g0 and g3 are correctly obtained, and higher-order terms in g are introduced at each
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Figure 6.2: The left panel illustrates the variation of the scaled one-loop pressure with respect to |eB| for Nf = 2 at µ = 0, while the

right panel presents the corresponding variation for µ = 300 MeV.The plots are generated at temperatures T = 0.3, 0.4, 0.6, and 1 GeV. The

renormalization scales employed in the calculations are defined in Sec. 5.7 of the text.

subsequent loop level. This issue can be corrected by extending the calculation to higher loop orders [128, 129, 131–

136, 139, 140, 233? ]. Moreover, we observe that the pressure is slightly lower in the presence of a non-zero chemical

potential (right panel) compared to when µ = 0, for a given |eB|.
From Fig. 6.2, it is evident that as the temperature T increases, the slope of the curve becomes smaller. This reinforces

the idea that, within the weak field approximation, the impact of the magnetic field reduces as the temperature rises.

It implies that at low temperatures, the magnetic field has a significant effect, but at higher temperatures, its influence

becomes increasingly insignificant.
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Figure 6.3: The plots illustrate the variation of the scaled one-loop pressure with temperature for Nf = 2. The left panel corresponds to µ = 0,

while the right panel shows results for µ = 300 MeV. The pressure is evaluated in the presence of a weak magnetic field of strength eB = m2
π .

The calculations consider different renormalization scales for gluons: Λg = πT , 2πT , and 4πT , are considered, and the renormalization scale

for quarks is specified in the inset.

To examine the sensitivity to the renormalization scale Λq,g, we show in Fig. 6.3 the temperature dependence of the scaled

one-loop pressure in the presence of a constant weak magnetic field, while varying Λq,g by a factor of two around its central

value for both zero and finite chemical potential. The results reveal a moderate dependence on the renormalization scale
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Figure 6.4: The plots present a comparison of the pressure of QCD matter computed with and without employing the high-temperature

expansion for different magnetic field strengths: eB = 0, m2
π/4, and m2

π/2, with Nf = 2. Calculations labeled as "Full" correspond to those

performed without applying the high-temperature expansion.

Λq,g. To further minimize the renormalization scale-dependent uncertainty, higher-loop calculations and log resummation

may be required.

6.1.5. Comparison of high temperature expansion with full results

In this section, we aim to justify our use of the high-temperature expansion by comparing the results obtained with

and without this approximation, within the framework of HTL perturbation theory. The full numerical results are given

in Appendix D of Ref [54]. Figure 6.4 presents a comparison of the scaled pressure of QCD matter computed using

both methods for different magnetic field strengths. The solid lines correspond to the results from the high-temperature

expansion, while the dashed lines represent the results without it. As seen in the figure, the two sets of results are

nearly identical for a given field strength, with noticeable differences only at low temperatures. This confirms that the

high-temperature expansion offers an accurate analytical expression for the pressure. While this expansion is not strictly

part of HTL perturbation theory, it is particularly useful for higher-order loops, as it avoids the complex calculations

involved with quasiparticle poles and Landau damping. The high-temperature expansion has been widely used in the

literature for HTL at leading, next-to-leading, and next-to-next-to-leading orders. In a similar manner, we apply this

approximation here in the presence of a magnetic field, and the following results are based on this approach.

6.1.6. Quark number susceptibility in weak field approximation

The renormalized quark-gluon free energy in weak field approximation is given in Eq. (6.37) along with quark one is given

in Eq. (6.38) and the gluon one is given Eq. (6.39). In Ref. [56], the second-order quark number susceptibility (QNS) in

the weak field limit is derived by relating the free energy or pressure, as outlined in Eq. (6.8). This method provides a

calculation of the QNS, reflecting how the system’s response to quark number fluctuations is modified by the presence of

a weak magnetic field. The second-order QNS of free quarks and gluons in a thermal environment can be written as:

χf =
1

3
NcNfT

2. (6.42)
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Figure 6.5: The plots illustrate the variation of the second-order QNS, scaled by its thermal free-field value, as a function of temperature (left

panel) and magnetic field strength (right panel). These results are shown for a fermion mass of mf = 5 MeV and Nf = 3.
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Figure 6.6: The plots depict the sensitivity of the second-order QNS, scaled by the free field value,scaled by its free-field value, to the choice of

renormalization scale in the presence of a weak magnetic field for Nf = 3. The dashed curves correspond to the renormalization scale Λ = πT ,

while the solid curves represent Λ = 4πT .

The left panel of Fig. 6.5 depicts the variation of the scaled second-order QNS with temperature for various magnetic field

strengths, employing a central renormalization scale of Λ = 2πT . The weak field influence acts as a minor adjustment

to the thermal medium, with the second-order QNS in the weak field case being nearly identical to that in the thermal

medium. As temperature increases, the value of the second-order QNS rises and approaches the free field value at

sufficiently high temperatures. The effect of the magnetic field on the second-order QNS is more pronounced at lower

temperatures. As seen in the right panel of Fig. 6.5, the second-order QNS gradually decreases as the magnetic field

strength increases. In Fig. 6.6, the dependence of the second-order weak field QNS on the renormalization scale is

investigated by varying the scale within a factor of two around the central value Λ = 2πT .

96



6.1.7. Chiral susceptibility in weak field approximation

We examine a magnetized QCD medium in the weak magnetic field limit, where we assume the hierarchy of scales,√
|qfB| < mth ∼ gT < T . Treating qfB as a small perturbation, the Schwinger propagator for a fermion in the presence

of a weak magnetic field can be expanded and expressed up to O[(qfB)2] from Eq. (5.56) as

S(K) =
/K +mf

K2 −m2
f

+ iγ1γ2
/Kq +mf

(K2 −m2
f )

2
(qfB) + 2

[
{(K · u) /u− (K · n) /n} − /K

(K2 −m2
f )

3
− k2⊥( /K +mf )

(K2 −m2
f )

4

]
(qfB)2

+ O
[
(qfB)3

]
= S0 + S1 + S2 +O[(qfB)3]. (6.43)

We can express the chiral condensate for a free fermion in a weak magnetic field up to O[(qfB)2] using Eq. (6.43) as

follows:

⟨q̄q⟩f = −NcNf

∑∫
{P}

Tr

[
S0(P ) + S1(P ) + S2(P )

]
,

= −4mf NcNf

∑∫
{P}

[
1

P 2 −m2
f

− 2 (qfB)2
p2⊥

(P 2 −m2
f )

4

]
. (6.44)

The chiral susceptibility for a free fermion in the presence of a weak magnetic field is computed in Ref. [57] using the

definition provided in Eq. (6.11) as

χc = −∂ ⟨q̄q⟩
∂mf

∣∣∣∣
mf=0

= 4NcNf

∑∫
{P}

[
1

P 2
− 2 (qfB)2

p2⊥
(P 2)4

]

=
NcNf

6
T 2

[
1 + 12µ̂2 − (qfB)2

(z)ג
16π4T 4

]
, (6.45)

where µ̂ = µ/2πT . µ is the quark chemical potential. The (z)ג is given as

(z)ג = −4

[
7ζ(3)− 186ζ(5)µ̂2 + 1905ζ(7)µ̂4 − 14308ζ(9)µ̂6

]
+O(µ̂8). (6.46)

Based on the Dyson-Schwinger equation, the effective inverse propagator for a massive fermion can be expressed as [57]

S−1
eff = /P −mf I − Σ. (6.47)

where the general covariant form of the fermion self-energy in the presence of a weak thermo-magnetic field is provided

in Eq. (5.7). Using Eq. (5.7), the form of the inverse propagator for a massive fermion in a thermo-magnetic medium can

be expressed as

S−1
eff (P ) = (1 + a) /P + b /u+ c′ γ5 /u+ d′ γ5 /n−mf I. (6.48)

To calculate the chiral susceptibility in the presence of a weak magnetic field, we need the effective fermion propagator,

as outlined in Eqs. (6.10) and (6.11). This requires inverting Eq.(6.48) to obtain the effective fermion propagator. In

the massless case, the inversion of the effective inverse propagator is straightforward, leading to a general form for the

effective propagator expressed in terms of /P , /u, γ5/u, and γ5/n. For the massive case, where the propagator involves Dirac

matrices like /P , /u, γ5/u, γ5/n, and I, we apply a method used in Refs. [57, 249] to derive the structure of the effective

propagator.

To compute the inverse of a matrix R , we start by selecting a matrix R. Multiplying R with R, we obtain a new

matrix U defined as

U =MR. (6.49)

The inverse of the matrix M can now be expressed as

M−1 = RU−1. (6.50)

97



In this scenario, we aim to determine the inverse of the matrix S−1
eff . To simplify the process, it is crucial to select R such

that the resulting U from Eq. (6.49) takes on a particularly straightforward form. This strategic choice of R ensures that

inverting U becomes a manageable task, ultimately facilitating the computation of the inverse of the target matrix S−1
eff .

Thus we choose R as

R = (1 + a) /P + b /u− c′γ5 /u− d′γ5 /n−mf I. (6.51)

From Eqs. (6.48) and (6.49), we have

U = S−1
eff R = α /P + β /u+ δ γ5 + λ I, (6.52)

where

α = −2(1 + a)mf ,

β = −2bmf ,

δ = 2((1 + a)c′p0 + bc′ + (1 + a)d′p3),

λ = (1 + a)2P 2 + b2 + c′2 − d′2 +m2
f + 2(1 + a)bp0. (6.53)

We can now easily invert the matrix U to get

U−1 =
1

N2
(α /P + β /u+ δ γ5 − λ I), (6.54)

where

N2 = α2P 2 + 2αβp0 + β2 + δ2 − λ2. (6.55)

Using Eq. (6.50), the effective fermion propagator Seff can be expressed as

Seff = RU−1 =
(
(1 + a) /P + b /u− c′γ5 /u− d′γ5 /n−mf I

) α /P + β /u+ δ γ5 − λ I
α2P 2 + 2αβp0 + β2 + δ2 − λ2

. (6.56)

The dispersion relation for a massive fermion in a weakly magnetized thermal medium is determined by equating the

denominator of the effective propagator to zero. This equation defines the relationship between the fermion’s energy

and momentum under the influence of both the thermal environment and the magnetic field. Using the effective quark

propagator given in Eq. (6.56), the chiral condensate ⟨q̄q⟩ is expressed as

⟨q̄q⟩ = −NcNf

∑∫
{P}

Tr[Seff(P )]

= 4mfNcNf

∑∫
{P}

(1 + a)2 P 2 + 2(1 + a) b p0 + b2 + d′2 − c′2 −m2
f

α2P 2 + 2αβp0 + β2 + δ2 − λ2
. (6.57)

The chiral susceptibility in the massless limit can be determined from Eq. (6.57) as

χc = −∂ ⟨q̄q⟩
∂mf

∣∣∣∣
mf=0

= −4NcNf

∑∫
{P}

(1 + a)2 P 2 + 2(1 + a) b p0 + b2 + d′2 − c′2

4
[
(1 + a)c′ p0 + bc′ + (1 + a)d′ p3

]2
−
[
(1 + a)2P 2 + b2 + c′2 − d′2 + 2(1 + a) b p0

]2 ,
(6.58)

where the expressions of various structure functions are calculated in Ref. [57].

Using the structure functions the expression for the chiral susceptibility [57] as

χc =
NcNf

6
T 2

[
1 + 12µ̂2 +

3

π2

(
Λ

4πT

)2ϵ(
1

ϵ
− ℵ(z)

)
m2

th
T 2

+
1

π2

(
Λ

4πT

)2ϵ(
1

ϵ
+

4

3
− ℵ(z)

)
m′2

eff
T 2

+
(z)ג
32π4

(
π2 − 6

)m4
th
T 4

− (z)ג
24π4

(
π2 − 6

)m4
eff
T 4

]
. (6.59)

We note that the logarithmic divergence comes from the thermal part. A new divergence appears in presence of the
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magnetic field. One canrenormalize the chiral susceptibility within MS renormalization scheme using the following

counter term [57] as

∆χcounter
c = −NcNf

6π2ϵ

(
3m2

th +m′2
eff
)
. (6.60)

The renormalized chiral susceptibility is obtained as [57]

χc =
NcNf

6
T 2

[
1 + 12µ̂2 +

3

π2

(
2 ln Λ̂− 2 ln 2− ℵ(z)

)
m2

th
T 2

+
1

3π2

(
4− 3ℵ(z) + 6 ln Λ̂− 6 ln 2

)
m′2

eff
T 2

+
(z)ג
32π4

(
π2 − 6

)m4
th
T 4

− (z)ג
24π4

(
π2 − 6

)m4
eff
T 4

]
, (6.61)

with Λ̂ = Λ/2πT and µ̂ = µ/2πT . The result obtained is fully analytic in the presence of both chemical potential and weak

magnetic field. It is important to note that Eq.(6.61) contains terms of order O[(qfB)0] and O[(qfB)2]. The O[(qfB)0]

term reproduces the thermal chiral susceptibility without chemical potential, as derived in Ref. [151]. On the other hand,

the O[(qfB)2] terms represent the thermo-magnetic corrections to the thermal chiral susceptibility. To obtain the results,

we take into account the magnetic field-dependent running coupling, as discussed in subsection 5.7.
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Figure 6.7: The plot shows the variation of chiral susceptibility, scaled by T 2, as a function of temperature for chemical potentials 0, 100, and

200 MeV in the absence of an external magnetic field.

In Fig.6.7, the temperature dependence of the chiral susceptibility, scaled by temperature squared, is shown for both

zero and non-zero quark chemical potentials in the absence of a magnetic field. The impact of the quark chemical potential

is more noticeable at low temperatures, as seen in the figure. A similar plot for the thermal QCD medium at zero chemical

potential was presented in Ref.[151]. At lower temperatures, the chiral susceptibility increases sharply for both zero and

non-zero chemical potentials. However, this increase does not indicate a chiral phase transition; rather, it arises due

to the temperature-dependent behaviour of the coupling constant and the chosen renormalization scale, as explained in

Ref. [151]. At high temperatures, the chiral susceptibility approaches the free-field value.
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Figure 6.8: The plots illustrate the variation of chiral susceptibility, scaled by T 2, as a function of temperature T for two magnetic field

strengths, |eB| = 0 and |eB| = m2
π . The left panel corresponds to a quark chemical potential µ = 0 MeV, while the right panel shows the

results for µ = 100 MeV.

Figure 6.8 presents the variation of chiral susceptibility scaled with temperature squared as a function of temperature

for both zero and finite magnetic fields. The left panel shows the impact of a weak magnetic field on the chiral susceptibility

at zero quark chemical potential, while the right panel illustrates the same for finite quark chemical potential. In the

low-temperature regime, the chiral susceptibility is slightly higher in the presence of a magnetic field compared to the

thermal medium. However, since we are considering a weak magnetic field, the increase in susceptibility due to the

field is modest. As the temperature rises, the influence of the magnetic field diminishes, with temperature eventually

dominating the behaviour. It is important to note that the scale hierarchy for a weakly magnetized medium is satisfied for

temperatures above approximately T > 0.14 GeV, as we have chosen |eB| = m2
π = 0.142 GeV2 in Fig. 6.8. Therefore, the

weak field and HTL approximations hold true at high temperatures. This aligns with our analysis, as we are calculating

the chiral susceptibility of the medium within the perturbative regime.

Figure 6.9 clearly illustrates the impact of the magnetic field, showing how the scaled chiral susceptibility varies with the

magnetic field at a fixed temperature of T = 200 MeV. It is observed that the chiral susceptibility increases gradually

with the magnetic field, both with and without the presence of chemical potential.

Figure 6.10 demonstrates the sensitivity of the chiral susceptibility to the renormalization scale in the presence of a

constant weak magnetic field. In this figure, the chiral susceptibility scaled by T 2 is plotted against temperature for both

zero (left panel) and finite (right panel) chemical potential. The renormalization scale, Λ, is varied by a factor of 2 around

its central value2π
√
T 2 + µ2/π2.

It is important to note that the HTL approximation remains valid above the phase transition temperature, where

the scale hierarchy
√
|qfB| < gT < T is preserved. In the plots, we have displayed the chiral susceptibilities at low

temperatures primarily to highlight the steep increase observed in the curves.
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Figure 6.9: The plots depict the scaled chiral susceptibility as a function of the magnetic field strength |eB| at temperatures T = 0.2 GeV.

Results are shown for two quark chemical potentials: µ = 0 MeV and µ = 100 MeV.
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Figure 6.10: The chiral susceptibility, scaled by T 2, is shown as a function of temperature for a magnetic field strength of |eB| = m2
π , with

varying renormalization scales.

6.2. Thermodynamics in Strong Field Approximation

6.2.1. One loop quark free energy in presence of a strongly magnetized medium

The inverse of the effective quark propagator in the strong field approximation can be expressed by combining Eq.(5.125)

and Eq.(5.109) as follows

S−1
eff = /P q +Σ = (p0 + a)/u+ (b− p3)/n+ cγ5/u+ dγ5/n

= (p0 + a)γ0 + (b− p3)γ
3 + cγ5γ

0 + dγ5γ
3. (6.62)
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Now we evaluate the determinant as,

det[S−1
eff ] =

(
(b+ c− p3)

2 − (a+ d+ p0)
2

)(
(−b+ c+ p3)

2 − (a− d+ p0)
2

)
= (p20 − p23)

(
(p0 + 2a)2 − (p3 − 2b)2

)
= P 2

q
(
P 2
q + 4ap0 + 4bp3 + 4a2 − 4b2

)
= P 4

q

(
1 +

4a2 − 4b2 + 4ap0 + 4bp3
P 2
q

)
, (6.63)

where we have used d = −a and c = −b.
So Eq. (6.5) becomes

Fq = −dF
∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
ln

[
P 4
q

(
1 +

4a2 − 4b2 + 4ap0 + 4bp3
P 2
q

)]

= −2dF
∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
lnP 2

q − dF
∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
ln

[
1 +

4a2 − 4b2 + 4ap0 + 4bp3
P 2
q

]
= F ideal

q + F ′
q, (6.64)

where free energy of free quarks [53]

F ideal
q = −2dF

∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
lnP 2

q = −2dF
∑
f

qfB

(2π)2

∑∫
{p0}

dp3 lnP
2
q

= −dF
∑
f

qfBT
2

12
, (6.65)

and

F ′
q = −dF

∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
ln

[
1 +

4a2 − 4b2 + 4ap0 + 4bp3
P 2
q

]

= −dF
∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3

[
4 (ap0 + bp3)

P 2
q

+
4
(
a2P 2 − b2P 2 − 2a2p20 − 2b2p23 − 4abp0p3

)
P 4
q

+O(g6)

]
. (6.66)

Here, we have retained terms up to O(g4) to derive the analytic expression for the free energy. The expansion used above

is valid under the condition g2(qfB/T 2) < 1, which can be interpreted as (qfB)/T 2 ≳ 1 and g ≪ 1.

Since, in the strong field approximation, the fermion is assumed to be in the LLL, Eq. (6.66) simplifies to:

F ′
q = −dF

∑
f

qfB

(2π)2

∑∫
{p0}

dp3

[
4 (ap0 + bp3)

P 2
q

+
4
(
a2P 2 − b2P 2 − 2a2p20 − 2b2p23 − 4abp0p3

)
P 4
q

+O(g6)

]
. (6.67)

. The quark free energy up to O(g4) has been derived in Ref. [55] as

Fq = −dF
∑
f

qfBT
2

12
− 4dF

∑
f

(qfB)
2

(2π)2
g2CF

4π2

(
Λ

4πT

)2ϵ
[
1

8ϵ

(
4 ln 2− qfB

ζ
′
(−2)

T 2

)

+
1

24576

{
12288 ln 2(3γE + 4 ln 2− lnπ) +

256ζ[3]

π4T 2

(
2π4T 2 − 3g2CF (qfB) ln 2

+3π2(qfB)(2 + 3γE + 4 ln 2− lnπ)
)
− 8g2CF

π6T 4
(qFB)2ζ[3]2(4 + 105 ln 2)

+
7245g2CF

π8T 6
(qFB)3ζ[3]3

}]

= −dF
∑
f

qfBT
2

12
− 4dF

∑
f

(qfB)
2

(2π)2
g2CF

4π2

[
1

8ϵ

(
4 ln 2− qfB

ζ
′
(−2)

T 2

)
+

1

24576{
12288 ln 2

(
3γE + 2 ln Λ̂ + ln 4− lnπ

)
+

256ζ[3]

π4T 2

(
− 3CF g

2qfB ln 2
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+6π2qfB ln Λ̂ + 3π2qfB(2 + 3γE + ln 4− lnπ) + 2π4T 2

)
− 8g2CF

π6T 4
(qfB)2

×ζ[3]2(4 + 105 ln 2) +
7245g2CF

π8T 6
(qfB)3ζ[3]3

}]
, (6.68)

where Λ̂ = Λ/2πT . The quark free energy has O[(qfB)
2
/ϵ] and O[(qfB)

3
/T 2ϵ] divergences.

6.2.2. One loop gluon free energy in presence of a strongly magnetized medium

The determinant of inverse of gluon propagator in Euclidean space can be obtained from Eq. (5.44) as

det
(
D−1

µν,E(PE)
)

= −P
2
E

ξ

(
−P 2

E + c
) (

−P 2
E + b

) (
−P 2

E + d
)
, (6.69)

with four eigenvalues: −P 2
E/ξ,

(
−P 2

E + c
)
,
(
−P 2

E + d
)
, and

(
−P 2

E + b
)
. In contrast to the previously discussed two-fold

degenerate transverse mode (−P 2
E +ΠT ) in thermal medium (as mentioned in subsection 5.2.3), we now have two distinct

transverse modes: (−P 2
E + c) and (−P 2

E + d) as a does not contribute in O(eB)2 but starts contributing in O(eB)4

onwards. By substituting Eq. (6.69) into Eq. (6.7), we can express the one-loop gluon free energy for hot magnetized

medium is given by

Fg = (N2
c − 1)

[
F1

g + F2
g + F3

g

]
, (6.70)

where

F1
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln

(
1− b

P 2
E

)
, (6.71a)

F2
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln
(
−P 2

E + c
)
, (6.71b)

F3
g =

1

2

∑∫
PE

ln
(
−P 2

E + d
)
. (6.71c)

The different structure functions are derived in subsection 5.5.3 within the strong field approximation. In this approx-

imation, where m2
f < T 2 < qfB, the expressions for the various contributions to the gluon free energy in the Lowest

Landau Level (LLL) can be obtained from Eqs. (6.70). By combining Eqs.(6.71a), (6.71b), and (6.71c) with Eq.(6.70),

we can express the total one-loop free energy, expanded up to O[g4], as

Fg ≈ dA

∑∫
P

ln
(
−P 2

)
− b+ c+ d

2P 2
− b2 + c2 + d2

4P 4

 , (6.72)

where the expansion is performed to derive an analytical expression for the free energy, which is valid under the condition

g2(qfB/T
2) < 1. This condition can be interpreted as (qfB)/T 2 ≳ 1 and g ≪ 1.

The one-loop gluon free energy’s hard contribution in a strongly magnetized thermal medium is derived in Ref. [55]

as:

F hard
g =

dA
(4π)2

[
1

ϵ

{
− 1

8

(
CAg

2T 2

3

)2

+
g4T 4

96

∑
f1,f2

qf1B

qf2B
+
N2

f g
4T 4

96
+
CANfg

4T 4

36

−
∑
f1,f2

g4(qf1B)(qf2B)

64π4
+Nf

∑
f

g4T 2qfB

32π2
−
∑
f

1

4π2

CAg
4T 2qfB

6
(1 + ln 2)

}

− 16π4T 4

45
+

2CAg
2π2T 4

9
+

1

12

(
CAg

2T 2

3

)2
(
8− 3γE − π2 + 4 ln 2− 3 ln

Λ̂

2

)

103



+
Nfπ

2T 2

2

(
g2

4π2

)2∑
f

qfB

(
2ζ ′(−1)

ζ(−1)
− 1 + 2 ln Λ̂

)
+

N2
f +

∑
f1,f2

qf1B

qf2B


× g4T 4

32

(
2

3
ln

Λ̂

2
− 60ζ ′[4]

π4
− 1

18
(25− 12γE − 12 ln 4π)

)
− 1

2

(
g2

4π2

)2

×
∑
f1,f2

qf1Bqf2B

(
ln

Λ̂

2
+ γE + ln 2

)
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(6.73)

As observed, F hard
g exhibits a O(1/ϵ) divergence, which arises both from the HTL approximation and from the thermo-

magnetic contributions.

We obtain the soft contribution to the gluon free energy by considering soft gluon momentum, where P ∼ gT and

p0 = 0,

F soft
g ≈ dA

[
− (ms

D)3T

12π
+O[ϵ]

]
, (6.74)

where the Debye mass in strong field is given in Eq. 5.198.

The total gluonic contribution becomes

Fg = F hard
g + F soft

g . (6.75)

6.2.3. Renormalized free energy in a strong field approximation

By combining Eq. (6.1) and Eq. (6.75), the one-loop free energy of deconfined QCD matter in a strong magnetic field can

be written as

F = Fq + F hard
g + F soft

g + F0 +∆E0
T +∆EB

T . (6.76)

The expression exhibits O[1/ϵ] divergences at different orders of (qfB). To handle the O[(qfB)2] divergences in the free

energy, we regularize by redefining the tree-level free energy term B2/2 as [55]

F0 =
B2

2
→ B2

2
+4dF

∑
f

(qfB)2

(2π)2
g2CF

4π2

ln 2

2ϵ
+
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(4π)2

∑
f1,f2

g4qf1Bqf2B

64π4ϵ︸ ︷︷ ︸
∆EB2

→ B2

2
+ ∆EB2

. (6.77)

The remaining divergences of O[(qfB)0T 4], O[T 2(qfB)], and O[(qfB)3/T 2] are renormalized by introducing appropriate

counter terms. Specifically, the O[(qfB)0T 4] divergences are regulated by adding counterterms as follows

∆E0
T = ∆EHTL

T +∆ET

= dA
m4

D

128π2ϵ︸ ︷︷ ︸
∆EHTL

T

− dA
(4π)2

g4T 4

96ϵ

∑
f1,f2

qf1B

qf2B
+
N2

f g
4T 4

96ϵ
+
CANfg

4T 4

36ϵ


︸ ︷︷ ︸

∆ET

, (6.78)

wheremD represents the Debye screening mass in the HTL approximation. The divergences of O[T 2(qfB)] and O[(qfB)3/T 2]

are then controlled by adding suitable counter terms as follows

∆EB
T = −4dF

∑
f

(qfB)
3

(2π)2
g2CF

4π2

ζ
′
(−2)

8T 2ϵ
− dA

(4π)2ϵ

[
Nfg

4T 2

32π2

∑
f

qfB
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−
∑
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CAg
4T 2qfB

6
(1 + ln 2)

]
. (6.79)

Now using Eqs. (6.68), (6.73), (6.74), (6.77), (6.78) and (6.79) in Eq. (6.76), the renormalized one-loop quark-gluon

free energy in the presence of a strong magnetic field is given by:

F = F r
q + F r

g +
B2

2
, (6.80)

where renormalized quark free enrgy F r
q is given by

F r
q = −dF

∑
f

qfBT
2
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, (6.81)

and the renormalized total gluon free energy containing both hard and soft contributions is given as
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6.2.4. Anisotropic pressure of deconfined QCD matter in a strong magnetic field

1. Longitudinal and transverse pressure

In a thermal background, the QCD pressure can be derived from the system’s free energy, and it is typically isotropic.

However, in the presence of a thermo-magnetic background, an additional extensive parameter arises due to the external

magnetic field, B. In such a scenario, the free energy can be expressed as:

F(T, V,B) = Etotal − TS − eB · M,

where M is the magnetization. The free energy density for a system confined within a finite spatial volume V is expressed

as

F = F/V = ϵtotal − Ts− eB ·M, (6.83)

where ϵtotal is total the energy density and the entropy density is given by

s = −∂F
∂T

, (6.84)
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and the magnetization density is expressed as

M = − ∂F

∂(eB)
(6.85)

and the total energy density is expressed as ϵtotal = ϵ+ϵfield, where ϵ is the energy density of the medium and ϵfield = eB·M .

In the presence of a strong magnetic field, the spatial geometry becomes anisotropic, leading to different pressures in the

directions parallel and perpendicular to the magnetic field [250]. The longitudinal and transverse pressures are given as

Pz = −F, P⊥ = −F − eB ·M = Pz − eB ·M. (6.86)

2. Pressure of ideal quark and gluon gas in a strong magnetic field

The free energy of an ideal quark-gluon gas in absence of magnetic field is given as

F ideal
T = −dF

7π2T 4

180
− dA

π2T 4

45
, (6.87)

and the corresponding pressure reads as

P i
T ≡ P ideal

T = dF
7π2T 4

180
+ dA

π2T 4

45

≡ (P q
T )

i + (P g
T )

i. (6.88)

The free energy of a ideal quark-gluon gas in presence of magnetic field is given by

F ideal = F ideal
q + F ideal

g

= −dF
∑
f

(qfB)
T 2

12
− dA

π2T 4

45
. (6.89)

As seen the magnetic field affects quarks but not gluons, making the ideal quark-gluon gas pressure anisotropic. The

ideal longitudinal pressure. The ideal longitudinal pressure is given by

P i
z ≡ P ideal

z = −F ideal = dF
∑
f

(qfB)
T 2

12
+ dA

π2T 4

45
≡ (P q

z )
i + (P g

z )
i. (6.90)

The magnetization of the ideal quark-gluon gas is calculated using the following expression given in Eq. (6.85) as

M ideal = −∂F
ideal

∂(eB)

= dF
∑
f

qfT
2

12
. (6.91)

As found, the magnetization of an ideal quark-gluon gas in the LLL remains independent of the magnetic field in the

presence of a strong magnetic field. In the LLL, positively charged particles with spin up align along the direction of

the magnetic field, while negatively charged particles with spin down align oppositely. Due to this spin alignment, the

system naturally minimizes its free energy with respect to the magnetic field eB. Consequently, even if the magnetic

field is increased, the spin alignment does not change, leading to a constant magnetization for a given temperature T .

However, as the temperature increases, thermal motion along the field direction can lead to an increase in magnetization,

even though the spin alignment itself remains unchanged.

Now, the ideal transverse pressure of the quark-gluon gas can be expressed using Eq. (6.86) as

P i
⊥ ≡ P ideal

⊥ = dA
π2T 4

45
(6.92)

We observe that the transverse pressure of the ideal magnetized quark-gluon gas remains independent of the magnetic

field and matches the ideal gluon pressure. As noted earlier, gluons are not influenced by the magnetic field and contribute

to this isotropic pressure. In contrast, quarks only have momenta along the z-direction in the LLL and thus contribute

exclusively to the longitudinal pressure.
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6.2.5. Results in strong field approximation

We considered a magnetic field-dependent one-loop strong coupling as discussed in subsection 5.7. For the ideal quark-

gluon gas, gluons are unaffected by the magnetic field, while quarks are strongly influenced. In Fig. 6.11, we show the

variation of the ideal quark pressure (P q
z )

i from Eq. (6.90) in the presence of a magnetic field, and (P q
T )

i from Eq. (6.88)

in its absence, as a function of temperature. The ideal quark pressure (P q
z )

i in the presence of a magnetic field is

proportional to (eB)T 2, whereas in the absence of a magnetic field, (P q
T )

i is proportional to T 4. At low temperatures,

T 2 dominates for a given magnetic field, while at high temperatures, T 4 takes over, resulting in a crossing point at an

intermediate temperature, as seen in Fig. 6.11. Additionally, the ideal longitudinal pressure increases linearly with an

increasing magnetic field, consistent with Eq. (6.90).
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Figure 6.11: The variation of ideal quark pressure with and without a magnetic field as a function of temperature is shown.
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Figure 6.12: The variation of the longitudinal and transverse pressures at µ = 0 with magnetic field is illustrated in the left panel. In the right

panel, the magnetization as a function of temperature is shown for Nf = 3.
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In the left panel of Fig. 6.12, the variation of longitudinal and transverse pressure with the strength of the magnetic

field at µ = 0 is shown. It is evident that the longitudinal pressure (the pressure along the direction of the magnetic

field) of the magnetized QGP increases as the magnetic field strength increases, while the transverse pressure exhibits

the opposite behaviour. This suggests that the system tends to elongate along the longitudinal direction and compress

along the transverse direction under a high magnetic field.

In the right panel of Fig. 6.12, the magnetization of the system is plotted as a function of temperature. A positive

magnetization indicates paramagnetism in the strongly magnetized QCD medium, which aligns with recent lattice cal-

culations [244]. While the qualitative trends of pressure and magnetization shown in Fig. 6.12 match the lattice results

from Ref. [244], there are quantitative discrepancies. These arise because the calculation here only captures the correct

perturbative coefficients up to g0 and g3 in the leading order HTLpt framework. To achieve a complete result up to

O(g5), one would need to go beyond one-loop calculations.
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Figure 6.13: The left panel displays the variation of one-loop longitudinal pressure as a function of temperature for different values of magnetic

field, with Nf = 3 and the central value of the renormalization scale, Λ = 2πT . The right panel shows the variation of the same pressure as a

function of magnetic field at different temperatures. Dashed curves represent the ideal longitudinal pressure.

The left panel of Fig. 6.13 compares the 1-loop longitudinal pressure (solid curve) with the ideal pressure (dashed

curve) for different values of field strength as a function of temperature. The right panel shows the same comparison but

with magnetic field strength for various temperatures. In both cases, the 1-loop pressure increases with both temperature

and field strength. However, the 1-loop interacting pressure is higher than the ideal pressure in both panels. This

enhancement is due to the fact that, at 1-loop order, both the effective quark two-point function and the effective gluon

two-point function containing the quark loop are strongly influenced by the magnetic field, contributing to the additional

pressure compared to the ideal case. For a given magnetic field, this enhancement is more pronounced in the temperature

range of 300-500 MeV, as seen from the scaled pressure with the ideal pressure (Pz/P
i
z) in the left panel of Fig. 6.14.

However, this enhancement diminishes with increasing temperature and approaches the ideal value at high temperatures.

For a given temperature, the ratio (Pz/P
i
z) increases with the strength of the magnetic field, as P i

z has a linear dependence

on eB, while Pz has a higher power dependence on eB.

The magnetization of an ideal quark-gluon gas in the presence of a magnetic field has already been discussed in sub-

section 6.2.4. Now, the magnetization of an interacting quark-gluon system is calculated using Eq. (6.85) and it is
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Figure 6.14: The left panel shows the variation of the one-loop longitudinal pressure scaled with the ideal longitudinal pressure as a function

of temperature for different values of magnetic field, with Nf = 3. The right panel displays the variation of the same pressure as a function of

magnetic field at different temperatures.

proportional to [aT 2 + b(eB) + c(eB)2/T 2 + d(eB)3/T 4 + f(eB)4/T 6]. This formula is plotted in Fig. 6.15. For a given

value of eB, at low temperatures, the terms with 1/Tn for n = 2, 4, 6 dominate, but are limited by the scale gT . In

contrast, at higher temperatures, the T 2 terms become more significant, as shown in the left panel of Fig. 6.15. Unlike an

ideal quark-gluon gas, the magnetization of an interacting quark-gluon system increases with the strength of the magnetic

field, which is evident from the right panel18 of Fig. 6.15. This trend matches with lattice QCD results [251]. In the

strong magnetic field approximation, where g2T 2 < T 2 < eB, the magnetization achieves positive values ranging from

0 < M < 1. Therefore, in the presence of a strong magnetic field, the deconfined QCD matter exhibits a paramagnetic

nature (i.e., the magnetization aligns parallel to the magnetic field direction) [251]. As the magnetization increases in

the strong field limit, it also boosts the pressure along the field direction, specifically the longitudinal direction. This, in

turn, significantly influences the transverse pressure.

The one-loop transverse pressure is calculated using Eq. (6.86). From this equation and the left panel of Fig 6.16, it

is clear that the one-loop transverse pressure increases with temperature but shows a similar trend to the longitudinal

pressure (left panel of Fig. 6.13), though it is lower in magnitude. The dashed lines represent the ideal transverse pressure,

which remains independent of the magnetic field as indicated by Eq. (6.92). For a high magnetic field, the pressure starts

off at a lower value compared to the ideal gas, especially at low T , and then crosses over. This behaviour is also evident

in the right panel of Fig 6.16„ where the transverse pressure is displayed as a function of magnetic field for two different

temperatures. The dashed lines here also indicate the ideal transverse pressure, which remains unaffected by the magnetic

field. The transverse pressure for the interacting case is given by Eq. (6.86) as P⊥ = Pz−eB ·M . For a given temperature,

its variation is relatively slow (or almost unchanged) with a lower magnetic field due to the competition between Pz and

eBM . As the magnetization M increases steadily with the magnetic field (right panel of Fig. 6.15), the transverse

pressure, P⊥, tends to decrease, dropping below the ideal gas value and may even become negative for low T at high

magnetic fields. This suggests that the system may compress in the transverse direction [251].

18The magnetization increases with the magnetic field even when the fermions are confined to the LLL due to the interactions present.

109



Λ=2πT|eB|=20mπ
2

|eB|=25mπ
2

|eB|=30mπ
2

0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60
0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

T[GeV]

M
[G

e
V
]2

Λ=2πT

T=0.3 GeV

T=0.4 GeV

T=0.5 GeV

0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

|eB|[GeV]2

M
[G

e
V
]2

Figure 6.15: The left panel shows the variation of magnetization with temperature for different magnetic field strengths whereas the right

panel displays the variation as a function of magnetic field for various temperatures.
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Figure 6.16: The one-loop transverse pressure is shown in terms of temperature for different magnetic field strengths in the left panel, and as

a function of magnetic field for various temperatures in the right panel. The dashed curves denote the ideal transverse pressure.

6.2.6. Quark number susceptibility in strong field approximation

The renormalized free energy in a strong field is derived in Eq.(6.80). The renormalized quark free energy for µ = 0 is

given in Eq.(6.82). The extension to a finite chemical potential, µ, is presented in Ref. [56] as

F r
q = −dF

∑
f

qfBT
2

6
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1 + 12µ̂2
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(6.93)

where Λ̂ = Λ/2πT , µ̂ = µ/2πT , with G ≈ 1.2824 as Glaisher’s constant and γE ≈ 0.5772 as the Euler-Mascheroni

constant. The free energy of ideal quarks in a magnetic field is described in Ref. [53] as

F ideal
q = −2dF

∑∫
{p0}

d3p

(2π)3
ln (−P 2

q ) = −2dF
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q )

= −dF
∑
f

qfBT
2

6

(
1 + 12µ̂2

)
. (6.94)

The renormalized gluon free energy in strong field is given in Eq. (6.82).

As discussed in subsection 6.2.4, the presence of a strong magnetic field induces anisotropy in the pressure of the system,

leading to two distinct pressures – one parallel to the magnetic field direction (longitudinal) and another perpendicular

to it (transverse). These longitudinal and transverse pressures are specified in Eq. (6.86). Due to this anisotropy, two

different second-order transport coefficients are derived from combining Eqs. (6.4) and (6.86): χz along the longitudinal

direction and χ⊥ along the transverse direction in the presence of a strong magnetic field. The longitudinal second-order

transport coefficient, χz, can be obtained from this framework as

χz =
∂2Pz

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

, (6.95)

whereas the transverse one, χ⊥, can be derived similarly as

χ⊥ =
∂2P⊥

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

. (6.96)

The longitudinal pressure for a noninteracting quark-gluon gas in the presence of a strong magnetic field is expressed

as

Psf =
∑
f

NcNf qfB
T 2

6
(1 + 12µ̂2) + (N2

c − 1)
π2T 4

45
. (6.97)

The second-order longitudinal QNS for the ideal quark gluon plasma is is expressed as

χsf =
∑
f

NcNf
qfB

π2
. (6.98)

The transverse pressure of ideal quark-gluon plasma is given as

P⊥
sf = (N2

c − 1)
π2T 4

45
. (6.99)
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Thus, the second-order transverse QNS of the ideal quark-gluon plasma vanishes [56].
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Figure 6.17: The left panel shows the variation of the longitudinal part of the second-order QNS, scaled by its free field value, as a function of

temperature in the presence of a strong magnetic field for Nf = 3. The right panel illustrates the variation with respect to the strength of the

magnetic field for Nf = 3.
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Figure 6.18: The plots depict the sensitivity of the longitudinal part of the second-order QNS scaled with that of free field value in presence

of strong magnetic field, to the renormalization scale for Nf = 3. The dashed and the continuous curves represent Λ = πT and Λ = 4πT

respectively.

In the left panel of Fig. 6.17, the variation of the longitudinal second-order QNS with temperature is displayed for

two different values of magnetic field strength and the central renormalization scale Λ = 2πT . For a given magnetic

field strength, the longitudinal second-order QNS increases with temperature, approaching the free field value at high

temperatures. Conversely, for a fixed temperature, the longitudinal second-order QNS decreases as the magnetic field
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strength increases, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 6.17 for two distinct temperatures and the central renormalization

scale Λ = 2πT .

The QGP pressure and the second-order QNS are both influenced by the choice of the renormalization scale Λ.

Fig. 6.18 demonstrates the sensitivity of these results to the renormalization scale. Here, the scale is varied around the

central value by a factor of two, spanning from πT to 4πT .
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Figure 6.19: The left panel shows the variation of the transverse part of the second-order QNS, scaled by its free field value, as a function of

temperature in the presence of a strong magnetic field for Nf = 3. The right panel illustrates the variation with respect to the strength of the

magnetic field for Nf = 3.
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Figure 6.20: The plots depict the sensitivity of the transverse QNS, scaled by its free field value in the presence of a strong magnetic field, to

the renormalization scale for Nf = 3 is shown in Fig. 6.20. The dashed curve represents the case with Λ = πT , while the continuous curve

represents Λ = 4πT . .
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In the left panel of Fig. 6.19, the variation of the transverse second-order QNS with temperature is shown for two different

values of magnetic field strength and the central renormalization scale Λ = 2πT . It is observed that the transverse second-

order QNS decreases with increasing temperature, indicating a shrinking effect in the transverse direction. Conversely, for

a fixed temperature, the transverse second-order QNS increases with an increase in magnetic field strength, as illustrated

in the right panel of Fig. 6.19 for two different temperatures and the central renormalization scale Λ = 2πT . This

behaviour contrasts with the longitudinal second-order QNS. In Fig. 6.20, the sensitivity of the transverse second-order

QNS to the renormalization scale is demonstrated by varying it by a factor of two around the central value, Λ = 2πT .

The second-order quark number susceptibility measures the fluctuation of the net quark number relative to its average

value. As the system becomes anisotropic under a strong magnetic field, there are two distinct pressures along the

longitudinal and transverse directions relative to the magnetic field. Fig.6.12 illustrates that the magnitude of the

longitudinal pressure is greater than that of the transverse pressure, leading to a greater expansion along the longitudinal

direction Ref. [55]. Similarly, there are two distinct quark number susceptibilities along the longitudinal and transverse

directions. From Eq. (6.98), it is evident that the longitudinal QNS for the ideal quark-gluon plasma in the presence

of a strong magnetic field depends solely on the strength of the magnetic field. However, for the interacting quark-

gluon plasma, the longitudinal QNS depends on both temperature and magnetic field. This susceptibility increases with

temperature and approaches the ideal (non-interacting) QNS at very high temperatures, as demonstrated in Fig. 6.21.

Transverse QNS behaves quite differently from the longitudinal one due to the influence of magnetization. In an

ideal quark-gluon plasma, the transverse QNS is zero because only gluons contribute to the transverse pressure. The

quarks’ momenta are constrained to align with the magnetic field due to dimensional reduction in the presence of a

strong magnetic field. Therefore, the transverse pressure solely consists of gluon pressure. When interactions are present,

however, the transverse QNS becomes non-zero as the transverse pressure gains contribution from internal quark loops.

This transverse QNS gradually diminishes at high temperatures (in the free limit), as illustrated in Fig. 6.21.
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Figure 6.21: The behaviour of longitudinal and transverse QNS with temperature in the presence of a strong magnetic field.
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7. Damping Rate in Presence of Thermo-Magnetic Medium

The damping rate γ for a particle in a thermal medium carries a straightforward physical interpretation. Due to continuous

interactions with the medium, such a particle (or more precisely, a quasiparticle) does not possess a sharply defined energy

level but instead appears as a resonance with a width given byγ. A quasiparticle can only be treated as a genuine physical

excitation when γ is much smaller than its energy, allowing it to propagate sufficiently long to produce meaningful physical

effects.

In quantum field theory with a thermal background but without a magnetic field, the damping rate of a particle

is linked to the imaginary part of its dispersion relation [184, 185]. Additionally, for fermions, the damping rate is

connected to the imaginary part of the self-energy [252]. Here, we extend the concept of the damping rate to include a

thermo-magnetic medium. Below, we define the damping rates for various types of particles in such a medium.

The damping or interaction rate characterizes the attenuation of a particle over time [184, 185], described by the

time evolution of a plane wave exp(−iωt), where ω represents the particle’s frequency. As discussed earlier, the particle’s

dispersion relation indicates that ω generally consists of both real and imaginary components:

ω = Re ω + iIm ω. (7.1)

Now, we define the damping rate as

γ = −Im ω. (7.2)

This damping rate quantifies the rate at which the particle’s amplitude decreases due to interactions with the medium.

Then we write

exp(−iωt) = exp (−iRe ωt)× exp (−γt) . (7.3)

For a gauge boson, the propagator in the covariant gauge, as obtained in Eq. (5.52), exhibits two degenerate transverse

modes and one long-wavelength plasmon mode. The dispersion relations for the longitudinal plasmon mode and the two

transverse modes in the weak-field approximation are given, respectively, by Eqs. (5.189a), (5.189b), and (5.189c). The

medium-induced longitudinal (plasmon) mode, derived from Eq. (5.189a), does not contribute to the damping rate19.

The dispersion relations for the two transverse modes of a gauge boson are, respectively, given as

P 2 + c = ω2 − p2 + c = 0 , (7.4a)

P 2 + d = ω2 − p2 + d = 0 , (7.4b)

where c and d are associated with transverse self-energies of gauge boson and defined in Eq. (5.38b) and Eq.(5.38c). For

the case of no overdamping, the damping rates of the transverse gauge boson modes can be obtained, respectively, as

γc =
1

2ω(p)
Im c(ω, p) , (7.5a)

γd =
1

2ω(p)
Im d(ω, p) . (7.5b)

The damping rates for gauge bosons in the strong field approximation can be derived from the dispersion relations in

Eqs. (5.151a) and (5.151b).

For a fermion with mass mf and four-momentum P , the dispersion relation can be expressed as

P/+mf − Σ(E, p) = 0 , (7.6)

19This is because the longitudinal dispersive mode merges with the light cone at high photon momentum.
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where E =
√
P 2 +M2 is energy and Σ(E, p) is self-energy of heavy fermion. Squaring the dispersion relation given in

Eq. (7.6) and then taking the trace, one obtains

E =
1

2E
Tr
[(
/P +mf

)
Σ(E, p)

]
⇒ γ(E) = −Im E = − 1

2E
Im Tr

[(
/P +mf

)
Σ(E, p)

]
, (7.7)

where we have neglected Σ2 term which contributes to higher order.

7.1. Soft Contribution to Hard Photon Damping Rate in Thermo-Magnetic Medium

The tensor structures of Rµν and Qµν are given as [68]

Rµν =


0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 0

 , Qµν =


0 0 0 0

0 − cos2 θp 0 sin θp cos θp

0 0 0 0

0 sin θp cos θp 0 − sin2 θp

 . (7.8)

Using Eq.(7.8) in Eq.(5.38b) and Eq. (5.38c) we can write the form factors σ and δ in weak field approximation as

c = −
(
Π22

0 +Π22
2

)
, (7.9)

d = − cos2 θp

(
Π11

0 +Π11
2

)
− sin2 θp

(
Π33

0 +Π33
2

)
+ 2 sin θp cos θp

(
Π13

0 +Π13
2

)
. (7.10)

Combining Eq.(7.5a) with Eq.(7.9) and Eq.(7.5b) with Eq.(7.10), the damping rates become

γc(p) =
1

2p

(
ImΠ22

0 + ImΠ22
2

)
, (7.11)

γd(p) =
1

2p

[
cos2 θp

(
ImΠ11

0 + ImΠ11
2

)
+ sin2 θp

(
Im Π33

0 + Im Π33
2

)
−2 sin θp cos θp

(
Im Π13

0 + Im Π13
2

) ]
(7.12)

The damping rates in Eqs.(7.11) and (7.12) can now be written as

γc(p) = γth(p) + γBc (p), (7.13)

γd(p) = γth(p) + γBd (p). (7.14)

where γth is the O[(eB)0] contribution or thermal contribution is given as

γth(p) =
1

2p
ImΠ22

0 =
1

2p

[
cos2 θpImΠ11

0 + sin2 θpIm Π33
0 − 2 sin θp cos θpIm Π13

0

]
. (7.15)

The thermomagnetic corrections of O[(eB)2] are given as

γBc (p) =
1

2p
ImΠ22

2 , (7.16)

γBd (p) =
1

2p

[
cos2 θpImΠ11

2 + sin2 θpIm Π33
2 − 2 sin θp cos θpIm Π13

2

]
. (7.17)

We need to obtain the imaginary parts of 11, 22, 33 and 13 components of the photon self-energy Πµν which are computed

in Ref. [68] in details. We note that our convention of the photon self-energy Πµν differs by a minus sign from that in

Ref. [68] . Thus, the imaginary parts of 11, 22, 33 and 13 components of the photon self-energy Πµν here will be preceded

by a minus sign.

The damping rate of photon in presence of magnetic field depends on the angle, θp, between the photon’s momentum

and the magnetic field. Figure 7.1 illustrates the variation of the damping rate for a hard photon with its propagation

angle. It shows an increase in the damping rate with the increasing propagation angle. Notably, the two transverse modes

of a hard photon are damped similarly. Due to the weak strength of the magnetic field, the difference in damping rates is

minimal. We note that the magnetic correction scales as O[(eB)2], and reversing the direction of the magnetic field from

z to −z does not affect the result. These two orientations correspond to the propagation angles θp and π− θp, which are
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Figure 7.1: A plot of the damping rate of a photon as a function of the propagation angle θp for the given parameters p = 3 GeV, T = 0.5

GeV and eB = m2
π/4.

identical and lead to the same damping rate for a photon.
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Figure 7.2: Plot of damping rate of photon with the energy for the given conditions T = 0.5 GeV and eB = m2
π/4 at the specified propagation

angles θp = π/10 and π/2.

In Figure 7.2, we present the damping rate as a function of photon momentum for two propagation angles, π/10 and

π/2. The soft contribution to the damping rate in a thermal medium matches well with the results reported in Ref. [188].

When considering a thermo-magnetic medium, the soft contribution to the damping rate is reduced compared to the

thermal case. For smaller propagation angles, this reduction is more significant than in the thermal medium. As the

photon momentum increases, the damping rate approaches the thermal value, suggesting that at higher momenta, the

temperature becomes the dominant scale relative to the strength of the magnetic field.

In Figure 7.3, we observe the variation of the damping rate with temperature for a specific momentum and magnetic

field, across two propagation angles: π/10 and π/2. It is evident that the soft contribution to the damping rate increases

with temperature both in thermal and thermomagnetic mediums. For a smaller propagation angle (π/10), the damping

rate is significantly more reduced compared to that of a larger propagation angle (π/2). This behavior aligns with the
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Figure 7.3: A plot of the damping rate of a hard photon as a function of temperature T for the given conditions p = 3 GeV and eB = m2
π/4,

and for the propagation angles π/10 and π/2.

trends observed in Figure 7.2, where the damping rate showed different dependencies on the propagation angle.
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Figure 7.4: Plot of damping rate of the hard photon as a function of the magnetic field strength eB for the conditionsT = 0.5 GeV and p = 3

GeV, and for two propagation angles π/10 and π/2.

In Figure 7.4, we observe the variation of the damping rate with the magnetic field strength for specific values of

photon momentum and temperature across two propagation angles. The thermal damping rate, represented by the black

dashed horizontal line, is independent of the magnetic field strength (O[(eB)0]). As the magnetic field increases, the

thermo-magnetic damping rate decreases. This indicates that higher magnetic fields suppress the damping effect. At

smaller propagation angles (π/10), photons experience less damping compared to higher propagation angles (π/2). This

behaviour aligns with the trends observed in Figure 7.2, where the damping rate varies with the propagation angle,

showing reduced damping at smaller angles.

In Figure 7.5, we observe the variation of the photon damping rate with the separation scale Λ while maintaining

the scale hierarchy eT ≪ Λ ≪ T . As the allowed phase space increases with the increase of Λ, the damping rate is also
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Figure 7.5: Plot of damping rate of photon as a function of Λ for the specified conditions θp = π/4, p = 3 GeV, T = 0.5 GeV and eB = m2
π/4.

increases with it 20. The magnetic correction to the thermal damping rate is negative, indicating that the presence of a

magnetic field reduces the damping rate compared to the purely thermal case. As Λ increases, the difference between the

thermal and thermo-magnetic damping rates widens, reflecting the cumulative effects of the magnetic field and increasing

phase space.

7.2. Damping Rate of Fermion in an Arbitrary Magnetic Field

In this subsection we will calculate the damping rate of fermion in a thermal and generalised magnetic field following two

approaches. The first one is using imaginary part of the fermion self-energy and the second one is using the poles of the

fermion propagators vis-a-vis from the fermion dispersion relation.

7.2.1. Damping rate from imaginary part of the fermion self-energy

he damping rate, as introduced in Ref.[69], is derived using wave functions in coordinate space, building upon the general

methodology outlined in Ref.[252]. It is expressed as

γn(pz) =
1

2p0

∫
d4u′

∫
d4uTr

[
2πℓ2

V⊥

∫
dp
∑
s

Ψ̄n,p,s(u
′)ImΣ(u′, u)Ψn,p,s(u)

]
, (7.18)

where u = (t, x, y, z) and u′ = (t′, x′, y′, z′) represent space-time coordinates. The factor 1/(2πℓ2) i denotes the number of

degenerate states per unit area in the transverse plane, excluding spin degeneracy. The total number of these degenerate

states is then given by V⊥/(2πℓ2), where V⊥is the transverse plane’s volume (or area).

By analyzing the fermion wave functions in the presence of a constant magnetic field, one can subsequently derive the

result presented in Ref. [69] as

γn(pz) =
1

p0

{
δn,0
2

[
p2∥Im(δv∥,n + s⊥ṽn)− m̄0Im(δmn + s⊥m̃n)

]
+(1− δn,0)

[
p2∥Im(δv∥,n)− m̄0Im(δmn)− 2n|qB|Im(δv⊥,n)

]}
, (7.19)

20However, it’s noted that when the hard contribution is added, the damping rate is expected to independent of Λ.
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In the final expression, it is assumed that the fermion is on the mass shell, which implies p0 =
√
2n|qB|+ m̄2

0 + p2z. The

imaginary parts of the self-energy functions are then provided in Ref. [69] as

Im
[
δv+∥,n

]
=

α

p2∥

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
q⊥dq⊥In,n′−1

0

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

) (s1En′,ks′
z
p0 − ks

′

z pz

) [
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

]
s1s2

√[
q2⊥ − (q−⊥)

2
] [
q2⊥ − (q+⊥)

2
] , (7.20)

Im
[
δv−∥,n

]
=

α

p2∥

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
q⊥dq⊥In−1,n′

0

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

) (s1En′,ks′
z
p0 − ks

′

z pz

) [
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

]
s1s2

√[
q2⊥ − (q−⊥)

2
] [
q2⊥ − (q+⊥)

2
] , (7.21)

Im
[
δm+

n

]
= αm̄0

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
q⊥dq⊥

[
In,n′

0

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

)
+ In,n′−1

0

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

)]
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

s1s2

√[
q2⊥ − (q−⊥)

2
] [
q2⊥ − (q+⊥)

2
] , (7.22)

Im
[
δm−

n

]
= αm̄0

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
q⊥dq⊥

[
In−1,n′

0

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

)
+ In−1,n′−1

0

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

)]
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

s1s2

√[
q2⊥ − (q−⊥)

2
] [
q2⊥ − (q+⊥)

2
] ,(7.23)

Im [δv⊥,n] =
α

2n

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
q⊥dq⊥In−1,n′−1

2

(
q2⊥ℓ

2

2

)
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

s1s2

√[
q2⊥ − (q−⊥)

2
] [
q2⊥ − (q+⊥)

2
] . (7.24)

By using the five functions in Eqs. (7.20) through (7.23), one can obtain the spin-average Landau-level dependent values

of the parallel velocity and mass as [69]

Im
[
δv∥,n

]
=

1

2
Im
[
δv+∥,n + δv−∥,n

]
, (7.25)

Im [δmn] =
1

2
Im
[
δm+

n + δm−
n

]
. (7.26)

along with the associated spin-splitting functions, i.e.,

Im [ṽn] =
s⊥
2

Im
[
δv+∥,n − δv−∥,n

]
, (7.27)

Im [m̃n] =
s⊥
2

Im
[
δm+

n − δm−
n

]
. (7.28)

As anticipated, all these parameters, includingIm [δv⊥,n], depend on the Landau levels and are functions of the longitudinal

momentum pz.

Substituting Eqs. (7.20) through (7.24) into the general expression for the rate (7.19), the following damping rate for

the zeroth Landau level can be derived as

γ0(pz) =
α|qB|
4p0

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
dξ
[
n′I0,n′−1

0 (ξ)−
(
n′ + m̄2

0ℓ
2
)
I0,n′

0 (ξ)
] [1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

]
s1s2

√
(ξ − ξ−)(ξ − ξ+)

, (7.29)

where the identity ξI0,n′−1
0 (ξ) = n′I0,n′

0 (ξ) has been used. The expression for the damping rate in higher Landau levels

(n ≥ 1) is as follows

γn(pz) =
α|qB|
4p0

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
dξ
[
In,n′−1
0 (ξ) + In−1,n′

0 (ξ)
] (n+ n′)

[
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

]
s1s2

√
(ξ − ξ−)(ξ − ξ+)

− α

4p0

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
dξ
[
In,n′

0 (ξ) + In−1,n′−1
0 (ξ)

] (n+ n′ + m̄2
0ℓ

2
) [

1− nF (s1En′,ks′
z
) + nB(s2Eq)

]
s1s2

√
(ξ − ξ−)(ξ − ξ+)

. (7.30)

In this context, shorthand notations are introduced: ξ = q2⊥ℓ
2/2 and ξ± = (q±⊥)

2ℓ2/2.

The expressions for the damping rates can be rewritten in a form valid for all n ≥ 0 as follows

γn(pz) =
α|qB|
4p0

∞∑
n′=0

∑
{s}

∫
dξ

Mn,n′(ξ)
[
1− nF (s1En′,ks′

z
) + nB(s2Eq)

]
s1s2

√
(ξ − ξ−)(ξ − ξ+)

, (7.31)

wherethe following function has been introduced as

Mn,n′(ξ) = −
(
n+ n′ + m̄2

0ℓ
2
) [

In,n′

0 (ξ) + In−1,n′−1
0 (ξ)

]
+ (n+ n′)

[
In,n′−1
0 (ξ) + In−1,n′

0 (ξ)
]
. (7.32)
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Figure 7.6: The fermion damping rate as a function of the longitudinal momentum pz and the Landau-level index n is shown in units of the

pion mass. Four separate panels display the results for two different temperatures: T = 200 MeV (left panels) and T = 400 MeV (right panels),

and two magnetic fields: |qB| = (75 MeV)2 (top panels) and |qB| = (200 MeV)2 (bottom panels).

As can be verified, the damping rate in Eq. (7.31) is a positive definite quantity.

The fermion damping rate described by Eq.(7.31) is shown numerically as a function of the Landau-level index n and

the longitudinal momentum pz in Fig. 7.6. The rate values andpz are measured in units of the pion mass mπ = 135 MeV.

A QCD coupling constant of αs = 1/2 is used for the calculations. The left panel presents results for a temperature

T = 200 MeV with two different magnetic fields: |qB| = (75 MeV)2 (top panels) and |qB| = (200 MeV)2 (bottom panels).

The right panel displays results for a temperature T = 400 MeV with the same two magnetic field strengths as mentioned in

the left panel. From Fig. 7.6, it is clear that both temperature and magnetic field contribute to an increase in the damping

rates. These factors expand the phase space available for transitions to other Landau levels. Specifically, the presence of

a magnetic field plays a critical role in initiating the leading-order processes responsible for the damping rate. Without

the field, only subleading-order processes influence the fermion damping rate. The enhancement factors resulting from

increased temperatures and magnetic fields are not uniform across the Landau-level index n and longitudinal momentum

pz. For instance, raising the temperature from T = 200 MeV to T = 400 MeV leads to enhancement factors ranging from

approximately 2 to 4 across the entire n and pz region investigated. The most substantial enhancements occur in the

low-lying Landau levels at small longitudinal momenta. In contrast, increasing the magnetic field from |qB| = (75 MeV)2

to |qB| = (200 MeV)2 results the largest enhancement factors, ranging from 5 to 6, which are observed at high pz values

and low n.

7.2.2. Damping rates from the poles of the propagator

If the full structure of the fermion propagator is known, the fermion damping rate can be determined from the positions

of its poles in the complex energy plane. At the leading order in the coupling, the explicit form of the fermion propagator
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Figure 7.7: The spin-splitting of damping rates as functions of the Landau-level index n is illustrated for two fixed values of the longitudinal

momentum: pz = 0 (left panel) and pz = 1000 MeV (right panel). The magnetic field is |qB| = (75 MeV)2. Each panel shows results for three

different temperatures: T = 200 MeV (blue), T = 300 MeV (green), and T = 400 MeV (red).

is outlined in Ref. [69]. The fermion propagator is modified by self-energy functions, and the quasiparticle energies can be

extracted from the positions of the poles. Assuming that self-energy corrections are small, the approximate expressions

for the (positive) energies are given by Ref. [69] as

p
(±)
0 ≃

√
2n|qB|+ m̄2

0 + p2z

(
1 +

m̄0δmn − (2n|qB|+ m̄2
0)δv∥,n + 2n|qB|δv⊥,n ±

√
2n|qB|+ m̄2

0(m̄0ṽn − m̃n)

2n|qB|+ m̄2
0 + p2z

)
.(7.33)

Note that there are two separate branches of solutions represented by (±), corresponding to the two spin states. In the

free case, these branches were degenerate. However, already at the leading order in coupling, the self-energy corrections

ṽn and m̃n lifts this degeneracy.

Nevertheless, using the imaginary parts of the self-energy functions from Eqs.(7.20) to (7.24), we can determine the

leading-order corrections to the imaginary parts of the particle energies, specifically Im[δp
(±)
0,n ]. Since the Im[δp

(±)
0,n ] should

coincide up an overall sign with the damping rate, the result is derived in Ref. [69] as

γ(±)
n ≃ (2n|qB|+ m̄2

0)Im[δv∥,n]− m̄0Im[δmn]− 2n|qB|Im[δv⊥,n]∓
√
2n|qB|+ m̄2

0(m̄0Im[ṽn]− Im[m̃n])√
2n|qB|+ m̄2

0 + p2z
. (7.34)

As anticipated, this result highlights that the two spin-split Landau-level states exhibit different damping rates. It is also

interesting to observe that the spin-averaged damping rate, defined as Γ(ave)
n ≡ (Γ

(+)
n +Γ

(−)
n )/2, matches exactly with the

result obtained using a distinct method in the preceding subsection, as shown in Eq. (7.19).

We now examine the spin-splitting effects on the damping rates. Two sets of numerical results are shown in Fig. 7.7.

This figure displays the difference between the damping rates for spin-up and spin-down states as functions of the Landau-

level index n. The two panels displays the results for the same minimal magnetic field strength, |qB| = (75 MeV)2, but for

two distinct longitudinal momenta: pz = 0 (left panel) and pz = 1000 MeV (right panel). The results for three different

temperatures are shown in various colors. The difference in damping rates between the spin-up and spin-down states is

generally small, typically a few percent or less of the average rate. However, it can reach up to around 10% in the low-lying

Landau levels at small longitudinal momenta. It is also noted that the relative spin splitting diminishes with increasing

magnetic field. Therefore, for most practical applications, using the spin-averaged damping rate, Γ(ave)
n ≡ (Γ

(+)
n +Γ

(−)
n )/2,

as explored in detail in the previous subsection 7.2.1, may be sufficient. This conclusion is further supported by the

observation that the systematic uncertainties associated with the one-loop approximation used in the study are likely

larger than the effects of spin splitting. Nevertheless, spin splitting represents a qualitatively new feature that can have
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a significant impact in strongly magnetized plasmas. Although the differences in the damping rates between spin-split

states in each Landau level are relatively small in magnitude, they may still influence certain spin-related phenomena,

such as chiral magnetic or chiral separation effects.

8. Electromagnetic Spectral Function and Dilepton Production Rate in Pres-

ence of Thermo-Magnetic Medium

Electromagnetically interacting particles, such as real photons and virtual photons (dileptons), serve as effective probes

for studying the thermodynamic properties of strongly interacting matter created in ultra-relativistic nucleus-nucleus

collisions. Their dual nature is key: electromagnetic interactions are strong enough to produce detectable signals yet

weak enough to allow photons and leptons to escape the finite nuclear system without undergoing further interactions.

The emission characteristics of real and virtual photons are intrinsically linked to the size of the thermal system they

originate from. In large systems, photons are likely to experience rescattering and thermalization, leading to a momentum

distribution that adheres to the Planck spectrum. In such cases, the emission rate corresponds to blackbody radiation,

depending solely on the temperature and surface area of the emitter, independent of its microscopic details. However, for

the much smaller systems typical of heavy-ion collisions – where the size is significantly smaller than the photon mean

free path–photons tend to escape without further interactions. Here, the emission rate is determined by the thermal

constituent dynamics, which are encoded in the imaginary part of the photon self-energy. Consequently, the photon and

dilepton spectra offer valuable insights into the properties and interactions of the thermal constituents from which they

originate [253, 254].

In Ref.[255], it was demonstrated that emission rates in a thermalized system can be connected to the electromagnetic

current correlation function within a quantum framework, and notably, in a nonperturbative way. More broadly, the

production rate of a particle that interacts weakly with the thermal bath constituents (which may themselves strongly

interact) can always be formulated in terms of the discontinuities or the imaginary parts of the particle’s self-energy[153,

256–260].

In the following, we briefly discuss how the spectral function of photons is related to the emission rates of virtual

photons. This connection arises through the discontinuities in the photon self-energy in a thermal medium [153, 257, 258].

The two point current-current correlator, Cµν(p), can be expressed in terms of the photon self-energy, Πµν(p), as

follows

q2fCµν(p) = Πµν(p), (8.1)

with qf represents the electric charge of a given quark flavour f . This relationship establishes a link between the

fluctuations of the electromagnetic current in a thermal system and the photon self-energy in the quantum field framework.

The electromagnetic spectral representation can be obtained by taking the imaginary part of the current-current

correlation function Cµ
µ (p) as

ρ(p) =
1

π
Im Cµ

µ (p) =
1

π
Im Πµ

µ(p)/q
2
f . (8.2)

The dilepton multiplicity per unit space-time volume is expressed as [257]
dR

d4x
= 2πe2e−βp0Lµνρ

µν d3q⃗1
(2π)3E1

d3q⃗2
(2π)3E2

. (8.3)

In this context, e represents the electromagnetic coupling constant. The three-momenta and energies of the lepton pair
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components are given by q⃗i and Ei, respectively, where i = 1, 2. The photonic tensor, or the electromagnetic spectral

function in a thermal medium, can be expressed as

ρµν(p0, p⃗) = − 1

π

eβp0

eβp0 − 1
Im [Dµν(p0, p⃗)] ≡ − 1

π

eβp0

eβp0 − 1

1

P 4
Im [Πµν(p0, p⃗)] , (8.4)

where ‘Im’ stands for imaginary part, Πµν corresponds to the two-point current-current correlation function or the self-

energy of the photon and Dµν corresponds to the photon propagator. Here we have used the relation [257]

Dµν(p0, p⃗) =
1

P 4
Πµν(p0, p⃗) , (8.5)

where P ≡ (p0, p⃗) is the four momenta of the photon. The leptonic tensor in terms of Dirac spinors is expressed as

Lµν =
1

4

∑
spins

Tr [ū(Q2)γµv(Q1)v̄(Q1)γνu(Q2)] = Q1µQ2ν +Q1νQ2µ − (Q1 ·Q2 +m2
l )gµν , (8.6)

where Q1 ≡ (q0, q⃗1) and Q2 ≡ (q0, q⃗2) are the four-momenta of the first and second leptons, respectively, and ml is the

mass of the lepton. Incorporating the delta function
∫
d4P δ4(Q1 +Q2 − P ) = 1, the dilepton multiplicity from equation

(8.3) can be expressed as
dR

d4x
= 2πe2e−βp0

∫
d4P δ4(Q1 +Q2 − P )Lµνρ

µν d3q⃗1
(2π)3E1

d3q⃗2
(2π)3E2

. (8.7)

Using the identity∫
d3q⃗1
E1

d3q⃗2
E2

δ4(Q1 +Q2 − P )Lµν =
2π

3

(
1 +

2m2
l

P 2

)√
1− 4m2

l

P 2

(
PµPν − P 2gµν

)
=

2π

3
F1(ml, P

2)
(
PµPν − P 2gµν

)
, (8.8)

the dilepton production rate in (8.7) comes out to be
dR

d4xd4P
=

α

12π4

nB(p0)

P 2
F1(ml, P

2) Im
[
Πµ

µ(p0, p⃗)
]
=

α

12π4

nB(p0)

P 2
F1(ml, P

2)
1

2i
Disc

[
Πµ

µ(p0, p⃗)
]
, (8.9)

where nB(p0) = (ep0/T − 1)−1 and e2 = 4πα, α is the electromagnetic coupling constant. We have also used the

transversality condition PµΠ
µν = 0. The invariant mass of the lepton pair is defined as M2 ≡ P 2(= p20−|p⃗|2 = ω2−|p⃗|2).

We also note that for massless lepton (ml = 0) F1(ml, P
2) = 1. The quantity Im

[
Πµ

µ(p0, p⃗)
]

contains important

information about the constituents of the thermal bath and is highly relevant. Equation (8.9) provides the widely used

result for the dilepton emission rate from a thermal medium. It is crucial to note that this relationship is only valid

up to O(e2), as it does not account for possible reinteractions of the virtual photon on its way out of the thermal bath.

Additionally, the expression neglects the possibility of emitting more than one photon. However, this result remains

accurate to all orders in strong interaction.

The electromagnetic spectral function and the dilepton production rate are connected through Equations (8.2) and

(8.9). The dilepton production rate can be expressed as
dN

d4xd4p
=

αe2e
12π3

nB(p0)

p2
F1(ml, p

2)ρ. (8.10)

Now assuming two-flavor case, Nf = 2,

e2e = q2f =
5

9
e2 =

5× 4πα

9
, (8.11)

and the dilepton production rate, considering a two-flavor case, can be expressed as
dN

d4xd4p
=

5α2

27π2

nB(p0)

p2
F1(ml, p

2)ρ. (8.12)

8.1. Electromagnetic Spectral Function in Strong Magnetic Field

In strong field approximation the photon self-energy can be obtained from gluon self-energy in Eq. (8.13) by replacing

the strong coupling g by charge qf and colour Nc of the quark as

Πµν(p)
∣∣∣
sfa

= −iNc

∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2qfB

q3fB

π

∫
d2kq
(2π)2

Sµν

(k2q −m2
f )(q

2
q −m2

f )
, (8.13)
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with the tensor structure Sµν originating from the Dirac trace, can be expressed as:

Sµν = kqµq
q
ν + qqµk

q
ν − gqµν

(
(k · q)q −m2

f

)
. (8.14)

In the context, the Lorentz indices µ and ν are restricted to longitudinal values only, meaning they are confined to

the components parallel to the four-momentum vector. This restriction forbids taking any transverse values, which are

perpendicular to the direction of momentum transfer.

8.1.1. Vacuum Spectral Function in strong magnetic field

In vacuum, the photon polarization tensor in Eq. (8.13) can be simplified using the Feynman parametrization technique

[261]. This technique allows the tensor to be expressed in a more compact form by integrating over Feynman parameters.

The structure of the photon polarization tensor then takes the form as

Πµν(p) =

(
pqµp

q
ν

p2q
− gqµν

)
Π(p2).

The expression for the photon polarization tensor, due to current conservation, directly implies that the two-point function

is transverse. This is because the Feynman parametrization technique isolates only the components of the photon’s

momentum that are perpendicular to its direction of propagation. This ensures that the polarization tensor only captures

the transverse components, excluding any longitudinal components. Therefore, the tensor structure remains purely

transverse, reflecting the conservation of current in the system. The scalar function Π(p2) is given by,

Π(P 2) = Nc

∑
f

q3fB

8π2m2
f

e−p2
⊥/2qfB

4m2
f +

8m4
f

p2q

(
1−

4m2
f

p2q

)−1/2

ln

(
1− 4m2

f

p2
q

)1/2
+ 1(

1− 4m2
f

p2
q

)1/2
− 1

 . (8.15)

We observe that the lowest threshold (LT) for a photon to decay into fermion and antifermion is determined by the

energy conservation condition, where the photon’s momentum squared p2q (= ω2−p23) = (mf +mf )
2 = 4m2

f . Interestingly

Π(p2) becomes singular at this threshold in the presence of a magnetic field. This occurs due to the appearance of the

pre-factor
√
1− 4m2

f/p
2
q in the denominator of the second term in Eq. (8.15) as a result of dimensional reduction from

(3+1) to (1+1) in the presence of a strong magnetic field. Unlike in the absence of a magnetic field, where a similar

pre-factor appears in the numerator, in the presence of the field, it appears in the denominator. The magnetic field

thus plays a crucial role in amplifying the singular behaviour of the polarization function near the threshold. Now, we

investigate Π(p2) in the following two domains around the LT [71], p2q = 4m2
f :

1. Region-I p2q < 4m2
f : Assuming a =

√
4m2

f/p
2
q − 1, the logarithmic in the second term of (8.15) can be written as

ln

(
ai+ 1

ai− 1

)
= ln

(
reiθ1

reiθ2

)
= i(θ1 − θ2), (8.16)

where r =
√

(1 + a2), θ1 = arctan(a) and θ2 = arctan(−a). In Eq.(8.15), the logarithmic term is purely imaginary;

however, the overall polarization function Π(p2) remains real. This is due to the prefactor
(
1− 4m2

f/p
2
q

)−1/2

,

which becomes imaginary when p2q < 4m2
f , effectively canceling the imaginary contribution from the logarithmic

term. If we consider the limit p2q < 0, the entire expression also remains real. In this case, the denominator of

the logarithmic term,
√

1− 4m2
f/p

2
q , ensuring the absence of any imaginary contributions. Therefore, in the region

p2q < 4m2
f , Π(p2) is purely real, as the conditions eliminate any imaginary contributions from both the logarithmic

term and the prefactor.

2. Region-II p2q > 4m2
f : In this limit, although the prefactor remains real and well-defined, the denominator in

the logarithmic term becomes negative. Consequently, a complex number arises from the logarithmic term, which

can be expressed as ln(−x) = ln |x| + i π. As a result, the polarization function acquires both real and imaginary
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Figure 8.1: The real and imaginary parts of the vacuum polarization function Π(p2) is plotted as a function scaled photon momentum square

with respect to LT 4m2
f in various kinematic regions as discussed in the text in presence of a strong magnetic field (left panel) and in absence

of a magnetic field (right panel).

components, specifically Re Π(p2) and Im Π(p2). The imaginary part is particularly significant as it plays a crucial

role in the analysis of the spectral function and its properties. This contribution provides essential insights into the

dynamics of particle interactions and decay processes within the given regime.

Using Eq.(8.2), we extract the vacuum spectral function in the presence of a strong magnetic field as

ρ
∣∣∣vacuum

sfa
=

1

π
Im Cµ

µ (p)
∣∣∣vacuum

sfa
= Nc

∑
f

qfBm
2
f

π2p2q
e−p2

⊥/2qfB Θ
(
p2q − 4m2

f

)(
1−

4m2
f

p2q

)−1/2

. (8.17)

The imaginary part of Π(p2) is constrained by the LT, p2q = 4m2
f . Below this threshold (p2q < 4m2

f ), Π(p2) remains purely

real, and there is no electromagnetic spectral contribution in the vacuum under a strong magnetic field, as illustrated in

Region I of the left panel of Fig. 8.1. This implies that particle-antiparticle creation does not occur below the LT, as the

width of the electromagnetic spectral function vanishes in this regime.

For p2q > 4m2
f , a continuous contribution arises in the real part of Π(p2), depicted by the blue solid line in Region

II. While the real part of Π(p2) is continuous both below and above the LT, it exhibits a discontinuity precisely at

p2q = 4m2
f . This behaviour highlights the transition in spectral dynamics at the LT, where the interplay of real and

imaginary components governs the spectral properties. Though our primary interest lies in the imaginary part, it is

worth noting that the real part of is associated with the dispersion properties of the vector boson. This connection has

been extensively studied in the absence of a magnetic field in Refs. [156, 262] and in the presence of a magnetic field in

Ref.[1]. The imaginary part of the electromagnetic polarization tensor plays a crucial role in determining the system’s

spectral properties. Beyond the LT (p2q > 4m2
f ), there is a continuous nonzero contribution to the electromagnetic spectral

function, as given by (8.17), which is represented by a red solid line in Region II of the left panel in Fig. 8.1.

The right panel of Fig. 8.1 illustrates the analytic structure of the vacuum polarization function Π(p2) in absence

of a magnetic field. A comparison of the imaginary part of Π(p2) in the absence of a magnetic field with its behaviour

in the presence of a strong magnetic field reveals an opposite trend around the lowest threshold. This difference arises

due to the effect of dimensional reduction in a strong magnetic field. Consequently, the imaginary part of Π(p2) in the

presence of a strong magnetic field leads to a significantly broader photon width, resulting in an enhanced decay into

particle-antiparticle pairs. This enhancement is crucial for understanding dilepton production in hot and dense mediums

created in heavy-ion collisions.
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8.1.2. Thermal spectral function in strong magnetic field

In the previous subsection, we examined aspects of the electromagnetic polarization tensor and its connection to the

spectral function in the presence of a strong background magnetic field in vacuum. Now, we extend this analysis to

explore the spectral properties of a thermal medium created in heavy-ion collisions under the influence of a strong

background magnetic field.

We can simplify by contracting the indices µ and ν in Eq.(8.13), as detailed in [71]

Πµ
µ(p)

∣∣∣
sfa

= −iNc

∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2qfB

q3fB

π

∫
d2kq
(2π)2

2m2
f

(k2q −m2
f )(q

2
q −m2

f )
. (8.18)

At finite temperature, this can be formulated by replacing the p0 integral by Matsubara sum as

Πµ
µ(ω,p)

∣∣∣
sfa

= −iNc

∑
f

e−p2
⊥/2qfB

2q3fBm
2
f

π

(
iT
∑
k0

)∫
dk3
2π

1

(k2q −m2
f )(q

2
q −m2

f )
. (8.19)

After performing the frequency sum using Saclay method [113, 114] one can write [71]

Πµ
µ(ω,p)

∣∣∣
sfa

= Nc

∑
f

e
−p2⊥
2qfB

2q3fBm
2
f

π

∫
dk3
2π

∑
l,r=±1

(1− nF (rEk)) (1− nF (lEq))

4(rl)EkEq(p0 − rEk − lEq)

[
e−β(rEk+lEq) − 1

]
. (8.20)

One can now directly obtain the discontinuity using

Disc
[

1

ω +
∑

iEi

]
ω

= −πδ(ω +
∑
i

Ei), (8.21)

which leads to

ImΠµ
µ(ω,p)

∣∣∣
sfa

= −Ncπ
∑
f

e
−p2⊥
2qfB

2q3fBm
2
f

π

∫
dk3
2π

∑
l,r=±1

(1− nF (rEk)) (1− nF (lEq))

4(rl)EkEq

×
[
e−β(rEk+lEq) − 1

]
δ(ω − rEk − lEq). (8.22)

The general form of the delta function in (8.22) corresponds to four processes21 for r = ±1 and l = ±1 as discussed

below:

1. For r = −1 and l = −1, the process corresponds to ω < 0, which violates energy conservation. In this scenario, all

quasiparticles possess positive energies.

2. (a) For r = +1 and l = −1, the process corresponds to, q → qγ, where a quark with energy Ek transitions to

an energy Eq after emitting a timelike photon of energy ω. (b) For r = −1 and l = 1 corresponds to a similar

situation as (a).Ref. [71] explicitly demonstrates that these processes are prohibited by both phase space and energy

conservation. In other words, the production of a timelike photon from the one-loop photon polarization tensor is

forbidden due to restrictions imposed by phase space and energy conservation.

3. For r = 1 and s = 1, the process corresponds to, qq̄ → γ∗, the annihilation of a quark and a antiquark into a virtual

photon, representing the only permitted interactions.

For the last case, the process can be expressed using Eq.(8.22) as

Im Πµ
µ(ω,p)

∣∣∣
sfa

= Ncπ
∑
f

e
−p2⊥
2qfB

2q3fBm
2
f

π

∫
dk3
2π

δ(ω − Ek − Eq)
[1− nF (Ek)− nF (Eq)]

4EkEq
. (8.23)

Following the k3 integral outlined in [71], the spectral function in the strong field approximation is ultimately derived

according to Eq.(8.2) as

ρ
∣∣∣
sfa

=
1

π
Im Cµ

µ (p)
∣∣∣
sfa

21For LLL, these four processes can also be identified from equation (4.19) in Ref. [70] using the Ritus method.
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= Nc

∑
f

qfBm
2
f

π2p2q
e−p2

⊥/2qfB Θ
(
p2q − 4m2

f

)(
1−

4m2
f

p2q

)−1/2 [
1− nF (p

s
+)− nF (p

s
−)
]
, (8.24)

where

ps± =
ω

2
± p3

2

√√√√(1− 4m2
f

p2q

)
. (8.25)

We observe that the electromagnetic spectral function in the strong field approximation, derived from Eq.(8.24) using

the Schwinger method, includes the thermal factor [1−nF (ps+)−nF (ps−)]. This factor appears when a quark and antiquark

annihilate into a virtual photon within a thermal medium, representing the only process permitted by the phase space.

The vacuum contribution in the presence of a strong magnetic field can be conveniently isolated from (8.24) as

ρ
∣∣∣vacuum

sfa
= Nc

∑
f

qfBm
2
f

π2p2q
e−p2

⊥/2qfB Θ
(
p2q − 4m2

f

)(
1−

4m2
f

p2q

)−1/2

, (8.26)

which agrees with that obtained in (8.17).

We highlight some of the notable features of the spectral functions:

(i) In the massless limit of quarks, the electromagnetic spectral function in Eq.(8.24) vanishes due to the presence

of the magnetic field, which effectively reduces the system to (1 + 1) dimensions. This feature arises from the

symmetry argument and is linked to the CPT invariance of the theory [263]. Physically, this indicates that in

(1 + 1) dimensions, an on-shell massless thermal fermion cannot scatter in forward direction.

(ii) The threshold, p2q = 4m2
f , remains unaffected by the strength of the magnetic field and is also independent of

T under the condition qfB ≫ T 2 in the strong field approximation. Similar to the vacuum case, the spectral

function vanishes below this threshold, indicating no pair creation of particle and antiparticle. This is because the

polarization tensor is purely real beneath the threshold. Consequently, the energy supplied by the external photon

enables the virtual pair in the LLL to become real via photon decay.

(iii) When the photon’s longitudinal momentum squared reaches the threshold„ p2q = 4m2
f , it intersects with the LLL,

causing the spectral strength to diverge due to the factor
(
1− 4m2

f/p
2
q

)−1/2

. This arises from the dimensional

reduction to (1+1) dimensions in the LLL dynamics. The magnetic field induces a dynamical mass generation

for the fermions through the mass operator (e.g., chiral condensate), leading to chiral symmetry breaking in the

system [1, 264]. Even with the weakest attractive interaction among fermions in (3+1) dimensions, strong fermion

pairing occurs in the LLL [1]. A weakly interacting system in the presence of a strong magnetic field can thus

be viewed as a strongly correlated system with LLL dynamics that is effectively (1+1) dimensional. Here, mf

is associated with the dynamical mass generated by the condensates [1, 264]. Incorporating this effect through

nonperturbative model calculations modifies the longitudinal momentum scale accordingly.

(iv) The spectral strength initially peaks for photon longitudinal momentum pq > 2mf due to the effects of dimensional

reduction or LLL dynamics. However, as ω increases, it decreases because there are no contributions beyond the

LLL in the strong field approximation. To enhance the high-energy behavior of the spectral function, a weak field

approximation (T 2 ≫ qfB) is necessary.

In Fig. 8.2, the left panel shows the variation of the spectral function with photon energy ω for different values of T ,

while the right panel displays the variation for different values of the magnetic field. As T increases, the spectral strength

in the left panel decreases due to the presence of the thermal weight factor [1 − nF (p
s
+) − nF (p

s
−)]. The distribution

functions nF (ps±) increase with T , thereby limiting the available phase space. However, the effect of temperature remains
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Figure 8.2: Left panel: The variation of the spectral function with photon energy for varying T , while keeping B, p⊥ and p3 fixed. Right panel:

The panel displays the variation of the spectral function for different values of the magnetic field, keeping T , p⊥ and p3 fixed. The magnetic

field values are expressed in terms of the pion mass mπ .
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Figure 8.3: The variation of the spectral function with photon energy ω for different transverse momentum values, while keeping B, T and p3

fixed.

small in the strong field approximation where qfB ≫ T 2. In contrast, the spectral strength in the right panel increases

with an increase in the magnetic field B, as the spectral function is directly proportional to B.

In Fig. 8.3, the spectral function’s variation with photon energy ω is shown for three different values of the transverse

momentum p⊥. As the transverse momentum p⊥ increases, the spectral function is found to be exponentially suppressed.

We also consider a special case where the external three-momentum (p) of the photon is zero. In this simplified

scenario, the expression for the spectral function can be derived accordingly

ρ(ω)
∣∣∣
sfa

=
1

π
Im Cµ

µ (ω,p = 0)
∣∣∣
sfa

= Nc

∑
f

qfBm
2
f

π2ω2
Θ
(
ω2 − 4m2

f

)(
1−

4m2
f

ω2

)−1/2 [
1− 2nF

(ω
2

)]
. (8.27)

In Fig.8.4, the same plots are presented as in Fig.8.2, but for the simplified case of zero external three-momentum of

the photon. As shown in (8.27), the threshold shifts to the photon energy with ω = 2mf , resulting in slight changes to

the plot shapes. In the following subsec. 8.2, we explore the leading order thermal dilepton rate for a strongly magnetized

medium as a spectral property.

8.2. Dilepton rate from QGP in Strong Magnetic Approximation

We first note that dileptons are produced throughout all stages of the hot and dense fireball created in heavy-ion collisions.

They originate from the decay of a virtual photon through the annihilation of quark-antiquark pairs in leading order. In

non-central heavy-ion collisions, an anisotropic magnetic field is generated in the direction perpendicular to the reaction
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Figure 8.4: Same as Fig. 8.2, but for the special case of zero external three-momentum (p) of the photon.

plane due to the relative motion of the heavy-ions (spectators). This magnetic field can initially be very strong at the

time of the collision but then rapidly decreases [227, 228]. Dilepton production in a magnetized hot and dense medium

can be analyzed under three different scenarios [17, 70]: (1) only the quarks move within the magnetized medium while

the final lepton pairs do not, (2) both quarks and leptons move within the magnetized medium, and (3) only the final

lepton pairs move in the magnetic field.

8.2.1. Quarks move in a strong magnetized medium but not the final lepton pairs

We emphasize that the case considered here is both interesting and highly relevant to non-central heavy-ion collisions,

particularly for the scenario involving a rapidly decaying magnetic field [227, 228]. This is also applicable to lepton pairs

produced late or at the edges of the hot and dense magnetized medium, where they are unaffected by the magnetic

field. In this case, only the electromagnetic spectral function ρµν in (8.3) will be influenced by the background constant

magnetic field, while the leptonic tensor Lµν and the phase space factors remain unchanged. The dilepton rate for massless

(ml = 0) leptons can then be expressed from (8.12) as [71]
dN

d4xd4p
= =

5α2em
27π2

nB(p0)

p2
[ρ(pq, p⊥)]m

=
5Ncα

2em
27π4

nB(ω)
∑
f

|qfB|m2
f

p2p2q
e−p2

⊥/2|qfB| Θ
(
p2q − 4m2

f

)(
1−

4m2
f

p2q

)−1/2

×
[
1− nF (p

s
+)− nF (p

s
−)
]
, (8.28)

where the electromagnetic spectral function from (8.24) is utilized. The invariant mass of the lepton pair is M2 ≡
p2(ω2 − |p|2) = ω2 − p23 − p2⊥ = p2q − p2⊥.

In Fig. 8.5, the ratio of the dilepton rate in the current scenario under the strong field approximation to that of the

perturbative leading order (Born) dilepton rate is shown as a function of the invariant mass. The left panel displays this

ratio for finite external photon momentum, while the right panel is for zero external photon momenta. The features of

the spectral function discussed earlier are evident in these dilepton rates. The strong field approximation enhances the

dilepton rate at very low invariant masses (≤ 100 MeV), but it rapidly decreases at higher invariant masses, similar to

the behavior of the spectral function due to the absence of higher Landau levels. To improve the high-mass behaviour

of the dilepton rate, a weak field approximation (qfB << T 2) is needed. The enhancement seen in the strong field

approximation contributes significantly to the dilepton spectra at low invariant masses, although this is beyond the

detection capabilities of current heavy-ion collision experiments.
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Figure 8.5: The figure displays the ratio of the dilepton rate in the strong magnetic field approximation to the Born rate (perturbative leading

order) for both finite (left panel) and zero (right panel) external three-momentum of the photon.

8.2.2. Both quark and lepton move in magnetized medium in strong field approximation

This scenario represents the most general case. To address it, the standard dilepton production rate from (8.12) must be

extended to include modifications of the electromagnetic tensor, leptonic tensor, and phase space factors in the presence

of a magnetic field. Since our focus is restricted to the Lowest Landau Level (LLL), we summarize below the necessary

adjustments to the dilepton production rate [71] specifically for the LLL:

• The phase space factor is altered in the presence of a magnetized medium [265], reflecting the influence of the

magnetic field on the dynamics of charged particles, as
d3q

(2π)3E
→ |eB|

(2π)2

∞∑
n=0

dqz
E
. (8.29)

In this context, the phase space factor undergoes a significant modification due to the presence of a magnetic field.

Specifically, d2q⊥ = 2π|eB|, e is the electric charge of the lepton and
∞∑

n=0
extends over all LL.However, in the strong

magnetic field limit, only the LLL, corresponding to and n = 0, contributes. The term |eB|/(2π)2 represents the

density of states in the transverse direction, which is characteristic of the LLL [1]. This factor encapsulates the

effects of dimensional reduction in the magnetized medium, playing a crucial role in determining the modified phase

space.

• The electromagnetic spectral function undergoes significant modification in the LLL, as previously discussed.

• In the presence of a constant magnetic field, the fermion spin aligns with the field direction, modifying the standard

Dirac spinorsu(q) and v(q) in (8.6). These are replaced by Pnu(q̃) and Pnv(q̃), respectively [1, 97], where the

modified momentum is q̃µ =
(
q0, 0, 0, q3

)
and Pn represents the projection operator associated with the nth LL. For

LLL, the projection operator simplifies to

P0 =
1− iγ1γ2

2
. (8.30)

In the presence of a strong magnetic field, the modification to the leptonic part can be implemented as follows

Lm
µν =

1

4

∑
spins

tr [ū(q̃2)P0γµP0v(q̃1)v̄(q̃1)P0γνP0u(q̃2)]

=
1

4
tr

[
(/̃q1 +ml)

(
1− iγ1γ2

2

)
γµ

(
1− iγ1γ2

2

)
(/̃q2 −ml)

(
1− iγ1γ2

2

)
γν

(
1− iγ1γ2

2

)]
=

1

2

[
qq1µq

q
2ν + qq1νq

q
2µ − ((q1 · q2)q +m2

l )(g
q
µν − g⊥µν − g1µg1ν − g2µg2ν)

]
. (8.31)

• Requires an insertion
∫
d2pq δ2(qq1 + qq2 − pq) = 1.

• Replacing d2p⊥ = V 2/3( eB2π )
2, where V is the volume. This modification introduces a different normalization factor
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in the dilepton production rate, as detailed in Ref. [70]. d2p⊥ = 2π|eB| and d4p = d2p⊥d2pq.

• Making use of an identity:

2π|eB|
∫
dqz1
E1

∫
dqz2
E2

δ2(qq1 + qq2 − pq) Lm
µν = 4π

|eB|m2
l

(p2q )
2

(
1− 4m2

l

p2q

)−1/2 (
pqµp

q
ν − p2qg

q
µν

)
=

4π

(p2q )
2
F2(ml, p

2
q )
(
pqµp

q
ν − p2qg

q
µν

)
. (8.32)

By incorporating all the modifications discussed—namely, the phase space factor, the electromagnetic spectral function

for the Lowest Landau Level (LLL), and the adjustment of the leptonic tensor in the presence of a strong magnetic field,we

obtain the dilepton production rate from Eq. (8.3) for LLL as
dNm

d4xd4p
=

αeme
2
e

2π3

nB(p0)

p2qp
4
F2(ml, p

2
q )

(
1

π
Im

[
Cµ

µ (pq, p⊥)
])

m

, (8.33)

and for two-flavor case (Nf = 2) it becomes

dNm

d4xd4p
=

10α2
em

9π2

nB(p0)

p2qp
4

|eB|m2
l
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1− 4m2
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p2q

)−1/2

[ρ(pq, p⊥)]m

=
10Ncα

2
em
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2
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p4qp
4
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(
p2q − 4m2
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)(
1− 4m2
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p2q

)−1/2

Θ
(
p2q − 4m2

f

)(
1−

4m2
f

p2q

)−1/2

×e−p2
⊥/2|qfB|

[
1− nF (p

s
+)− nF (p

s
−)
]
. (8.34)

It is important to note that the dilepton production rate in Eq. (8.34) scales as O[|eB|2] in the presence of a magnetic field

B. This scaling arises from the effective dimensional reduction caused by the strong magnetic field 22. The dimensional

reduction in a magnetized hot medium introduces a factor 1/
√

1− 4m2
l /p

2
q in the leptonic part Lm

µν . This factor contributes

an additional threshold condition, p2q ≥ 4m2
l , alongside the threshold from the electromagnetic part, p2q ≥ 4m2

f . In a

magnetized hot medium, the mass of fermions is influenced by both temperature and magnetic field. The thermal

effects [107, 108] are accounted for through thermal QCD and QED, respectively, which introduce corrections to the

masses of quarks (∼ g2T 2; g is the QCD coupling) and lepton (∼ e2T 2). Additionally, the magnetic effect is quantized

through the LL (2n|qfB|). However, in the LLL (n = 0), the magnetic contribution to the mass correction vanishes

in the strong field approximation. In this scenario, the dominant effect is the dynamical mass generation due to chiral

condensates [1], leading to magnetic field-induced chiral symmetry breaking. The threshold for the dilepton rate will be

determined by the effective mass, m̃ = max(ml,mf ) as Θ
(
p2q − 4m̃2

)
and the dilepton rate in LLL reads as

dNm

d4xd4p
=

10Ncα
2
em

9π4

∑
f

|eB| |qfB|m2
fm

2
l

p4qp
4

Θ
(
p2q − 4m̃2

)(
1− 4m2

l

p2q

)−1/2
(
1−

4m2
f
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)−1/2

×e−p2
⊥/2|qfB| nB(ω)

[
1− nF (p

s
+)− nF (p

s
−)
]
, (8.35)

where kinematic factors in the dilepton rate are consistent between the present scenario and those found in Ref. [70].

However, the prefactor (10/π4) and the thermal factor nB(ω)[1−nF (ps+)−nF (ps−)
]

differ from those previously discussed.

and the reasons for which are discussed in details earlier. These differences have been outlined in detail earlier, impacting

the quantitative comparison of the dilepton rate with the results obtained in Ref. [70]. Furthermore, a comparison with

experimental results or the dilepton spectra from Tuchin [17] necessitates a space-time evolution of the dilepton rate in

the hot, magnetized medium created during heavy-ion collisions. Proper space-time evolution requires a hydrodynamic

framework that accounts for the presence of a magnetic field, which is a complex task and goes beyond the scope of this

article.

22The factor |eB| originates each from both the leptonic part and the electromagnetic spectral function involving quarks.
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We also note that for case (3), the production rate requires a modification of the leptonic tensor in a magnetized

medium, while the electromagnetic tensor remains unaffected by the presence of the magnetic field. This scenario is

relatively rare, and for the sake of brevity, we will not discuss it further here. However, the necessary modifications can

still be derived and are straightforward.

8.3. Dilepton Rate from QGP in Weak Field Approximation

K-P(=Q)

K

PP

Figure 8.6: Feynman diagram for the production of the hard dileption in presence of weak background magnetic field. The internal quarl line

with blob corresponds the effective propagator whereas the one without blob is free propagator in presence of magnetic field.

In this subsection we will discuss dileption production rate in weak field approximation within HTL prescription and

the corresponding Feynman diagram is displayed in Fig. 8.6. We know that the dilepton rate in (8.12) is proportional

to the spectral representation of photon self-energy. The spectral representation is proportional to imaginary part of the

self-energy. From the diagram 8.6 it is clear that the self-energy will contain two quark propagators, one is free given in

Eq. (5.56) and the other is the effective one given in Eq. (5.19) and both in presence of weak magnetic field. The spectral

representation of free quark propagator has only pole contribution. On the other hand the effective propagator has both

pole and discontinuity [65] and thus the spectral representation of effective propagator will have both pole and Landau cut

contribution. The dilepton rate will be proportional to the product of two spectral representation of quark propagators,

it will then have two different types of contributions. One is pole-pole and the other one is pole-cut contribution. The

detailed calculation is available in Ref. [73]. Here will discuss the results only.

The effective quark propagator exhibits four poles, corresponding to different quark modes. These modes, labeled as

qL(+), qL(−), qR(+), and qR(−), are associated with frequencies ωL(+), ωL(−), ωR(+), and ωR(−), respectively. The dispersion

relations for these modes are illustrated in Fig. 5.4. The free dispersion ω =
√
p2z + p2⊥ originates from its free propagator.

From Fig.5.4, it is evident that the processes of interest involve one hard and one soft quark. This setup utilizes one free

(hard) quark propagator in the presence of a magnetic field alongside one resummed thermomagnetic quark propagator

(soft) depicted in Fig.8.6. Based on the dispersion plot, the various dilepton production processes can be described

as follows: hard quark processes: qqL(+) −→ γ∗ −→ l+l−, qqL(−) −→ γ∗ −→ l+l−, qqR(+) −→ γ∗ −→ l+l−, and

qqR(−) −→ γ∗ −→ l+l−; Soft decay processes: qL(+) −→ qγ∗ −→ ql+l−, qL(−) −→ qγ∗ −→ ql+l−, qR(+) −→ qγ∗ −→ ql+l−,

and qR(−) −→ qγ∗ −→ ql+l−. These processes may not all be allowed due to kinematic restrictions such as energy and

momentum conservation. Additionally, soft processes from Landau cut contributions might also play a role in the overall

dilepton production.

We note that the soft decay modes primarily contribute to the production of soft dileptons at low energies. These

modes are omitted from our considerations as they are not pertinent to the hard dilepton production rate we are interested
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Figure 8.7: The pole-pole contribution of the dilepton production rate as a function of the energy of dilepton in the center-of-mass reference

frame at is depicted in the following two scenarios: i) at T = 200 MeV with different magnetic field (left panel) and ii) eB = m2
π with different

temperature (right panel).

in. Therefore, only the annihilation modes will contribute. In Fig. 8.7, we focus solely on the pole-pole contribution to

the dilepton production rate, which is relevant to hard dilepton production. In the left panel, the rate is shown as a

function of dilepton energy for T = 200 MeVacross different magnetic fields. Without a magnetic field (eB = 0), the

annihilation process between a hard quark and a soft quark initiates at a dilepton energy E = mth, resembling the process

qq+ −→ γ∗ −→ l+l− [73, 113]. When a magnetic field is applied, all four quasiparticle modes,.ωL(+), ωL(−), ωR(+), and

ωR(−), from Fig.5.4 begin to contribute separately to the annihilation process with the hard quark. This results in a slight

shift in the energy threshold for dilepton production compared to when there is no magnetic field. The presence of a

magnetic field lowers the thermo-magnetic mass, pushing the onset of the dilepton rate to slightly higher energies. As

the dilepton energy increases, the rate approaches the behaviour observed in the absence of a magnetic field. In the right

panel of Fig.8.7, the dilepton production rate remains relatively independent of temperature, T , because the magnetic

field dominates. Beyond this energy threshold (E = p0 > 2mth), the rate increases with the increase in T , as Tbecomes

the dominant scale in the weak field approximation.

In the left panel of Fig. 8.8, the pole-cut contribution is displayed for various magnetic fields with T = 200 MeV.

The rate remains independent of the magnetic field because the magnetic field acts as a correction within the weak field

approximation, where we have considered the rate up to O[(eB)].Conversely, in the left panel of Fig.8.8, it is plotted

for various temperatures for a given magnetic field. Here, the rate is enhanced with an increase in temperature since

the temperature dominates in the weak field approximation. The total dilepton rate is obtained by combining both the

pole-pole and pole-cut contributions, as shown in Fig. 8.9.

8.4. Dilepton Rate from QGP in An Arbitrary Magnetic Field

In a recent study [74], the production of dileptons from a hot and dense QCD medium under the influence of an arbitrary

external magnetic field was investigated. This analysis considered simultaneous nonzero values for both the parallel

(aligned with the magnetic field) and perpendicular (in the transverse plane relative to the magnetic field) components
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Figure 8.8: Same as Fig. 8.7 but for the pole-cut contribution.

of the dilepton momentum. This general treatment captures the full kinematics of dilepton production in a magnetized

medium, accounting for the complex interplay between the external field and the thermal medium properties.

Due to kinematical reason there will be four delta functions in the expression of the dilepton production rate (DR),

δ (p0 − s1Ef,ℓ,k − s2Ef,n,q), where p0 is the energy of the virtual photon, Ef,ℓ,k and Ef,n,q are, respectively, the energy of

quark and and antiquark, and s1 = ±1 and s2 = ±1. These delta functions arise from energy and momentum conservation

at each interaction vertex, ensuring that the production process satisfies the necessary physical laws. Specifically, they

enforce the matching conditions between the energy and momentum of the virtual photon and the participating quarks

or antiquarks in the hot and dense QCD medium. In this framework, the different combinations of s1 and s2 represent

distinct processes:

1. s1 = s2 = 1 corresponds to the annihilation process (q + q̄ → γ∗).

2. s1 = −s2 = 1 describes the particle decay process (q → q + γ∗).

3. s1 = −s2 = −1 relates to the antiparticle decay process (q̄ → q̄ + γ∗).

The case s1 = s2 = −1 yields no contribution since its argument is always greater than zero, given that p0, Ef,ℓ,k and

Ef,n,q are all strictly positive. Thus, this scenario is excluded from further consideration in the remainder of this analysis.

Therefore, the total DR becomes
dN

d4xd4P

∣∣∣∣∣
Total

=
dN

d4xd4P

∣∣∣∣∣
q+q̄→γ∗

+
dN

d4xd4P

∣∣∣∣∣
q→q+γ∗

+
dN

d4xd4P

∣∣∣∣∣
q̄→q̄+γ∗

. (8.36)

We begin by presenting a key plot of the dilepton production rate (DR) in Fig.8.10 as a function of the invariant mass,

M , for a fixed nonzero magnetic field, eB = 5m2
π. The result is compared to the Born rate (eB = 0) while keeping all

other parameters identical for both cases. In this plot, the transverse momentum, p⊥, is set to zero. Generalizations to

nonzero values of p⊥, which extend the analysis, will be addressed in detail later in this section. The specific parameter

values used are as follows: longitudinal momentum along the magnetic field, eB (pz) = 0.2 GeV, temperature (T ) = 0.15

GeV and chemical potential (µ) = 0.

From the left panel of Fig. 8.10, it is evident that the DR is enhanced in the presence of a magnetic field (eB) compared

to the Born rate. This enhancement is most noticeable at lower invariant masses, M . At higher invariant masses, the
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Figure 8.9: The total dilepton production rate, which combines the pole-pole and pole-cut contributions as a function of the dilepton energy

for various magnetic fields left panel) and for various temperatures (right panel).
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Figure 8.10: The left panel presents the DR as a function of the invariant mass for eB = 5m2
π with p⊥ = 0. In the right panel, the contributions

from different processes are depicted individually, alongside the rate obtained under the LLL approximation, shown as a black dashed line.

influence of the external magnetic field diminishes, with the dilepton production rate for eB ̸= 0 eventually matching the

Born rate, except for the spikes associated with the crossing of LL thresholds. Crucially, this enhancement occurs within

the range of invariant masses that are detectable by experimental setups in HIC.

In the right panel of Fig.8.10, the DR is separated into individual contributions from different processes, illustrating

their respective roles in the total rate as expressed in Eq.(8.36). The contributions from quark and antiquark decay

processes are symmetric due to the absence of chemical imbalance (µ = 0)), which is consistent with expectations.

These decay processes dominate at low M . As M increases, the decay contributions diminish rapidly, giving way to

the quark-antiquark annihilation process, which becomes the primary contributor at higher invariant mass values. This

shift reflects the kinematic and dynamic preferences of the underlying processes, with annihilation dominating in regions

where decay processes are suppressed. It is important to clarify the interplay between the decay and annihilation processes

contributing to the DR. For fixed values of the parameters’ (p2q , eB and mf ), only one of the three processes depicted in

Fig. 8.10 is kinematically allowed for a specific combination of Landau levels {ℓ, n}. However, when evaluating the DR

at a particular invariant mass, overlapping contributions from decay and annihilation processes may arise. This overlap
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Figure 8.11: The plots display the dilepton production rate as a function of the invariant mass M for varying magnetic field strengths. The

Born rate, representing the case of eB = 0, is included for comparison. All plots are generated for p⊥ = 0, with other relevant parameters

provided in the legend and detailed discussion. In the final panel, the rates corresponding to different magnetic field values are compared

directly, offering a clearer perspective on the influence of eB on the dilepton production rate.

occurs because the sets of Landau levels contributing to annihilation processes are distinct from those involved in decay

processes. Nonetheless, there is no kinematic restriction preventing dileptons from being produced at the same invariant

mass by both types of processes. Consequently, the total DR at a given M represents a combined effect, reflecting

contributions from all allowed processes across different Landau level configurations.

The DR derived solely from the LLL in the strong magnetic field approximation is included, as also discussed in

subsection 8.2.1. It is essential to emphasize that within the LLL approximation, the contribution arises exclusively

from the annihilation process. This contribution diminishes rapidly due to the presence of only a single Landau level,

as discussed in Ref.[71]. This behaviour explains why the rates for the LLL approximation and the annihilation process

in arbitrary magnetic fields begin with the same initial values. However, the LLL rate decreases sharply with increasing

invariant mass, whereas the rate for arbitrary magnetic fields remains significantly higher. This difference occurs because,

in the latter case, contributions from multiple Landau levels, including the LLL, collectively sustain the rate. A comparable

pattern, emphasizing the contrast between the results obtained under the LLL approximation and those for arbitrary

magnetic fields, was also evident in the analysis of mesonic spectral functions, as discussed in Ref. [266].

The DR for three different values of eB, m2
π, 5,m2

π, and 10,m2
π, is plotted in Fig.8.11, keeping all other parameters

unchanged. These values span the range of magnetic field strengths relevant to conditions in both RHIC and LHC

experiments. For each case, we compare the resulting rate with the Born rate obtained under analogous parameter

settings. Figure 8.10 demonstrates that the enhancement in the dilepton production rate for eB = 5m2
π is a consistent

feature across all magnetic field strengths analyzed. As eB increases, the range of invariant masses where the enhancement

is observed broadens, but at sufficiently large M , the rate converges with the Born rate. This behaviour is further clarified

in the bottom-right panel of Fig. 8.11, where the comparison across different eB values provides a more distinct view of

the trends. It is also evident that for all considered magnetic field strengths, the low invariant mass region is dominated

by decay processes, while the high invariant mass region is primarily driven by the annihilation process.
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Figure 8.12: (The top-left and top-right panels display the DR as a function of invariant mass for two specific transverse momentum values, p⊥,

i.e. {0.15, 0.3} GeV, along with eB and T . These rates are compared with the corresponding Born rates for each scenario. The bottom panel

provides a closer examination of the impact of the transverse momentum p⊥ on the total DR by comparing the results for three differentp⊥

values.
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Figure 8.13: The left panel illustrates the impact of the chemical potential on the DR. It shows results for three different values of µ, i.e.

{0, 0.2, 0.4} GeV, with the transverse momentum (p⊥) fixed at 150 MeV. In the right panel, we decompose the same plot to separately display

the contributions from the quark/antiquark decay and quark-antiquark annihilation processes. This separation highlights how µ influences the

DR through its effects on the different processes.

In Fig. 8.12, we present a crucial feature of the DR enabled by the generalization of our calculation to arbitrary values

of p⊥. This plot shows how the rate varies as a function of the invariant mass for different values of the momentum

components along the perpendicular direction to the magnetic field. To the best of our knowledge, this type of plot has

not been reported before due to the absence of simultaneous calculations with non-zero values of both pz and p⊥. Previous

studies either considered zero pz (p3 in their notation) as done in Ref. [70], or zero p⊥ = 0 as explored in Ref. [267].

For the nonzero p⊥ cases, we consider two different values, {0.15, 0.3} GeV, in the first two panels of Fig. 8.12 (top-

left and top-right). The other parameters include pz = 0.2 GeV, T = 0.15 GeV, eB = 5m2
π and µ = 0. These are

then compared with the corresponding Born rates. For both p⊥ values, the DR is higher compared to the Born rate up

to certain values of invariant masses. When comparing among different p⊥ values themselves, we observe that the rate

decreases with increasing p⊥, with p⊥ = 0 remaining the highest among all. This trend is evident for both the decay

and annihilation processes. The lower panel of the figure provides a closer view by focusing on the invariant mass range

0 < M < 1 GeV, clearly highlighting these important features.

In the left panel of Fig. 8.13, we observe a similar trend in the DR to what is seen in panel three of Fig. 8.12 as

µ increases. The DR decreases with higher µ due to the increased medium density, which reduces the likelihood of

lepton pairs escaping. Conversely, for lower invariant masses where decay processes dominate, the DR actually increases
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with increasing µ. From the right panel, which dissects the rate into different processes, another interesting observation

emerges. The rate for quark decay is higher than for antiquark decay because of the nonzero µ. This is in sharp contrast

to the plot in the right panel of Fig. 8.10 where µ = 0. Apart from this difference, the other observations remain consistent

across these plots. We intentionally do not show the LLL approximated DR plot for non-zero µ here, as it would again

coincide with the annihilation process in the LLL. This discussion remains applicable even for vanishing p⊥, as shown in

Fig. 8.12, where the introduction of p⊥ only leads to a suppression in the rate.

8.5. Dilepton Rate from Hadronic Matter in An Arbitrary Magnetic Field

Dilepton production occurs at every stage of a heavy-ion collision. To derive the spectrum observable in experiments, the

dilepton production rate (DPR) contributions from both quark matter (QGP) and hadronic matter must be integrated

over the entire space-time evolution of the system. The influence of a uniform background magnetic field on the DPR in

the QGP has been widely studied through various methods [16, 17, 70–72, 74, 267–272]. As the system cools, the QGP

transitions into hadronic matter through either a phase transition or crossover, which makes a significant contribution to

dilepton emission, particularly in the low invariant mass region. The presence of an external magnetic field introduces

complex modifications to the transport properties of hadronic matter, warranting an investigation of its impact on the

DPR from this medium. However, such studies are currently sparse in the literature. A critical factor in determining the

emission thresholds and intensity of dileptons is the imaginary part of the electromagnetic vector current correlator [273,

274], which is strongly affected by the thermo-magnetic modifications of charged meson propagators. These modifications,

in turn, play a crucial role in altering the DPR from magnetized hadronic matter.

In a recent work [275], the DPR from magnetized hot hadronic matter has been investigated in details, focusing on

the spectral function of the neutral rho meson. This spectral function is derived from the electromagnetic vector current

correlation function, calculated within the framework of the real-time formalism of Thermal Field Theory. The analytic

structure of the system is examined in the complex energy plane. Alongside the usual contribution from the Unitary

cut beyond the two-pion threshold, a non-trivial Landau cut within the physical kinematic region has been identified.

This Landau cut arises due to the finite magnetic field, as charged pions occupy distinct Landau levels before and after

scattering with the neutral meson. As a result, the DPR yield in the low invariant mass region becomes non-zero,

in contrast to the zero-field scenario where it vanishes. A particularly noteworthy observation is the continuous DPR

spectrum, which emerges due to the shifting of the Unitary (Landau) cut thresholds towards lower (higher) invariant

mass values for finite transverse momentum.

Figures 8.14(a) and (b) illustrate the DPR [275] as a function of invariant mass for the transverse momentum q⊥=0,

the longitudinal momentum qz=150 MeV at temperatures T = 130 MeV and T = 160 MeV, respectively, under different

magnetic field strengths. For reference, the corresponding results without a magnetic field (grey dotted lines) are also

displayed, showing consistency with earlier studies [258, 276]. The plots reveal that, in the presence of a magnetic field,

the DPR is influenced by contributions from both the Landau cut and the Unitary cut, highlighting the non-trivial

effects introduced by the magnetic field. The emergence of nontrivial Landau cut contributions results in a significant

enhancement of the DPR in the lower invariant mass region, which is otherwise absent without the background magnetic

field. Additionally, at zero transverse momentum, for finite values of eB, the DPR is kinematically prohibited in the

invariant mass range between the Landau and Unitary cut thresholds. This behaviour is clearly evident in both figures,

highlighting the distinctive effects of the magnetic field on the DPR. The width of this kinematically forbidden gap
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Figure 8.14: The DPR as a function of the invariant mass is presented for the longitudinal momentum qz = 150 under varying background

magnetic fields. The results are shown for two transverse momentum cases: the transverse momentum q⊥ = 0 at (a) T = 130 and (b) T = 160

MeV, and the transverse momentum q⊥ = 150 MeV at (c) T = 130 MeV and (d) T = 160 MeV. For comparison, the corresponding eB = 0

curves are also included, represented by grey dotted lines. This figure is adopted from Ref. [275].

between the Landau and Unitary cut thresholds is independent of temperature but grows with increasing magnetic field

strength. The DPR with non-zero values of q⊥ and qz is shown in Figs.8.14(c) and (d). A key observation is that the

DPR becomes continuous, and the forbidden gap, which exists between the Landau cut and Unitary cut when q⊥ = 0,

disappears. Moreover, the DPR is significantly enhanced in the low invariant mass region, specifically in the Landau

cut region. It is important to note that for q⊥ = 0, a pion in Landau level n could interact with pions in Landau levels

(n − 1), n, (n + 1), producing a neutral rho meson. However, for non-zero q⊥, there is no such restriction on Landau

levels.

The DPR exhibits spike-like structures throughout the entire range of allowed invariant mass, which can be attributed

to the phenomenon of "threshold singularities." These singularities, resulting from the Landau level quantization of pions

in magnetized hadronic matter, arise from the specific functional dependence of the DPR. When eB ̸= 0, for sufficiently

high invariant masses, the DPR is similar to that for eB = 0, as seen for
√
q2 >

√
4(m2

π + eB) + q2⊥. However, in the

low invariant mass region, where
√
q2 <

√
4(m2

π + eB) + q2⊥, the DPR is significantly enhanced compared to the case

of zero magnetic field, as observed in Figs.8.14(c) and (d). Additionally, at higher temperatures, the increased thermal

phase space leads to a general increase in the magnitude of the DPR, which can be confirmed by comparing the results

in Figs.8.14(a) and (b) or Figs. 8.14(c) and (d).
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Figure 8.15: The DPR as a function of the invariant mass is analyzed at T = 160 MeV, eB = 0.02 GeV2. In the left panel (a) the DPR is

shown for various values of q⊥ at qz = 150 MeV, while in the right panel (b) it is presented for different values of qz at q⊥ = 150 MeV. This

figure is adopted from Ref. [275].

Figs.8.15(a) and (b) depict the DPR as function of invariant mass for varying transverse momentum q⊥ at qz = 150

MeV, and for different longitudinal momenta qz at q⊥ = 150 MeV, respectively, with eB = 0.02 GeV2 and T = 160 MeV.

Both figures exhibit trends similar to those in Fig.8.14(d) for low and high invariant mass regions. In Fig.8.15(a), as

q⊥ increases, the threshold of the Unitary cut shifts to lower invariant masses, while the Landau cut threshold moves to

higher invariant masses. When q2⊥ ≥ 4(m2
π + eB), contributions from both Landau and Unitary cuts influence the DPR

across the entire invariant mass range. On the other hand, Fig. 8.15(b) shows that the DPR decreases as qz increases.

This reduction arises due to thermal suppression, which becomes more prominent at higher qz.

9. Heavy Quarks in Presence of Thermo-Magnetic Medium

9.1. Heavy Quarks as QGP signatures

Heavy quarks (charm and bottom) are considered excellent probes for the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) for several reasons.

Let us list them here.

• Produced in the Initial Stages of Heavy-Ion Collisions - Heavy quarks are created predominantly in the

early stages of relativistic heavy-ion collisions via hard scatterings (high-energy gluon fusion and quark-antiquark

annihilation). This means their production is largely unaffected by the later stages of the collision, making them a

reliable probe of the QGP.

• Do Not Undergo Significant Regeneration - Unlike light quarks, which can be produced and annihilated

throughout the evolution of the medium, charm and bottom quarks are mostly conserved due to their large mass.

This allows their dynamics to be traced back to the QGP phase with minimal interference from later hadronic

interactions.

• Strong Interaction with the Medium - Heavy quarks propagate through the hot and dense quark matter and

experience energy loss via two key mechanisms:
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1. Radiative energy loss (gluon bremsstrahlung): Heavy quarks emit gluons while moving through the QGP,

though the suppression of small-angle radiation (the "dead cone effect") modifies this process compared to

light quarks.

2. Collisional energy loss: Heavy quarks scatter elastically off medium constituents, transferring energy and

momentum to the plasma.

Measuring the suppression of heavy-flavor mesons (e.g., D-mesons, B-mesons) via nuclear modification factors

(RAA) provides insights into the properties of the QGP.

• Elliptic Flow and Thermalization - The collective motion of heavy quarks in non-central heavy-ion collisions

can be quantified by their elliptic flow coefficient (v2), which measures their anisotropic distribution in momentum

space. A significant v2 for heavy quarks suggests strong interactions with the medium, potentially indicating partial

thermalization.

• Quarkonia Suppression as a QGP Signal - Bound states of heavy quark-antiquark pairs (quarkonia), such as

J/ψ (charmonium) and Υ (bottomonium), serve as key QGP probes. In a QGP, the color screening effect reduces

the binding potential between the heavy quark and antiquark, leading to suppression of quarkonia yields. The

sequential melting of different quarkonium states at different temperatures provides a "thermometer" for the QGP.

• Comparison with Proton-Proton and Proton-Nucleus Collisions - Heavy-flavor production in small systems

like p − p and p − A collisions serves as a baseline to distinguish cold nuclear matter effects from QGP-induced

modifications. Differences in observed spectra and nuclear modification factors (RAA, v2) between small and large

collision systems help isolate QGP-specific phenomena.

To summarize this section, we can infer that HQs provide a unique window into QGP dynamics because they are pro-

duced early, they strongly interact with the medium, they exhibit energy loss and flow effects, and they offer quarkonium

suppression as a diagnostic tool. Their study continues to refine our understanding of the properties of quark matter.

9.2. Heavy Quark diffusion

Heavy quarks, being external to the bulk medium, receive random kicks from the surrounding partons – light quarks and

gluons – as they traverse through the deconfined plasma. Consequently, they undergo both energy loss and momentum

diffusion due to repeated interactions with the medium. Since these interactions primarily involve multiple soft scatterings,

the evolution of heavy quarks can be effectively described as Brownian motion, making the Langevin equation a natural

framework for their dynamics. In this approach, the momentum diffusion coefficient κ quantifies the rate of momentum

broadening induced by random interactions. In the following sections, we will explore this coefficient in different scenarios,

including the presence of an external magnetic field.

9.2.1. Scales

Before going into the detailed formalism given in this section, we start by discussing the various scales in play. In the

absence of an external magnetic field, there is only one external scale from heavy quarks, which is considered to be

much higher than the corresponding temperature of the bulk medium i.e. (M,p) ≫ T . In the presence of an external

magnetic field, we have to consider the hierarchies between scales, M,p, T,
√
eB. One thing, we already can put, i.e.
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{M,p} ≫ {T,
√
eB}. It is the hierarchies between the scales T and

√
eB, which results in various approximations.

Hard Thermal Loop approximation is an useful tool to extract gauge invariant analytic expressions out of a perturbative

calculation and we will also use this tool which invokes an extra scale constraint, namely : αseB ≪ T 2.

We will discuss case-by-case, different scenarios consisting of various scale hierarchies.

9.2.2. B = 0, static limit of HQ

Since it takes many collisions to significantly alter the momentum of a HQ, its interaction with the medium can be

approximated as a series of uncorrelated momentum kicks. In the simpler non-relativistic case, we can assume the HQ to

be static, meaning its momentum p effectively vanishes. In this static limit, approximately M/T collisions are required

to change the HQ’s momentum by a factor of 1. Consequently, the equilibration timescale for the heavy quark is given

by ∼ 1/ηD ≈ (M/T )× τ , where τ represents the time interval between hard collisions, estimated as 1/(g4T ) [277]. The

corresponding dynamics are then governed by the Langevin equation, as discussed below.
dpi
dt

= ξi(t)− ηDpi, ⟨ξi(t)ξj(t′)⟩ = κδijδ(t− t′), (9.1)

where (i, j) = (x, y, z) and ξi(t) represents the uncorrelated momentum kicks. ηD and κ are respectively known as the

momentum drag and diffusion coefficient. Assuming t > η−1
D , the solution of the above differential equation can be given

as

pi(t) =

t∫
−∞

dt′eηD(t′−t)ξi(t
′), (9.2)

and the mean squared value of p is expresed as

⟨p2⟩ =
∫
dt1dt2e

ηD(t1+t2)⟨ξi(t1)ξi(t2)⟩ =
3κ

2ηD
, (9.3)

where 3κ is the mean squared momentum transfer per unit time (factor 3 coming from the 3 isotropic spatial dimensions).

One can then connect the diffusion and drag coefficients in the following way :
3κ

2ηD
= ⟨p2⟩ = 3MT

∴ ηD =
κ

2MT
. (9.4)

The spatial diffusion constant D is defined similarly as κ in position space, i.e.

⟨xi(t)xj(t)⟩ = 2D t δij , (9.5)

which is further connected with ηD and κ in the following way :

D =
T

MηD
=

2T 2

κ
. (9.6)

9.2.3. B = 0, beyond the static limit of HQ

In high-energy collisions, the charm and bottom quark spectra indicate significantly large transverse momenta, making

the relativistic case more relevant for study. In this scenario, we consider a heavy quark moving with velocity γv ≈ 1,

where v = p/p0. Due to the increased momentum, it takes approximately p/T collisions to alter the momentum of the

HQ by a factor of 1. As a result, the equilibration timescale for the heavy quark is given by ∼ p/T × τ . When accounting

for the HQ’s motion in a specific direction, the Langevin equation is modified accordingly, as we will discuss next.
dpi
dt

= ξi(t)− ηD(p)pi, (9.7a)

⟨ξi(t)ξj(t′)⟩ = κij(p⃗)δ(t− t′), (9.7b)
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where

κij(p⃗) = κL(p) p̂ip̂j + κT (p) (δij − p̂ip̂j) , (9.8)

where p̂i denotes the unit vector of the heavy quark (HQ) momentum along a specific direction i with (i, j) = (x, y, z).

The quantities κL and κT represent the longitudinal and transverse momentum diffusion coefficients, respectively. In

contrast to the non-relativistic case, the motion of the HQ in a preferred direction introduces an anisotropy, leading to

the breakdown of the total momentum diffusion coefficient κ into its longitudinal and transverse components, satisfying

the relation 3κ ≡ κL + 2κT .

Now, considering a heavy quark with momentum p (≫ T ) we examine its momentum change over a time interval

∆t, which is much longer than the microscopic collision time scale τ but shorter than the HQ equilibration time, i.e.

τ ≪ ∆t ≪ p/T × τ . Given this condition, the number of collisions occurring in this interval is large, approximately

N ∼ ∆t/τ . The resulting change in HQ momentum is of the order ∼ T/p × N ≈ T/p × ∆t/τ , which remains small

compared to p. Consequently, over the duration ∆t, the HQ’s momentum can be considered nearly constant. In other

words, the probability distribution for the momentum transfer from a single collision remains approximately unchanged

within this interval. Since the total momentum transfer is the sum of N individual contributions with an identical

probability distribution, it follows a Gaussian distribution with negligible higher-order corrections of order ∼ 1/N . As

this process repeats itself independently over successive time intervals, it becomes convenient to express the momentum

diffusion coefficient κij in terms of the mean squared momentum fluctuations, as

κij(p⃗) = lim
∆t→0

⟨∆pi∆pj⟩
∆t

, (9.9)

with ∆pi = pi(t+∆t)− pi(t). This in turn leads to the following macroscopic equations of motion
d

dt
⟨p⟩ ≡ −ηD(p)p, (9.10a)

1

2

d

dt
⟨(∆pT )2⟩ ≡ κT (p), (9.10b)

d

dt
⟨(∆pL)2⟩ ≡ κL(p), (9.10c)

with pL and pT representing longitudinal and transverse momentum components.

9.2.4. B ̸= 0, static limit of HQ

In the presence of an external magnetic field, although the HQ mass is considered to be the largest scale, the value of

the external magnetic field eB will determine the further scale hierarchies, e.g. M ≫
√
eB ≫ T for the Lowest Landau

Level dynamics. However, in this case, because of the spatial anisotropy introduced by the external magnetic field, we

will again have a set of two equations for the longitudinal (q) and transverse (⊥) momenta
dpz
dt

= −ηqpz + ξz, ⟨ξz(t)ξz(t′)⟩ = κqδ(t− t′), (9.11a)

dp⃗⊥
dt

= −η⊥p⃗⊥ + ξ⃗⊥, ⟨ξi⊥(t)ξj⊥(t′)⟩ = κ⊥δijδ(t− t′), (9.11b)

where (i, j = x, y) and A⃗⊥ = (Ax, Ay) are the transverse components of the momenta, random forces and drag coefficients.

Consequently, the drag and diffusion coefficients are correlated

ηq =
κq

2MT
, η⊥ =

κ⊥
2MT

. (9.12)

Moreover, similarly as the relativistic case at B = 0, for the magnetized medium also, within the static limit we can break

down κ into longitudinal and transverse parts using the rotational symmetry

3κ = κq + 2κ⊥. (9.13)
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9.2.5. B ̸= 0, beyond the static limit of HQ

When in presence of an external magnetic field we also have the finite velocity of HQ v⃗ = p⃗/E, we have two anisotropic

directions at our hand. The most ideal scenario is to define an angle between the two anisotropic directions, i.e. θ = v⃗∠B⃗,

but usually people tackle this scenario by choosing two extreme scenarios, i.e. v⃗ q B⃗ and v⃗ ⊥ B⃗.

v⃗ q B⃗ is simpler since the magnetic field and the heavy quark are considered to be moving in the same direction, e.g.

z direction for our case. So the macroscopic equations of motion for this case can be given as :
d

dt
⟨p⟩ ≡ − ηD(p)p, (9.14a)

1

2

d

dt
⟨(∆pT )2⟩ ≡κT (p), (9.14b)

d

dt
⟨(∆pz)2⟩ ≡κL(p), (9.14c)

where ∆ signifies the respective variance of the momentum distributions with the transport coefficients.

For v⃗ ⊥ B⃗ the HQ moves perpendicular to (i.e. x or y) the direction of the external anisotropic magnetic field (i.e.

z). This gives three momentum diffusion coefficients (i.e. κ1, κ2, κ3) in our hand,
d

dt
⟨(∆px)2⟩ ≡ κ1(p), (9.15a)

d

dt
⟨(∆py)2⟩ ≡ κ2(p), (9.15b)

d

dt
⟨(∆pz)2⟩ ≡ κ3(p). (9.15c)

9.2.6. Connection with the HQ scattering rate

At finite temperature, the uncorrelated momentum kicks experienced by the heavy quark (HQ) arise from its scattering

with thermally populated light quarks and gluons, primarily through 2 ↔ 2 scattering processes such as qH → qH and

gH → gH (q → quark, g → gluon and H → HQ). At leading order in the strong coupling, these interactions are mediated

by one-gluon exchange (see Fig. 9.1), with the scattering particles behaving as quasiparticles in a thermally equilibrated

medium.

In the plasma rest frame, Compton scattering is suppressed by a factor of T/M , making the qH → qH and gH → gH

processes predominantly occur via t-channel gluon exchange. As a result, the momentum transport coefficients are directly

linked to the scattering (or interaction) rate Γ of the t-channel gluon exchange. These coefficients can be explicitly

expressed in terms of Γ, as :

κi =

∫
d3q

dΓ

d3q
q2i . (9.16)

where dΓ
d3q can be interpreted as the scattering rate of the HQ via one-gluon exchange with thermal particles per unit

volume of momentum transfer q.

9.3. HQ scattering rate

As in the previous section we have established the connection between the HQ diffusion and the HQ scattering rate, this

section is dedicated about the HQ scattering rate. We will be mainly focusing on the two dominant 2 ↔ 2 scatterings

through t-channel gluon exchange, shown in Fig. 9.1. The corresponding scattering rate or interaction rate can be

expressed in a standard way as

Γ(P ≡ {E, v⃗}) = 1

2E

∫
d3p′

(2π)32p′0

∫
d3k

(2π)32k0

∫
d3k′

(2π)32k′0
(2π)4δ4(P +K − P ′ −K ′)×

145



P

Q

≡

2

Q

P P ′

K K ′

P

Q

≡

2

Q

P P ′

K K ′

1

P

Q

≡

2

Q

P P ′

K K ′

P

Q

≡

2

Q

P P ′

K K ′

1

Figure 9.1: The t-channel scatterings of the HQ, by light quarks (left) and gluons (right).
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Figure 9.2: The equivalences of the t-channel scatterings of heavy quarks due to thermally generated light quarks and gluons, qH → qH (left)

and gH → gH (right) are shown, as they can also be expressed as the cut (imaginary) part of the HQ self energy. An HTL resummed heavy

quark self-energy with effective gluon propagator takes all the diagrams into account.

{
Nf |M|2quarknf (k)[1− nf (k

′)] + |M|2gluonnb(k)[1 + nb(k
′)]
}
, (9.17)

where P and K are the four-momenta of the incoming HQ and light quark/gluon respectively, while P ′ and K ′ are the

four-momenta of the outgoing HQ and light quark/gluon respectively. M represents the scattering matrix elements for

light quark/gluon.

There is another effective way of expressing the scattering rate, as proposed by Weldon [252] and demonstrated in

Fig. 9.2. In this method, the scattering rate can be expressed in terms of the cut/imaginary part of the HQ self energy

Σ(P ), as :

Γ(P ≡ {E, v⃗}) = − 1

2E

1

1 + e−E/T
Tr
[
(/P +M) ImΣ(p0 + iϵ, p⃗)

]
. (9.18)

The advantage of Eq.(9.18) is that one can apply imaginary time formalism of thermal field theory to extract Σ(P )

including the necessary resummations as we will soon explain (also see Fig. 9.2).

While dealing with 2 ↔ 2 scatterings through t-channel gluon exchange can be broadly separated into the regions of

hard momentum transfer q ∼ T and soft momentum transfer q ∼ gT , Q = (q0, q) being the exchange gluon momenta
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(see Fig. 9.1) and g being the strong coupling. For heavy fermion energy loss in a hot QED plasma first by Braaten

and Yuan [278] and then by Braaten and Thoma [193], it was established long ago, that this separation can be done by

introducing an arbitrary momentum scale q∗. The hard region q > q∗ is usually calculated using the tree level scattering

diagrams, i.e. using Eq. (9.17). On the other hand, to incorporate the soft region q < q∗, the Weldon technique is

easier to employ, as one can then make use of the Hard Thermal Loop (HTL) approximations. Why? Because when the

momentum Q flowing through the gluon line is soft, hard thermal loop corrections to the gluon propagator contribute

at leading order in g. In this case, by the virtue of HTL approximation one can replace the two-loop diagrams for each

separate process by an effective one-loop diagram involving a resummed gluon propagator, which is obtained by summing

the geometric series of one-loop self-energy corrections proportional to g2T 2 (see Fig. 9.2). Using this approach, Braaten

and Thoma showed that one can get rid of the arbitrary momentum scale q∗, when one properly adds the hard and soft

contributions together [193].

With the preceding discussion we can now write down the expression for the HQ one-loop effective self energy (leftmost

diagram in the bottom half of Fig. 9.2) as :

Σ(P ) = ig2
∫

d4Q

(2π)4
Dµν(Q)γµSH(P −Q)γν , (9.19)

where Dµν(Q) denotes the effective gluon propagator and SH(P − Q) is the HQ propagator. After this, the next steps

are as follows :

• Step 1 : Evaluation of Dµν for hot/dense/magnetised medium which requires the calculation of the gluon self

energy tensor Πµν and corresponding various associated form factors.

• Step 2 : Writing down the HQ propagator SH in hot/dense/magnetised medium, either within an approximated

limiting scenario or in the most general version without any approximations.

• Step 3 : Evaluation of HQ one-loop effective self energy by using Eq. (9.19).

• Step 4 : Evaluation of the scattering rate Γ by computing the discontinuity of Σ and then performing the trace,

as given in Eq. (9.18).

• Step 5 : In the final step, estimation of HQ momentum diffusion coefficients for various scenarios involving different

scale hierarchies by applying Γ in Eq. (9.16).

Finally we would like to mention that various studies have already been done for the computation of HQ momentum

diffusion coefficients in a hot magnetized medium, both within and beyond the static limit of the HQ, employing strong

and weak magnetic field approximations [279–283]. In the following sections we will discuss some recent results where

the HQ momentum diffusion coefficients have been studied in the most general scenario for any arbitrary values of the

external magnetic field and for both within and beyond the static limit of the HQ. The calculational details can be found

in Ref [79].

9.4. Key Observations

9.4.1. Within the static limit

To discuss the results considering the static limit of the HQ, we will directly quote the expressions from Ref. [79] :

κ
(s)
T =

∞∑
l=0

(−1)lπg2TM√
M2 + 2l|qfB|

∫
d3q

(2π)3
q2⊥e

−q2⊥/|qfB|


(

1
q (m

g
D)2 + δ(q3)

∑
f δm

2
D,f

)
(Ll(ξ

⊥
q )− Ll−1(ξ

⊥
q ))

2(q2 + (m′
D)2)2

 , (9.20)
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κ
(s)
L =

∞∑
l=0

(−1)l 2πg2TM√
M2 + 2l|qfB|

∫
d3q

(2π)3
q23e

−q2⊥/|qfB|

[
(mg

D)2(Ll(ξ
⊥
q )− Ll−1(ξ

⊥
q ))

2q(q2 + (m′
D)2)2

]
. (9.21)

Here Ll(ξ
⊥
q ) denotes the Laguerre polynomials with Landau level l and argument ξ⊥q =

2q2⊥
qfB

, q3 and q⊥ being the

longitudinal and transverse components of the exchange gluon momentum q. m′
D is the full magnetized medium modified

QCD Debye mass which consists of the pure glue part mg
D and the magnetic field modified correction δmD, given as

(m′
D)2 = (mg

D)2 +
∑
f

δm2
D,f , (9.22)

(mg
D)2 =

Ncg
2T 2

3
, (9.23)

δm2
D,f =

g2|qfB|
4π2T

∞∑
l=0

(2− δl,0)

∫
dk3 nF (1− nF ). (9.24)

From Eqs. (9.20) and (9.21), one can verify the results of the lowest Landau-level limit [279] by putting l = 0.

On the other hand, for the static limit result with vanishing magnetic field, there will be a single momentum diffusion

coefficient κ(s) which can be straightaway expressed as

κ(s) = 2πg2T

∫
d3q

(2π)3

[
q m2

D

2(q2 +m2
D)2

]
. (9.25)

An alternate procedure, where to get an estimate of the effects due to the external magnetic field, only the medium

modified Debye screening mass is modified, can be directly extended from eB = 0 result κ(s) as

κ
(s)′

T = πg2T

∫
d3q

(2π)3

[
q2⊥(m

′
D)2

2q(q2 + (m′
D)2)2

]
, (9.26)

κ
(s)′

L = 2πg2T

∫
d3q

(2π)3

[
q23(m

′
D)2

2q(q2 + (m′
D)2)2

]
. (9.27)

One can now notice the key differences between the two approaches by carefully comparing between Eqs. (9.26)-(9.27)

and Eqs. (9.20)-(9.21). The structural anisotropy induced by the magnetic field is not captured in Eqs.(9.26)-(9.27),

leading to similar values for κL and κT , contrary to the exact results (Eqs.(9.20)-(9.21)). This discrepancy arises because,

in the static limit, the quark loop contributions to κL vanish due to the δ(q3) factor, leaving only gluon scatterings as the

dominant contribution—an effect not accounted for when modifying the Debye mass alone. Moreover, the exact approach,

incorporating HQ propagator modifications, naturally introduces a Gaussian suppression, eliminating the need for a UV

cutoff. In contrast, the Debye mass approximation lacks this suppression, necessitating an ad-hoc cutoff q∗, discussed

earlier in section 9.3, which can be estimated via a fitting procedure, as done in Ref. [284]. Lastly, the Debye mass-based

expressions lack explicit HQ mass dependence, unlike the exact formulations that consider arbitrary Landau levels.

Figure 9.3 presents the observations from the HQ static limit results for the momentum diffusion coefficients. We

consider a relatively high temperature T = 0.4 GeV to remain within the HTL approximation. In the left panel we show

the variation of the ratio κ(s)L/T /κ
(s) with the external magnetic field in a magnetized medium. The plot shows that at

lower eB, both longitudinal (solid) and transverse (dashed) diffusion coefficients grow more rapidly compared to higher

eB. This effect is more pronounced for charm quarks (red), leading to a crossover between charm and bottom (blue)

curves. Throughout the range of eB, κL remains dominant over κT for both quark flavors.

The right panel compares the exact (κ) and Debye mass approximated (κ′) results. To ensure UV finiteness in κ′, we

adopt a similar form of q∗ as in Ref.[284], replacing g(T ) with the magnetized medium-modified g(T, eB) [225, 232, 285],

i.e., q∗ = 3.1Tg(T, eB)1/3. The same g(T, eB) is used for the magnetic field correction to the Debye mass [282]. The

right panel shows κ′/κ vs. eB, revealing a general trend: κ′ underestimates κ at high eB and overestimates it at low eB,

with more pronounced deviations for bottom quarks due to their larger mass (Mb = 4.18 GeV) vs. (Mc = 1.27 GeV).

Additionally, κ′T /κT remains consistently higher than κ′L/κL, aligning with the left panel results, where κL dominates
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Figure 9.3: Static limit results : (left panel) The magnetized medium modified exact results (κ) has been scaled with respect to the eB = 0

result (κ0), variation of which with respect to eB has been shown for longitudinal (solid lines) and transverse (dashed lines) HQ momentum

diffusion coefficients within the static limit of both charm (red curves) and bottom (blue curves) quarks. (right panel) Variation of the ratio

between the Debye mass approximated results (κ′) and the exact results (κ) with respect to eB has been shown for longitudinal (solid lines)

and transverse (dashed lines) HQ momentum diffusion coefficients within the static limit of both charm (red curves) and bottom (blue curves)

quarks.

κT . This dominance persists even without quark contributions, as the leading t-channel gluonic scatterings primarily

influence κL.

9.4.2. Beyond the static limit

The beyond-static limit results are obtained within the small energy transfer regime, maintaining the hierarchyM ≥ p≫ T

with p = 1 GeV and T = 0.4 GeV, ensuring consistency with the HTL approximation.

In the v⃗ q B⃗ case (left panel of Fig. 9.4), the variation of longitudinal and transverse momentum diffusion coefficients

with eB follows a trend similar to the static limit. For high eB, κL/T flattens, especially for charm quarks (red curves).

Interestingly, for charm quarks, κT (dashed) dominates over κL (solid) across all eB, consistent with Ref.[286]. For

bottom quarks (blue), κL initially exceeds κT but eventually undergoes a crossover at higher eB, reflecting the interplay

of M,T and eB, with bottom quarks requiring a larger eB for similar behavior.

The v⃗ ⊥ B⃗ case (right panel) has no eB = 0 counterpart, so we scale κj with T 3. Here, transverse components κ1

(solid) and κ2 (dashed) dominate over the longitudinal κ3 (dotted) for charm quarks (for bottom quarks, see Ref. [79])

with κ1 > κ2 due to the specific choice of p⊥ along the x direction. Unlike the previous case, no saturation occurs at high

eB; instead, diffusion coefficients increase more steeply with eB.

Overall, at low eB, the magnetic field impact is stronger when the HQ moves parallel to B with high momentum, but

it saturates at higher eB. Conversely, for perpendicular motion, the impact continues to grow with eB. The generality

of our approach allows exploration across all eB, though we focus on fixed temperatures due to HTL constraints. The

magnetic field’s effects are more pronounced when varying eB rather than T .

There are several open directions in HQ dynamics in a magnetized medium. Current studies, including the one

presented here, inherit limitations from the HTL approximation, such as assuming massless quarks in Landau levels, which
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Figure 9.4: v⃗ q B⃗ case (left panel) : Variation of the longitudinal (solid curves) and transverse (dashed curves) momentum diffusion coefficients

for charm (red curves) and bottom (blue curves) quarks with external magnetic field for T = 0.4 GeV.

v⃗ ⊥ B⃗ case (right panel) : Variation of the transverse components κ1 (solid curves), κ2 (dashed curves) and longitudinal component κ3 (dotted

curves) of the momentum diffusion coefficient for charm (right panel) quarks with external magnetic field for T = 0.4 GeV.

The magnetized momentum diffusion coefficients are scaled with respect to their eB = 0 counterparts. HQ momentum p is taken to be 1 GeV.

leads to a vanishing quark contribution to κL. While HTL ensures gauge-independent, analytic expressions, it imposes

strict scale constraints. A key challenge is computing hard scatterings in a magnetized medium to systematically remove

the UV cutoff q∗ [193, 194]. Additionally, the order-of-magnitude discrepancy between PQCD and LQCD predictions

of the HQ spatial diffusion coefficient (D) highlights the need for non-perturbative studies in a magnetized medium, an

avenue currently being explored. Our work also opens possibilities for studying HQ in-medium evolution via Langevin

transport (e.g.,[287]) and its impact on experimental observables like directed and elliptic flow of open heavy-flavor

mesons.

10. QCD Phase Diagram in the Presence of a Background Magnetic Field

One of the most important goals of the community studying QCD medium is to investigate and understand the QCD phase

diagram. The QCD medium can exist in presence of different extreme conditions and accordingly there are possibilities

of multi-faceted QCD phase diagrams. The phase diagram in the temperature (T ) and baryon chemical potential (µB)

plane is the most commonly known and finding out the existence of a potential critical point on this plane is one of the

major driving force for the QCD community. In the same spirit, we can think of a phase diagram in the presence of a

isospin chemical potential, magnetic field, angular momentum, current quark masses etc.

In this chapter, being a part of a review article on the magnetic field, we focus on the QCD phase diagram in the

presence of a background magnetic field. First, we will discuss the phase diagram in the T − eB plane at zero µB and

then we will review the recent development for nonzero µB . In the process, we will touch on the significant developments

of the field. The major focus will be on the theoretical advancement with the inclusion of important experimental results,

if any. From the theoretical side, the field is mostly guided by lattice QCD, which is complemented by other theoretical

methods such as effective QCD models, holographic QCD and functional methods. Here, we mention the major results

from the lattice QCD and the impacts of those results on the development of different effective models and holographic
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treatments of QCD.

10.1. A brief prelude

To understand a phase transition we can study the relevant order parameter. For example, the chiral condensate (σ =

⟨ψ̄ψ⟩1/3) is the order parameter for the chiral phase transition. A typical behaviour of σ as a function of T is depicted in

the right panel of Fig. 10.1, which shows a crossover for nonzero current quark mass. At zero or small T , the condensate

has a nonzero value signifying a phase with broken chiral symmetry. On the other hand, at higher T the condensate

approaches to smaller values (it will be exactly zero in the chiral limit), representing a chiral symmetric phase. The

crossover temperature (TCO) is generally calculated from the inflection point of the condensate found by taking the

temperature derivative. It is shown in the right panel, the peak represents the inflection point and the corresponding

temperature is the TCO. It can alternatively be calculated from the chiral susceptibility, estimated by taking the derivative

of the condensate with respect to the current quark mass. The TCO values mentioned in this article are calculated from

the inflection point unless stated otherwise.
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Figure 10.1: Left panel: typical temperature dependence of the chiral condensate at zero µ and zero eB. Right panel: the temperature

derivative of the condensate.

Such a condensate can be easily calculated using simple QCD-inspired effective models, such as Nambu–Jona-Lasinio

(NJL) model. A basic known form of the Lagrangian reads as

LNJL = ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ +
GS

2
[(ψ̄ψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5τ⃗ψ)

2], (10.1)

where, the first part is the Dirac kinetic term and the second term represents the interaction term. Spontaneous breaking

of the chiral symmetry can be implemented via the second term. Such an implementation can be easily achieved by using

the mean field approximation. After the chiral symmetry is spontaneously broken, the current quark mass (m) in the

original Lagrangian is replaced by the effective mass (M) through the relation

M = m−GS σ, (10.2)

which is also known as the gap equation. This brief discussion will be useful to understand the following discourse on the

fate of chiral symmetry in the presence of eB and the associated phase diagram.

10.2. Features of QCD in the T − eB plane

In this section, we review our existing knowledge on the features of QCD in the T − eB plane, i.e., in absence of zero µB .

This part is already well developed and we have acquired substantial amount of understanding.
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10.2.1. Phase diagrams in the T − eB plane: past and revised versions

Our present knowledge of the QCD phase diagram is shown in Fig. 10.2, in which the pseudocritical temperature or in

other words the crossover temperature, TCO is varied as a function of the magnetic field up to 1GeV2 of strength. This

is found using a lattice QCD calculation [42]. The red band is obtained from the inflection point of the renormalised

light quark chiral condensate, denoted as ūur+d̄dr. The renormalised condensate is introduced to eliminate additive and

multiplicative divergences arising in lattice QCD calculations, which can be considered artifacts of the method. On the

other hand, the blue band is procured from the strange quark number susceptibility, cs2, which however does not need

any renormalisation. Both bands show a feature of decreasing TCO as a function of eB. However, The major discussion

in this review will focus on the red band, i.e., the fate of the TCO for the light quark condensate.

Figure 10.2: QCD phase diagram in the T − eB plane with eB varied up to 1 GeV2. The figure is adopted from Ref. [42].

Such a decreasing feature is a recent discovery due to the lattice QCD calculations [42, 288]. Previously, we knew of

a phase diagram with an ever increasing TCO with increasing eB as shown in figure 10.3. Such an understanding was

first proponed by effective model calculations [289–291] and later on confirmed by lattice QCD calculation [292]. This

points to an important lesson that we should always be careful when accepting lattice QCD results as the final word.

Though it is a first principle calculation it comes with a lot of technical details and changing some of them could lead to

qualitatively different results.

As we proceed, we discuss why lattice QCD initially confirmed the phase diagram depicted in Fig 10.3, which was

later revised to Fig. 10.2. An obvious question is what happens if one increases the magnetic field further. Does the TCO

keep decreasing or does some nonmonotonicity arise? Does it always remain a crossover, or do we encounter a real phase

transition as the strength of eB increases further? Such questions will be addressed later in the chapter.
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Figure 10.3: Our old understanding of the phase diagram before the recent discovery made by the lattice QCD [42].
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10.2.2. Magnetic catalysis and inverse magnetic catalysis

In the presence of an external magnetic field another interesting feature arises along with the decreasing nature of the

TCO, which was previously not known. This particular feature concerns the behaviour of the chiral condensate in the

presence of a magnetic field as shown in Fig. 10.4. This was a discovery again made by the lattice QCD calculation [288].
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Figure 10.4: Left panel (adopted from Ref. [288]): change of the condensate as a function of eB for different values of the temperature. Right

panel (drawn using the data from the Ref. [288]): condensate average as a function of scaled temperature for different values of eB.

In the Fig. 10.4, we observe an interesting behaviour of the condensate around the crossover temperature. In the left

panel, which shows the change of the condensate, we notice the appearance of a hump like behaviour around the crossover

temperature from a monotonous increase at zero and temperature below TCO
23. Such an observation is analogous to the

left panel containing the temperature dependence of the condensate average. There we observe that around the TCO the

condensate average for the strongest value of eB attains the lowest strength. In other words, around TCO increasing the

strength of the external field decreases the strength of the condensate (in this case the average of the condensates). This

feature is termed as inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) effect24, contrasting the behavior at low or zero temperature, where

a stronger condensate is produced for a higher value of eB, a phenomenon known as magnetic catalysis (MC).

A typical plot of condensate featuring MC effect for all temperature range is shown in the Fig. 10.5. Before the

discovery in 2012 [288], we only knew about MC which prevailed for all temperature range and confirmed by all possible

theoretical studies including lattice QCD ones.

Figure 10.5: Effect of magnetic catalysis throughout the whole temperature range.

23It should be mentioned that, although it is not shown in the figure, there is again a monotonous increase in ∆Σ for T ≳ 190MeV.
24The term “IMC” was first introduced in the context of a dense holographic QCD calculation [293]. There, it was termed the phenomenon

of a decrease in the critical chemical potential for chiral symmetry restoration with increasing eB at zero or small temperature.
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It is to be clearly stated here that the definition of (I)MC solely relies on the behaviour of the condensate in the presence

of the magnetic field. The decreasing trend of TCO accompanyin the decreasing in condensates (increasing TCO with

increase in the condensates) should not be used as a marker for IMC (MC) effects. Many existing literature, erroneously,

use the characteristics of TCO to decide on the (I)MC effects. However, one can devise scenarios “to disentangle” this to

apparently interwoven phenomena, for example the chiral condensate increases with increasing magnetic field around the

crossover region (a cursor for MC effect) but the TCO still shows the decreasing trend [294–296]. We elaborate on this in

the next section.

10.2.3. Impacts of pion mass on the features of QCD in the T − eB plane

In the previous sections 10.2.1 and 10.2.2, we discussed some features of QCD and their revised versions. We discussed

two different QCD phase diagrams in the T − eB plane: older version (Fig. 10.3) and the revised version (Fig. 10.2).

We also described the MC effect (Fig. 10.5) and the novel phenomenon of IMC (Fig. 10.4). All these novel features are

discovered using lattice QCD, which also confirms the previous understanding initially estimated using effective QCD

models.

Figure 10.6: Effects of pion mass on the chiral condensate for three different values of them. The x-axis is for the temperature in MeV with

the quoted values given in the right most panel. This figure is adopted from the Ref. [294].

Then, an important question is what really changed between the two lattice QCD calculations that led to a qualitatively

different results. This question was first addressed in Ref. [294]. In Fig. 10.6, chiral condensate (y-axis) is ploted as a

function of temperature (x-axis) for three different values of pion mass (mπ) for different strengths of the magnetic field.

There, the inflection point of the condensate always moves to a lower temperature as we increase the magnetic field for

all three pion masses. This feature is consistently captured using three different values of the magnetic field including the

zero eB case. However, without explicitly calculating the inflection points, it is hard to be convinced just by looking at

the curves that the crossover temperature is indeed decreasing. It should to be noted that a higher mπ signifies a higher

current quark mass, m.

Figure 10.7: Chiral susceptibility for different values of the magnetic field at different pion masses. The x-axis represents the temperature with

the values in MeV as given in the right most panel (adopted from Ref. [294]).

The same feature is captured by the plots of chiral susceptibility in Fig. 10.7, which is another quantity occasionally
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utilised to signal the chiral transition. In this case, the decreasing trend of the crossover temperature is apparent. The

exact estimation of the trend is shown in Fig. 10.8. There, three different types of symbols represent three different pion

masses, with higher crossover temperatures corresponding to higher pion masses for a given value of eB.

Figure 10.8: Phase diagram for different values of pion masses (adopted from Ref. [294]).

Then, it leads to the original question we asked: “Why could lattice QCD [292] not previously find such a phase dia-

gram?” One major difference between Refs. [292] and [42] lies in their mass spectrum—the former incorporates unphysical

pion mass values, whereas the latter uses physical ones. However, the discrepancy occured due to the discretisation effects

and not due to the difference in the mass spectrum. This becomes evident from the exercise in the Ref. [297], where it

is shown that the TCO continues to be an increasing function of eB even for lighter than physical pion masses (quark

masses).

Moving to the second important question of non-observation of IMC effect in earlier lattice QCD studies, the important

observation from Fig. 10.6 is that the IMC effect present for the lowest value of mπ in (left panel) appears to diminish

with increasing pion mass and certainly goes away at the highest value (right panel) of it. However, it cannot be stated

with certainty on the status of the IMC effect for some values of mπ, for example, mπ = 440MeV.

Figure 10.9: Impacts of the pion mass on the condensate difference at B ̸= 0 and B = 0. The temperature is represented in the x-axis in MeV

as given in the right most panel (adopted from Ref. [294]).

To be decisive about the elimination of IMC effect, difference between the condensate at eB ̸= 0 and eB = 0 is plotted

as a function of temperature in Fig. 10.9. There, the negative value of the condensate difference signifies the presence of

the IMC effect. It is obvious that for mπ = 343 and 440MeV, the IMC effect appears around TCO, whereas it is completely

eliminated for mπ = 664MeV. One can further estimate the mπ-value or for that matter the value of m beyond which

the IMC effect disappears. This is calculated in Ref. [295] for a single value of the magnetic field, eB = 0.6GeV2. The

pion mass value is found to be 497(4)MeV which corresponds to the current quark mass equals to 14.07(55)MeV.

From the above discussion, it is obvious that the decreasing behaviour of TCO and the IMC effect are not necessarily

strictly connected. There exist scenarios, for example higher unphysical pion mass, for which the latter disappears

155



but the former persists. Thus, it is not proper to term the decreasing behaviour of TCO as the IMC effect, which is

occasionally used in the literature. Apart from the lexical issue, the discussion also raises the question whether the IMC

effect is the driving force behind the decrease in TCO. We can safely say that it is not strictly necessary, however it is

difficult to say anything conclusive because of our poor knowledge on the connection between the chiral dynamics and

the deconfiment dynamics. If some other phenomena, such as those related to the influence of the magnetic field on the

confining properties, turn out to be the driving force behind the decreasing behaviour of TCO the IMC effect would be a

secondary phenomenon.

10.2.4. What happens when the magnetic field is increased further?

If one has a closer look at the right panel of Fig. 10.4 or at the Fig. 10.6 it is apparent that with the increase of the

magnetic field the chiral crossover becomes sharper. Thus, it is intriguing to ask what happens if we increase the magnetic

field further. From the two above-mentioned figures it seems that at some certain high enough value of the magnetic

field the crossover turns into a real phase transition. In fact, such a question was previously indulged in Refs. [292] with

some preliminary evidence for a first order phase transition. With a crossover ending on a first order phase transition,

there arise a possibility of finding a critical point. This possibility was argued in Ref. [298] and later explored in details

in Ref. [299], however for the deconfinement transition.

Figure 10.10: Condensate average as a function of temperature for three different values of the magnetic field. (taken from Ref. [299]).

Ref. [299], also looked into the chiral transition for higher magnetic field values than previously tested. The highest

value that it explored is 3.25GeV2, which is more than three times than previously examined [288]. The condensate

average for such eB-values is displayed in Fig. 10.10. For the highest eB-value the crossover becomes much sharper,

however it continues to be a crossover. This has been further analysed in the article [299] by looking at the peak width

of the chiral susceptibility, which keeps on shrinking with increasing magnetic field.

In Ref. [300], the strongest magnetic field explored is almost three times the highest value in Ref. [299]. The authors

tested two eB-values, 4 and 9 GeV2 and calculated the sum of the light quark condensates divided by their values at

T = 0, which is shown in Fig. 10.11. By comparing the two panels one notices a significant strengthening of the transition.

At the larger value the transition seems to become first order with a large gap in the condensate. This is further examined

in the same article [300] by looking at the strange quark number susceptibility. It has a jump for eB = 9GeV2 at the

same temperature for which the condensate possesses a large gap suggesting a strong first order phase transition.
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Figure 10.11: The sum of the light quark condensates is plotted for two eB-values at three different lattice spacings with different lattice sizes.

(taken from Ref. [300]).

10.3. What we learnt from effective models?

In this section, we will look into the QCD matter in the T − eB plane mostly from an effective model perspective. Our

goal is to cover the major developments in the field. In the process, we will learn how effective model treatments of

QCD matter under an external magnetic field enhance our understanding of the models’ working principles. There are

different effective model treatments of the subject matter: NJl model [291, 301–304], quark-meson model [305, 306], MIT

bag model [307, 308], Polyakov loop extended models [309, 310] etc. Here, we will focus mainly on the NJL model. We

will discuss results for both its local and nonlocals avatars.

We already described in the previous section that all our revised understanding of the magnetised QCD matter is

primarily due to the lattice QCD. The novel features are not automatically captured within the regime of most of the

effective model descriptions. However, some of them, when utilised appropriately, can capture the new features at least

qualitatively.

10.3.1. Local NJL model

We have written down the basic Lagrangian for the NJL model in Eq. (10.1). It cosists of the quarks as the sole degrees

of freedom and the gluons are integrated out. Depending on the construction of the current the model can be divided into

two versions: local or nonlocal. First, we briefly discuss the working principle of local NJL model. However, we do not

explicitly present any results, as this section is mainly intended to aid in understanding and appreciating the discussion

on the nonlocal NJL model. A typical local four-point interaction arising from the interaction term in Eq. (10.1) is drawn

in Fig. 10.12. As shown, in a local four point interaction, the four fermionic fields interact at the same spacetime point.

Mathematically these models are characterised by the construction of the currents. A typical example of a local current

Figure 10.12: Local four point interaction.

is

ja(x) = ψ̄(x)Γaψ(x), (10.3)
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where, Γa can assume different matrix form depending on the Dirac bilinears under consideration. The calculation in a

local NJL model is simple yet qualitatively robust in numerous occasions. A major issue with such models is that they are

non-renormalisable and require a regularisation scheme to have any meaningful results. There are multiple regularisation

schemes, and the results can depend on the choice of regularisation, although they mostly remain qualitatively similar.

However, this is not the case in the presence of an external magnetic field, and the results can even vary qualitatively

from one scheme to another [311]. Among all the schemes, the three momentum cut-off is the most popular because of

its simple working principle.

Before the novel findings by the lattice QCD [42, 288]: the decreasing TCO with eB and the IMC effect, the NJL

model including other models always found an increasing crossover temperature and MC effect. The new findings posed

new challenges to an otherwise successful model. It turns out that the NJL model (at least the local version) cannot

capture such novel features and needs to be tweaked.

These local models contain a coupling constant that remain constant for all ranges of the external parameters such

as T , µB , eB etc. On the other hand, in QCD, the running of the coupling constant is an important feature for which

the gluons play a crucial roles. As discussed at the end of the previos section, the gluons, through the sea quarks,

play an important role for these newly found features. Thus, the model employed a trick and introduced a T and eB

dependent coupling constant which enabled them to successfully reproduce the newly obtained features. There are two

major examples—a) only an eB-dependent coupling constant [303] and b) the coupling constant depends both on T and

eB [304]. The forms are as

GS(ξ) =G
0
S

1 + aξ2 + bξ3

1 + cξ2 + dξ4
and (10.4)

GS(eB, T ) =c(eB)
(
1− 1

1 + eβ(eB)(Ta(eB)−T )

)
+ γ(eB), (10.5)

respectively.

10.3.2. Nonlocal NJL model

Figure 10.13: Nonlocal four point interaction.

On the other hand, when the interaction does not take place at the same spacetime point and is mediated through a

form factor, it is termed as a nonlocal interaction as shown in Fig. 10.13. Using such a form factor Ref. [312] have been

successfully reproduced the QCD phase diagram as given in Fig. 10.14. The grey band is the result from lattice QCD [42].

11. Summary and Outlook

In this review, we have introduced the key aspects of thermal field theory in the presence of a background magnetic

field, focusing on its theoretical foundations and selected applications to the thermo-magnetic QCD plasma produced in
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Figure 10.14: Phase diagram in nonlocal NJL model. The figure is taken from Ref. [312].

heavy-ion collisions. For brevity, our discussion has been confined to systems in thermal equilibrium. Specifically, we

examined both bulk thermodynamic properties and real-time observables, exploring the dynamics of the thermo-magnetic

QCD medium as it pertains to heavy-ion physics. We began by discussing the generation of magnetic fields in various

contexts, including a single charge moving at constant velocity, heavy-ion collisions without medium formation, and those

involving static and expanding media.

In Section 2, we examined how the Dirac equation and the energy levels of fermions are altered in the presence of

a magnetic field. In Section 3, we analyzed the modifications to the free propagators of a charged scalar and a fermion

in a background magnetic field. Additionally, we derived the free fermion propagator in both the strong and weak field

approximations.

In section 4, we provided a concise overview of field theory in a thermal background, covering both the imaginary-

time and real-time formalisms. We demonstrated how frequency summations in the imaginary-time formalism can be

performed using contour integration and the Saclay method. Additionally, we discussed the connection between functional

integration and the partition function. The modifications to the general structure of two-point functions in a thermal

background were briefly outlined. We also addressed the subtleties that arise at finite temperature, including scale

separations, and highlighted the limitations of bare perturbation theory at finite temperature with illustrative examples.

In Section 5, we developed the formalism of thermal field theory in the presence of a background magnetic field. We

derived the most general structures of two-point functions, specifically the self-energy and propagator, for both fermions

and gauge bosons in a thermo-magnetic medium. The need for strong and weak field approximations in calculating

various physical quantities was then discussed, along with the scale hierarchies relevant in the weak field approximation.

We further analyzed the dispersion relations and collective behaviour of quarks and gluons by examining their two-point

functions in a thermo-magnetic QCD medium.

The collective excitations of quarks in this nontrivial background were analyzed for timelike momenta within the

weak-field and HTL approximations, specifically in the domain m2
th(∼ g2T 2) < |qfB| < T 2. It was observed that the

left- and right-handed modes, which are degenerate and symmetric in the absence of a magnetic field, become separated

and asymmetric in its presence. We also studied how the effective propagator in a hot magnetized medium transforms

under certain discrete symmetries and examined the implications of these transformations on the collective fermion modes

in Landau levels. Additionally, we derived the Dirac spinors corresponding to various collective modes by solving the

Dirac equation with the effective two-point function. The solutions of the propagator in the strong field approximation

reveal four distinct modes. However, in the LLL approximation, only two modes are permitted: one corresponding to

a positively charged fermion with spin up, and the other to a negatively charged fermion with spin down. In the LLL
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approximation, the transverse momentum of the fermion vanishes, effectively reducing the dynamics of the system to two

dimensions. We also note that the reflection symmetry is broken in the presence of a magnetic field.

Gluons are influenced by the presence of a magnetic field indirectly through the quark loop contribution to the gluon

two-point functions. Using the effective two-point functions, we analyzed the collective behaviour of gluons in a hot

magnetized medium. In the strong field approximation, three distinct modes emerge, which, in the limiting case of a

propagation angle π/2, converge to the thermal modes or HTL modes. Similarly, in the weak field approximation, three

distinct modes are observed: one magnetized plasmon and two transverse modes. In the zero magnetic field limit three

disperson modes reduce two HTL mode in thermal medium containing plasmon and degenerate transverse mode. The

corresponding results for photons can be directly derived from this calculation.

The Debye screening mass was obtained for an arbitrary magnetic field, and its reduction to the strong and weak field

limits was demonstrated. We also discussed in detail the modifications to the QCD Debye mass, which depends on three

scales: the thermal quark mass, the magnetic field scale, and the strong coupling constant. These modifications reflect

the interplay between thermal effects and the external magnetic field, significantly altering the screening properties of the

medium in different regimes. Additionally, we briefly discussed the role of strong coupling and various renormalization

scales. Finally, we computed the quark-gluon three-point function and the two quark-two gluon four-point function.

In section 6 we developed a systematic framework based on the general structure of two-point functions for fermions

and gauge bosons to compute the QCD free energy and pressure in complex environments, specifically considering both

a heat bath and an external magnetic field simultaneously. This framework was applied to the scenario of a weakly and

a strongly magnetized heat bath within the HTL approximation. The total pressure of the magnetized, hot, and dense

deconfined QCD matter is composed of three contributions: (a) the quark contribution, (b) the gluonic contribution,

and (c) the tree-level free energy from the constant magnetic field. The external magnetic field impacts the effective

two-point functions (self-energy and propagator) of both fermions and gluons. While gluons are electrically neutral,

they are significantly influenced by the magnetic field indirectly through quark loops, as the quark propagators are

modified by the background magnetic field. Additionally, we incorporated a strong coupling constant that evolves with

both the renormalization scale and the magnetic field strength. We analyzed the sensitivity of the pressure and other

thermodynamic quantities to various scales, including the renormalization scale and magnetic field strength. The results

exhibit a notable dependence on the renormalization scale, producing a band when its value is varied by a factor of two.

The divergences encountered in free energy were addressed by redefining the magnetic field in the tree-level free energy

term, introducing an HTL counterterm and MS renormalization scheme.

The weak field pressure is significantly influenced at low temperatures (T < 0.8 GeV), beyond which the HTL result

becomes dominant. Through a high-temperature expansion, we obtained finite results that are entirely analytic and

gauge-independent but exhibit dependence on the renormalization scale and magnetic field strength. These results were

further validated by comparison with numerically evaluated full results, confirming the reliability and applicability of

the high-temperature expansion approach. The sensitivity to the magnetic field is pronounced at low temperatures but

becomes negligible at high temperatures.

In the strong field approximation, it is assumed that quarks are confined to the Lowest Landau Level. Within this

framework, the hard and soft contributions to the quark-gluon free energy were calculated using the one-loop HTL

approximation. The presence of a strong magnetic field imparts a paramagnetic nature to the hot QCD matter, resulting

in anisotropy in the system. This anisotropy gives rise to different pressures in the directions parallel and perpendicular to
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the magnetic field. By evaluating the system’s magnetization, both the longitudinal pressure (aligned with the magnetic

field) and the transverse pressure (orthogonal to the magnetic field) were derived in a fully analytic manner.

The derived free energy was utilized to compute key thermodynamic properties, including quark number susceptibility

and chiral susceptibility. Additionally, the calculated pressure can contribute to magnetohydrodynamic models and

provide insights into the elliptic flow behavior of hot and dense deconfined QCD matter generated in heavy-ion collisions.

Additionally, we highlighted a general limitation of one-loop HTL perturbation theory, which introduces overcounting of

certain contributions. To address this issue, extending the calculation to higher loop orders is necessary.

In section 7 we computed the soft contribution to the damping rate of a hard photon in a weakly magnetized QED

medium, considering the momentum of one fermion in the loop as soft. In the presence of a weak magnetic field, the

two degenerate transverse photon modes in a thermal medium are damped in a similar manner. The difference between

the two transverse modes is minimal due to the weak field approximation. The soft contribution to the damping rate in

the thermo-magnetic medium is found to be smaller than that in the purely thermal medium. When the magnetic field

is turned off, the damping modes in the thermo-magnetic medium revert to their thermal counterparts. The influence

of the magnetic field is most significant at low temperatures and low photon momenta. The damping rate for a hard

photon in a QED medium with a soft contribution is found to be around 10−6 GeV. In a medium with a temperature of

approximately 0.5 GeV and a background magnetic field of 0.005 GeV2, this corresponds to a photon mean free path of

just a few angstroms. However, when the analysis is applied to relativistic heavy-ion collisions, the photon’s mean free

path extends to several hundred femtometers. This significant difference confirms that photons, with their long mean

free path compared to the fireball size, can act as reliable and direct probes of the medium created in such collisions.

The damping rate is found to exhibit dependence on the separation scale Λ. To eliminate this dependence, the hard

contribution must be combined with the soft contribution. The hard contribution to the photon damping rate arises at

the two-loop level, involving hard particles in the loop with momenta comparable to or greater than the temperature.

Calculating this contribution is a highly complex task and an open problem.

We also discussed a general expression for the fermion self-energy in a hot and strongly magnetized plasma using the

Landau-level representation. At leading order, the one-loop self-energy is characterized by three velocity functions and

two mass functions. The velocity functions consist of a spin-split pair of parallel components and a single perpendicular

component. The two mass functions correspond to the spin-split states within each Landau level. As shown, all five

functions exhibit a nontrivial dependence on the Landau-level index n and the longitudinal momentum pz. The Landau-

level-dependent fermion damping rates are calculated, using the imaginary parts of the self-energy functions. To achieve

this, one employed two distinct methods. One approach utilized the general framework, which we adapted to accommodate

the quantized nature of the Landau-level states in a hot plasma subjected to a magnetic field. This required modifying the

method to correctly incorporate the quantum numbers associated with the Landau levels. As anticipated, the resulting

damping rates are expressed in terms of the imaginary parts of the spin-averaged velocity and mass functions. The second

approach to determine the damping rates involved identifying the poles of the full propagator. This method demonstrated

that radiative corrections break the two-spin degeneracy of the Landau-level states. By calculating the imaginary parts

of the particle energies, we derived the damping rates for the spin-split states, γ(±)
n (pz). Interestingly, the spin-averaged

damping rate, γ(ave)n = (γ
(+)
n + γ

(−)
n )/2, was found to be identical to the result obtained using first method. Given the

relatively small effect of spin splitting on the damping rates, the first method provides a reliable and efficient alternative

for most practical purposes.
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In section 8 we analyzed the electromagnetic spectral function by calculating the one-loop photon polarization tensor

with quarks in the loop, focusing on the strong-field regime where the magnetic field dominates over the thermal scale. In

this regime, the LLL behaves as an effectively (1 + 1)-dimensional system, creating a kinematic threshold determined by

the quark mass. Once this threshold is exceeded, the photon begins to interact with the LLL. The spectral function starts

with a high value due to the dimensional reduction but decreases with increasing photon energy, reflecting the dynamics

of the LLL under a strong magnetic field. Additionally, we derived the dilepton production rates in this environment. For

dileptons generated at the edge of the hot magnetized medium, where the magnetic field has no direct effect on the lepton

pair, the rates are computed accordingly. In contrast, for dileptons produced inside the medium, where the magnetic field

influences their dynamics, the production rate scales as O(|eB|2). This scenario also introduces a kinematic threshold

tied to the lepton mass, further modifying the production rate.

We have also computed the hard dilepton production rate from a weakly magnetized deconfined QCD medium using

one-loop photon self-energy within HTL approximation, considering one hard quark and one thermomagnetic resummed

quark propagator in the loop. With the presence of the magnetic field, the resummed propagator results in four quasi-

particle modes. The production of a hard dilepton involves rates where each of the four quasiquarks, coming from the

poles of the propagator, annihilates individually with a hard quark from a bare propagator in the loop. Alongside these,

there are contributions from a mixture of pole and Landau cut parts. In the weak field approximation, the magnetic field

acts as a perturbative correction to the thermal contribution. Due to the complexity of the calculation, we focused on

obtaining the rate up to first order in the magnetic field, O(|eB|) . This results in a minor enhancement compared to the

rate in the absence of a magnetic field.

We have further examined the crucial quantity of lepton pair production from a hot and dense QCD medium in the

presence of an arbitrary external magnetic field, considering both the parallel (along the direction of the external field)

and perpendicular (transverse to the external field) components of the dilepton momentum. Unlike the scenario with no

magnetic field (the so-called Born rate) or the rate approximated by the Lowest Landau Level, where only the annihilation

process contributes, here we observe additional contributions from quark and antiquark decay processes. The results show

a significant enhancement in lepton pair production due to the presence of an arbitrary magnetic field. We decompose

the total rate into different physical processes and analyze their behaviours for both zero and nonzero baryon density

conditions.

Section 9 focuses on the transport properties of heavy quarks (HQs) in a magnetized medium, specifically examining

their momentum diffusion coefficients. These coefficients play a crucial role in the theoretical framework describing HQ

dynamics, and their formulation must be appropriately modified in the presence of an external magnetic field. In this

section, we discuss these modifications, which arise from the HQ scattering rate, primarily considering the dominant

t-channel gluon exchange in 2 ↔ 2 scatterings, where light quarks and gluons randomly impart momentum to HQs within

the medium.

We have systematically outlined the necessary steps to compute the HQ scattering rate and, consequently, the momen-

tum diffusion coefficients in the most general case, where the HQ possesses finite momentum and the external magnetic

field can take any arbitrary value. A key aspect of our approach is the use of a resummed gluon propagator to evaluate

the one-loop effective HQ self-energy, particularly in handling the soft contribution to the HQ scattering rate, i.e., when

the exchanged gluon carries soft momentum (∼ gT ). Notably, the hard scattering of HQs in a hot, magnetized medium

remains unexplored in the existing literature but presents a promising direction for future investigations, as highlighted
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in section 9.

Additionally, we have presented and analyzed the results of HQ momentum diffusion coefficients in an arbitrarily

magnetized medium, considering both the static limit and the case of finite HQ momentum. In both scenarios, we observe

a similar dependence on eB: the diffusion coefficients increase sharply at lower values of eB but tend to saturate at higher

eB (more significantly for charm quarks). However, a contrasting trend emerges when the HQ moves perpendicular to the

external magnetic field, where increasing eB leads to more pronounced changes in the momentum diffusion coefficients.

In the static limit, the longitudinal diffusion coefficient – driven by soft gluon scattering, which dominates the t-channel

at leading order in strong coupling – exceeds the transverse diffusion coefficient. This behavior reverses when moving

beyond the static limit. Our results effectively capture the interplay between various physical scales, including the heavy

quark mass (M), momentum (p), magnetic field strength (eB), and temperature (T ).

In section 10, we reviewed some of the novel features of QCD that have been recently observed in the presence of

an external magnetic field particularly in the T − eB plane. All such new phenomena have been discovered primarily

by lattice QCD, a first principle numerical technique. We focus on two important phenomena—the decreasing nature of

the chiral crossover temperature (TCO) as a function of eB and the decrease of the chiral condensate with the increase

of eB around the crossover region, termed as the inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) effect. We reviewed the topics by

drawing a comparison with our previous understanding of the subject matter. We knew of a TCO that increases and a

chiral condensate that strengthens with the increase of eB. The latter is known as the magnetic catalysis (MC).

The increasing TCO and the MC effect were first discussed in effective QCD model calculations. Later, the same

properties were also found in lattice QCD calculation. However, in 2011 – 2012, with further improvements in lattice QCD

calculations (such as improved discretisation and calculations at the physical pion mass, made feasible by better numerical

techniques and cost-effective, powerful machines), novel features were discovered. We retraced back the development and

discussed the reason of such discrepancies in lattice QCD calculations. The unimproved lattice discretisation caused TCO

to increase with eB, but with improved lattice discretisation, it later exhibited the decreasing trend.

On the other hand, the value of the pion mass or the current quark mass is found to be responsible for (non)observation

of the IMC effect. The IMC effect is observed for physical pion mass (quark mass) and with the increase of the pion mass

it starts diminishing and at a certain value it is eliminated. Lattice QCD estimated this value to be 497(4)MeV which

corresponds to the current quark mass equals to 14.07(55)MeV. However, with increasing pion mass the decreasing

behaviour of TCO sustains, providing a strong hint that the decreasing TCO and the IMC effect need not be strictly

connected. It answers the question of whether the IMC effect is the driving force behind the decrease in TCO. We can

safely say that it is not strictly necessary, however it is difficult to say anything conclusive because of our poor knowledge

on the connection between the chiral dynamics and the deconfiment dynamics. We concluded this part by discussing the

nature of the chiral phase transition for extremely high magnetic field. Lattice QCD has provided strong evidence that

the crossover turns into a first order phase transition. This happens between the eB-values of 4 and 9 GeV2. Thus, there

is strong possibility of finding a critical point in the T − eB plane.
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A. Appendix

Solution of the Modified Dirac equation at Lowest Landau Level (LLL)

At LLL, l → 0 ⇒ p⊥ = 0 and the effective Dirac equation becomes(
P+/L+ P− /R

)
U = 0 0 R0 − σ3Rz

L0 + σ3Lz 0

U = 0, (A.1)

where U =

ψL

ψR

 with ψL(R) are 2× 1 blocks. Now, the condition for the non-trivial solution to exist is given as

det

 0 R0 − σ3Rz

L0 + σ3Lz 0

 = 0

[
(R0)

2 − (Rz)
2
] [
(L0)

2 − (Lz)
2
]
= 0

or, R0 = ±Rz , L0 = ±Lz, (A.2)

• Case-I: For R0 = Rz one can write (A.1) as
0 0 0 0

0 0 0 2Rz

L0 + Lz 0 0 0

0 L0 − Lz 0 0

 .


ψ
(1)
L

ψ
(2)
L

ψ
(1)
R

ψ
(2)
R

 = 0, (A.3)

which leads to the following conditions:

2Rz ψ
(2)
R = 0,

(L0 + Lz)ψ
(1)
L = 0,

(L0 − Lz)ψ
(2)
L = 0,

ψ
(1)
R = Arbitrary. (A.4)

For normalisation, we choose only non-zero component, psi(1)R = 1 which leads to

U
(+)
R =


0

0

1

0

 . (A.5)
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Now, for R0 = −Rz , similarly one can obtain as

U
(−)
R =


0

0

0

1

 . (A.6)

• Case-II: For L0 = Lz , one gets

U
(+)
L =


0

1

0

0

 , (A.7)

whereas for L0 = −Lz , one finds

U
(−)
L =


1

0

0

0

 . (A.8)

B. Appendix

Analytical Solution of the Dispersion Relations and the Effective Mass in LLL

The dispersion relations at LLL can be written from the equations (5.21a) and (5.21b) as

L2
LLL = (Ap0 + B+)

2 − (Apz + c′)
2
= L2

0 − L2
z = 0 , (B.1a)

R2
LLL = (Ap0 + B−)

2 − (Apz − c′)
2
= R2

0 −R2
z = 0 , (B.1b)

each of which leads to two modes, respectively, as

L0 = ±Lz

Ap0 + B+ = ± (Apz + c′) , (B.2a)

and

R0 = ±Rz

Ap0 + B− = ± (Apz − c′) . (B.3a)

Below we try to get approximate analytical solution of these equations at small and high pz limits.

B.1. Low pz limit

In the low pz region, one needs to expand a(p0, |pz|), b(p0, |pz|), b′(p0, 0, pz) and c′(p0, |pz|) defined in (5.61a), (5.61b),

(5.70a) and (5.70b), respectively, which depend on Legendre function of second kind Q0(x) and Q1(x) as given in equations

(5.62a) and (5.62b), respectively. The Legendre function Q0 and structure coefficients are expanded in powers of
|pz|
p0

as

Q0

(
p0
|pz|

)
=

|pz|
p0

+
1

3

|pz|3
p30

+
1

5

|pz|5
p50

+ · · · (B.4a)

a(p0, |pz|) = −m
2
th

p20

(
1

3
+

1

5

|pz|2
p20

+ · · ·
)
, (B.4b)

b(p0, |pz|) = −2
m2

th

p0

(
1

3
+

1

15

|pz|2
p20

+ · · ·
)
, (B.4c)
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b′(p0, 0, pz) = 4 g2 CF M
2(T,m, qB) pz

(
1

3 p20
+

|pz|2
5 p40

+ · · ·
)
, (B.4d)

c′(p0, |pz|) = 4 g2 CF M
2(T,m, qB)

(
1

p0
+

|pz|2
p30

+ · · ·
)
. (B.4e)

Now retaining the terms that are upto the order of pz in (B.4b), (B.4c), (B.4d), (B.4e), we obtain the following expressions

for the dispersion relation of various modes:

1. L0 = Lz leads to a mode L(+) as

ωL(+)(pz) = m∗+
LLL +

1

3
pz . (B.5)

2. L0 = −Lz leads to a mode L(−) as

ωL(−)(pz) = m∗−
LLL − 1

3
pz . (B.6)

3. R0 = Rz leads to a mode R(+) as

ωR(+)(pz) = m∗−
LLL +

1

3
pz . (B.7)

4. R0 = −Rz leads to a mode R(−) as

ωR(−)(pz) = m∗+
LLL − 1

3
pz . (B.8)

where the effective masses of various modes are given as

m∗±
LLL =



√
m2

th + 4g2CFM2(T,M, qfB), for L(+) &R(−),

√
m2

th − 4g2CFM2(T,M, qfB), for R(+) &L(−).

(B.9)

B.2. High pz limit

We note that pz can be written as

pz =

|pz|, for pz > 0

−|pz|. for pz < 0

In high pz limit, we obtain

(i)

[1 + a(p0, |pz|)] (p0 − pz) + b(p0, |pz|) =

p0 − |pz| − m2
th

|pz| , for pz > 0

2 |pz|+ m2
th

|pz| −
m2

th

|pz| ln
(

2 |pz|
p0−|pz|

)
, for pz < 0

(B.10)

(ii)

[1 + a(p0, |pz|)] (p0 + pz) + b(p0, |pz|) =

2 |pz|+ m2
th

|pz| −
m2

th

|pz| ln
(

2 |pz|
p0−|pz|

)
, for pz > 0

p0 − |pz| − m2
th

|pz| , for pz < 0

(B.11)

(iii)

b′(p0, 0, pz) + c′(p0, |pz|) =


4g2CFM2

|pz| ln
(

2|pz|
p0−|pz|

)
− 4g2CFM2

|pz| , for pz > 0

4g2CFM2

|pz| for pz < 0

(B.12)

(iv)

b′(p0, 0, pz)− c′(p0, |pz|) =

− 4g2CFM2

|pz| for pz > 0

− 4g2CFM2

|pz| ln
(

2|pz|
p0−|pz|

)
+ 4g2CFM2

|pz| . for pz < 0

(B.13)

166



1. L0 = Lz leads to a mode L(+):

For pz > 0,

ωL(+)(pz) = |pz|+
(m∗+

LLL)
2

|pz|
. (B.14)

For pz < 0,

ωL(+)(pz) = |pz|+
2 |pz|
e

exp

(
− 2 p2z
(m∗+

LLL)2

)
. (B.15)

2. L0 = −Lz leads to a mode L(−):

For pz > 0,

ωL(−)(pz) = |pz|+
2 |pz|
e

exp

(
− 2 p2z
(m∗−

LLL)2

)
. (B.16)

For pz < 0,

ωL(−)(pz) = |pz|+
(m∗−

LLL)
2

|pz|
. (B.17)

3. R0 = Rz leads to a mode R(+):

For pz > 0,

ωR(+)(pz) = |pz|+
(m∗−

LLL)
2

|pz|
. (B.18)

For pz < 0,

ωR(+)(pz) = |pz|+
2 |pz|
e

exp

(
− 2 p2z
(m∗−

LLL)2

)
. (B.19)

4. R0 = −Rz leads to a mode R(−):

For pz > 0,

ωR(−)(pz) = |pz|+
2 |pz|
e

exp

(
− 2 p2z
(m∗+

LLL)2

)
. (B.20)

For pz < 0,

ωR(−)(pz) = |pz|+
(m∗+

LLL)
2

|pz|
. (B.21)

Note that In the high momentum limit the above dispersion relations are given in terms of absolute values of pz, i.e. |pz|.
We further note that the above dispersion relations in the absence of the magnetic field reduce to HTL results, where

left and right handed are degenerate.
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