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We investigate the impact of the magnetic field generated by colliding nuclei on heavy quark-antiquark
interactions and heavy quark dynamics in the quark-gluon plasma (QGP). By means of the hard-thermal-
loop resummation technique combined with dimension-two gluon condensates, the static heavy quark
potential and heavy quark momentum diffusion coefficient, which incorporate both perturbative and
nonperturbative interactions between heavy quarks and the QGP medium, are computed beyond the lowest
Landau level approximation. We find that the imaginary part of the heavy quark potential in the magnetic
field exhibits significant anisotropy. Specifically, the absolute value of the imaginary part is larger when the
quark-antiquark separation is aligned perpendicular to the magnetic field direction, compared to when it is
aligned parallel to the magnetic field direction. The heavy quark momentum diffusion coefficient in the
magnetized QGP medium also becomes anisotropic. As the temperature rises, the influence of higher
Landau levels becomes increasingly significant, resulting in a decrease in the anisotropy ratio of the heavy
quark momentum diffusion coefficient to values even below 1. At sufficiently high temperatures, this ratio
ultimately approaches 1. The nonperturbative interactions are indispensable for understanding heavy quark
dynamics in the low-temperature region. We also study the response of viscous quark matter to the
magnetic field and explore its implications for heavy quark potential, thermal decay widths of quarkonium
states, as well as heavy quark momentum diffusion coefficient.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the past two decades, heavy-ion collision (HIC)
experiments at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) have
provided convincing evidence to reveal that a deconfined
state of quarks and gluons—quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
described by quantum chromodynamics (QCD)—can be
generated at high temperatures [1-3]. During these heavy-
ion collisions, the strong transient magnetic field also can
be generated in the direction perpendicular to the reaction
plane due to the relativistic motion of the positively charged
colliding heavy ions. The estimated value of the field

strength in the primary stage (< 0.5 fm) can reach eB ~ m2
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in Au + Au collisions at the RHIC energies and eB ~ 15m2
in Pb 4 Pb collisions at the LHC energies [4-9], where m,,
is pion mass. The existence of such intense magnetic fields
in HICs opens a new frontier of high-energy physics and
induces novel quantum transport phenomena like the chiral
magnetic effect [9-11].

Heavy quarks, which are produced from the early stage
of HICs via hard scattering processes and are difficult to
thermalize, can offer valuable insights into the properties of
the medium they cross [12,13]. Since the formation times
of heavy quarks are comparable to the timescale of the
maximum magnetic field, heavy quarks propagating
through the QCD medium are profoundly influenced by
the magnetic field, which will be inherited by the final
heavy-flavor hadrons. The difference in the directed flow
v, between open charm mesons D° and D°, arising from
the competing Faraday and Hall effects caused by the
decreasing magnetic field, can serve as a direct probe of the
initial electromagnetic (EM) field created in HICs.
Theoretical predictions based on the Langevin transport
equation within the relativistic hydrodynamics [14,15] have
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indicated that the »; of open charm mesons is larger than
that of charged light hadrons, and Av, = v;(D°) — v,(D°)
is nonzero, which is also confirmed by the STAR exper-
imental results at RHIC [16]. However, at LHC energies,
the Langevin transport model coupled to the hydrodynam-
ics model [14] with a constant electrical conductivity
extracted from lattice QCD calculation [17,18] predicts a
qualitative behavior of Ay, opposite to the experimental
result [19]. Recently, the authors of Ref. [20] have adopted
the EM field evolution model from Ref. [21] instead of the
direct solution of the Maxwell equation with a constant
electric conductivity to enhance the effect of Lorentz force
relative to Coulomb force, thereby obtaining qualitative
results consistent with the experimental results at LHC.
Even so, there are many aspects to improve the theoretical
calculation. On the one hand, the (viscous) hydrodynamic
model coupled with the dynamical electromagnetic fields,
such as the relativistic magnetohydrodynamics (RMHD)
[22-25], is anticipated to provide a proper description of
the dynamical evolution of the created magnetized QCD
matter. So far, there still remain many challenges to be
addressed within the RMHD approach used in relativistic
heavy-ion collisions (see [26] for details). On the other
hand, the heavy quark (HQ) momentum diffusion coef-
ficient as a vital input parameter in the Langevin transport
model, is only affected by the thermal random force, while
the EM field effects are treated as external forces in the
transport equation. In principle, the HQ momentum dif-
fusion coefficient is also influenced by the EM field
through interacting with magnetized light (anti)quarks;
investigating the response of heavy quark dynamics to
the magnetic field could offer insight into the transport
properties of the QGP. In the presence of a magnetic field
oriented along the z axis (B = BZ), the dispersion relation
for light (anti)quarks due to the Landau level quantization is

obtained as [27.28] Ef, = /kX+m?, with m, =
\ /m} +2n|qseB|, where the index n =0,1,2,... labels

the quantum number of the Landau levels; gye is electric
charge of the fth flavor quark; m  is current mass of the fth
flavor (anti)quark. The estimation of HQ momentum
diffusion coefficients in the lowest Landau level (LLL)
approximation has been carried out based on hard-thermal-
loop (HTL) perturbative theory in the static limit [29] and
beyond the static limit [30]. In Refs. [31,32], the scattering
rate of heavy quarks with LLL massless quarks derived in
Ref. [29] was utilized to explore the effect of higher Landau
level (HLL) on HQ dynamics. Actually, the heavy quark
scattering rate with thermal HLL quarks differs signifi-
cantly from that with LLL massless quarks. Therefore,
more careful calculations of the HQ momentum diffusion
coefficient beyond the LLL approximation are necessary
for obtaining a more robust qualitative result. Very recently,
the HQ momentum diffusion coefficient has also been
estimated for arbitrary Landau level beyond the static
limit [33].

In addition to HQ dynamics, another particular interest
regarding the physics of heavy flavor is the heavy quark-
antiquark potential, which is the starting point for the
nonrelativistic approaches to study the in-medium static
properties of heavy quarkonia. The real (imaginary)
part of in-medium HQ potential determines the binding
energy (thermal decay width) of quarkonium states. In
Refs. [34,35], Bonati et al. utilized the lattice QCD method
to investigate the impact of magnetic field on the real part of
HQ potential, ReV, in the vacuum and below the pseudoc-
ritical temperature. To our best knowledge, there are no
lattice QCD studies for the imaginary part of the HQ
potential, ImV/, in the magnetic field. On the other hand,
phenomenological studies based on potential models [36—
38] have attempted to derive stable qualitative properties of
heavy quarkonia in the magnetic fields. In Ref. [38], the in-
medium HQ potential, accommodating both short-range
Yukawa (perturbative) interaction and large-range string-
like (nonperturbative) interaction, was derived using the
dielectric permittivity that encodes the effects of the decon-
fined medium in the LLL approximation. Here, the gluon
self-energy was obtained using the imaginary-time formal-
ism. The results in Ref. [38] indicated that both the ReV and
the ImV in a strong magnetic field exhibit isotropy. Recently,
Ghosh et al. have also explored the ImV at finite temperature
and magnetic field utilizing dielectric permittivity [39],
where all Landau level summation has been considered in
the gluon self-energy calculation with imaginary-time for-
malism. The associated results in Ref. [39] showed that the
magnetic field leads to anisotropy in the ImV. Nevertheless,
it is noteworthy that, in the literature, the contribution of the
LLL massless quark loop to the gluon self-energy was
usually overlooked, which might result in incomplete
expressions for the imaginary part of the effective gluon
propagator and the subsequent ImV.

Furthermore, current computations of HQ potential and
HQ momentum diffusion coefficient are mostly performed
using the assumption that the collision partners from the
QGP medium are in thermal equilibrium. For a more
realistic perspective, the QGP medium created in HICs
behaves like a fluid with viscosity. Because of the existence
of a magnetic field breaking the spatial rotational sym-
metry, the viscous coefficients of the QGP medium are no
longer isotropic, giving rise to anisotropic transport coef-
ficients [26]. As a result of Landau level quantization, the
motions of light (anti)quarks are primarily restricted to the
longitudinal direction. In the strong magnetic field limit
(T? < eB) with the LLL approximation, the viscous effect
from quark matter is dominant, and the light (anti)quarks
only contribute to the longitudinal pressure, which leads to
a nonzero longitudinal bulk viscosity {; [40]. The theo-
retical calculations of ¢ in both the LLL and HLL
approximations have indicated that the ratio of longitudinal
bulk viscosity to entropy density {) /s in the magnetic field
is much larger than that in the zero magnetic fields [40-43].
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Therefore, it is crucial to investigate the impact of these
nonequilibrium effects on the HQ potential and HQ trans-
port coefficient to gain a deeper understanding of the
properties of the out-of-equilibrium QGP medium.

In the present work, the numerical calculations are
performed based on weak coupling perturbative QCD theory
in the hierarchies of scale (a,T?, a,eB) < (T?, eB) with a;
being a strong coupling constant. In the one-loop calculation,
the typical momenta of thermal quarks and gluons, compris-
ing the internal lines of the gluon self-energy diagrams, are
hard scales (~T for gluon loop, ~T', v/eB for quark loop).
The momentum transfers for quarks and gluons via an
exchanged gluon, comprising the external lines of the gluon
self-energy diagrams, are soft scales (~a,eB and ~a,T?).
The inequalities (a,T2, a,eB) < T? justify the application
of the hard-thermal-loop technique [30,44,45]. We consider
that the magnetic field can be comparable to the square of
temperature; the HLL effects become non-negligible [31,44].
We first utilize a widely used HQ potential model, which is
defined through the Fourier transform of the static effective
gluon propagator, to investigate the influence of magnetic
field on both static HQ potential and thermal decay widths of
quarkonium states in the QGP. Such an effective gluon
propagator incorporates both perturbative QCD effects and
nonperturbative effects from dimension-two gluon conden-
sates [46—48]. Both the LLL quark-loop and HLL quark-loop
contributions to the gluon self-energy are carefully consid-
ered in the effective gluon propagator. Using the imaginary
part of the effective gluon propagator mentioned above, we
also compute the magnetic field-dependent scattering rate
between heavy quark and thermal partons. Subsequently, we
calculate the HQ momentum diffusion coefficients beyond
the LLL approximation. The calculation of the HQ momen-
tum diffusion coefficient is performed in the static limit.
Furthermore, the response of hot and viscous quark matter to
the magnetic field is studied within the kinetic theory under
the relaxation time approximation (RTA). By employing the
derived longitudinal viscous modified distribution function
of thermal quarks, we extend the HTL perturbation theory to
such a nonequilibrium scenario, aiming to further explore the
longitudinal viscous correction on HQ potential, thermal
decay width of quarkonium states, and HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient.

The layout of this work is as follows. In Sec. II, we
provide a detailed derivation of the gluon self-energy at the
magnetic field in the real-time thermal field theory, utilizing
the HTL resummation technique. The HTL resummed
effective gluon propagator is evaluated in Sec. III. In
Sec. IV, we derive the longitudinal bulk viscous modified
distribution function of light (anti)quarks, and subsequently
extend the HTL resummation technique to the magnetized
viscous QGP. Besides the usual perturbative resummed
gluon propagator, a phenomenological gluon propagator

that includes the nonperturbative effects from dimension-
two gluon condensates is introduced in Sec. V. The HQ
potential is constructed by the Fourier transform of the
effective gluon propagator in the static limit. Based on the
gluon propagators derived in Secs. III and IV, we present
the formulas for anisotropic HQ momentum diffusion
coefficients in Sec. VI. In Sec. VII, we discuss the impacts
of temperature, magnetic field, the HLL effect as well as
longitudinal bulk viscous correction on the HQ potential,
quarkonium state’s thermal decay width, and HQ momen-
tum diffusion coefficients. We summarize our findings in
Sec. VIIL

II. GLUON SELF-ENERGY IN MAGNETIZED
QGP MEDIUM

To estimate the HQ potential and leading order HQ
scattering rate with thermal partons from the magnetized
QGP medium, it is imperative to evaluate the gluon self-
energy. Throughout this work, we employ the real-time
formalism of thermal field theory, which is more appro-
priate when dealing with a nonequilibrium situation and
can immediately split the computations of gluon self-
energy into a zero-temperature part and a temperature-
dependent part, by virtue of the split in real-time propa-
gators. Unless otherwise stated, all calculations are for
massless QCD at zero chemical potential. In the Landau
level representation, the free quark propagators for the fth
flavor can be represented by 2 x 2 matrices [49-52]:

1
[(k m e 0 )
X —1

1=
+ i275(k3 H —-m7,)

(ot )

The metric is defined as ¢ = gﬁ”—i— ¢, where gﬁ” =
diag(1,0,0,—1) and ¢ = diag(0,—1,—1,0) are the pro-
jectors onto the longitudinal subspace and transverse (with
respect to the direction of magnetic field) subspace,

respectively. For four-vectors k*, its associated notations
can be written as kj = (ko,0,0,k;) and & = (0, k.. k,.,0)
with &% = kj — k7, where kj = kj — k7 and k7 = k3 + k3.
The abbreviations X and Y in Eq. (1) are respectively given
by X = ©(ko)f (ko) +O(=ko)f_(—ko), where O(k) is
the Heaviside function. In global equilibrium, f, (x) =
FO(x) = [eln/T 4 1)1

represents the Fermi-Dirac
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thermal distribution function, where the subscript “+”
corresponds to antifermions and fermions, separately; y is

quark chemical potential. The D{:(k) in Eq. (1) can be
expressed as
2% >
|qreB]

D (k) = 2(ky + my) [PﬁL"<

2

|qseB|

2k2
4k | L 2
skt (1) )

with PL = [1 + iy"y* sgn(qyeB)]/2 being the projection
operator into a state with spin aligning with magnetic field
direction. Here, L (x) are the generalized Laguerre poly-
nomials, L, (x) = L9(x) and L_;(x) = 0. Now, we convert
to a more convenient representation, the Keldysh represen-
tation. The retarded, advanced, and symmetric propagators
can be obtained from the Keldysh representation (which
satisfies S1; — S12 — 821 + S = 0) via [53,54]

Sg = S11 = S Sa=Su

= S1s Sp =381+ S2.

(3)
Similarly, the retarded (R), advanced (A), and symmetric (F')

gluon self-energies are given as

e =11 + 1, I =TI + 11y, e =11 + 1y,

(4)

&’k
1 ( 1)n+l \qfes\ TI'[]/”Df(k)]/Ule(p)]

(2z)?

o [ 25

and hold Ily; + I1j, 4+ I1,; 4+ I1);, = 0. Furthermore, the
symmetric gluon self-energy Il in an equilibrium QGP
within the massless limit also can be obtained through the
Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) condition [55,56]

(k) = (1 + 2% (ky))sen (ko) (Te(K) = T4 (k). (5)
where f9 (k) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function. The
validity of Eq. (5) in the magnetized viscous QGP medium
needs further verification.

A. Quark-loop contribution to
retarded gluon self-energy

According to the relations in Eq. (4) and Fig. 1, the one
quark-loop contribution to the retarded gluon self-energy
tensor in a magnetic field using the standard Feynman rules
can read as

Hlll?yquark(Q) - H’flf,quark(Q) Hlf; qua.rk(Q)
-, / d*k
= —Igy
(27)*

X Tr[tw"S{l (k, mf,n)taYDS{I (p.my)

— 1S5 (komp )ty Sty (pomgy)). (6)

where the minus sign in the square bracket originates from
the vertex of type-2 field [57]. Tr(t,t,) = "” , where 7, , refer
to the generators of the color group. In order to simplify
Eq. (6), the transverse part can be written in the following
form:

Pk, { 262 2p?
= e (= ki +kipl = g (ky - py —mj [L< l>L< l>
J G s kit =y =) | () (e
2k 2p? 2Kk 2p>
+L,_ (—l>L_( l>}+64kﬂp +rpt = (k- p g””L1_< l)Lk_( L)
1 |qfeB| -1 | B‘ (J_ 1 171 (J_ J_) )ll |qfeB| 1 |qfeB|
2 2 2
8¢ (k- py - 2k 2pL YL 2k L 2p
|61feB| |Qf eB| |qeB| |qeB|
2 2 2
F16(KpY + kP | L, 2k L, 1 (e L, 2.
I I |greB| |qreB| |qreB| |qreB|
2p? 2k? 2p? 2k?
+16(pjk + pikL) | Ly Pl L, L) L (A L, ¥ ; ()
P |qeB| |qreB| |qreB| |qreB|
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FIG. 1. The one-loop diagram for quark contribution to the
retarded gluon self-energy IT% quark- The solid (curly) line repre-
sents a quark (gluon) propagator where the quark can occupy
different Landau levels. k and p = k + Q are the loop momenta.
0 = (q9.q) is the external momentum and denotes the four-
momentum transfer. The bottom row corresponds to the retarded
gluon self-energy, with indices “1” and “2” being two types of
vertices. u,v are Lorentz indices, a, b are color indices.

with (k, - p,) = kyp, + kyp,. By utilizing the integral
identities listed in the Appendix, the tensor L** can be
further simplified as L* = (—1)"* exp(z‘;;lzim) ‘qf;B‘ X
[4lqreBlnsi= g\ + (57 + &= ) [k pt + K P — g (k) - py =
mj%)] — (677 61k - py —m]%)gff], where g% denotes
the squared momentum transfer transverse to the magnetic

2
field direction, and exp(ﬁ) represents the asymmetry

factor. Since we are working in the soft momentum transfer
limit with the hierarchies of scale m; < a,T?, a,eB < ¢B,
the perturbative QCD interactions cannot induce the Landau
level transition for light (anti)quarks because they do not
have enough energy to jump across the energy gap separating
the Landau levels that is proportional to \/eB. Take

2|qq53\) # Pon X
[2”|QjeB|9ﬂ + (K PH —l—k”p“) dr/(ku p|— )]’ with

=(2- 50,,,) belng the Landau level-dependent spin
degeneracy. It is effective to obtain the retarded gluon
self-energy from the quark loop by calculating only the

physical “11” component. This component can be written as

n =1, then L* is reduced as L* = exp(

UV
Hll quark

ZZQS / (ik;lzw{[(kz m;n—l-ie)

I
+ Zﬂl( (ko) f+ (ko) +O(=ko)f_(=ko))
1
2 m ol
< Oy = ")} [(p2 —mj, + ie)
+27i(®(po)f+(Po) + O(=po)f-(=po))

<o(p -, | (s)

The strong coupling strength g, in this work is obtained
from [58]

a (A2 eB) = & _ o (A) .09

1 (W) ()

where the strong coupling constant a for vanishing magnetic
A

field is given by a,(A%) = 11N12”2N In2E at Ayg =

176 MeV for Ny = N, = 3 [59], and the scale A is chosen

as A =2nT.

1. Vacuum LLL quark-loop contribution
to retarded gluon self-energy

In the magnetic field, the vacuum contribution to gluon
self-energy should be maintained even at high temper-
atures, unlike in the absence of a magnetic field. In Eq. (8),
the term exclusively related to vacuum quark propagators is
given as IT}] .y 7—o» Which can be written as

’)

i s\qfeBI H s
ZZ 9; / \q, \
(2n?°

"ﬂpn +kp) =g (k- py—mj,)
(kﬁ m]%’n + ie)(pﬁ

uv
l_[11 Jquark,7=0 —

. (10)

- mj, + ie)

Using the Feynman’s parametrization (see details in
Refs. [60,61]), Eq. (10) can be rewritten as

"
™ Zza0n|qf€B| q“g” quﬂ
ll,quark,T:O 7[ C] —|—l€) _q%
_i 1 xy (1 —x
X e 2qf«B/ dxM, (11)
0 -1 +X(1 —x)yH

I(yy)

with y = qﬁ/m]%yn. We can see the light quarks in a
magnetic field at zero temperature do not couple to the
transverse subspace spanned by ¢" and ¢/, . In the spacelike
region qH <0, the function I(y) is given as [61,62]

4 arctan( yH/(4_yII))
I(y))=1- - 12
i/ 4=y

where the first term corresponds to the massless Schwinger
model [63] and the second term accounts for mass
correction. The function /(y|) has two limiting behaviors
[61,62], i.e.,

(o) = 1. (13)
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When the light quarks occupy the LLL (n = 0), y| — oo, it
results in 7(y;) = 1. Note the mass correction (m, # 0) in
Eq. (12) can safely be neglected due to the HTL approxi-
mation with m} < [¢f| < eB. To compute the HQ poten-
tial, we need the temporal (“00””) component of the gluon
self-energy. Specializing the Lorentz indices as 4 = v = 0,
the vacuum LLL quark-loop contribution to the real part of
the retarded gluon self-energy is computed as

2

q;
- —zsf(lu),
9]

00 _ 00 _
Rellg qark 7=0.1=0 = R} quark 7—0.n—0 =

(14)

lgreB| N
—exp(— 2‘%_63‘) is

used for the reader’s convenience. Subsequently, the
imaginary part of the retarded gluon self- energy can be
obtained by utilizing the relation ImIT} = tanh | £ [ImI1{}
[64—66]. Thus, the vacuum LLL quark-loop contrlbutlon to
the imaginary part of the retarded gluon self-energy is
computed as

where the abbreviation s(q,) = a;

= ImIT%

00
ImlIT 11.quark,7=0,1=0

R.quark,7=0,n=0 —

= ZTSf 9.
f

)6(q0 +q.) +(q0 — q.)].  (15)

Here, Egs. (14) and (15) are consistent with the results in
Ref. [29]. Notice that the delta functions in Eq. (15) are
related to the chiral dispersion of LLL with 6(gy £ g.)
corresponding to right-handed and left-handed chiral fer-
mions or massless quarks. These LLL chiral fermions have
the linear dispersion relations, E; ;; (k.) = %k., where the
sign “+” and the sign “—” correspond to right-handed
chirality and left-handed chirality, respectively. Since the
chirality of chiral fermions cannot be flipped in the
presence of perturbative QCD interaction, the four-momen-
tum transfer from the LLL chiral fermions is given as
(AE, Ak.) = (qo.q.), and must satisfy gy = £¢.. In the
static limit g, — 0, the longitudinal momentum transfer ¢,
is kinematically prohibited and there is no scattering along
the magnetic field direction for LLL massless quarks.

2. Vacuum HLL quark-loop contribution
to retarded gluon self-energy

When light quarks occupy the higher Landau levels
(n>1), yy=0 due to the condition m; < |q | <
m3,, ~nlqseB|. Consequently, in Eq. (12), I(yH)—O
indicating that quark excitations are suppressed in the
vacuum. Therefore, the vacuum HLL quark loop does
not contribute to the retarded gluon self-energy, i.e.,

ReH%(,)quark.T:O,nzl =0, (16)
ImH(I)QO.quark,T:().nZl =0. (17)

3. Medium LLL quark-loop contribution
to retarded gluon self-energy

Next, we proceed with the computation of the terms
related to temperature-dependent quark propagators in
Eq. (8). Using 6=} =0, we can express the temporal
component of L"” as L% = ay,(kopo + k.p. + m2—|—

) |‘H;’B\

2n|qfeB\) exp(5r

2‘[] - B‘ Subsequently, the real part of

% quark @t finite temperature and magnetic field in equi-
librium can be derived as

ZZQ‘ 7

Rel'[“ quark,7#0 —

x { F2L(ko) L™ (kg = Epn = go)
2E‘£,n[(—610 + E{’,”) (E{n>2]
fO( ko)LOO(kO = —Ep n = )
2EP "[( qo — E{%")z (E{n)z]
(ko) L™ (ko = EY,)
2E£ n[(q + Ek n) (E{;’")z]

fg(—ko)Loo(ko = —Eé,n)
2E[ [(q0 — EL,)* — (Epa)]

(18)

Here, L%(ko = +E] ) = [2(E[,)? £ qEL, + q.k.]x
B

explariy) L and L (ko = —qo % Efa) = [(Efa)> F

- |gseB]

QOEp,n + (Eipn) + kzqz] exp(2|q;1:3|> o .

chemical potential, f° (k) = f9 (ko), and putting the first
two (last two) integrands in the right-hand side of Eq. (18)
over a common denominator, which is given by

For vanishing

(af = 240, — 2k:q.)(a] + 240}, — 2k-q.)
= (g3 — 2q0Ehn + 2k,q. + ¢2)
% (g3 + 2q0Epn + 2k.q. + ¢2)
=[x ) -] w0
2) T4 ,

The two numerators except the distribution functions in
Eq. (18) respectively read as

q. 2
sk (e + L) 2] - 42k, 20
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and

2
spa.| (k%) - D] a2+ 200 D)

In the massless limit, the integration over k, leads to a
cancellation of the two terms [Eqs. (20) and (21)] in the
LLL, as a result, the medium correction to the real part of

e quark Vanishes.

For the LLL massive light quarks, Eq. (18) within the

static limit (g, — 0) is proportional to mj% and can be

expressed as

00 _
ReHR.quaIk.T#:O.n:O -

For the medium quark-loop contribution to the imaginary part of the 1%

(4% + 2q,k,)
(k. +q./2)*
[ O (EL,) + f2(EL,)
Ef,
_SUEL + LB
E,

m>
00 f
Rell} quark 7£0.1—0 X —5 p /dkz

z

| @

which is also consistent with the result presented in
Refs. [29,61]. In the present work, we focus on the massless
limit, thus, the medium LLL quark-loop contribution to the
real part of the retarded gluon self-energy vanishes, i.e.,

g5 2z
I i 0 = ZZ zﬂm{vw{,ﬂ)+f3<qo+E£,n> 219 (EL) 1% (g0 + EL,)

x L0°<ko = EJ )[6(q0 + EL,

+ [F2EL,) + f2=q0 + EL,) — 2f2(EL,) 2 (=0 + EL,)]

X LOO (ko =

In the above four delta functions, only &(gy + Ei,n -
Eﬁ;_n) and 6(¢qy — Ef;n + E’,;,,,) (decay processes) contribute
to the final result of interest. In the static limit g, — O,
the delta function of our interest can be worked out
explicitly as

S(Ein - Eﬁ’v") = 5(E£n - EIZ’,H)

— (€ 0D+ %), 29

where k. =k, +q, is defined and Eq o = (m7,+

g2/4)"/2. This indicates that a backward scattering with
k, = =k, = q,/2 is satisfied for the HLL quarks. Such a
backward scattering process is not allowed for LLL
massless quarks. Consequently, in the static limit, the
medium quark-loop contribution to the imaginary part of
the retarded self-energy, ImH%?quark,T 0> €an be computed as

follows:
ImHR .quark,7#0 _ tanh 40 ImH(l)(l),quark,T;éO (26)
9o q0—0 2T 9o q0—>0’

Ren(l)(l),quark.T;EO,n:O =0. (23)
i1 quark> 1t I equilibrium can be given as
— Epn) + 8(qo + Ef, + Epn)]
~EY,)[6(=40 = Ef,, = Epn) + 8(=qo = Ef,, + E}a)]}- (24)
|
QTS fIN
=200 o, ()
2T Eq . Ja

f n=0

Here, we have defined the function: H?,H(T eB.q.)=

f& q/2n fo( q/2n))+f0( q/Zn)(l fo( q/2n))
For massless light quarks in the LLL, Eq. (27) vanishes
strictly. For massive light quarks in the LLL, the presence
of a small term m?/(|q. |Eq /2.,) in Eq. (27) makes the LLL

massive quark-loop contribution to the imaginary part of
the retarded gluon self-energy negligible compared to the
HLL quark-loop contribution. Since our focus is on the
massless limit (m; = 0), the medium LLL quark-loop
contribution to the imaginary part of the retarded self-
energy is zero, i.e.,

ImH??(,)quark,T;EO,n:O =0. (28)

4. Medium HLL quark-loop contribution
to retarded gluon self-energy

When light quarks occupy higher Landau level states
(n>1), the current mass of the quark becomes
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insignificant because of neB > m% Taking g, = 0 and

gilareB| o [ dk,
ZZ 47:T ‘f / T
x [f&(Ei,,»(l — fUEL,))
+OEL) A= B (29)

q, — 0, Eq. (18) can easily reduce as

00
Rell} l.quark. T#0.n>1 —

Therefore, the medium HLL quark-loop contribution to the
real part of retarded gluon self-energy in the magnetized
QGP medium is given as

00
Rellg quark 720,131

= ReH(l)(l),quark,T;éO,nzl' (30)
Using Egs. (27) and (28), the medium HLL quark-loop
contribution to the imaginary part of the retarded gluon
self-energy can be computed as follows:

ImIT® X 7S m
R.quark,T#0,n>1 Z Z ff (f)” (31)
90 q0—0 TEq /2n| Z| ’

Finally, the total quark-loop contribution to the retarded
gluon self-energy is expressed as

00
IIR ,quark T

00 00
HR,quark,T:().n:O + HR.quaIk,T;r’:O.nzl . (32)
Here, the first term presents the vacuum contribution from
the LLL quark loop, and the second term corresponds to the
medium contribution from the HLL quark-loop.

B. Gluon-loop contribution to retarded
gluon self-energy

Since gluons are not directly influenced by magnetic
fields, following Refs. [38,67-70], the gluon-loop contri-
bution to the retarded gluon self-energy in a magnetized
QGP medium is computed as follows:

90 + |q|

—lqll m@(-g%)],

(33)

Mo = mh, |1 -2 (1
R.gluon — mD,g |: 2|q| 1

where mj, , = g;T°. In Eq. (33), the gluon self-energy from
the gluon-loop contribution also possesses an imaginary
part in the spacelike region. In the static limit g, — 0, one
gets

00 2
IInl_[R ,gluon o mD.g”

90 q0—>0_ 2|q| ‘

(34)

III. HTL RESUMMED GLUON PROPAGATOR IN
MAGNETIZED QGP MEDIUM

Utilizing the results from Sec. II, the HTL resummed
effective gluon propagator in the magnetized QGP medium
can be determined by the Dyson-Schwinger equation,

Gif = Ol + GRI, G (39)

with G%(} 4 being the temporal component of bare retarded/

advanced gluon propagator. The superscript “+” denotes the
resummed effect gluon propagator. Consequently, the HTL
resummed retarded/advanced gluon propagator in the
Coulomb gauge is expressed as follows:

1
G, = . 36
RIA ™ g% + Rell + ilmITy (36)

The total real and imaginary parts of the retarded gluon
self-energy are given as

Relly’ = RellR . + ReTTR 00 (37)

*. 2| q reB] [ dk

=Y S0ldreP / dky

= AT 2z

x [fL(EL) (1= fU(EL,))
+ SUEL) (= fUEL )] +mp . (38)
ImH??O = IHIH(I)QOquark T=0,n=0 + ImH(I)Q(?quark,T;éO,nzl

+ IInl—[R ,gluon* (39)

When zg, — 0, Rell® = m3, is nothing but the Debye
screening mass. Thus, the real and imaginary parts of the
HTL resummed retarded gluon propagator in the static limit
qo — 0 are expressed as follows:

1

ReGR) = 5——, 40

IR T 7 4 RelT) 40
I HOO

ImG° = __ MR (41)

(¢° + RelIY)?’

QOZf”Sf

= =S5 S5(—
2(q2+ReH00)2[ (q;) +6(=q.)]

Y3

1 T(q* + RellY)?|q. | E/

f q./2.n

_ C]oﬂm%),g
2|q|(g* + Rellp’)*”

Notice that Eq. (42) is the crucial formula of our work.

(42)
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The resummed symmetric gluon propagator can be
determined through the KMS condition in equilibrium
medium [69]

G°(Q) = (1+2f}5(q0))sgn(90)(GR(Q) — G*(Q)).
(43)

In the static limit g — 0, the imaginary part of Eq. (43) is
computed as

2T 2ImIIY

R (44
0@ + Ry Y

2T
ImG;? = ——2ImG? =
q0

IV. GLUON SELF-ENERGY AND RESUMMED
GLUON PROPAGATOR IN MAGNETIZED
VISCOUS QGP MEDIUM

A. Magnetized viscous correction
on light quark distribution function

To investigate the properties of nonequilibrium QGP
medium, we take into account the viscous effect and study
the responses of viscous QGP medium to the magnetic
field. Subsequently, we explore how the magnetized
viscous effect impacts both the HQ potential and momen-
tum diffusion coefficient. In the strong magnetic limit
within the LLL approximation, Landau level quantization
ensures that only the longitudinal component of bulk
viscosities, arising from the contributions of LLL (anti)
quarks, exists [40]. The response of viscous quark matter to
the magnetic field is manifested in the longitudinal bulk
viscous modified distribution function of light (anti)quarks,
which can be obtained using the Boltzmann kinetic theory.
In the presence of a magnetic field, the dynamical evolution
of the light (anti)quark distribution function is described by
the 1+ 1 dimensional relativistic Boltzmann equation
[40,71],

K0y (x, k) = CI/], (45)

where the covariant derivative dj, is given by
0|, = u,D + V,, with D = u#9, and Vﬁ = A’ﬁ”&b corre-
sponding to the time derivative and spatial gradient

operator in the local rest frame, respectively. u” is the
fluid four-velocity, and is normalized to u”u, = 1. NHW =

gﬁ” — u”u” is the longitudinal projection operator. The

right-hand side of Eq. (45) is the collision term, which
describes the change rate of the single-particle distribution
induced by scatterings. Given that the system slightly
deviates from the local thermal equilibrium due to external
perturbation, the relaxation time approximation (RTA) can
be reasonably employed to obtain an analytic solution for
the distribution function. In the RTA, the collision term is
given as

of ¢

Clf<l = —(u'kn);7 (46)

where 7p denotes the relaxation time which quantifies
how fast the system reaches the equilibrium again. The
perturbative term for the distribution functions éf, can be
written as

of = f+—fL. (47)

The local equilibrium distribution functions of light (anti)
quarks in a magnetic field have the following form:

1
0 _
fe= 1+ exp[flky-u=£a)’ (48)

where f=1/T is inverse local temperature, and
u-kj== E,’:.n. The notation a = uff represents the ratio

of quark chemical potential to temperature. By inserting
Eq. (48) into the left-hand side of Eq. (45), the solution for
nonequilibrium correction to the phase-space distribution
function can be expanded as

5f s = uT—RkH (K K0, + K (u - Ky )0y & K Oyt
£ =12, (49)

Considering a small gradient expansion around ideal
hydrodynamics, we can ignore the higher-order gradient
corrections and employ leading-order equations of motion
for thermodynamic parameters:

Ny
€|+ P

Dﬂ :)(/;QH, Vﬁﬁ = —ﬂDM” + Vﬁ(l, (50)

Da = y,0). 51
I

The dimensionless coefficients y; and y, in Egs. (50)
and (51) are, respectively, given as

_ {L?EW +Py) —Lganq]
Ly Ly - (L5)* 1

_ {ng(e +P)) —Lg’gnq]
oL L - (%) L

(52)

where ¢ and P| are longitudinal energy density and
longitudinal pressure, respectively, n, denotes net density.
We also introduce the thermodynamic function in the
magnetic field, which is defined as
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|greB| & dk o
U = NS e, [ Sy
f n=0

K (=D"2 = £2) + 2 (1= ). (53)

For vanishing chemical potential, y 5/ = c? |, whichis

_oP
Hs 08‘
the squared speed of sound in the longitudinal direction. In
the description of kinetic theory, the longitudinal bulk
viscous correction to momentum-energy tensor is given
by [40]

ST = —I1 ALY (54)

The longitudinal bulk viscous pressure, ITj, in the magnet-
ized QGP medium is computed as [26]

|qu| dk.ag,
I, = —N, ZZ ! . P AE ke, (8F - + O ).

k.n
(55)

By substituting Eq. (49) into Eq. (55), the leading-order
longitudinal bulk viscous pressure can be rewritten as

My = =7xbn 9}, (56)

where 0 = 0, " denotes the longitudinal fluid expansion
rate. Here, we have introduced the longitudinal bulk viscous
coefficient ﬂHH, which is defined as

Pn, =P (% LY + Ly - );)7 LYy ) (57)

By comparing Eq. (56) with the Naiver-Stokes equation for
the dissipative quantities in a magnetic field up to the first
order in derivative expansion, namely, 1, = - HQII’ with ¢ I
being the longitudinal bulk viscosity, we can obtain the
longitudinal bulk viscous modified distribution functions for
light (anti)quarks:

A1

_ 0
o= ku iy )
x [—(u-k)z%—l—k%j: (u~k||))%]. (58)

In the local rest frame of fluid, Eq. (58) takes the following

form:
_ s C) p [ Y7 fxa}
ot~ o, | T TR

x fL(1=12), (59)

where the expansion parameter ¢ is given by 6 = 1/7 with
7 being proper time parameter, and we adopt 7 = 0.3 fm/c,
as utilized in Ref. [31]. It is clear that 6f ;. vanishes for LLL
massless quarks. The LLL massless quarks along the
magnetic field direction cannot suffer any dissipative effect
from the medium because the scatterings are strictly for-
bidden according to chirality conservation and the linear
dispersion relation in the LLL [72].

B. Magnetized viscous correction on gluon self-energy
and HTL resummed gluon propagator

To clarify the impact of longitudinal bulk viscous effects
on both the heavy quark potential and momentum diffusion
coefficients, it is imperative to generalize the HTL resum-
mation technique to the nonequilibrium scenario related to
this investigation. Given that the nonequilibrium effects in
the absence of a magnetic field violate the KMS condition
expressed in Eq. (5) or Eq. (43) [73-75], it is necessary to
examine the validity of the KMS condition in the magnet-
ized viscous QGP medium. Following Ref. [74], the
temporal component of the resummed retarded/advanced
gluon propagator in the nonequilibrium system can still be
derived through the Dyson-Schwinger equation (35). The
longitudinal bulk viscous correction is incorporated into
the retarded/advanced gluon self-energy by just replacing
the thermal equilibrium distribution functions in Eq. (29)
with longitudinal bulk viscous modified ones. Consequently,
the real part of the longitudinal bulk viscous modified
retarded gluon self-energy is computed as

el

00 gsaOnqu &7 i‘
Relly —ng+ZZ 4xT e

x [ SEUEL) (1= S EL)) + FL(EL)

+ 2(EL) (1= fUEL)) + F_(EL,).  (60)

where we have defined the notation: F.(Ej, )=
5f+(E,)(1-2f%(EL ). By taking g, — 0 in Eq. (60),
we can derive the longitudinal bulk viscous modified Debye
mass, which is denoted as 7%. The resummed symmetric

gluon propagator in the nonequilibrium scenario is also
obtained through the Dyson-Schwinger equation,

G*OO GOO + GOOHOOG*OO + GOOHOOG*OO + GOOHOOGxOO

(61)

By utilizing G% = (1 4 2f3)sgn(qo)(GYX — GY), which
remains valid in nonequilibrium conditions as well [73],
the solution for the G3 can be formulated as
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_ ng()O) + G};OO [H(I):O
G, (62)

G = (1 +2fp(q0)sgn(qo)) (G
— (1 +2f5(q0)sgn(qo)) (1Y —

In the equilibrium state, the second term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (62) vanishes. We only focus on the viscous
effect from quark contribution; fp retains its equilibrium
form. By utilizing the relations in Eq. (4), after tedious
calculation, the longitudinal bulk viscous modified symmet-
ric gluon self-energy from the quark loop within the static
limit is computed as

®_ dm? s
finf
F quark T#0 — Z Z - f, : (63)
f q /2, n|‘11|
Here, H;,(T.eB,q,)=H},+6H;, with &Hy, =
F_ (Eg 2n) —I—F+(E£7 j2.0)- Similarly, we can derive the

longitudinal bulk viscous modified imaginary part of
retarded gluon self-energy from medium quark-loop
contribution in a magnetic field, which is given as
m2 S
Irnl—IR ,quark, T#O/qo - Zf Zn 1TE ' ‘/ |
that the square bracket term on the right-hand side of Eq. (62)
cancels out precisely in the static limit g, — 0, revealing that
the KMS condition is still valid in the magnetized viscous
quark matter. Therefore, in our calculations of gluon self-
energies and resummed gluon propagators, we substitute the
equilibrium distribution functions of the light (anti)quark
with the longitudinal viscous modified ones to further
explore the impact of the longitudinal bulk viscous effect
on various quantities.

Hy,. It is evident

V. HQ POTENTIAL AND THERMAL DECAY
WIDTH IN MAGNETIZED VISCOUS QGP
MEDIUM

In this section, we employ the HTL resummed gluon
propagators derived in Secs. III and I'V to compute the static
heavy quark (HQ) potential in a magnetized viscous QGP
medium. In the vacuum, the static HQ potential studied by
lattice QCD can be well parametrized by the Cornell
potential: V(r) = —Cra,/r+ or+ ¢ [76,77], with r=
[r| being the heavy quark-antiquark separation distance.
Here, ¢ is string tension [78], and ¢ is an additive
calibration parameter. This potential captures both the
short-range Coulomb interaction and long-range color
confinement. In the thermal bath without a magnetic field,
many phenomenological HQ potential descriptions have
been proposed to investigate the in-medium properties of
heavy quarkonium states [36-38,46,79]. Given the success
of these potential models, we proceed to explore how a
magnetic field influences in-medium heavy quark-anti-
quark interactions. To achieve this, we adopt the approach
reported in Refs. [46,47], where the in-medium HQ
potential is defined via the Fourier transform of the physical

11 (time-ordered) component of the temporal effective
gluon propagator in the static limit (for brevity, the super-
script 00 will hereinafter be omitted):

dq

Vi =~crst [ 5
x [Gi1(q0 = 0.9) + G} (g0 > 0.9)].  (64)

(e 1)

Here, G, is the temporal component of the 11 part of the
HTL resummed gluon propagator, it can be decomposed
as G} =1(Gy + Gy +Gp). The G\ =1 (Gp™® +
G2 4 G¥"™") is a phenomenological gluon propagator
to account for the nonperturbative effects arising from
dimension-two gluon condensates [46—48]. Since the rota-
tional symmetry is broken by the magnetic field, without loss
of generality, we take r = (p, 0, z) and the three-momentum
transfer is written as ¢ = |g|(sin @ cos ¢, sin @sin ¢, cos 0).
Then, the real part and imaginary part of HQ potential in
Eq. (64) can be computed as

Crag [ ;
ReV(p,z) = — ; / dqi/dqz[fo(qm)e’“—l]
7 Jo
x [ReGj, + ReGp ™), (65)
Fa tq Z _
ImV(p, z) / d(]l/d% Jo(gop)e 1]
S [ImG* + ImG "], (66)
90

where the azimuthal integration gives rise to a first kind of
Bessel function J,,(x). Guided by the simple prescription
outlined in Refs. [46-48], a minimal extension of HTL
resummed retarded/advanced gluon propagator, a nonper-
turbative gluon propagator induced by the dimension-two
gluon condensates is defined as [46,47]

2
G*String _ mG

=3 (67)
where m% = 26/(Cra,) is a dimensionful constant related
to the dimension-two gluon condensates.

A. Real part of HQ potential

According to Eq. (67), the real part of the nonperturba-
tive effective retarded gluon propagator is given as

2
mg

Re G*String _ )
! (¢* + RelIy)’

(68)

We expect the longitudinal bulk viscous correction also to
impact the nonperturbative effective gluon propagator.
Inserting Egs. (38) and (68) into Eq. (65), and removing
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the asymmetry factor exp( 24 ‘) from the denominator of

Eq. (68), the real part of in- medlum HQ potential in the
magnetized viscous QGP medium finally is computed as

ReV(r) = —Cra, <§ + ﬁm) - miD (e7—1), (69)

where 7 = i r. This result has the same form as the result
under zero magnetic field [46] except for the Debye mass. In
the small distance limit, » — 0, it approaches the Cornell
potential. It is noteworthy that the lattice QCD studies in
Refs. [34,35] have indicated ReV in the magnetic field at zero
temperature is anisotropic, and the authors proposed an
effective phenomenological description of the ReV by using
the Cornell potential that incorporates angular dependent
strong coupling constant and string tension: a(0)=a,(1—
> onei1€5,c0s(2n0)) ando(0) = 6(1 -, 5, cos(2nb)).
Here, 6 denotes the angle between the quark-antiquark
separation and the magnetic field direction, and the param-
eters ¢4, and ¢4, are determined by lattice data at 7 = 0.
Consequently, by utilizing the angular-dependent strong
coupling constant a(f) and string tension &(6) from
Refs. [34,35], the in-medium real part of the potential is
no longer isotropic, which will be discussed later.

B. Imaginary part of HQ potential

In addition to the color screening effect preventing the
formation of quarkonium states, the imaginary part of the
HQ potential ImV can also trigger the dissociation and
suppression of in-medium quarkonium. The ImV at least
comes from two distinct mechanisms [67,69,80]: gluodis-
sociation (dissociation of quarkonium by absorbing a
timelike gluon from thermal bath) or called the singlet
to octet thermal breaking-up and inelastic parton scattering
(dissociation of quarkonium by scattering with gluons and
light quarks in the medium) or called Landau damping. In
this paper, we focus on the Landau damping phenomenon
which relates to the imaginary part of the gluon self-energy
in a spacelike region. Extracting the imaginary part of the
potential in lattice QCD simulations is challenging and, as
far as we know, there are currently no lattice results
available regarding ImV in the presence of a magnetic
field. Therefore, we employ the potential model for
phenomenological research to gain a stable qualitative
understanding. By mimicking the ¢, dependence of the
HTL resummed gluon propagator, the imaginary part of the
effective retarded gluon propagator induced by dimension-
two gluon condensates is specified as

ImITY 2m,

Im G*Strmg
" (¢% +RellY)? ¢* + RellY”

(70)

Since the imaginary parts of the retarded gluon self-energy
from LLL quark loop, HLL quark loop, and gluon loop

presented in Eq. (42) have strikingly different forms, we
will separately discuss these corresponding imaginary parts
of the potential to better clarify their respective features.

1. Imaginary part of HQ potential related to gluon-loop
contribution of gluon self-energy

Inserting Eq. (42) into Eq. (70) and utilizing Eq. (66), we

can first get the imaginary part of the HQ potential related

to the gluon-loop contribution of the gluon self-energy,
denoted as ImV&"n which is computed as

dq . 2T
1 _ iq-
ImVe uon(r) = CFax /F(e qr — 1)%
|: IInl—I(I)QOgluon 2m2 ImH(I)QOgluoni| (7 1)
(¢* +RellP)? * (g> + RellY)?

rq, .,
:CFas/ﬁ(eqr—l>

xTm?
i ag
lql(¢* +mp)*  lal(q

CFaSTszqg R
= —T%(ﬁz(r) D

2ﬂTm%;m%’g
40TmD olmpy

(7). (72)

where the longitudinal bulk viscous correction is encoded
in the Debye mass, the functions ¢2 and ¢ are defined by

the formula ¢(x), =2 fo zdz Sin(zx)]

(# +l n X

2. Imaginary part of HQ potential related to
LLL quark-loop contribution of gluon self-energy

Next, we shall study the imaginary part of the HQ potential
related to the quark-loop contribution of gluon self-energy.
We first study the imaginary part of the potential related to the
LLL quark-loop contribution of the gluon self-energy
(ImIT%, uark 7—0.n—0)> denoted as ImVILLavark which is usu-
ally overlooked in previous studies [38,39]. By incorporating
the second term of Eq. (42) into Eq. (70), and utilizing
Eq. (66), we can get

IvaLLquark ( ,0)
dq, . 2T
=C Z L plar — 1)
s [ S -=
|:ImHR ,quark,7=0,n=0 + 2WlGInﬂ_[%oquark T=0,n= 0:| (73)
(¢* + RellP)? (¢ + RellP)?
C
o [T ax [ dactsovpens - 1),
> pmssT 2mZ,
PRaEs Ry W )
(qz+x+m) qz+x+mD
x [6(q.) + 8(=q.)]. (74)
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CF Ay

|7 st - 1)
2 7S OT (1 L ) (75)

(x + ) X + i,

with x = g% for convenience. We note that when the light
quarks occupy the LLL, the presence of the delta function
8(%q.) results in the heavy quark-antiquark dipole axis
being aligned only in the plane perpendicular to the magnetic
field direction.

3. Imaginary part of HQ potential related to HLL quark-
loop contribution of gluon self-energy

By inserting the first term of Eq. (42) into Eq. (70) and
utilizing Eq. (66), we can obtain the imaginary part of the HQ
potential related to the HLL quark-loop contribution of the

gluon  self-energy denoted as

ImVHLLauak Because of the presence of factor |qz|E]qz 2

in the denominator of Eq. (42), we need to carefully consider
the longitudinal and transverse momentum components
during the Fourier transform; the ImVHMAuak can be
computed as

00
(ImHR.quark,TgéO.nzl )’

ImvHLLquark ( P, Z)

dq . 2T
=C Z (el — 1) ==
Fas/zﬂ_z (e )qO

2méImH9?(,)quark,T;é0,nzl
(q° + Rellp))*

|:ImHOR(,)qua.rk,T¢0,n21
(g% + RelIY’)?

. as)

CF Ay

27 /Ooodx/dqz(Jo(\/;Cp)e"qzz_l)

SR
(P +x+ I’h%)2|QZ|EZZ/2’"

2m?
). (77)
q; +x+myp

Finally, the imaginary part of the potential related to the total
quark-loop contributions of the gluon self-energy is given as

Iquuark — IvaLLquark + ImvHLLquark. (78)
The imaginary part of the total HQ potential can be written as

ImV = ImVauark 4 [myelvon, (79)

C. Thermal decay widths of quarkonium states

The presence of the imaginary part of the HQ potential
indicates that the heavy quarkonium has a medium-induced
decay width, and therefore a finite lifetime. By applying
the obtained HQ potential into the time-independent
Schrodinger equation, we can estimate the thermal decay

widths of quarkonium states using the simple Coulomb
wave functions [¥') [81],

Liecay = —(¥'[ImV (r; T, B, /5)|¥'). (80)

After performing the integration in coordinate space by
folding with probability density, the thermal decay widths
of quarkonium states are given by

Cdecay = — / &Cr((r¥Y)mV(r;T. B, /s).  (81)

We are only interested in the ground states of charmonium
J/w(1S) and bottomonium Y(1S), the associated wave
function is <r|1S>:\/#ﬂ736"/“0, where ay=2/(Crmpygpa;).

In the numerical calculation, the charm and bottom masses
are taken as m, = 1275 GeV and m, = 4.66 GeV,
respectively.

VI. HQ MOMENTUM DIFFUSION COEFFICIENT
IN MAGNETIZED VISCOUS QGP MEDIUM

A. Formalism

As mentioned in the Introduction, a crucial input
parameter in the Langevin transport equation is the HQ
momentum diffusion coefficient x, which encodes the
interaction information between heavy quark and the
QGP medium [12]. Because of the breaking of the rota-
tional symmetry induced by the magnetic field, it is
necessary to separate longitudinal (denoted as ||) and
transverse (denoted as 1) HQ momentum diffusion coef-
ficients. These can be expressed as follows:

dr'(q) 1 dr'(q)
pg T gy e ®)

KH = d3q

where dI"/ d*q represents the HQ scattering rate with thermal
partons per unit volume of momentum transfer ¢q. For the
slowly moving heavy quarks, the dominant interactions in
the magnetized QGP medium arise from Coulomb scatter-
ings, ie., HO(p) +q/q/9(k) > HQ(p') + q/q/9(K') (1
channel), as depicted in the upper panel of Fig. 2. The general
expression for the differential HQ scattering rate with thermal
light quarks and gluons is given by

quark gluon

oo grose -
qg dq d’q

In leading order perturbative QCD calculations, the HQ
scattering rate the QGP constituents via one-gluon exchange
can be derived by evaluating the imaginary part of the HQ
self-energy with the effective gluon propagator in the space-
like region [29,82], as illustrated in Fig. 2. As a consequence,
we need to consider the imaginary part of the effective
gluon propagator, i.e., Eq. (42). Following Ref. [29], the
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FIG. 2. Upper panel: the t-channel scatterings between heavy
quarks (blue lines) and thermal partons (light quarks and gluons)
from QGP medium. Lower panel: the corresponding squared
scattering amplitude is directly related to the imaginary part of the
HQ self-energy with the effective propagator of the exchanged
gluon between a heavy quark and a thermal parton from the QGP
medium. Both quark-loop and gluon-loop contributions to the
gluon self-energy are considered in the computation of the
effective gluon propagator. The blue blob denotes the HTL
resummation.

contribution from perturbative QCD interactions to the HQ
scattering rate with light quarks in the magnetic field is
computed as

quuark dFLLLquark dFHLLquark
I;ITL _ HT3'L + HT3L , (8 4)
d’q d’q d’q

CgQgg . 2_T |:ImH(I)?(,)quark,T—0,n_0

(27)* a0~0 qo | (¢ + RelIp)?

Irnn?%(,)quaIk.T;éO,nZ 1 85
( 2 +RCHOO)2 ’ ( )
q R

where CII;IQ = 1\;\/—1 is the Casimir factor of heavy quark. The

first (second) term in Eqs. (84) and (85) corresponds to the
HQ scattering rate with the thermal LLL (HLL) quarks.
Utilizing the nonperturbative term of the effective gluon
propagator in Eq. (70), we can also obtain the contribution
from the nonperturbative interactions to the HQ scattering
rate with thermal LLL (HLL) quarks,

LLL k

dFStringuar — dFII:II"I“If,quark 2’sz (86)
dq d*q  ¢* +RellP’
HLLquark HL k

drsmng _ JHTEquar 2sz (87)
d’q d*q  q*+Rellp’

In the magnetic field, the gluon-loop contribution to the

imaginary part of the retarded gluon self-energy (ImITy,, ,.)

remains the same as in the absence of a magnetic field. The
contribution from the perturbative QCD interactions to the
HQ scattering rate with thermal gluons in the magnetic field
has the same form as that in the zero magnetic field [12],
except for the screened Coulomb amplitude, and itis given as

dTimy o [ dk
—_42NCQ/ 5(|k| — |k —
e — 4,0 [ okl = k=)
1
X (queH%oy (1 + Cos26’kk/)
x [k (1 + fa(lK)). (88)

Accordingly, the contribution from the nonperturbative
interactions to the HQ scattering rate with thermal gluons
is given as

Ay _ diy” 2t
d3q d3q q2 + REH%O :

(89)

B. Quark contribution to HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient

1. LLL quark contribution to HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient

By incorporating the first term from Eq. (85) into
Eq. (82), we can investigate the magnetic field effect
and longitudinal bulk viscous correction on the LLL quark
contribution to the HQ momentum diffusion coefficient. At
the perturbative level, the LLL quark-loop contribution to
the imaginary part of gluon self-energy arises only from the
vacuum component (ImITR, .y 7—o,—0)» and the delta
function in Eq. (15) results in a nonzero transverse HQ

momentum diffusion coefficient from the LLL quark

LLLquark

contribution, denoted as x| ;. , Which is computed as

1 dFLLLquark
LLLquark
THIL = ) d3‘17lg31;1 q1 (90)
1 Ho /°° >_sxsy(x)
=—a,Cp<T dx—"—5—. 91
zas R o x<x+ﬁ1%)2 ( )

Inserting Eq. (86) into Eq. (82), the LLL quark contribution
to the nonperturbative term of transverse HQ momentum

e . LLLquark
diffusion coefficient, denoted as x| gy > is computed as
LLLquark
dlg,;
LLLquark 1 3 String 2
K gt =— | dq——"—¢q (92)
L, String 2/ d3q 1

oy [ g T,
2 0 ()C + m%)3
The physical explanation behind Egs. (90)—(93) is that, due
to the chirality conservation, the scattering process between
heavy quarks and the LLL quarks is forbidden along the
magnetic field direction; as a result, the LLL quarks will
pass through the heavy quarks without transferring momen-
tum. If the heavy quarks are moving along the direction

(93)
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perpendicular to the magnetic field, the transverse HQ
diffusion coefficient becomes nonzero.

2. HLL quark contribution to HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient

Next, we consider the HLL quark contribution to the HQ
momentum diffusion coefficient. By inserting the second
term from Eq. (85) into Eq. (82), the HLL quark contribution
to the perturbative term of transverse HQ momentum

diffusion coefficient, denoted as k| ;. is computed as

HLLquark
HLLquark 1 /d3q dFHTII:q 2 (94)

LHTL  — 5 d3q qi,

— Z io: ¢ 2(1“' /Oo0 dxm]%’nsf(x)
f

d 2 xH;,(T,eB,q,)
X q: 7 [2—|—x+ﬁ12]2.
A 0./2n 9z D

(95)

Similarly, by incorporating Eq. (87) into Eq. (82), the HLL
quark contribution to the nonperturbative term of transverse

HQ momentum diffusion coefficient, denoted as KE’LSLthZrk, is
computed as
HLLquark
17)
HLLquark _ | 3 & String 2
K] Sting = E/ d’q d3q qi1; (96)

- 224{/000 dxm3 s ¢(x)

w [ 4 2 fo.,,(T, eB.q.)
G, )
z1™g./2.n z D

(97)

Beyond the LLL approximation, the HLL quark contribution
to the longitudinal HQ momentum diffusion coefficient is
nonzero, and its perturbative term can be written as

HI Lauark HLLquark
Lo _ /dsq%qg, (98)

— ZZCgQaS / dxmj%.nsf(x)
f n=1 0

J g> H;,(T,eB.q,)
X 9 5 (g2 + x + M3
lq.| .20 9z D

(99)

The HLL quark contribution to the nonperturbative term of
longitudinal HQ momentum diffusion coefficient, denoted as

HILquark -
I S‘Lﬁ? , is also computed as

HLLquark
HLLquark 3 String 2
Kl sume - = / dq—5—q, (100)
q
= 2246/ dxm}’nsf(x)
f n=1 0
2 H, (T,eB,
Jau f T
|9:1E;, . (92 + X + D]

C. Gluon contribution to HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient

Compared to the quark contribution, the estimation of the
thermal gluon contribution to the HQ momentum diffusion
coefficient is relatively straightforward, as the effect of
magnetic field and the longitudinal bulk viscous correction
are only incorporated through the screened Coulomb ampli-
tude in Eq. (88). Therefore, utilizing the relation §(k— |k —
ql)=1q|~'8[cosOk, —Iq|/ (2|k|)]O(|k| - |q|/2) and cos O =
1 — |q|*/(2]k|?) into Eq. (88), the gluon contribution to the
perturbative term of longitudinal or transverse HQ momen-

. . . 1 .
tum diffusion coefficient, denoted as K‘ﬁ /“jnHTL, can be written
as follows:
gluon
gluon 1 3 dr HTL 2

KjjLHL = 3 g T (102)

4

_ A N [T wpai [P gl (k
=3, O NeCr qld|q|fp(|k[)
0 0

< (14 S0k s

lq)*  |ql*
LR A
X[IW+Mﬁ

(103)
By inserting Eq. (89) into Eq. (82), the gluon contribu-
tion to the nonperturbative term of longitudinal or trans-

verse HQ momentum diffusion coefficient, denoted as
gluon

KH/L.String’

can also be computed as

gluon
String 2

1 dar
1 — 3
Kﬁ/uLOTlString - 3/ d q

24 , (104)

160 oo 2Jk|
:Tmm%|wm% laldlql5 (k)

lq)?
(¢* + m3)?

lq)*  |q|*
2—-— .
X[IW+%P

Here, we employ ¢> = |¢|*>/3 due to the approximated
rotational symmetry for thermal gluons. Later, we would

x (1+ f3(Ikl))

(105)
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see that the temperature-dependent form of string tension
(o) plays a pivotal role in determining the thermal evolution
of the nonperturbative contribution to the HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, all numerical calculations are performed in
the massless limit, i.e., m, = my; = my; = 0 at zero chemi-
cal potential. We first focus on the characteristics of the
Debye mass, which can help us better understand the
qualitative behaviors of both HQ potential and HQ
momentum diffusion coefficient. In the left panel of
Fig. 3, we illustrate the temperature dependence of squared
Debye mass m?, at a fixed magnetic field eB = 15m2 for
different numbers of the maximum Landau levels (7,,,,).
Consistent with most pioneering studies, we observe that
the screening effect of the QGP medium increases with the
temperature. The increase of n,,,, can induce a decrease in
screening length (or equivalently, an increase in the

screening mass), which accelerates the dissociation of
the quarkonia states. When the Landau levels exceed 50,
subsequent increases in n,,, have an invisible impact on
m?,. To further investigate the longitudinal bulk viscous
correction to both HQ potential and HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient, we consider several scaled longi-
tudinal bulk viscosities ({|/s = 0, 0.03, 0.06). From the
middle panel of Fig. 3, we observe that the longitudinal
bulk viscous correction can suppress the color screening
effect. Furthermore, as the magnetic field increases, the
longitudinal bulk viscous correction to the Debye mass
becomes more pronounced, as demonstrated in the right
panel of Fig. 3.

A. Results of HQ potential

By incorporating the HTL resummed gluon propagator
and the gluon propagator induced by dimension-two gluon
condensates, we investigate the characteristics of in-
medium HQ potential in the magnetic field. Because of

" eB =15 m2 Nnaz = 3, €B =15 m? Nnae = 3, T = 0.2 GeV
P =0 06F . 0.40F
ot —— ideal case —— ideal case
TP T T e =1 [ g
— 0.6F ouml 03f --o-- {H/S =003 . — 035} 7777 (H/s =0.03
B Tz = 3 B L
> y _ 2 g4l C\\/sZU-OG 7 &) CH/SZO.UG -
O 05F - Tnar = 10 - o> @
&5 - - = 030} _
C"SQ 0.4 Nmaz = 5(’)_,-" NSQ 03f NSQ P -
0.3 g 0.25 e
02p -~ S
0.2F -
0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
T [GeV) T [GeV) eB [GeVY]

FIG. 3. Left panel: temperature (7)) dependence of squared Debye mass m%) for different numbers of maximum Landau level (n,,,,) at
eB = 15m2. Middle panel: temperature dependence of m? for different values of scaled longitudinal bulk viscosities (¢ |/s) at eB =
15m2 and np,, = 3. Right panel: the variation of m?, with magnetic field (eB) for different values of ¢ H/ s at fixed T = 0.2 GeV

and 1y, = 3.

T =02GeV, eB=15m2

T=02GeV, nper =3, eB=15 mi

T =0.2GeV, Nyper =3, eB=15 mzl

-

0.2 0.6
oak as(0) = as(1 — ¢ cos(20))
00 0.4t o(0) = o(1 — ¢§ cos(20))
=00 = =z 02}
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_7 / —var
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_ogl—t . . . -06 . . -06 - - -
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FIG. 4. Left panel: the variation of the real part of the HQ potential ReV with quark-antiquark separation distance (r) for different
numbers of maximum Landau level (11,,,,) and different temperatures (T) at eB = 15m2. Middle panel: the variation of the ReV with r
for different scaled longitudinal bulk viscosities (£ /s)and different magnetic fields (eB) at fixed 7 = 0.2 GeV and n,,,, = 3. Right
panel: the variation of the ReV with r for several values of the angle (0) between the quark-antiquark separation and the magnetic field
direction, where the parametrized forms of the angular-dependent strong coupling constant and string tension are quoted from Ref. [34].
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Left panel: the variation of the imaginary part of the HQ potential related to gluon-loop contribution of the gluon self-energy

ImVeon with quark-antiquark separation distance (r) for different numbers of maximum Landau level (72,,,,) at fixed T = 0.2 GeV and
eB = 15m2. Right panel: the variation of the ImV&*" with r for different scaled longitudinal bulk viscosities (£ |/s) and different

magnetic fields at fixed T = 0.2 GeV.

uncertainty in the exact temperature, magnetic field, and
angular-dependent form of string tension (o), we first
employ a constant o, i.e., 6 = 0.44 GeV? [83], for sim-
plicity. In the left panel of Fig. 4, we present the variation of
the real part of the potential, ReV, with respect to the quark-
antiquark separation distance (r) for different numbers of
maximum Landau level (n,,,,). The numerical calculation
is performed at T = 0.2 GeV and eB = 15m2. We see that
the ReV flattens with increasing r. Neglecting the asym-
metry factor in Eq. (68), there is no additional source of
anisotropy in the ReV apart from the string tension ¢ and
strong coupling constant a,. Furthermore, as both n,,,, and
T increase, ReV decreases; as a consequence, the binding
energy of heavy quark bound states decreases, thereby the
formation of quarkonia states is suppressed. The longi-
tudinal bulk viscous correction significantly depresses the
screening effect, thereby enhancing the ReV as shown in
the middle panel of Fig. 4. We also attempt to utilize the
parametrization of angular-dependent strong coupling con-
stant a,(0) and string tension () proposed in Ref. [34], to
explore the anisotropic response of the ReV to the magnetic
field. As depicted in the right panel of Fig. 4, the ReV
exhibits anisotropic behavior. In particular, at large sepa-
ration distances, the ReV when the quark-antiquark dipole
axis is parallel to the magnetic field direction (i.e., 8 = 0) is
smaller than when it is perpendicular to the magnetic field
direction, (i.e., 8 = /2).

In the left panel of Fig. 5 we present the variation of the
imaginary part of the HQ potential related to gluon-loop
contribution of the gluon self-energy, ImV&""°", with respect
to quark-antiquark separation distances (r) for different
numbers of maximum Landau level (n,,,,) at eB = 15m2
and 7 = 0.2 GeV. It is observed that the magnitude of
ImVeon decreases with increasing n,,,, which qualita-
tively agrees with the studies of the HQ potential using

dielectric permittivity [39]." Since the longitudinal bulk
viscous correction to the ImV#"" only manifests through
the Debye mass, increasing ¢ /s enhances the magnitude of

ImVeon as depicted in the right panel of Fig. 5.
Different from the original argument in Ref. [38], which
states that the imaginary part of the HQ potential in the LLL
approximation completely originates from the gluon-loop
contribution of the gluon self-energy and exhibits isotropy,
we observe in the left panel of Fig. 6 a nonzero imaginary
part of the potential related to the LLL quark-loop con-
tribution of the gluon self-energy, ImVLavark " when the
heavy quark-antiquark dipole is aligned orthogonal to
magnetic field direction, i.e., r = (p # 0,z = 0). As the
numbers of maximum Landau level (n,,) increase, the
magnitude of ImV 14Uk decreases. In the middle panel of
Fig. 6, we present the variation of the imaginary part of the
HQ potential related to HLL quark-loop contribution of the
gluon self-energy, ImVHMauatk " yith respect to the quark-
antiquark separation distances for various n,,,. We con-
sider two special cases: first, the heavy quark-antiquark
separation is parallel to the magnetic field direction, i.e.,
r=(p=0,z#0), and second, it is perpendicular to the
magnetic field direction, i.e., r = (p # 0,z = 0). As shown

'In the appendix of Ref. [39], the result of ImV&“*" should be
corrected by multiplying an overall factor szyg/ m?, instead of
just replacing the Debye mass in the expression of ImVeUo" for
the zero magnetic field with a magnetic field-dependent Debye
mass. Consequently, the expression of ImV&U" in a nonzero
magnetic field should be rewritten as

sz g 20Tm2Dq
Inglu"“(r):—CFasTiz"(ﬁz(mDr)—i;;")((mDr)» (106)
mp, mp
with y(x) =2 [&° dzm(l - Sinz(fx)).
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FIG. 6. Left panel: the variation of the imaginary part of the HQ potential related to the LLL quark-loop contribution of the gluon self-
energy ImVIHauark with respect to quark-antiquark separation distances for different numbers of maximum Landau level (r,,,, ). Middle
panel: the variation of the imaginary part of the HQ potential related to the HLL quark-loop contribution of the gluon self-energy
ImVHLLawark with separation distances for different 2,,,,, where the solid lines and dotted lines represent the cases for the quark-antiquark
separations perpendicular (p # 0, z = 0) and parallel (p =0, z # 0) to the magnetic field direction, respectively. Right panel: the
variation of the imaginary part of the HQ potential related to total quark-loop contributions of the gluon self-energy ImVyauark —
ImVtHhquark 4 ppy/HLLquark with quark-antiquark separation distances for different n,,,, in the case of p #0, z = 0. All of the
computations are performed at fixed 7 = 0.2 GeV and eB = 15m2.

in middle panel of Fig. 6, the ImVHLLawak for p— (p £
0,z=0) at T=02GeV is steeper than that for
r=(p=0,z+#0). As np,, increases, there is an overall
enhancement in the magnitude of ImVHlauak  When we
combine ImVMLaak and [myHLLquatk 59 shown in the
right panel of Fig. 6, we observe that when the quark-
antiquark dipole axis is perpendicular to magnetic field
direction, i.e.,r = (p # 0,z = 0), the imaginary part of HQ
potential associated with the total quark-loop contributions
to the gluon self-energy, denoted as ImV9'4 | increases in
magnitude as n,,, increases.

From the left and middle panels of Fig. 7, we observe
that the longitudinal bulk viscous correction enhances the
magnitude of ImV"LaU@X whereas suppresses the magni-
tude of ImVHMLauak I particular, when the heavy quark-
antiquark dipole axis is perpendicular to the magnetic field
direction, i.e., r = (p # 0,z = 0), the increasing trend of
[ImViELawk | with £ /s dominates over the decreasing
trend of [ImVH-awk| with £ /5. Consequently, at large

separation distances, [ImV%¥*| becomes a notably increas-
ing function of ¢}, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 7.

Tnar = 3, T =02 CGeV, eB = 15 m?2

Nmaz = 3, T =02 GeV, eB =15 m?

Except for the two special cases mentioned above, the left
panel of Fig. 8 shows a spatial contour plot of the imaginary
part of the HQ potential related to HLL quark-loop con-
tribution of gluon self-energy, ImVHLLauark We observe that,
although the strong coupling constant and string tension are
angular independent, the ImVHM-wak digplays significant
anisotropy and elongates along the magnetic field direction.
When the contribution from the ImVtauak jg taken into
account, the imaginary part of HQ potential related to total
quark-loop contributions of the gluon self-energy, denoted as
ImVauark — qyLilauark 4 y/HLLquak © hecomes  more
anisotropic, as illustrated in the middle panel of Fig. 8.
Furthermore, we present a spatial contour plot of the total
imaginary part of HQ potential, ImV = ImVa"@k
ImVelon in Fig. 8. Compared to the shape of the
ImV9Uak | the anisotropy degree of the ImV can be weakened
due to the significant magnitude of the isotropic ImV&uon,
Note that the anisotropic feature of the ImV has also been
observed in the previous computations [39]. In Ref. [39], the
gluon self-energy was computed in imaginary time formal-
ism of thermal field theory and the stringlike term of the ImV/

Nnar = 3, T = 0.2 GeV, eB =15 m?

-
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FIG. 7. Similar to Fig. 6 but for different scaled longitudinal bulk viscosities (£)/s) at fixed ny,, = 3.
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FIG. 8. The contour spatial maps for ImVHM-avark (Jeft panel), ImVauak = [mythbavark 4 pyyHilquark (middle panel), and ImV =

ImVaak 4 [myelon (right panel) at T = 0.2 GeV and eB = 15m2 for n,, = 50.

was constructed by using the dielectric permittivity encoding
the effects of the medium, although the contribution from
ImVMLauak wag overlooked in that computation. It is worth
mentioning that for a fixed separation distance and temper-
ature, the magnetic field dependence of ImVtawak g
opposite to that of ImVHMaak —Ag the magnetic field
increases, an increasing number of light quarks occupy
the LLL. When the magnetic field is strong enough and
the hierarchy of scale T? <« eB is satisfied, the contribution
from ImVe#"" can be neglected. Consequently, the
anisotropy of ImV arises solely from the LLL quark-loop
contribution to the gluon self-energy.

B. Results of thermal decay widths
of quarkonium states

Utilizing the derived ImV, we can further evaluate
thermal decay widths for heavy quarkonia. Since the spatial
anisotropy of ImV is integrated into the estimation of
thermal decay widths, we can compare the thermal widths

Nmaz = 37 T =0.2 GeV

0.6
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Z 04l
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with and without taking into account the contribution from
ImVa@k  to clarify how the magnetic field-induced
anisotropy effect affects thermal decay widths. In Fig. 9,
we show the thermal decay widths for charmonium J/%¥
and bottomonium Y as functions of the magnetic field at
T =0.2GeVand T = 0.25 GeV for n,,, = 3. We observe
that thermal decay widths increase with increasing temper-
ature, and the thermal decay width for Y is quantitatively
smaller than that for J/¥. From Fig. 9, we observe that, if
excluding the contribution from the ImVa“@* in the esti-
mation, the thermal decay widths for both J/¥ and T states
decrease with increasing magnetic field. After incorporat-
ing the contribution from the ImV%“¥*  the anisotropy effect
becomes more pronounced as the magnetic field increases,
and the decreasing trend of thermal decay widths of
quarkonia is largely mitigated. As a result, the variation
of thermal decay widths for J/¥ and T states with the
magnetic field becomes inappreciable. Furthermore, the
longitudinal bulk viscous correction significantly broadens
the thermal widths. This broadening arises from the
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0.12
----- - ideal case, T = 0.25 GeV
0.10F ideal case(only Im V# contribution)
" —— ideal case
% 0.08 ¢y/s = 0.03
----- s=0.
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FIG.9. Thermal decay widths for charmonium J/¥ (left panel) and bottomonium Y (right panel) as a function of the magnetic field
(eB) at different scaled longitudinal bulk viscosities (¢ /s) and different temperatures (7). The magenta lines are the thermal decay
width results without considering the imaginary part of the HQ potential from the quark-loop contribution.
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FIG. 10. The LLL quark contribution to the perturbative term of scaled transverse HQ momentum diffusion coefficient &' jyry.

HLLquark / T3

(left panel), the HLL quark contribution to the perturbative term of scaled transverse HQ momentum diffusion coefficient x| ;-
(middle panel), as well as the HLL quark contribution to the perturbative term of scaled longitudinal HQ momentum diffusion

HLLquark

coefficient K| AL

dominant contribution of ImV&“"(r;£,/s), which con-
trasts with the decreasing trend of m% () /s) observed
in Fig. 3.

C. Results of HQ momentum diffusion coefficients

We proceed to explore the impacts of temperature,
magnetic field, HLL effect, and longitudinal bulk viscous
correction on the HQ momentum diffusion coefficients.
First, we display the temperature dependence of the quark
contribution to the perturbative term of the scaled longi-
tudinal and transverse HQ momentum diffusion coeffi-
cients at eB = 15m2 for different numbers of maximum
Landau level. As shown in Fig. 10, the LLL quark
contribution to the perturbative term of scaled transverse
HQ momentum diffusion coefficient, «j"™/T°, the
HLL quark contribution to the perturbative term of
scaled transverse HQ momentum diffusion coefficient,
! [Ttk s 73 - as well as the HLL quark contribution to the
perturbative term of scaled longitudinal HQ momentum

. . . HILLquark . .
diffusion coefficient, x| o /T3, are decreasing functions

/T3 (right panel) as functions of T for different n,,,, at eB = 15m>.

. LLLquark ;-3
has a pronounced enhancement, while the x|y /T

undergoes slight suppression. It is noted that the HLL effect
on the HQ momentum diffusion coefficient has also been
studied in Ref. [32]. The obtained results indicate that there is
no quark contribution to the longitudinal HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient beyond the LLL approximation,
which is strikingly different from our results. The discrep-
ancy can be understood from the following two aspects.
First, the expression for the HQ scattering rate with the
HLL quarks in Ref. [32] still utilized the form for the HQ
scattering rate with the LLL quarks. In contrast, our
Eqgs. (84) and (85) clearly show that the HQ scattering
rate with the HLL quarks is related to the imaginary part of
retarded gluon self-energy from the HLL quark-loop
contribution, ImH%?quark_T Lon>1» Tather than the LLL
quark-loop contribution, ImITg’ .\ 7—o,—o- Second, dif-
ferent from the estimation in Ref. [32], where only the
quark-loop contribution to the Debye mass is considered,
our work incorporates both gluon-loop and quark-loop
contributions to the Debye mass. From Fig. 11, we can

. HILLquark
observe that as {)/s increases, both x| /T3 and

LLLquark . HLLquark
of temperature. At low temperatures, the x| i /T2 is ko /T? decrease at low temperatures, whereas the
HLLquark ;73 : HLLquark ;3 LLLquark ;=3 _q: .
larger than &) 7y~ /T°. As npy,y increases, the k| gy~ /T K yr. /T slightly increases.
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FIG. 11.

Similar to Fig. 10 but for different scaled longitudinal bulk viscosities ({/s) at fixed np, = 3.
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FIG. 12. The comparison between the perturbative terms of
x99k and the nonperturbative terms of x4“* at ... =3 and
eB = 15m2. The solid lines and dotted lines are the transverse
and longitudinal parts of x9%  respectively. “String” and

“String2” represent the nonperturbative terms employing ¢(7) =

604/ —% [85,86] and employing o(T) = aT?/T?c(T)),

respectively.

In the above computation of the HQ momentum dif-
fusion coefficient, only the contribution from perturbative
QCD interactions is considered, we also attempt to explore
the thermal behavior of the nonperturbative term of the
heavy quark momentum diffusion coefficient. In Egs. (93),
(97), (101), and (105), the string tension, which in principle
decreases with increasing temperature, plays a crucial role
in determining the temperature dependence of nonpertur-
bative term of the HQ momentum diffusion coefficient.
Inspired by Ref. [79], we parametrize the temperature
dependent o in this work as 6(T)/o(T,) = aT?/T?, where
the a is temporarily set to 1 and ¢(T;) = 0.215 GeV? for
T, = 0.113 GeV [84]. For comparison, we also employ the

2
eB = 15m;,
0.6 _\ Mgz = 0
- 0.5 — = Nz =1
. \ )
i Npae = 3
L2 04 .
% E Nmaz = 50
Bh= 0.3
Y
0.2

0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40
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FIG. 13.

T-dependent form of o(T) = o¢,/ —%

0.45 GeV? as reported in Refs. [85,86]. In Fig. 12, we
present the temperature dependence of the quark contri-
bution to the nonperturbative term of HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient x9°¥*, utilizing different string ten-
sions, and compare it with the perturbative term. We note
that, in the low temperature region, the nonperturbative
term of k9% is nonignorable compared to its perturbative
counterpart. The inclusion of the contribution from non-
perturbative interactions to x9°** at low temperatures can
help heavy quark obtain larger elliptic flow v, from the
later stage of the QGP [87].

In Fig. 13, we display the gluon contribution to the
perturbative term of scaled longitudinal HQ momentum
diffusion coefficient Kﬁ?ﬁoﬁ /T? as a function of temperature
for the different numbers of maximum Landau level (71,,,,)
and different longitudinal scaled bulk viscosities ({/s).

Similar to the KﬁluHoTnL /T3, the HLL effect (longitudinal bulk

viscous correction) influences x

with oy =

gluon

| HTL /T3 solely through the

Debye mass in the Coulomb amplitude, resulting in a
decrease (increase) in its value. Additionally, in the right
panel of Fig. 13, we observe that, when accounting for
temperature-dependent string tensions, the nonperturbative

contribution is indispensable for the KﬁluH?L /T3 in the low

temperatures region.

To better demonstrate the anisotropic response of the HQ
momentum diffusion coefficient to the magnetic field, an
anisotropy ratio of the HQ momentum diffusion coefficient
is defined as

LLLquark HLLquark gluon
ki Kipme TKipme T KiwmL (107)
K - HLLquark + gluon ’
I K HTL K||.HTL

where only the perturbative terms are considered. As shown
in Fig. 14, the anisotropy ratio in the LLL exceeds 1 at low

Ninaz = 3, B =15m?

14F —— HTL, ideal case
) e HTL, ¢/s = 0.03
T LofC
& B D HTL,(H/S = 0.06
> 08
5 ’ N mmmes String
=1 b Ry
Z__06 ,
< 041
0.2¢
0.0L, L N N 2 h
0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40

T [GeV]

HTL -
k viscosities

The gluon contribution to the perturbative term of scaled longitudinal HQ momentum diffusion coefficient K‘gluon /T3 as a
function of temperature for different numbers of maximum Landau level (left panel) and different scaled longitudinal buﬁ

(right panel) at eB = 15m2. In the right panel, we also display the nonperturbative terms of the gluon contribution to the scaled

gluon

longitudinal HQ momentum diffusion coefficient K| String

/T3, utilizing different T-dependent string tensions.
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FIG. 14. Temperature dependence of the anisotropy ratio of the
HQ momentum diffusion coefficient x| / k| for different numbers
of maximum Landau level (1,,,4) at eB = 15m2. The red dotted
line is the result incorporating finite longitudinal bulk viscous
effect i.e., {)/s = 0.03 at npy = 3.

temperature due to the dominant LLL quark contribution,

. . LLLquark . . ,
ie, k g, and with increasing temperature, the rapid
LLLquark

decrease in k| yyp  leads to a decline in the anisotropy
ratio, which ultimately approaches 1. As the number of
maximum Landau level increases, the HLL quark contri-
bution becomes increasingly significant at moderate tem-

peratures, surpassing the LLL quark contribution. Because

of the significant anisotropy feature of ki L-d"*

| HTL
greater than k' 1™ depicted in Fig. 15, consequently, the

anisotropy ratio first exceeds 1 at low temperatures but then
gradually falls below 1, ultimately approaching 1 at
sufficiently high temperatures. We also note that the
longitudinal bulk viscous correction can increase the
anisotropy ratio.

being

eB =15m?2
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o e N
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FIG. 15. The ratio of &'} to KWELT“E"‘"]( as a function of

temperature for different numbers of maximum Landau level
(Nax) at eB = 15m2.

VIII. SUMMARY

In this work, we systematically investigate how magnetic
fields and the longitudinal bulk viscous effect influence
both the static HQ potential and HQ momentum diffusion
coefficient in the QGP, beyond the LLL approximation. To
account for possible nonperturbative effects, a phenom-
enological gluon propagator induced by the dimension-two
gluon condensates is introduced, based on the HTL
resummed effective gluon propagator. The response of
the viscous quark matter to the magnetic field, manifesting
in the longitudinal bulk viscous modified distribution
function of light quarks, is obtained by solving the
relativistic 1 + 1 dimensional Boltzmann equation under
the RTA. Subsequently, the magnetic field and longitudinal
bulk viscous correction enter into the Debye screening and
Landau damping, further influencing HQ potential and HQ
momentum diffusion coefficient. Our main findings can be
summarized as follows.

(1) The increase in temperature, magnetic field, and
number of Landau levels can enhance the screening
effect of the QGP medium, which accelerates the
dissociation of quarkonium states. However, the
longitudinal bulk viscous correction can mitigate
the screening effect.

(i) The anisotropic feature of the real part of the HQ
potential in the magnetic field is primarily encoded
in the strong coupling constant and string tension. In
contrast, significant anisotropy can be observed in
the imaginary part of the potential even without
taking into account angular-dependent strong cou-
pling constant and string tension. In particular, the
imaginary part of the potential gets steeper in the
direction perpendicular to the magnetic field direc-
tion and flatter in the parallel one.

(iii) Thermal decay widths of quarkonium states broaden
significantly with increases in both temperature and
longitudinal bulk viscous correction, whereas they
are almost insensitive to the variation of the mag-
netic field.

(iv) Atlow temperatures, the contribution of LLL quarks
to the anisotropy of HQ momentum diffusion co-
efficient is dominant, resulting in the anisotropy
ratio greater than 1. With the increase of T, the
significance of the LLL quark contribution dimin-
ishes, while the contribution from HLL quarks
increases, causing the anisotropy ratio to decrease
and even fall below 1. As T increases further, the
influence of the magnetic field gradually weakens,
ultimately leading to the anisotropy ratio approach-
ing 1.

(v) While the heavy quark momentum diffusion coeffi-
cient at high temperatures is dominated by the
perturbative QCD interactions, nonperturbative
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interactions are indispensable for understanding

heavy quark dynamics in the low-temperature region.
Studying the anisotropic response of the HQ potential and
HQ momentum diffusion coefficients to the magnetic field
is crucial for understanding static heavy quark-antiquark
interactions and heavy quark dynamics in the magnetized
QGP medium. Additionally, this research is essential for
the theoretical description of heavy quarkonia spectra and
the collective flow coefficients of heavy flavor hadrons in
heavy-ion collision experiments.
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