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Abstract

We have studied the effect of the nonextensive Tsallis mechanism on the viscous properties of hot
QCD matter in the presence of a strong magnetic field. The results are compared to the case of absence
of magnetic field. The viscous coefficients, such as the shear viscosity (7) and the bulk viscosity (¢)
are determined in the similar environment by utilizing the nonextensive Tsallis mechanism within
the relaxation time approximation of kinetic theory. We have observed that, when the nonextensive
parameter ¢ is just above unity, both shear and bulk viscosities get increased as compared to their
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a strong magnetic field. Furthermore, some observables pertaining to the flow characteristic, fluid

behavior and conformal symmetry of the medium are also explored.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, there have been many phenomenological and theoretical developments on
the understanding of the properties of extreme state of matter, i.e. quark-gluon plasma
(QGP) which is produced in the initial stages of ultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions at
Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and Large Hadron Collider (LHC). Later, the
evidence that the strong magnetic fields could be generated in noncentral events [1, 2],
makes the study of such extreme state of matter relevant and interesting. It is well-known
that in the noncentral heavy ion collision, two nuclei traveling with ultrarelativistic speed
can be perceived as electric currents moving in opposite directions and when they collide,
an extremely strong magnetic field perpendicular to the collision plane gets produced
due to the relative motion between the colliding particles and the collision unaffected
particles [3] and such magnetic field depends on the time, position, energies of the ions
and impact parameter. The initially produced strong magnetic field is transient in nature,
but, in the presence of finite electrical conductivity, the transient magnetic field induces
a current which, in turn, elongates the lifetime of the strong magnetic field, consistent
with the Lenz’s law [4, 5]. So, it remains strong enough during the lifetime of QGP. The
strength of the magnetic field rises approximately linearly with the center-of-mass energy
(v/sSnn) [2, 6] and its estimated magnitude ranges from m?2 (~ 10" Gauss) at RHIC
to 15 m2 at LHC [1, 2]. Thus, the cumulative effect of high temperature, density and
strong magnetic field could alter the properties of QGP and is being continued to be the
topic of active research. The impact of magnetic field on various properties of hot and
dense matter produced in heavy ion collisions has been studied in many works, such as
the thermodynamic and magnetic properties [7—13], the transport properties [5, 14-27],
the heavy quark diffusion [28], the dispersion relation in a magnetized thermal medium
[29, 30], the photon and dilepton productions from QGP [6, 31-35] etc. The hot QCD
matter is assumed to be a medium of quasiparticles with thermally generated masses.
These masses may also be modulated by other energy scales arising due to the presence
of the strong magnetic field and finite chemical potential in addition to the temperature
scale, and thus affect the properties of hot QCD matter. Different statistical approaches,
such as Fermi-Dirac, Bose-Einstein and Boltzmann-Gibbs approaches are frequently used
in the study of properties of equilibrated systems. But, ideally the hot and dense matter
produced in the aforesaid heavy ion collisions is not exactly in the locally equilibrated
state and for a precise description of such matter, the nonextensive Tsallis approach can
be treated as a relevant approach. This approach is well supported by the evidences
of finding good fits of the transverse momentum spectra for a wide range of collision
energies by STAR [36], PHENIX [37], ALICE [38] and CMS [39] collaborations. To the
best of our knowledge, no rigorous research on viscous properties, such as shear viscosity,

bulk viscosity and associated observables has been carried out using the nonextensive



Tsallis approach in the strong magnetic field regime. In the nonextensive Tsallis statistics,
the parameter ¢ measures the extent of nonequilibration. Theoretical studies on the
nonextensive statistics can be found in references [40-47]. In Langevin, Fokker-Planck,
and Boltzmann type equations, ¢ = 1 represents the Boltzmann limit [48-51]. As the
parameter ¢ deviates from the Boltzmann limit, temperature fluctuations were found to

increase [52].

The value of ¢ lies very close to 1. As per the fits of the RHIC and LHC spectra, ¢
for the hadronic matter varies in the range 1.08 - 1.2 [53-55] and for the quark matter,
it deviates up to 1.22 [56]. For ¢ > 1, the particle yields in the case of large pr can be
the same for smaller value of the freeze-out temperature, whereas, the baryon chemical
potential gets increased to compensate the decrease in the particle number with ¢ > 1
[52]. As compared to the Boltzmann distribution, the chemical equilibrium was found
to be more accurate in the case of the Tsallis distribution [52]. The nonextensive effects
are encoded in the dynamical model through the nonextensive Tsallis mechanism, and
this mechanism is advantageous to understand the bulk properties of both QGP and
hadronic mediums to a greater extent. The nonextensive parameter g significantly affects
the transverse momentum spectra, the multiplicity fluctuations, the nuclear modification
factor etc. in heavy ion collisions [57-59]. The deviation of parameter ¢ from unity could
conspicuously influence various properties of the hot medium of quarks and gluons. In
the present work, we study its effect on the viscous properties of the QCD medium.

Slightly nonequilibrated system can possess finite shear (1) and bulk () viscosities.
These viscosities hold essential characteristics in the hydrodynamic description of QGP.
In general, viscosity is a measure of mutual friction between the surrounding fluid ele-
ments moving with distinct velocities. Basically, shear viscosity is associated with the
momentum transfer in the medium and bulk viscosity explains the change of local pres-
sure due to either expansion or contraction of fluid. In other words, the shear viscosity
illustrates the resistance to any deformation in the system at constant volume and the
bulk viscosity elucidates the resistance to change in the volume of the system at constant
shape. The shear and bulk viscosities had been studied using different methods, such as
the perturbation theory [60-63], the kinetic theory [64-66], the lattice simulation [67, 68],
the molecular dynamics simulation [69], the correlator technique using Green-Kubo for-
mula [70-72] etc. These viscosities could alter the properties of different observables in
heavy ion collisions, such as the elliptic flow coefficient, hadron transverse momentum
spectrum etc. [73-76]. The ratios of shear viscosity to entropy density (n/s) and bulk vis-
cosity to entropy density (¢/s) are also very important quantities in estimating the phase
transition point of matter [77]. Ratio n/s delineates the fluid behavior of matter, whereas
ratio /s is useful in discerning the conformal symmetry of the system. According to the

estimations on the results for Yang-Mills theory and perturbative QCD [61], there is a



slight increase of the ratio /s in the presence of dynamical quarks [67, 78]. Alternatively,
the shear viscosity was determined by exploiting the functional diagrammatic approaches
to QCD through the Kubo relation from gluon spectral functions [79, 80]. The results
reported in ref. [80] are closer to the lattice results. Both the first-principle approaches
find the value of 1/s of about 0.2 near 7. with an increase with 7" and this is in good
agreement with the estimations of fluid dynamical simulations. For a strongly interacting
matter with finite shear and bulk viscosities, the experimental data on the multiplicity,
the transverse momentum spectra and the elliptic flow are accurately explained in ref.
[81]. As per the anti-de sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT), lower bound of n/s is
1/(47), where matter behaves like a strongly interacting perfect fluid [82]. Perturbative
QCD calculations have predicted comparatively higher value of 7/s [62]. For a system
with conformal symmetry, (/s approaches zero. Further, the lattice simulations [83, 84]
suggest that the QCD does not show conformal symmetry in the vicinity of the critical
temperature (7.) due to the appearance of a peak in the trace anomaly (e — 3P)/T*,

where € and P are respectively the energy density and the pressure of the medium.

The presence of strong magnetic field modifies the dispersion relation and for fth

flavor of quark with absolute charge |¢¢| and mass my, this relation is written as wy,, =

i+ 2n|qyB| + mfc, where py, represents the longitudinal component of momentum with
respect to the direction of magnetic field and the transverse component of the momentum
(pr) is quantized in terms of the Landau levels (n). In the strong magnetic field regime,
magnetic field scale is much larger than the temperature scale, i.e. |¢B| > T?. In this
regime, the energy gap between Landau levels is very large (~ O(y/|g;B])), thus the
quarks could not jump to the higher Landau levels and occupy only the lowest Landau
levels (LLL). However, the gluons being electrically neutral particles do not get directly
affected by the strong magnetic field, but can get indirectly affected through their ther-
mal masses. In the presence of magnetic field, the rotational symmetry gets broken and
this makes the viscous stress tensor to split into five shear viscous coefficients and two
bulk viscous coefficients [14, 85-89]. Specifically in the strong magnetic field limit, the
components of shear and bulk viscosities along the direction of magnetic field only exist
[14, 88, 89]. Now, it would be interesting to see how the nonextensive behavior of hot
QCD medium alters the values of 7, ¢, n/s and (/s. After knowing that, it would be
possible to trace the information on how far the nonextensive medium appears from an
ideal hydrodynamics. Our recent observation [90] showed that the effect of the nonexten-
sivity on different charge and heat conductivities is predominant in the presence of finite
magnetic field. So, the viscous properties might also be greatly influenced by the nonex-
tensive behavior of the medium and this nonextensive effect could be more illuminating
in the presence of a strong magnetic field. The present work intends to study the viscous

properties of the hot QCD medium using the quasiparticle model for strong magnetic



field and finite chemical potential. We further intend to study the collective effects due to
nonextensivity and the strong magnetic field on some observables pertaining to the flow

characteristic, fluid behavior and conformal symmetry of the QCD medium.

In this work, we have used the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation in a nonexten-
sive hot QCD medium within the kinetic theory approach. In this transport equation, the
nonextensive behavior is encoded in the Tsallis form of the particle distribution function
containing ¢ parameter. For the calculation of the transport coefficients, we have solved
the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation by using the relaxation time approxima-
tion. In some previous works, Tsallis mechanism had been applied to both Fokker-Planck
equation and Plastino-Plastino equation, and comparative studies had been presented. In
general, the Fokker-Planck equation is a second order approximation of the Boltzmann
equation, and it can be used as a basic tool for the exploration of kinematic aspects of
a variety of systems. It avoids off the integral equation by the introduction of trans-
port coefficients, such as the drift term and the diffusion term. On the other hand, the
Plastino-Plastino equation is a generalization describing the kinematic evolution of com-
plex systems consistent with the g-statistics. For example, in systems governed by the
non-additive entropy, the Plastino-Plastino equation was used as a generalization of the
Fokker-Planck equation in ref. [91], which gets reduced to the Fokker-Planck equation
when the entropic index ¢ = 1. Later, the Plastino-Plastino equation has been further
explored in many works [92-94]. A comparative study of the heavy-quark dynamics with
the Fokker-Planck equation and the Plastino-Plastino equation has been demonstrated
recently in ref. [95]. In ref. [96], the authors have studied the formal connections be-
tween the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation associated with the non-additive entropy and
the Boltzmann equation with the non-additive correlation functional, where the collision
term following the g-algebra has been adopted, which is different from the relaxation time

approximation used in the collision term in our work.

Recently, some investigations have uncovered a strong correlation between the nonex-
tensive statistics and fractal structures. It has been observed that the dynamics of systems
within fractal spaces lead to g-exponential distributions, where the value of the entropic
index ¢ is determined by the parameters of the fractal geometry. In ref. [97], the influence
of the fractality of a medium on the dynamics of charged particles in the external mag-
netic field has been considered and they reported a significant increase in the sensitivity
to weak effects with the fractality of a medium. They have also analyzed the dynamical
processes in the nonequilibrium nonconservative medium in the framework of the Tsallis
nonextensive thermodynamics. The study in ref. [98] has shown the derivation of thermo-
dynamics from Tsallis entropy for nonadditive systems. Further, the work in ref. [99] has
reported that the accurate description of the information dynamics in a fractal network is

given by the g-exponential function in the Tsallis statistics. In references [100, 101], the



link between fractals, nonextensive Tsallis statistics and renormalization group invariance
of Yang-Mills theory has been described. The results were applied to calculate g for QCD
in the one-loop approximation, which showed a good agreement with the value obtained

experimentally.

There also exists a wide range of applications of the nonextensive Tsallis statistics in
quantum chromodynamics. A review on the applications of fractal structures of Yang-
Mills fields and the nonextensive Tsallis statistics in high energy physics, including physics
at Large Hadron Collider, hadron physics and neutron stars can be found in ref. [102].
Recently, the applications of the nonextensive Tsallis statistics to QCD and high energy
physics have been studied in references [100, 101] and they reported possible connections
of this statistics with the fractal structure of hadrons. The nonextensive parameter ¢ was
deduced in terms of the field theory parameters, and this resulted in a good agreement
with the experimental observations. The application of the nonextensive self-consistent
thermodynamics has extended to systems with finite chemical potential and this helps to
study the thermodynamic properties of the hadrons, the neutron stars etc. [103, 104]. Tt
was observed that the internal temperature of the neutron stars decreases with the increase
of the nonextensive parameter. The applications of the nonextensive Tsallis distributions
in high energy physics [105-108], hadron physics [104, 109, 110] etc. have motivated the
formulation of thermofractals. The thermofractal theory is useful in discerning the hadron
structure and some models have used the Tsallis statistics to introduce the fractal aspects
of QCD in the description of hadron structure [111, 112].

The present work is organized as follows. Section 2 focuses on the effects of the nonex-
tensivity on the shear and bulk viscosities for a hot QCD medium in the absence as well
as in the presence of a strong magnetic field. The results are discussed in section 3. Some
applications of the aforesaid viscous properties, such as the flow characteristic, the specific
shear viscosity and the specific bulk viscosity are studied in section 4. Finally, in section
5, the results are concluded.

2 Shear and bulk viscous properties

In this section, we are going to study the shear and bulk viscous properties of hot QCD
medium using the relaxation time approximation within the Tsallis nonextensive frame-
work in the absence of magnetic field and in the presence of a strong magnetic field in
subsections 2.1 and 2.2, respectively.



2.1 Nonextensive hot QCD medium in the absence of magnetic field

To study shear viscosity, bulk viscosity and other related phenomena under the influence
of the nonextensivity, we adopt a nonextensive QCD medium with Tsallis formalism

[108, 113, 114]. In this formalism, the fermion distribution function is written as
1
f= (1)

[+ (g — 1)BWopa F pp))t +1°

where ‘—’ sign is for quark case (f,), ‘+ sign is for antiquark case (f,), g represents the

nonextensive parameter, p, = (wy, p), wy = 1/P? + mfc, u® denotes the four-velocity of
fluid, 7 = 7' and p; is the chemical potential of the fth flavor of quark. In the aforesaid
framework, the gluon distribution function is represented as

f, = ! 2)

a 14 (¢ — 1)6u0‘pa]q+1 —1

where p, = (wy,p). The deviation of ¢ from unity explains the extent of the nonex-

tensivity of the system, ¢.e. the deviation of the medium from the equilibrated thermal
distribution of particles. As ¢ approaches 1, the abovementioned nonextensive distribu-
tion functions can be approximated to Fermi-Dirac (for fermions) and Bose-Einstein (for
bosons) distribution functions. However, the nonextensive systems can also get further
deviated from equilibrium due to the action of external forces or fields, for example, an
infinitesimal shift of the nonextensive distribution function from its near-equilibrium state
can be considered under such circumstance. Thus, due to the action of external force,
there is an infinitesimal shift in the energy-momentum tensor as well as in the particle
distribution function, so, 7" changes to T"" = T* + AT* and also, f,, f, and f,
respectively change to f; = f, + df,, f; = f, +0f, and [y = fg+0fy with 0f, §f, and
0 f4 respectively representing the infinitesimal changes in quark, antiquark and gluon dis-
tribution functions. The energy-momentum tensor for a slightly nonequilibrium system
is defined as
d3 / + / /

"= / ﬁp“p” [zf: gf(qufq) +ggi—j : (3)
where g; and g, are the degeneracy factors for quark and gluon, respectively and the
flavor index f takes the flavors u, d and s. Similarly, the infinitesimal shift of the energy-

momentum tensor in a nonequilibrium medium is given by

3 ) Sf,
AT = / TP [Z gfi( i ; o) +gg%] : (4)
7

(2m)3 f Wy

The infinitesimal change of the particle distribution function can be obtained by solv-

ing the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation in the relaxation time approximation.



This approximation can also be applied to systems, which are infinitesimally deviated from
equilibrium. We note that the nonextensive systems can also achieve equilibrium and some
quasi-stationary state systems near equilibrium can be accurately described using Tsallis
statistics, even if the equilibrium is described by Fermi-Dirac statistics (for fermions) and
Bose-Einstein statistics (for bosons). This had been witnessed earlier in some works re-
lated to the nonextensive systems [47, 59, 73, 114]. In general, the Boltzmann transport
equation is a complicated nonlinear integro-differential equation for particle distribution
function, which gets linearized through the relaxation time approximation. This approx-
imation is one of the frequently used methods to simplify the collision term through the
following assumptions: (i) The distribution function gets infinitesimally deviated from
its equilibrium, so that within a phenomenological timescale (the relaxation time) 7, the
system returns back to the equilibrium state. (ii) The probability per unit time for a
collision, i.e., 1/7 does not depend on the parton distribution function. (iii) The num-
ber of partons scattering into the phase space volume element, involves the equilibrium
distribution function, whereas the number of partons moving out of the concerned phase
space volume element after suffering collisions, involves the nonequilibrium distribution
function. Thus, in the relaxation time approximation, the collision term retains its simple
form even for the nonextensive distribution functions. Thus, in order to calculate the in-
finitesimal changes of the nonextensive Tsallis distribution functions for quark, antiquark

and gluon, we use their respective relativistic Boltzmann transport equations in the relax-

ation time approximation as p"d, f;(x,p) = —p;jf” df,(x,p), p“@ufé(x, p) = —p”T;f” §f,(z,p),
PO f(x,p) = —””T—;‘Ué fq(z,p). The relaxation times for quarks (antiquarks), 74 (77) and
gluons, 7, are written [115] as
1
1D T 51T a2log (1/as) [1+ 0.12(2N; + 1)] 5)

1
- 6
"9 = 99 5Ta2log (1/ay) [1 + 0.06N;] (6)

respectively. Now, eq. (4) turns out to be

ATH — _/ d*p ptp¥ [Z ; (Tfp“ﬁﬂfé + Tfp"@uﬁ;) Tgp“ﬁuf;

+ gg——|, (7)
(2m)3 pu” Wy g Wy

where the partial derivative is given by 9, = w, D + V,,, with D = u*0,,. In the local rest
frame, one can expand the distribution functions in terms of the gradients of flow velocity
and temperature. The partial derivatives of the nonextensive quark, antiquark and gluon
distribution functions are respectively calculated as
a—
auf; = g [1 i (q — 1)6(“04290{ — ,u]i)]Q({ 2 {uapauu% + Uapay - uupaDua
(11 + (0 = VBuap™ — )77 +1)

Vg + TO, (%)] . (8)



1+ (g — 1)B(uap® + pup)] ot . DT VT .
(11 + (g = DBwap™ + )77 +1)

Ve — T, (%)} . (9)

B[1 + (¢ — 1)Bup°] it

{ DT \E
(11 + (g = Vel 1)’

Uap Uy — T + Uap® —— — w,p“Du, —pavuua} (10)

0! = .

Substituting the expressions of d, f;, 6Mfé and J, f, in eq. (7) and then utilizing % =

— (%—f) Vou® and Du, = er*]f from the energy-momentum conservation, we have

) u 77 [1+ (g = VB(uap® — prg)] ot op
st = S [ i | oy ()
/ )? wyT ([1 + (¢ — 1)B(uap™ — pg)]71 + 1)2 ”
W VaP VTN TP rup\ 9P
P (5+P_ T )_ Wy aa<?) ay aug}
o Dt (L (O
([1 + (¢ = 1)B(uap® + py)]sT + 1)

« VozP vaT Tp M ppﬁ
o <8+P T) wfa(T)+ L

Ep pp 7y [+ (g — 1)Buap)t opP o
+gg/< 3 . >2 [Wg (—) Vau
1

27T) (.UgT ([1 _'_ (q o 1)/8qu0,] _qil 85
VP V., T pp?
a — . 11
P (s+P T )+ w, Vo‘uﬁ} (11)

One can obtain the pressure and the energy density from the energy-momentum tensor as
P=-A,T"/3 and € = u,T" u,, respectively, where A, = ¢, — u,u, represents the
projection tensor. The velocity gradient should not be zero for the calculation of shear
and bulk viscosities. In the local rest frame, AT = 0, so, only the spatial component of

AT™ is proportional to the velocity gradient. From eq. (11), the spatial component of



AT takes the following form,

i _ a_ = kol
AT — Z /d‘°’p pr | L+ (g = D)Buap” — py)] {_pkal

Porl | (4 (g - DBuape — pp)s 1) L 21

(o (52) =) ot = o () o (25 5) )
77 [+ (g = 1)B(uap® + pip)) ot {
1 2
(H + (¢ — 1) B(uap® + uf)]qu + 1)

oP p? Tp* . (g w( 0P 0T
(o (52) ~ o Yo+ Lo () ot (255 -2

ppW
QWf

d? ! 7,1+ (¢ — 1) Buyp® ot ket
g /(27:;352}71 1+(g-1)B i] 2{—25%
(1 (@ Dfuape]T —1) L 2
oP p2 8k akT
— ) = ) ot +pF = . 12
+<w9<85) 3w9> P ( YP T (12)
In getting the above equation, we have used Oyu; = —%Wkl — ééklﬁjuj and Wy, = Opuy +

9 .
8luk — géklaju].

The shear and bulk viscosities are defined as the coefficients of the traceless and trace
parts of the dissipative contribution of the energy-momentum tensor, respectively. In
a first order theory, the spatial component of the nonequilibrium part of the energy-
momentum tensor is given [88, 115, 116] by

ATY = —gW4 — ¢590u'. (13)

By comparing equations (12) and (13), the shear and bulk viscosities are respectively
obtained as

75 [+ (g — 1) Buap® — )]t
no= 2 ng ’ 1 2
e 30 ([1 + (0= DBuar = p1p)] 1 +1)

2—¢q

77 L+ (¢ — 1)B(uap® + )]

&.’

+ 1 5
(11 + (g = VBluap® + )77 + 1)
6 1 -1 o « %
—|—30€T2gg/dpp_g 7y [1 + (g — 1)Buap?] (14

”2([1+<q—1>ﬁup 1)

10



1+ (q — 1)Bluap® + pp)] 1 Ay
(11 + (g = DBap + )75 +1)
1 Ep p? (14 (g — Dpuap®]it A,
599 3 1 20
[, (I + (¢ = VBuap]7 ~1)

+3 (15)

T 2 oP T TF 2 9P T 2 oP
where Ay = [32;_,: — (g)wf] , Ay = [32;_,: — (g)wf} , Ay = 7 [312@ (ae)wg} . In
the local rest frame, in conjunction with the Landau-Lifshitz condition (AT = 0), the
factors Ay, A; and A, are replaced as Ay = A = Ay — byuwy, Ap — [1} = A; — bwy
and Ay — A, = Ay — byw,, where by, by and b, are arbitrary constants and are related to
the particle number and energy conservations for a thermal medium having asymmetry
between the numbers of particles and antiparticles [117]. From the “00” component of

eq. (11), the Landau-Lifshitz conditions for A;, A; and A, are respectively written as

d*p wy (14 (¢ — 1)B(uap® — pg)] o= (A — bywy)
S : —0,  (16)
7 /<27T> ([1+(q—1)6( P = pyp)l? 1+1>
Zg / dgp wf[l_'_(q_l)ﬁ(uapa"'ﬂuf)]ﬁ (Af_bszf) -0, (17)
(11 + (@ = DBap + )77 +1)
Ep w, [1+ (g — 1)Buap?]t (A, —byw,)
; / 5o _0. (18)

(14 (g~ DPuap]7 —1)°

The quantities by, by and b, can be calculated by solving equations (16), (17) and (18).
By substituting Ay — A, Ay — zzl} and A, — A} in eq. (15) and then simplifying, we
get the bulk viscosity as

2—q

_ p° L (0PN 1P| [+ (g D)B(uap® — py)]o
S T Qng/dpp [ wy 3(&;) | ([1+(q—1)5(uap“—uf)]q+1+1)2

2—q

771+ (¢ — 1)B(uap® + )] o1
(11 + (g = DB + )77+ 1)

g p opP 2 [+ (g — 1)Bugp®) et
o o () A

14 (g — 1)Bugp]art

11



2.2 Nonextensive hot QCD medium in the presence of a strong magnetic
field

The presence of a strong magnetic field markedly affects the dynamics of charged particles
in the medium. They tend to move along the direction of magnetic field (say, z or 3-
direction). Thus, the quark momentum becomes bifurcated into the transverse (pr) and
longitudinal (p;) components. As a result, the dispersion relation of the quark of fth

flavor gets modified into

Wi \/pL +2n|q Bl +m7 . (20)

Here, the transverse motion is quantized and n = 0, 1, 2, - -- represent different Landau
levels. In the strong magnetic field (SMF) limit (|¢;B| > T?), the transitions of quarks
to n > 1 levels are forbidden as the energy gap between the levels is of the order ~
O(+\/|grB|). Hence, the quarks stay only in the lowest Landau levels (n = 0). In the

strong magnetic field regime, the nonextensive fermion distribution function is written as

1
- L ’ 21
! 1+ (¢ —1)B(upa F pyp)]=T + 1 (21)

where ‘— sign is for quark case (f5), ‘4 sign is for antiquark case (f7), po = (wy,ps) and

wr = /p3+ mfc. But, the gluons being electrically uncharged particles do not get affected
by the presence of magnetic field, so, the form of the nonextensive gluon distribution

function remains unaltered.

In the strong magnetic field regime, the energy-momentum tensor for the nonequilib-
rium system is defined as

v B pHpY .

T Wy

where f; = ff+5fq and f; = ff+5fq. In the above equation, one can notice the modified
|qu | d

= f D3. In

the aforesaid regime, the dissipative part of the energy-momentum tensor is ertten as

(integration)

ATH — ng‘qu‘ dps 2 (5fq+5fq) (23)

472

Here, p* = (p°, 0,0, p*) as per the SMF limit. One can find the infinitesimal shifts, § f, and

§f, by solving the relativistic Boltzmann transport equations for quarks and antiquarks

in the relaxation time approximation in the SMF limit as p*d,f;(z,p) = —ﬁ vu” s fq s
ﬁ#@uﬂ(l‘,p) = _ﬁ:gy 5fq , where Tf(f denotes the relaxation time in the strong magnetlc
f

12



field limit and is expressed [118] as

L s . (24)
T a,Cym? (71 + 1) [ dps L '
f( "“Jf+1)
Here, Cy represents the Casimir factor. Now eq. (23) becomes
Fuy _ 9rlarB| 7 _
st S [ PV (o epar).

The partial derivatives of the nonextensive quark and antiquark distribution functions in

eq. (25) in the presence of a strong magnetic field are respectively determined as

Oufy =

B+ (q — 1)Bu P — )]t [ DT v, T

- - 5 |UaD Up—r - + uap” T — u,p” Du,,
(11 + (g = DB pe — )77 +1)

— 5V uq + T, (%)] , (26)

2
; B4 (g —1)B(upa + pug)| ! . DT V.7 >
au,f(; — [ ( ) ( uf)] >2 U u,u, = + UaD H _ uup Dua

([1+(q— 1)6(uapa+ﬂf)]7il +1 T

— 5V e — T, (%)} . (27)

Substituting the values of d, f, and 9, fé in eq. (25) and then simplifying, we get

AT;W Z gf‘QfB| pupy 7-fB [1 + (q - 1)6<uaﬁa - ,uf)]q%(lz {wf (8_P) Voo
T - 1 2 o o
T (14 (g = DA — )] + 1) :
o (VoP NI\ TR gy | P
P <5+P T ) wfaa(T> wy ot
B+ (g — DBy + )]
I Ul O le)] 2 {wf (%_J;) -
(I + (g = DB + )7 +1)
ol VP VT Tp* Hr ]504255
o (T - S o () + ] 2
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The spatial or longitudinal component of AT* is written as

N Z CLCTE P W i RV ) { 77
i i ([1+<q—1>6<uaﬁa—uf>]qfll+1) s

+ (wf <§) 3wf>a S () +# (€+P T)}
T+ (¢ = 1)B(uPa + M= { P
<[1+(q—1)5(uaﬁa+uf)]q+l +1)2 2wy

PN B g Ty (i o BPO6T
+<wf<8e> 3wf>alu+wfak<T>+p ce+P T - (29)

In the SMF limit, thermodynamic quantities like pressure and energy density are evaluated

Wi

from the energy-momentum tensor through the relations, P = —A” T and e = uMT‘“’uy,
respectlvely Here, Al'w is the longitudinal projection tensor, AW = g,'LV — Uy, with
g,w—dlag(l 0,0,—1) being the metric tensor. As compared to the zero magnetic field
case, where there exist only two ordinary viscous coefficients (n and ¢ in eq. (13)), the
medium at finite magnetic field possesses seven viscous coefficients, namely, five shear
viscous coefficients, n, 11, 12, n3 and 74, one bulk viscous coefficient, ( and a cross-effect
between the ordinary and bulk viscosities, (;. Thus, for an arbitrary magnetic field (B

along a direction, b = %), the viscous tensor takes the following form [88],

+m (2‘/2‘3’ — 04V -V + 65 Vigbiby — 2Vipbib; — 2Viebiby + 0,0,V -V + b;b; Vigbyby)
+ 2n9 (Virbib; + Vjipbrbi — 2b;0;Vibiby)

+ 13 (Vibjk + Vikbi — Viabirbjby — Vigbjibiby)

+ 204 (Viabixbjby + Vigbjibiby)

+ (1 (03 Viabiby + b;0;V - V) | (30)
where b;; = €;,bp and Vj; = % (gTV; + Z—E). In eq. (30), n, m, nm2, n3 and ny are the
coefficients of the traceless part of 7;;, and ¢ and (; are the coefficients of the finite trace
part of m;;. In this equation,  and ¢ are known as the ordinary viscosity coefficients,
because the terms containing them are same as the terms at B = 0 case. However, for
a plasma in the strong magnetic field regime, 7y, 79,73, 74 and (; coefficients vanish and
eq. (30) takes a much simpler form through the replacement of the n-term in the above
equation by 7 (3b;b; — d;5) (bkblel — %V . V) (for a detailed discussion, see references [25,
88]). Thus, in the SMF limit, the viscous tensor gets generalized into the relativistic
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energy-momentum tensor, TH [88, 119], whose dissipative part is defined as

- out  ou” out ouw’ 2 ou ou

ATH = — —uuy— — vruy— — =AM — | = (A — . 31
" (afy oz, T "MeE Y MeE, 30 aﬁ) o G

Here, 7# = (2°,0,0,2%). In the local rest frame, the spatial component of AT (eq. (31))

is written [88, 119] as

_Zsig 2 g2
o5 " on 30 o o7

o d J Ol ¢
AT”:—n<au oul 2 8u)_€ ou
=7 <8iuj + '’ — géijalul) — (899l
= — W — (590t (32)

Through the comparison of eq. (29) and eq. (32), one can obtain the charged particle
(quarks and antiquarks) contribution to the shear viscosity in a nonextensive medium at

strong magnetic field as

L B4 (g — 1D)BuPa — pg)]i
= %ng quB\/dps 5 = Do “lf)] .
j P+ (@ = DB — )77+ 1)

B 1+ (g — Do + puy)] ot

(11 + (g = V(g + )77 +1)°

+ (33)

Since gluons are not affected by the magnetic field, one can add the gluon part to the

magnetized charged particle part to obtain the total shear viscosity, i.e.,

8 ph | TP (g = DBOPa — )]
n o= <> g lgBl [ dps = !
G / I (104 = DB@pa — pp) +1)

P14 (g — 1)B(uPa + )

- 1 >
(I1+ (= VB Fa + )77 + 1)
6 -1 o a %
+3()57T299/dp p_2 7y [1+ (g — 1)Buap?] ' (34)

“i (11 + (g - DBuapr] T 1)

In the similar way, one can get the charged particle (quarks and antiquarks) contribution
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to the bulk viscosity by comparing eq. (29) and eq. (32),

G = ng|qu| by 18 [1+ (g = VBP0 — )]t Ay
(1L + (g = DB(upy — )7 +1)

&
~

[1+ (g = DB + )] A
(1 + (g = DB o+ )77 +1)

(35)

B 75
where Ay = -F % — (8P) wf] , Ay = -+ % — (%—f) wf] . Using the Landau-Lifshitz

condition in the calculation of the bulk viscosity and then simplifying, we finally get

= Y L W T A L U 2 00
G = 127 2ng|QfB‘/dp3 |: (88) f} <[1+<q_1)5(uaﬁa—ﬂf)]ql1+1>2

B+ (g — DB fa + py)])

([1 + (g — 1B P + )] 77 + 1)2

+ (36)

The total bulk viscosity is obtained by adding the gluon part to the magnetized charged

particle part as

© T T 2ng|qu|/dp3 {p—?’— (%—f) wfr ([TfB 1+ (¢ — DB(u"Pa — py)l -

Lt (g — DB(uep, — )} 1)

7‘1

2—¢q

B [L+ (g — DB Pa + ip))

(11 + (g = VP + pg)) + 1)’

5 2[00 L (0P 1 7 ll+ (g—1)Bugp]et
+@gg/dpp Lu_g_?)(at?) } ({1 ;_1>2' (37)

_|_

+ (g — 1)Buep] =T

3 Results and discussions

In this section, the results on the response of the nonextensivity on the viscous properties
of hot QCD medium are discussed. The two scenarios considered for the discussion are
(i) the nonextensive medium at zero magnetic field and (ii) the nonextensive medium at
strong magnetic field. The study also incorporates the quasiparticle model of partons
where QGP is treated as a medium consisting of thermally massive noninteracting quasi-
particles. The partons gain thermal masses due to their interactions with the surrounding
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medium. For a thermal QCD medium in the absence of magnetic field, the available en-
ergy scales are associated with the temperature, chemical potential and quark mass. In
the QGP phase consisting of light quarks and gluons, the temperature is high enough to
become the largest energy scale. In this high temperature regime, the divergences encoun-
tered in the calculation of QCD thermodynamic observables, transport coefficients and
amplitudes are cured by applying the effective theories, one of which is the hard thermal
loop (HTL) perturbation theory. In this theory, the loop momentum is of the order of T,
i.e. the hard scale and the next scale is the soft scale of the order of ¢T" (g is the coupling
constant). When the thermal medium is exposed to a strong magnetic field, VeB emerges
as a new energy scale of the system in addition to 7" and p. Depending on the strength of
the magnetic field compared to the temperature, the thermal medium may be considered
as weakly magnetized or strongly magnetized. In particular, for a strongly magnetized
thermal medium where veB > T and veB > 11, magnetic field plays the role of largest
energy scale. In this case, the hard scales are different to the quark and gluon degrees of
freedom, unlike the single hard scale for both degrees of freedom in thermal medium in
the absence of magnetic field. The magnetic field and the temperature can be treated as
hard scales for quark and gluon degrees of freedom in thermal quantum chromodynamics
in a strong magnetic field, respectively. In addition, gv/eB arises as a new soft scale and
the self-energies of O(g*¢B) may be considered as small corrections in the momentum
regime, p > gveB. Thus, there exists a hierarchy of energy scale in thermal QCD in a
strong magnetic field, such as g7 < gveB < T < veB. The quark loops are mainly
affected by the strong magnetic field, whereas the gluon loops remain almost unaffected.
So, in the strong magnetic field regime also, to alleviate the divergences associated with
the gluon loops, the same resummation technique as in pure thermal medium, i.e. the
HTL perturbation theory could be used. On the other hand, for quark loops in the strong
magnetic field limit, the upper limit of the loop momentum is replaced by the magnetic
field (veB), because for quarks the dominant scale in this limit is the magnetic field,
like the temperature acts as the dominant scale for gluons as well as for the case in the

absence of magnetic field.

For a QCD medium in the absence of magnetic field, the thermal mass (squared) of
quark of fth flavor is written [120, 121] as

122 2
2 g T ,uf
mir = g (1 + 7T2T2) : (38)

Here, ¢’ represents the one-loop running coupling at zero magnetic field with the following
[122, 123] form,
4872
g% = dra, = z , (39)
(11N, — 2N/) In <A2 /Aid_s)
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where Ajg = 0.176 GeV, A = 27, /T? + ,ufc /m? for electrically charged particles (quarks
and antiquarks) and A = 27T for gluons. In the semiclassical transport theory, the

thermal mass (squared) of gluon is given [124, 125] by

/2]\/'c k3 Buwy 2N k3 Blwp—pf)
m2y = 4 dk —— 49 f/dk— ‘ .
g 22T Wy (eBws — 1) 42T wr | (eflor=rr) 4 1)
eBlwstps)

(40)

+ (eﬁ(ch'i‘ﬂf) + 1)2

The integrals in the above equation can be calculated using the hard thermal loop ap-

proximation and the simplified form of m?; is written [121, 126, 127] as

122
s 9T Ny 3 2
Mgr = ¢ <N6+7+27T2T2E Wl - (41)
f

In the presence of a strong magnetic field, the form of the thermal gluon mass (squared)
gets changed [26] to

/2T2N eBlwr—pys) eBlwrtiy)
Ml p = 2 Z s B /dk? — + 3
T 65 wr—pf) 4 1) (eﬁ(waruf) + 1)

(42)

Here, g denotes the one-loop running coupling in the strong magnetic field limit and it

runs exclusively with the magnetic field. It is given [128] by
A

_ A2 +M?2 B
0 1, 1IN, gcptMp 1 lgs Bl
Qo) + 127 In < 12 ) + 37 Ef p

g* = dma, = , (43)

where
127

11N, In (“°+M )

V

ay (ko) = (44)

and Mp (= V277 ~ 1 GeV) represents an infrared mass which is interpreted as the
ground state mass of two gluons connected by a fundamental string, with the string
tension, 7 = 0.18 GeV?2. For this numerical value of Mp as input, the values of factors
Ay = 0.385 GeV and py = 1.1 GeV are chosen to make «; small, i.e. oy < 1 [128-130].
The thermal mass of gluon is also related to the Debye mass as m% = 2m§T7 - Thus, one
can obtain the Debye mass in a strong magnetic field from eq. (42). This Debye mass is
also comparable to the Debye mass obtained in ref. [8] within the strong magnetic field
regime. We have found that, in the limits m; — 0 and py — 0, 4.e. if one neglects the
masses and chemical potentials of v and d quarks, the Debye mass in this work becomes
exactly equal to the Debye mass (eq. (57)) calculated in the strong magnetic field limit
in ref. [8]. However for the three flavor case, it is not possible to compare these results

at the equal base, because one cannot neglect the mass of s quark. In addition, the
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thermal quark mass (eq. (38)) also gets altered by the strong magnetic field. It can be
determined by taking pg = 0,p, — 0 limit of the effective quark propagator through the
Schwinger-Dyson equation in the presence of a strong magnetic field. Its form is given

[19] by

> 9lyB| [#T @)+ Tu3C(3)  31u3¢(5)

JLE 32 | 2my 8m2T2 32747

(45)

We note that, all flavors are assigned the same chemical potential (pf = p). We further
note that the thermal mass of quark in the strong magnetic field limit (45) was obtained
from the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the one-loop case [19]. For the pure thermal
medium (absence of magnetic field), the one-loop self-energy for massless case (which
is true even for finite mass case if the temperature is much higher than the mass) is
~ O(g*T?) and the average of the square of momentum at the hard scale (T) is ~ O(T?),
thus the one-loop self-energy can be termed as a correction because T2 > ¢*T?. For
the thermal medium in the presence of a strong magnetic field, the one-loop self-energy is
~ O(g*|q;B|) and the average of the square of momentum at the hard scale (1/|g;B]) due
to the strong magnetic field limit (|¢;B| > T?) is ~ O(|q;B]), so the one-loop self-energy

even in the presence of a strong magnetic field still acts as a correction. To be precise,

9%|as B
3m2

(in the absence of magnetic field) if the magnetic field is sufficiently large. However, one

the analogous part (in a strong magnetic field) is larger than its counterpart @

of the terms in the full expression of the one-loop self-energy (hence the (square) thermal

7T

Sy looks divergent in case of u quark or d quark. This term arises precisely

mass), i.e.
in the (one-dimensional) momentum integration (due to the dimensional reduction by the
strong magnetic field), where the divergent-like behavior in the lower limit is tamed by
the current quark masses. For the comparison, this dimensional reduction does not arise
in pure thermal medium, hence this kind of term does not appear in the thermal mass of
quark in the absence of magnetic field. In the quasiparticle model, the T" and p-dependent
quark (38) and gluon (41) masses are used for the QCD medium at finite temperature
and chemical potential, and the 7', u and eB-dependent quark (45) and gluon (42) masses
are used in the presence of a strong magnetic field. In the calculation, we have chosen a
specific range of temperature, magnetic field and chemical potential in accordance with
the strong magnetic field limit (eB > T?, eB > u?). Thus, while computing different
transport coefficients and observables as functions of temperature up to 7' = 0.4 GeV, we
have fixed the magnetic field at eB = 15m2 and the chemical potential at 1 = 0.06 GeV,

with the conversion factor, 1m2 ~ 0.02 GeV?.

As the transport coefficients depend on the features of particle distribution functions,
it is relevant to know how the particle distribution functions behave in the pertinent sce-
nario. Figure 1 shows the u quark distribution function at ¢ = 1.1 scaled with its value at

q =1 (fi=tt/ f=1) for different conditions of temperature, momentum, chemical poten-
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Figure 1: Variations of the ratio of quark distribution function at ¢ = 1.1 to that at ¢ = 1 (a) with

temperature and (b) with momentum for zero magnetic field and strong magnetic field cases.
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Figure 2: Variations of the ratio of distribution function at ¢ = 1.1 to that at ¢ = 1 (a) with temperature

and (b) with momentum for quark and gluon cases.
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Figure 3: Variations of (a) the shear viscosity (b) the bulk viscosity with temperature for different values

of the nonextensive parameter in the presence of a strong magnetic field.

tial and magnetic field. This figure deciphers the information on how the nonextensive
quark distribution function at ¢ = 1.1 approaches (deviates) to (from) the corresponding
equilibrated distribution function at ¢ = 1. In particular, figure 1a depicts the variation
of f7=11/f9=1 with temperature for zero magnetic field and the strong magnetic field
cases, whereas figure 1b shows its variation with momentum. It can be observed that the
nonextensive behavior of the quark distribution function is less pronounced at high tem-
peratures and low momenta, because in these cases, the nonextensive Tsallis distribution
approaches to the Fermi-Dirac distribution. Figure 2 compares the nonextensive features
of the quark and gluon distribution functions. It is observed that the trend of variation
of f7=11/f1=1 for gluon with temperature and momentum is almost similar to that of the
quark. However, the magnitude is larger for the gluon case. It thus indicates that, at
a given value of temperature or momentum, the gluons contribute more to the nonex-
tensivity of the medium than the quarks. Throughout the considered temperature and
momentum ranges, the nonextensive Tsallis distribution functions for quarks and gluons

at ¢ = 1.1 remain larger than the Fermi-Dirac and Bose-Einstein distribution functions.

Figure 3 shows the variations of shear () and bulk ({) viscosities with temperature.
It is observed that the magnitudes of both shear viscosity and bulk viscosity are larger
for ¢ = 1.1 as compared to their counterparts at ¢ = 1. It explains that the momentum
transfer is higher as well as there is an enhancement in local pressure fluctuations when
the medium is away from equilibrium. When the nonextensive medium comes under the
regime of a strong magnetic field, then further increase of both 1 and ¢ can be noticed
and this conveys the information that the nonextensive effects are more evident in the
presence of a strong magnetic field. This behavior can be mainly attributed to the increase

of the nonextensive distribution function with the introduction of a strong magnetic field
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(figure 1). Thus the nonextensive Tsallis distribution in the strong magnetic field regime
leads to larger values of shear and bulk viscosities than the corresponding Fermi-Dirac

and Bose-Einstein thermal distributions.

Further, it can be seen from figure 3 that the shear viscosity remains nearly two orders
of magnitude larger than the bulk viscosity over the entire range of temperature for both
g = 1 and ¢ = 1.1 cases. Thus the resistance to any deformation in the system at
constant volume is larger than the resistance to change in the volume of the system at
constant shape, which is also valid for the nonextensive medium. This indicates that
the trend of variation of viscosities with temperature at finite nonextensivity is similar
to that for ¢ = 1. Thus, since the variation of the bulk viscosity with temperature is
slower than that of the shear viscosity (especially at high temperatures) for ¢ = 1, a
similar slower variation of the bulk viscosity is also expected for ¢ = 1.1. As a result, it
shows a meagre nonextensive behavior for bulk viscosity. Furthermore, for a nonextensive
medium at strong magnetic field, there is much slower variation of the bulk viscosity with
temperature as compared to the zero magnetic field case, which is expected because in the
strong magnetic field regime, magnetic field acts as the dominant energy scale compared
to the temperature, however, as the temperature increases at a fixed magnetic field, the
effect of the strong magnetic field limit (|g;B| > T?) gets gradually suppressed and it is
more evident for the case of bulk viscosity.

The extra increase of the viscosities due to the strong magnetic field can be understood
as follows: The strong magnetic field restricts the motion of charged particles to one spatial
dimension, thus stretching the distribution function along the direction longitudinal to
the magnetic field and splitting the phase space integral into longitudinal and transverse
parts, where the transverse part contains a factor |¢;B|. Further, the quasiparticle model
ensures the dependence of the distribution functions on magnetic field, temperature and
chemical potential through the modified dispersion relations of partons. Moreover, the
partial derivative of pressure with respect to energy density appearing in the bulk viscosity
expression incorporates the dependence of magnetic field, contrary to that in the absence
of magnetic field. Therefore, 7 and ( calculated in a strong magnetic field depend explicitly
on magnetic field, chemical potential and temperature, unlike the case in the absence of
magnetic field, where they depend on temperature and chemical potential. As a result, in
the strong magnetic field limit (]g;B| > T?), where the energy scale associated with the
magnetic field is dominant as compared to the energy scales related to the temperature
and the chemical potential, 7 and { become more sensitive to the magnetic field. Thus,
the emergence of the strong magnetic field enhances the viscosities, in addition to their
increase observed due to the nonextensive behavior of the medium. With the increase of
temperature, both shear and bulk viscosities increase slowly as compared to the faster

increase of their counterparts in the absence of magnetic field. This behavior of n and ¢
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can be comprehended from the fact that, in the strong magnetic field regime, temperature
is a weak energy scale, hence it may leave meagre impact on them, whereas in the absence
of magnetic field, temperature is the dominant energy scale, so its effect on the viscosities

is more noticeable as compared to that in a strong magnetic field.

4 Applications of the viscous properties

This section is dedicated to the study of some applications of shear and bulk viscosities. In
particular, the effects of the nonextensivity on the flow characteristic and on the specific

shear and bulk viscosities are studied in subsections 4.1 and 4.2, respectively.

4.1 Flow characteristic

It is possible to comprehend the flow characteristic of the matter by observing the

Reynolds number (Re) and this is related to the kinematic viscosity (n/p) as
Lo
n/p

where L and v are the characteristic length of the system and the velocity of the flow,

Re (46)

respectively. The mass density (p) can be calculated from the product of the number

densities of quarks, antiquarks and gluons with their respective quasiparticle masses as
pP= me (ng +ng) +mgny . (47)
f

Thus, the expressions of mass density for a nonextensive hot QCD medium in the absence

of magnetic field and in the presence of a strong magnetic field are obtained as

1 - 1
Pqg = %megf/dp p2 [fq‘i‘fq] + ﬁmggg/dp p2fg7 (48)
!
1 _ 1
pi = TﬂszgfqufB\/dps [+ 1] +2—7T2mggg/dp D fo. (49)
!

respectively. The magnitude of the Reynolds number can convey important information
about the fluidity of the system. For Re > 1 (i.e. in the thousands), the kinematic
viscosity is much smaller than the product of characteristic length and velocity, thus
the nature of the flow is turbulent. For smaller magnitude of the Reynolds number,
the medium behaves like a viscous system and the flow remains laminar. It would be
interesting to see how the nonextensivity alters the flow characteristic of the medium.
For peripheral heavy ion collisions, the velocity of the flow can vary up to the speed of

light [131-133]. It is set to be nearly the speed of light, i.e. v ~ ¢ for convenience and

23



[ —— eB=0,q=1
| - —. eB=0,0=-11
- eB=15m’ g=11

Re

PRI RV IR N URI SR R
0.16 0.2 0.24 0.28 0.32 0.36 0.4
T [GeV]

Figure 4: Variations of the Reynolds number with temperature for different values of the nonextensive

parameter in the presence of a strong magnetic field.

since in natural units in QCD ¢ = 1, we have used v ~ 1 in this work. Investigations
have shown that the system size depends on the values of the number of participants and
the number of collisions in heavy ion collisions for different values of the center-of-mass
energy [134, 135] and for the QGP matter, the characteristic size is generally chosen to
be approximately 3 fm - 4 fm. For the present work, we have set L = 4 fm.

Figure 4 depicts the evolution of the Reynolds number with temperature for different
values of ¢ and magnetic field. It can be observed that the Reynolds number increases
with the increase of temperature in all cases, however, a decrease in its magnitude is
observed when the nonextensive parameter changes from ¢ = 1 to ¢ = 1.1. If the medium
with ¢ = 1.1 is exposed to a strong magnetic field, the decrease in the Reynolds number is
more evident as it becomes less than unity at low temperatures up to 7'~ 0.26 GeV. This
suggests that the kinematic viscosity dominates over the characteristic length scale of the
system and the quark-gluon plasma medium becomes more viscous with flow retaining its

laminar behavior in the said regime.

4.2 Specific shear and bulk viscosities

The properties of specific shear (/s) and specific bulk ((/s) viscosities depend on how
the viscosities and the entropy density behave in different conditions of the nonexten-
sivity, magnetic field, temperature and chemical potential. The entropy density (s) can
be evaluated from the energy-momentum tensor and baryon density (np) through the
following relation:

w, ", — Zf pmp — A TH /3

S = - (50)
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Figure 5: Variations of the entropy density with temperature for different values of the nonextensive

parameter in the absence of magnetic field and in the presence of a strong magnetic field.

Here, the expressions of ng for a nonextensive hot QCD medium in the absence of mag-

netic field and in the presence of a strong magnetic field are calculated as

mly = 5z 3 [ o0 o= R, 61
() = g > 0slarB / dns [ - 77 (52)
!

respectively. The results of the entropy density at finite nonextensivity (¢ = 1.1) and its
comparison with ¢ = 1 case are shown in figure 5. It is found that the emergence of the
nonextensivity gives an increasing effect to the entropy density at zero magnetic field as
well as at strong magnetic field. As the temperature of the medium grows, the deviation
of the entropy density at ¢ = 1.1 from that at ¢ = 1 increases. However, the deviation
is less prominent in the presence of a strong magnetic field, which is due to the fact that
the phase space gets squeezed to (141)-dimensions in a strong magnetic field. This leads
to a smaller number of microstates and thus, a reduced entropy density is observed. So,
overall, the presence of finite nonextensivity makes the medium more disordered, whereas

the disorderliness is comparatively small at low temperatures.

Figures 6 and 7 respectively show the variations of /s and (/s with temperature for
g =1 and ¢ = 1.1. A meagre increase of 1/s (figure 6a) and a decrease of (/s (figure
7a) due to the nonextensive behavior of the medium are observed. On the other hand,
figures 6b and 7b respectively illustrate a noticeable decrease of both n/s and (/s due to
the influence of the nonextensivity in the strong magnetic field regime, with the decrease
of latter one being larger in magnitude than the former one. This decrease of 7/s at
finite nonextensivity can be understood from the fact that the increase of 7 is smaller

in magnitude than the increase of s. Compared to n/s, the decrease of (/s at finite
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parameter in (a) the absence of magnetic field and (b) the presence of a strong magnetic field. Comparison
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Figure 7: Variations of the specific bulk viscosity with temperature for different values of the nonextensive
parameter in (a) the absence of magnetic field and (b) the presence of a strong magnetic field. Our result
has been compared with the lattice QCD results [68, 138] on (/s.
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nonextensivity is comparatively larger, because the nonextensive behavior of the medium
gives an increasing effect to the bulk viscosity, which is smaller in magnitude than that
of the shear viscosity, thus an overall larger decreasing impact on (/s is observed. It is
observed that, at zero magnetic field, the ratio 7/s is nearer to the conjectured lower
bound 1/(47), and the ratio (/s is closer to the conformal limit due to the nonextensive

behavior of the medium.

We have also compared our results with lattice QCD calculations. According to the
lattice calculation for the SU(3) pure gauge model [136], the upper bound for /s of QGP
was estimated to be 1, and our result on 7/s at finite nonextensivity lies slightly below
this bound for the temperature range 0.16 GeV - 0.4 GeV. However, its magnitude in the
presence of a strong magnetic field exceeds the lattice result. According to the lattice
work in ref. [137], n/s approaches 0.102 at 7' = 1.247, and 0.134 at 7' = 1.657,, whereas
our nonextensive results of 7/s lie slightly above these values at the said temperatures.
A very small magnitude of (/s (<0.15) except near T, had been observed in the lattice
calculation in ref. [138], which became extremely small with the increasing temperature
above T, and our nonextensive result is observed to be smaller than this lattice result on
(/s. In ref. [67], the SU(3)-gluodynamics had been applied on the lattice through the
Backus-Gilbert method to study the shear viscosity and it reported the range of 17/s to be
approximately 0.40 - 0.30 for the temperature range 0.17 GeV — 0.20 GeV, whereas our
nonextensive result on 7/s ranges 0.12 - 0.13 for the said temperature range, thus, even
with the nonextensive effect, our result on 7/s remains below that of the lattice result.
The temperature dependence of bulk viscosity using the SU(3)-gluodynamics on lattice
had been explored in ref. [68] and it reported very small values of (/s for T > 1.17,, which
lie above our results for ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 1.1 in the same temperature range. Generally, (/s
vanishes for a conformal QCD medium, thus the decrease of (/s at finite nonextensivity

takes the medium a bit closer to the conformal symmetry.

5 Conclusions

In this work, we studied how the nonextensivity of the medium affects its viscous prop-
erties in the absence as well as in the presence of a strong magnetic field. The shear (n)
and bulk (¢) viscosities of hot QCD matter were calculated in the kinetic theory approach
by solving the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation within the nonextensive Tsal-
lis mechanism. The interactions among particles were manifested by their quasiparticle
masses. The effects of the nonextensivity on some applications of the aforesaid viscosi-
ties, such as the flow characteristic, specific shear and specific bulk viscosities were also
explored. We observed that the introduction of the nonextensivity enhances the values
of n and (, and these enhancements are comparatively larger in the presence of a strong
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magnetic field. Thus, it confirmed that the nonextensive behavior of the medium ampli-
fies the momentum transfer as well as the fluctuations in local pressure. Throughout the
considered temperature range, n remains larger than ¢, thus indicating larger momentum
transfer across the layer than along the layer. The viscous nature of the hot QCD matter
becomes more evident for ¢ = 1.1 due to the decrease of the Reynolds number in the sim-
ilar environment. This observation also affirmed the laminar nature of the flow. It was
found that the ratio 1/s is nearer to the conjectured lower bound at finite nonextensivity.
Further, from the observation on the ratio (/s, it was found that, due to the emergence
of the nonextensivity, the medium approaches more towards the conformal symmetry.
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