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The effects of collisional processes in the hot QCD medium to thermal dilepton production from
qq annihilation in relativistic heavy-ion collisions have been investigated. The non-equilibrium
corrections to the momentum distribution function have been estimated within the framework of
ensemble-averaged diffusive Vlasov-Boltzmann equation, encoding the effects of collisional processes
and turbulent chromo-fields in the medium. The contributions from the 2 — 2 elastic scattering
processes have been quantified for the thermal dilepton production rate. It is seen that the collisional
corrections enhance the equilibrium dilepton spectra at high pr and suppress at lower pr. A
comparative study between collisional and anomalous contributions to the dilepton production rates
has also been explored. The collisional contributions are seen to be marginal over that due to

collisionless anomalous transport.

I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy-ion collision experiments at Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider (RHIC), and at Large Hadron Collider
(LHC), CERN enable the creation of the strongly cou-
pled matter quark-gluon plasma (QGP) [1], which is as-
sumed to have existed in the very early universe a few
microseconds after Big-Bang [2]. In these experiments,
heavy nuclei are collided at ultra-relativistic energies to
produce an expanding hot fireball. The created mat-
ter expands in space and time followed by hadronization
with the decrease of temperature (with a cross-over from
the deconfined quarks and gluons to hadrons for most
of the heavy-ion collisions). The evolution of QGP is
successfully studied within the framework of causal rela-
tivistic hydrodynamics [3-7]. These studies, along with
the experimental observations, suggest the existence of
strongly coupled QGP with near-perfect fluid nature [8].
The momentum asymmetry of the QCD medium present
during the entire medium expansion may induce insta-
bilities to the chromo-field equations. These instabilities
in the rapidly expanding medium can lead to the plasma
turbulence in the heavy-ion collisions [9, 10]. These give
rise to the anomalous transport in the medium. The im-
pacts of anomalous transport coefficients due to the mo-
mentum asymmetry in the medium are well investigated
in the electromagnetic plasmas [11, 12] and hot QCD

* jn_lakshmi@cb.students.amrita.edu
t v_sreekanth@cb.amrita.edu

¥ manu.kurian@iitgn.ac.in

§ vchandra@iitgn.ac.in

plasmas [10, 13, 14]. There have been several studies
on the collisional contributions to the transport param-
eters for the hot QCD medium [15, 16]. The interplay
of anomalous and collisional corrections can be studied
by analyzing the signals emitted from various phases of
fireball expansion.

Thermal dileptons and photons are one of the most
efficient probes of QGP [17-21]. Since they interact
electromagnetically, these thermal radiations can reach
the detectors without being rescattered. These radiations
are emitted throughout the expansion of the fireball with
negligible final-state interactions and can carry informa-
tion about the hotter phases of the matter as well as the
initial state of QGP after collision [22-24]. The dilep-
ton invariant mass spectrum has contributions from var-
ious processes throughout the evolution of fireball. The
high mass range (M > 3 GeV) has contributions from
the hadronic reactions such as photoproduction processes
and jet-dilepton conversion arising from initial hadronic
scattering. The decays of vector mesons have a consider-
able contribution in the low mass range 0.6 < M < 1.1
GeV. For M < 0.2 GeV, we encounter the contribution
of pion decays from the hadronic phase. While thermal
dileptons from QGP are prominent in the intermediate-
mass range, 0.2 < M < 2.5 GeV with major contribution
coming from the ¢¢ annihilation process [23, 25, 26].

The anisotropic and viscous effects on dilepton produc-
tion have been investigated, such as dissipative effects
due to shear viscosity [27-31]. The correction due to
bulk viscosity on dilepton production was introduced [28]
and studied too [29, 30, 32]. Recently some works have
been done to understand the effect of vorticity and mag-
netic field in the thermal dilepton production [33-36].
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In Ref. [37], the effect of chromo-Weibel instability in the
dilepton production rate has been investigated. It will be
an interesting task to study the collisional contributions
to thermal dilepton production along with the anoma-
lous corrections. The first step towards this analysis is
the proper modelling of the near-equilibrium momentum
distribution functions for quarks and gluons while incor-
porating the effects of collisional aspects and anomalous
transport in the medium. This sets the motivation for
the present analysis.

The static dilepton production rate from ¢g annihi-
lation in the presence of these corrections is obtained
from the relativistic kinetic theory. The dilepton rate
is calculated by incorporating the QCD medium inter-
action effects in the cross-section. The total dilepton
yield depends on the temperature profile of the expand-
ing QGP. This is obtained from hydrodynamic mod-
elling by providing appropriate initial conditions and
realistic equation of state (EoS). It is crucial to note
that the role of EoS is important in analyzing the sig-
nals from QGP, such as thermal photons [38] and dilep-
tons [28]. Here, we employ an effective fugacity quasi-
particle model (EQPM) [39, 40] to incorporate the real-
istic EoS effects in the analysis. In the current analysis,
the near-equilibrium distribution functions are obtained
as the modification over these distributions induced by
anomalous and collisional processes within an effective
transport approach closely following Refs. [14, 41]. The
distribution functions thus obtained have been employed
to study thermal dilepton spectra.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II is devoted
to the estimation of non-equilibrium phase-space momen-
tum distribution function while incorporating the effects
of collisional processes, and anomalous transport in the
QGP medium is described. In Section III, the thermal
dilepton production rates are computed in the presence
of collisional processes along with the turbulent fields.
Section IV deals with dilepton yields for an expanding
QGP in heavy-ion collisions. The results and followed
discussions are presented in section V, and finally, we
conclude the analysis with an outlook in section VI.

Notations and conventions: We are working in
units with kg = 1, ¢ = 1, h = 1. The signature of
Minkowski metric used is n,, = diag(+,—,—,—). The
term wu* denotes the fluid four-velocity and is normal-
ized to unity w*u, = 1. In the fluid rest frame, u* =
(1,0,0,0). The quantity Au,, = %(Vuul, + Vou,) —
%vavu’y defines the traceless symmetric velocity gra-
dient, with A, = 1., —u,u, being the projection oper-
ator orthogonal to u* and V,, = A,,,0".

II. MODIFIED QUARK (ANTIQUARK)
DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

Here, a momentum anisotropic hot QCD medium is
considered, keeping the fact in mind that momentum
anisotropy may sustain in the latter stage of the colli-

sions. The momentum anisotropy may lead to chromo-
Weibel instability whose physics is captured in terms of
an effective diffusive Vlasov-Boltzmann term depicting
the anomalous transport in the hot QCD medium [10]. It
has been argued that the anomalous viscosity dominates
over the collisional viscosity in the regime of weak cou-
pling [14]. The linear transport equation in the presence
of turbulent color fields with a collisional term where 2 —
2 elastic contributions have been taken into account. The
ansatz for the momentum anisotropic/near-equilibrium
distribution functions for gluonic and quark/anti-quark
degrees of freedom in hot QCD medium is of the form,

fg/q(ﬁj') = fo 9/q [1 + (£ /o g/q)fl g/q(ﬁ)] , (1)

where fp and f; denotes the equilibrium and linear order
perturbation to the distribution function, respectively.
Before obtaining the deviation of momentum distribution
function away from equilibrium that encodes the effects
of anomalous transport as well as collisional processes,
adequate modelling of equilibrium distribution functions
for the gluons and quarks has to be considered to in-
corporate the realistic EoS in the analysis. The EQPM
employed in the current analysis interprets the thermal
QCD medium EoS with the non-interacting quasigluons
and quasiquarks/antiquarks with effective fugacities 2y,
and have the following distribution functions [39, 40],

Zg/q XD (—BE})
1 F zg/9exp (—PEp)’

fO g/q — (2)

where E, =| p'|= p for gluons and E, = /p? + m?2 for
quarks. The physical significance of the effective fugacity
parameter can be understood from the non-trivial energy
dispersion relation,
wp = Ep 4wy g, Swy/q = T?0r In(2y/4), (3)
where dw,/, denotes the modified part of the dispersion
relation. The temperature dependence of effective fu-
gacities can be obtained from the lattice EoS [39]. The
fugacity parameters are not associated with any con-
served current in the medium and retain the same form
for quarks and antiquarks [42]. The QCD thermody-
namics has been studied within the EQPM description,
and the results have been compared with that of the lat-
tice data [39]. It is observed that the EQPM results
are in agreement with the lattice data beyond the tran-
sition temperature. In particular, the model accurately
describes the trace anomaly of the medium. Further,
an effective covariant kinetic theory has been developed
within the EQPM to study the near-equilibrium dynam-
ics of the QCD medium [43]. It is important to emphasize
that a Virial expansion for the QCD medium has been ob-
tained in terms of quasiparticle number densities to study
the QCD interaction. The comparison of the EQPM with
other approaches (effective mass model, models based on
Polyakov loop, etc.) has been conducted in Ref. [39]. The
EQPM and the followed effective transport theory ap-



proach have been employed to study the transport prop-
erties [44, 45] and momentum anisotropy [46, 47] of the
QCD medium.

We choose the following ansatz for the linear order
perturbation f; ;/,(p) to the isotropic gluon and quarks
distribution functions

A (m L,V
Fi 0/a(P) = =257 p D" Ay, (4)
Wp

In the local rest frame of the fluid, we can write Au;; =
—[3(Viu;+Vju;)—$6;;V-u]. Now, considering the boost

invariant longitudinal Bjorken’s flow, with v = £ and

Auij = —S%diag(—l, —1,2), the expression for f; 4/4(p)
becomes

A g/4(P) ( 2_p2>’ )

fl g/q(ﬁ) = prQT y2» 3

where 7 is the proper time. In the current analy-
sis, we investigate two dominant sources of the non-
equilibrium dynamics of the QGP medium, namely, mo-
mentum anisotropy of the QGP medium, and collisional
processes in the medium. The strength of the turbu-
lent fields depends on the magnitude of the momentum
anisotropy in the medium and gives rise to anomalous
transport in the medium. Both these non-equilibrium
effects will contribute to shear viscosity as the relax-
ation rates due to both processes are additive (anoma-
lous and collisional contributions to the viscosity as de-
scribed in Ref. [10]). These non-equilibrium effects are
embedded in the analysis through f; ,/,(p). The momen-
tum anisotropy may induce instabilities in the rapidly
expanding medium, which can lead to plasma turbu-
lence, and the turbulent fields give rise to anomalous
transport in the medium. The non-equilibrium correc-
tions to the momentum distribution function can be es-
timated within the framework of ensemble-averaged dif-
fusive Vlasov-Boltzmann equation, encoding the effects
of collisional processes and turbulent chromo-fields in the
medium. The quantity A; , /q(P) captures the strength
of non-equilibrium part of the distribution function. For
the case with only anomalous transport (where collisional
aspects are negligible) Ay ,/,(p) can be defined as fol-
lows [10, 37],

Wg/qT
39202<E2 =+ B2>g/q7m ’

Ay g/q(P) = 2(NZ — 1) (6)

where unknown factors in the denominator is related to
the jet quenching parameter 4. Here, (E?) and (B?) rep-
resent the color averaged chromo-electromagnetic fields
and 7, measures the time scale of instability in the
medium. The current focus is to incorporate the colli-
sional aspects along with the anomalous contributions to
the momentum distribution functions. For the general
case, A g/q(P) takes the following form,

- Al
B g/a(P) = /Tﬂ (7)

Here, the quantity AZ /q has contributions from both
anomalous and collisional transports. The effect of colli-
sional processes in the evolution of distribution function
can be quantified with the collision kernel in the trans-
port equation. From Eq. (5), the leading order correction
to the quark distribution function can be considered as,

Aqlpl ’
ho g (F5)©

where w,, I takes the following form in the linear expan-
sion,

1 R 5wq]

@ = - ] )
The authors of the Ref. [44] have realized that the lead-
ing order (in temperature gradient of effective fugacity)
correction to single particle energy is less than 10% at
T = 2.5T, and observed considerable agreement in the
results of transport coefficients from full numerical cod-
ing and from the linear expansion approximation. Note
that we are not considering the subscript for quarks while
defining the distribution function and dispersion relation
as the current focus is on the dilepton production by qq
annihilation. Combining Eqgs. (8) and (9), we obtain the
form of f; 4 as

Al 5 2
fro=-gt 1= 5] (2-%). o

Similarly, one can estimate the non-equilibrium correc-
tions to the gluon distribution function in terms of Ag.

The form of A;/q

Following the same formalism as in Refs. [14, 37], one
can estimate the algebraic equation of AZ /q by taking
the appropriate moment of the transport equation. The
ensemble average Vlasov-Boltzmann equation takes the
form as follows,

0
ozt

f=Faf +(Clf]) =0, (11)

oH

where f is the ensemble-averaged thermal distribution
of the particles. In our case, f = fg/q as defined in
the Eq. (1). The diffusive Vlasov term characterizes the
contribution from turbulent fields, and the force term
takes the form as,

2
= gCy
Faf _3(Nc2 — Dwg,q
X L2fo g/q(1 £ fo g/q)PipiAuij, (12)

with C is the Casimir invariant of SU(N.) gauge theory
and the operator £2 can be defined as,

<E2 + BQ>g,qu

L2=[px 0> —|Px05 2. (13)



In the current analysis, A’ has contributions from both
anomalous and collisional transports. For the anoma-
lous transport, the strength of the turbulent fields are
related to the anomalous transport in the medium. In
addition, we have switched on the collisional term in the
Boltzmann equation which contribute to the collisional
aspects of the medium. The collision kernel (C[f]) in the
transport equation measures the leading order contribu-
tions from the collisional processes. The collision integral
for the 2 — 2 scattering process p), k — ﬁ, K is defined
as [14, 48],

4

o] _L/ &Pk / >y &>k
C4E, | (2m)32Ey ) (2m)32E, | (27)32E).
x IMP2@2m)6 P+ K -P —K))

X [fg/q(ﬁ)fg/q(g) (1 + fg/q(ﬁ,)) (1 + fg/q(];/))

- f.q/q(ﬁ/)fq/q(];) (1 + fg/q(ﬁ)) (1 + fq/q(lg))] )
(14)

where |M|? is the scattering amplitude and P, K, P’ and
K are the four-momenta of the particles before and after

4

to determine A; ,/,(p). Following this standard method
as in Refs. [14, 37] leads to the following matrix equation
for the column vector A* = {A}, A!},

(aa + &c)At =T7. (15)

The column vector 7 takes the form,

32 (N2 —1)I 32N.N;I?
,,':: ( C ) 57 f 5 , (].6)
32 32

where N is the number of flavors, and the function I,
takes the form,

Il = —PolyLog[n, —z4], IJ] = PolyLog[n,zs], (17)

for quarks and gluons. The matrices a4 and a¢c denote
the anomalous transport and collisional (elastic scatter-
ing processes) contribution of the transport equation.
The matrix a4 takes the following form,

32N 13 Q, 0

~ T 51273

aa = T sanyri, | (18)
0 5mw2T3

where @), /, is defined as,

g*(E* 4+ B?)4,

scattering. The linearized transport equation is a linear Qq/q = 5 Trm- (19)
integral equation, and one can employ variational method
by minimizing the linearized Vlasov-Boltzmann equation The matrix a¢ can be described as follows,
|
TNe@NeANIE | Ne(NZ )Ny (I+1)2 _ Ne(NZU)N (I +14)2
PR 247224 2713 (zg+2q) 273 (zg+2q)
ac = Ce CONe(NZ1)Ng (19 419) 2 TNy NeANPIE Ne(NZ-1)Ng (1§ +18)zg | - (20)
2713 (zg+24q) 2472z, 273 (zg+2q)

The EQPM is based on the charge renormalization in
medium [39], and one can define an effective coupling
aepy by investigating the Debye screening mass of the
QCD medium [44]. Note that in the leading-log order,
we have C. ~ 27%(N? — 1)015” log(ae_flf), where s
takes the form,

0 (21)

2N. 79 | 2Ny 79
=I5 + I
opp = au(T) <7r222>

N, N
EaR
The 2-loop expression for QCD running coupling con-

stant as(T) at finite temperature can be defined as [49—
51],

3(153 — 19N;) In(2In )

as(T) = 2 T
(33 —2Ny) In 5

(22)

with QCD scale fixing parameter can be defined from
the M S scheme such that Ay = WAM& where

vg = 0.5772156 and the renormalization scale Ay =

67 (
- _
(33 —2Ny¢)In s

) b0 = 60C. (g +17)

(

1.14 T, [40]. The algebraic forms of A} and A} can be
obtained by solving Eq. (15) using Eqgs. (16), (18) and
(20) and have the following forms,

o 1som () (N2N;IE 6o+ 12 1) o
TN NuUNZ 1056 + 6n6 )

and

y 12807 (N2 = 121 6o + NoIf 62)
1T T NNZ — 1PN GE + 010

(24)

The quantities ¢g, ¢1 and ¢ are defined as follows,

zg+ 24

| 357CLIJ(2Ne + Np) | T687Q, 1]
2Zq T3

35mCLI(2N. + Ny) | T687Q, 1]
2Zg 3

¢1=N:(NZ — 1)y

)

P2 = (Nc2 —1)Ny¢o +



It is important to emphasize that the expressions of AZ
and A}, reduce to the results of Ref. [14, 41] in the limit
29, — 1 and in the absence of collisions, ac = 0.

Next, by employing these non-equilibrium distribution
functions, we study the thermal dilepton production from
hot QCD medium.

IIT. THERMAL DILEPTON PRODUCTION
RATE

Thermal dileptons produced in the QGP medium has
major contributions from the ¢ annihilation process,
qq — v* — IT1™. The rate of dilepton production for
this process within the EQPM model in terms of quark
distribution function can be defined as,

dN / d*py d3ps MSffgc%U(szf)
d*xd*p (2m)3 (2m)3 2w ws

X f(51) f(72)8" (B — 1 — P2)- (25)

Note that the subscript ¢ for the distribution function is

dropped from this section as the focus is only on the ¢g

annihilation process, i.e., fy(p) = f(pP) and is described in

Eq. (1). Here, the quantity M. is the medium modified

effective mass of the virtual photon in the interacting
QCD medium with

M2 = (w1 +w2)? = (P1 + P2)?
~ M2 (1 + 745“‘1(512”2)) : (26)

where M? represents its invariant mass in the limit of
zq/g = 1. The quantity p12 = (w12, p1,2) is the 4-
momenta of the quark and antiquark respectively and
P = (wo = wi +wa, P = P1 + Pa) is the 4-momentum
of the dilepton pair. If the quark masses are neglected,

we can write wyo = 4/Pio +m? &~ [p12|. The term

U(Mfff) is the thermal dilepton production cross sec-
tion and g4 is the degeneracy factor. The relative ve-
locity of the quark-antiquark pair is given by v, =

2 2 _ 2 2
MepsMepr=4m?)  Mers  \With Ny = 2 and N, = 3
4w%w§ — 2wiwsz’ f c ’

we have Meszgga(Mfff) = 8"a?. We are interested in
the regime in which invariant masses are larger than the
temperature, M >> T >> m. Hence we can approx-
imate the Fermi-Dirac distribution by that of the clas-
sical Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution (high temperature
limit) i.e., fo(p) = z,e™“/T. Under this approximation,
the quark (antiquark) distribution function, described by
Eq. (1) and Eq. (10), in the covariant form, becomes:

F) 2 zge™ T [L+ X (0, TV 9" Dugw ] 5 (27)

where quasiparticle four-momenta (p*) are related to the
bare momenta (p*) as p = p* + dwy/, u* and the quan-
tity x*(p, T) represents,

=gt i), (28)

Keeping the terms only upto quadratic order in mo-
menta, the dilepton production rate takes the form as
follows,

AN [ &pr dPpy MZ;pgqo (M2 ;)
dadip / (2m)? (27)?
x [1 42X (5.7) B DY A
x fo(P1) fo(P2) 6% (P — pr — P2)
~dN, | dNy
 ddxdip  dradip’

lewg

(29)

where the equilibrium contribution to dilepton produc-
tion takes the form

S 2 2 2
dNo :/ d*py MeffgdU(Meff)226,(Wl+w2)/T
d*xd*p (2m)8 2wy ws 1
X(S(OJ() % (.UQ)
22 M2, %0 (M2
_ Zq Mers9d ( €ff)€7wo/T. (30)

(2m)°

2
Using Eq. (9), (28) in (29), we write the non-equilibrium
contribution to the dilepton production rate as,

ANy / d’py Msffggg(Mgff)226—(w1+w2)/T
d*zd*p (2m)8 2wy wo a
Al ow
q q| =pzv
s 1= i ot
><5((U0 — W1 — LUQ)
=I"(p)Auyy; (31)
where,
. 2 2 2
By — Bp Miga0(Mess) —(w14w2)/T
1" (p) =2 zoe
(27‘1’)6 2w1w2 a
Al e
X?g |:1 — |p_,1q|:| péplé(wo — w1 — WQ). (32)

The general form of the second rank tensor can be con-
structed using the metric n*¥, u* and p* as,

1" (p) = aon™” + arulu” + axp"p” + az(uh'p” + u”pt).
(33)

Since u*Auy, = 0 and n**Au,, = 0, only the coeffi-

cient ag survives when Eq. (33) is contracted with Aw,,,.

Moreover, we construct a projection operator P, such
that ag = P, I". The form of P,, can be obtained as

1 .
P = A [WQUW + (205 + My p)upy + 3pupy

—6w0uuﬁy} . (34)
Incorporating these steps, the non-equilibrium contribu-
tion to dilepton rate takes the form as follows,

dN.

Gipdis = 02 F D = {PapI ™} 5 A

(35)



Employing Eq. (32) and Eq. (34) we have,

Pl =

e o (2m)° 20109 !

x [(202 + M2 ))w? +3(5 - 51)? — 6wowr (5 1))

[ -
AL
T3 2[pf5

where .# and .4 can be defined as,

= | dp eff9d0< eff) 22 o=w0/T
D1 ) q

x[(zwé—mm 2~ oMy |7+ 20 }
ANy 4,
N d4xd4p3“5| ’

and

M2 pgio (M) ,
/:—6wq/dp1—ff(2ﬂ)5 2 zie wo/T

. 3 M}
X [(:’w% — [p?)|p1| — Bwo M2, + = ff]

4 |p1|

dNo 5 o \wolpl
= I —— 20w, [(2w0—5M6H)2
3 wo + |151>
+ M2 . 1n <
FF 7\ wo — 1]

respectively. Thus, we obtain the non-equilibrium con-
tribution to the dilepton rate as,

2) <ol

dN. dNO ow 9
X { q [(BMeff _ 5

drzdip — d*zdp T3 |pP

3 wo + [P 21,
M In = MDY Ay,
(S ) 45 g
(37)

The above calculations are done in the local rest frame
of the medium. In a general frame with 4—velocity u*
these results become

2
dNo _ 2z M2py930 (M) _or

dizdip ~ 2 (2m)5 (38)
dN,  dNy .
= YA v X ;
d4.17d4p d41‘d4pp p u# [@ + ] (39)

t — 2 2 2
Ay /d3P1 MEffgdU(Meff)Zze—(w1+w2)/T

[+ .A], (36)

with
373
A ow (u-p)

Z ¢ 5MZrp —2(u-p)?
5y - 22,7\ 2 e — 2P

~ ~ 2

3 Moy ety D Moy
1

(U'ﬁ)Q—Mfff u-p— (u'ﬁ)Q_szf
Next, we proceed to calculate the dilepton production
rate in the presence of anomalous correction by switching
off the collisional effects in the medium. To study the
impact of anomalous transport separately, we consider
the case of ac = 0 and obtain A® following the same
formalism as described in section II. In the collision-less
limit ( i.e., A® = A%), the linear perturbation of the
distribution function can be defined as,

AG iy
fl = ﬁp”p Au;wv (40)

where,

o 20 CNT® I

i i 1 41
O Dal] ”

with Cy = J\QN for quarks and ¢ as the jet quench-
ing factor. In Ref. [13], the authors have realized that
the parameter ¢ is proportional to the mean momentum
square per unit length on the particle imparted by tur-
bulent color fields. The strength of the turbulent fields,
(E%+4B?);, can be related to the jet quenching parameter
as,

2gzcg/f

j = E? 4+ B*)7,,. 42
0= g 25 (B + B (12)
Following a similar procedure, we can obtain the non-
equilibrium contribution (without collisional effects) to

the dilepton production rate as,

N, dN, 242
dizdtp  drzdp 7P At (43)

The total dilepton production rate for this case is ob-
tained by adding the expressions Eq. (38) and Eq. (43),

AN dNp 248

d*xd*p - d*zd*p L+ 373 Sl Aty | - (44)

Now, we write the thermal dilepton yields obtained in
the limit M.yy — M, i.e., when the modifications on M
due to the medium effects are neglected We note that
in this limit, the expression for M? cff reduces to M? =
(E1+ E3)? — (P1 +P2)?, the invariant mass of virtual pho-
ton. Here, p12 = (E1,2,P1,2) represents the 4—momenta
of the quark and antiquark. Also, the 4—momentum of
dilepton reduces to p* = (pg = E1 + E2,p = p1 + Pa).
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Now, within this limit, the rate of dilepton production

for ¢g annihilation process given by Eq. (25) takes the
form [52],

dN _/ d*py d*py M%g2a(M?)
dizdip | (27)3 (27m)3  2E.F,
Xf(ﬁl)f(ﬁz)54(p —p1— p2). (45)

The cross-section for this process in Born approxima-
tion is well known and with Ny = 2, N, = 3 we have
M?g3o(M?) = 83202 [22, 53].

Within this limit, the equilibrium contribution to ther-
mal dilepton rate has the form [30]

o _ [ sertomsar gfolI)
d*xd*p 2 2F1Es
xd(po — By — E2)

2 1M2.?20')(;\42)e—(u~p)/7“.

2w

=24 % 5 (46)
The non-equilibrium contributions to the dilepton pro-
duction rate, with and without the collisional terms are
obtained by taking the limit M.y — M in the Egs. (39)
and (44) respectively.

Now, we analyze the strength of the medium interac-
tion effects on thermal dilepton rates. As a first step to
this analysis, we examine the temperature dependence
of Mcys. Fig. 1 shows M,y plotted for various energies
with M =1 GeV. It is evident that the impact of medium
effects is more dominant at low temperatures. Also, we
note that irrespective of the value of M, at high tem-
perature, M.ys approaches M, which is indicative of the
fact that the interaction term vanishes with the increase
of temperature. In Fig. 2, we analyze the strength of
these interaction terms on thermal dilepton rate by plot-
ting the equilibrium dilepton production rate obtained
within the quasi-particle prescription (Eq. (46), denoted
by solid lines) along with the one calculated in the limit
My — M (Eq. (38), represented by dashed lines). It
is observed that the presence of medium interaction ef-
fects suppresses the dilepton rates at all energies. This

dN?% d*xd*p (GeV ~8)

| — T=0.2GeV
— T=0.3GeV

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
E (GeV)

FIG. 2. Equilibrium dilepton production rate plotted against
E. The dashed lines represent the rates in the limit Mcyy —
M.

1010,

10—11,
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10—13,

dN,. - / d*xd*p (GeV~* fm™?)

EQPM (&f = 0)

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
E (GeV)

FIG. 3. Comparison of dilepton rate calculated within EQPM
along with the strict NLO results for dilepton production. LO
and NLO rates are taken from Ref. [55].

suppression is notably high at low temperatures, which
indicates the presence of strong medium effects at low
temperatures. Here, we note that the medium interac-
tion effects have a significant impact on the dilepton rates
and hence these effects has to be incorporated in the fol-
lowing analysis.

Note that, in the present work, we focus on the ¢g an-
nihilation process of dilepton production in the Born ap-
proximation. However, there are other dilepton rate cal-
culations in the presence of higher-order corrections [54—
57]. In Fig. 3, we show a comparison of production rate
of uTp~ pairs calculated within the EQPM (for 6 f = 0)
with the strict next-to-leading order (NLO) results of
Ref [55]. The leading order (LO) rate is also plotted for
comparison. The rates are plotted as a function of the
energy of the dilepton pair (F) for a fixed temperature,
T = 0.3 GeV, and invariant mass, M = 1.5 GeV. For this
analysis, we evaluate the dilepton rate given by Eq. (45)
without considering the Maxwell-Boltzmann approxima-
tion. Also, we take N, = Ny = 3 for this comparison.
From fig. 3, it can be seen that the presence of fugac-
ity parameter suppresses the u™p~ rate when compared



to LO results for all dilepton energies. This is in line
with the result obtained in Ref. [37]. It is also observed
that while comparison with NLO results, the EQPM rate
suffers more decrement compared to the previous case.

IV. THERMAL DILEPTON YIELD FROM
EXPANDING QGP

Dilepton yield from QGP in heavy-ion collisions can
be studied by obtaining the temperature profile of the
system. This can be done by modelling the expan-
sion of QGP using relativistic hydrodynamics. We
employ the longitudinal boost invariant flow model of
Bjorken to study the expansion of the system. In
this model, the coordinates are parametrized as t =
Tcoshn, and z = 7sinhn,, where, 7 = V12— 22, is

21n [’;fz} is the space-
time rapidity of the system and the fluid 4—velocity
is expressed as u* = (coshns,0,0,sinhns) [58]. Now,
four dimensional volume element is given by dz =

ﬂR%dnSTdT, where Ry = 1.214,11/3 is the radius of the
nucleus used for collision (for Au, A, = 197). The
4—momentum of the dilepton can be parametrized as
p* = (Mr coshy, pr cos ¢p, prsin ¢,, Mr sinhy), where

MZ = p2.+ Mfff. Now, the factors appearing in the rate
J

the proper time and 7y =

expression under Bjorken expansion can be calculated as

u - p =Mr cosh(y — ns), (47)
1 [p3%  2M?2
PP Ay =— |BL = sk (y — )| (48)
T

We note that, when the modification on M due to
the medium effects are neglected, i.e., in the limit
Mcgr — M, the expression for p* reduces to p®
(mq coshy, pr cos ¢p, pr sin ¢, my sinhy) with m% =
p2 + M?. Also, within this limit, Eqs. (47) and (48)
reduces to u - p and p*p”Au,,, respectively.

Next, we write the dilepton yields in terms of the in-
variant mass M, transverse momentum pp and rapidity
y of the dileptons produced,

AN s < 1 4N
S S— A gy =22
AM22prdy A /T o /_ S Gty

2

X {1 + — cosh(y — ns)éwq] . (49)
mr

By using Eq. (29), we write the total dilepton yield as,

dN dNy dN,,
272 = 2 72 + 2,72 :
dM?*d?pprdy  dM?d?prdy  dMZ?d?prdy

(50)

The equilibrium contribution to the dilepton yield is ob-
tained as,

dNy

Tf oo
_ %/ dr ZQT/ dnse—JWT/Tcosh(y—ns)
dM2d2pTdy o a —0o0

X [1 + 2 cosh(y — ns)awq} , (51)

mR% 80 72nT
where, € = g T

22(2n)5 9 ¥ -
Now, the non-equilibrium contribution to the dilepton
yield can be simplified as,

ANy oA [T — Mz /T cosh(y—n. 2
dM2d2prdy =t /TU dr Zqﬁ e dnse /T cosh(y=ns) |1 4 m7T cosh(y — 775)5%
2 2M2 2
X pl -—== SinhQ(y - 779) 3 g(Tv 779) ) (52)
3 3 3
with
E(T,n,) = Owq [M2 cosh?(y — )—§M2 ]MTcosh(y—n )
s s [M% COShQ(y _ ns) o Mfo}z T s 2 eff s
N 3 Méff | Mr cosh(y —ns) + \/Mzz“ COShQ(y*Us) *Mesz
= n
4 \/M% cosh?(y — 1) — M2, M cosh(y — ns) — \/M% cosh?(y — 1) — M2,

The total dilepton yield in the presence of collisional
terms can be calculated by numerically integrating the

}. (53)

expressions Eq. (51) and Eq. (52) along with the tem-
perature profile of the expanding plasma.

(



Further, for comparison, we calculate the dilepton
yield without the collisional correction term. From
Eq. (44), the non-equilibrium contribution to the dilep-
ton yield for this case is obtained as,

dNX B % /Tf Aa oo

e, R dr 2242 dns
AM2d2prdy 3 Teas | TsE

0

2
1+ —— cosh(y — n,)8
X{{ + o 08 (y n)wq}

2 2
|~ i sy - ) } (54)

where Af is defined in Eq. (41).
Next, we write the thermal dilepton yields calculated
within the limit Mgy — M,

AN 7 < 1 4N
S S R dns =22 (55
AM2Rprdy A /TO TT/,OO " 5 gizaipy 0

The equilibrium contribution to dilepton yield for this
J

— M1 /T cosh(y—ns)

case can be written as

dNy /Tf 2 /Oo —mp /T cosh(y—
——— =% dr ziT dnge~r/T cosh(y=n:)
dM2d2pTdy ) ! —o00 °

Ty
:2%/ dr 227 Ko(mp /T), (56)

where K, is the modified Bessel function of second kind.
Now, the non-equilibrium contribution to dilepton yield
in this limit can be obtained as

ANy [T 5 A
D Eprdy ‘K/TO dTZqﬁ T (T)
_/ dﬁs&dq éa(T’ 778) }a (57)

with

T (T) = % [P Ko(mr/T) — 2TmrKy(mr/T)], (58)

e—mr /T cosh(y—ns) pz 2MZ ., ) 9 5. 5
E(T,ns) = = coshQ(y ) {3 -3 sinh”(y — 773)] {mT cosh”(y — ns) — §M ] mr cosh(y — ;)
.3 M* [ cosh(y — ;) + \/sz cosh?(y — 1) — M?
n

4 \/mQT cosh?(y — n,) — M?

The non-equilibrium contribution to the yield without
collisional effects calculated within the limit Mcyp — M
is given by

dAM2d2prdy 4T3

where A§ and 7 (T) are defined in Egs. (41) and (58)
respectively.

Tf Aa
Ny ¢ / dr225 (1), (60)

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We obtain the temperature profile of the system by
solving the hydrodynamical equations with initial con-
ditions relevant to RHIC energies. The initial time
and temperature are taken to be 79 = 0.5 fm/c and
Ty = 300 MeV respectively. The energy density evo-
lution equation governing the longitudinal expansion of
the plasma is given by [58] 4¢ + <EP = 0. We chose the
recent lattice QCD EoS [59] in the current analysis. The
above hydrodynamic equation is solved to obtain T'(7);
and we note that the system reaches the critical temper-
ature T, at a time 7; = 5.4 fm/c. Now, we calculate the
dilepton yields by numerically integrating the rate ex-
pressions obtained in the previous section with the tem-

mq cosh(y —ng) — \/sz cosh?(y — 1) — M?

}. (59)

perature profile T'(7). We carry out the integration from
7o to 7¢. The yields are presented for the midrapidity
region of the dileptons, i.e., for y = 0.

(

Fig. 4 shows the dilepton yields in presence of colli-
sional terms as a function of transverse momentum p for
M =1 GeV. The yields are plotted for different values of
the jet-quenching parameter, §/T3 = Q. It is observed
that the presence of collisional terms increases the dilep-
ton yield considerably, compared to the equilibrium case
(represented by §f = 0). Note that, with = 10, there
is an increase of ~ 31.8% at pr = 1.5 GeV and ~ 145%
at pr = 2.5 GeV for M =1 GeV. It can be noted that
the increment due to collisional terms decreases with the
increase of Q. For M =1 GeV and at p;r = 2 GeV, we
observe ~ 46% enhancement in the yield with @ = 20
and ~ 30% with Q = 30. We observe that the effect
of collisional terms is more prominent in the high pr
regime, which indicates that these non-equilibrium ef-
fects are more dominant at high pp. This is due to the
fact that high pr particles are produced predominantly
during the initial stages of QGP evolution. In the case of
lower pr, we observe a marginal decrease in the yields,
which is indicative of the fact that these effects remain
significant throughout the evolution of the plasma.

Now, we study the strength of these collisional effects
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FIG. 4. Thermal dilepton yields in the presence of collisional
terms for different values of Q@ = ¢/T° and for invariant mass
M =1 GeV. Equilibrium contribution to the dilepton yield
(6f = 0) is also plotted for comparison.
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FIG. 5. Strength of collisional terms to the equilibrium dilep-
ton yield for various values of @) with invariant mass M = 0.5
GeV.

to the equilibrium dilepton yield by constructing a ratio
as given below,

dN, dN,

= |1 .
Bor = N F A Rprdy’ I Eprdy

(61)

Fig. 5 shows R, as a function of transverse momentum
for various values of (). We observe that the strength of
collisional contributions are higher at large pr compared
to lower pr. As expected, we see a gradual increase in
the collisional effects as we move towards high py. This
trend remains the same for all values of M. It is observed
that the strength of collisional corrections decreases with
increase in Q). At low pr, R,, is less than unity, which
indicates that the corrections suppress the particle spec-
tra at lower pr and the maximum suppression can be
seen for @ = 10 and minimum for @ = 30.

Next, we compare the dilepton yields obtained for col-
lisional and anomalous corrections in Fig. 6. In doing
so, we plot the yields for M = 1,1.5 GeV while fixing

10

10°¢ 3

10°
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FIG. 6. Thermal dilepton yields in the presence of collisional
and anomalous corrections with @Q = 30, for different values
of M.

@ = 30. Though the strength of non-equilibrium colli-
sional effects on spectra is appreciable at high pp, it is
found to be lesser compared to that of the anomalous
transport. We note that, over entire pr, the effect due
to anomalous transport is more compared to the colli-
sional case. At pr = 2.5 GeV and with M = 1 GeV,
we observe ~ 48.8% increase in the yield in the presence
of collisional effects, while for the same parameters the
increment is ~ 54.8% for the anomalous case.

Fig. 7 shows the dilepton yields for collisional and
anomalous corrections as a function of transverse momen-
tum for M = 2 GeV with different @) values. Though,
the effect of both the corrections is to increase the equi-
librium dilepton yield at large pr, the enhancement is
found to be lesser when collisional terms are included. It
is to be noted that difference between the two corrections
is visibly observed for high pr and small Q. Our analysis
indicates that the dilepton yield in the presence of colli-
sional terms is lesser when compared to the collisionless
anomalous transport case. This is in line with the argu-
ment of Ref. [14] that the 2 — 2 elastic collisions have
only marginal contributions to transport coefficients as
compared to that from the turbulent chromo fields de-
scribed through effective Vlasov-Boltzmann equation.

In Fig. 8, we plot the thermal dilepton yields in the
presence of collisional and anomalous corrections ob-
served for M = 1.5 GeV and @ = 10. Corresponding
yields obtained in the M.y — M limit are also plot-
ted for comparison. As expected, we observe that the
medium interaction effects suppress the spectra through-
out the entire pr range compared to the Mcsr — M
limit. It can be seen that the difference between col-
lisional and anomalous corrections at large pr is more
visible when medium interaction effects are included. As
the strength of momentum anisotropy varies with the
evolution of medium, our results have a strong depen-
dence on the temperature of the medium, time scale of
instability in the medium and the choice of jet quenching
parameter. It must be noted that the results presented
here incorporate the effects of medium interactions on
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FIG. 7. Thermal dilepton yields in the presence of collisional
terms for different values of Q = ¢/ T3 and for invariant mass
M = 2 GeV. The dotted lines indicate yields from the anoma-
lous transport only.
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FIG. 8. The effect of medium modified mass Mcss on the ther-
mal dilepton yields in the presence of collisional and anoma-
lous corrections. The yields are plotted for @ = 10 and
M = 1.5 GeV. The dashed lines indicate the yields obtained
for the case Mess — M.

the cross-section, whereas in Ref. [37], these effects were
not considered while calculating the dilepton spectra in
the presence of anomalous transport.

In the present analysis, the collisional corrections to
the thermal dilepton spectra are calculated using (1 +
1)—D Bjorken flow. It is to be noted that, in general, the
Bjorken model tends to overestimate the particle pro-
duction yields as the evolution time of the QGP is high
compared to a three-dimensional flow. Also, we have
not incorporated Debye screening corrections to thermal
dilepton rates, since its effect is found to be minimal [60]
in the current analysis. A quantitative study of colli-
sional term correction to the spectra can be done by em-
ploying a (2 + 1)—D hydrodynamic flow and also includ-
ing contributions from radiative processes/inelastic colli-
sions. Moreover, apart from the dominant source con-
sidered, there are other higher-order processes that can
also contribute to the thermal dilepton production [61—
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64]. It would be interesting to incorporate contributions
from such channels along with the collisional corrections.
This will be taken up for explorations in the near future.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, we have estimated the thermal dilepton
production rate while incorporating the collisional effects
of the QGP medium along with the anomalous contribu-
tions. We have employed an effective Vlasov-Boltzmann
equation to describe the dynamics of the medium in the
presence of turbulent fields. The Vlasov term of the
transport equation describes the evolution of distribution
function with turbulent chromo-fields, whereas the colli-
sion kernel quantifies the effects of collisional processes in
the rate of change of distribution function. We have an-
alyzed the effect of these non-equilibrium corrections in
thermal dilepton production from ¢g annihilation. The
effects of the collisional processes in the presence of tur-
bulent fields to the dilepton production rate are quanti-
fied in the case of (1 + 1)—D boost invariant expansion
of the medium in the heavy-ion collision scenario.

The non-equilibrium effects are found to have a visible
impact on the dilepton spectra. The effect of collisional
corrections is to enhance the yield at high pr, while it
suppress the equilibrium dilepton spectra at lower pr.
Collisional effects in the dilepton production rate and
yield are seen to have a strong dependence on the jet-
quenching parameter (Q = §/T?). Notably, the enhance-
ment to the spectra is large for small @ values. Further,
we have analyzed the dependence of invariant mass M
to the collisional corrections to the dilepton production
rate. In addition to this, the interplay of collisional pro-
cesses and anomalous transport in the QGP medium is
analysed through its strength on the dilepton production
rates. The inclusion of collisional terms in the presence of
chromo-turbulent fields suppressed the yield contribution
from collisionless anomalous transport; and the difference
is found to be more prominent in the high pr regime of
the spectra. Moreover, we have analyzed the effects of
medium interactions on the cross-section and studied its
impact on thermal dilepton spectra in the presence of
both collisional and anomalous corrections. The inclu-
sion of medium effects has a significant impact on the
yields, and it is found to suppress the dilepton spectra
throughout the entire pr regime.

We intend to study the impact of collisional processes
with both shear and bulk viscous effects on thermal dilep-
ton spectra in heavy-ion collisions by employing a (241)-
D hydrodynamical expansion of the system in the near
future. Investigating the dilepton production rate in the
magnetized QGP is another interesting direction to focus
while utilizing the effective models for hot magnetized
QCD medium [65]. We leave these aspects for future
works.
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