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We have estimated parallel and perpendicular components of electrical conductivity and shear viscosity of
quark matter at finite magnetic field and temperature by using their one-loop Kubo expressions in the framework
of Nambu–Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model. At finite magnetic field, a non-trivial medium dependence of those
quantities can be found. Previously these NJL-profiles have been addressed in relaxation time approximation,
where cyclotron motion of quarks with medium dependent mass plays the key role. With respect to the earlier
estimations, the present work provides further enriched profiles via Kubo framework, where field theoretical
descriptions of quark transport with medium dependent mass and (Landau) quantized energy have been identified
as the key ingredients. Hence the present study can be considered as the complete quantum field theoretical
description of the transport coefficients in the framework of NJL model at finite temperature and magnetic field.

I. INTRODUCTION

Production of strong magnetic fields in the early stages of relativistic heavy-ion collisions (HIC) is a longstanding topic,
that is being extensively studied [1, 2]. The strengths of these produced fields have been estimated to be even larger than the
strong-interaction scale Λ2

QCD ≃ 0.06 GeV2 (e.g. Pb-Pb collisions at the Large Hadron Collider estimates 𝑒𝐵 ∼ 15𝑚2
𝜋 ≫ Λ2

QCD;
𝑚𝜋 is the pion mass ∼ 0.135 GeV) [3] which subsequently indicates that these fields heavily influence various observables in
the hot and dense quark matter such as the quark condensates. Many such modifications have already been studied but the
interpretations of those modifications in the system are still ambiguous [4–7]. One of the biggest challenges to understanding
these magnetic field-induced modifications is to grasp the time dependence of the produced magnetic field in the early stages
of HIC. There are several schools of thought on this topic. Some of the preliminary studies indicated that the fields weaken
fast as the system expands [3, 8]. Then there are also studies that suggested that the induced electric currents in the expanding
matter due to the produced magnetic fields can in turn produce magnetic fields again, overall changing the longevity of the
early-produced fields [9–12]. Very recent studies have again given emphasise on the short lifetime of the induced magnetic
field [13] and further suggested that the search for any magnetic effects in the HIC would be highly challenging. The absence of
CME signals in the isobar experiments [14] also concurs with this inference. In Ref. [15], the validity of Ohm’s law has been
argued in view of the rapidly evolving quark matter produced in HIC and the behavior of the time dependent conductivity has
been discussed. All these studies give strong indications that electrical conductivity can be a really important quantity in this
scenario. Hence, understanding the microscopic calculation of transport coefficients like electrical conductivity at finite magnetic
fields might be considered an important topic to study. Electrical conductivity and other transport properties such as shear and
bulk viscosity could have been computed unambiguously using Lattice QCD, a nonperturbative first-principles numerical method
formulated in Euclidean space, if not for the crude inversion techniques to reconstruct the Minkowski spectral functions from
Euclidean correlation functions. However, there are existing lattice QCD results for transport coefficients with SU(2) quenched
simulations [16] and with full QCD SU(2+1) simulations [17]. There are also several other recent analytical nonperturbative
studies of electrical conductivity at finite magnetic fields [18–30]. On the other hand, simulations of the field dynamics invariably
involve solving relativistic and dissipative magnetohydrodynamics equations, which require other transport coefficients like shear
and bulk viscosity. The magnetic field dependence of the shear viscosity was computed recently in Refs. [31–40] and of the bulk
viscosity in Refs. [41–45].

If we analyse the framework of earlier calculations, then we can find two classifications:

1. Relaxation time approximation (RTA) based kinetic theory expressions of electrical conductivity and shear viscosity, used
in Refs. [21, 23, 26–28, 38, 39] and Refs. [31, 33–40] ,

2. Kubo formalism of the same, used in Refs. [16–20, 22, 24, 29, 30, 46].

Former formalism connect one-body kinematics with equilibrium distribution function and its deviation to many-body mechanics,
appeared as thermodynamics and transport coefficients of the system. Next, the deviation is obtained in terms of relaxation time
𝜏𝑐 by using the RTA based Boltzmann transport equation. On the other hand, Kubo relation defines transport coefficients as
transportation probability field operators like shear stress and electro-magnetic current between two points. So, the diagrammatic
quantum field theory calculation becomes the scope of this framework. It is quite fascinating that these two completely different
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methodologies converge into exactly same expressions of transport coefficients in absence of magnetic field, which is well
established by earlier Refs. [47–50]. On the other hand it develops curiosity again, when finite magnetic field extension of RTA
expressions [36–40] and Kubo expressions [29, 30, 46] don’t coincide. It is because of the quantum field theoretical aspect of
the magnetic field, which was missing in the RTA picture, and properly incorporated in the Kubo expressions. Refs [29, 46]
have gone through leading order estimations of conductivity and viscosity components, where propagators at finite temperature
(𝑇) and magnetic field (𝐵) have been considered. A rich quantum field theoretical (QFT) structure is noticed in the parallel
and perpendicular components of those transport coefficients. In the present work we intend to explore the effects of that field
theoretical structure on the transport coefficients within a particular system described by an effective QCD model, carrying a
nontrivial 𝑇 and 𝐵 dependence. We have highlighted on the QFT modification of transport coefficients by comparing with their
corresponding RTA expressions. These comparisons were already done in Refs. [29, 30, 46] for massless fermionic or bosonic
system in general but the present work has extended it into a more specific and realistic system - quark matter in the light of
effective QCD model framework.

Among the several existing effective QCD models, the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [51, 52] is well adopted for QCD
phenomenology at finite temperature [53–56]. At finite 𝑇 and 𝐵, quark condensate and constituent quark mass become 𝑇 , 𝐵
dependent functions via magneto-thermodynamical phase-space, built from the Landau quantization technique of thermal field
theory (TFT). In the present work, we have used the NJL model of Refs. [57, 58], a model that compliments the novel lattice
QCD results [59–62], which first showed that strong magnetic fields have dramatic effects on the QCD phase diagram. These
lattice simulations have found that though the magnitude of the light quark condensates increase with the magnetic field for low
temperatures, they start to decrease for temperatures close to 𝑇pc ≃ 0.16 GeV, the region associated with the chiral symmetry
restoration. Former case is connected with magnetic catalysis (MC) and latter case with inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC). These
phenomena are well reviewed in Refs. [63–68].

As first attempts, Refs [28, 36] have provided estimations of shear viscosity [37, 38] and electrical conductivity [21, 38]
in presence of magnetic field by using RTA expressions within the NJL model. But the field theoretical structure rich Kubo
expressions [29, 46] of the transport coefficients have never been explored within the NJL model incorporating IMC. In the
present work we have specifically explored this.

The paper is organized as follows. Sec. II has gone through the main results of NJL model calculation at finite magnetic field.
Next in Secs. III, IV, RTA and Kubo expressions of transport coefficients at finite magnetic field are respectively addressed.
Then, our Kubo or field theory based NJL estimation of transport coefficients are plotted and their additional 𝑇 , 𝐵 profiles with
respect to their corresponding RTA or classical based estimations are discussed in Sec. V. At the end, Sec. VI has summarized
the study with the new findings.

II. NJL MODEL IN PRESENCE OF MAGNETIC FIELD

For our purpose we have chosen here the isospin-symmetric two-flavor NJL model, whose Lagrangian density in presence of
an electromagnetic (EM) field (𝐴𝜇) is given by

LNJL = −1
4
𝐹𝜇𝜈𝐹𝜇𝜈 + �̄�

( /𝐷 − �̂�
)
𝜓 + 𝐺

[
(�̄�𝜓)2 + (�̄�𝑖𝛾5 ®𝜏𝜓)2] , (1)

where 𝜓 depicts 𝑢 and 𝑑 quark fields iso-doublet, each being an 𝑁𝑐 (= 3)−plet, 𝑁𝑐 being the number of colors. �̂� = diag(𝑢, 𝑑)
is the quark-mass matrix within exact isospin symmetry and hence in the rest of the paper we will work with the notation
𝑚𝑢 = 𝑚𝑑 = 𝑚. 𝐷𝜇 = 𝑖𝜕𝜇 −𝑄𝐴𝜇 is the covariant derivative, 𝐴𝜇 is the (EM) gauge field, 𝐹𝜇𝜈 = 𝜕𝜇𝐴𝜈 −𝜕𝜈𝐴𝜇, and ®𝜏 = (𝜏1, 𝜏2, 𝜏3)
are the isospin Pauli matrices. 𝑄 = diag(𝑞 𝑓 ) = diag(𝑞𝑢 = 2𝑒/3, 𝑞𝑑 = −𝑒/3) is the charge matrix in the flavor space and 𝐺 is the
coupling constant of the NJL model. Solution of this model in the mean-field approximation corresponds to the leading-order
approximation in the 1/𝑁𝑐 expansion. Since the NJL model is unrenormalizable, in presence of an external magnetic field
isolating the divergences from the vacuum structures comprised of various Landau levels requires extra care. Based on well
known results of [69–71], and recently explored in Ref. [72], the magnetic field independent regularization (MFIR) present itself
to be a satisfactory method to study NJL model in a constant and external magnetic field. The advantage of this regularization
scheme is the complete separation of the magnetic field contributions from the vacuum or thermal contributions and subsequent
regularization of the vacuum term using standard procedures. On the other hand, most of the non-MFIR based regularization
schemes try to remove the divergences at each individual Landau levels by using sharp cutoff regulator functions depending
on that particular Landau level. Sharply cutting off the divergences at each Landau levels generate abrupt transitions between
Landau levels which can lead to unphysical results [73, 74], as e.g. oscillations in the chiral quark condensate. Although use of
smoother regulator functions improve the situation and also help us identify the unphysical oscillations from the possible physical
ones [72].

In the mean field approximation, the gap equation for the constituent quark mass 𝑀 at finite temperature 𝑇 and in the presence
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of a magnetic field 𝐵 is given by

𝑀 = 𝑚 − 2𝐺
∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩, (2)

where ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩ is the quark condensate of flavor 𝑓 . In presence of an external magnetic field 𝐵, ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩ can be written as a sum
of three contributions [57, 70, 71]:

⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩ = ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩vac + ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩𝐵 + ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩𝑇,𝐵, (3)

with

⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩vac = −𝑀𝑁𝑐

2𝜋2

[
Λ
√︁
Λ2 + 𝑀2 − 𝑀2 ln

(
Λ +

√
Λ2 + 𝑀2

𝑀

)]
, (4)

⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩𝐵 = −
𝑀 |𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵𝑁𝑐

2𝜋2[
ln Γ(𝑥 𝑓 ) −

1
2

ln(2𝜋) + 𝑥 𝑓 −
1
2

(
2𝑥 𝑓 − 1

)
ln(𝑥 𝑓 )

]
, (5)

⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩𝑇,𝐵 =

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

𝛼𝑙

𝑀 |𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵𝑁𝑐

2𝜋2

∞∫
−∞

𝑑𝑝𝑧
𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙)
𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙

, (6)

where Γ(𝑥 𝑓 ) is the Euler gamma function, 𝑥 𝑓 = 𝑀2/(2|𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵). Within MFIR regularization scheme, the vacuum term ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩vac

given in Eq.(4) is ultraviolet divergent and we use a three-dimensional cutoff Λ. The parametrization of the model is determined
treating the coupling 𝐺, the current quark mass 𝑚 and the cutoff Λ as free parameters, which are fixed by fitting the vacuum
values of the pion mass 𝑚𝜋 , pion decay constant 𝑓𝜋 and quark condensate ⟨�̄� 𝑓𝜓 𝑓 ⟩. In addition, in Eq. (6) 𝑙 represents Landau
levels, with 𝛼𝑙 = 2 − 𝛿𝑙,0 being the spin degeneracy factor and 𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function:

𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙) =
1

1 + 𝑒𝛽𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙
, (7)

where

𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙 = (𝑝2
𝑧 + 𝑀2 + 2𝑙 |𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵)1/2. (8)

As mentioned earlier, in the present work, our aim is to include the effects of the inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) phenomenon
on the quasi particle effective/constituent quark mass 𝑀 . Usual NJL model with a fixed coupling constant 𝐺, in the quasi-particle
approximation is unable to describe IMC [59, 60]. One effective way to resolve this issue is to impose that the coupling constant𝐺
of the model is 𝑇− and 𝐵−dependent [57, 58, 75]. Using 𝐺 (𝐵,𝑇) a precise description of the lattice results for the 𝑢 and 𝑑 quark
condensates has been obtained within the NJL model with the parametrization [58]:

𝐺 (𝑒𝐵, 𝑇) = 𝑐(𝑒𝐵)
[
1 − 1

1 + 𝑒𝛽 (𝑒𝐵) [𝑇𝑎 (𝑒𝐵)−𝑇 ]

]
+ 𝑠(𝑒𝐵), (9)

where 𝑐(𝑒𝐵), 𝛽(𝑒𝐵), 𝑇𝑎 (𝑒𝐵) and 𝑠(𝑒𝐵) depend only on the magnitude of 𝐵 and their values for selected values of 𝐵 are given in
Table 11 The expression given in Eq. (9) has been adopted in Ref. [58] for mere convenience since it is well adapted to fit LQCD
results. All following numerical results refer to the parametrization adopted in Ref. [58]. The described model with 𝐺 (𝐵,𝑇)
was used to study the effects of a magnetic field on neutral pion mass in Refs. [76, 77], which subsequently produced results that
agree with corresponding lattice QCD results [78]. For further evidences and inputs about the IMC phenomenon readers can
look into refs. [61, 66–68, 79, 80].

III. RELAXATION TIME APPROXIMATED (RTA) EXPRESSIONS

Our main aim is to apply the NJL model for calculating transport coefficients, based on quantum field theoretical calculation
at finite temperature and magnetic field. To realize QFT contribution in transport coefficients for quark matter within NJL

1 There is a typo in Table 1 of Ref. [58], in the fifth column is 𝛽 → 𝛽/10.
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Table I. Values of the fitting parameters in Eq. (9). Units are in appropriate powers of GeV.

𝑒𝐵 𝑐 𝑇𝑎 𝑠 𝛽

0.0 0.900 0.168 3.731 400.00
0.2 1.226 0.168 3.262 340.12
0.4 1.769 0.169 2.294 229.88
0.6 0.741 0.156 2.864 144.01
0.8 1.289 0.158 1.804 115.06

model, we will first revisit their expressions based on kinetic theory, as we intend to compare between them. First we will revisit
the expressions of transport coefficients without Landau quantization, which we have broadly mentioned as RTA expressions
throughout this paper. Refs. [28, 36] have already gone through the NJL model estimations of the RTA expressions of transport
coefficients, whose framework will be quickly and briefly revisited in the next subsections for the sake of completeness. We want
to emphasize here again that the present article is aimed to zoom into the quantum aspects of transportation and the transition
from classical to quantum estimations, within the framework of NJL model.

A. RTA expressions of Electrical Conductivity

The conductivity tensor 𝜎𝑖 𝑗 can be realized as a proportional connector between current density 𝐽𝑖 and electric field 𝐸 𝑗 via
macroscopic Ohm’s law 𝐽𝑖 = 𝜎𝑖 𝑗𝐸 𝑗 . In the microscopic picture of dissipation, we can assume that the equilibrium distribution
function of quark at zero quark chemical potential, 𝑓0 = 1

𝑒𝛽𝜔+1 undergoes a small deviation 𝛿 𝑓 . Therefore, one can express
(dissipative) current density as [21, 38, 39, 81]

𝐽𝑖 = 4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞 𝑓

∫
𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3
𝑘𝑖

𝜔
𝛿 𝑓 , (10)

where 4𝑁𝑐 = 2 × 2 × 𝑁𝑐 are respectively spin, particle-anti-particle, and color degeneracy factors of medium constituent quark
with electric charge 𝑞 𝑓 and energy 𝜔 = {®𝑘2 + 𝑀2}1/2. Using relaxation time approximation (RTA) of the Boltzmann transport
equation (BTE)

−𝑞 𝑓 ( ®𝐸 +
®𝑘
𝜔

× ®𝐵) · ∇𝑘 ( 𝑓0 + 𝛿 𝑓 ) = −𝛿 𝑓
𝜏𝑐

, (11)

one can know the form of 𝛿 𝑓 [21, 38, 39, 81].
To do the calculations, electromagnetic field geometry should be fixed first. Here, we fix our external magnetic field direction

along the z-axis and electric field will be considered first along the x or y direction for calculating the perpendicular conductivity
𝜎𝑥𝑥 or 𝜎𝑦𝑦 and then subsequently along the z-axis for calculating the parallel conductivity 𝜎𝑧𝑧 . So for the first case, 𝐵 is along
z direction and 𝐸 is along x direction. Using this condition of electromagnetic field geometry in RTA based BTE, we will
get [38, 39]

𝛿 𝑓 = 𝑞 𝑓 𝜏𝑐

( 𝑘𝑥
𝜔

+
𝑘𝑦

𝜔

𝜏𝑐

𝜏𝐵 𝑓

)
𝐸𝑥

1
1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2 𝛽 𝑓0 (1 − 𝑓0) , (12)

where 𝜏𝑐 is relaxation time and 𝜏𝐵 𝑓 =
𝜔

𝑞 𝑓 𝐵
is inverse of cyclotron frequency. The second term in the RHS of Eq. (12) is related

to the Hall conductivity and since the sign of 𝜏𝐵 𝑓 for particles and anti-particles will be opposite, so the net value of the Hall
component will be zero at zero quark chemical potential. At non-zero quark chemical potential, due to an imbalance of particle
and anti-particle densities, one can get non-zero net Hall conductivity [40]. But that is not our matter of interest here as we
restrict ourselves to the zero (net) quark density zone. Hence, from the first term of Eq. (12), we will get the perpendicular (𝜎𝑥𝑥)
component of conductivity tensor [21, 38, 39, 81]

𝜎𝑥𝑥
RTA = 𝜎⊥

RTA = 4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞 𝑓
2𝛽∫

𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3 𝜏𝑐
1

1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2
𝑘2

3𝜔2 𝑓0 (1 ± 𝑓0) . (13)
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Similar to 𝜎𝑥𝑥
RTA, one can get 𝜎𝑦𝑦

RTA by considering electric field along y direction instead of x direction and it can be easily found
that both have same expressions. Both components can be called perpendicular components in general.

Next for the parallel component of conductivity tensor (𝜎𝑧𝑧), electric and magnetic field both are applied along the z-axis, so
the Lorentz force will not work along the z direction. Hence 𝜎𝑧𝑧 comes out to be

𝜎𝑧𝑧
RTA = 𝜎

∥
RTA = 4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞 𝑓
2𝛽

∫
𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3 𝜏𝑐
𝑘2

3𝜔2 𝑓0 (1 ± 𝑓0) . (14)

This parallel component remains the same as we get isotropic expressions in the absence of the magnetic field. We will see later
that this magnetic field independent behavior of parallel conductivity in classical case will be modified in the quantum picture.

B. Introducing Landau quantization in electrical conductivity: QM expressions

After getting the RTA expressions of conductivity, here, we will add their quantum aspects. We know that Schrodinger’s
equation in presence of a magnetic field converts into a quantum harmonic oscillator-type problem with quantized energy, which
is known as Landau quantization. For relativistic spin 0 and spin 1/2 particles, one has to respectively solve Klein-Gordon and
Dirac’s equations in a magnetic field to find out the quantized energy with Landau levels 𝑙. Here, we will straightaway impose
the Landau quantization directly. For the rest of this manuscript, we have mentioned the Landau quantized RTA expressions as
the QM (quantum mechanical) expressions. The main changes will be within the phase space integration 2

∫
𝑑3𝑘
(2𝜋 )3 , which will

be changed to
(
|𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵

2𝜋

) ∑∞
𝑙=0 𝛼𝑙

+∞∫
−∞

𝑑𝑘𝑧
2𝜋 with spin degeneracy 𝛼𝑙 = 2− 𝛿𝑙0 and within the energy 𝜔 =

√︁
®𝑘2 + 𝑀2, which will now be

quantized to 𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙 =

√︃
®𝑘2
𝑧 + 𝑀2 + 2𝑙𝑞 𝑓 𝐵. The perpendicular momenta of quark is considered as 𝑘2

⊥ ≈ ( 𝑘
2
𝑥+𝑘2

𝑦

2 ) = 2𝑙𝑞 𝑓 𝐵

2 = 𝑙𝑞 𝑓 𝐵.
Based on these modifications, Eqs. (13) and (14) will now be expressed as :

𝜎𝑥𝑥
QM = 𝜎⊥

QM = 2𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞 𝑓
2𝛽

( |𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵
2𝜋

) ∞∑︁
𝑙=0

𝛼𝑙

+∞∫
−∞

𝑑𝑘𝑧

2𝜋
𝑙 |𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵
𝜔2

𝑓 ,𝑙

𝜏𝑐
1

1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2 𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙) [1 − 𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙)], (15)

𝜎𝑧𝑧
QM = 𝜎

∥
QM = 2𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞 𝑓
2𝛽

( |𝑞 𝑓 |𝐵
2𝜋

) ∞∑︁
𝑙=0

𝛼𝑙

+∞∫
−∞

𝑑𝑘𝑧

2𝜋
𝑘2
𝑧

𝜔2
𝑓 ,𝑙

𝜏𝑐 𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙) [1 − 𝑓0 (𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙)] . (16)

C. RTA expressions of Shear viscosity

After electrical conductivity, let us also quickly revisit the semi-classical expression of shear viscosity, whose detailed
calculations can be found in Refs. [35–39, 81]. The main motivation of this approach is to build a connection between
macroscopic fluid description and microscopic kinetic theory description. Similar to electrical conductivity, which is realized as
a proportionality constant between current density and electric field, shear viscosity also becomes the proportionality constant
between viscous stress tensor and velocity gradient. In absence of magnetic field, the general form of Newton-Stoke relation is
given by 𝜋𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜂U𝑖 𝑗 between viscous pressure 𝜋𝑖 𝑗 and velocity gradient U𝑖 𝑗 =

((
𝜕𝑢𝑖
𝜕𝑥 𝑗

+ 𝜕𝑢 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖

)
+ (2/3)𝛿𝑖 𝑗 ®∇ · ®𝑢

)
with fluid velocity

𝑢𝑖 .
Now in presence of a magnetic field, one can construct five independent velocity gradient tensors, and hence, we get five shear

viscosity components - 𝜂0,1,2,3,4. So, the magnetized medium modified Newton-Stoke relation can be written as

𝜋𝑖 𝑗 =
∑︁

𝑛=0,..,4
𝜂𝑛U𝑖 𝑗

𝑛 , (17)

where velocity gradient U𝑖 𝑗
𝑛 will be constructed by unit vector of magnetic field along with the fluid velocity. There are two

different possible sets of five independent trace less tensors, prescribed in Ref. [81] and Refs. [42, 43]. Readers can find the
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detailed structure of U𝑖 𝑗
𝑛 in those Refs. [42, 43, 81]. In the microscopic picture of viscous dissipation, we can assume that due to

velocity gradients U𝑖 𝑗
𝑛 , the equilibrium distribution function 𝑓0 undergoes a small deviation 𝛿 𝑓𝑛 along the directions of different

velocity gradients U𝑖 𝑗
𝑛 . Therefore, one can express the (dissipative) viscous pressure as [21, 38, 39, 81]

𝜋𝑖 𝑗 =
∑︁

𝑛=0,..,4
4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞 𝑓

∫
𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3
𝑘 𝑖𝑘 𝑗

𝜔
𝛿 𝑓𝑛 , (18)

Using RTA based BTE, one can know the form of 𝛿 𝑓𝑛 [35–39, 82, 83] and get the final microscopic expressions of 𝜂𝑛’s. If we
analyze the earlier existing references, we can find that Refs. [35–39] have adopted former set of tensors and Ref. [38, 82, 83] have
adopted latter set of tensors. Now five shear viscosity components, obtained from two different tensors are inter-connected [38,
42, 43], so one can proceed to use any one of the sets tensors. Here, we will use the tensors, prescribed by Refs. [42, 43] and
RTA expressions of 𝜂0,1,2,3,4, whose detailed derivation can be found in Ref. [38]. Among them, 𝜂3,4 is the Hall viscosity, which
will be zero for vanishing quark chemical potential, just like the Hall conductivity. In the present work, we will focus on parallel
(𝜂∥ ) and perpendicular (𝜂⊥) components of shear viscosity (considering the magnetic field is along the z-axis), which are related
with 𝜂0,2 as [38, 84, 85]

𝜂
∥
RTA = 𝜂𝑥𝑧𝑥𝑧 = 𝜂𝑦𝑧𝑦𝑧 = 𝜂0 + 𝜂2 = 4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝛽

15∫
𝑑3®𝑘
(2𝜋)3

(
®𝑘2

𝜔

)2

𝜏𝑐
1{

1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2
} { 𝑓0 (1 − 𝑓0)} , (19)

𝜂⊥RTA = 𝜂𝑥𝑦𝑥𝑦 = 𝜂0 = 4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝛽

15∫
𝑑3®𝑘
(2𝜋)3

(
®𝑘2

𝜔

)2

𝜏𝑐
1{

1 + 4(𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2
} { 𝑓0 (1 − 𝑓0)} , (20)

where RTA expression of 𝜂2 is [35–39, 81]:

𝜂2 = 4𝑁𝑐

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

3𝛽
15

∫
𝑑3®𝑘
(2𝜋)3

(
®𝑘2

𝜔

)2

𝜏𝑐

(𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2

{1 + 4(𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2}{1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2}
{ 𝑓0 (1 − 𝑓0)} . (21)

IV. KUBO EXPRESSIONS

In Sec. III, we have discussed about RTA based expressions of transport coefficients like shear viscosity and electrical
conductivity. In this section we will discuss an alternative methodology, where one can find a quantum field theoretical structure
of these transport coefficients. Owing to the Kubo relation, one can represent different transport coefficients as zero momentum
limit of thermal correlator for corresponding field operator. These correlators can be expressed as one-loop self energy diagrams
by considering the kinetic/free part of Lagrangian density. With further inclusion of thermal width Γ𝑐 (which can also be
considered as the inverse of relaxation time 𝜏𝑐 in RTA approach) in propagator, one can get a non-divergent expression of
transport coefficients. In absence of magnetic field, this procedure yields one loop Kubo expressions of different transport
coefficients, which are exactly same as their RTA expressions. But in presence of magnetic field the RTA and Kubo expressions
differ from each other [29, 30, 46]. In the present article, we have estimated those Kubo expressions within the NJL model. In
the present section we discuss those expressions for electrical conductivity and shear viscosity. For more details on the following
formalism one can look into Refs. [29, 30, 46].

A. Kubo expressions of Electrical conductivity

In the Kubo formalism, the electrical conductivity tensor 𝜎𝜇𝜈 is calculated from the long-wavelength limit of the in-medium
(EM) spectral function 𝜌𝜇𝜈 as

𝜎𝜇𝜈 = lim
®𝑞=®0,𝑞0→0

𝜌𝜇𝜈 (𝑞). (22)
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Here, the spectral function 𝜌𝜇𝜈 is related to the the Fourier transform of the vector current-current correlator given by

𝜌𝜇𝜈 (𝑞) = tanh
(
𝑞0

2𝑇

)
Im 𝑖

∫
𝑑4𝑥𝑒𝑖𝑞 ·𝑥 ⟨T𝑐𝐽𝜇 (𝑥)𝐽𝜈 (0)⟩11 , (23)

in which ⟨...⟩ denotes the ensemble average, T𝑐 is the time ordering with respect to symmetric Schwinger-Keyldish contour 𝐶 in
the complex time plane as used in the real time formalism (RTF) of finite temperature field theory, and, 11 refers to the fact that
the two points (in time ordering) are on the real horizontal segment of the contour 𝐶. Now, using vector current 𝐽𝜇 = −𝜓𝛾𝜇𝑄𝜓

of 2-flavor NJL quark matter for charge 𝑄 and Wick’s theorem in Eq. (23), we get

𝜌𝜇𝜈 (𝑞) = tanh
(
𝑞0

2𝑇

)
Im 𝑖×∫

𝑑4𝑥𝑒𝑖𝑞 ·𝑥
〈
T𝐶𝜓(𝑥)𝑄𝛾𝜇𝜓(𝑥)𝜓(𝑦)𝑄𝛾𝜈𝜓(𝑦)

〉
11 (24)

= tanh
(
𝑞0

2𝑇

)
Im 𝑖×∫

𝑑4𝑥𝑒𝑖𝑞 ·𝑥 (−)Trd,c,f {𝛾𝜇𝑆11 (𝑥, 𝑦)𝑄𝛾𝜈𝑆11 (𝑦, 𝑥)𝑄} , (25)

where 𝑆11 (𝑥, 𝑦) =
〈
T𝐶𝜓(𝑥)𝜓(𝑦)

〉
11 is the 11-component of the thermo-magnetic real time quark propagator in coordinate space

and Trd,c,f{...} refers to the trace taken over Dirac, color and flavor space. The propagator 𝑆11 (𝑥, 𝑦) is diagonal in both the flavor
and color space as 𝑆11 (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔

(
𝑆𝑢11 (𝑥, 𝑦), 𝑆

𝑑
11 (𝑥, 𝑦)

)
⊗ 1color and the diagonal flavor components read

𝑆
𝑓

11 (𝑥, 𝑦) = Φ 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦)
∫

𝑑4𝑝

(2𝜋)4 𝑒
−𝑖 𝑝 · (𝑥−𝑦)

(
−𝑖𝑆 𝑓

11 (𝑝;𝑚)
)

(26)

where, Φ 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦); 𝑓 ∈ {𝑢, 𝑑} is the gauge dependent phase factor and 𝑆
𝑓

11 (𝑝) is the 11-component of the momentum space
thermo-magnetic quark propagator in RTF of flavor 𝑓 , explicitly given by [86, 87]

𝑆
𝑓

11 (𝑝;𝑚) =

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

(−1)𝑙 exp
(

𝑝2
⊥

|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
D𝑙 𝑓 (𝑝)[

−1
𝑝2
∥ − 𝑀2

𝑙 𝑓
+ 𝑖𝜖

− 𝜉 (𝑝0)2𝜋𝑖𝛿(𝑝2
∥ − 𝑀2

𝑙 𝑓 )
]

(27)

in which 𝜉 (𝑥) = Θ(𝑥) 𝑓0 (𝑥) + Θ(−𝑥) 𝑓0 (−𝑥), 𝑓0 (𝑥) denotes the Fermi-Dirac thermal distribution function already defined in
Eq. (7), 𝑙 is the Landau level index, 𝑀𝑙 𝑓 =

√︃
𝑀2 + 2𝑙𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 and D𝑙 (𝑝) is

D𝑙 𝑓 (𝑝) =
(
�𝑝 ∥ + 𝑀

) [ (
1 + 𝑠𝑔𝑛(𝑞 𝑓 )𝑖𝛾1𝛾2

)
𝐿𝑙

(
− 2𝑝2

⊥
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
−

(
1 − 𝑠𝑔𝑛(𝑞 𝑓 )𝑖𝛾1𝛾2

)
𝐿𝑙−1

(
− 2𝑝2

⊥
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

) ]
− 4�𝑝⊥𝐿

1
𝑙−1

(
− 2𝑝2

⊥
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
(28)

with the convention 𝐿−1 (𝑧) = 𝐿1
−1 (𝑧) = 0 for the Laguerre polynomials 𝐿𝑙 . While writing the propagator in presence of magnetic

field in 𝑧 direction, we took 𝑝
𝜇

∥ ,⊥ = 𝑔
𝜇𝜈

∥ ,⊥𝑝𝜈 with 𝑔
𝜇𝜈

∥ = 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(1, 0, 0,−1) and 𝑔
𝜇𝜈
⊥ = 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(0,−1,−1, 0) so that 𝑝2

∥ = (𝑝2
0 − 𝑝2

𝑧)
and 𝑝2

⊥ = −(𝑝2
𝑥 + 𝑝2

𝑦) < 0. Substituting Eq. (27) into Eq. (26) followed by substituting in Eq. (23), we get [29, 30, 46]

𝜌𝜇𝜈 (𝑞0, ®𝑞 = ®0) = lim
Γ→0

tanh
(
𝑞0

2𝑇

) ∑︁
𝑓 ∈{𝑢,𝑑}

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∫
𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3

1
4𝜔𝑘𝑙𝜔𝑘𝑛

{
− 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) − 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛) + 2 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)

}
×

[
N 𝜇𝜈

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘0 = −𝜔𝑘𝑙)

Γ

Γ2 + (𝑞0 − 𝜔𝑘𝑙 + 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2

+ N 𝜇𝜈

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘0 = 𝜔𝑘𝑙)

Γ

Γ2 + (𝑞0 + 𝜔𝑘𝑙 − 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2

]
, (29)



8

where,

N 𝜇𝜈

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘) = −𝑁𝑐𝑞

2
𝑓 (−1)𝑙+𝑛 exp

(
2𝑘2

⊥
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
Trd {𝛾𝜇D𝑛 (𝑘)𝛾𝜈D𝑙 (𝑘)} . (30)

Now substituting Eq. (29) into (22), we obtain the conductivity tensor as

𝜎𝜇𝜈 =
𝜕𝜌𝜇𝜈

𝜕𝑞0

���
®𝑞→®0,𝑞0=0

= lim
Γ→0

∑︁
𝑓 ∈{𝑢,𝑑}

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

1
2𝑇∫

𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3
1

4𝜔𝑘𝑙𝜔𝑘𝑛

Γ

Γ2 + (𝜔𝑘𝑙 − 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2

×
{
− 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) − 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛) + 2 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)

}[
N 𝜇𝜈

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘, 𝑘)

��
𝑘0=𝜔𝑘𝑙

+ N 𝜇𝜈

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘, 𝑘)

��
𝑘0=−𝜔𝑘𝑙

]
. (31)

Having obtained the conductivity tensor, it is easy to extract the parallel and perpendicular components of conductivity using

𝜎 ∥ ,⊥ = P ∥ ,⊥
𝜇𝜈 𝜎𝜇𝜈 (32)

where, the projectors P ∥ ,⊥
𝜇𝜈 are given by

P ∥
𝜇𝜈 = 𝑏𝛼𝑏𝛽Δ𝛼𝜇Δ𝛽𝜈 , (33)

P⊥
𝜇𝜈 = −1

2
Ξ𝛼𝛽Δ𝛼𝜇Δ𝛽𝜈 , (34)

in which, 𝑏𝜇 = 1
2𝐵𝜀

𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽𝐹𝜈𝛼𝑢𝛽 , 𝑢𝜇 is the fluid four-velocity, 𝐹𝜇𝜈 =
(
𝜕𝜇𝐴𝜈,ext − 𝜕𝜈𝐴𝜇,ext

)
is the field strength tensor, anti-

symmetric in Lorentz indices, 𝑏𝜇𝜈 = 𝜀𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽𝑏𝛼𝑢𝛽 and Ξ𝜇𝜈 = Δ𝜇𝜈 + 𝑏𝜇𝑏𝜈 . In the local rest frame (LRF) of the fluid,
𝑢
𝜇

LRF = (1, 0, 0, 0) and 𝑏
𝜇

LRF = (0, 0, 0, 1) points along the direction of external magnetic field. Substituting Eq. (31) into Eq. (32)
and performing the 𝑑2𝑘⊥ integral analytically we finally arrive at

𝜎
∥ ,⊥
Kubo =

𝑁𝑐

𝑇

∑︁
𝑓 ∈{𝑢,𝑑}

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

∫ +∞

−∞

𝑑𝑘𝑧

2𝜋
1

4𝜔𝑘𝑙𝜔𝑘𝑛

Γ

(𝜔𝑘𝑙 − 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2 + Γ2{
− 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) − 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛) + 2 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)

}
N ∥ ,⊥

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘𝑧) (35)

where,

N ∥
𝑙𝑛 𝑓

(𝑘𝑧) = 𝑞2
𝑓

|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |
𝜋

[
4|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |𝑛𝛿𝑛−1

𝑙−1 −
(
𝛿𝑛𝑙 + 𝛿𝑛−1

𝑙−1

) (
𝑘2
𝑧 − 𝑚2 + 𝜔2

𝑘𝑙

) ]
, (36)

N⊥
𝑙𝑛 𝑓 (𝑘𝑧) = 𝑞2

𝑓

|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |
𝜋

(
𝛿𝑛−1
𝑙 + 𝛿𝑛𝑙−1

) (
𝑘2
𝑧 + 𝑚2 − 𝜔2

𝑘𝑙

)
. (37)

It is to be noted that 𝛿−1
−1 = 0 which follows from the convention 𝐿−1 (𝑧) = 𝐿1

−1 (𝑧) = 0 used in Eq. (28).
Few comments on using the thermo-magnetic quark propagator of Eq. (26) and (27) while calculating the in-medium spectral

function 𝜌𝜇𝜈 in Eq. (23) are in order here. We note that, the local current 𝐽𝜇 (𝑥) = −𝜓(𝑥)𝛾𝜇𝑄𝜓(𝑥) appearing in Eq. (23) consists
of Heisenberg quark field 𝜓(𝑥) corresponding to the full interacting Hamiltonian of the model that includes the effects of effective
‘strong’ interaction as well as of static (due to external magnetic field) and dynamical EM interaction at finite temperature and/or
density. This in turn implies that, the quark propagator 𝑆11 (𝑥, 𝑦) =

〈
T𝐶𝜓(𝑥)𝜓(𝑦)

〉
11 appearing in the expression of the spectral

function 𝜌𝜇𝜈 in Eq. (25) should be the complete ‘dressed’ propagator of the quarks carrying the effects of all the interactions.
Now, the quark propagator in Eq. (27) which is used to calculate the spectral function, does contain both the effects of effective
‘strong’ as well as static EM interaction due to external magnetic field. In particular, the temperature and magnetic field dependent
constituent quark mass 𝑀 = 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝑒𝐵) entering in the expression of the propagator, captures the effect of ‘strong’ interaction;
whereas, the use of Schwinger proper-time formalism along with RTF takes into account the effects of static EM interaction due
to external magnetic field and finite temperature to all orders. However, in this work, we have neglected the effect of dynamical
EM interaction at finite temperature in the quark propagator which is of the order 𝛼em𝑇

2 [88] where 𝛼em = 1/137 is the fine
structure constant. Clearly, the effect of dynamical EM interaction is sub-leading as compared to the effect of ‘strong’ interaction
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as well as to the external magnetic field scale 𝑒𝐵 ≫ 𝛼em𝑇
2 for the temperature and magnetic field ranges considered in this

work.
From Eq. (35) one can clearly see the difference between Kubo and RTA expressions. In Sec. III B, we have explicitly imposed

Landau quantization in RTA expressions (Eqs. (15), (16)) but in the Kubo expression, Landau quantization is implicitly accounted
for, originating from the thermo-magnetic quark propagator.

B. Kubo expressions for Shear viscosity

Similar to the previous subsection, the viscosity components can analogously calculated from the Kubo formalism. The fourth
rank viscosity tensor V𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 is calculated from the long-wavelength limit of the in-medium spectral function 𝜌𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 of the
energy-momentum tensor (EMT) as

V𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 = lim
®𝑞=®0,𝑞0→0

𝜌𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 (𝑞). (38)

Here, the spectral function 𝜌𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 is related to the the Fourier transform of the two-point EMT-EMT correlator given by

𝜌𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 (𝑞) = tanh
(
𝑞0

2𝑇

)
Im 𝑖

∫
𝑑4𝑥𝑒𝑖𝑞 ·𝑥

〈
T𝑐𝑇 𝜇𝜈 (𝑥)𝑇 𝛼𝛽 (0)

〉
11 , (39)

Now, for 2-flavor NJL quark matter in MFA, the EMT is given by,

𝑇 𝜇𝜈 =
1
4

(
𝜓𝛾𝜇𝐷𝜈𝜓 + 𝐷∗𝜈𝜓𝛾𝜇𝜓

)
− 1

2
𝑔𝜇𝜈�̄�

( /𝐷 − 𝑀
)
𝜓 + (𝜇 ↔ 𝜈). (40)

Substituting Eq. (40) into Eq. (39), we get [29, 30, 46]

𝜌𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 (𝑞0, ®𝑞 = ®0) = lim
Γ→0

tanh
(
𝑞0

2𝑇

) ∑︁
𝑓 ∈{𝑢,𝑑}

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∫
𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3

1
4𝜔𝑘𝑙𝜔𝑘𝑛

{
− 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) − 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛) + 2 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)

}
×

[
N 𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘0 = −𝜔𝑘𝑙)

Γ

Γ2 + (𝑞0 − 𝜔𝑘𝑙 + 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2

+ N 𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘0 = 𝜔𝑘𝑙)

Γ

Γ2 + (𝑞0 + 𝜔𝑘𝑙 − 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2

]
, (41)

where,

N 𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘) = −1

4

[
T 𝜇𝛼

𝑙𝑛
(𝑘)𝑘𝜈𝑘𝛽 − 𝑔𝜇𝜈

{
T 𝜎𝛼
𝑙𝑛 (𝑘)𝑘𝜎𝑘𝛽 − 𝑚T 𝛼

𝑙𝑛 (𝑘)𝑘𝛽
}

− 𝑔𝛼𝛽
{
T 𝜇𝜎

𝑙𝑛
(𝑘)𝑘𝜎𝑘𝜈 − 𝑚T 𝜇

𝑛𝑙
(𝑘)𝑘𝜈

}
+ 𝑔𝜇𝜈𝑔𝛼𝛽

{
T 𝜎𝜌

𝑙𝑛
(𝑘)𝑘𝜎𝑘𝜌 − 2𝑚T 𝜎

𝑙𝑛 (𝑘)𝑘𝜎 + 𝑚2T𝑙𝑛 (𝑘)
}]

+ (𝜇 ↔ 𝜈) + (𝛼 ↔ 𝛽) + (𝜇 ↔ 𝜈, 𝛼 ↔ 𝛽), (42)

in which,

T 𝜇𝜈

𝑙𝑛
(𝑘) = 𝑁𝑐 (−1)𝑙+𝑛 exp

(
2𝑘2

⊥
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
Tr [𝛾𝜇D𝑛 (𝑘)𝛾𝜈D𝑙 (𝑘)] (43)

T 𝜇

𝑙𝑛
(𝑘) = 𝑁𝑐 (−1)𝑙+𝑛 exp

(
2𝑘2

⊥
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
Tr [D𝑛 (𝑘)𝛾𝜇D𝑙 (𝑘)] , (44)

T𝑙𝑛 (𝑘) = 𝑁𝑐 (−1)𝑙+𝑛 exp
(

2𝑘2
⊥

|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

)
Tr [D𝑛 (𝑘)D𝑙 (𝑘)] (45)
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Finally substituting Eq. (41) into (38), we obtain the viscosity tensor as

V𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 =
𝜕𝜌𝜇𝜈

𝜕𝑞0

���
®𝑞→®0,𝑞0=0

= lim
Γ→0

∑︁
𝑓 ∈{𝑢,𝑑}

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

1
2𝑇∫

𝑑3𝑘

(2𝜋)3
1

4𝜔𝑘𝑙𝜔𝑘𝑛

Γ

Γ2 + (𝜔𝑘𝑙 − 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2

×
{
− 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) − 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛) + 2 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)

}[
N 𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘, 𝑘)

��
𝑘0=𝜔𝑘𝑙

+ N 𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘, 𝑘)

��
𝑘0=−𝜔𝑘𝑙

]
.

(46)

Having obtained the viscosity tensor, it is easy to extract the parallel and perpendicular components of shear viscosity using

𝜂∥ ,⊥ = P ∥ ,⊥
𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

V𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 (47)

where, the projectors P ∥ ,⊥
𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

are given by

P⊥
𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽 =

1
4

(
Ξ𝜎
𝜇 Ξ

𝜌
𝜈 −

1
2
Ξ𝜎𝜌Ξ𝜇𝜈

) (
Ξ𝜎𝛼Ξ𝜌𝛽 −

1
2
Ξ𝜎𝜌Ξ𝛼𝛽

)
, (48)

P ∥
𝜇𝜈𝛼𝛽

= −1
2
Ξ𝜎
𝜇 𝑏𝜈Ξ𝜎𝛼𝑏𝛼 . (49)

Finally substituting Eq. (46) into Eq. (47) and performing the 𝑑2𝑘⊥ integral analytically we finally arrive at

𝜂
∥ ,⊥
Kubo =

𝑁𝑐

𝑇

∑︁
𝑓 ∈{𝑢,𝑑}

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∞∑︁
𝑙=0

∫ +∞

−∞

𝑑𝑘𝑧

2𝜋
1

4𝜔𝑘𝑙𝜔𝑘𝑛

Γ

(𝜔𝑘𝑙 − 𝜔𝑘𝑛)2 + Γ2

{
− 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) − 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)

+ 2 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑙) 𝑓0 (𝜔𝑘𝑛)
}
Ñ ∥ ,⊥

𝑙𝑛 𝑓
(𝑘𝑧), (50)

where,

Ñ⊥
𝑙𝑛 𝑓 (𝑘𝑧) = −2D (2)

𝑙𝑛
(𝜔2

𝑘𝑙 − 𝑘2
𝑧 − 𝑚2) , (51)

Ñ ∥
𝑙𝑛 𝑓

(𝑘𝑧) = 8B (4)
𝑙𝑛

+ C (2)
𝑙𝑛

(𝜔2
𝑘𝑙 + 𝑘2

𝑧 − 𝑚2)

+2D (0)
𝑙𝑛

𝑘2
𝑧 (𝜔2

𝑘𝑙 − 𝑘2
𝑧 − 𝑚2) + 4E (2)

𝑙𝑛
𝑘2
𝑧 , (52)

in which,

B (4)
𝑙𝑛

=
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |3

32𝜋
𝑛𝑙

(
2𝛿𝑛−1

𝑙−1 + 𝛿𝑛𝑙−1 + 𝛿𝑛−2
𝑙−1

)
, (53)

C (2)
𝑙𝑛

= −
(𝑞 𝑓 𝐵)2

16𝜋

{
(2𝑛 + 1)𝛿𝑛𝑙 + (𝑛 + 1)𝛿𝑛+1

𝑙 + 𝑛𝛿𝑛−1
𝑙

+(2𝑛 − 1)𝛿𝑛−1
𝑙−1 + 𝑛𝛿𝑛𝑙−1 + (𝑛 − 1)𝛿𝑛−2

𝑙−1

}
, (54)

D (0)
𝑙𝑛

= −
|𝑞 𝑓 𝐵 |

8𝜋

(
𝛿𝑛−1
𝑙 + 𝛿𝑛𝑙−1

)
, (55)

D (2)
𝑙𝑛

=
(𝑞 𝑓 𝐵)2

16𝜋

{
(2𝑛 − 1)𝛿𝑛−1

𝑙 + 𝑛𝛿𝑛𝑙 + (𝑛 − 1)𝛿𝑛−2
𝑙

+(2𝑛 + 1)𝛿𝑛𝑙−1 + (𝑛 + 1)𝛿𝑛+1
𝑙−1 + 𝑛𝛿𝑛−1

𝑙−1

}
, (56)

E (2)
𝑙𝑛

= −
(𝑞 𝑓 𝐵)2

16𝜋
(𝑙 + 𝑛)

(
𝛿𝑛−1
𝑙−1 + 𝛿𝑛𝑙−1 + 𝛿𝑛−1

𝑙 + 𝛿𝑛𝑙

)
. (57)

At the end, let us put our working formulae in Table (II).
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Table II. Equation numbers of 𝜂⊥,∥ and 𝜎⊥,∥ , which will be the working formulae in the result section.

𝜂⊥,∥ 𝜎⊥,∥

CM Eqs. (20) Eqs. (13), (14)
QM - Eqs. (15), (16)
QFT Eq. (50) Eq. (35)

V. RESULTS

In this section we will discuss the numerical results of Kubo expressions within NJL model and compare them with previously
explored RTA and QM expressions to reveal their additional contributions. Since NJL model at finite temperature and magnetic
field provides us magneto-thermodynamic phase-space information of QCD from non-perturbative to perturbative domain, our
plan is to identify them. For this purpose we have to take the massless quark results, which are close to pQCD results, as a
reference to identify the non-perturbative effects by looking at the differences between massless and NJL model results. As a
result, we will be careful in our graphical representations to reveal the different changes like classical to quantum, or pQCD to
non-pQCD transformations.

Let us start with electrical conductivity curves, shown in Fig. 1 where RTA, QM, and Kubo results are denoted by dotted,
solid, and dashed curves. RTA curves are built from Eqs. (13) and (14) by using NJL based quark mass 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵), obtained from
Eq. (2). If we take the massless limit, parallel conductivity becomes proportional to 𝑇2. So by choosing appropriate normalized
quantities, we can get 𝑇 and 𝑒𝐵 independent values [38, 39], e.g. :

𝜎 ∥

𝜏𝑐𝑇
2 =

𝑔

18

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

𝑞2
𝑓 =

6
18

5𝑒2

9
≈ 0.017 . (58)

Horizontal dotted line in the left-upper panel of Fig. 1 indicate this𝑇 and 𝑒𝐵 independent nature of mass less RTA curves. Similar
to Stephan-Boltzmann (SB) lines in the plots of lattice quantum chromodynamics (LQCD) based thermodynamics [59, 60], we
may treat these horizontal curves as a reference line of transport coefficients. One can notice that when we consider 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵), we
get suppressed values of 𝜎∥

𝜏𝑐𝑇
2 concerning its massless values. The same trend is noticed in LQCD thermodynamics [59, 60]. This

suppression can be realized as a non-pQCD effect, observed in both thermodynamics and transport coefficients of QCD medium.
Usually, it is the LQCD calculations [59, 60], effective QCD models like NJL model [57, 58] or LQCD mapping quasi-particle
model [39], which attempt to map non-pQCD contributions at finite temperature and magnetic field.

Next, we go for the QM and Kubo curves of parallel components by using Eq. (16) and Eq. (35), where Landau quantization
is incorporated. We draw QM and Kubo curves separately to establish that Kubo curves cover all the field theoretical quantum
effects, whereas QM curves cover a partial aspect of it. So introducing Landau quantization by hand in RTA expressions, through
which we get the QM curves, might not be recommended for getting the full quantum effect in transport coefficients. Here,
our final focal interest will be the Kubo curves. We present the QM curves as a bridge between the RTA and Kubo curves.
At low 𝑇 in the left-upper panel of Fig. 1, we notice that massless QM and Kubo curves deviate from their horizontal RTA
curve. In Ref. [59], a similar pattern has observed for massless RTA and QM thermodynamical quantities like entropy density.
Landau quantization plays an important role for this deviation from the horizontal line in both cases - the entropy density graph
in Ref. [59] and the plot of 𝜎∥

𝜏𝑐𝑇
2 in the left-upper panel of Fig. 1. When we used 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵) in the QM and Kubo expressions

of 𝜎 ∥ , we again get suppressed results in low 𝑇 concerning their massless results. Right-upper panel of Fig. 1 shows that the
enhancement of quantum estimations of 𝜎 ∥ compared to its classical values will increase with the magnetic field. Classical and
quantum curves will tend to merge at high 𝑇 and low 𝑒𝐵 domains, which one can understand as the classical domain. On the
other hand, quantum estimations of 𝜎 ∥ remain larger than classical estimations in the low 𝑇 and high 𝑒𝐵 domain, which can be
understood as the quantum domain. This phenomena is quite interesting and could possibly connect to the magneto-resistance
in the domain of condensed matter physics [89, 90], but a systematic and comparative study in future would be required to better
comment on this topic.

Next, we explore the perpendicular component of the electrical conductivity. From Eq. (13), one can identify the effective
relaxation time [38, 39]

𝜏⊥𝑐 𝑓 =
𝜏𝑐

1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2 , (59)

with an approximate value inverse cyclotron frequency of massless quark matter [38, 39] :

𝜏𝐵 𝑓 =
7𝜁 (4)𝑇

2𝜁 (3)𝑞 𝑓 𝐵
=

3.15𝑇
𝑞 𝑓 𝐵

. (60)
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Figure 1. Parallel and perpendicular conductivity of CM (dotted line), QM (solid line), QFT (dash line) curves vs temperature (left) and
magnetic field (right).

Due to this term, 𝜎⊥/(𝜏𝑐𝑇2) curve of massless matter does not remain horizontal along𝑇 and 𝑒𝐵 axes like 𝜎 ∥/(𝜏𝑐𝑇2). Replacing
the zero mass by NJL based 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵), we will get further suppression due to non-pQCD effect. Red and black dotted lines for
massless and 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵) in left-lower panel of Fig. 1 display this fact. Next, QM (solid) and Kubo (dashed) curves of 𝜎⊥/(𝜏𝑐𝑇2)
are generated by using Eqs. (15) and (35) respectively. They are different in massless case [46] as well as for NJL based 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵).
The main reason is the transformation to an effective relaxation time expression:

𝜏𝑐

1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2 → Γ

(𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑙 − 𝜔 𝑓 ,𝑛)2 + Γ2 . (61)

In both the cases of RTA and QM, we consider classical concept of cyclotron motion using 𝜏𝐵, while in Kubo case, a transition
between two energy levels, separated by unit Landau level difference [46] has come into the picture to describe the perpendicular
conductivity components. Similar to parallel conductivity, perpendicular conductivity increases with respect to its classical
values as we increase the magnetic field. One can observe this in the right-lower panel of Fig. 1. Reader may notice that the
right panel graphs, plotted against 𝐵-axis, carry few data points because of unavailability of LQCD data of 𝐵. However, it does
not hinder guessing the approximated trend of the curves. We would also like to mention at this point that generating the QM or
Kubo results at 𝑒𝐵 → 0 is an impossible task (as we have to consider summing over an infinite number of Landau levels). But the
coincidence of all three curves at 𝑒𝐵 = 0 is expected and alternatively checked. Next, let us come to the other transport coefficient
considered in our present study - shear viscosity, whose parallel and perpendicular components are our matter of interest. In
absence of a magnetic field, both components are the same and their massless limit follows𝑇4 dependence as conductivity follows
𝑇2 dependence. So we choose the dimensionless ratio 𝜂/(𝜏𝑐𝑇4), which will remain horizontal along 𝑇 axis for 𝐵 = 0 case. At
finite 𝐵, RTA expressions of parallel and perpendicular components of the shear viscosity are given in Eqs (20), whose massless
expressions can be simplified to [38]

𝜂∥ =
𝜂(𝐵 = 0)

2

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

1
1 + (𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2

𝜂⊥ =
𝜂(𝐵 = 0)

2

∑︁
𝑓 =𝑢,𝑑

1
1 + 4(𝜏𝑐/𝜏𝐵 𝑓 )2 , (62)
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Figure 2. Parallel and perpendicular shear viscosity of CM (dotted line), QM (solid line), QFT (dash line) curves vs temperature (left) and
magnetic field (right).

where

𝜂(𝐵 = 0) =
𝑔7𝜋2𝜏𝑐

900
𝑇4

=
7𝜋2𝜏𝑐

75
𝑇4 ≈ 1.84𝜏𝑐𝑇4 , (63)

and same 𝜏𝐵’s as given in Eq. (60). According to above simplified expressions, normalized values of 𝜂∥/(𝜏𝑐𝑇4), 𝜂⊥/(𝜏𝑐𝑇4)
of massless quark matter will increase with 𝑇 and decrease with 𝑒𝐵. When we use constituent quark mass 𝑀 (𝑇, 𝐵) from the
NJL model, we will get suppressed values of RTA curves (solid line) concerning their massless curves (red solid line). The
suppression represents the non-pQCD effect in the parallel and perpendicular components of shear viscosity. When we go for
Kubo expressions, given in Eqs. (50)-(52), we will get enhanced values of shear viscosity compared to their RTA values as we
have noticed for electrical conductivity case. However, these enhanced Kubo values of transport coefficients are expected in the
quantum domain only i.e. at high 𝑒𝐵 and low 𝑇 domain.

At the end of this result section, we want to highlight again that the new ingredient of the present work is the Kubo estimation
of NJL matter, whose RTA and QM estimations are already addressed in earlier Ref. [28] for electrical conductivity and Ref. [36]
for shear viscosity. For zooming in on the Kubo contribution, the RTA and QM curves are presented here for comparison.

VI. SUMMARY

Present work is aimed to highlight quantum field theoretical contribution at finite temperature and magnetic field in the transport
coefficients of quark matter within the framework of NJL model. Earlier Refs. [28, 36] have calculated the transport coefficients
like shear viscosity and electrical conductivity of quark matter within the NJL model in the framework of relaxation time
approximation (RTA). With temperature and magnetic field dependent constituent mass those estimations might be considered
classical or semi-classical approaches. Present work provides their quantum field theoretical version using their Kubo expressions,
obtained in Refs. [29, 46]. According to the Kubo relations, one can realize the transportation from one point to another as the
propagation probability at finite temperature and magnetic field of relevant field operators like electrical current 𝐽𝜇 and viscous
stress tensor 𝜋𝜇𝜈 . On the other hand, RTA framework describe a classical picture of transport phenomena in terms of cyclotron
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motion of quarks due to Lorentz force. Hence in the present work we have explored this transition from classical or RTA to
quantum or Kubo picture of transport coefficients in view of the NJL model. Additional temperature and magnetic field profile
in Kubo estimation is the primary content of the present work, which we have subsequently compared with corresponding RTA
estimations, addressed earlier in Refs. [28, 36]. We also present another transition here, from massless quarks to constituent
quark masses within NJL model. In low temperature and high magnetic field domain, we notice an enhancement of transport
coefficients due to the transition from classical to quantum picture. On the other hand we also observe that their values got
reduced during the transition from the massless case to NJL matter. Cumulative effects from both the transitions finally give us
the complete field theoretical non-pQCD estimations, which remain little higher than their semi-classical values, addressed in
Refs. [28, 36]. These differences vanish in the classical domain, i.e. high temperature and low magnetic field domain. At this
point we want to point out that recently some studies have been directed towards exploring the extended version of RTA [91, 92]
which incorporates quantum corrections to the RTA dissipative current considered in the present study. This puts forward a good
future avenue which can possibly bridge the gap between the semi-classical and the field theoretical pictures observed in the
present study.

Finally we emphasize again that the present microscopic calculation is a complete quantum field theoretical estimation of
transport coefficients within the framework of NJL model at finite temperature and magnetic field. The enhanced values of the
conductivity at high magnetic field domain incorporating the full quantum effect may be a good signal to show that it helps
slowing down the rapid decay of the magnetic field [4] produced in heavy ion collision experiments. But as discussed in the
introduction, further studies are required to firmly conclude that.
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309598/2020-6 (R.L.S.F.); Fundação de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado do Rio Grande do Sul (FAPERGS), Grants Nos. 19/2551-
0000690-0 and 19/2551-0001948-3 (R.L.S.F.); Instituto Nacional de Ciência e Tecnologia - Fı́sica Nuclear e Aplicações (INCT
- FNA), Grant No. 464898/2014-5 (R.L.S.F.). Snigdha Ghosh is funded by the Department of Higher Education, Government
of West Bengal, India. A.B. acknowledges the support of the postdoctoral research fellowship from the Alexander von Humboldt
Foundation, Germany. Authors are highly thankful to Prof. G. Krein for his collaborative help in this work.

[1] J.Rafelski and B.Muller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 36, 517 (1976)
[2] D.E. Kharzeev, L.D.McLerran and H.J. Warringa, Nucl.Phys.A.803, 227(2008)
[3] V.Skokov, A. Y.Illarionov and V.Toneev, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24, 5925 (2009)
[4] K. Tuchin, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2013, 490495 (2013)
[5] D. E. Kharzeev, J. Liao, S. A. Voloshin and G. Wang, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 88, 1 (2016).
[6] G. Wang and L. Wen, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2017, 9240170 (2017).
[7] J. Zhao and F. Wang, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 107, 200 (2019)
[8] V. Voronyuk, V. D. Toneev, W. Cassing, E. L. Bratkovskaya, V. P. Konchakovski, and S. A. Voloshin, Phys. Rev. C 83, 054911 (2011).
[9] K. Tuchin, Phys. Rev. C 88, 024911 (2013).

[10] L. McLerran and V. Skokov, Nucl. Phys. A 929, 184 (2014).
[11] U. Gursoy, D. Kharzeev, and K. Rajagopal, Phys. Rev. C 89, 054905 (2014).
[12] K. Tuchin, Phys. Rev. C 93, 014905 (2016).
[13] Z.Wang, J.Zhao, C.Greiner, Z.Xu, and P.Zhuang, Phys. Rev. C, 105, L041901 (2022)
[14] M.Abdallah et al. (collaboration STAR), Phys. Rev. C 105, 014901 (2022)
[15] I. A. Shovkovy, Particles 5, 442 (2022)
[16] P. V.Buividovich, M. N. Chernodub, D. E. Kharzeev, T. Kalaydzhyan, E. V. Luschevskaya, and M. I. Polikarpov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105,

132001 (2010)
[17] N. Astrakhantsev, V. V. Braguta, M. D’Elia, A. Y. Kotov, A. A. Nikolaev, and F. Sanfilippo, Phys. Rev. D 102, 054516 (2020)
[18] S.-i. Nam, Phys. Rev. D 86, 033014 ( 2012), http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.3172 arXiv:1207.3172 [hep-ph]
[19] K. Hattori and D. Satow, Phys. Rev. D 94, 114032 ( 2016), http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06818 arXiv:1610.06818 [hep-ph]
[20] K. Hattori, S. Li, D. Satow, and H.-U. Yee, Phys. Rev. D 95, 076008 ( 2017), http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06839 arXiv:1610.06839

[hep-ph]
[21] A. Harutyunyan and A. Sedrakian, Phys. Rev. C 94, 025805 ( 2016), http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.07612 arXiv:1605.07612 [astro-ph.HE]
[22] B. O. Kerbikov and M. A. Andreichikov, Phys. Rev. D 91, 074010 ( 2015), http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.3413 arXiv:1410.3413 [hep-ph]
[23] B. Feng, Phys. Rev. D 96, 036009 ( 2017)
[24] K. Fukushima and Y. Hidaka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 162301 ( 2018), http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.01472 arXiv:1711.01472 [hep-ph]
[25] W. Li, S. Lin, and J. Mei, Phys. Rev. D 98, 114014 ( 2018), http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.02178 arXiv:1809.02178 [hep-th]
[26] A. Das, H. Mishra, and R. K. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. D 99, 094031 ( 2019), http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.03938 arXiv:1903.03938 [hep-ph]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.033014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.114032
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.076008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.025805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.036009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.162301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.114014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.094031


15

[27] A. Das, H. Mishra, and R. K. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. D 101, 034027 ( 2020), http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05298 arXiv:1907.05298
[hep-ph]

[28] S. Ghosh, A. Bandyopadhyay, R. L. S. Farias, J. Dey, and G. a. Krein, Phys. Rev. D 102, 114015 ( 2020), http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.10005
arXiv:1911.10005 [hep-ph]

[29] S. Satapathy, S. Ghosh, and S. Ghosh, Phys. Rev. D 104, 056030 ( 2021), http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03917 arXiv:2104.03917 [hep-ph]
[30] S. Satapathy, S. Ghosh, and S. Ghosh, Phys. Rev. D 106, 036006 ( 2022), http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.08236 arXiv:2112.08236 [hep-ph]
[31] S. Li and H.-U. Yee, Phys. Rev. D 97, 056024 ( 2018), http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00795 arXiv:1707.00795 [hep-ph]
[32] S.-i. Nam and C.-W. Kao, Phys. Rev. D 87, 114003 ( 2013), http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.0287 arXiv:1304.0287 [hep-ph]
[33] M. G. Alford, H. Nishimura, and A. Sedrakian, Phys. Rev. C 90, 055205 ( 2014), http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.4999 arXiv:1408.4999

[hep-ph]
[34] A. N. Tawfik, A. M. Diab, and T. M. Hussein, noop Int. J. Adv. Res. Phys. Sci. 3, 4 ( 2016), http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.01034

arXiv:1608.01034 [hep-ph]
[35] K. Tuchin, J. Phys. G 39, 025010 ( 2012), http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.4394 arXiv:1108.4394 [nucl-th]
[36] S. Ghosh, B. Chatterjee, P. Mohanty, A. Mukharjee, and H. Mishra, Phys. Rev. D 100, 034024 ( 2019), http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.00812

arXiv:1804.00812 [hep-ph]
[37] P. Mohanty, A. Dash, and V. Roy, Eur. Phys. J. A 55, 35 ( 2019), http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01788 arXiv:1804.01788 [nucl-th]
[38] J. Dey, S. Satapathy, P. Murmu, and S. Ghosh, Pramana 95, 125 ( 2021), http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11164 arXiv:1907.11164 [hep-ph]
[39] J. Dey, S. Satapathy, A. Mishra, S. Paul, and S. Ghosh, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 30, 2150044 ( 2021), http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.04335

arXiv:1908.04335 [hep-ph]
[40] A. Dash, S. Samanta, J. Dey, U. Gangopadhyaya, S. Ghosh, and V. Roy, Phys. Rev. D 102, 016016 ( 2020),

http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08781 arXiv:2002.08781 [nucl-th]
[41] K. Hattori, X.-G. Huang, D. H. Rischke, and D. Satow, Phys. Rev. D 96, 094009 ( 2017), http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00515

arXiv:1708.00515 [hep-ph]
[42] X.-G. Huang, M. Huang, D. H. Rischke, and A. Sedrakian, Phys. Rev. D 81, 045015 ( 2010), http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.3633

arXiv:0910.3633 [astro-ph.HE]
[43] X.-G. Huang, A. Sedrakian, and D. H. Rischke, Annals Phys. 326, 3075 ( 2011), http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.0602 arXiv:1108.0602

[astro-ph.HE]
[44] N. O. Agasian, JETP Lett. 95, 171 ( 2012), http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.5849 arXiv:1109.5849 [hep-ph]
[45] N. O. Agasian, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 76, 1382 ( 2013)
[46] S. Ghosh and S. Ghosh, Phys. Rev. D 103, 096015 ( 2021), http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.04261 arXiv:2011.04261 [hep-ph]
[47] S. Jeon, Phys. Rev. D 52, 3591 ( 1995), http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9409250 arXiv:hep-ph/9409250
[48] D. Fernandez-Fraile and A. Gomez Nicola, Eur. Phys. J. C 62, 37 ( 2009), http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.4829 arXiv:0902.4829 [hep-ph]
[49] S. Ghosh, Phys. Rev. D 95, 036018 ( 2017), http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01340 arXiv:1607.01340 [nucl-th]
[50] S. Ghosh, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 29, 1450054 ( 2014), http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.4788 arXiv:1404.4788 [nucl-th]
[51] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122, 345 ( 1961)
[52] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 124, 246 ( 1961)
[53] U. Vogl and W. Weise, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 27, 195 ( 1991)
[54] S. P. Klevansky, Rev. Mod. Phys. 64, 649 ( 1992)
[55] T. Hatsuda and T. Kunihiro, Phys. Rept. 247, 221 ( 1994), http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9401310 arXiv:hep-ph/9401310
[56] M. Buballa, Phys. Rept. 407, 205 ( 2005), http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402234 arXiv:hep-ph/0402234
[57] R. L. S. Farias, K. P. Gomes, G. I. Krein, and M. B. Pinto, Phys. Rev. C 90, 025203 ( 2014), http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.3931

arXiv:1404.3931 [hep-ph]
[58] R. L. S. Farias, V. S. Timoteo, S. S. Avancini, M. B. Pinto, and G. Krein, Eur. Phys. J. A 53, 101 ( 2017), http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.03847

arXiv:1603.03847 [hep-ph]
[59] G. S. Bali, F. Bruckmann, G. Endrodi, Z. Fodor, S. D. Katz, S. Krieg, A. Schafer, and K. K. Szabo, JHEP 02, 044 ( 2012),

http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.4956 arXiv:1111.4956 [hep-lat]
[60] G. S. Bali, F. Bruckmann, G. Endrodi, Z. Fodor, S. D. Katz, and A. Schafer, Phys. Rev. D 86, 071502 ( 2012),

http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.4205 arXiv:1206.4205 [hep-lat]
[61] F. Bruckmann, G. Endrodi, and T. G. Kovacs, JHEP 04, 112 ( 2013), http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3972 arXiv:1303.3972 [hep-lat]
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[78] B. B. Brandt, G. Bali, G. Endrödi, and B. Glässle, PoS LATTICE2015, 265 ( 2016), http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03899 arXiv:1510.03899
[hep-lat]

[79] A. Ayala, M. Loewe, and R. Zamora, Phys. Rev. D 91, 016002 ( 2015), http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7408 arXiv:1406.7408 [hep-ph]
[80] A. Ayala, M. Loewe, A. J. Mizher, and R. Zamora, Phys. Rev. D 90, 036001 ( 2014), http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.3885 arXiv:1406.3885

[hep-ph]
[81] E. Lifshitz and L. Pitaevskii, Physical Kinetics: Volume 10, Course of theoretical physics (Elsevier Science, 1995)
[82] G. S. Denicol, X.-G. Huang, E. Molnár, G. M. Monteiro, H. Niemi, J. Noronha, D. H. Rischke, and Q. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 98,

076009 ( 2018), http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.05210 arXiv:1804.05210 [nucl-th]
[83] Z. Chen, C. Greiner, A. Huang, and Z. Xu, Phys. Rev. D 101, 056020 (2020), http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.13721 arXiv:1910.13721

[hep-ph]
[84] R. Critelli, S. I. Finazzo, M. Zaniboni, and J. Noronha, Phys. Rev. D 90, 066006 (2014)
[85] S. I. Finazzo, R. Critelli, R. Rougemont, and J. Noronha, Phys. Rev. D 94, 054020 (2016)
[86] A. Ayala, A. Bashir, and S. Sahu, Phys. Rev. D 69, 045008 (2004)
[87] J. S. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951).
[88] M. L. Bellac, Cambridge University Press, 2011, ISBN 978-0-511-88506-8, 978-0-521-65477-7 doi:10.1017/CBO9780511721700
[89] A.V. Andreev, B.Z. Spivak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 2, 026601
[90] D.T. Son, B.Z. Spivak, Phys. Rev. B 88 (2013) 104412
[91] G. S. Rocha, G. S. Denicol and J. Noronha, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, no.4, 042301 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.042301

[arXiv:2103.07489 [nucl-th]].
[92] D. Dash, S. Bhadury, S. Jaiswal and A. Jaiswal, Phys. Lett. B 831, 137202 (2022) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137202 [arXiv:2112.14581

[nucl-th]].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.116002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.074041
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.93.025017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00587-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.056009
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.251.0265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.016002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.036001
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=h7LgAAAAMAAJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.076009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.076009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.056020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.82.664

	Quantum version of transport coefficients in Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model at finite temperature and strong magnetic field
	Abstract
	Introduction
	NJL model in presence of magnetic field
	Relaxation time approximated (RTA) Expressions
	RTA expressions of Electrical Conductivity
	Introducing Landau quantization in electrical conductivity: QM expressions
	RTA expressions of Shear viscosity

	Kubo Expressions
	Kubo expressions of Electrical conductivity
	Kubo expressions for Shear viscosity

	Results
	SUMMARY
	Acknowledgments
	References


