arXiv:2404.18217v3 [hep-ph] 7 Aug 2024

Exploring Transport Properties of Quark-Gluon Plasma with a Machine-Learning assisted Holographic Approach

Bing Chen,^1 Xun Chen,^{1, 2, ∗} Xiaohua Li,^{1, †} Zhou-Run Zhu,^{3, ‡} and Kai Zhou^{4, 5, §} 1School of Nuclear Science and Technology, University of South China, Hengyang 421001, People’s Republic of China 2Key Laboratory of Quark and Lepton Physics (MOE), Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079,China 3School of Physics and Telecommunications Engineering, Zhoukou Normal University, Zhoukou 466001, China 4School of Science and Engineering, The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shenzhen (CUHK-Shenzhen), Guangdong, 518172, China 5Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies, Ruth Moufang Strasse 1, D-60438, Frankfurt am Main, Germany

Based on the holographic model, which incorporates the equation of state (EoS) and baryon number susceptibility for different flavors, we calculate the drag force, jet quenching parameter, and diffusion coefficient of the heavy quark at finite temperature and chemical potential. The holographic results for the diffusion coefficient align with lattice data for N_f = 0 and N_f = 2 + 1, falling within their error margins. The holographic diffusion coefficient for heavy quark in the systems of different flavors agrees with the fitting results of ALICE data well. The jet quenching parameter in our model demonstrates strong consistency with the results from both RHIC and LHC for different flavors. By comparing the experimental data with other models, we can confirm the validity of our holographic model calculation. The work reinforces the potential of bottom-up holographic model in advancing our understanding of transport properties of hot and dense quark-gluon plasma.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP), created in highenergy nuclear collision experiments such as those at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), is a type of extreme Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) matter that exhibits strong coupling and is influenced heavily by non-perturbative phenomena. Perturbative QCD proves inadequate in these strong coupling scenarios [1, 2], hence lattice QCD methods are employed to explore the static equilibrium properties of this state of matter. In addition, there exists an alternative non-perturbative approach known as the AdS/CFT correspondence [3–5], which facilitates the investigation of dynamic properties of QGP in a strong coupling regime. This correspondence draws a parallel between N = 4 SU(N_c) super-Yang-Mills theory and type IIB string theory on a combined AdS_5 × S^5 space, offering a robust method to analyze strongly interacting gauge theories when the number of color charges N_c is large, and the ’t Hooft coupling is also substantial. The original form of this duality linked an asymptotically AdS space to a conformal gauge theory at a temperature of absolute zero. However, recognizing that the properties of QGP are dependent on temperature, researchers have strived to broaden this duality to encapsulate holographic models that depict the QGP at non-zero temperatures. This extension has been explored through both top-down [6, 7] and bottom-up [8–23] approaches in various studies.

∗ chenxun@usc.edu.cn † lixiaohuaphysics@126.com ‡ zhuzhourun@zknu.edu.cn § zhoukai@cuhk.edu.cn

An intriguing aspect of QCD is the confinementdeconfinement phase transition, characterized by a substantial increase in the QCD coupling constant. In proximity to the transition temperature, there’s a notable suppression of quarkonium states because of the nature of the deconfinement occured [24–28]. These phenomena can also be probed by employing the AdS/CFT correspondence and developing various specialized holographic dual models [29–33]. Within the array of holographic models tailored to QCD, the construction rooted in the Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton(EMD) gravity framework stands out [34–42]. In early papers [43, 44], the authors tried to find a five-dimensional gravitational theory that has black hole solutions mimics QCD property with a ansatz potential of dilaton field. These papers demonstrate that the bottom-up holographic models can capture the property of sound of speed and shear viscosity for QGP. In Ref. [34], the authors constructed a holographic model which can describe the entropy and quark susceptibility of lattice results well. Then, the model is used to give a prediction of CEP.

In the recent work [45], we developed a machine learning assisted EMD model which includes the information of equation of state and baryon number susceptibility from lattice QCD. In our work, we used machine-learning techniques, specifically automatic differentiation, to determine the six parameters within our holographic setup. This approach allowed us to efficiently explore a complex parameter space and find optimal solutions that best reproduce QCD thermodynamic data across a wide temperature range. The parameter space is high-dimensional and non-linear, making traditional fitting methods less effective. Beside, machine-learning algorithms can handle complex constraints and multiple optimization objectives simultaneously. Our prediction for the position of

CEP is close to other theoretical models, which shows the validity of our model. Further, we calculated the heavy quark potential in our model [46]. The results of heavy quark potential is in agreement with new lattice results for N_f = 2 + 1, which is again confirmed that our model captures the property of QCD.

Quark jets traversing the QGP represent one of the most intriguing phenomena generated in high-energy nuclear collisions, and their interaction with the surrounding medium presents a multifaceted challenge in contemporary physics. A fundamental experimental measure tied to the study of quark jets is the transport coefficient, commonly known as the jet quenching parameter. This parameter provides crucial insights into the quark energy dissipation within the hot and dense environment created in experiments at RHIC and LHC [47–49, 51, 104]. The jet quenching parameter is quantified as the mean square of the transverse momentum imparted from a parton to the surrounding medium per unit of the parton’s mean free path [52]. Numerous models have been used to calculate the jet quenching parameter [53–57]. Furthermore, the energy depletion of partons as they pass through the QGP can be examined via the drag force exerted on heavy quarks moving within the plasma [58]. Given the intensity of the interactions involved, holographic QCD models have become invaluable in probing the dynamics underlying these processes. They offer substantial insights into the characteristics of both the jet streams and the QGP, along with the intrinsic interactions that culminate in the loss of quark energy.

Within the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence, a heavy quark is represented by a fundamental string anchored to a flavor brane. The endpoint of the string is perceived as the quark in the boundary field theory, while the string itself symbolizes the gluonic field enveloping the quark as in Fig. 1. The resistance experienced by a moving quark in the plasma is reflected by the momentum flux from the trailing end of an open string into the deeper AdS space [58–77]. In the vein of this duality, the jet quenching parameter is tied to the thermal expectation of the Wilson loop operator, which is lightlike and constructed from the trajectories of the string’s endpoints. Numerous efforts have concentrated on calculating this parameter within the scope of the AdS/CFT duality, providing valuable insights into the intricate dynamics governing quark propagation and energy loss in the QGP [58, 77–94].

In our study, we scrutinize key dynamical properties of the QGP such as drag force, diffusion coefficient, and the jet quenching parameter, which are pivotal for comprehending the behavior of heavy quarks as they navigate through the plasma medium. Employing the gauge/gravity duality as our investigative tool, we utilize the dynamical holographic QCD model outlined in Ref. [45]. This model proves particularly apt for our analysis as it encapsulates the effects of temperature across both confined and deconfined phases of QCD, while also incorporating the chemical potential variations. More-

FIG. 1. A sketch of holographic drag force. z is the fifth dimension.

over, it faithfully represents the equation of state and baryon number susceptibility observed in lattice QCD. Given these comprehensive attributes, the model stands as an optimal tool for probing the intricate characteristics of the QGP. In this paper, we also want to check whether our model can describe the transport properties of QGP.

The structure of the article is organized as follows: Sec. II provides a brief review of the holographic QCD model established by the EMD gravity introduced in [45]. Sec. III discusses the drag force experienced by a heavy quark in motion within the holographic QCD dynamics model. In Sec. IV, we calculate the diffusion coefficient of the heavy quark. Sec. V is devoted to the examination of the jet quenching parameter. Sec. VI presents the overall summary and conclusions of the article.

II. THE EMD FRAMEWORK

First, we review the five-dimensional EMD system of our model [45]. This system comprises a gravitational field g_{μν} , a Maxwell field A_μ, and a dilaton field ϕ. In the Einstein frame, its action is expressed by the following equation:

S_E = 1 16πG_5 ∫ d^5x √ −g [ R − f(ϕ) 4 F^2 − 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ − V (ϕ) ] . (1)

Here, R is the Ricci scalar, F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ is the electromagnetic field tensor, with f(ϕ) being the gauge kinetic function coupling to the gauge field A_μ, F is the Maxwell field tensor, V (ϕ) is the dilaton potential, and G_5 is the five-dimensional Newton constant. The explicit forms of the gauge kinetic function f(ϕ) and the dilaton potential V (ϕ) can be consistently solved through the equations of motion (EOMs).

We propose the following metric ansatz

ds^2 =

L^2e^{2A(z)} z^2 [ −g(z)dt^2 + dz^2 g(z) + d⃗x^2 ] , (2) where z is the holographic radial coordinate in the fifth dimension and the AdS_5 space radius L is conventionally set to one, i.e., L = 1.

To obtain analytical solutions, we assume the forms of f(ϕ) and A(z) along with some parameters. We adopt the metric ansatz

A(z) = d ln(az^2 + 1) + d ln(bz^4 + 1), (3)

and the form of the gauge kinetic function f(z) as f(z) = e^{cz2−A(z)+k}. (4) A(z) is set to mimic the correct behavior of entropy and constrain the temperature-dependent model. The function f(z) describes the dependence of model on the chemical potential, which is fixed by the baryon number susceptibility. Then, we can derive

g(z) = 1 − 1 ∫_{zh} 0 dx x^3e^{−3A(x)} × [∫_z 0 dx x^3e^{−3A(x)} + 2cμ^2e^k ( 1 − e^{−cz2}h )_2 detG ] , (5)

ϕ^′(z) = √ 6 ( A^{′2} − A^{′′} − 2A^′ z ) , (6)

A_t(z) = μ ( e^{−cz2} − e^{−cz2h} ) 1 − e^{−cz2}h , (7)

and the dilaton potential as V (z) = − 3z^2ge^{−2A} L^2 × [ A^{′′} + A^′ ( 3A^′ − 6 z + 3g^′ 2g ) − 1 z ( − 4 z + 3g^′ 2g ) + g^{′′} 6g ] . (8) The determinant G is given by

det G = | | | | ∫_{zh} 0 dy y^3e^{−3A(y)} ∫_{zh} 0 dy y^3e^{−3A(y)−cy2} ∫_z z_h dy y 3e^{−3A(y)} ∫_z z_h dy y 3e^{−3A(y)−cy2} | | | | . The Hawking temperature and entropy of this black hole solution are given by the following formulas, T = z^3_he^{−3A(zh)} 4π ∫_{zh} 0 dy y^3e^{−3A(y)} [1+ 2cμ^2e^k ( e^{−cz2h} ∫_{zh} 0 dy y^3e^{−3A(y)} − ∫_{zh} 0 dy y^3e^{−3A(y)−cy2} ) (1 − e^{−cz2}h )^2 ], (9) s = e^{3A(zh)} 4G_5z^3_h

. (10)

For convenient study of our holographic probes of interest, we use the metric in the string frame :

ds^2_s = L^2e^{2As(z)} z^2 ( −g(z)dt^2 + dz^2 g(z) + dx^2_1 + dx^2 + dx^2_3 ) , (11) where A_s(z) = A(z) +

√_1 6 ϕ(z).

There are three undetermined parameters a, b, and d in A(z), and two parameters c and k in f(z), along with the Newton constant G_5, making in total a six-dimensional parameter space. The six parameters, as determined by machine learning from the data of the EoS and baryon number susceptibility from the lattice QCD, vary among pure gluon, 2-flavor, and 2+1-flavor systems, as shown in Table I [45]. Around the phase transition temperature T_c, the system is believed to be strongly coupled. Based on the lattice QCD results, the validity of our bottom-up holographic model is concentrated on the nonperturbative region. a b c d k G5 Tc N_f = 0 0 0.072 0 -0.584 0 1.326 0.265 N_f = 2 0.067 0.023 -0.377 -0.382 0 0.885 0.189 N_f = 2 + 1 0.204 0.013 -0.264 -0.173 -0.824 0.400 0.128

TABLE I. Parameters given by the machine learning of pure gluon system, 2-flavor, and 2+1-flavor system, respectively. Tc is the critical temperature calculated by c^2_s inflection. The unit of T is GeV.

III. DRAG FORCE

In this section, we calculate the drag force in three different systems. Firstly, we consider a heavy quark moving with a constant velocity along one spatial direction, denoted by x. Therefore, with the static gauge τ = t, σ = z, the embedding function of the heavy quark string is X = {t, x(t, z), z}. The action of the fundamental string is given by the Nambu-Goto action: S = − 1 2πα^′ ∫ dσdτ √ −γ = − 1 2πα^′ ∫ dσdτ √ −G_{tt}G_{zz} − G_{tt}G_{xx}x^{′2} − G_{xx}G_{zz}ẋ^2, (12) where dots and primes denote derivatives with respect to τ and σ, respectively, and G stands for the components of the background metric. The only one new parameter α^′ is taken to be 2.5 in this paper. To study the dynamics of the string, we use the metric from Eq. (11). In the static gauge, the corresponding Lagrangian density takes the form,

L = − 1 2πα^′ e^{2As(z)} z^2 √ 1 − ẋ^2 g(z) + g(z)x^{′2}(z). (13)

The equation of motion for x is then, ∂_t ( ẋ √ −γ^′ ) − z^2g(z) e^{2As(z)} ∂_z ( e^{2As(z)}g(z)x^′ z^2 √ −γ^′ ) = 0. (14)

A static string stretching from the boundary to the horizon, x(t, z) = Constant, is a trivial solution to this equation. For a string with an endpoint moving at a constant velocity v on the boundary, we choose the following trial solution, X = {t, vt + ξ(z), z}, (15) the equation of motion can be written as e^{2As(z)}g(z)ξ^′(z) √ −γz^2 = const ≡ π_x, (16)

where π_x is the conserved quantity on the worldsheet. The equation for ξ is obtained as follows,

ξ^′(z) = ± π_x g(z) √ g(z) − v^2 e^{4As (z)}g(z) z^4 − π 2 x . (17)

The requirement that the function under the square root is real determines the constants of motion,

g(z_s) − v^2 = 0 e^{4As(zs)}g(z_s) z^4_s

− π^2_x = 0

⇒ π_x = e^{2As(zs)}v z^2_s

(18)

Finally, by substituting Eq. (18) into Eq. (17), we can solve for the string solution,

ξ^′(z) = − e^{2As(zs)}v z^2_s 1 g(z) g(z) − g(z_s) e^{4As (z)}g(z) z^4 − e^{4As (zs)}g(z_s) z^4_s . (19) π^1_t and π^1_x represent the flow of energy and momentum along the string, respectively. They are given by ( π^1_t π^1_x ) = T_0L^4 √ −γ e^{4As(z)} z^4 ( −vg(z)ξ^′(z) g(z)ξ^′(z) ) . (20)

It is straightforward to show that in the equation of motion, π^1_x is indeed a constant, the same as π_x in Eq. (17). Similarly, like in the case of the N = 4 SYM plasma, we have π^1_t = −vπ^1_x. This means that if we drag the quark at a constant velocity, the fraction of energy flow π^1_t at a given point on the string is constant. This is the energy dissipation of the quark into the surrounding medium. Thus, the drag force can be obtained as follows [58],

F_{drag} = dp dt = dE dx = −π^1_x = − 1 2πα^′ e^{2As(zs)}v z^2_s

. (21)

FIG. 2. (a) The drag force as a function of velocity for the pure gluon system at T = 0.265 GeV and μ = 0. (b) The drag force as a function of temperature for the pure gluon system when a quark is moving at the speed v = 0.3 and μ = 0.

The drag force in the AdS/Schwarzchild background can be obtained as follows [61],

F^{SYM}_{drag} = − πT^2 √ λ 2 v √ 1 − v^2

, (22)

where we take: √ λ =^{g2Y M Nc}_{4π} =^{L2}_{α′} . In this background, we first need to numerically solve Eq. (18) to obtain z_s, and then use Eq. (21) to calculate the drag force.

In Fig. 2, we examine the variation of the drag force in a pure gluon system under different conditions. Fig. 2 (a) shows the relationship between the drag force and velocity in the case of zero chemical potential. As depicted, the drag force escalates continuously with increasing velocity. In Fig. 2 (b), we present the variation of the drag force along with increasing temperatures under zero chemical potential. The figure reveals an evident increase of the drag force with rising temperature, converging towards its conformal value in the N = 4 SYM theory. Furthermore, the discontinuity of the drag force as a function indicates the first-order phase transition.

In Fig. 3, we can observe the variation of the drag force in a 2-flavor system under different conditions. Fig. 3 (a) illustrates the drag force as a function of velocity at a fixed temperature for various chemical potentials. It can be seen that as the velocity increases, the drag force also increases, and the rate of this increase becomes more pronounced. Additionally, an increase in the chemical potential further amplifies the rate of increase, meaning that the drag force at a given velocity rises with an increase in chemical potential. Fig. 3 (b) displays the variation in drag force at different temperatures and chemical potentials in a 2-flavor system, with the quark velocity set at v = 0.3. The graph clearly shows a trend: as the temperature increases, the drag force also continuously increases. This implies that the average kinetic energy of quarks and gluons increases, and thermal motion is enhanced, thus increasing the scattering and interactions faced by a moving quark, leading to a greater drag force. It can also be observed that for larger values of μ at the same temperature, the drag force is greater. The chemical potential is generally related to the particle number density, and a larger chemical potential means a higher

FIG. 3. (a) The drag force as a function of velocity in a 2-flavor system at T = 0.189 GeV for varying chemical potentials. (b) The drag force as a function of temperature for a 2-flavor system when a quark is moving at the speed v = 0.3 under different chemical potentials.

quark number density in the system. In a denser environment, scattering events among quarks are more frequent, and interactions are stronger, hence a larger drag force. Furthermore, we can see that there is a multiple-value (jump) region for the drag force around the first-order phase transition.

In Fig. 4, we observe the variation in the drag force under different conditions within a 2+1 flavor system. Fig. 4 (a) displays the relationship between the drag force and velocity at various chemical potentials at the critical temperature. It shows that the drag force increases with velocity, indicating that in the 2+1 flavor system, the resistance faced by a moving quark increases with its velocity. The higher the velocity, the greater the medium resistance that the quark needs to overcome. With an increase in chemical potential, the rate at which the drag force increases also becomes more significant. This suggests that at higher chemical potentials, corresponding to a ”denser” chemical environment, the quarks experience a more pronounced resistance when increasing their velocity. Fig. 4 (b) displays the variations in drag force within a 2+1 flavor system under various temperatures and chemical potentials when the velocity of the quark is set at v = 0.3. It is clearly shown a trend where the drag force increases as the temperature rises, indicating that the average kinetic energy of quarks and gluons increases, thereby enhancing their thermal motion. As a result, the drag force experienced by a moving quark due to scattering and interaction increases. The impact of chemical potential on drag force is not pronounced at low temperatures but becomes significant at higher temperatures. At a given temperature, a larger μ value correlates with a greater drag force; the chemical potential is generally associated with particle number density, and a higher chemical potential implies a denser quark number in the system. In such a dense environment, quarks scatter more frequently, and interactions are stronger, leading to an increased drag force. Additionally, a multiple-value region is observed on the curve at μ = 1, which means that a first-order phase transition has occurred in the system.

From Eq. (21), it can be deduced that energy loss is equal to the drag force, allowing us to plot the re-

FIG. 4. (a) The drag force as a function of velocity in a 2+1-flavor system at T = 0.128 GeV for varying chemical potentials. (b) The drag force as a function of temperature for a 2+1-flavor system with a quark moving at the speed v = 0.3 under different chemical potentials.

FIG. 5. Energy loss of the bottom (m_b = 4.7 GeV) and charm quark (mc = 1.3 GeV) in a pure gluon system as a function of momentum p. (a) The energy loss as a function of momentum at temperature T = 1.1Tc. (b) The energy loss as a function of momentum at temperature T = 2Tc.

lationship between energy loss and momentum for different systems. Fig. 5 illustrates this relationship in a pure gluon system at zero chemical potential for quarks with the bottom (m_b = 4.7 GeV) and charm quark (m_c = 1.3 GeV) [95, 96]. Fig. 6 shows the relationship for a 2-flavor system at zero chemical potential with the bottom (m_b = 4.7 GeV) and charm quark (m_c = 1.3 GeV), and Fig. 7 depicts the same for a 2+1 flavor system at zero chemical potential. From Fig. 5, Fig. 6, and Fig. 7, it is evident that energy loss increases with momentum. The mass of the quarks also affects energy loss; lighter quarks yield greater energy loss. Moreover, the temperature has a more significant impact on energy loss than quark mass, with higher temperatures leading to increased energy loss.

IV. DIFFUSION COEFFICIENT

We next proceed with the study of the diffusion coefficient. In the AdS/Schwarzchild background, the drag force Eq. (22) can be rewritten as [61]

F^{SYM}_{drag} = − πT^2 √ λ 2m vm √ 1 − v^2

= −η_Dp, (23)

where m denotes the mass of the heavy quark, η_D is the drag coefficient, and p =^{vm√}_{1−v2} is the momentum. The

FIG. 6. Energy loss of the bottom (m_b = 4.7 GeV) and charm quark (mc = 1.3 GeV) in a 2-flavor system as a function of momentum p. (a) The energy loss as a function of momentum at temperature T = 1.1Tc. (b) The energy loss as a function of momentum at temperature T = 2Tc.

FIG. 7. Energy loss of the bottom (m_b = 4.7 GeV) and charm quark (mc = 1.3 GeV) in a 2+1-flavor system as a function of momentum p. (a) The energy loss as a function of momentum at temperature T = 1.1Tc. (b) The energy loss as a function of momentum at temperature T = 2Tc.

diffusion time t_{SYM} is given by [61]

t_{SYM} = 1 η_D = 2m πT^2 √ λ , (24)

and the diffusion coefficient D_{SYM} can be expressed as [61]

D_{SYM} = T m t_{SYM} = 2 πT √ λ . (25)

Eq. (21) can be rewritten as

F_{drag} = − e^{2As(zs)} √ 1 − v^2 π^2T^2L^2z^2_s πT^2 √ λ 2m vm √ 1 − v^2

, (26)

where we take: √ λ =^{g2Y M Nc}_{4π} =^{L2}_{α′} , with L being the radius of the AdS space, and α^′ the square of the string length parameter in string theory. The diffusion time t is t = 2m πT^2 √ λ π^2T^2L^2z^2_s e^{2As(zs)} √ 1 − v^2

. (27)

The diffusion coefficient D can be represented as D = T m t = 2 πT √ λ π^2T^2L^2z^2_s e^{2As(zs)} √ 1 − v^2

. (28)

From Eq. (25) and Eq. (28), we can deduce D D_{SYM} = π^2T^2L^2z^2_s e^{2As(zs)} √ 1 − v^2

. (29)

FIG. 8. The scaled diffusion coefficient D /DSY M as a function of temperature for different systems and different chemical potentials. (a) The pure gluon system, (b) The 2-flavor system,(c) The 2+1 flavor system. The unit of temperature and chemical potential are in GeV.

From Fig. 8, it can be observed that as the temperature increases, the ratio of the diffusion coefficient to its conformal value in the N = 4 SYM theory also increases. This growth indicates that the diffusive properties of the system become more akin to the behaviors predicted by conformal field theory at higher temperatures. The graph also displays that under different chemical potentials, as temperature rises, this ratio ultimately trends towards 1. At lower temperatures, the impact of the chemical potential on the system’s properties is more pronounced, but as the temperature escalates, the influence of the chemical potential diminishes, and the role of temperature becomes more dominant. This differential interaction between temperature and chemical potential is key to understanding physical processes such as phase transitions and critical phenomena. The convergence at high temperatures suggests that the diffusion behavior of the system becomes more consistent with predictions from conformal theory, reflecting the conformal behavior that QCD-like theories might exhibit in hightemperature regions. Conversely, at lower temperatures, a larger deviation in this ratio highlights the amplification of non-conformal effects, signifying the emergence of more complex interactions and phenomena when moving away from the high-temperature limit, where QCD-like systems no longer exhibit properties akin to those of simpler conformal theories. Additionally, the graph shows a similar multiple-value region to that observed with the drag force, indicating that when the chemical potential exceeds a certain threshold, the system undergoes the first-order phase transition.

We compare the spatial heavy quark diffusion coefficient, normalized by 2πT , with the estimates from lattice QCD, ALICE, Next-to-Leading Order (NLO) perturbative predictions, as depicted in Fig. 9. We can see that the results of our model almost fall within the error bars of the lattice data for N_f = 0 and N_f = 2 + 1 [97]. For the 2-flavor system, the curves correspond to our predictive results. Our holographic results for different flavors fit the results of ALICE well [98]. At high temperatures, our results for D show slight discrepancies with the NLO perturbative predictions [99]. Moreover, our holographic results of N_f = 2 and N_f = 2 + 1 coincide completely with the region of Duke hydro/transport model [100].

FIG. 9. The scaled diffusion coefficient 2πT D as a function of T /Tc. The lattice data in the figure are results from Ref. [97]. The results of ALICE are from Ref. [98]. The orange dashed line represents the NLO perturbative calculations [99]. The pink region represents Bayesian inference results from the Duke hydro/transport model [100]. The solid curves represent the results of our model.

V. JET QUENCHING PARAMETER

We now turn to the study of the jet quenching parameter. As is well-known, the jet quenching parameter q̂ is related to Wilson loops, as shown in the following ⟨W^A[C]⟩ ≈ exp ( − 1 4 √ 2 q̂L^−L^{′2} ) , (30)

where W^A[C] is the Wilson loop in the adjoint representation, and C is a rectangular contour of size L^′ × L^−. The quark and antiquark are separated by a small L^′ and travel along the L^−.

Simultaneously, the following equation can be used ⟨W^A[C]⟩ ≈ ⟨W^F [C]⟩^2, (31) and ⟨W^F [C]⟩ ≈ exp[−S_I ], (32) where W^F [C] is the fundamental representation of the Wilson loop, and S_I = S − S_0 (with S being the total energy of the quark-antiquark pair, and S_0 the self-energy of isolated quarks and antiquarks). The general relation for the jet quenching parameter is given by

q̂ = 8 √ 2S_I L^−L^{′2} . (33)

Using light-cone coordinates x^± =^{(x1±t)√}_2 , the metric takes the form

ds^2 = L^2e^{2As(z)} z^2

[dx^2 + dx^2_3+ 1 2 (1 − g(z)) ( dx^{+2} + dx^{−2} ) + (1 + g(z))dx^+dx^− + dz^2 g(z) ]. (34)

With the string parameterized by x^μ(τ, σ), the Nambu- Goto action can be written as S_{NG} = 1 2πα^′ ∫ dσdτ √ − det γ_{αβ} , (35)

where γ_{αβ} is the induced metric on the string worldsheet, with the worldsheet coordinates σ^α = (τ, σ) set as (x^−, x_3). The selection of a particular static gauge coordinate follows,

x^− = τ, x_3 = σ, x^+ = x_2 = const. (36)

If one assumes a profile where z is a function of σ, then Eq. (34) can be rewritten as

ds^2 = L^2e^{2As(z)} z^2 [ 1 2 (1 − g(z))dτ^2 + (1 + z^{′2} g(z) )dσ^2 ] , (37) where z^′ =^{dz}_{dσ} . Thus, S_{NG} can be written as S_{NG} = L^− √ 2πα^′ ∫ L^′_2 0 dσ e^{2As(z)} z^2 √ 1 − g(z) 2 (1 + z^{′2} g(z) ). (38) Since the Lagrangian density is time-independent, the Hamiltonian of the system is a constant L − z^′ ∂L ∂z^′ = Π_z √ 2 . (39)

From the above equation, z^′ is obtained as

z^′ = √ g(z) ( e^{4As(z)}(1 − g(z)) Π^2_z z^4 − 1 ) . (40)

Integrating Eq. (40) results in L^′ 2 = a_0Π_z + O(Π^3_z ), (41)

where a_0 is defined as

a_0 = ∫_{zh} 0 dz z^2e^{−2As(z)} √ g(z)(1 − g(z)) . (42)

Here, we have considered that for small length L^′, the constant Π_z is small, and its higher-order terms can be ignored. Substituting Eq. (40) into Eq. (38) yields S_{NG} = L^− πα^′ ∫_{zH} 0 dz e^{4As(z)}(1 − g(z)) z^2 √ 2g(z) ( e^{4As(z)}(1 − g(z)) + Π^2_zz^4 ) , (43) where we have used z^′ =^{∂z}_{∂σ} . For small Π_z, expanding this equation results in: S_{NG} = L^− πα^′ ∫_{zH} 0 dz e^{2As(z)} z^2 √ 1 − g(z) 2g(z) (1+ e^{−4As(z)}Π^2_zz^4 2(1 − g(z)) + . . .), (44)

FIG. 10. Jet quenching parameter versus temperature for the holographic model with different chemical potentials. Error bars represent experimental values from RHIC and LHC [104]. (a) The pure gluon system, (b) the 2-flavor system, and (c) the 2+1-flavor system. The unit of T is GeV.

the action diverges and should be subtracted by the selfenergy of two separate strings whose worldsheets lie at x_2 = ±^{L′}_2 and stretch from the boundary to the horizon, as follows

S_0 = L^− 2πα^′ ∫_{zH} 0 dz e^{2As(z)} z^2 √ 1 − g(z) 2g(z) . (45)

Therefore, the normalized action can be written as

S_I = S_{NG} − 2S_0 ≡

L^−Π^2_za_0 2 √ 2πα^′ . (46)

Inserting Eq. (46) into Eq. (33), we obtain the following expression for the jet quenching parameter in the holographic model

q̂ = 1 πα^′a_0 , (47)

where we have used Eq. (41) to represent Π_z, and a_0 is the numerical integral defined in Eq. (42). For N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, in the large N_c and large λ limit, Eq. (47) leads to the following analytic expression [79] q̂_{SY M} = π^{3/2}Γ

(_3 4 ) Γ (_5 4 ) √ λT^3, (48)

where Γ denotes the Gamma function.

To obtain the jet quenching parameters in the holographic QCD models for three different systems, we performed numerical solutions for varying values of temperature and chemical potential. The resulting curves are illustrated in the Fig. 10. It can be observed both the chemical potential and temperature lead to an enhancement of the jet quenching parameter. This indicates that in the model considered, the medium is denser or hotter, resulting in greater energy loss. This is consistent with the physical intuition that jets passing through a medium at higher temperatures or greater chemical potentials (i.e., higher density or more particle-rich environments) will encounter more scattering centers and, hence, experience greater energy loss. Our holographic results for different flavors are consistent with the experimental results of RHIC and LHC [104].

In Fig. 11, we have depicted q̂/T^3 as a function of temperature, where we observe that the curve exhibits a

FIG. 11. q̂/T^3 as a function of temperature T. (a) The 2- flavor system, and (b) the 2+1-flavor system. The unit of T is GeV.

FIG. 12. The relationship for q̂/T^3 at zero chemical potential with temperature T , and its comparison with the results taken from Jetscape Collaboration [103], LIDO transport model [101], JET Collaboration [104]. The unit of T is GeV.

peak above the phase transition temperature, and subsequently approaches the values corresponding to a pure AdS background. This behavior is markedly different from that obtained in a pure AdS background, where q̂/T^3 remains constant across all temperatures. This suggests that dynamic holographic quantum chromodynamics encodes new properties about the deconfining phase transition. In Fig. 12, we compare the graph of q̂/T^3 as a function of temperature with other results [82, 83, 101, 102]. It can be observed that our holographic model fits the Jetscape Collaboration [103] well and close to the results of LIDO transport model [101] at high temperature.

In the three systems, according to the temperature calculations at different values of chemical potential μ, the ratio of the jet quenching parameter in the holographic QCD model to q̂_{SY M} is seen in Fig. 13. It can be noticed that at lower temperatures, the jet quenching parameter q̂ is below q̂_{SY M} . This implies that, at lower temperatures, the medium’s quenching action on high-energy jets predicted by the holographic QCD model is weaker than the theoretical predictions in the AdS/Schwarzschild background. However, as the temperature increases, the ratio of q̂ to q̂_{SY M} first grows,

FIG. 13. The ratio of the jet quenching parameter in the holographic QCD model to q̂SY M . (a) The pure gluon system, (b) the 2-flavor system, (c) the 2+1-flavor system. The unit of T is GeV.

indicating an intensification of the quenching effect, then starts to decrease after reaching a certain threshold, the quenching effect is relatively weakened, ultimately approaching 1. This indicates that at higher temperatures, the quenching effect predicted by the holographic QCD model tends to converge with the theoretical predictions made under the AdS/Schwarzschild background.

VI. CONCLUSION

One of the scientific goals of heavy-ion collisions is to extract the properties of the medium from combined phenomenological studies of experimental data across various jet quenching measurements [104]. The drag force estimates can be correlated with the measured nuclear modification factor for heavy quarks [105]. Transport coefficients are also important inputs to establish the stationary distributions of the transport equations [106, 107]. In this paper, we also show how the jet quenching parameter can inform us about the dynamics of QCD phase transition.

In this study, we employ the five-dimensional EMD model to investigate the characteristic transport properties of strongly interacting matter. Leveraging a machine-learning-based model, as outlined in Ref. [45], we calculate the drag force, jet quenching parameter, and diffusion coefficient for heavy quark in systems with varying flavors at finite temperature and chemical potential. The temperature dependence and chemical potential dependence of the diffusion coefficient have significant implications for understanding the transport dynamics of the QGP in heavy-ion collision experiments.

A detailed examination of the drag force demonstrates how temperature, velocity, and chemical potential interplay to affect the magnitude and trend of the force experienced by quarks. An increase in either temperature or velocity leads to a rise in the drag force. Moreover, a higher chemical potential further intensifies this effect in the 2-flavor and 2+1-flavor systems. Analysis of the diffusion coefficients in our holographic calculation unveils the temperature and chemical potential dependence of quark diffusion in the strongly coupled plasma. As temperature increases, the ratio of the diffusion coefficient to its conformal value in the N = 4 SYM theory also increases. This indicates that at higher temperatures, the QGP exhibits diffusion properties tending towards those predicted by conformal field theories, showing a trend of conformal behavior in the high-temperature limit. The jet quenching parameter, like other holographic models [16, 67, 77, 89], shows a peak above the phase transition temperature.

The results confirm the validity of our model presented in [45] and this paper offers a comprehensive numerical and theoretical analysis of jet quenching mechanisms within the QGP, a key phenomenon for understanding energy loss during jet propagation in heavy-ion collisions. Our results are consistent with the experiments and other theoretical models, which confirm the validity and robustness of our EMD model. Our studies can offer useful insights into the non-perturbative aspects of QCD.

As a future outlook, we can incorporate the error bars from the lattice QCD results into models such as the Bayesian holographic model. This work serves as the foundation for our future work on the Bayesian holographic model. Additionally, we will explore the transport properties of the Bayesian holographic model in the future.

Acknowledgement

This work is supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) Grants No. 12175100, the Construct Program of the Key Discipline in Hunan Province, the Innovation Group of Nuclear and Particle Physics in USC, Open Fund for Key Laboratories of the Ministry of Education under Grants No. QLPL2024P01, the Research Foundation of Education Bureau of Hunan Province, China (Grant No. 21B0402) and the Natural Science Foundation of Hunan Province of China under Grant No. 2022JJ40344, the CUHK- Shenzhen university development fund under grant No. UDF01003041 and the BMBF funded KISS consortium (05D23RI1) in the ErUM-Data action plan.

[1] R. Baier, Y. L. Dokshitzer, A. H. Mueller, S. Peigne and D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 483 (1997), 291-320 doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(96)00553- 6 [arXiv:hep-ph/9607355 [hep-ph]].

[2] K. J. Eskola, H. Honkanen, C. A. Salgado and U. A. Wiedemann, Nucl. Phys. A 747 (2005), 511-529 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.09.070

[arXiv:hep-ph/0406319 [hep-ph]].

[3] J. M. Maldacena, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998), 231-252 doi:10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a1 [arXiv:hep-th/9711200 [hep-th]].

[4] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998), 253-291 doi:10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2 [arXiv:hep-th/9802150 [hep-th]].

[5] J. Casalderrey-Solana, H. Liu, D. Mateos, K. Rajagopal and U. A. Wiedemann, Cambridge University Press, 2014, ISBN 978-1-00-940350-4, 978- 1-00-940349-8, 978-1-00-940352-8, 978-1-139-13674-7 doi:10.1017/9781009403504 [arXiv:1101.0618 [hep-th]].

[6] J. Polchinski and M. J. Strassler, [arXiv:hep-th/0003136 [hep-th]].

[7] T. Sakai and S. Sugimoto, Prog. Theor. Phys.

113 (2005), 843-882 doi:10.1143/PTP.113.843 [arXiv:hep-th/0412141 [hep-th]].

[8] S. He, S. Y. Wu, Y. Yang and P. H. Yuan, JHEP 04 (2013), 093 doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2013)093 [arXiv:1301.0385 [hep-th]].

[9] Y. Yang and P. H. Yuan, JHEP 12 (2015), 161 doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2015)161 [arXiv:1506.05930 [hepth]].

[10] U. Gursoy, E. Kiritsis and F. Nitti, JHEP 02 (2008), 019 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008/02/019 [arXiv:0707.1349 [hep-th]].

[11] T. Alho, M. Järvinen, K. Kajantie, E. Kiritsis and K. Tuominen, JHEP 01 (2013), 093 doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2013)093 [arXiv:1210.4516 [hepph]].

[12] M. Panero, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009), 232001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.232001 [arXiv:0907.3719 [hep-lat]].

[13] D. Dudal and T. G. Mertens, Phys. Lett. B 751 (2015), 352-357 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.074 [arXiv:1510.05490 [hep-th]].

[14] D. Dudal, D. R. Granado and T. G. Mertens, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) no.12, 125004 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.125004 [arXiv:1511.04042 [hep-th]].

[15] R. Zöllner and B. Kämpfer, [arXiv:2407.02096 [hep-th]]. [16] X. Cao and H. Liu, [arXiv:2408.00467 [hep-th]]. [17] X. L. Wang and S. Q. Feng, [arXiv:2407.00627 [hep-ph]]. [18] X. Chen and M. Huang, [arXiv:2405.06179 [hep-ph]]. [19] R. G. Cai, S. He, L. Li and H. A. Zeng, [arXiv:2406.12772 [hep-th]].

[20] B. Ahn, H. S. Jeong, K. Y. Kim and K. Yun, [arXiv:2406.07395 [hep-th]].

[21] B. Ahn, H. S. Jeong, K. Y. Kim and K. Yun, JHEP 03 (2024), 141 doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2024)141 [arXiv:2401.00939 [hep-th]].

[22] N. Jokela, M. Järvinen and A. Piispa, [arXiv:2405.02394 [hep-th]].

[23] Y. Bea, R. Jimenez, D. Mateos, S. Liu, P. Protopapas, P. Tarancón-Álvarez and P. Tejerina-Pérez, JHEP 07 (2024), 087 doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2024)087 [arXiv:2403.14763 [hep-th]].

[24] A. Adare et al. [PHENIX], Phys. Rev. Lett.

98 (2007), 232301 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.232301 [arXiv:nucl-ex/0611020 [nucl-ex]].

[25] B. B. Abelev et al. [ALICE], Phys. Lett. B 734 (2014), 314-327 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2014.05.064 [arXiv:1311.0214 [nucl-ex]].

[26] T. Matsui and H. Satz, Phys. Lett. B 178 (1986), 416- 422 doi:10.1016/0370-2693(86)91404-8 [27] O. Kaczmarek and F. Zantow, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005), 114510 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.71.114510 [arXiv:hep-lat/0503017 [hep-lat]].

[28] K. Hashimoto and D. E. Kharzeev, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) no.12, 125012 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.125012

[arXiv:1411.0618 [hep-th]].

[29] X. Chen, S. Q. Feng, Y. F. Shi and Y. Zhong, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) no.6, 066015 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.97.066015 [arXiv:1710.00465 [hep-ph]].

[30] J. M. Maldacena, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 (1998), 4859-4862 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.4859 [arXiv:hep-th/9803002 [hep-th]].

[31] S. J. Rey and J. T. Yee, Eur. Phys. J. C 22 (2001), 379- 394 doi:10.1007/s100520100799 [arXiv:hep-th/9803001 [hep-th]].

[32] K. Bitaghsir Fadafan and S. K. Tabatabaei, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) no.2, 026007 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.026007 [arXiv:1512.08254 [hep-ph]].

[33] I. Iatrakis and D. E. Kharzeev, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) no.8, 086009 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.086009 [arXiv:1509.08286 [hep-ph]].

[34] O. DeWolfe, S. S. Gubser and C. Rosen, Phys. Rev.

D 83 (2011), 086005 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.83.086005 [arXiv:1012.1864 [hep-th]].

[35] Y. Chen, D. Li and M. Huang, Commun. Theor. Phys.

74 (2022) no.9, 097201 doi:10.1088/1572-9494/ac82ad [arXiv:2206.00917 [hep-ph]].

[36] R. Rougemont, J. Grefa, M. Hippert, J. Noronha, J. Noronha-Hostler, I. Portillo and C. Ratti, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 135 (2024), 104093 doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2023.104093 [arXiv:2307.03885 [nucl-th]].

[37] M. Jarvinen, EPJ Web Conf. 274 (2022), 08006 doi:10.1051/epjconf/202227408006 [arXiv:2211.10005 [hep-ph]].

[38] J. Knaute, R. Yaresko and B. Kämpfer, Phys. Lett. B 778 (2018), 419-425 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.01.053 [arXiv:1702.06731 [hep-ph]].

[39] I. Y. Aref’eva, A. Hajilou, P. Slepov and M. Usova, [arXiv:2402.14512 [hep-th]].

[40] D. Dudal and S. Mahapatra, JHEP 07 (2018), 120 doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2018)120 [arXiv:1805.02938 [hepth]].

[41] D. Dudal and S. Mahapatra, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) no.12, 126010 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.126010 [arXiv:1708.06995 [hep-th]].

[42] Q. Fu, S. He, L. Li and Z. Li, [arXiv:2404.12109 [hepph]].

[43] S. S. Gubser, A. Nellore, S. S. Pufu and F. D. Rocha, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008), 131601 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.131601 [arXiv:0804.1950 [hep-th]].

[44] S. S. Gubser and A. Nellore, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008), 086007 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.086007 [arXiv:0804.0434 [hep-th]].

[45] X. Chen and M. Huang, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) no.5, L051902 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.109.L051902 [arXiv:2401.06417 [hep-ph]].

[46] X. Guo, X. Chen, D. Xiang, M. A. Martin Contreras and X. H. Li, [arXiv:2406.04650 [hep-ph]].

[47] J. Adams et al. [STAR], Nucl. Phys. A 757 (2005), 102-183 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085 [arXiv:nucl-ex/0501009 [nucl-ex]].

[48] Z. B. Yin [ALICE], Acta Phys. Polon. Supp. 6 (2013), 479-484 doi:10.5506/APhysPolBSupp.6.479 [49] G. Aad et al. [ATLAS], Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010), 252303 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.252303

[arXiv:1011.6182 [hep-ex]].

[50] K. M. Burke et al. [JET], Phys. Rev. C 90 (2014) no.1, 014909 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.90.014909 [arXiv:1312.5003 [nucl-th]].

[51] S. Chatrchyan et al. [CMS], Phys. Rev. C 84 (2011), 024906 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.84.024906 [arXiv:1102.1957 [nucl-ex]].

[52] F. D’Eramo, H. Liu and K. Rajagopal, Phys. Rev.

D 84 (2011), 065015 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.065015 [arXiv:1006.1367 [hep-ph]].

[53] X. N. Wang and M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 (1992), 1480-1483 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1480 [54] H. Liu, K. Rajagopal and U. A. Wiedemann, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006), 182301 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.182301 [arXiv:hep-ph/0605178 [hep-ph]].

[55] T. Renk, J. Ruppert, C. Nonaka and S. A. Bass, Phys. Rev. C 75 (2007), 031902 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.75.031902 [arXiv:nucl-th/0611027 [nucl-th]].

[56] Z. F. Jiang, S. Cao, W. J. Xing, X. Y. Wu, C. B. Yang and B. W. Zhang, Phys. Rev. C 105 (2022) no.5, 054907 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.105.054907 [arXiv:2202.13555 [nucl-th]].

[57] Z. F. Jiang, S. Cao, W. J. Xing, X. Li and B. W. Zhang, Chin. Phys. C 47 (2023) no.2, 024107 doi:10.1088/1674- 1137/aca64f [arXiv:2209.04143 [nucl-th]].

[58] R. Rougemont, A. Ficnar, S. Finazzo and J. Noronha, JHEP 04 (2016), 102 doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2016)102 [arXiv:1507.06556 [hep-th]].

[59] A. K. Mes, R. W. Moerman, J. P. Shock and W. A. Horowitz, Annals Phys. 436 (2022), 168675 doi:10.1016/j.aop.2021.168675 [arXiv:2008.09196 [hepth]].

[60] J. Peng, K. Yu, S. Li, W. Xiong, F. Sun and W. Xie, [arXiv:2401.10644 [hep-ph]].

[61] S. S. Gubser, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007), 126003 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.76.126003 [arXiv:hep-th/0611272 [hep-th]].

[62] E. Caceres and A. Guijosa, JHEP 11 (2006), 077 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/11/077 [arXiv:hep-th/0605235 [hep-th]].

[63] L. Cheng, X. H. Ge and S. Y. Wu, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) no.5, 256 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4096- 7 [arXiv:1412.8433 [hep-th]].

[64] S. S. Gubser, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006), 126005 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.74.126005 [arXiv:hep-th/0605182 [hep-th]].

[65] Z. R. Zhu, S. Q. Feng, Y. F. Shi and Y. Zhong, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) no.12, 126001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.126001 [arXiv:1901.09304 [hep-ph]].

[66] T. Domurcukgul and R. Morad, Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.4, 304 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10252-w [arXiv:2108.10853 [hep-th]].

[67] J. Grefa, M. Hippert, J. Noronha, J. Noronha- Hostler, I. Portillo, C. Ratti and R. Rougemont, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) no.3, 034024 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.034024 [arXiv:2203.00139 [nucl-th]].

[68] D. Giataganas and H. Soltanpanahi, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) no.2, 026011 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.026011 [arXiv:1310.6725 [hep-th]].

[69] Z. q. Zhang, K. Ma and D. f. Hou, J. Phys. G

45 (2018) no.2, 025003 doi:10.1088/1361-6471/aaa097 [arXiv:1802.01912 [hep-th]].

[70] X. Zhu and Z. Q. Zhang, Eur. Phys. J. A 57 (2021) no.3, 96 doi:10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00418-7 [arXiv:2011.00920 [nucl-th]].

[71] O. Andreev, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 33 (2018) no.06, 1850041 doi:10.1142/S0217732318500414 [arXiv:1707.05045 [hep-ph]].

[72] V. Mykhaylova and C. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) no.1, 014007 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.014007 [arXiv:2007.06846 [hep-ph]].

[73] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. W. Peet, Phys. Rev.

D 54 (1996), 3915-3919 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.54.3915 [arXiv:hep-th/9602135 [hep-th]].

[74] S. S. Gubser, Gen. Rel. Grav. 39 (2007), 1533-1538 doi:10.1142/S0218271808012425 [75] S. S. Gubser, Nucl. Phys. A 830 (2009), 657C-664C doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2009.10.115 [arXiv:0907.4808 [hep-th]].

[76] U. Gursoy, E. Kiritsis, G. Michalogiorgakis and F. Nitti, JHEP 12 (2009), 056 doi:10.1088/1126- 6708/2009/12/056 [arXiv:0906.1890 [hep-ph]].

[77] Q. Zhou and B. W. Zhang, Commun. Theor. Phys.

75 (2023) no.10, 105301 doi:10.1088/1572-9494/acea23 [arXiv:2211.14792 [hep-ph]].

[78] Q. Zhou and B. W. Zhang, [arXiv:2402.07541 [hep-ph]]. [79] A. Buchel, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006), 046006 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.74.046006 [arXiv:hep-th/0605178 [hep-th]].

[80] C. P. Herzog, A. Karch, P. Kovtun, C. Kozcaz and L. G. Yaffe, JHEP 07 (2006), 013 doi:10.1088/1126- 6708/2006/07/013 [arXiv:hep-th/0605158 [hep-th]].

[81] D. Li, S. He and M. Huang, JHEP 06 (2015), 046 doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2015)046 [arXiv:1411.5332 [hepph]].

[82] J. Grefa, M. Hippert, R. Kunnawalkam Elayavalli, J. Noronha-Hostler, I. Portillo, C. Ratti and R. Rougemont, [arXiv:2312.11449 [nucl-th]].

[83] L. Apolinário, Y. J. Lee and M. Winn, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 127 (2022), 103990 doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2022.103990 [arXiv:2203.16352 [hep-ph]].

[84] J. Sadeghi and S. Heshmatian, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014), 3032 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3032-y [arXiv:1308.5991 [hep-th]].

[85] L. Wang and S. Y. Wu, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) no.11, 587 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4421-1 [arXiv:1609.03665 [hep-th]].

[86] W. A. Horowitz, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) no.8, 085019 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.085019 [arXiv:1501.04693 [hep-ph]].

[87] S. Heshmatian, R. Morad and M. Akbari, JHEP 03 (2019), 045 doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2019)045 [arXiv:1812.09374 [hep-th]].

[88] K. Bitaghsir Fadafan and R. Morad, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) no.1, 16 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5520-y [arXiv:1710.06417 [hep-th]].

[89] D. Li, J. Liao and M. Huang, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) no.12, 126006 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.126006 [arXiv:1401.2035 [hep-ph]].

[90] Z. q. Zhang and D. f. Hou, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 139 (2024) no.3, 230 doi:10.1140/epjp/s13360-024-05035-z [91] Z. q. Zhang, X. Zhu and D. f. Hou, Eur. Phys. J. C 83 (2023) no.5, 389 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11428-8

[92] D. Hou, M. Atashi, K. Bitaghsir Fadafan and Z. q. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 817 (2021), 136279 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136279 [93] W. J. Xing, S. Cao, G. Y. Qin and H. Xing, Nucl. Phys. A 1005 (2021), 121829 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2020.121829 [94] S. Q. Li, W. J. Xing, F. L. Liu, S. Cao and G. Y. Qin, Chin. Phys. C 44 (2020) no.11, 114101 doi:10.1088/1674-1137/abadee [arXiv:2005.03330 [nuclth]].

[95] Y. Guo, L. Qiu, R. Zhao and M. Strickland, [arXiv:2403.06739 [hep-ph]].

[96] Q. Du, M. Du and Y. Guo, [arXiv:2402.18004 [hep-ph]]. [97] L. Altenkort et al. [HotQCD], Phys.

Rev. Lett. 130 (2023) no.23, 231902 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.231902 [arXiv:2302.08501 [hep-lat]].

[98] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE], JHEP 01 (2022), 174 doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2022)174 [arXiv:2110.09420 [nuclex]].

[99] S. Caron-Huot and G. D. Moore, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008), 052301 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.052301 [arXiv:0708.4232 [hep-ph]].

[100] Y. Xu, J. E. Bernhard, S. A. Bass, M. Nahrgang and S. Cao, Phys. Rev. C 97 (2018) no.1, 014907 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.97.014907 [arXiv:1710.00807 [nucl-th]].

[101] W. Ke and X. N. Wang, JHEP 05 (2021), 041 doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2021)041 [arXiv:2010.13680 [hepph]].

[102] S. Cao, A. Majumder, R. Modarresi-Yazdi, I. Soudi and Y. Tachibana, [arXiv:2401.10026 [hep-ph]].

[103] R. Soltz [Jetscape], PoS HardProbes2018 (2019), 048 doi:10.22323/1.345.0048 [104] K. M. Burke et al. [JET], Phys. Rev. C 90 (2014) no.1, 014909 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.90.014909 [arXiv:1312.5003 [nucl-th]].

[105] S. S. Gubser, S. S. Pufu, F. D. Rocha and A. Yarom, doi:10.1142/9789814293297 0001 [arXiv:0902.4041 [hep-th]].

[106] D. B. Walton and J. Rafelski, Phys. Rev. Lett.

84 (2000), 31-34 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.31 [arXiv:hep-ph/9907273 [hep-ph]].

[107] T. Bhattacharyya, E. Megias and A. Deppman, Phys. Lett. B 856 (2024), 138907 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138907 [arXiv:2405.15679 [hep-ph]].