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Electromagnetic responses of a nonextensive quark-gluon plasma
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According to the nonextensive distribution functions and the gluon polarization tensor obtained
from kinetic theory, we derive the longitudinal and transverse gluon self-energies for the quark-gluon
plasma. The electric permittivity ε and the magnetic permeability µM are evaluated from the gluon
self-energies, through which the real part of the square of the refraction index Ren2 and the Depine-
Lakhtakia index nDL are investigated. The real part of ε displays a frequency pole ωd = p, which is
just the position of the frequency inflexion of the imaginary part of ε. The nonextensive parameter
q significantly affects the real and imaginary parts of ε in the space-like region ω < p. While the
frequency pole ωd = p remains unchanged as q increases. The magnetic permeability, Ren2 and
the Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL diverge at frequency ωm. As q increases, the pole frequency ωm

shifts to large frequency region. The Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL becomes negative in a quite large
frequency region ω ∈ [ωc, ωm]. When q increases, the frequency range for nDL < 0 becomes wider.
Nevertheless, there are no propagating modes for the negative refraction. In addition, as momentum
p increases, the electric permittivity, the magnetic permeability, Ren2 and nDL are sensitive to the
change of p, which indicates the importance of the spatial dispersion in the electromagnetic responses
of the QGP.

PACS numbers: 12.38.Mh

I. INTRODUCTION

People in heavy ion community have expected to seek a
special state of matter—quark-gluon plasma(QGP) pre-
dicted in quantum chromodynamics(QCD) by colliding
two heavy nuclei in terrestrial laboratories. Some groups
have applied viscous hydrodynamics to simulate the evo-
lution of the hot dense nuclear matter produced in rela-
tivistic heavy ion collisions. The hydrodynamic simula-
tions successfully fit the observables at RHIC and LHC,
such as the elliptic flow, the particle spectra, etc.[1–5].
Later, viscous effects on diverse aspects of QGP, such
as dilepton production[6], jet quenching[7–10] and the
related wakes[11–14], heavy quarkonia dissociation[15],
heavy quark transport coefficients[16], chiral magnetic
effect[17–19], quark polarization[20] and the related
anomalous transport phenomena[21–23], phase transition
dynamics[24] and dielectric properties[25, 26], have been
extensively addressed in recent years.

However, the hadron spectra in heavy ion collisions
are well described by hydrodynamic model at low trans-
verse momentum pT ≤ 1.5GeV, especially in peripheral
collisions[27]. At high transverse momentum, hydrody-
namic simulations predict an exponential behavior, while
the experimental data of spectra show up a power-law
tail. It is argued that the thermal distributions, asymp-
totically of exponential in nature, are attributed to the
difference in hadron spectra between the hydrodynamic
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simulations and the experimental data at high transverse
momentum[27].
There has been a great achievement in describing the

observables for all considered momentum regions in rel-
ativistic heavy ion collisions by applying nonextensive
statistics in recent years. The nonextensive statistics has
reproduced the hadron spectra the exponential form at
low transverse momentum and the power-law tail at high
transverse momentum perfectly. It is impressive that
the nonextensive approach can describe the experimen-
tal data of spectra covering 14 or 15 orders of magnitude
from the lowest to the considered highest transverse mo-
mentum by using only three input parameters[28–30].
The Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics, which has long been

used as a basic and standard framework for thermal phys-
ical systems, is inapplicable to systems with long range
interactions and correlations, long-time memories, and
fractal space-time structure[31, 32]. The nonextensive
statistics, also called the nonextensive Tsallis statistics,
has been proposed to apply to such systems[33, 34]. In
that novel statistics, entropy is not an additive quantity.
And q is the nonextensive parameter, the deviation of q
from unit characters the extent of the nonextensivity of
a system. Systems subject to long range interactions and
correlations will lead to a nonextensive particle distribu-
tion away from the equilibrated thermal distribution[32].
It is reported that the distribution of particles in space
plasmas and laboratory plasmas in some cases is indeed
not exactly Maxwellian distribution[35–37].
In the context of relativistic heavy ion collisions, the

achieved temperature at RHIC and LHC reaches sev-
eral times of the critical temperature Tc of transition
from the QGP phase to the hadronic phase and vice
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versa. At such temperature, quarks will be liberated
from the hadron bags, but residual color-Coulomb in-
teraction between constituents lead to a strongly inter-
acting QGP[31, 38–40], where memory effects may not
be negligible[31]. In addition, color long-range interac-
tion will cause non-Markovian processes[31]. It is ar-
gued in Ref.[41] that there are two-particle long range
correlations in heavy ion collisions which result in ridge
structure in particle multiplicity distributions. In view of
facts mentioned above, there is a natural conjecture that
the nonextensive statistics becomes involved in describ-
ing the QGP properties.

Though the study on implication of the nonextensive
statistics in relativistic heavy ion collisions has become
one of hot topics in recent years, the aims have mainly
been focused on the nonextensive effects on transverse
momentum spectra, radial flow, the EOS of hadronic
matter and the QGP, the transition from hadron phase
to quark matter phase etc[28, 29, 42–62]. It is of great
significance to apply nonextensive distribution functions
in the dynamic models to study the properties of the
QGP. In recent years, there has been a considerable
amount of work that has been carried out along that
line. Some groups have derived hydrodynamic equations
according to the nonextensive distributions and the ki-
netic theory[63–65]. It is found that there is a corre-
spondence between the ideal nonextensive hydrodynam-
ics and the usual dissipative hydrodynamics[63]. Then,
some people have investigated the shear viscosity, bulk
viscosity and other transport coefficients according to the
nonextensive hydrodynamics and studied the nonexten-
sive effects on them[63–65]. Alqahtani et al. have de-
veloped an anisotropic nonextensive hydrodynamics and
studied the time evolution of fluid equations. They found
that the nonextensive effects significantly affected the
bulk pressure evolution[27]. In addition, the propaga-
tion of the nonlinear wave induced by perturbations in
QGP has been investigated with the relativistic second
order ideal and dissipative hydrodynamics with a non-
extensive equation of state[66, 67]. Within the framework
of kinetic theory incorporated with the nonextensive dis-
tribution functions, Rath et al. have investigated the
nonextensive effects on the transport coefficients and the
viscous properties of a magnetized hot and dense QCD
matter[68, 69]. In spite of the above mentioned achieve-
ments, the study of the QGP properties in terms of the
dynamical model combined with the nonextensive statis-
tics should be strengthened further.

In the present paper, we will investigate the nonex-
tensive effects on the electric permittivity ε, the mag-
netic permeability µM and the refractive properties of the
QGP. By applying the nonextentive distribution func-
tions to the polarization tensor formula derived from
the QGP kinetic theory[70], we can obtain the lon-
gitudinal and transverse gluon self-energies, through
which the electric permittivity, the magnetic permeabil-
ity, the square of the refractive index n2 and the Depine-
Lakhtakia index nDL can be derived. Through the se-

quent derivation, the nonextensive parameter q is em-
bedded in the expressions of these electromagnetic quan-
tities of the QGP. Therefore, one can study the effects of
nonextensivity on them.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will

briefly review the formulism for the electric permittivity,
the magnetic permeability, the square of the refractive in-
dex n2 and the Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL in a plasma.
In Section 3, in terms of the nonextensive distribution
functions and the polarization tension obtained from the
QGP kinetic theory, we will derive the electric permit-
tivity,the magnetic permeability, n2 and nDL. We will
investigate the nonextensive effects on the electromag-
netic properties of the QGP in Section 4. Section 5 is
summary and remarks.
The natural units kB = ~ = c = 1, the metric gµν =

(+,−,−,−) and the following notations P = (ω,p) are
used in the paper.

II. THE ELECTROMAGNETIC RESPONSES IN
A PLASMA

In order to covariantly investigate the electric and mag-
netic properties in a relativistic plasma, one should intro-

duce a pair of four-vectors Ẽµ, B̃µ in terms of the fluid
four-velocity uν

Ẽµ = uνF
νµ, B̃µ =

1

2
ǫνλρµFνλuρ (1)

and

Fµν = uµẼν − Ẽµuν + ǫµνλρB̃λuρ, (2)

where the Greek index µ is not confused with the mag-
netic permeability µM . According to Eqs.(1) and (2),
one can obtain the Fourier-transformed free action

S0 = −1

2

∫
d4P

(2π)4
{Ẽµ(P )Ẽµ(−P )− B̃µ(P )B̃µ(−P )}.

(3)
Taking into account the finite temperature, quantum

correction, the action correction is

Sint = −1

2

∫
d4P

(2π)4
Aµ(−P )Πµν(P )Aν(P ), (4)

where Aµ(P ) is vector boson field in momentum space,
and Πµν(P ) is polarization tensor which embodies the
medium effects of plasma. In homogeneous and isotropic
medium,the polarization tensor can be divided into longi-
tudinal and transverse parts Πµν(P ) = ΠL(P )PL

µν(P ) +

ΠT (P )PT
µν (P ) with projectors defined as PT

00 = PT
0i =

PT
i0 = 0, PT

ij = δij − pipj

p2 , PL
µν = pµpν

P 2 −gµν −PT
µν [71, 72].

Thus, the effective action including medium effects is

Seff = S0 + Sint, (5)
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which also can be described as

Seff = −1

2

∫
d4P

(2π)4
[εẼµ(P )Ẽµ(−P )

− 1

µM

B̃µ(P )B̃µ(−P )]. (6)

In (6), ε and µM represent the electric permittivity and
the magnetic permeability respectively which can de-
scribe the difference of the electric and magnetic prop-
erties of the vector field in the medium and in the vac-
uum. According to Eqs.(3),(4) and (6), one can obtain
the electric permittivity and the magnetic permeability
in plasma as following:

ε(ω, p) = 1− ΠL(ω, p)

P 2
, (7)

1

µM (ω, p)
= 1 +

P 2ΠT (ω, p)− ω2ΠL(ω, p)

p2P 2
. (8)

We have briefly reviewed the electromagnetic proper-
ties in a homogeneous and isotropic plasma, for the de-
tailed derivation, please refer to Refs.[25, 73–76].
The refraction index is a square definition of the elec-

tric permittivity and the magnetic permeability as n2 =
ε(ω, p)µM (ω, p). The simultaneous change of positive ε
and µM to negative −ε and −µM does not change n2.
Veselago proposed that it corresponds to the transfor-
mation of the refraction index from one branch n =√
ε(ω, p)µM (ω, p) to the other n = −

√
ε(ω, p)µM (ω, p),

ie, the turn from the general refraction index to the neg-
ative one[77]. The physical nature of the negative re-
fraction is that the electromagnetic phase velocity prop-
agates opposite to the energy flow[77–79]. The electric
permittivity and the magnetic permeability are generally
complex-valued functions of ω and k, such as ε(ω, p) =
εr(ω, p) + iεi(ω, p), µM (ω, p) = µr(ω, p) + iµi(ω, p), so
does the refraction index n. According to the phase ve-
locity propagating antiparallel to the energy flow, some
authors have derived the criterion for the negative refrac-
tion [80]

nDL = εr|µM |+ µr|ε| < 0, (9)

where nDL is called Depine-Lakhtakia index. nDL < 0
implies Ren < 0, otherwise we will have a normal refrac-
tion index. In recent years, there is a number of work has
addressed the refractive index in the QGP[25, 75, 76] as
well as in strongly coupled and correlation systems[81–
93].

III. THE ELECTRIC PERMITTIVITY AND
THE MAGNETIC PERMEABILITY: THE

NONEXTENSIVE APPROACH

A. The nonextensive distribution functions

In nonextensive statistics, in the case of the vanish
chemical potential, the single particle distribution func-

tions for fermions (quarks and antiquarks) and Bosons
(gluons) in the QGP can be expressed as[27, 31, 41, 66–
69]

nq,q̄ =
1

[1 + (q − 1)βEk]
1

q−1 + 1
, (10)

ng =
1

[1 + (q − 1)βEk]
1

q−1 − 1
. (11)

Ek =
√
k2 +m2 is single particle energy with mass m

and β = 1
T
. The nonextensive distribution is also consid-

ered as a nonequilibrium distribution and the nonexten-
sive parameter q measures the extent of deviation from
equilibrated thermal distribution[27, 63, 66–69]. If q = 1,
the nonextentive distribution functions turn to the usual
Fermi-Dirac distribution and Bose-Einstein distribution
and the entropy recovers the usual additive one.
In relativistic heavy ion collisions, low transverse mo-

mentum hadrons show up exponential decay in energy
which are produced with the normal kinetic and chemical
equilibrium. While high transverse momentum hadrons
which are secondary showering products in hard scat-
terings exhibit power-law tail because of the asymptotic
freedom of QCD[28, 30]. Kapusta argued that though the
nonextensive single particle distribution functions have
been not derived from QCD, they can interpolate be-
tween an exponential at low transverse momentum, re-
flecting the thermal equilibrium, to a power law at high
transverse momentum, reflecting the asymptotic freedom
of QCD[30].
At high temperature, the usual Fermi-Dirac distri-

bution and Bose-Einstein distribution behaves like the
Boltzmann distribution. Eqs.(10)(11) can approximate
as[27, 68]

nq,q̄,g = [1 + (q − 1)βEk]
− 1

q−1 . (12)

By expanding Eq.(12) around q = 1, one can get

nq,q̄,g = e−βEk +
1

2
(q − 1)β2E2

ke
−βEk + ... . (13)

When q = 1, Eq.(13) leaves behind the first term which
is the Boltzmann distribution exactly.

B. The gluon polarization tensor in Kinetic theory

Mrowczynski and Thoma have derived the gluon polar-
ization tensor within the framework of the QGP kinetic
theory, which is applicative to a relativistic plasma either
in equilibrium but anisotropy caused by external fields or
out of equilibrium[70],

Πµν(P ) = g2
∫

d3k

(2π)32Ek

kµ
∂f(k)

∂kl
[glν − plkν

kσpσ + i0+
].

(14)
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Because a system in the nonextensive particle distribu-
tion can be regarded as some stationary state near the
usual equilibrium state[63, 65, 68, 69], (14) should be
applicable to a nonextensive QGP system.
In Eq.(14), f(k) relates to the distribution functions

of quark, antiquark and gluon nq(k), nq̄(k), ng(k)

f(k) = 2Ncng(k) +Nf (nq(k) + nq̄(k)). (15)

At high temperature, the masses of the medium particles
are much less then the temperature, we omit them in
the following consideration for simplicity. Therefore, the
four momentum of medium particles can be expressed as

K = (k,k) with k = |k| and V = (1, k
k
).

The space parts of the gluon polarization tensor read

Πij(P ) = −g2
∫

d3k

(2π)3
vi
∂f(k)

∂kl
[δlj +

plvj

ω − p · v+ i0+
].

(16)
There is a large number of literature (please refer to ref-
erences in reviews[94, 95]) which has focused on the prop-
erties of the anisotropic QGP by combining Eq.(16) and
Eq.(15) with anisotropic distribution functions. In addi-
tion, some people have employed Eq.(16) and Eq.(15)
with a distribution function modified by viscosity to
study the bulk properties of heavy quark[96–98].

C. The gluon self-energies and the electromagnetic
properties of the QGP

If the expanded nonextensive distribution functions in
Eq.(13) are employed in Eq.(15), one can prove

∂f(k)

∂kl
=

kl

k

∂f(k)

∂k
= vl

∂f(k)

∂k
. (17)

According to Eq.(17), Eq.(16) can be expressed as

Πij(P ) = m2
D

∫
dΩ

4π
vivl · [δlj + plvj

ω − p · v+ i0+
], (18)

m2
D is the square of Debye mass which is defined as

m2
D = − g2

2π2

∫ ∞

0

k2dk
∂f(k)

∂k
. (19)

If the nonextensive distribution functions Eq.(13) are
adopted in f(k) in Eq.(19), one can get an analytical
result

m2
DE =

2(1 + 3(q − 1))(Nc +Nf )

π2
g2T 2. (20)

For the detailed derivation please refer to Appendix A.
While the usual Fermi-Dirac and Bose-Einstein distribu-
tion functions are used in f(k) in Eq.(19), one can obtain
the familiar result of the square of Debye mass

m2
DH =

(2Nc +Nf )

6
g2T 2. (21)

The gluon longitudinal and transverse self-energies can
be derived in terms of Πij(P ) and the projectors

ΠL(P ) = −P 2

p2
Π00(P ) =

P 2

ω2
· p

ipj

p2
·Πij(P ), (22)

ΠT (P ) =
1

2
(δij − pipj

p2
)Πij(P ). (23)

After some algebra, we can obtain the gluon longitu-
dinal and the transverse self-energies

ΠL(P ) =
2(1 + 3(q − 1))(Nc +Nf)

π2
g2T 2 · P

2

p2
· [−1 +

ω

2p
(ln |ω + p

ω − p
| − iπδ(p2 − ω2))], (24)

ΠT (P ) =
(1 + 3(q − 1))(Nc +Nf )

π2
g2T 2 · [ω

2

p2
+

ω(p2 − ω2)

2p3
· (ln |ω + p

ω − p
| − iπδ(p2 − ω2))]. (25)

Substituting the longitudinal and transverse self-energies Eqs.(24)(25) into Eqs.(7)(8), we can obtain the electric
permittivity and the magnetic permeability

ε(ω, p) = 1 +
2(1 + 3(q − 1))(Nc +Nf )

π2
g2T 2 · 1

p2
[1− ω

2p
(ln |ω + p

ω − p
| − iπδ(p2 − ω2))], (26)

µM (ω, p) =
4p4

4p4 + 6m2
DEω

2 +m2
DE(p

2 − 3ω2)ω
p
(ln |ω+p

ω−p
| − iπδ(p2 − ω2))

. (27)

We have briefly reviewed the determination of the elec- tric permittivity and the magnetic permeability of the
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FIG. 1: (color online) The real part of the electric per-
mittivity of a nonextensive QGP. The red, green, dashed-
green, blue and dashed-blue curves are for the cases of q =
1, 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, 1.2 respectively. Top panel: p = 0.2mDH ,
Middle panel: p = 0.25mDH , Bottom panel: p = 0.3mDH .

QGP according to the polarization tensor derived from
kinetic theory associated with the nonextensive distribu-
tion functions. Through the derivation, the nonexten-
sive parameter q is encoded in the gluon self-energies,
the electric permittivity and the magnetic permeability.
Combining with Eqs. (26), (27) and (9), we can study
the nonextensive effects on the electromagnetic response
properties of the QGP.

IV. THE NONEXTENSIVE EFFECTS ON THE
ELECTROMAGNETIC

PROPERTIES:NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the following, we will regard the nonextensive pa-
rameter q as an input parameter to study its effects on
the electromagnetic properties of the QGP. With dif-
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FIG. 2: (color online) The imaginary part of the electric per-
mittivity of a nonextensive QGP. The red, green, dashed-
green, blue and dashed-blue curves are for the cases of q =
1, 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, 1.2 respectively. Top panel: p = 0.2mDH ,
Middle panel: p = 0.25mDH , Bottom panel: p = 0.3mDH .

ferent versions of nonextensive distribution and model,
people found to fit the RHIC and the LHC experimen-
tal data perfectly, the non-extensive parameter q de-
viates from unit slightly, q ∼ [1, 1.22][65]. Numeri-
cal results of the electromagnetic responses of the QGP
are presented with explicit values of q in that range.
In addition, in numerical analysis, such momenta p =
0.2mDH , 0.25mDH, 0.3mDH are used to study the ω-
dependent behavior of the electric permittivity, the mag-
netic permeability, the real part of the square of the re-
fractive index n2 and the Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL.

We plot the real part of the electric permittivity in
Fig.1. It is clear that there is a pole for Re ε at frequency
ωd = p. In the space-like region ω

p
< 1, for a small ω, the

real part of the electric permittivity increases as the in-
crease of the nonextensive parameter q. q influences Re ε
significantly. As the increase of ω, the difference between
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FIG. 3: (color online) The real part of the magnetic per-
meability of a nonextensive QGP. The red, green, dashed-
green, blue and dashed-blue curves are for the cases of q =
1, 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, 1.2 respectively. Top panel: p = 0.2mDH ,
Middle panel: p = 0.25mDH , Bottom panel: p = 0.3mDH .

several nonextensive curves of Re ε becomes smaller and
several curves overlap each other for ω approaching p. In
the time-like region ω

p
> 1, Re ε reduces as the increase of

q. q has appreciated effects on Re ε for small frequency.
As ω increases, all Re ε curves turn to unit asymptoti-
cally. It should be noted that q does not change the fre-
quency position of the pole ωd = p. In addition, as shown
from top panel to bottom panel, one can see Re ε signif-
icantly decreases as momentum increases from 0.2mDH

to 0.3mDH . At the frequency pole, the relation ω
p
= 1

remains unchanged when p varies.

We present the imaginary part of the electric permit-
tivity in Fig.2. ε has a nonzero imaginary part in the
space-like region ω

p
< 1 which comes from Landau damp-

ing. In the time-like region ω
p
> 1, Im ε = 0. There is

a frequency inflexion for Im ε located at ωd = p which
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FIG. 4: (color online) The imaginary part of the magnetic
permeability of a nonextensive QGP. The red, green, dashed-
green, blue and dashed-blue curves are for the cases of q =
1, 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, 1.2 respectively. Top panel: p = 0.2mDH ,
Middle panel: p = 0.25mDH , Bottom panel: p = 0.3mDH .

is just the pole frequency of Re ε. In the space-like re-
gion ω

p
< 1, the nonextensive parameter q enhances the

imaginary part of the electric permittivity. While in the
time-like region ω

p
> 1, Im ε remains zero when q changes.

In addition, q does not change the inflexion frequency of
Im ε. From the top panel to the bottom panel in Fig.2,
one can see that as the real part, Im ε significantly de-
creases in the space-like region as momentum increases.
But momentum p does not change the relation ω

p
= 1 at

the frequency inflexion of Im ε.
Fig.3 and Fig.4 display the real and imaginary parts

of the magnetic permeability for different values of the
nonextensive parameter. Both the real and imaginary
parts of the magnetic permeability demonstrate a pole at
frequency ωm. It is easy to see that the pole frequency
ωm shifts to large frequency region with the increase of
q. µM has a nonzero imaginary part in the frequency
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FIG. 5: (color online) The real part of n2 of a nonextensive
QGP. The red, green, dashed-green, blue and dashed-blue
curves are for the cases of q = 1, 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, 1.2 respec-
tively. Top panel: p = 0.2mDH , Middle panel: p = 0.25mDH ,
Bottom panel: p = 0.3mDH .

region ω
p

< 1, and q has a trivial impact on it. As to

the real part, in the frequency region ω
p
< 1, several q-

curves coincide with each other. While in the frequency
region ω

p
> 1, q has an important impact on ReµM only

in frequency region 1 < ω
p

< 4. When momentum p

increases from 0.2mDH to 0.3mDH , pole frequency ωm

turns to small frequency values.

We present Ren2 and the Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL

in Fig.5 and in Fig.6 respectively. Because n2 and nDL

are defined by the electric permittivity and the magnetic
permeability, the properties of n2 and nDL are deter-
mined by ε and µ. Ren2 and nDL diverge at frequency
ωm, which is just the pole of µM . When q increases, as
discussed in the last paragraph, the pole frequency ωm

of Ren2 and nDL turns to large values. Ren2 and nDL

have a frequency inflexion located at ωd = p which is just

q=1
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q=1.2
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FIG. 6: (color online) The Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL of
a nonextensive QGP. The red, green, dashed-green, blue and
dashed-blue curves are for the cases of q = 1, 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, 1.2
respectively. Top panel: p = 0.2mDH , Middle panel: p =
0.25mDH , Bottom panel: p = 0.3mDH .

the pole frequency of the real part of the electric permit-
tivity. When ω < ωd, q has no any effect on Ren2 and
nDL hardly, while for ω > ωd, q significantly influences
Ren2 and nDL.

We depict Ren2 and nDL in the same plots in Fig.7
for different q values for the case p = 0.2mDH . From five
plots in Fig.7, it is easy to see Ren2 and nDL intersect
at frequency ω = ωg. As shown in Fig.6 and Fig.7, in
frequency regions ω < ωc and ω > ωg, nDL > 0, one can
obtain a general refractive index. In the frequency region
ω ∈ [ωm, ωg], nDL = 0 but Ren2 < 0 which implies
a pure imaginary refractive index, electromagnetic wave
does not propagate due to severe damping[75]. There is
a frequency region ω ∈ [ωc, ωm] in which nDL < 0. In
terms of discussion in Sec.II, the refractive index seems
negative in that frequency region. With the increase of
q, the frequency range for nDL < 0 becomes wider. In
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FIG. 7: (color online). The Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL and the real part of n2 of a nonextensive QGP.

addition, as shown in top, middle and bottom panels in
Fig.6, when the momentum p increases, the frequency
range for nDL < 0 becomes narrower.

The start point ωc of the frequency region ω ∈ [ωc, ωm]
for nDL < 0 is around the electric permittivity pole, while
the magnetic permeability pole ωm determines the end
point[25, 76]. As shown in Fig.6, when ω < ωd, the sev-
eral nonextensive curves of the Depine-Lakhtakia index
nDL superpose each other, q does not change the position
of ωc. While as q increases, the pole frequency ωm of µM

turns to large values. These facts lead to an enlargement
of the frequency range for nDL < 0. When momentum
p increases, the change of momentum does not influence
the position of ωc, as shown from top panel to bottom
panel in Fig.6. While the frequency ωm of µM pole sig-
nificantly reduces as momentum p increases. As a result,
the frequency range for nDL < 0 becomes narrower as

the increase of the momentum.

The criterion (9) nDL < 0 has been widely used
to judge the existence of the negative refraction in a
medium. However, some people have argued that be-
sides that criterion, the propagating mode should sat-
isfy the dispersion relation n2ω2 = p2 simultaneously[75].
In terms of the longitudinal and transverse gluon self-
energies (24)(25), we can obtain the longitudinal and
transverse dispersion relations by following formula p2 −
ω2
L,T + ΠL,T (ω = ωL,T ) = 0. The solutions to disper-

sion relations are shown in Fig.8. As we can see in that
figure, both the longitudinal and transverse gluons have
one stable propagating mode above the light cone ω > p.
Therefore, one should examine the potential propagating
modes for the negative refractive index in the frequency
region ω > p. It is instructive to combine Ren2 and
the Depine-Lakhtakia index nDL in the same plots in
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FIG. 8: (color online) The dispersion relations ω(p) for the
longitudinal (blue curve) and transverse (red curve) gluons in
unit of mge = mDE√

3
. The dotted line is the light cone ω = p.

Fig.7 to perform the analysis. In the frequency region
ω ∈ [ωd, ωm], ω > p and nDL < 0. While it is clear that
Ren2 > 1 in the same frequency region, as shown in plots
in Fig.7. There are no solutions for n2ω2 = p2 in that
frequency range. In a word, there are no propagating
modes for the negative refractive index.
There exists not only temporal dispersion, but also

spatial dispersion in a plasma. Usually, the spatial dis-
persion is small in an isotropic medium. Therefore, peo-
ple have studied the frequency behavior of electromag-
netic properties but omitted the spatial dispersion[75].
However, as shown from Fig.1 to Fig.6, when momentum
p increases from 0.2mDH to 0.3mDH , momentum p signif-
icantly influences the electric permittivity, the magnetic
permeability, Ren2 and nDL. These facts indicate that
the spatial dispersion is important in the electromagnetic
responses of the QGP. As a matter of fact, though the
authors in Ref.[75] have not investigated the effects of
the spatial dispersion on the electromagnetic responses of
the QGP explicitly, the comparison of Fig1.(k = 0) with
Fig2. (k = 0.2mD) in that literature implies the impor-
tance of the spatial dispersion on the Depine-Lakhtakia
index nDL.

V. SUMMARY

We have worked out the electric permittivity ε(ω, k)
and the magnetic permeability µM (ω, k) in terms of the
nonextensive distribution functions associated with the
polarization tensor derived from kinetic theory, through
which we have derived the real part of the square of
the refractive index Ren2 and the Depine-Lakhtakia in-
dex nDL. We have investigated the effects of nonex-
tensivity on the electromagnetic responses of the QGP.
The real and imaginary parts of the electric permittivity
have changed noticeably in the space-like region as q in-
creases, but the pole frequency of the real part and inflex-
ion frequency of the imaginary part remain unchanged.
µM (ω, k), Ren2 and nDL diverge at the frequency ωm

which shifts to large frequency region as the nonexten-

sive parameter q increases. There is a quite large fre-
quency range ω ∈ [ωc, ωm] in which nDL < 0. And that
frequency range becomes wider as q increases. Though
nDL < 0 in the frequency region ω ∈ [ωc, ωm], there are
no propagating modes for the negative refractive index.
In addition, momentum p reduces the real and imag-

inary parts of the electric permittivity in the space-like
region. Whereas at the frequency pole of the electric
permittivity, the relation ω

p
= 1 does not change as mo-

mentum p varies. On the other hand, pole frequency of
µM (ω, k), Ren2 and nDL turns to small frequency region
remarkably as momentum p increases. These facts indi-
cate that the spatial dispersion has important effects on
the electromagnetic responses of the QGP.
We have performed an attempt to address the elec-

tromagnetic responses of the QGP in terms of the gluon
longitudinal and transverse self-energies incorporated the
nonextensive effects. The refractive index can directly
relate to some aspects of the phenomenology of ultra-
relativistic heavy-ion collisions. For example, based on
the refractive index at finite temperature or density(or
under magnetic background), some groups have stud-
ied the Cherenkov gluon radiation[99, 100], the radia-
tion energy loss[101], the elliptic flow and higher-order
harmonics of prompt photons in ultrarelativistic heavy-
ion collisions[102]. In addition, as discussed in Ref.[76]
that besides the combination of the electric permittivity ε
and the magnetic permeability µM , the longitudinal and
transverse dielectric functions εL, εT are usually used to
describe the electromagnetic properties in plasma alter-
natively. The combination (εL, εT ) can be related to ε
and µM . Therefore, based on the gluon longitudinal and
transverse self-energies, εL and εT derived in the dynami-
cal model incorporating the nonextensive effects, one can
study diverse aspects of the QGP property, such as, De-
bye screening, Landau damping, dissociation of heavy
quarkonia, photon and dilepton production, jet quench-
ing and the related wakes. These are interesting issues
deserving further comprehensive studies.
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Appendix A: A detailed derivation of the square of
Debye mass Eq.(20)

According to the expanded nonextensive distribution
functions (13), one can obtain

∂nq,q̄,g

∂k
= −βe−βk + (q − 1)β2ke−βk (A1)
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+
1

2
(q − 1)β2k2e−βk(−β).

In terms of the definition of the Debye mass (19),(15) and
Eq.(A1), one can arrive the square of the Debye mass in

nonextensive hot QGP

m2
DE = − g2

2π2

∫ ∞

0

k2dk
∂f(k)

∂k
(A2)

= −g2Nc

π2

∫ ∞

0

k2{−βe−βk + (q − 1)β2ke−βk − 1

2
(q − 1)β3k2e−βk}dk

− g2Nf

π2

∫ ∞

0

k2{−βe−βk + (q − 1)β2ke−βk − 1

2
(q − 1)β3k2e−βk}dk

=
g2(Nc +Nf)

π2

∫ ∞

0

k2βe−βkdk − g2(Nc +Nf)

π2

∫ ∞

0

(q − 1)β2k3e−βkdk

+
g2(Nc +Nf)

π2

∫ ∞

0

1

2
(q − 1)β3k4e−βkdk (A3)

=
2g2T 2(Nc +Nf )

π2
− 6g2T 2(q − 1)(Nc +Nf )

π2
+

12g2T 2(q − 1)(Nc +Nf )

π2

=
2(Nc +Nf )(1 + 3(q − 1))g2T 2

π2
(A4)

which is just Eq.(20).
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