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Abstract

The highly energetic particle medium formed in the ultrarelativistic heavy ion collision displays

a notable difference in temperatures between its central and peripheral regions. This temperature

gradient can generate an electric field within the medium, a phenomenon referred to as the See-

beck effect. We have estimated the Seebeck coefficient for a dense quark-gluon plasma medium by

using the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation in the recently developed novel relaxation time

approximation (RTA) model within the kinetic theory framework. This study explores the Seebeck

coefficient of individual quark flavors as well as the entire partonic medium, with the emphasis on

its dependence on the temperature and the chemical potential. Our observation indicates that, for

given current quark masses, the magnitude of the Seebeck coefficient for each quark flavor as well as

for the partonic medium decreases as the temperature rises and increases as the chemical potential

increases. Furthermore, we have investigated the Seebeck effect by considering the partonic interac-

tions described in perturbative thermal QCD within the quasiparticle model. In addition, we have

presented a comparison between our findings and the results of the standard RTA model.
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1 Introduction

The primary objective in the study of ultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions is to detect and

study the existence of a new form of matter as predicted by the quantum chromodynamics

(QCD). These experiments at particle accelerators provide insight into the characteristics

of fundamental particles like quarks and gluons. There is compelling evidence that the

new form of matter, i.e. the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) matter has been detected at

experimental facilities such as the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1–3] at CERN and

the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) [4–7] at BNL. There are also a number of

observables which are regarded as the signatures of the presence of such a matter. These

signatures include jet quenching [8, 9], quarkonium suppression [10–12], elliptic flow [13,

14], photon and dilepton spectra [15, 16] etc. Since the discovery of QGP, numerous

aspects of the strongly coupled QCD matter have been the focus of many investigations

throughout the course of the last several decades. Quantitative data from the experiments

on hadrons align with the theoretical results from ideal fluid dynamics, thus confirming

the low viscosity of matter and its flow as a perfect fluid [17,18]. Since then, it has been a

pertinent and challenging task to comprehend the strongly interacting medium produced

at high temperatures through studying its transport coefficients.

Different types of methodologies, such as the perturbative QCD and alternative effec-

tive models were used to determine the transport coefficients of quark matter [19–34].

The strongly coupled fluid behavior of QGP has made possible the use of theoretical ap-

proaches intended for systems of this kind. In kinetic theory, a simplified structure for the

collision integral is often used, which is referred to as the relaxation time approximation

(RTA) [35]. The Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) model [36] and the Welander model [37]

had previously accomplished progress in the nonrelativistic scenario. The relaxation time

approximation has been used in several fields of physics. For the purpose of investigat-

ing the domain and microscopic basis of the relevance of hydrodynamics with relativistic

effects, the relaxation time approximation has become an essential technique. The ap-

proximation given in ref. [35], although widely used, has some fundamental shortcomings

and violates some macroscopic and microscopic conservation laws. These fundamental

challenges are resolved and the essential characteristics of the linearized Boltzmann col-

lision operator are preserved by using a novel collision integral [38]. Using the novel

collision integral, the transport coefficients associated with the heat and the charge in a

QGP medium have been derived in recent works [39, 40].

In the present work, we explore the thermoelectric effect by calculating the Seebeck

coefficient for the strongly interacting matter created in heavy ion collisions with a tem-

perature gradient between the fireball’s core and its peripheral region. In the presence

of a temperature gradient, a finite gradient of charge carriers may be produced, which
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ultimately results in an electric field. When there is a difference in the temperature inside

a conducting material, the charge carriers in the hotter zone move towards the cooler

zone, producing an electric field. When the generated electric field is strong enough

to inhibit further charge flow, the diffusion ends. The Seebeck coefficient measures the

magnitude of the electric field per unit temperature gradient in a medium. This thermo-

electric transport coefficient is calculated by setting the electric current to zero [41, 42].

Unlike condensed matter systems, where only one kind of charge carrier participates in

the transport process, in a medium with the strong interactions, both positive and neg-

ative charge carriers participate in the transport phenomena. The strongly interacting

matter requires both a temperature gradient and finite baryon chemical potential in order

to observe the thermoelectric effect. In the absence of the quark chemical potential, the

numbers of particles and antiparticles are same, so no net thermoelectric effect is ob-

served, thus resulting in no observable net Seebeck effect. The convention is to consider

the sign of the Seebeck coefficient as positive when the thermoelectric current flows from

the hotter end to the cooler end. Therefore, the sign of the Seebeck coefficient may be

used to determine the sign of the dominating charge carriers in the system. It exhibits

positive sign for the positive charge carriers and negative sign for the negative charge

carriers. Recently, researchers have investigated the Seebeck effect in a hot hadron gas

using the hadron resonance gas model [43]. Additionally, the Seebeck effect in the QGP

phase has been examined within the framework of the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model

in ref. [44]. In the background of the magnetic field, the thermoelectric response of the

hot QCD medium has been investigated in references [45–49]. Our main objective in

the present work is to investigate the impact of the novel RTA collision integral on the

Seebeck coefficient of the QGP medium. In our approach, we incorporate the medium

effects through the quasiparticle model [50], where the medium dependence is observed

through the dispersion relations of the thermally massive quarks and gluons.

This work has been organized as follows. Section 2 describes the method for obtain-

ing the Seebeck coefficient and addresses the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation

(RBTE) in the novel relaxation time approximation model. Section 3 focuses on the de-

termination of the Seebeck coefficient by solving the RBTE with the novel RTA collision

integral. In section 4, we have discussed the results of the aforementioned thermoelectric

coefficient by taking into account the current quark masses and the quasiparticle masses

of the partons. Section 5 presents the summary of this work.

Notations and conventions: The covariant derivative ∂µ represents the derivative

with respect to xµ, while ∂
(p)
µ represents the derivative with respect to pµ. The fluid four

velocity uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) is normalized to unity in the local rest frame (uµuµ = 1). In this

work, the subscript f represents the flavor index, where f takes the values u, d and s.

Furthermore, qf , gf , and δff (δf̄f ) represent the electric charge, the degeneracy factor,
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and the infinitesimal change in the distribution function for the quark (antiquark) of the

f th flavor, respectively. The symbol mf represents the current quark mass, with values

of 3 MeV, 5 MeV, and 100 MeV for up, down, and strange quarks, respectively. In this

work, gg = 2(N2
c −1) represents the gluonic degrees of freedom, and gf (gf̄) = 2Nc denotes

the quark (antiquark) degrees of freedom (for each flavor of quark), where Nc = 3 is the

number of colors.

2 Relativistic Boltzmann transport equation in the context of

the novel relaxation time approximation

In this section, we provide a comprehensive framework to analyze the thermoelectric effect

in a hot partonic medium. We use this framework to calculate the Seebeck coefficient for

each individual species as well as for the composite medium. We begin with the Boltzmann

transport equation for a single particle, i.e.,

∂ff
∂t

+
p

m
.∇ff + F.

∂ff
∂p

=

(

∂ff
∂t

)

c

, (1)

where ff = feq,f +δff , F represents the force field that affects the particles in the medium

and m represents the mass of the particle. The term on the right-hand side arises from

particle collisions occurring inside the medium. Even for the most basic solution of eq.

(1), the complex nature of the collision term poses some difficulties. Due to the complexity

of quantum scattering theory, we use the relaxation time approximation to address the

collision term which applies when the deviation (δff) is much less than the equilibrium

particle distribution (feq,f), i.e., δff ≪ feq,f . To allow the linearization of the relativistic

Boltzmann transport equation, we may assume that the quark distribution function is

close to equilibrium.

When using the relaxation time approximation (RTA), a relaxation term of the follow-

ing form replaces the collision term:
(

∂ff
∂t

)

c

= − 1

τf

(

ff(x, p, t)− feq,f(p)
)

. (2)

The relaxation time τf is the time needed to restore the disturbed system to its original

equilibrium condition. A damping frequency is represented by the expression 1
τf

in this

context. In addition to the adaptability of the model, there is no instantaneous conser-

vation of the particle number and it appears to be a noticeable drawback. This model is

not compatible with the principles of microscopic and macroscopic conservation laws. As

a result, it presents some challenges when attempting to describe relativistic gases using

the energy-dependent relaxation time or general matching conditions.
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In the novel relaxation time approximation, the collision term is replaced by a relaxation

term that has the following form:

C
[

ff
]

= − ωf

τfp

[

δff−
〈(ωf/τfp)δff 〉0

〈ωf/τfp〉0
+P

(0)
1

〈

(ωf/τfp)P
(0)
1 δff

〉

0
〈

(ωf/τfp)P
(0)
1 P

(0)
1

〉

0

+p〈µ〉
〈

(ωf/τfp)p〈µ〉δff
〉

0

(1/3)
〈

(ωf/τfp)p〈µ〉p〈µ〉
〉

0

]

.

(3)

Here,

P
(0)
1 = 1− 〈ωf/τfp〉0

〈

ω2
f/τfp

〉

0

ωf , (4)

p〈µ〉 = ∆µνpν , (5)

∆µν = gµν − uµuν . (6)

The momentum integrals are defined with respect to the local equilibrium distribution

function feq,f as follows,

〈...〉0 =

∫

d3p

(2π)3p0
feq,f(...)

=

∫

dPfeq,f(...), (7)

where τfp is the relaxation time and νf = 1
τfp

denotes the collision frequency of the

medium. The equilibrium distribution functions for f th flavor of quark and antiquark are

respectively given by

feq,f =
1

eβ(ωf−µf ) + 1
, (8)

f̄eq,f =
1

eβ(ωf+µf ) + 1
, (9)

where ωf =
√

p2 +m2
f , β = 1

T
, and µf represents the chemical potential of f th flavor of

quark. The momentum-dependent relaxation time is given [51–53] by

τfp(ωf) = (βωf)
γτf , (10)

where γ is an arbitrary constant which controls the energy dependence of the relaxation

time and in the present article, we set the value of γ to 0.5. The expression for the τf is

given [54] by

τf(T ) =
1

5.1Tα2
s log(1/αs) [1 + 0.12(2Nf + 1)]

. (11)

Here, αs is the QCD running coupling constant, which is a function of both temperature

and chemical potential and it has the following [55] form,

αs =
g2

4π
=

12π

(11Nc − 2Nf ) ln
(

Λ2/Λ2
MS

) , (12)
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where ΛMS = 0.176 GeV, Λ = 2π
√

T 2 + µ2
f/π

2 for electrically charged particles (quarks

and antiquarks) and Λ = 2πT for gluons. The relativistic Boltzmann transport equation in

its general relativistic covariant version for a QGP medium containing quarks, antiquarks

and gluons is given by

pµ∂µff + qfF
µνpν∂

(p)
µ ff = C

[

ff
]

. (13)

Here, F µν represents the electromagnetic field strength tensor, whose components describe

the electric and magnetic fields. We consider the components F i0 = E and F 0i = −E to

see the effect of electric field. The relativistic Boltzmann transport equation can further

be expressed as

p · ∂feq,f
∂r

+ qfE · p∂feq,f
∂p0

+ qfp0E · ∂feq,f
∂p

= C
[

ff
]

. (14)

3 Seebeck coefficient of the QGP medium

In the presence of the thermal gradient, the charge carriers move from the higher temper-

ature zone to the lower temperature zone. Consequently, an electric current is generated

in the medium and the corresponding induced current density is expressed as

Ji =
∑

f

gf

∫

d3p

(2π)3
pi

ωf

[

qfδff (x, p) + q̄fδf̄f (x, p)
]

, (15)

where J i represents the spatial part of the current density vector. The symbols δff
and δf̄f respectively represent the infinitesimal changes in the phase space distribution

functions of the f th flavor of quark and antiquark. The relativistic Boltzmann transport

equation (14) can be expressed in terms of the collision integral in the novel relaxation

time approximation as

p
∂feq,f
∂r

+ qfE.p
∂feq,f
∂p0

+ qfp0E.
∂feq,f
∂p

= − ωf

τfp

[

δff −
〈(ωf/τfp)δff 〉0

〈ωf/τfp〉0

+ P
(0)
1

〈

(ωf/τfp)P
(0)
1 δff

〉

0
〈

(ωf/τfp)P
(0)
1 P

(0)
1

〉

0

+ p〈µ〉
〈

(ωf/τfp)p〈µ〉δff
〉

0

(1/3)
〈

(ωf/τfp)p〈µ〉p〈µ〉
〉

0

]

. (16)

The partial derivatives appearing in the above equation are calculated as follows,

∂feq,f
∂r

= β2(ωf − µf)feq,f(1− feq,f)~∇T (r)
∂feq,f
∂p0

= −βfeq,f(1− feq,f)

∂feq,f
∂p

= −βvfeq,f(1− feq,f)































. (17)
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Using eq. (17), the left-hand side of eq. (16) can be written as

p
∂feq,f
∂r

+ qfE.p
∂feq,f
∂p0

+ qfp0E.
∂feq,f
∂p

= pβ2(ωf − µf)feq,f(1− feq,f)~∇T (r)

− 2qfβ(E.p)feq,f(1− feq,f). (18)

Based on the results of the calculations, the right-hand side of eq. (16) can be simplified

(for a detailed calculation see appendix A) into

− ωf

τfp

[

δff−
〈(ωf/τfp)δff 〉0

〈ωf/τfp〉0
+P

(0)
1

〈

(ωf/τfp)P
(0)
1 δff

〉

0
〈

(ωf/τfp)P
(0)
1 P

(0)
1

〉

0

+p〈µ〉
〈

(ωf/τfp)p〈µ〉δff
〉

0

(1/3)
〈

(ωf/τfp)p〈µ〉p〈µ〉
〉

0

]

=

− ωfA

τfp
δff . (19)

Now, with the help of eq. (18) and eq. (19), one can solve eq. (16) to get the expression

of δff as

δff = −pβ2τfp
ωfA

(ωf − µf)feq,f(1− feq,f)~∇T (r) +
2qfβτfp(E.p)feq,f(1− feq,f)

ωfA
, (20)

where

A =

[

1− ωf

∫

p2(feq,f/τfp)dp
∫

p2ωf(feq,f/τfp)dp

]

∫

p2(feq,f/τfp)
[

1−
( ∫

p2(feq,f/τfp)dp∫
p2ωf (feq,f/τfp)dp

)

ωf

]

dp

∫

p2(feq,f/τfp)
[

1−
( ∫

p2(feq,f /τfp)dp∫
p2ωf (feq,f/τfp)dp

)

ωf

]2

dp

+
3p

∫

p3(feq,f/τfp)dp
∫

p4(feq,f/τfp)dp
. (21)

Similarly for antiquarks, we have

δf̄f = −pβ2τf̄p
ωf Ā

(ωf + µf)f̄eq,f(1− f̄eq,f)~∇T (r) +
2qf̄βτf̄p(E.p)f̄eq,f(1− f̄eq,f)

ωf Ā
, (22)

where

Ā =

[

1− ωf

∫

p2(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp
∫

p2ωf(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp

]

∫

p2(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)
[

1−
( ∫

p2(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp∫
p2ωf (f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp

)

ωf

]

dp

∫

p2(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)
[

1−
( ∫

p2(f̄eq,f /τf̄p)dp∫
p2ωf (f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp

)

ωf

]2

dp

+
3p

∫

p3(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp
∫

p4(f̄eq,f/τf̄p)dp
. (23)

In order to get the spatial component of the induced current density, let us replace the

values of δff and δf̄f in eq. (15) for a single quark flavor as

Ji =
gfqf
2π2

[

∫

dp
p4

ω2
f

[

τfpfeq,f(1− feq,f)(ωf − µf )

A
−τf̄pf̄eq,f(1− f̄eq,f)(ωf + µf)

Ā

]

(

−β2~∇T (r)
)

+ 2qf

∫

dp
p4

ω2
f

[

τfpfeq,f(1− feq,f)

A
+
τf̄pf̄eq,f(1− f̄eq,f)

Ā

]

(

βE
)

]

. (24)
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When the system is in a condition of equilibrium, the net current resulting from the f th

quark flavor becomes zero. The current density mentioned above (eq. (24)) is assumed to

be zero in order to determine the electric field resulting from the temperature gradient in

the medium. This allows us to establish a relationship between the temperature gradient

in the coordinate space and the induced electric field inside the medium as

E = S~∇T (r). (25)

Here, the Seebeck coefficient (S) is defined as the electric field (magnitude) created in a

conducting medium per unit temperature gradient when the electric current is set to zero

and thus, we have

S =
β

2qf

∫

dp p4

ω2

f

[

τfpfeq,f (1−feq,f )(ωf−µf )

A
− τf̄pf̄eq,f (1−f̄eq,f )(ωf+µf )

Ā

]

∫

dp p4

ω2

f

[

τfpfeq,f (1−feq,f )

A
+

τf̄pf̄eq,f (1−f̄eq,f )

Ā

] . (26)

For a single species and degeneracy factor, eq. (26) may be recast into

Sf =
β

2qf

Q2

Q1
, (27)

where,

Q2 =

∫

dp
p4

ω2
f

[τfpfeq,f(1− feq,f)(ωf − µf)

A
− τf̄pf̄eq,f(1− f̄eq,f)(ωf + µf)

Ā

]

, (28)

Q1 =

∫

dp
p4

ω2
f

[τfpfeq,f(1− feq,f)

A
+
τf̄pf̄eq,f(1− f̄eq,f)

Ā

]

. (29)

Thus far, our analysis has included a single quark flavor. However, we will use the QGP

medium that comprises of u, d and s quark flavors.

The overall spatial current in the medium is the resultant vector of the currents caused

by the individual species and is written as

J =
∑

f

Jf = Ju + Jd + Js

=

[

guq
2
uβ

π2
(Q1)u +

gdq
2
dβ

π2
(Q1)d +

gsq
2
sβ

π2
(Q1)s

]

E

−
[

guquβ
2

2π2
(Q2)u +

gdqdβ
2

2π2
(Q2)d +

gsqsβ
2

2π2
(Q2)s

]

~∇T (r). (30)

The total induced electric field at steady state is obtained by setting the current density

J equal to zero,

E =

∑

f gfqf(Q2)f
∑

f gfq
2
f(Q1)f

β

2
~∇T (r), (31)
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which provides the total Seebeck coefficient for the whole medium as

S =
β

2

∑

f gfqf(Q2)f
∑

f gfq
2
f(Q1)f

. (32)

The overall Seebeck coefficient of the medium can be expressed in terms of the Seebeck

coefficient of each flavor (since each flavor has the same degeneracy factor (gf)) as

S =

∑

f q
2
fSf(Q1)f

∑

f q
2
f(Q1)f

. (33)

4 Results and discussions

The quasiparticle description provides a phenomenological explanation of the behavior

of quarks and gluons in a thermal QCD medium. This description takes into account

the generation of thermal masses for the partons, in addition to their current masses.

Thermal masses get generated when the partons interact with the medium and one may

perceive QGP as a collection of the noninteracting quasiparticles inside the framework

of the quasiparticle model. A model of this kind was first introduced by Goloviznin and

Satz [56] to investigate the properties of the gluonic plasma. Subsequently, Peshier et

al. [57, 58] used this model to examine the equation of state of the quark-gluon plasma

derived from the lattice QCD calculations at finite temperature. In references [59,60], the

quasiparticle model has been used to elucidate the lattice data, where a proper descrip-

tion of quasiparticles for the QGP medium has been utilized by taking into account the

temperature and chemical potential dependent masses. The findings obtained from these

models indicate that it is feasible to characterize the high temperature QGP phase by

using a thermodynamically coordinated quasiparticle model. In this work, we have used

the quasiparticle model, where the effective mass of the f th quark flavor is written [50,61]

as

m′2fT = m2
f +

√
2mfmft +m2

ft. (34)

Here, mf and mft represent the current mass and the thermal mass of the quark, re-

spectively. The latter can be computed using the hard thermal loop (HTL) perturbation

theory [58, 62] as

m2
fT =

g2T 2

6

(

1 +
µ2
f

π2T 2

)

, (35)

where, g is determined by the equation g = (4παs)
1/2 and αs is defined in equation (12).

From eq. (12), it is evident that the value of αs is affected by both temperature and

chemical potential. The dispersion relation for the f th flavor of quark is expressed as

ω2
f = p2 +m2

f +
√
2mfmft +m2

ft. (36)
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Figure 1: The variation of Q1 as a function of temperature (a) for u quark and (b) for d quark.
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Figure 2: (a) The variation of Q1 as a function of temperature for s quark and (b) the variation of Q2 as

a function of temperature for u quark.
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Figure 3: The variation of Q2 as a function of temperature (a) for d quark and (b) for s quark.

Using equations (27), (28), (29) and (33), we have calculated the Seebeck coefficient

for each species as well as for the medium for quark chemical potential µ = 0.04 GeV,

0.06 GeV, 0.08 GeV. We have used a temperature range from 0.16 GeV to 0.64 GeV

for different chemical potential values. The variations of the integrals Q1 and Q2 with

the temperature for u, d and s quarks at different finite chemical potentials are shown

in figures 1a-2a and 2b-3b, respectively for the current quark mass scenario. The figures

also compare our findings for the integrals Q1 and Q2 with the results obtained using the

standard RTA model. It has been found that the modified RTA collision term leads to

a decrease in these integrals for the QGP medium, regardless of the quark flavor. The

closely comparable current masses of the u and d quarks result in similar values of the

Q1 and Q2 integrals, whereas the values of these integrals are slightly different for the

s quark (as seen in figures 2a and 3b) due of its large mass. However, the ratio Q2/Q1

for s quark produces values that are not significantly different from those of the u and d

quarks. This observation on the integrals Q1 and Q2 facilitates the understanding of the

Seebeck coefficient for individual quarks.
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Figure 4: The variation of Seebeck coefficient as a function of temperature (a) for u quark and (b) for d

quark.
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10-3 Current quark mass scenario
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Figure 5: (a) The variation of Seebeck coefficient as a function of temperature for s quark and (b) the

variation of the total Seebeck coefficient as a function of temperature.

Figures 4a-5a and 5b demonstrate the changes in the Seebeck coefficient with an in-

crease of the temperature for individual quarks and the composite system at various finite

chemical potentials, respectively. Based on the information shown in figures 4a-5a, it is

observed that the magnitude of the Seebeck coefficient for each quark decreases as the

temperature increases, while keeping the chemical potential constant, for both collision

terms. The reduction in the overall particle number density as the temperature increases,

while the chemical potential remains constant, accounts for the decreasing value in the

Seebeck coefficient. On the other hand, it has been observed that the Seebeck coefficient

rises with the increasing chemical potential at a certain temperature. This is due to the
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fact that a higher chemical potential is suggestive of a larger number of particles over

antiparticles. The Seebeck coefficients for d and s quarks undergo a reversal in sign as

a result of their negative charges. Similarly, a larger value of chemical potential for the

d and s quarks would result in a greater number of negative charges (particles) over the

number of positive charges (antiparticles), which would increase the negative value of

the Seebeck coefficient. Regardless of the species of quark, we have noticed a significant

decrease in the magnitude of the Seebeck coefficient in the novel RTA model as compared

to the standard RTA model. The disparity in electric charges between u and d quarks

is apparent in the substantial discrepancy in the Seebeck coefficient, with the Seebeck

coefficient of the d quark being around twice that of the u quark. However, it is worth

noting that the electric charge of the s quark is identical to that of the d quark. Thus,

they show a significant similarity in the values of their respective individual Seebeck co-

efficients. Figure 5b illustrates the changes in the total Seebeck coefficient (S) in both

the standard RTA and the novel RTA models as the temperature varies at different finite

chemical potentials. A significant reduction in the quantity of S is seen in case of the

novel RTA model. The rate of decline gets gradually smaller at higher temperatures as

compared to that at lower temperatures. Our findings indicate that the magnitude of S

falls as the temperature enhances and increases when we increase the chemical potential

while keeping the temperature fixed, comparable to the behavior seen in individual quark

cases. One notable observation when comparing to the standard RTA model is that, de-

spite both Sd and Ss being negative, the magnitudes of Su, Sd and Ss are such that the

overall Seebeck coefficient of the medium is positive in the low temperature region and

becomes slightly negative in the high temperature region. The sign of the Seebeck coef-

ficient describes the direction of the generated field relative to the temperature gradient,

often indicating a rising temperature. A positive Seebeck coefficient indicates that the

induced field aligns with the temperature gradient in the system.

For a conducting medium, the presence of the thermoelectric effects will have an effect

on both the electric current and the heat current. A finite value of the Seebeck coefficient

can affect the electric current as well as the heat current in the medium. For instance, the

electric current will be changed to J = σelE−Sσel~∇T (r), while the thermal conductivity

can be modified to κ = κ0−TσelS2. While the electrical and the thermal conductivities are

always positive1, the Seebeck coefficient can be negative for the temperature and chemical

potential ranges considered in this study (fig. 5b). Thus, a negative Seebeck coefficient

results in an increase in the net electric current within the medium. Similarly, the value

of the Seebeck coefficient decreases the thermal conductivity. It would be intriguing to

consider the thermoelectric effects while calculating entropy production in the field of

1The manifestation of positivity of the electrical conductivity can be observed through the generation of entropy, which

is governed by the second law of thermodynamics. In the presence of an electromagnetic field, the electrical conductivity

and the thermal conductivity are positive by requiring that T∂µsµ ≥ 0 for the entropy current value [63, 64].
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viscous hydrodynamics and viscous magnetohydrodynamics [63, 64].
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Figure 6: The variation of Q1 as a function of temperature (a) for u quark and (b) for d quark.
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Figure 7: (a) The variation of Q1 as a function of temperature for s quark and (b) the variation of Q2 as

a function of temperature for u quark.
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Figure 8: The variation of Q2 as a function of temperature (a) for d quark and (b) for s quark.
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Figure 9: The variation of Seebeck coefficient as a function of temperature (a) for u quark and (b) for d

quark.
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Figure 10: (a) The variation of Seebeck coefficient as a function of temperature for s quark and (b) the

variation of the total Seebeck coefficient as a function of temperature.

Figures 6a-7a and 7b-8b respectively illustrate the variations of integrals Q1 and Q2

with temperature for different quark flavors (u, d and s) at various finite chemical poten-

tials using the quasiparticle framework. They have a trend that is similar to the current

quark mass scenario, suggesting that they have positive values over the entire temperature

range. According to the data shown in figures 9a-10a, it is found that the magnitude of

the Seebeck coefficient for each quark decreases as the temperature increases and increases

when the chemical potential increases. The introduction of the quasiparticle description

leads to a small increase in the magnitudes of the Seebeck coefficients for all the quarks.

Moreover, the total Seebeck coefficient of the QGP medium in the quasiparticle descrip-

tion, as seen in figure 10b, has been found to possess a slight positive value that decreases

as the temperature increases and increases with the chemical potential throughout the

entire temperature range. This result is different from the current mass scenario (5b),

where the Seebeck coefficient in the high temperature region exhibited a slight negative

value. The small increase in magnitude of the Seebeck coefficient is the sole difference

between the current quark mass scenario and the quasiparticle mass scenario.

5 Summary

This work focused on the novel RTAmodel to investigate the thermoelectric characteristics

of a dense QGP medium by determining the Seebeck coefficient. We applied the kinetic

theory method to solve the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation using a modified

collision integral for precisely determining the Seebeck coefficient of the stated medium.

This study examined both the current quark mass and quasiparticle mass contributions
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to the thermoelectric effect, where both the temperature and the chemical potential affect

the individual component masses in the medium. The Seebeck coefficients were computed

separately for the up, down and strange quarks. These distinct coefficients were then used

to determine the Seebeck coefficient of the medium by a weighted average. The magnitude

of the Seebeck coefficient decreases as the temperature of the medium increases and

increases with increasing value of the chemical potential. The magnitude of the Seebeck

coefficient was found to be increased for the quasiparticle mass scenario as compared to

the current quark mass scenario.

6 Acknowledgments

One of the present authors (S. R.) acknowledges financial support from ANID Fonde-

cyt postdoctoral grant 3240349 and S. D. acknowledges the SERB Power Fellowship,

SPF/2022/000014 for the support on this work.

A Derivation of equation (19)

The collisional integral in the novel RTA model is given by

C
[

ff
]

= − ωf

τfp

[

δff−
〈(ωf/τfp)δff 〉0

〈ωf/τfp〉0
+P

(0)
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(A.37)

The second term appearing in eq. (A.37) can be reduced to

〈(ωf/τfp)δff 〉0
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= (1/〈ωf/τfp〉0)
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Similarly, the 3rd and 4th terms appearing in eq. (A.37) can be respectively reduced to
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Finally, eq. (A.37) takes the following form,
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where
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