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In this work, a covariant formulation of the gluon self-energy in presence of ellipsoidal anisotropy
is considered. It is shown that the general structure of the gluon self-energy can be written in terms
of six linearly independent projection tensors. Similar to the spheroidal anisotropy, mass scales
can be introduced for each of the collective modes considering the static limits. With a simplified
ellipsoidal generalization of the Romatschke-Strickland form, the angular dependencies of the mass
scales are studied. It is observed that, compared to the spheroidal case, additional unstable mode
may appear in presence of ellipsoidal anisotropy depending upon the choice of the parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last few decades, the plethora of knowledge gained through the nonperturbative lattice QCD simulations [1–
3], perturbative hard thermal loop calculations [4–7], effective hydrodynamical modeling [8–10] as well as AdS/CFT
inspired studies [11–14] have paved the way of achieving a remarkable advancement in our understanding of the
experimental data available from the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) facility at Brookhaven National Lab and
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) facility at European Center for Nuclear Research (CERN)[15, 16]. The concerted
efforts from different heavy ion research communities suggest that the deconfined quark-gluon plasma(QGP) matter
produced in the ultrarelativistic heavy ion collision experiments is most likely to possess substantial deviation from
perfect local isotropic equilibrium [17]. In fact, soon after the initial nuclear impact, very large pressure anisotropy is
expected in the center of the fireball with even larger anisotropy prevailing in the cooler regions of the plasma [18].
A promising way for hydrodynamical modeling of such highly momentum space anisotropic system is to consider the
framework of anisotropic hydrodynamics [19, 20]. On the other hand, incorporating certain classes of anisotropic
momentum distributions in the framework of hard thermal loop perturbation theory, the nonequilibrium plasma
properties can be extracted by studying the collective modes of the quasipartons [21, 22]. A suitable parametrization
for such distributions can be achieved following Refs. [23–25] where the one particle isotropic momentum space
distribution function is deformed by introducing a directional dependency. This particular Romatschke-Strickland
(RS) form has been widely used in different phenomenological applications such as photon and dilepton production
from anisotropic QGP [26–28], anisotropic heavy quark potential [29], bottomonia suppression [30], plasma wakes
[31, 32], nuclear modification factor [33], quasiparticle descriptions of particle production [34] and so on.

An important aspect of considering the nonequilibrium momentum distributions in QGP medium is the occurrence
of kinetic instabilities. These are, in simple terms, the collective modes that possess a positive imaginary part in their
mode frequencies resulting an exponential growth in the chromomagneic and chromoelectric fields. The existence
of such Chromo-Weibel instabilities [35] can influence the thermalization and isotropization of the medium [36]. A
recent review with a pedagogical introduction to the required theoretical tools for such studies can be found in Ref.
[37]. In general, how many unstable modes are possible depends on the choice of the parameters. For example, in
case of spheroidal anisotropy with Romatschke-Strickland parametrized form, the number of the possible unstable
modes differs for the prolate and the oblate case which are obtained considering the negative and positive values for
the anisotropy parameter respectively [23]. Moreover, there will be a directional dependence as well. In other words,
depending on the angle of propagation with respect to the anisotropy direction, a stable collective mode may become
unstable and can give rise to additional instabilities.

As already mentioned, the large momentum space anisotropy in early stages can be efficiently incorporated in
the aHydro framework. This is because, unlike usual viscous hydrodynamic set up, here, the dominant anisotropic
contributions to the distribution functions are captured in the leading order of hydrodynamic expansion. The second
order anisotropic hydrodynamics as developed in [38] can take into account arbitrary transverse expansion and is
consistent with the traditional dissipative hydrodynamics approach in the limiting case of small anisotropy. However,
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as argued in Ref. [39], the azimuthally symmetric ansatz in such approaches involving a single anisotropy parameter
can further be generalized in a systematic way. More specifically, in the original anisotropic hydrodynamic setup, the
leading order local rest frame distribution is taken to be of RS form and thus the two components of the pressure in the
transverse plane can be different only after including the second order corrections. A generalization to include three
different pressure components in the leading order of hydrodynamic expansion has been developed in Refs. [39–41] and
recently has further been generalized in Ref. [42]. In the hard loop approach too, the generalized ellipsoidal distribution
has been considered in the parton self-energy studies [43] and implemented in phenomenological applications of photon
and dilepton production [44, 45]. Obviously, the consideration of an ellipsoidal anisotropy increases the number of
parameters compared to the spheroidal case, as, apart from one additional anisotropy parameter dependence, the
collective properties of the partons in this case also possess azimuthal angular dependency. Recently, the gluonic
unstable mode with an ellipsoidal anisotropic momentum distribution has been reported for the first time in Ref. [46].
It is observed that the growth rate of the unstable modes can become several times larger than the spheroidal case for
certain propagation directions. Also the number of possible unstable modes are direction dependent. A convenient
method to describe such directional dependency is to consider the static limits of the collective modes. In that case,
one introduces mass scales corresponding to each of the collective modes and studies their angular dependency. The
occurrence of a negative value in the mass scale in fact signifies the presence of an instability in the corresponding
mode which are well studied in the spheroidal case. However, for the ellipsoidal case, such mass scales could not be
defined in the formalism adopted in [46] where the general structure of the gluon polarization has not been considered.
An important application of gluon self energy lies in the determination of the perturbative part of the heavy quark
potential [29, 47, 48] which requires a covariant formulation of the general structure.

The primary objective of this work is to formulate a general structure for the gluon polarization in presence of
ellipsoidal momentum space anisotropy in a covariant way and study the occurrence of the unstable modes in a
similar fashion as done in case of spheroidal momentum space anisotropy. A suitable approach for constructing the
tensor basis for gluon self energy is to choose the maximum possible mutually orthogonal set. The choice becomes
useful for the derivation of the effective propagator where contractions among the basis tensors are involved. Once
the effective gluon propagator is derived, one can obtain the collective modes from its pole. It should be mentioned
here that the gluon collective modes can also be obtained by solving the characteristic equation without requiring
any consideration of the general structure. In fact, this is the procedure adopted in Ref.[46]. However, the advantage
of considering the general structure is that, the collective modes are expressed in terms of coordinate independent
form factors which is essential for introducing the mass scales. In fact, the nontrivial angular dependence in the
hard-thermal loop resummed potential enters through these mass scales [29].

The article is organized as follows. We first describe the formalism for constructing the general structure for the
gluon polarization function in presence of the ellipsoidal anisotropy. The derived structure is subsequently used to
obtain the effective propagator and the collective modes of the gluon. Considering to a simple ellipsoidal generalization
of the RS form, the numerical results for the form factors and the mass scales are presented in the following section.
Finally we conclude with a brief summary of the presented work. The following convention is used throughout the
article: metric ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1) and a general momentum four vector Qµ = (q0, q) with Q2 representing
ηµνQ

µQν = Q ·Q and q = |q|.

II. FORMALISM

We consider a thermal QCD medium with a general anisotropic momentum distribution characterized by two
independent four vectors aµ and bµ having unit norms. These two, together with the normalized heat bath velocity
(uµ) and the gluon momentum (Pµ), can be used to form a set of ten independent symmetric tensors so that the
symmetric gluon polarization tensor can be expressed as a linear combination of them. A simple choice for this
purpose may be the set of tensors PµP ν , uµuν , bµbν , aµaν , Pµuν + P νuµ, Pµbν + P νbµ, Pµaν + P νaµ, uµbν + bµuν ,
uµaν + uνaµ and bµaν + aµbν . Notice that, along with the four vectors, we have not considered the metric ηµν

as usually done in isotropic or even in anisotropic case with one anisotropy direction. This is because, in case of
ellipsoidal anisotropy, the metric itself no longer remains an independent tensor and can be expressed as a linear
combination of the chosen set. Now, the constraints from the transversality condition PµΠµν = 0 further reduce
the number of independent basis tensors to six. In the rest frame of the heat bath with uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), one of the
anisotropy directions can be taken along z, say bµ = (0, 0, 0, 1), whereas the other anisotropy direction can be assumed
to lie in the xz plane without any loss of generality. In the following we discuss a convenient method to obtain the
basis tensors in a systematic way.

Let us first consider the general structure of the gauge boson self-energy in vacuum that can be written as

Πµν =

(
ηµν − PµP ν

P 2

)
Π(P 2) = V µνΠ(P 2). (1)
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Using the tensor V µν , we obtain ũµ = V µνuν which can be used to construct the first basis tensor given by

Aµν =
ũµũν

ũ2
. (2)

Now, it is useful to define the Aµν subtracted part of V µν as Uµν = V µν − Aµν which can be used to obtain b̃µ

defined as b̃µ = Uµνbν such that it becomes orthogonal to ũµ by construction. Similar to the earlier case, we obtain
our second basis tensor using b̃µ as

Bµν =
b̃µb̃ν

b̃2
. (3)

Another symmetric tensor that can be constructed intuitively using b̃µ and ũµ together is given by

Cµν =
ũµb̃ν + b̃µũν
√
ũ2
√
b̃2

. (4)

To obtain the rest of the tensors, once again we go through the similar steps: at first we define Rµν = Uµν − Bµν ,
which, in this case, can be viewed as the Aµν and the Bµν subtracted part of our vacuum basis tensor V µν . Then
we obtain the ãµ from aµ as ãµ = Rµνaν . This time, the newly constructed ãµ becomes orthogonal to b̃µ as well
as ũµ. Note that, all the four vectors of the set ũµ, b̃µ and ãµ are orthogonal to the gluon four momentum Pµ and
hence the basis tensors constructed using them trivially satisfy the transversality condition. Moreover, because of
the orthogonality among the constructed four vectors, the extraction of the form factors gets simplified considerably.
Now, with the constructed set, the rest of the independent symmetric tensors can also be obtained intuitively as

Dµν =
ãµãν

ã2
, (5)

Eµν =
ũµãν + ãµũν√

ũ2
√
ã2

, (6)

Fµν =
ãµb̃ν + b̃µãν
√
ã2
√
b̃2

. (7)

The general structure of the gauge boson self-energy in presence of an ellipsoidal anisotropic medium can be expressed
as a linear combination of the six basis tensors as

Πµν = αAµν + βBµν + γCµν + δDµν + σEµν + λFµν . (8)

It is worth mentioning here that though tensors like V µν are used to obtain the set, once we declare our constructed set
of tensors as independent, all the other symmetric and transverse tensors not belonging to the set become expressible
as their linear combination. For example, it can be shown that

V µν = Aµν +Bµν +Dµν . (9)

Now, we can obtain the effective propagator from the Dyson-Schwinger equation

iDµν = iDµν0 + iDµρ0 (iΠρρ′)iDρ
′ν , (10)

where the inverse bare propagator Dµν0 without the explicit color indices is given by

(D−1
0 )µν = −P 2ηµν − 1− ζ

ζ
PµP ν , (11)

with ζ representing the gauge fixing parameter. To obtain the effective propagator, let us first consider the inner
product identities among the basis tensors. To express the identities in a compact form, here we suppress the Lorentz
indices of the basis tensors. Also the tensors C, E, and F are considered as a sum of two parts, for example C = C+C
and in similar fashion for the other two where

C
µ

ν =
ũµb̃ν
√
ũ2
√
b̃2
, Cµν =

b̃µũν
√
ũ2
√
b̃2
,

E
µ

ν =
ũµãν√
ũ2
√
ã2
, Eµν =

ãµũν√
ũ2
√
ã2
,

F
µ

ν =
ãµb̃ν
√
ã2
√
b̃2
, Fµν =

b̃µãν
√
ã2
√
b̃2
.
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With this notation, the inner product between the basis tensors can be written in a compact form as

A B C D E F

A A 0 C 0 E 0

B 0 B C 0 0 F

C C C A+B 0 F E

D 0 0 0 D E F

E E 0 F E A+D C

F 0 F E F C B +D

(12)

where the composition rule for each entry of the multiplication table is defined as rµρ c
ρ
ν with r and c being members

representing the row and the column respectively. Moreover, further contraction of the free indices as rµρ c
ρ
µ simplifies

to

A B C D E F

A 1 0 0 0 0 0

B 0 1 0 0 0 0

C 0 0 2 0 0 0

D 0 0 0 1 0 0

E 0 0 0 0 2 0

F 0 0 0 0 0 2

(13)

which will be useful to extract the coefficients of the basis tensors, i.e., the form factors from the polarization function.
Using the properties of the basis tensors from Eq. (12) one can obtain the effective gluon propagator given by

Dµν = −βδ − (β + δ)P 2 − λ2 + P 4

∆
Aµν − δα− (δ + α)P 2 − σ2 + P 4

∆
Bµν −

γ
(
P 2 − δ

)
+ σλ

∆
Cµν

− αβ − (α+ β)P 2 − γ2 + P 4

∆
Dµν −

σ
(
P 2 − β

)
+ λγ

∆
Eµν −

λ
(
P 2 − α

)
+ γσ

∆
Fµν − ζ P

µP ν

P 4
. (14)

where the common denominator of the basis tensors, ∆ is given by

∆ = P 6 − (α+ β + δ)P 4 − (γ2 + σ2 + λ2 − αβ − βδ − δα)P 2 + αλ2 + βσ2 + δγ2 − αβδ − 2γσλ. (15)

Notice that, in presence of ellipsoidal anisotropy, the denominator of the effective propagator becomes a cubic equation
of P 2 and can be written as a product of three factors as

∆ = (P 2 − Ω0)(P 2 − Ω+)(P 2 − Ω−), (16)

where Ω0 and Ω± can be written in terms of the form factors as

Ω0 =
1

3
(α+ β + δ)− 1

3

$(
χ+
√

4$3+χ2

2

) 1
3

+
1

3

(χ+
√

4$3 + χ2

2

) 1
3

, (17)

Ω+ =
1

3
(α+ β + δ) +

1 + i
√

3

6

$(
χ+
√

4$3+χ2

2

) 1
3

− 1− i
√

3

6

(χ+
√

4$3 + χ2

2

) 1
3

, (18)

Ω− =
1

3
(α+ β + δ) +

1− i
√

3

6

$(
χ+
√

4$3+χ2

2

) 1
3

− 1 + i
√

3

6

(χ+
√

4$3 + χ2

2

) 1
3

, (19)

where $ and χ are given by

$ = α(β − α) + β(δ − β) + δ(α− δ)− 3(γ2 + λ2 + σ2), (20)

χ = (2α− β − δ)(2β − δ − α)(2δ − α− β) + 54γλσ

− 9α(2λ2 − σ2 − γ2)− 9β(2σ2 − γ2 − λ2)− 9δ(2γ2 − λ2 − σ2). (21)

Once the form factors are extracted from the polarization function, the desired collective modes of the gluon can be
obtained from the pole of the effective propagator.
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FIG. 1: The real and imaginary parts of the form factors are plotted in (a)–(f) as a function of ω/p for three
different sets of anistotropy tuple ξ = (ξa, ξb) = (0, 0), (0, 10), and (5, 10). In each case, the imaginary parts are

shown with comparatively thicker style. The spheroidal set is shown at fixed θp = π/4 whereas for the ellipsoidal
case, (θp, φp) = (π/4, π/3) is considered.

III. RESULTS

In this work we consider the hard-loop gluon polarization tensor in a nonequilibrium QGP medium given by [22]

Πµν(p0 = ω,p) = g2
s

∫
d3k

(2π)3

Kµ

Ek

∂f(k)

∂Kρ

[
ηρν − KρP ν

P ·K + i0+

]
, (22)

where gs is the strong coupling constant and k0 = Ek represents the energy of the massless partonic degrees of freedom
that modify the gluon dispersion in presence of anisotropic medium. The effective distribution function f(k) is given
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by

f(k) = 2Ncng(k) +Nf
[
nq(k) + nq(k)

]
, (23)

where ng(k) represents the gluon number density whereas nq(k) and nq(k) are the quark and antiquark number
densities respectively. Nc and Nf are respectively the number of colors and quark flavors. A general method of
constructing anisotropic momentum distribution function is to transform the argument of an isotropic momentum
space distribution essentially by introducing deformations in a parametrized way. A discussion on the generalization
of the RS form to ellipsoidal anisotropies can be found in Refs.[40, 46]. In our case we use the ellipsoidal momentum
distribution parametrized as [43, 46]

faniso(k) ≡ fiso
( 1

Λ

√
k2 + ξa(k · a)2 + ξb(k · b)2

)
, (24)

where Λ represents a temperature-like scale which, in the equilibrium limit, corresponds to the temperature. The
gluon polarization tensor with such anisotropic parton distributions can be written as

Πµν(ω,p, ξ) = m2
D

∫
dΩ

4π
vµ
vl + ξa(v · a)al + ξb(v · b)bl

(1 + ξa(v · a)2 + ξb(v · b)2)2

[
ηνl − vνP l

ω − p · v + i0+

]
, (25)

where ξ represents the anisotropy tuple (ξa, ξb) and m2
D = (Nc + Nf/2)

g2sΛ2

3 corresponds to the QCD Debye mass
scale. In the above expression, the parton four velocity vµ = Kµ/k and the components of a, b, v, and p in the rest
frame of the medium are chosen as

a = (1, 0, 0), (26)

b = (0, 0, 1), (27)

v = (sin θk cosφk, sin θk sinφk, cos θk), (28)

p = p(sin θp cosφp, sin θp sinφp, cos θp), (29)

with dΩ representing the differential solid angle corresponding to the internal angular coordinates (θk, φk). It should
be mentioned here that another common choice of reference frame is the parton specific coordinate as used in Ref. [46]
where one reorients the axes so that the polar angle is measured with respect to the parton momentum. However, as
we are interested in the evaluation of the form factors, the results do not depend on any specific choice of the reference
frame.

Now, as discussed in the previous section, the gluon self-energy can be decomposed in terms of six independent
basis tensors. Utilizing the contraction relations among the basis tensors, the corresponding form factors can be
obtained in terms of the self-energy components given in Eq.(25) as a two dimensional integral over the solid angle.
However, because of the transversality condition and the symmetry under the exchange of the free indices, the number
of independent components of the self-energy reduces to six. Thus, any chosen set of six independent components will
be sufficient to determine the form factors. It should be mentioned here that, though in our work, the form factors
are obtained numerically using the conventional quadrature routines, an alternative way involving the hypergeometric
expansion method is expected to be much more efficient [46] for this purpose. The real and imaginary parts of the
form factors are shown in Fig. 1, for three different situations, namely the isotropic case with ξ = (0, 0), the spheroidal
case with ξ = (0, 10) and the ellipsoidal case with ξ = (5, 10). The spheroidal case is shown for θp = π/4 whereas
for the ellipsoidal anisotropy, θp and φp, are chosen as π/4 and π/3, respectively. The imaginary parts of the form
factors in all the three cases exist only in the spacelike region. It should be noted that, when the isotropic medium
is considered, β and δ become degenerate whereas γ, λ, and σ become zero. This results in two distinct dispersive
modes of the gluon among which one is degenerate, i.e., Ω0 = α and Ω+ = Ω− = β = δ. The analytic expression of
the degenerate form factors is given by

β = δ = ΠT =
m2
D

2

ω2

p2

[
1− ω2 − p2

2ωp
ln
ω + p

ω − p

]
, (30)

whereas the dispersion for the other distinct mode can be obtained from

α = ΠL =
m2
D

ũ2

[
1− ω

2p
ln
ω + p

ω − p

]
, (31)

which are the familiar results of the gluon self-energy in isotropic thermal medium [49]. Here m2
D = (Nc +Nf/2)

g2sT
2

3

and ũ2 = −p2/P 2. In the presence of spheroidal anisotropy, σ and λ remain zero. However, β and δ are no longer
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degenerate. In that case the functions corresponding to the dispersive modes simplify to

Ω0 =
1

2

(
α+ β +

√
(α− β)2 + 4γ2

)
, (32)

Ω+ =
1

2

(
α+ β −

√
(α− β)2 + 4γ2

)
, (33)

Ω− = δ. (34)

which may be compared with the modes obtained in Ref. [23] (see for example Eq.(43) therein). Though we find a
different combination of the form factors in the expressions due to the different choice of our basis tensors, it should be
noticed that, in our case too, the arguments inside the square root appear as a sum of two complete squares, thereby
allowing similar interpretation for the collective modes [see for example Sec. VI of [23]]. When ellipsoidal anisotropy is
considered, it is observed that all the form factors are nonzero and they contribute in the gluon dispersion. However,
It should be noticed that, for the fixed set of parameters chosen for the figure, the values of λ and σ are an order of
magnitude smaller than the other form factors.

Now, following Ref. [23], a mass scale corresponding to a given form factor, say for example α, can be defined in
the static limit as

m2
α = lim

ω→0
α. (35)

It is evident from Fig. 1 that the imaginary part of each of the form factors vanishes at ω → 0 limit. Thus, the mass
scales as defined above are real quantities. Now, in a similar way, one can define the mass scales corresponding to the
gluon dispersive modes as

m2
Ω0,±

= lim
ω→0

Ω0,±(ω, p, θp, φp). (36)

Their variation with the polar angle θp is shown in Fig. 2 for three fixed values of φp = {π/2, π/4, π/6}. For each
modes, the corresponding spheroidal version is also shown for comparison. It is evident from the figures that the
azimuthal symmetry of the spheroidal case is now broken with the introduction of additional anisotropy direction.
Consequently, a nontrivial φp dependence can be observed in the mass scales. As can be seen from the figure, the mass
scale corresponding to Ω0 remains positive throughout the range of θp values as also found in the spheroidal case.
Again, similar to the spheroidal anisotropy, negative values in the mass scale is observed for Ω± which correspond
to instability [23]. However, it can be noticed that as the value of φp approaches to π/2, m2

Ω±
becomes positive at

smaller values of θp. In other words, with larger deviation from azimuthal anisotropy direction, the collective modes
can be unstable only in shorter window of θp values as compared to the spheroidal case. However, it should be noted
that, the above observation is made with a particular set of anisotropy parameter where both ξa and ξb are positive.
An interesting situation occurs for negative value of anisotropy parameter as shown in the left panel of Fig. 3. Here,
the angular variation of m2

Ω−
is shown with (ξa, ξb) = (−0.5,−0.9). In this case, it is observed that, unlike the

spheroidal case (which remains stable throughout the θp range), the mass scale corresponding to Ω− can be negative,
indicating an unstable mode. The corresponding growth rate ΓΩ− can be obtained by solving the dispersion with the
replacement ω → iΓΩ− , i.e., by solving the equation

(ω = iΓΩ−)2 − p2 − Ω−(ω = iΓΩ− , p, θp, φp) = 0. (37)

The corresponding solution of the growth rate is shown in the right panel of Fig. 3 with θp and φp both fixed at
5π/12. It should be mentioned here that in this case the growth rate of the unstable mode has amplitudes similar
to the spheroidal case [23] whereas, with positive anisotropy parameters, a several times larger growth rate can be
observed for certain angular values as reported in Ref. [46].

IV. SUMMARY

In this article, we have studied the gluon polarization in presence of ellipsoidal momentum-space anisotropy. The
momentum distribution function in our case is parametrized with two anisotropy parameters ξa and ξb, represented
together as an anisotropy tuple ξ = (ξa, ξb). This is a simple generalization of the spheroidal RS form that has been
extensively used in the literature. The general structure of the gluon polarization tensor in presence of such ellipsoidal
anisotropy has been formulated and subsequently, the gluon effective propagator is obtained. As shown earlier, from
the pole of the effective propagator, the three collective modes can be obtained in terms of the form factors. The results
obtained using our formulation are in agreement with the previous study incorporating ellipsoidal anisotropy [46]. It
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FIG. 2: Squared values of the mass scales corresponding to Ω0 and Ω± are plotted in (a)–(c) as a function of θp for
three different values of φp = {π/2, π/4, π/6} (shown in discrete style) considering (ξa, ξb) = (5, 10). The solid line

represents the spheroidal case with (ξa, ξb) = (0, 10).
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FIG. 3: In the left panel, the squared value of the mass scale corresponding to Ω− is plotted as a function of θp for
three different values of φp = {π/4, π/3, 5π/12} (shown in discrete style) considering (ξa, ξb) = (−0.5,−0.9). The

spheroidal case (shown in solid style) with (ξa, ξb) = (0,−0.9) is also plotted for comparison. In the right panel, the
growth rate for the Ω− mode is plotted as a function of p/mD with (ξa, ξb) = (−0.5,−0.9) and

(θp, φp) = (5π/12, 5π/12).
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should be mentioned here that it is not mandatory to consider the general structure of the polarization function to
obtain the collective modes, as, those can also be obtained solving the characteristic equation directly (see for example
[46]). However, one of the important advantages of considering the general structure is that, the collective modes, as
in our case, can be expressed in terms of the form factors which do not depend on the choice of the frame of reference.
As a consequence, it is possible to define mass scales by taking the static limits of the functions characterizing the
collective modes (Ω0 and Ω±) in a similar fashion as done in case of spheroidal anisotropy. The importance of such
definition lies in the fact that, the existence of instability can be inferred systematically by studying the angular
variations of the mass scales. More specifically, for the given external angles, the negative value of the squared
mass indicates that the corresponding mode is unstable. In our analysis with ξa = −0.5 and ξb = −0.9, we have
observed that, unlike the spheroidal case, the mode corresponding to Ω− becomes unstable. The appearance of such
additional unstable mode in presence of ellipsoidal anisotropy may have important influences on the isotropization of
the QGP medium produced in HIC experiments. As mentioned earlier, the formulation, as developed in this work,
will be particularly useful in the studies concerning the heavy quark potential in presence of ellipsoidal anisotropy.
The usual procedure to obtain the hard-thermal loop resummed perturbative part of the heavy quark potential is
to consider the Fourier transform of the 00 component of the effective propagator [obtained in Eq.(14)] in the static
limits. Consequently, the nontrivial angular dependence enters in the potential through the mass scales. It should
be noted that, in this work, only the retarded part of the gluon self energy is considered. On the other hand, the
imaginary part of the potential can be obtained from the Feynman effective propagator in the real time Keldysh
formalism [29]. Due to the azimuthal angular dependence of the mass scales, a nontrivial modification in the real as
well as in the imaginary parts of the heavy quark potential is expected in presence of ellipsoidal anisotropy, which
will be an interesting future direction.
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