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Polarization has opened a new physics chapter in relativistic heavy ion collisions. Since the first
prediction and experimental observation of global spin polarization, a lot of progress has been made
in understanding its features, both at experimental and theoretical level. In this paper, we give an
overview on the recent advances in this field. The covered topics include a review of measurements
of global and local spin polarization of hyperons and the global spin alignment of vector mesons. We
account for the basic theoretical framework to describe spin polarization in a relativistic fluid such
as the Quark Gluon Plasma, including statistical quantum field theory and local thermodynamic
equilibrium, spin hydrodynamics, relativistic kinetic theory with spin and coalescence models.
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For more than thirty years, all theoretical and experimental investigations in relativistic heavy ion physics have
been based on the measurement of particles momenta. The main goal of theoretical models was to predict momentum
distributions and correlations, while experimental works aimed at measuring the momentum spectra of identified
particles to test these models. In 2017, the observation of spin polarization of A hyperons demonstrated the possibility



to study the physics of the QCD matter formed in these collisions by using a completely new tool. The spin physics in
relativistic heavy-ion collisions has since quickly developed and becomed one of the most promising lines of research
in this field, whose potential is yet to be fully explored.

Around 2004 it was proposed [1, 2] that particles produced in heavy ion collisions at finite impact parameter could be
globally polarized along the direction of the total orbital angular momentum. Quantitative theoretical predictions [1]
were based upon the spin-orbit coupling in a perturbative QCD-inspired model, leading to large values of polarization
(around 30%, which were corrected thereafter to be less than 4% [3]). Besides the apparent large uncertainty, one
of the key problems in this original approach is the difficulty of reconciling a perturbative-collisional approach with
the consolidated evidence that the Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP) is a very strongly interacting system. About the
time when the first measurement of global A polarization at RHIC was released [41] setting an upper limit of few
percent, the idea of a polarization related to hydrodynamic motion, and particularly vorticity, was put forward [5].
The idea is as follows: if the QGP achieves and is able to maintain local thermodynamic equilibrium until it decouples
into freely streaming non-interacting hadrons, as it was established by the study of particle spectra, spin degrees
of freedom should likewise be at, or near, local thermodynamic equilibrium. The consequence is that a mean spin
polarization of produced hadrons can be calculated at the freeze-out just like their momentum spectrum. Specifically,
this model implies that spin polarization is driven by hydrodynamic vorticity [6, 7] (more precisely the thermal
vorticity, that is the anti-symmetric gradient of four-temperature, as it will become clear later) and makes it possible
to obtain quantitative predictions in relativistic heavy ion collisions as hydrodynamic vorticity can be calculated with
the hydrodynamic model. Such predictions were released circa 2015 [8-10] and provided a global polarization of A
hyperons of about 1% at /syy = 200 GeV, i.e., less than the lower bound set by the first measurement of STAR
experiment.

Spurred by these new predictions, the experiment STAR carried out an improved measurement with larger statistics
at \/snn = 200 GeV and new measurements at lower energies, reporting a positive evidence of global spin polarization
of A hyperons in Au+Au collisions [11]. The data turned out to be in very good agreement with the predictions
based on hydrodynamics and local equilibrium and the result was interpreted as a confirmation, at the relativistic and
subatomic level, of the link between spin and rotation which was predicted more than a century ago and experimentally
observed in the Barnett and Einstein-De Haas effects [12, 13]. This finding triggered a lot of enthusiasm and many
new developments both at experimental and theoretical levels.

Indeed, there has been a considerable progress since. Over the past few years, the experiments confirmed the first
observations and demonstrated the capability of measuring spin polarization as a function of momentum (so-called
local spin polarization) [14]. Besides, the measurement of the global polarization of Z hyperons [15], in good agreement
with hydrodynamic predictions, confirmed that this phenomenon is not driven by specific hadron-dependent couplings
or properties, like in pp collisions, but by collective properties of the system. Spin polarization has been observed at
very low energy [16, 17] and at the highest energy of the LHC [18, 19].

Unlike for global polarization, local spin polarization as a function of the azimuthal angle of emission in the
transverse plane turned out to be starkly different from the prediction of the combined hydrodynamic model and local
equilibrium assumption [20]. This discrepancy has provided a strong motivation for theoretical studies in different
directions which has led to a remarkable advance in the understanding of spin thermodynamics and kinetics in a
relativistic fluid. Much work has been devoted to the devolepment of the kinetic theory with spin [21-37] and
relativistic hydrodynamics with a quantum spin tensor [20, 26, 30, 34, 38-65]. At the same time, new calculations
within the local equilibrium quantum-statistical framework revealed the existence of an unexpected contribution from
the symmetric part of the gradient of the four-temperature, the so-called thermal shear tensor [66, 67], which turned
out to be as large as the original term from thermal vorticity. The combination of these two terms seems to remove
the discrepancy between data and hydrodynamic model [68, 69], although recent analyses, with 3+1D hydrodynamic
simulations, showed that the magnitude of the effect depends on the initial conditions [70, 71].

The mean spin polarization vector is sufficient to completely describe the polarization state of a spin 1/2 fermion,
but it is not for higher spin particle that requires more quantities. A vector meson, with spin 1, requires one more
quantity besides the mean spin vector, which is an Euclidean symmetric and traceless rank 2 tensor; therefore, a
vector meson can be polarized even though its mean spin vector vanishes. Among the five independent components of
this Euclidean tensor, an easily accessible one in experiments is the so-called spin alignment, which can be defined as
the difference between the spin density matrix element pgg and its value in case of vanishing polarization, that is 1/3.
Such quantity can be measured through the angular distribution of the vector meson’s decay product in a two-body
decay even if the decay is parity-conserving. It was indeed proposed in 2004 that a non-vanishin spin alignment could
occur in peripheral relativistic nuclear collisions [72]. The prediction of a finite spin alignment was inspired by a naive
quark combination model: pgg — 1/3 ~ P, P, where P, and P; are the polarizations of the quark and antiquark in
the vector meson respectively.

The first measurement of pg for ¢ and K*° vector mesons in Au+Au collisions at 200 GeV was carried out in 2007-
2008 by the STAR collaboration with results consistent with 1/3 within errors due to limited statistics [73]. Almost



ten years later, the STAR collaboration reported their preliminary data for the ¢ meson’s pgy in Au+Au collisions
at 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39 and 200 GeV [74] and a final measurement in Ref. [75]. The data shows that the alignment
poo — 1/3 = O(1072) at /sy = 200 GeV and growing at lower energy. The hydrodynamic-local equilibrium
model maintains that the spin alignment of vector mesons is quadratic in thermal vorticity and the measured global
polarization implies a value which is roughly of the order of 10~4, which is consistently smaller than the measured value.
It was then realized that also thermal shear can contribute to spin alignment of vector mesons at local equilibrium
but, unlike for spin 1/2 particle mean spin vector, not at the linear order. Indeed, the leading term for spin alignment
can only be quadratic in thermal shear or in second order derivatives, which, most likely, make theoretical predictions
of local equilibrium still much lower than the measured value.

The measured values seemed to be incompatible with a quark combination model as well. Indeed, from the observed
global polarization of A hyperons, one can estimate Pgo —1/3 ~ PsPs ~ O(107*). However, it was later realized,
after a thorough analysis of the quark recombination model’s arguments, that pgo gives information on (P,Py), the
correlation of P, and P; inside the vector meson [76], whereas P and Py can only give information on the mean values
(Ps) and (Ps), which cannot constrain pgo for the ¢ meson. With this idea, the non-relativistic quark coalescence
model was upgraded. The analysis shows that pgy is determined by the local correlation of quark’s and antiquark’s
polarization functions P, (x1,p1) and P;(x2, p2) inside the phase space limited by the meson’s wave function. There
are many potential sources for the polarization of the quarks and yet local equilibrium at the quark level, even if
including the electromagnetic field is not sufficient to provide the observed large deviation of pgg from 1/3 for the ¢
meson. It hase been then proposed that a kind of vector field in strong interaction (called the ¢ field) coupled to the
strange and antistrange quark plays an important role in the ¢ meson’s pgo: the local correlation or fluctuation of
the ¢ field can give rise to the a large deviation of pgp from 1/3. The non-relativistic quark coalescence model [70]
has been later extended to the relativistic one [77-79] in the framework of quantum transport theory. The prediction
made by the relativistic model provides a good description of STAR’s data on pgg for the ¢ meson in many respects.

As it is apparent from the above account, a full understanding of spin physics in relativistic nuclear collisions is far
from being achieved. Nevertheless, this endeavour is a highly rewarding one as spin, being sensitive to gradients of
the hydrodynamic-thermodynamic fields - probes the hydrodynamic picture of the QGP to a much deeper accuracy
than traditional correlations in momentum space. Just to mention some possible fruitful applications, polarization
has been proposed as an instrument to probe local parity violation [80, 81] complementary to the Chiral Magnetic
Effect; to investigate the energy loss of highly energetic partons in the QGP [82, 83]; and even as a signature of the
critical point [84].

In this work, we are going to review the status of the field up to 2023 both from a theoretical and experimental
standpoint. It should be emphasized that this field is under a quick development, as has been mentioned, and our
experience taught us that some of the arguments or even conclusions that we hereby present may become obsolete in
a couple of years.

II. THEORETICAL MODELS FOR GLOBAL AND LOCAL POLARIZATION IN EQUILIBRIUM

In this section, we are going to summarize the main theoretical tools to calculate spin polarization in a relativistic
fluid and especially QGP. We will focus on spin polarization of fermions, leaving vector mesons and spin alignment
to a dedicated section, Section III .

A. Quantum statistical field theory

The quantum statistical field theory based on quantum field operators and quantum density operators is the most
fundamental approach to deal with spin in relativistic fluids; we refer to Ref. [54] for an extensive discussion. The
essential and fundamental ingredient to connect theory and measurements is the formula relating the mean spin vector

1 In this section natural units with 4 = ¢ = K = 1 are used. Repeated indices are assumed to be summed over, and sometimes contractions
of indices will be denoted with, e.g. 8,p* = B -p. The Minkowskian metric tensor is diag(1, —1, —1, —1), and the Levi-Civita symbol is
chosen such that 2123 = 1. Operators in Hilbert space are denoted by a large upper hat (j’\) while unit vectors with a small upper hat
(9); only the Dirac field is expressed by ¥ without an upper hat. The symbol Tr denotes the trace over all states in the Hilbert space,
whereas the symbol tr denotes the trace over polarization states or traces of finite dimensional matrices.



S#(p) with the covariant Wigner function of particle W (x, p):

1 [dSptry [Py Wy (z,p)]

SH(p) = ) fdz -p try Wy (z,p)]

(1)

The mean spin vector is directly what can be measured and the Wigner function can be obtained with different
methods as described below. However, the most fundamental tool to describe a many body system with spin degrees
of freedom is the quantum statistical field theory; any other method should reproduce the same results once the
density operator, that is the quantum state of the system, has been chosen or determined. According to the successful
hydrodynamic picture of QGP, the system is close to local thermodynamic equilibrium until hadronization, followed
by a quick decoupling of the produced particles which become free. Therefore, in principle, one can calculate the
leading term of the spin polarization at the decoupling by using the density operator describing local thermodynamic
equilibrium at a quantum level. This is the final goal of this Section.

1. The mean spin vector and the spin density matrix

The spin vector of a single massive particle in relativistic quantum mechanics is defined by means of the Pauli-
Lubanski operator:

N 1 -~
SIL = *%EMVPUJVPPU, (2)
where j,,p is the angular momentum-boost operator and ﬁg the energy-momentum operator. This operator is orthog-

onal to the energy-momentum, S.P= 0, and satisfies the angular momentum algebra:
(S, B =0, [Su,5,] = ~i€up0eS" P (3)

It follows that the eigenstate |p) of P which is the momentum state measured by a detector, is also an eignevector of
Sk For any momentum p, we denote with S“( ) the restriction of Sk to the eigenspace spanned by |p). Given that
S(p)-p = 0, we have three independent operators S;(p ) that form a SU(2) algebra and are the generators of the little
group of massive particles. Therefore, we can choose one of these operators, for instance §3 (p), and create a set of
mutually commuting operators {18, §3(p)7 §2} A state |p, s) denotes the corresponding eignevector with eigenvalues

{p, S., S(S+ 1)} respectively, where S, is the spin quantum number along the z-direction or the eigenvalue of S5 (p),
S is referred as the spin of the particle. In order to simplify the notation, hereafter we denote S, as r, s or t.

Consider now a single relativistic quantum particle in the statistical ensemble described by the density operator p.
The average spin vector, denoted by S*, is the mean value of the operator (2):

St =Tr(pSH). (4)

Since particles are measured in a definite momentum state, we restrict the operator (2) to the subspace of four-
momentum p, obtaining the mean value of the spin vector for a particle with momentum p:

S™(p) = Tx[pS* (p)] = Tx[O(p)S" (p)], (5)

where we defined the more convenient spin density operator @(p) The matrix elements in the basis of the eigenvalues
of S3(p) gives the spin density matrix

O(p)rs = (p,71Blp, s) = (0.710(p) p, 5). (6)

The spin density matrix encodes all the information about the spin state of the particle and it borrows form p the
properties of being positive definite, Hermitian and of trace one. To express the mean spin vector entirely in terms of
spin matrix elements, the first step is to expand the trace in (5):

Sh(p) = > (p, 7S (P)O®)Ip. ) =D (p, 75" (D) |p, 5)(p, 51O(p) [P, 7). (7)

r r,8
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The matrix elements of the Pauli-Lubanski vector can be obtained by taking advantage of the fact that Sh (p) generates
the little group SU(2) algebra in the subspace spanned by |p) and the properties of the Pauli-Lubanski vector. One
can show that

(0,715 (0)Ip. ) = — 5 —cpr [D° () D () D (D), (5)

where the D(.Jy,) are matrices of the angular momentum generators in the representation with spin S, [p] is the
standard Lorentz transformation bringing the timelike vector py = (m,0,0,0) into the four-momentum p, and D*([p])
its representation. The mean vector is then obtained by

§(p) = e ptr (D ([8]) ' D () D3 () O) )

In quantum field theory the spin operator (2) and the statistical operator p are still well defined concept, but the

concept of a single particle state with definite momentum must be revised. A proper sound definition of a particle

can only be given in a free or weakly interacting theory, for instance in the perturbative limit of QCD. In those cases,

the one-particle states with momentum p and spin state s are created by the action of the creation operator @l (p) to

the vacuum, that is |p, s) = @l (p)|0). In quantum field theory, the mean spin vector for a particle with momentum p
is given by Eq. (5) but with the spin density matrix defined as:

Tr[pal(p)atl(p)]
>, Te[pal (p)ae(p))

It is instructive to derive the mean spin vector for the single quantum relativistic particle when the system can be
approximated as a collection of distinguishable non-interacting particles such that the full density operator is simply
the tensor product of single-particle density operators: p = ®;p;. To derive the mean spin vector we evaluate the
trace in Eq. (9). In order to do that, we first need to evaluate the spin density matrix, which contains the information
about the physical state through the density operator. For a relativistic system the most general form of the density
operator at global thermal equilibrium is [85, 86]

e(p)rs ==

(10)

-1 .
exp {—b-P—l— Sl J} , (11)

ﬁ:

N

where P and J are operators for the total energy-momentum and total angular momentum-boost, respectively. The
four-vector b is constant and time-like and w is a constant anti-symmetric tensor. The inverse four-temperature of
this system is given by

B =bt + oz, (12)
At global equilibrium it must fulfill the Killing equation, which implies a constant thermal vorticity defined as
1
Wpv = D) (OuBy — 0uBu) - (13)

Out of global equilibrium, the thermal vorticity does not have to be constant. Taking advantage of the Poincare
algebra, one can show[87, 88] that the density operator can be factorized as

1 ~ ~ 1 ~ o~ =
p=expl=b-P+w@:J/2) = — exp[-b(w) - Plexple : J/2], (14)
with
- > ik
_ 128 %) Vi
b(@) = Gy T ™ o) U (15)

k=0 )
k times

To calculate the spin density matrix in Eq. (9), we plug Eq. (14) in Eq. (6). Since the factor exp(—b - p) cancels out
in the ratio, the spin density matrix is

(p,r| explw : J/2]|p, 5)
O(p)ys = - . 16
) S0 s(p.tlexplw : J/2]|p, ) 16)




The thermal vorticity, which is an adimensional quantity, is always small @w < 1, and the spin density matrix can be
obtained at first order:

O =351 + srgegs T )
ZQgTi 1 Q(Q?j 1)DS(JM)”' (17)
Finally, by plugging (17) into (9), we get:
St(p) =— ie’“””%%tr [D3([p)) ™' D% (1) D5 ([p]) D% ()]
o %GMUPTPT2(;Z,Q_€ . S(S + 1)3(25 1) oo

Furthermore, we can extend this result to the case of local equilibrium by allowing the thermal vorticity to be a
function of the coordinates and averaging over the 3D hypersurface X where particles are emitted weighting with the
distribution function f(x,p):
_ LSS+ 1)€ua[3vp Js @30 f (@, p)wap(x)
1%
om 3 Js dXxp* f(z, p)

This extends the original result of spin polarization of spin 1/2 particles[7, 89] to any spin.

St (p) = (19)

2.  Wigner functions

In a more general quantum field theory framework, the spin density matrix is given by Eq. (10). However, that form
is not well suited for making predictions and modeling. It is more convenient to connect the spin density matrix with
the Wigner function [90-94], a well-known tool to describe quantum effects in relativistic fluids [95, 96]. Quantum
kinetic or transport theory can be constructed in terms of Wigner functions, which provides a microscopic description
for spin transport processes in heavy ion collisions [21-28, 30-35, 37|, see, e.g., Refs. [29, 30] for recent reviews.

The covariant Wigner operator is defined as the Wigner transform of the two-point function [95]

Wag(l',k) = _/ ((21:()/4 e_ik'y U, (SB — %) @5 (:L’ + g) :
4
= / (;17:)/4 ey :@ﬂ (x—|— %) v, (x — %) 5, (20)

where V¥ is the Dirac field, and : denotes the normal ordering of creation and destruction operators. With ¥ being a
spinor, the covariant Wigner operator is a 4 X 4 spinorial matrix. Thanks to the integral transform, the non-locality
of the two-point function is mapped into a quasi-local operator depending on the coordinate x and the momentum k.
For a system described by the density operator p, the Wigner function is the mean value of the Wigner operator:

W(a,p) = Tr [ W (2.p)| . (21)
It follows that the Wigner function is real, but differently from the classical distribution function it is not always

positive definite. If ¥ is the free Dirac field (solving the free Dirac equation), then the Wigner function satisfies the
so-called Wigner equation

(m . ;a) W, k) = 0. (22)

The Dirac field can be expanded in plane waves

3 -~ .
=2 a7 | s [ @)+ (e (23)
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where E, = \/p? + m?, u,(p) and v,(p) are the spinors of free particles and antiparticles in the polarization state r
normalized as @, us = 2md,s, U,vs = —2md,s, and the commutation relation of creation and destruction operators are
{as (p)@i, (p')} =2E,05 +6(p — p’). In terms of ¥(x) in Eq. (23) the Wigner function can be put into the form

_ 1 d3p dgp/
=" _-_ [=F
Wi k) =3, () | 2E, 2E,

x {em 1= 540 — (p 4 1) /2)L (0 )ar (p)uus () ()
— 0 (k+ (p+ ) /2)}(6')b (P)or ()0, (p)|
=3k = (p—p)/2) e a0, ()b, (0 Yur (p) T ()

)

(p
+e T (), () is ()] (24)

While the momenta p and p’ are on-shell, from the delta functions in the above expression it is clear that the momentum
k is not on-shell. However, we see that each term in Eq. (24) corresponds to the future time-like (particle), past
time-like (antiparticle) and space-like parts of the Wigner operator. Equation (24) can then be written as

Wz, k) =W (2, k)0(k*)0(k°) + W (x, k)0(k*)0(—k°) + W (z, k)0 (—k>)
EW+($, k) + w_ (x, k) + Wg(x, k). (25)

For free fields, despite k not being on-shell, when one integrates the Wigner function over a 3D hypersurface, then k
becomes an on-shell vector. This feature allows us to relate the spin density matrix with the Wigner function in a
linear way. To prove the previous statement, we take the derivative k - 9 of Eq. (24) and use (p —p') - (p+p’) =0,

then we obtain k-9 (z, k) = k'@WS(x, k) = 0. This implies that with appropriate boundary conditions the integral
over a space-like 3D hypersurface:

/ A%, EPW (2, k) (26)
b

does not depend on the hypersurface ¥. Taking advantage of this, without loosing generality we can choose ¥ at the
hyperplane ¢t = 0 and integrate the Eq. (24) explicitly:

/ A8, kFW (x, k) :ko/dgx W(z, k)
t=0
— Z %5(1@2 —m?) [0(K%)al (k)a, (k)u,(k)us(k)
FO(—KO)bf (—k)bs (— kv (— k)0 (—k) | (27)

where the mixed term vanished because of the factor k°6(k°). We find that the integral of the Wigner operator over
any space-like hypersurface is proportional to §(k? —m?), proving that, after integration, k becomes an on-shell four-
vector. Furthermore, after integrating over 3, the Wigner operator is split into an on-shell particle and antiparticle
parts w4 from Eq. (27):

1 —~
L5t — Bya, (k) = / A, TV (2, k),
2F;

L 500+ B (k) = / A8, kAT (2, k), (28)
2F,

where w4 (k) and w_ (k) are defined as
_ It ns _
(k) = 3 S al (k) (b, (k)

(k) = 5 SO BRI (k) (R (). (29)



We are now in the position to prove the relation that connects the Wigner operator of free fields with the spin density
matrix (10). This can be achieved by expressing the product of the creation and destruction operators in terms of
the particle part of the Wigner operator integrated over Y. Simply multiplying the first line of Eq. (29) by us(k) to
the right and by @, (k) to the left, and keeping in mind the normalization of the spinors u, we obtain:

i, (k)01 (k)us(k) = 2m2al (k)a, (k). (30)
Plugging this expression into the definition of spin density matrix (10), we finally arrive at

_ Ur(p)wi(p)us(p)
O(p)rs = S, (p)ws (p)ue(p)’ (31)

where w is the mean value

wi(p) = Te [piy]. (32)

We can put Eq. (31) into a more familiar form using the definition of @, in Eq. (28)

A5t ()W (2, p)us (p)
O = S TS, pine (p) W (. e (7) (33)

where the ratio of the delta functions has been simplified. In terms of the 4 x 2 spinorial matrix U (and correspondingly
2 x 4 matrix U) such that U, . (p) = u®(p) the spin density matrix can be written as

o(p) [ 45" U ()W (2, p)U(p)
try [ dX,prU ()W (z,p)U(p)’

where, from now on, we will distinguish between the trace over four spinorial indices try and the trace over two
polarization states tro.

Before deriving the formula (1), we need to present other properties of the Wigner function which are also useful
for the kinetic theory. The definition (20) of the Wigner function is manifestly covariant, and indeed under a Lorentz
transformation with parameters w, the Wigner function becomes [95]

(34)

W/((EI, kl) — eiw:Z/QW(.’E, k)e—iw:Z/Q’ (35)

where ¥op = (i/4)[Va, 73]. Instead of dealing with spinorial matrices, it is more practical to use functions of scalars,
vectors and tensors. The Wigner function can be expanded on the basis of 16 independent generators of Clifford
algebra as

1 - .
=1 [F+ P+ "V + " A+ 58] (36)
where Dirac I'; matrices are defined as

{Fi}i:1,2,...,16 = {17 i’YSa ¥, ’YSVM, EW} . (37)
Some component functions can be extracted as
Fx, k) =try [W(x, k)],

VH(x, k) =trg [y*W (2, k)],

Aﬂ(x’ k) =try [’YM’YSW(‘% k)} ) (38)
and similarly for other components. From the cyclicity of the trace, the Lorentz transformation of the gamma matrices
and of the Wigner function in Eq. (35), it follows that F, P, V, A, S transform respectively as a scalar, pseudo-scalar,
four-vector, axial four-vector and rank-2 tensor under Lorentz and charge, parity and time reversal transformations.

The mean values of the vector current and energy-momentum tensor are given directly as momentum integrals of
these functions:

G (@) =(Fy#0) = / ARV, k). (39)

(T () = / A VA (2, KR (40)
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where fg” is the canonical form of the energy-momentum tensor for free Dirac fields. The Wigner equation (22) can
also be written in terms of these quantities [96]. For instance, the kinetic equations for the vector and axia-vector
components read

k-V(z,k) =mF(z, k), k-A(x,k)=0. (41)

This will be used below to work out Eq. (33).

3. Polarization of fermions

We can now calculate the mean spin vector from Eq. (9) using the spin density matrix expressed through the
Wigner function as given in Eq. (34). To take advantage of the form (9) that uses the representation of Lorentz’s
group in the spin S, we use the Weyl’s representation for the U spinors [97]:

where C' = ioy and o; are the Pauli matrices. Taking advantage of the Hermiticity of ©(p), the cyclicity of the trace
and the fact that the mean spin vector is real, we obtain

§(p) =~ 5-c*ps {tes [D (6] )D5 () D (1) O(p)]

+trz [DS([p] ™) DS (Js) D5 (PO ()] "}

= — 0, {ins [D¥(ip] ) DS () D (1)) O()]
+tra [D([p]) D% (J5,) T D5 ([p) ) O (p)] } -
Plugging Eq. (34) with the representation in Eq. (42), the mean spin vector is proportional to
tro [D%([p] ") D® (J5,) D* ([p))U (0) W (, p)U (p)]
+tra [D([p) "D (J5,) T D ([p] =) TU ()W (2, p)U (p)] - (43)

Since the representation of the Lorentz transformations D*(Jg,) are related to the Dirac gamma matrices as follows:

Yy = (i/4) s, v4) = < DS((;]‘M) DS(SM)T > ; (44)

Eq. (43) is equivalent to:
ey [0() S, U )T )W+ (,p)U 9)] (45)

Reminding that when A is a 2 x 4 and B is a 4 x 2 matrix, we simply have troAB = try BA, Eq. (45) can also be
evaluated as

1 _ _
—t14 [U(p)U (p)Z5,U (DU (D)W (2, p)] (46)
which we can be further simplified as
1
Etm [(p +m)Xs, (p +m)W (:v,p)] . (47)
Finally the mean spin vector becomes
N
Bip) —
S'p) = 5 (48)

where

N#— 6“676105%‘51‘4 [(p +m)Sp, (p + M)Wy (2,)] (49)



10

and

D = try [U(p)We(z,p)U(p)] = try [(p + m)W(z,p)] . (50)

Using the decomposition in Eq. (36), but only for the particle part of the Wigner function, the traces in N* and D are
obtained using the well-known traces of gamma matrices. Taking those traces and using the relations p- A4 (z,p) =0
and p- Vy(x,p) = mFi(x,p) in Eq. (41) coming from the decomposition of the Wigner equation, we obtain

N =mAY (z,p), D =2mFi(z,p), (51)
and finally

_ 1/dZ.p Al (z,p) _ 1[dS . ptry [v#9° Wy (2,p)] (52)
2 [dY -p Fi(z,p) 2 [dX-pteg [Wyi(z,p)]

This expression can also be derived using other methods [7, 26, 32, 98]. What has been presented here is the derivation
from first principles. However, it must be stressed that the relation (52) is strictly speaking valid only for the non-
interacting case, as it was derived using the relations in Egs. (29) and (41), which are consequences of the free Dirac
equation. Corrections due to weak interactions can be obtained following the steps described above, once Eqgs. (29)
and (41) have been modified to take interactions into account. Instead the relations (5), (9) and (10) do not rely on
the non-interacting equations of motion, but as discussed above, they can only be applied when the notion of particle
is a sensible concept. To evaluate the spin polarization of A particles in heavy-ion collisions, it is convenient to choose
the freeze-out hypersurface as the domain of integration in Eq. (52), as it is where they are formed and where the
Wigner function of A is well defined.

Using known identities for the gamma matrices and the Dirac equation, one can also find equivalent forms of (52),
for instance

S*(p)

1 [ dSapMra(Sp, W (2, p))
i\ — _ = B 7
5" (p) om© P JAEapMraW (z,p) Y
or
1 Azt *, By W (2,
Su(p) _ _76%6’%1)6] Atry [{’};\ ﬁ'y} +(5L' p)] ' (54)
4 fdz)\p tra W (z,p)

While some of these have been previously obtained choosing a particular form for the spin tensor, the derivation
presented here shows that these expressions for the mean spin vector do not require the introduction of a spin tensor
and are therefore independent thereof. Indeed the Pauli-Lubanski operator defined in Eq. (2) is given in terms of
globally conserved operators that are independent of pseudo-gauge transformations. The mean spin vector in an
off-equilibrium system has been indeed found to depend on the particular form of the spin tensor [99], however this
dependence comes from the density operator contained inside the Wigner function [100].

B. Local thermodynamic equilibrium

In this section we calculate the mean spin vector of a free Dirac field at local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE)
using quantum statistical field theory at the first order in gradients of S*, the inverse four-temperature, and of ¢,
the ratio of the chemical potential to temperature. So far we have reduced the problem of evaluating the mean spin
vector to that of evaluating the axial and scalar parts of the covariant Wigner function. As the Wigner function is the
expectation value of the Wigner operator, as shown in Eq. (21), the next step is to provide the (covariant) density
operator p describing LTE.

The Zubarev’s method of the stationary Non-Equilibrium Density Operator (NEDO) [101-105] provides the frame-
work to obtain the quantum density operator describing a relativistic fluid which can be assumed to have achieved
the condition of local thermodynamic equilibrium at some stage; an updated and upgraded version of this theory can
be found in Ref. [106]. If the system achieves LTE at some initial 3D hypersurace ¥, as it is supposedly the case for
the QGP, the NEDO is obtained by maximizing the entropy S = —tr(plogp) at fixed energy-momentum density [36].
This procedure yields:

5 % exp [— [ azn, (T ()80 ) - g(xﬁ#(x))] , (55)
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where TH” is the Belinfante symmetrized energy-momentum tensor operator and 3“ a conserved current. As men-
tioned, the form of the NEDO depends on the particular form used to describe the energy-momentum tensor and the
spin tensor operators [100]. The relation between different forms of the energy-momentum tensor and the spin tensor
operator that leaves the global charges unaffected, i.e. the total four-momentum P and the angular-boost J of the
system, is called a pseudo-gauge transformation. Here we adopted the Belinfante form. This dependence disappears
at global thermal equilibrium [100] where the density operator only depends on the pseudo-gauge invariant conserved
operators ﬁ, J and @

The operators in Eq. (55) are evaluated at the initial time of the QGP phase where the degrees of freedom are the
quarks and the gluons, but we are interested in the action of this operator on the Wigner operator for hadronic fields
in Eq. (20). Instead of solving the full dynamics of interacting quantum fields, it is more convenient to write the
density matrix in terms of operators evaluated at later times, and more precisely at the time of freeze-out as done for
Egs. (19) and (52). This is simply done by applying the Gauss theorem [85, 106]

1 / . -
p=—exp|— | dX, (T*B, — "¢
Z (710) g ( )
1 _ R
= —exp |— dx, (T"8, —j*¢
T / a0 (fwv#ﬂy Eﬂv#g)} , (56)
Q

where ) is the region of space-time between ¥ (79) and X(FO). The values of 5# and ( at the freeze-out can be
obtained starting from their values at initial time 79 using hydrodynamic equations. This procedure is much simpler
than solving the dynamics of strongly interacting quantum field theory.

It can be shown [106] that the contributions from the integral over the 3D hypersurface does not increase the rate
of entropy and dissipative effects are only contained in the integral over the volume 2. The non-dissipative part of
the density operator is then

P 1
p:pLE:ZeXP

- o 2 (7B = 43“)] , (57)

and it is denoted as the local equilibrium (LE) density operator. In order to obtain the non-dissipative contributions
to the spin polarization, we first have to calculate the non-dissipative part of the Wigner function which is given by

Wi (@, k) = Tr (psiV (2, k) (58)
The exact calculation of Eq. (58) is again a difficult task. However, by taking advantage of the hydrodynamic regime

of the QGP and that correlation functions between operators evaluated at different points go rapidly to zero with
their distance, we can approximate the density operator by expanding the thermodynamic quantities as follows:

Buly) = Bu(@) + 0xBu(2)(y — 2)*,  C(y) = G(@) + r((x)(y —2)*, (59)

and we obtain

s = o | =GP + (0@ + 50T 56 (00

Z 2
@) dsuly =) G )+ | (60)
£(FO)
where
7 = [asy [ - T ) - - 0 T )| (61)
is the conserved angular momentum operator, and
Q= [ sy [w— o) T W) + (y— 2) T ()] (62)

YFro
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is a non-conserved symmetric quadrupole like operator, and we introduced the thermal shear

G = 5 OB+ Du5). (63)

Since the thermal vorticity couples to a conserved operator, a system can reach global thermal equilibrium with
non-vanishing thermal vorticity and its thermal properties are different from the usual homogeneous non vorticous
equilibrium [87, 88, 107]. The thermal shear in Eq. (60) is instead coupled to a non-conserved operator and gives rise
to off-equilibrium but non-dissipative effects.

Since both thermal vorticity and thermal shear are usually small, the non-dissipative expectation value of the
Wigner operator in Eq. (58) can be calculated with the density operator (60) using linear response theory and
standard techniques of thermal field theory. For a free Dirac field, plugging the resulting Wigner function in Eq. (52),
we obtain:

L p s -
() = 8mf2d2 pnp/ P
P tp05C
XnF(lan) |:’Zﬂpg+2t E —&o ;Ep (64)

where £ is the time direction in the laboratory frame and ny is the Fermi-Dirac phase-space distribution function:

1
exp[B-p — pgl + 17

ng = (65)
where q is the charge of the particle and p the corresponding chemical potential. We derived the first order non-
dissipative contributions to spin polarization, the first term of Eq. (64) is the polarization induced by thermal vorticity
which is the main contribution for global spin polarization, the second term is the shear induced polarization [66—
68, 108, 109], and the last one is the contribution from the gradient of fugacity [110-114], also referred as the spin
Hall eﬂect. In addition to these terms the other known non-dissipative contributions are coming from an imbalance
of chiral charges [81, 115], and is obtained including an axial charge in the density operator, and the spin polarization
induced by an external magnetic field [21, 89, 109, 114] which can also be included in the Zubarev approach [114, 116].

C. Spin hydrodynamics

Spin hydrodynamics refers to the inclusion of the spin tensor in the equations of relativistic hydrodynamics 2. To
make sense of this simple sentence it is necessary to go through some general arguments of symmetries in quantum
field theory. In general, in Minkowski space-time, the conserved currents from translation and Lorentz invariance
include the stress-energy tensor T and the angular momentum-boost current:

j\u,ku _ x)xfpﬂ . xufp)\ +§;L,/\u.

where S is the so-called spin tensor, which is anti-symmetric in the last two indices. Indeed, the stress-energy and
the spin tensor are not unique and can be changed by means of a so-called pseudo-gauge transformation [117, 118]:

Fe — w4 Ly, (B0 — B )
2
§/A,pu — S\A,,LW _ 3\)\71“’7 (66)
where ® is a rank-three tensor field antisymmetric in the last two indices (often referred to as superpotential). In

Minkowski space-time, the newly defined tensors preserve the total energy, momentum, and angular momentum
(herein expressed in Cartes1an coordinates):

/ s, T, T = /E s, T, (67)

2 In this subsection we define AMU = guv — upuy with u# being the fluid velocity. For a rank-2 tensor A*”, we introduce the short hand
notation A<HV> = (1/2)[A“°‘A”B + A“BA”‘)‘]AQ,{; — (I/S)A‘“’(AO‘BAM;).



13

as well as the conservation equations
VI =0, VJENY =T T +V,8" =0, (68)

The pseudo-gauge freedom makes it possible to make the spin tensor vanishing and, at the same time, to symmetrize
the stress-energy tensor operator; such choice is known as Belinfante pseudo-gauge or Belinfante stress-energy tensor.
One of the main questions is whether the spin tensor has some physical meaning in Minkowski space-time or, in other
words, whether the pseudo-gauge invariance can be broken by some measurement in flat space-time. This question is
similar to the better known gauge-independence in classical electromagnetism, where only the fields have a physical
meaning and not the potentials. This issue has been the subject of investigations [100, 119] and the conclusion was
that while operators cannot depend on the pseudo-gauge, quantum states can and, particularly, the local equilibrium
density operator (57) is not pseudo-gauge invariant. Therefore, in principle, the mean spin polarization vector or
any other mean value is affected by the superpotential and the particular spin tensor. For the spin polarization, the
formula including the spin potential associated to the spin tensor, for instance, has been worked out in Ref. [99].
These considerations have spurred the quest of extending conventional hydrodynamics, where only the stress-energy
tensor is conserved, to include the conservation of angular momentum-boost current with a generic spin tensor:

0,0" =0,
O P = 0,
duj* = 0. (69)
where:
JreB — po@rB _ phgre 4 gral (70)

In the above equations the symbols are meant to be mean values of quantum operators, e.g. O* = Tr(ﬁf””); O is
the mean stress-energy tensor, J**? the mean total angular momentum current, S#*? the mean spin tensor and j*
a mean abelian current such as e.g. baryon number current.

Over the past few years, various approaches have been proposed to construct the spin hydrodynamics, such as
the entropy current analysis [14-46, 57-59, 64, 65], the kinetic approach [26, 30, 34, 38, 39, 43, 47-51, 60-63], the
effective field theory [52, 53], and the effective Lagrangian method [10, 41]. For recent reviews, we refer the readers
to Refs. [20, 42, 55, 56, 120] and references therein.

As we have emphasized above, the spin tensor is not uniquely defined and can be changed with pseudo-gauge
transformations. Therefore, different pseudo-gauge choices give rise to different forms of the spin hydrodynamics: the
canonical[44, 59, 121], Belinfante [45] , Hilgevoord-Wouthuysen (HW) [63, 122] , de Groot-van Leeuwen-van Weert
(GLW) [95, 123] forms. So far, no compelling theoretical argument has been found as to which pseudo-gauge is
physical and the debate is ongoing [45, 49, 61, 99, 100, 124, 125].

Here, we discuss spin hydrodynamics in the canonical form, meaning that we assume the spin tensor to be that
obtained from the Lagrangian by means of the Noether’s theorem. The canonical energy-momentum tensor can be
further decomposed into a symmetric (s) and an anti-symmetric (a) parts,

Y14 N2
O = O + O, (71)

From Egs. (69), (70) and (71) we obtain
0 SO = —2@’(‘:). (72)

Similar to the conventional hydrodynamics, the constitutive relations for ©#” and j* can be written as:

M = (e+pufu” — pg"”
FhPu 4 B T
+q"'u” — q"u" + M,
i* = nut + ¥, (73)

where e, p,n,u” are the energy density, pressure, number density and fluid velocity, respectively. The heat flow h*,
viscous tensor 7#*¥ and diffusion current v* are conventional dissipative quantities in the first order of the gradient
expansion which satisfy u-h = u - v = u,m" = 0, while the first order terms ¢* and ¢*” are related to spin degrees
of freedom.



14

In general, not even the canonical spin tensor S*?¥ is uniquely defined. For example, here are two equivalent
Lagrangian density for free Dirac fields,

Ly = Y(iv-0—m),

1— . 1— .
Ly = S0(iv- 0 —m)p — 5Py 9 —m)o. (74)
By applying Noether’s theorem, the corresponding rank-3 spin tensor operators are
QALY 1* v
S = i N, (75)
JApY 1* v
S = Uil T (76)

where $;* is antisymmetric only with respect to p and v, while S3* is antisymmetric for all three indices. In
principle, one can derive the expectation value Si\fg” in kinetic theory [61-63, 123, 126] or statistical field theory

[54, 85, 100]. An alternative method to derive SV is to map the tensor structure of hydrodynamical variables to
operators mentioned above, as, e.g., in Refs.[44, 45, 59]. Due to the symmetry, we have

apv
SPH = weSHY 4 xen,

S2ozuu — XK + ub §re 4 uY SoH 4 Zayu7 (77)

where the rank-2 tensor S*” denotes the spin density and the tensor X" satisfies u,2“*" = 0. In this review,
we follow Refs. [44, 45] and adopt the spin tensor Sf‘ " For convenience, we will omit the subscript ”71” and set
A — gAY For other choices, see Refs. [19, 59, 125] and references therein.

The spin density S*” is not a conserved quantity, but we can assume that the decay of S*” is as slow as the
characteristic time scale of conventional hydrodynamics. The analytic solutions to spin hydrodynamics in both
Bjorken and Gubser flows are consistent with this assumption. In this sense, the spin density S*¥ plays the same role
as the number density n. Then the Gibbs-Duhem relation in spin hydrodynamics can be generalized to

e+p="Ts~+ pun+ wu,S", (78)

where T', s and p are the temperature, entropy density and chemical potential, respectively, and w,,, is defined as the
spin potential. The corresponding thermodynamical relations read 3,

de = Tds+ pdn + w,,dS",
dp = sdT + ndp+ S"dw,,,. (79)

Now let us briefly discuss the power counting scheme. The spin density S#* can be in the same order as the number
density n, which corresponds to the case that a large part of particles are polarized in the system. The correction
wuyS* in Eq. (78) must be quantum and at the next-to-leading order in the space-time gradient. Therefore we
assume

S~ O(1), wyw ~ 0(9), ZM ~ 0(0). (80)

In contrast, a different power counting scheme is chosen in Refs.[44, 59]: S* ~ O(9), wy, ~ O(9), T ~ O(8?).
By taking u,0,0"" = pd - j, it is straightforward to get the entropy production rate [44, 45],

0,88, = (h“ - e?w) [a#; + %(u : a)u#}
v

1
+T8Mu,, + T(b“”(auu,, + 2wwj)

“ 1
—s—% [Ta“T — (u-9)uy, + 4wwu”} +0(0%), (81)

3 It should be pointed out that recently these relations have been studied within a quantum statistical framework and found not to hold
in general [127].
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m
where St

constitutive relations [44, 45],

is the entropy current density. The second law of thermodynamics 0,8k, > 0 leads to the first order

can —

T T o [ L — (-
h m— KA {T(?VT (w-)uy |, (82)
ﬂ"u'l/ — 2,}78</Lul/> _ Cauuﬂ7 (83)
1
¢ = AAW [TGVT—F (u-Ou, — 4wmu°‘] , (84)
o = s o, (5) -0, (4) + 5] e

where the heat conductivity x, shear viscosity 7, and bulk viscosity ( also exist in conventional hydrodynamics, but
A and v, are new coefficients corresponding to the coupling of the spin and orbital angular momentum. All these
coefficients are positive quantities

H7’7ﬂ<7)‘7,78 > 0. (86)

As the system approaches a global equilibrium, we have 0,8%,
conditions [85, 100],

5, (1;) +a, (?) 0, (87)

W = —%TA”"A”" EX (%") — 8, (%ﬂ = —%TQ’“’. (88)

= 0 in Eq.(81), leading to the well-known killing

and

The condition in Eq. (87) agrees with the one in conventional hydrodynamics, which gives the general solution to the
fluid velocity at global equilibrium, u* = T'(b* + a**z,), where b* and the anti-symmetric tensor a*” are constants.
The condition in Eq. (88) tells us that the spin potential is proportional to the thermal vorticity tensor Q*” in the
global equilibrium, consistent with the analysis from quantum statistic theory [85, 100]. We also notice that in the
global equilibrium we have ¢*, ¢*¥ = 0, so O*" is symmetric. In general, cross terms between different dissipative
currents may also exist due to Onsager’s relation [64, 128] which are neglected for simplicity. One can use acceleration
equations for the fluid velocity in the leading order, (u - d)u* = (1/T)A* 9, T + O(9?), to rewrite ¢* in Eq. (84) as
[44, 129, 130]

2AR 9, p
H— - r 4 2
q" = A < Py dw uy) + 0(9%). (89)

The entropy production rate of spin hydrodynamics can also be derived by quantum statistical theory [127].

We can take the linear mode analysis [131-134] for the first-order spin hydrodynamics with constitutive relations
(82)-(89). The linear mode analysis can give causality conditions. It is found that the first-order spin hydrodynamics
is acausal and unstable [135]. There are two ways to construct causal hydrodynamics. One way is to add the second
order corrections to the dissipative terms, e.g. the Miller-Israel-Stewart (MIS) theory [136, 137] or extended MIS
theory [138]. Recently, the second-order spin hydrodynamics similar to MIS theory has been introduced [65] by using
the entropy principle. Another way is called Bemfica-Disconzi-Noronha-Kovtun (BDNK) theory [139-144], which is
a first-order casual hydrodynamical theory in general (fluid) frames. The analysis for the casual spin hydrodynamics
in the first order similar to BDNK theory can be found in Ref. [145]. Here we concentrate on the minimal causal spin
hydrodynamics proposed in Refs. [56, 135] with h* = v# = 0. Then Eqgs. (84) and (85) can be extended as,

TqA’“W%qV +q* = AT 'A*9,T
+(u - d)ut — 4w, ], (90)
Ty A AP %qsaﬂ + ¢ = 2y, TAFPAYC
Yo\ _ Up Yoo
X[GP(T) a”(T)+2T]’ (01)

where 7, and 74 are positive relaxation times for ¢* and ¢** respectively. It is found that stability conditions derived
in the small and large wavelength limits cannot guarantee the stability of the system for finite wavelength [135].
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Therefore, the linear stability of the minimal causal spin hydrodynamics remains uncertain. The analysis beyond
linear modes may provide an answer to the stability problem in general cases.

Let us briefly discuss analytic solutions to the spin hydrodynamics. In conventional relativistic hydrodynamics, the
Bjorken’s [146] and Gubser’s solutions[147, 148] are widely used. In the Bjorken’s flow, the fluid velocity is given by
ugjorken = (t/7,0,0,z/7) with 7 = v/t? — 22 being the proper time. The system in the Bjokren’s flow is assumed to be
homogeneous in transverse plane, and therefore, all macroscopic quantities depend on the proper time 7 only. For the
spin hydrodynamics, we consider the simplest equations of states for the relativistic fluid, e = 3p and S*¥ = a, T?w"¥
with a; being a constant. The former is the equation of state for the ideal gas, while the latter is in analogy with the
equation of state for the number density as the function of the chemical potential in the high temperature limit. As
the initial time, we assume that the fluid velocity is in the Bjorken form ugjorken and all thermodynamic quantities
are functions of 7 only. Then we search for those configurations of w*” that can keep the initial Bjorken velocity
ugjorken unchanged. To keep the whole system boost invariant in later time, only w®? is allowed to be nonzero at the

initial time. Eventually, the analytic solution for the spin density is [149]

2 2
S¥ (1) = a1w6”yT02 (?) exp {_ Y7o (7—2 — 1)} + .y (92)

ang’ 75

2

where the subscript “0” stands for the quantities at the initial time 7y, and “...” stands for corrections from viscous
tensors and other second order terms. We notice that the typical time behavior for S*¥ is ~ 71 similar to that for
the number density in the Bjorken flow. Therefore, the assumption that the spin density can be approximated as a
hydrodynamical variable holds. The discussion for the analytic solutions to the spin hydrodynamics in the Gubser’s
flow can be found in Ref. [150]. We also refer the readers to the studies of the spin hydrodynamics in expanding
backgrounds with the Bjorken’s [151, 152] and Gubser’s [51] flows.

We now briefly discuss the spin hydrodynamic in Belinfante’s form. As we mentioned, the choice of the angular
momentum and energy momentum tensor is not unique and subject to the pseudo-gauge transformation characterized
by an arbitrary tensor KM = — K#\

J,uya — J[LUO( + 8p(x1/Kp,uo¢ _ $06Kpp.l/) ,
T = " + O KM . (93)

In Belinfante’s form, K is chosen as

1
I = S(SM — 4 5, (94)
which leads to
Jha =" Tpg — 2 Thy . (95)

We see that the angular momentum tensor in Eq. (95) does not contain the spin tensor. Inserting Eq. (94) into Eq.
(93), we obtain [45],

Thy = (e+p+ de)utu” — pgh”
+(h* 4+ A u” + (hY + 6hY )ut + 7t + oY | (96)
where
de = u,055°7,
Sh* = %Agmsﬂ + %upsp)‘a,\u“ :

1

O = A(uTIS"R) = 2ON(uTS) A, (97)

are the corrections from the spin part to conventional hydrodynamical variables. We see in Eq. (96) that T*" becomes
symmetric in Belinfante’s form.

III. SPIN ALIGNMENT OF VECTOR MESONS

The spin alignment of vector mesons (SAV) in the direction of the global orbital angular momentum in heavy-ion
collisions was first proposed by Liang and Wang in 2005 [72]. The SAV is characterized by a deviation of pgg, the
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00-component of the spin density matrix, from 1/3. The first attempt to measure the global SAV was made by
the STAR collaboration in 2008 but failed to find non-vanishing signals within statistical errors [73]. The ALICE
collaboration at the Large Hadron Collider measured the global SAV of K** and ¢ vector mesons at the collision
energy 2.76 TeV [153]. It was found that pgy < 1/3 for K** and ¢ at low transverse momenta at the level of 30 and
20 respectively. Recently the STAR collaboration finally measured non-vanishing global SAV of ¢ mesons at collision
energies from 11.5 GeV to 62.4 GeV with significant deviations of pgg from 1/3 [75]. In contrast, the values of pgg for
K*0 are consistent with 1/3.

In this section, we will give an overview on theoretical models for the SAV and how to understand experimental
measurements by these models. These models are based on quantum kinetic or transport theory for spin transport
processes [25-28, 30-35, 37] in terms of Wigner functions. For recent reviews on quantum kinetic or transport theory,
see, e.g., Refs. [29, 30] , for recent reviews on SAV, see, e.g., Refs. [154—156].

The definition of two-point Green’s functions G and ¥ in this section differs by a factor i = v/—1 from the usual
one in quantum field theory, which are related by G = iG and % = iX.

A. Spin density matrix and angular distribution of decay daughters

The spin ensemble of a particle system can be described by the spin density matrix

p= Zpi i) (il (98)

where |1;) is the normalized spin state of the particle and P; is the probability on the spin state satisfying », P; = 1.
The spin density matrix for the spin-S particle is a (25 + 1) x (25 + 1) Hermitian matrix with positive eigenvalues
and unity trace. From these conditions the number of independent real variables is 45(S + 1). For examples, the
numbers of independent real variables for spin-1/2 and spin-1 particles are 3 and 8 respectively.

The spin density matrix for the spin-1/2 particle can be put into the form

1

2(1+P~0'), (99)

p =
where o = (04,0y,0.) are Pauli matrices and P = (P,, P,, P.) is the spin polarization vector. So we confirm that
the number of independent real variables for the spin-1/2 particle is 3 represented by three components of P. The
spin density matrix for the spin-1 particle is

P11 P10 P1,-1 P11 PO1 Ptm
p=1| por poo po—1 | =1 por poo P |. (100)
P-1,1 P-1,0 P-1,-1 P-1,1 P-1,0 P-1,—1

which satisfies p = p’ and Trp = 1. From these conditions one can immediately see that the diagonal elements p1,
poo and p_j 1 are real parameters. The spin density matrix (100) can be decomposed into a vector and a tensor part
as

1 3

where ¥; (i = 1,2,3 or z,y, z) are three spin matrices with their corresponding coefficients P; representing three
components of the spin polarization vector P, 3;; = X;; are five traceless matrices, and their coeflicients T;; = T;
form a traceless rank-2 tensor [156]. The matrices X; are defined as

1 010 1 0 —i 0 10 0
Si=— (101, Sa=—(i 0 =], s5=(00 0 (102)
V2\ 010 V2\o i o 00 1
One can verify that the commutators of ¥; follow those of angular momenta, [¥;,3;] = i€;;pX,. The matrices ¥;;

can be expressed by ¥; as

1 2
Yij = §(Eizj +X;%) - 5151'1* (103)
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The coefficients P; can be extracted by P; = Tr(p3;) as

P, =V2Re(p_1,0 + po1)s

Py =V2Im(p_1,0 + po1),

P, =p11 — p-1,-1, (104)
using the property Tr(3;X,;) = 0. The coefficients T;; with ¢ # j can also be extracted in the same way, T;; =
Tr(pX;),

T2 =Imp_1 1,

1
To3 :\ﬁ Im(po1 — p—1,0),

1
T35, =—= R — p_ . 105
31 \@ e(Pm 4 1,0) ( )

But it is not possible to extract 711, To2 and T33 in the same way since Tr(32;;3%,;) # 0. They can only be determined
directly from p_1 1, p11 + p—1,—1 and the traceless condition for 7;;. The results read

1 1
T =5 (poo - 3> +Rep_1,1,

1
T33 = — (Poo - 3> . (106)

It is known that K*9 and ¢ vector mesons decay mainly into pseudoscalar mesons through strong interaction which
respect parity symmetry

KO Kt +77, (~100%),
¢ =Kt + K=, (~49%), (107)

where the percentages inside brackets are branching ratios. The lifetime of K** mesons is about 4 fm/c while that of
¢ mesons is about 45 fm/c, so most of K** mesons decay inside the fireball and suffer from in-medium effects such as
rescattering and regeneration [157]. In contrast, ¢ mesons are expected to freeze-out early and may not suffer much
from in-medium effects. In decay channels (107), decay mothers are spin-1 particles while decay daughters are scalar
particles, these decays are in P-wave with the orbital angular momentum L = 1. The decay amplitude of the ¢ meson,
for example, can be put into the form

(KT, K~ | M]|g;8.) = Y15.(6,¢), (108)
where S, = 0, 1 is the spin quantum number in the spin quantization direction z, Y7 g_ (6, ¢) is the spherical harmonic
function Yz with L =1 and M = S, and (0, ¢) denotes the polar and azimuthal angle of one decay daughter K+

or K~ in the rest frame of the ¢ meson. Suppose that the ¢ meson is in the spin state S, with the probability Pg_,
the angular distribution of the daughter particle can be written as [158]

dN
=5 = 2P (KT K| Mlg: 5.)[°
Sz

— (K* K| M|6;.8:1) (65 5:1] p |65 Sa2) (65 Sao| MT K K)

S21,5z22

= Z pSz17Sz2Y17Szl(9’QO)Y;:SZQ(97SO)7 (109)
521,522

where ps,, 5., = (¢;5:1|p|@; Ss2) is the spin density matrix. Here we have generalized the expression with the
probability Pg, to that with the spin density matrix pgs,, 5.,. With Y7 11 = F+/3/87sin fe*™? and Yo = /3 /47 cos ),
we obtain the explicit form of Eq. (109)
dN 3
— =—11- —1)cos? 6
a9 3. [(1 = poo) + (3poo — 1) cos
— (Ty1 — Tog) sin? 0 cos(2) — 2T}5 sin? 0 sin(2¢)
—2T57 sin(20) cos ¢ — 2753 sin(26) sin ] , (110)
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which is a normalized distribution satisfying [ dQ(dN/d)) = 1. We see that the angular distribution only depends
on the tensor part of the spin density matrix, which is the consequence of the parity symmetry in strong interaction.
So five parameters of T;; can be measured via the angular distribution of the daughter particle. Due to statistics in
experiments, it is impossible to measure all five parameters. Instead, by integrating over the azimuthal angle, one is
left with the polar angle distribution

dN
dcos@

= Z [(1 = poo) + (3poo — 1) cos® 6], (111)

V —scalars

which depends on pgp only. If pgg = 1/3, the polar angle distribution is constant, implying that three spin states
are equally populated. If pgg # 1/3, the polar angle distribution has a cos? f dependence, implying that three spin
states are not equally populated and there is a spin alignment along the spin quantization direction. For pgg = 1/3,
the S, = 0 state is occupied with more/less probability and the polar angle distribution is donut-like/peanut-like.
Therefore the spin alignment of the vector meson can be measured via the polar angle distribution of its daughter
particle in its rest frame.

The vector meson can also have di-lepton decays to ete™ or utu~ through electromagnetic interaction. Unlike
its decay to pseudoscalar mesons, the daughters in di-lepton decays are spin-1/2 particles. The helicity amplitude
is normally used to express the angular distribution of the decay daughter with spin in a general two-body decay
A — 14 2. The decay amplitude can be written as

M(Sz>>\la)‘2): <pa)‘17>\2|M‘S7SZ>' (112)

Here |5, S.) is the spin state of A with S and S, being the spin quantum number and that in the spin quantization
direction z, and |p, A1, \2) is the helicity state of daughter particles, where A; and Ay are the helicity of particle 1
and 2 respectively, p = |p|p is the momentum of particle 1 in the rest frame of the mother particle, and p is the unit
vector of the direction (6, ¢). Then the angular distribution of the daughter particle can be put into the form

N
— X Z Z pSzl,Sng(Szla)\laAQ)M*(Sz2;A1,)\2)

A1,A2 521,522

25 +1 2
= H(S; M, A
Y HS )]
A1,A2
S

X Y psasa DS o (BIDS) 5,y (R). (113)

521,822
where Dgsi S.o (R) is the Wigner rotation matrix with S, = —S,—S+1,---, S, R represents the rotation from the spin

quantization direction z to the direction p as a function of Euler angles R(a, 8,7) = R(p,0,—p), and H(S; A1, \2)
denotes the helicity amplitude of the decay.

We can apply Eq. (113) to J/¢» — 171~ with [ being e or pu. In the massless limit of the lepton, we have
A1 =—Xy=+1/2 and Ay — A2 = £1. So Eq. (113) can be written as

dN 3
o HG1/2, -1/ Y pss. DS (R)DS), 4 (R)

Zl 1 z )
dQ Sz1,Sz2 :
3 . X
+E|H(1;*1/Q’ 1/2)? Z pszl,sz2D(fl —1(R)D(sz)2,_1(R)
Sz1,5z2
3
:—ﬂ_ |H(SA; 1/2771/2 Z PS.1 .5.0€ S21—S22)¢
SthzQ
1 1 1 1
x A 10, 1 (0) +dS, (), ,(0)], (110

where we have used one property of helicity amplitude |H (S; A1, )\2)|2 = |H(S; =\, —)\2)|2, and the Wigner rotation
matrix for S =1,

1 _71 z z 1
DY), (R) = e7i5a=S20eq) o (0), (115)

with dgz)l s.,(0) being given by

14-cos @ sinf@ 1—cos6

1 sin 6 sin 6
d(Sz)lsZQ (9) = V2 cos  — V2 ) (116)
1—cosf sin 6 1+cos@
2

V2 2
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where the order of S, is (1,0, —1) fro the first row/column to the third row/column. Then the polar angle distribution
has the explicit form

dN
dcosf

OO\OJ

[(1+ poo) + (1 = 3poo) cos® ] . (117)

V —dilepton

One can compare the above distribution for the di-lepton decay with that for the pseudoscalar meson decay in Eq.
(111): the main difference is that the coefficient of cos? # has an opposite sign.

B. Green’s functions for vector mesons in CTP formalism

The Lagrangian density for unflavored vector mesons with spin-1 and mass my reads

1 v m%/ I3 L
L= —FuF" + SF A A — A5, (118)

where A*(z) is the real vector field for the meson, F),, = 9,4, — 0,A,, is the field strength tensor, and j* is the
source coupled to A*(x). The vector field satisfies the Proca equation

(07 + m3,) A'(z) — 019, A" (z) = j* (=), (119)

following the Euler-Lagrange equation.
The quantized form of the vector field is

Z / 271'32EV

A=0,%1

x [\ p)av (A, p)e™ " + e (A p)al, (A, p)e™ | (120)

where pt = (E]‘J/7 p) is the on-shell momentum of the vector meson, EX = /|p|?> + m$, is the vector meson’s energy, A

denotes the spin state, a(\, p) and af (), p) are annihilation and creation operators respectively, and e*(\, p) represents
the polarization vector obeying the following relations

pMEH()\,p) = 07
6()\713)'6*()\/,13) = 75>\)\’7

LoV
S ple (p) = - (g - 8. (121)
14

where p* is on-shell. One can check that the quantum field A* defined in Eq. (120) is Hermitian, A* = A#f. The
annihilation and creation operators satisfy the commutator

[av(0,p), al, (V. p)] = Grn2E) (27)%6) (b — p). (122)

The non-equilbrium phenomena are known as the initial value problems: given the system’s state at the initial
time and find how the system evolves in later time. The elegant tool to solve these problems is the closed-time-path
(CTP) formalism invented by Schwinger and later developed by Mahanthappa [159, 160] and Keldysh [161], see e.g.
Refs.[94, 162-165] for reviews on the CTP formalism.

The two-point Green’s function on the CTP is defined as

Gorp(e1,w2) = (ToA (1) A (22)) (123)

where (---) denotes the ensemble average and T denotes time order operator on the CTP contour. We can put
Grp(x1, x2) in a matrix form as

GHV(.Tl xg) Gi“’(xl 1'2)
% _ F ’ < ’
Gerp(T1,22) = < G (21, 22) G%”(thg) ) (124)
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depending on whether the field A* lives on the positive or negative time branch. The four elements of Gfp are

G (x1,22) = GV (21,22)
= 0(t1 —ta) (A*(x1) A" (22))

+0(ta — t1) (AY (x2) A (21))
G (21,m2) = GL (21, 22) = (A" (22) A (21)),
G (x1,m2) = G (@1, 22) = (A¥(21) A" (x2)),
G (x1,22) = G (21,72)
= O(t2 — t1) (A*(21) A" (22))
(b1 — t) (A (29) AP (1)) . (125)

From the constraint Gz’ + G’ = G + GL, only three of them are independent. In the so-called physical represen-
tation [162, 166, 167], three independent two-point Green’s functions are

G (x1,22) = (G — G (w1, x2),
G (x1,m2) = (G — GE") (w1, x2),
Géy($1,$2) = Gilj(l‘laq’?) +Giy(.’1f1,l'2), (126)

where the subscripts 7 A” and ” R” denote the advanced and retarded Green’s function respectively. The two-point
Green’s functions in Egs. (125-126) can be used to express any two-point functions defined on the CTP contour. Note
that the definition of two-point Green’s functions in Eqs. (123) and (125) differs from the usual one in quantum field
theory by an i = v/—1 factor.

Normally one can make Fourier transform with respect to the relative position y = 1 — x5 for the two-point function
G(x1,x2) to obtain the corresponding Wigner function

G(z,p) = /d4y ePYG (w1, 13), (127)

where G(z1,x2) can be any two-point function in Egs. (125) and (126). One immediately derive from Eq. (126)

G (x,p) — G (z,p) = GE (2, p) — G (x, p). (128)
Using the property [é%’ (z, p)] = C?Z“ (z,p) and assuming Gy = G4, one can define the spectra function
» 1~ 1~
P (2,p) = ——ImGy (2, p) = —ImGy" (2, p), (129)

through which G&” and G can be expressed as

Giy(xvp) :277/)‘“’(1'71)) [1 + nB(pO)] )
Giy(‘r7p) i27‘(’[0’“’(1’7p)n3(p0)7
GY'(z,p) _1+np(po) _ g
: - — Ppo_ 130
GFzp) ~ mplm) 150

The above relations are general and valid for free and interacting fields in local equilibrium. In terms of the spectral
density (129), G';’4 can be expressed as

, M (z,w,p)
G,uv - _ d 14 [ad)
dw 1

=] omiw—poTic (G (z,w,p) — G (z,w,p)]. (131)

Let us use the quantized form of the vector field (120) to express G’ (z,p) in terms of the matrix valued spin
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dependent distribution (MVSD) [78]
G2 (ap) = [ dly e (A () A )

=27 Z 5 p me {9 ) (A1, p) € (/\2,p)f>‘\/1>\2($»p)
A1 A2
+ 9(—])0)6“* ()\la _p) €’ ()‘27 _p) [6)\2)\1 + f)‘\/z)\l (l‘,]ﬁ)} }
+0(fv), (132)

where p" = (E,, p) and p* = (E,, —p) are on-shell momenta, and f)‘\;\1 is the MVSD defined as

f,{/l,\z(x,p) E/%5(p_u)e—iu.z
X <a;r/ ()\2,1)—%) ay <A17p+g)>. (133)

One can check that fY , (z,p) is Hermitian: [fY . (z,p)]" = fY.,(z,p). We have neglected in Eq. (132) gradient
terms of the MVSD including off-shell terms. In unpolarized system, fY , (z,p) is diagonal, fY \ (z,p) = fv .,
so G (z,p) in Eq. (132) becomes

v v P'P”
GY” mpz—?wZép—m <g“ —2)

m
>\1 A2 v

x {0(0°) fv (2, p) + 0(=p") [1 + fv (2, —p)]} + O(0), (134)

where p = (po, p)-
We can extract the particle’s contribution from G£”(z,p) in Eq. (132) by

WH (x, p) h/ dpoGY’ (,p)

= > e (M,p) € (A2, p) fon, (@, P)- (135)

A1,A2

Obviously we have p, W = 0 with p* = (E,, p). The Wigner function W"(x, p) can be decomposed into the scalar,
polarization and tensor components as [168]

1
W — —gA’“’S + W) 4o (136)

where A" is the projector, and Wl and T#" are the polarization and tensor components respectively

ARV —ghv _ prp”

p*’
1% 1 v v, 1 1%
T" =§(W“ +W “)+§N S,
1
Wil =5 (W — W), (137)

Note that W¥¥] is anti-symmetric and 7 is symmetric for ju <+ v. Using f)‘\/l)\2 = pax. Tr(fv) and the decomposition
in Eq. (101), we can identify

S =Trf,
X .
W =STa(f) 3 e ()€ (Ao, p) PiES .
A1,A2
T =Tr(f) > € (A, p) e (A2, p) T, 5% - (138)

A1,A2
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We can verify that gu,,W[F“’] and g, T are all vanishing due to Tr3; = Tr¥;; = 0. We can extract pgp — 1/3 which
is called the spin alignment by the contraction of W*” with

1
L*(p) = " (0,p) € (0,p) + Z A, (139)

The result is [169]

Ly (p)WH” _ foo(z, p) 21 = poo — 1
_AMUW’W(va) Trfv 3 Y

(140)

We see that the spin density matrix py,a, can be extracted from W using (135).

C. Dyson-Schwinger equations in CTP formalism

The Dyson-Schwinger equation on the CTP for the vectcor meson reads
le(l'hlfg) = Gfree(l‘l,lfg)
/ d*zzdiry GRS (21, 73)
c

xYos (T3, 24)GP (24, T2),
G"(x1,29) = Gieo(r1,22)

+/ d4$3d4l‘4 G#a(l‘l,l‘g,)
C

XEaﬁ(xs,u)GgZe(m,xz)a (141)

where G*¥ (21, x2) is the full Green’s function and G (z1,22) the free one, ¥o5(x3, 24) is the self-energy which will

be given later. All two-point functions are defined on the CTP but we suppress the ’'CTP’ index in all of them for
notational simplicity. The integrals over x3 and x4 are taken on the CTP contour, which can be expressed as

/ dhe — {ftzo d*z, To € [td, +00] (142)
c

— ftzo d*z, g € [ty ,+09)
where f tzo d*z is the ordinary space-time integral. The free Green’s function satisfies

H @) Gl w2) = H) @) Gl (o1, 32) = 80 1p (@1 — 22)9™ (143)
where H ;))(ffl) is the differential operator acting on x;

H)(21) = (0,000, +mi gy — 0,051 (144)

1T

The delta-function on the CTP is defined as

Shp (1 — @) =0crp (29 — 23)6@ (%) — x3)

)
)

(29 — 29)0® (x1 — %), 90(1),908 € [tg,+00]
_ —5(30‘1) —29)68) (x1 — x2), 29,29 € [to ,+00] (145)
0, 2,25 on

different branches

The minus sign in derp (2 — 29) when 29 and 29 are on the negative time branch comes from the integral

o0 (o)
/ dx?éch(x? — 338) :/+ d.’L’?éCTP(.’E? — xg) — / dm?éch(x(l) — :cg)
c t =

0 0

=— / daSorp (2] — 29) = 1. (146)
t

0
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Applying H})(x1) and H)(z2) to Eq. (141) and using Eq. (143), we obtain
H) ()G (a1, 2) = i0p (11 — 22)g™
+i/ da’ 22 (z1,2)G (2!, 29),
c
H) (20) G (21, 29) = idgl%P(xl — x9)gh
+i/ dz’ G (zy, 2 ) S N2 a). (147)
c

The above equations are in the CTP form: all functions are defined on the CTP. We can rewrite them into normal

forms for four different cases that (z9,29) are on different time-branches. This results in matrix form equations

G#”(Il 1‘2) le(l‘l 3?2)
A F ’ < ’
Hji (1) (G‘;”(xl,xg) G%V(l'l,l'g)

— ( g oW (- w2) 0 )

0 —g" oW (zy — x3)
Y (1, 2) =X2 (71,2)
- 4/ F.« ’ <,x )
v fas <Eéya<x1,x'> -5}, (e1,2')
G (a',x9) G¥ (2!, 2)
<Gav(x ) G%V(I,/’IQ) ) (148)

and
G'uy(Il 562) G'uu(.fcl 1’2)
A F ’ < ’
H, (x2) ( G2 (1, 22) G (1, 2)

= q (9M5(4)($1 — T3) 0 )

0 —g" W (21 — x3)
. G (xq, ) G’“a(:rl ')
4 1 I ) )
“/ @ (Gi“(xl, 2) G (a2
SEMa! xg) SN2, x0)
(e} ) k) 14
v z“<x',az2>> e

where all integrals and functions are normal ones. We multiply the unitary transformation matrix U from the left
and U~! from the right to Eqs. (148) and (149), where U and U~! are defined as

U—\%(}_ll),Ul—\%<lli)—UT. (150)

The resulting equations are

0 SH X G
! A,p
+/dx <Egp*G’;{ Egp*GP”+z *Gé”>(xl’x2)’ (151)

y 0 G#P
—ZH (w2) (Gup Gup > (w1, 22)

01\ .
= (3 8) s -2

0 GY  * 3
! A,p A
* /dw ( Gl +S0 Gl RSP Gl S ) (r1,22); 1
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where we used the shorthand notation Oy x O (1, 23) = O1(x1,2")O3(2’, 23) for O = G, ¥ and the formula
0 Oa _ Or O< -1
(OR OC)_U(O> Or v
O4 0 Or —Oc¢ 1
(98 - u(% 5:)um 5

O —-Ox
The off-diagonal elements of Eqgs. (151) and (152) give Dyson-Schwinger equations for retarded and advanced
two-point Green’s functions

—iH“p(xl)G’;;/A(a:l, zg) =g" 6 (21 — x2) + /dx’Z’é/A,p * G’}'%V/A(xl, Ta),
—iH"(22) G 4 (w1, 29) =g" 8 (w1 — w2) + / dx'Ghy % S0 4 (@1, 2s). (154)

We see that retarded or advanced two-point functions are always together: there is no mixing between retarded and
advanced two-point functions. The ¢g"” term indicates that retarded or advanced two-point functions are off-shell
functions in principle. For free particles without interaction or in a homogeneous system, two-point Green’s functions
only depend on the distance between two points. In this case the retarded and advanced two-point Green’s functions
in momentum space read [169]

G s freeP) = =1 ! 9" — LS
R/A free p? —m3 +isgn(po)e mi )’
N
G%V/A(p) 2 2 ~TZ - ;
b —=my, — ER/A(p) + zsgn(po)e
—IAHY PV
B +i 22 (155)

; 2.2
P =i, — Sk 4(p) Eisgnlpo)e | M
where ¢ is a small positive number, ig/%(p) = —iEg’/%(p) are retarded and advanced self-energies in momentum

space for transverse and longitudinal modes, and A%, are projectors for transverse and longitudinal modes defined
as

LV
JAN- g,uoguO T g,uv + PP ’
’ p/?
AR AR AR (156)

where p* = (po, p) is off-shell and p# = (0, p). One can verify that p, A} = p, A7 =0.

D. Kinetic equations

The "12” element of the matrix equation (148) gives the equation for G2 (z1, z2) as

Hup($1)G<’py($1,iL’2)
= i/d4:c' [Zﬁ)p(xl,x')Gf(x',xg) fEi’p(zl,x')G%'(m/,xQ)]
= i/d4x' {Zé’p(xl,x')G“p”(x',xg) —l—EZ’p(xl,x')fo(x’,xQ)} . (157)

The companion equation with H)(x2)G<*"(x1,22) can be read out from the 12 element of Eq. (149), which can also
be obtained from Eq. (157) by the replacement in the right-hand-side: ¥ <+ G. The integrals in Eq. (157) are all of
the type

I(z1,22) z/d4x’01(x1,m’)02(m’,x2)

o0 1 1
=/ d*y' O, (y -y, X+ 23/) 0- (y’,X - §(y - y’)) , (158)

— 00
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where we have expressed a two-point function in terms of the distance and center position of the two space-time

coordinates, and we have used following variables for distances and center positions for I(z1,x2), O1(z1,2’) and
Os (2!, ),

1
y=x1 — T3, X = 5(:51 + x9),

1 1
yI:(E/—iCQ, X2:§(1'/+1'2):X_§(y_y/)a
1 1
y—y =z —a, X1:§($1 +x’):X—+—§y'. (159)

Suppose y,y’ < X, we can expand the integrand in Eq. (158) in y’ and y — ¢’ relative to X, then we obtain
> 4./ / 1 / / 1 /
I(z1,72) = d'y' O y-y,X+3y O y,X—i(y—y)
:/ d'y'O1 (y =y, X) 02 (v, X)
;1 Ty 08 00 (y — s X) Oy (o, X
5 Yy, 0501 (y -y, X) 02 (v, X)
— 00
1 o0
5 [ A0 X) - )02 (0, ). (160)
The Fourier transform of (1, z2) with respect to y gives its form in Wigner functions
1060) = [ dtyer 1. %)
1.
:Ol (Xap) 02 (Xap) - 51(%‘(01 (X7p) 6502 (Xap)
1.
+ 510701 (X,p) 95 02 (X, p)
1
:Ol (Xap) 02 (Xap) - 25 {Ol (va) ) 02 (Xap)}PB ) (161)

where there is a correspondence from Eq. (160) to (161) y* — —i04', and we have used the Poisson brackets defined
as

{Ol(x,p), Og([ﬁ,p) PB = 85018502 — 35018502 (162)

We perform the Fourier transform of Eq. (157) with respect to y by using Eq. (161), the result is

1
{95 [— (p2 —my — 4(93) —ip- 64
Louge o o 1 B T pv
_Zamap +p'pp + i (pp0l + p"0%) o G2 (2, p)
=i% (2, p)GZ (x,p) + %% ,(z,p)GY (z,p)
1 v 1 v
+5 {Th, @) G2 @)+ 5 (@) GF @)}y (163)
where we have replaced X by x without ambiguity. In the same way, we can also derive the companion equation from
the 12’ element of Eq. (149) in terms of Wigner functions, which we can also obtain by flipping the sign of the 9,

term in the left-hand-side and making the replacement ¥ <+ G in the right-hand-side of the equation. Taking the
difference between Eq. (163) and its companion equation, we obtain the kinetic equation

na 1 T v vV QT U,

1 v 1 v
=5 |Gt @) 2 @p)] +5 (G (@ p), 28 )], - (164)
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where we have defined a special commutator
(Gt 0,0), 52 (,0)| = G ()52 (,9) = S, (@, 9) G2 (). (165)

In deriving Eq. (164), we have neglected terms with Poisson brackets and the terms p,G% (z,p) and p,G%’(z,p) in
the left-hand-side which are vanishing in the approximation that we make in this part of the review.

From Eq. (125) one can choose G%’, G and G£” as three independent variables. In local equilibrium, we have
Egs. (129) and (130), which relate G&” and G2 to G%". We also see from (155) that the dressed G%” depends on
4 which depends on G%’, G&” and G2 and finally on G%; in a self-consistent way. Similarly X" also depends on
G, G and G and finally on G%’. Therefore Eq. (164) can be reduced to the kinetic equation for G aided
by on-shell equation (154) for G%”. Once we have G we have everything including the spin density matrix for the
vector meson.

E. Spin Boltzmann equation in on-shell approximation

One approximation that we can make in solving the kinetic equation (164) is to neglect the real parts é‘}‘{; 4(z,p)
by assuming

LV 1 LV LV
Gl al,p) ~ £ (GE = G2) (,p). (166)

This means that we only consider the imaginary part of 1/(w —pg Fi€) in the integral in Eq. (131), i.e. the imaginary

parts of é’g}A(m,p). We also assume the same relation for X%’ , (2,p) as (166). Applying Eq. (166) and the similar
equation for E‘}‘%';A(x,p), Eq. (164) can be simplified as

v 1 L T v vV Qxr
P 0.G (w,p) = 7 [P"O; G (x,p) + P 0, G (2, p)]
1 v 1w v
:Z [Gi,p(l‘,p),zli (Z‘,p)]* - Z [Gg,p(xvp)’zg (x,p)}* . (167)

We assume that ng(:ﬂ,p) are on-shell and can be expressed in terms of MVSD as in Eq. (132).
Now we look at Zg(m,p), the self-energies of the vector meson. In a hardon gas, the vector meson’s self-energy

depends on hadron’s “<” and “>” propagators and hadron-vector-meson vertices. In a quark matter with the
quark-vector-meson interaction, the vector meson’s self-energy depends on quark’s “<” and “>" propagators and
quark-vector-meson vertices. All these “<” and “>” propagators are assumed to be on-shell and can be expressed in
terms of MVSDs. The latter case in the quark matter was considered in the quark coalescence model. The resulting
spin Boltzmann equation for the unflavored vector meson formed by a quark and its antiquark are about MVSDs of
the vector meson, the quark and antiquark [78].

The quark’s and its antiquark’s MVSDs [7, 30, 33, 34] can be parameterized as

P @p) = L falwp) (57 — PEa IR (0))
1

F @, =p) = 5 fal@,—p) [0rs = Pl(z, —p)nff (-p)7] (168)

where 77 (j = 1,2,3) are Pauli matrices in spin space, f,(z,p) and fz(z,—p) are unpolarized distributions for the
quark and its antiquark respectively, and P}'(z, p) and PG# (z, —p) are polarization four-vectors for the quark and its
antiquark respectively. The four-vectors for three basis directions are given by

o) = (e o) — (NP (n; - p)p
nj(p)_n ( ],p)—< mg ]+mq(Eg+mq)>’ (169)

where n; for j = 1,2,3 are three basis unit vectors that form a Cartesian coordinate system in the particle’s rest
“w

frame with n3 being the spin quantization direction. The four-vectors n; (p) are the Lorentz transformed four-vectors
of n; and obey the sum rule

nf (p)nf(p) = —AM, (170)
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where p# = (B, p). There are many sources to the spin polarization of the quark and antiquark described by P} (z,p)
and Pa“ (z, —p): vorticity, magnetic field, shear tensor, etc.. All these sources are thought to be not enough to account
for the observed large spin alignment (a large deviation of pgg from 1/3) for the ¢ meson [115, 158, 170, 171]. It was
proposed that such a large spin alignment may possibly arise from the ¢ vector field, a strong force field in connection
with the current of pseudo-Goldstone bosons [172].

In the on-shell approximation, the spin Boltzman equation for f;/l A,» the MVSD for the unflavored vector meson,
has been derived from Eq. (167) for the quark coalescence and dissociation process V <> ¢g, giving the gain term and
loss term respectively in the right-hand-side (collision terms). The collisions depend on the ¢ vector field’s strength

tensor through fﬁ;t)(x, p) for the quark and antiquark. In heavy ion collisions, the phase space distribution functions

are normally much less than 1, fy,a,(z,p) ~ f,gj) ~ fr(g) < 1, so the spin Boltzmann equation can be approximated
as

p .
v awa1A2 (l‘, p) ~ Rg\ola}\g (p) - Rdlss(p)fA1A2 (‘T7 p)7 (171)

By

where Rg\‘ﬁlz and RS denote the coalescence and dissociation rates for the vector meson, respectively. Note that

R is independent of spin indices A; Az, therefore the spin structure of fy,, is controlled by R‘j\‘ﬁg.

F. Spin alignment of the ¢ meson

From the solution to the spin Boltzmann equation (171), the space-time and momentum averaged pop for the ¢
meson can be expressed in terms of the field strength tensor of the ¢ field [77, 78],

(o) = (vl >~ g D U@ i (038012
i=1,2,3
SN ONICLIT R am)

where mg is the ¢ meson’s mass, T}, is the local temperature at the hadronization time, I ;(p) and Ig;(p) are
momentum functions given in Ref. [78], E4 and By, are electric and magnetic parts of the ¢ field in the lab frame as
functions of spacetime, (O(x)), denotes the space-time average, and (O(p)),, denotes the momentum average defined
as

_ [P (B)) " Om)fs(p)
Jap (Bf)  fa(p)

Here E, is the ¢ meson’s energy, f,(p) is its momentum distribution which may contain information about collective

(OP))p ~ (173)

flows such as v; and v, etc., and d°p (Eg’)f1 = prdprdpdY where pr, ¢ and Y are the transverse momentum,

azimuthal angle and rapidity respectively. In Eq. (172) <(Bf>)2> and <(Ef’)2> reflect the average fluctuations of ¢

fields which can be regarded as parameters to be determined by glzitting the data.

If we want to obtain the pr spectra of (pgo), we can integrate over ¢ and Y. If we want to obtain the Y spectra of
(poo), we can integrate over pr and ¢. The theoretical results for (pgo) as functions of transverse momenta, collision
energies and centralities are presented in Ref. [77], which are in a good agreement with recent STAR data [75]. The
rapidity dependence of (p,) (spin quantization in the y direction) using fluctuation parameters that are extracted
from STAR data on momentum-integrated p§, [75] was predicted, the results show that p§, has a negative deviation
from 1/3 at mid-rapidity Y = 0 and a positive deviation at slightly forward rapidity ¥ = 1 [79]. The trend agrees
with the preliminary data of STAR.

IV. GLOBAL SPIN POLARIZATION AND ALIGNMENT: OVERVIEW ON EXPERIMENTAL
RESULTS

A. Hyperon global polarization

When two nuclei collide with finite impact parameter, i.e., non head-on collisions, the system carries a large orbital
angular momentum (L ~ 10°—107A at RHIC top energy or LHC energies), which is partially kept by the created
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medium. One cannot directly detect such a rotation with a few femtometer size and ~ 10 fm/c time scale but instead
one can measure particle polarization. Particles produced in the collisions are globally polarized on average along
the direction of the orbital angular momentum via spin-orbit coupling [1, 2, 5], referred to as global polarization.
In a non-relativistic limit, the polarization of particles P can be related to the vorticity w assuming a local thermal
equilibrium:

(S+1)(w+upB/S)

P =
3T ’

(174)

where S is spin quantum number and pp is the magnetic moment of the particle, T is the temperature, and B is the
magnetic field.

The natural way to measure such particle polarization is to utilize hyperon weak decays. Because of parity-violation
in the weak decay, the momentum direction of the daughter product in the hyperon rest frame is correlated with the
hyperon polarization:

AN 1 o

where oy is the decay parameter of hyperons, Py is the hyperon polarization, pp is the direction of the daughter
baryon’s momentum, and the asterisk denotes the rest frame of the parent hyperon. In case for the global polarization,
one needs to calculate the projection of the polarization vector into the angular momentum direction of the system,
which is perpendicular to the reaction plane [4].

_ 8  (sin(¥; —¢p))
Pr = magAg  Res(¥y) (176)

where ¢} is the azimuthal angle of the daughter baryon in the hyperon’s rest frame and W, is the first-order event
plane being an experimental proxy for azimuthal angle of the reaction plane. The Res(W¥1) represents the experimental
resolution of the ¥, angle and Aq is an acceptance correction factor usually close to be unity. Note that the ¥ angle
is experimentally determined by measuring spectator deflection using forward/backward detectors as the spectators
are known to deflect outward in high-energy nuclear collisions [173].

The first attempt to measure the global polarization was made using Au+Au collisions at \/syn = 200 GeV by
STAR experiment in 2007 [4], where the results reported were consistent with zero having large uncertainties, giving
un upper limit of |Py| < 2%. Ten years later the positive signal of the global polarization, on the order of a few
percent implyng its energy dependence, was first observed in A hyperons in lower collision energies (\/sSyy = 7.7-39
GeV) from the beam energy scan (BES-I) program at RHIC by STAR [11]. Higher statistics data at 200 GeV [174]
confirmed the positive signal of the order of a few tenth of a percentage as well as the energy dependence of the global
polarization, allowing us to study the polarization more differentially as discussed later. The results were further
improved with recent data from the second phase of BES (BES-II) [16, 175] and HADES experiment [176] which
provide more precise results.

Figure 1 shows a compilation of published experimental results on A and A global polarization vs. collision energy.
The results show a strong energy dependence, i.e., it increases with decreasing collision energy, which is described
well by various theoretical calculations [10, 177, 178, 180]. Most of the models are based on the local vorticity of the
fluid integrated over freeze-out hypersurface as in Eq. (64) obtained assuming the local thermal equilibrium of the
spin degrees of freedom [5]. The total angular momentum of the system increases in higher energies [181] but what
is measured is just the polarization in the central rapidity region where the vorticity field becomes smaller at higher
energies because of less baryon stopping and approximately longitudinal boost invariance [9, 10, 182]. The dilution
effect of the vorticity in a longer lifetime of the system at higher energies would also contribute to the observed energy
dependence [10]. Following Eq. (174), the fluid vorticity can be estimated and is found to be the fastest vorticity ever
observed [11], w ~ (9 £ 1) x 10! s71.

In the initial state of the collisions, a strong magnetic field would be created by electric charges of protons that move
to the opposite direction in the speed of light. The magnitude of the field is expected to be of the order of[183-188]
B ~10'3-10'% T, and the direction of the field coincides with the initial angular momentum. Therefore the particles
can also be polarized by the magnetic field as indicated in Eq. (174). Because the sign of the magnetic moment is
opposite for particles and antiparticles, one would expect the difference in the global polarization between particles
and anti-particles if the effect is significant. Figure 2 shows the difference of the global polarization, Py — Py, as a
function of the collision energy. There is no significant difference in the A and A global polarization, which can be
understandable because the lifetime of the initial magnetic field, which depends on the electric conductivity of the
medium [188-190], is expected to be very short (< 0.5 fm/c). One can still estimate the upper limit of the magnetic
field based on Eq. (174) as |B| = T|Py — Pal/(2|ual) [39, 191], where upn = —pxz = —0.614ux is the magnetic
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FIG. 1: Collision energy dependence of A and A global polarization from STAR [11, 16, 174, 175], ALICE [18], and HADES [176]
experiments. Theoretical calculations such as viscous hydrodynamics [10], a multiphase transport (AMPT) models [177, 178],
a three-fluid dynamics with two different equation-of-state [179], and chiral kinetic approach [180] are shown for comparison.
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FIG. 2: Global polarization difference between A and A hyperons as a function of the collision energy. This figure is taken from

Ref. [175].

moment of A with py being the nuclear magneton, and 7T is the temperature when A and A are emitted. Assuming
the temperature 7' = 150 MeV, one obtain the upper limit of the late-stage magnetic field to be |B| < 102713 T

[175, 191].

The global vorticity picture has been confirmed by the measurement of other hyperons such as = and 2. It would

be of particular interest to study spin and/or magnetic moment dependence of the polarization with =
= hyperon has two-step decay: = — Am and A — prm. In a similar way to A’s case, one can measure

—
—
—

and . The

polarization
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FIG. 3: Global polarization of = and €2 hyperons as well as that of A hyperons as a function of the collision energy. This figure
is taken from Ref. [15].

by analyzing its daughter A distribution. Another independent way is to measure the polarization of the daughter

A through the granddaughter proton’s distribution and to convert it to the parent = polarization by utilizing the
following relation [89, 192]:

Py = Cpp Py, (177)

where Cpp is the polarization transfer coefficient in the decay from parent particle P to daughter particle D and the
asterisk denotes the parent rest frame. For =~ decay, the transfer coefficient is known as C=py = 0.944. For the decay
of 07 — AK ™, the polarization transfer Co, depends on the unmeasured decay parameter g which is expected to
be yq =~ £1: Py = Coa P = %(1 + 4vq) P3. The ambiguity on the sign of yo can be elucidated by measuring global
polarization of 2 hyperons based on the global vorticity picture. Figure 3 presents = and (2 global polarization at
VSN = 200 GeV [15], showing a hint of hierarchy: Py > P= > Pjp. Such a relation could be understood by the
spin dependence of the polarization as indicated in Eq. (174) as well as the effect of feed-down contributions [193],
although the current uncertainties are too large to show the particle species dependence. Note that the data presented
in this section contain contributions from the feed-down and model studies show that the measured polarization is
smeared by ~15% for A [10, 89, 177, 194] and is enhanced by ~25% for = [193].

Since the orbital angular momentum carried by the medium depends on the impact parameter [9, 181], the observed
global polarization is expected to depend on the impact parameter as well. Such a trend was confirmed in the study
of collision centrality dependence. The global polarization is found to increase with going from central to peripheral
collisions for A [16, 174, 175] and = [15] hyperons as expected from model calculations [195-198].

B. Local polarization

The global polarization refers to the polarization along the initial angular momentum direction averaged over all
particles and the phase space, experimentally at mid-rapidity covered by the detector acceptance. The magnitude of
the same polarization component could depend on kinematics such as momentum, rapidity, and azimuthal angle (“local
polarization”) because of the complex structure of the local vorticity in a dynamically expanding system. Recent high
statistics data allow us to study the polarization differentially as in Refs. [16, 174—176], where no significant dependence
on the transverse momentum and rapidity was observed. It is worth to mention that theoretical models [196, 199
202] predict the rapidity dependence differently at forward/backward regions and the current data do not show such
significant dependence with large uncertainty, which should be explored in the future studies.
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FIG. 4: A sketch of vorticities along the beam direction (open arrows) induced by anisotropic flow (depicted by solid arrows)
in the transverse plane of a heavy-ion collision. This cartoon is taken from Ref. [14].

Various complex vortical structures have been predicted to appear in heavy-ion collisions due to the collective
expansion of the system [203-206] and jet-medium interaction [82, 207, 208]. Refs. [204, 205] suggest that the
vorticity, consequently particle polarization, can be induced by anisotropic flow where the rotational axis is along the
beam direction as shown in Fig. 4. The STAR Collaboration observed A (A) polarization along the beam direction
P, as expected [14], and later the ALICE Collaboration confirmed it at the LHC energy [19].

Figure 5 from ref. [68] shows the azimuthal angle dependence of A (A) polarization along the initial angular
momentum (left) and the beam direction (right). The data show cosine or sine patterns of the polarization, however
as indicated by thin lines the contribution from vorticity alone (marked as w/T) cannot explain the phase or sign
of the “local” polarization despite its reasonable description of the “global” polarization as in Fig. 1. This situation
has been called “spin sign puzzle” in heavy-ion collisions. Recent theoretical studies [66, 67] show that the thermal
shear contribution to the polarization play an important role and is necessary to understand the experimental data

as shown in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5: Azimuthal angle dependence of A (A) polarization (left) along the initial angular momentum direction (STAR pre-
liminary result) [209] and (right) along the beam direction [14]. Also shown the contributions from the kinematic vorticity
w and kinematic shear E as well as their sum (thick lines) in the hydrodynamic model under the hypothesis of isothermal
hadronization [68]. Taken from Ref. [68].

However, because of large cancellation of the thermal and shear contributions, the sign of the polarization depends
on the detailed implementation of the shear contribution, which is still under intense discussion [70, 109, 197, 210, 211],
and is found to be sensitive to initial conditions, shear viscosity, and freeze-out temperature. It is worth to mention
that a simple hydrodynamics-inspired blast-wave model can also explain the sign and magnitude of the polarization
along the beam direction using the freeze-out parameters constrained by other observables such as particle spectra
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and elliptic flow [14, 205].

Such an anisotropic-flow-driven polarization is expected to be induced even by higher harmonic flow [205]. Recent
measurement by STAR [69] indeed shows a triangular-flow-driven polarization along the beam direction as shown in
Fig. 6 and the results can be qualitatively explained except peripheral collisions by hydrodynamics model with one of
the implementations of the shear-induced polarization (SIP). The contribution from the SIP in the higher harmonic
flow could be different from the case for the elliptic-flow-driven polarization, therefore the result could provide us
additional information to constrain the shear contribution.
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FIG. 6: (Left)A sketch of triangular-flow-driven vorticities along the beam direction (open arrows) with the triangular-shaped
initial condition due to event-by-event density fluctuations. (Right)Fourier sine coefficients of A4+A polarization along the beam
direction in Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at \/snyny = 200 GeV [69], comparing to viscous hydrodynamic model calculations
with two different implementations of shear-induced polarization (SIP) [66, 67]. These figures are taken from Ref. [69].

C. Global spin alignment of vector mesons

In addition to hyperons, global quark polarization can also influence vector mesons. Unlike A(A) hyperons, which
can undergo weak decay with parity violation, the polarization of vector mesons cannot be directly measured because
they predominantly decay through strong interactions, which conserve parity. However, vector mesons like ¢(1020)
and K*°(892) can be characterized by a 3 x 3 spin density matrix with a unit trace [212] as in Eq. (100). The
diagonal elements of this matrix (p_1,_1, po,o and p1,1) represent the probabilities of finding a vector meson in spin
states of —1, 0, and 1, respectively. If there is no spin alignment, pog is equal to 1/3, otherwise, pgo deviates from this
value. One can extract pgo from dN/d(cosf) measured in experiments via Eq. (111) where 6 denotes the polar angle
between the spin quantization axis and the momentum direction of one daughter particle in the vector meson’s rest
frame. Fig. 7 provides a visual representation of the daughter’s distribution in the parent’s rest frame, illustrating
three different scenarios for pgg.

In 2008, the STAR collaboration initiated the first effort [73] to measure the global spin alignment of ¢ and
K*0 mesons in Au+Au collisions at V/SNN = 200GeV. Subsequently, the ALICE collaboration conducted mea-
surements [153] (as shown in Fig. 8) on the global spin alignment of ¢ and K*° mesons in Pb+Pb collisions at
VSNN = 2.76,TeV. For pr < 2GeV/c, pog values were found to be less than 1/3, with significance levels of 20 and
30 for ¢ and K*°, respectively. Previous attempts, while yielding limited significant results, provided some initial
evidence for the spin alignment along the event plane. Despite the challenges faced in earlier studies, these results
contribute to our evolving comprehension of this intricate phenomenon.

In a recent publication [75] with data gathered during the initial Beam Energy Scan program at RHIC, the STAR
collaboration disclosed a noteworthy global spin alignment for the ¢ meson. Figure 9 illustrates the measured global
spin alignment for both ¢ and K*° mesons in Au+Au collisions varying with collision energies. The results reveal that
while pog values for the K*° meson consistently hover around 1/3 within the margin of error, the values of pgo for the



34

L
pOU 3

1 1
p00>§ poozg

FIG. 7: The daughter’s distribution in vector meson’s rest frame, corresponding to three distinct poo values. The vertical axis
serves as the spin quantization axis.
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FIG. 8: Measurements of pgo as a function of (Nper) for ¢ and K *O mesons at low and high pr in Pb+Pb collisions. The
result is taken from ALICE publication [153].

¢ meson exceed 1/3 significantly at collision energies lower than 62 GeV, indicating tangible global spin alignment.
There are many possible contributions to the global spin alignment of the ¢ meson, such as vorticities or electric and
magnetic fields [8, 72, 158, 170]. However, these contributions are insufficient to account for the observed data [76].
Furthermore, additional factors such as local spin alignment [115, 170] and turbulent color fields [171] negatively
impacted pgo.

It was proposed that the strange and antistrange quarks can be polarized by a kind of vector field, the ¢ field,
induced by the current of pseudosclar bosons [76] when they form the ¢ meson. The local correlation or fluctuation
of the ¢ field can have significant contribution to the observed large deviation of the ¢ meson’s pgo from 1/3 [76-78].
It was also proposed that the local fluctuation in the glasma field [213] can also have a significant contribution to
poo - The model with the ¢ field can qualitatively explain the collision energy, transverse momentum and rapidity
dependence of the observed pgo [77, 79]. This observation underscores the pivotal role of the local correlation or
fluctuation in the strong force field in pgg for the ¢ meson, in contrast to the mean value of the field that plays the
role in hyperon’s polarization.

The process of fitting this model involves adjusting GS’), representing the quadratic form of field strengths multiplied
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FIG. 9: The measured poo is plotted against the beam energy for ¢ and K*° vector mesons within specified windows of centrality,
transverse momentum (pr), and rapidity (y). Open symbols denote ALICE results [153] for Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 TeV.
The red solid curve represents a fit to data across the /syn range of 19.6 to 200 GeV, based on a theoretical calculation

incorporating a ¢-meson field [76]. The red dashed line extends the solid curve with the fitted parameter G, The black
dashed line represents pgo = 1/3. This figure is sourced from the publication [75] .

by the effective coupling constant (g4). In its specific form [76] , G is defined as

(p?) 3
6 = g2 s+ Bl ) - 2ipz, 12
2
(P >¢<E§,w +E2)|, (178)

2
2m?

where Ey ; and By ; denote the i*M_component of the analogous electric and magnetic parts of the ¢ field, respectively.
Additionally, ms represents the s-quark mass, p represents its momentum in the ¢ rest frame, and (p?)4 denotes the
average p? inside the ¢ meson’s wave function. When applying the model from Ref. [76] to fit the data in Fig. 9, the

resulting free parameter in the fit, denoted as Ggy), is determined to be (4.64+0.73) m2. The value of Ggy) reflects the
strength of local correlation or fluctuation of the ¢ field. The non-relativistic model in Ref. [76] has been promoted
to a more rigorous relativistic transport model [77-79], which provides a comprehensive description of STAR’s data
for the ¢ meson’s spin alignment as shown in Figs. 10 and 11.

A key factor enabling the theoretical calculation of pgy for the ¢-meson lies in the fact that the two quarks comprising
the ¢-meson originate from the same flavor family. This characteristic also renders the measurement of pgg for J/1)
intriguing. The J/1 particle is composed of ¢ and ¢ quarks, both belonging to the same flavor family. The ALICE
collaboration has conducted a study [214] on the polarization of J/v particles produced in Pb+Pb collisions at
V3NN = 5.02TeV in the dimuon channel. The obtained results indicate a deviation of —0.08 from the expected
poo = 1/3, as shown in Fig. 12.

Interestingly, according to the argument of fluctuating strong force fields, one would anticipate pgy to be larger
than 1/3, which contrasts with the findings reported by ALICE. However, interpreting ALICE’s results requires
consideration of additional complexities. The measurement was carried out at forward rapidity (2.5 < y < 4), adding
another layer of intricacy. Furthermore, the impact of color screening and regeneration on the pgo value of J/4
remains a topic that warrants thorough investigation.
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FIG. 10: (a) The STAR’s data [75] on ¢ meson’s p§, (out-of-plane, red stars) and pf, (in-plane, blue diamonds) in 0-80% Au+Au
collisions as functions of collision energies. The red-solid line (out-of-plane) and blue-dashed line (in-plane) are calculated with
values of F7 and F2 from fitted curves in (b). (b) Values of F# (magenta triangles) and FZ (cyan squares) with shaded error
bands extracted from the STAR’s data on the ¢ meson’s p¥, and p§o in (a). The magenta-dashed line (cyan-solid line) is a fit
to the extracted F2 (F2) as a function of v/snN. The definitions of transverse field squared FZ and longitudinal field squared
F2 are given in Ref. [77]. The figure is taken from Ref. [77].
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FIG. 11: Calculated p§, for ¢ mesons (solid lines) as functions of transverse momenta in 0-80% Au+Au collisions at different
colliding energies as compared to STAR data [75]. Shaded error bands are from the extracted parameters F7 and FZ. The
figure is taken from Ref. [77].

V. SUMMARY

In this review article we have overviewed the most significant advances in the spin physics in heavy ion collisions
up to 2023 both from a theoretical and experimental standpoint. In the theory part, we put emphasis on two topics:
theoretical models for global and local polarization in equilibrium and spin alignment of vector mesons. For the
first topic, we reviewed the quantum statistical field theory and the spin hydrodynamics. In quantum statistical
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FIG. 12: Centrality dependence of Ag for J/v as observed by the ALICE collaboration. For J/1, the relationship ¢ o
(1 —=3po0)/(1+ poo) holds. The peak value of A\g for J/i (approximately 0.2) implies an associated poo value of approximately
0.25. This figure is sourced from Ref. [214].

field theory, we discussed the mean spin vector, the spin density matrix and Wigner functions. Then we derived the
freezeout formula for the spin polarization of fermions which can be used to calculate spin observables in heavy ion
collisions. For the second topic, we indroduced the spin density matrix, the angular distribution of decay daughters,
and Green’s functions for vector mesons in the CTP formalism. Then we showed how to derive kinetic equations and
the spin Boltzmann equation for vector mesons from Dyson-Schwinger equations in the CTP formalism. An overview
was given on the application of the spin Boltzmann equation with on-shell approximation to the spin alignment of the
¢ meson. Finally we accounted for the most recent experimental results in hyperons’ global and local spin polarization
and vector mesons’ spin alignment.
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