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Spin alignment of vector mesons in local equilibrium by Zubarev’s approach
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We compute the 00 element of the spin density matrix, denoted as pop and called the spin align-
ment, up to the second order of the gradient expansion in local equilibrium by Zubarev’s approach.
In the first order, we obtain poo = 1/3, meaning that the contributions from thermal vorticity and
shear stress tensor are vanishing. The non-vanishing contributions to poo —1/3 appear in the second
order of gradients in the Belinfante and canonical cases. We also discuss the properties of the spin
density matrix under the time reversal transformation. The effective transport coefficient for the
spin alignment induced by the thermal shear stress tensor is T-odd in the first order, implying that
the first order effect is dissipative.

I. INTRODUCTION

In non-central heavy-ion collisions there is a huge orbital angular momentum (OAM) generated in the initial state
of two colliding nuclei at relativistic energies. A small fraction of the initial OAM can be transferred into the medium
in the form of the spin polarization of quarks (and antiquarks) via spin-orbit couplings, which leads to the global spin
polarization of hadrons with respect to the reaction plane [1-4]. Later, Ref. [5] has established a connection between
global spin polarization and hydrodynamic vorticity.

The global spin polarization of A hyperons (including A) has been measured by experiments of STAR. [6-10], ALICE
[11, 12] and HADES [13]. These measurements have been successfully described by a variety of phenomenological
models [5, 14-25]. In contrast, the spin polarization along the beam direction as functions of azimuthal angles [8, 26]
cannot be described by the polarization from the thermal vorticity in hydrodynamic or transport simulations using
the Cooper-Frye formula [27, 28]. Several models have been proposed to explain the spin polarization along the
beam direction, such as spin polarization from the temperature vorticity [29], the shear-induced polarization [30—
34], spin Hall effects [25, 35, 36|, weak magnetic fields induced polarization [37] and corrections from interactions
between quarks and background fields [38]. Very recently, the hydrodynamical simulations with the assumption of
the isothermal equilibrium [39] and the results from blast wave model [40] can give a quantitatively description to
local spin polarization at very high energy collisions. While, the recent hydrodynamic studies on the spin polarization
along the beam direction at p+Pb collisions disagrees with the data measured by CMS experiments [41]. Although
the azimuthal angle dependence of the spin polarization along the beam direction can be qualitatively understood by
incorporating these effects, its quantitative description remains a challenge in general [8, 42, 43]. We refer readers to
recent reviews about spin polarization in heavy ion collisions [44-52].

Meanwhile, the spin alignment of vector mesons in heavy ion collisions was also proposed [3]. The spin alignment of
vector mesons is described by the spin density matrix pss, where s, s’ = 0, +1 represent spin states with the specified
spin quantization direction. The component pgy can be measured through the strong decay of vector mesons [53]. The
condition poo > 1/3 or pgy < 1/3 corresponds to longitudinal and transverse polarization (referred to the polarization
vector of the vector meson field) with respect to the spin quantization direction, respectively. The first measurement
of the the global spin alignment of ¢ mesons in Au+Au collisions at /syy = 11.5 — 200 GeV was performed by
the STAR collaboration [10]. The magnitude of pgo — 1/3 for ¢ mesons at low energies is significantly larger than
expected. In the same experiment, In contrast, the global spin alignment of K*° mesons was also measured in the
same experiment but it was found to be consistent with zero within errors. Recently, the ALICE collaboration also
observed the spin alignment of J/¥ in Pb+Pb collisions at /syny = 5.02 TeV [11].

The spin alignment of ¢ mesons can be described by the relativistic quark coalescence model incorporated into the
spin Boltzmann (kinetic) equation for vector mesons, where the quark and antiquark are polarized by the effective ¢
field [54-57]. There are other studies such as the models based on glasma [58, 59|, self-energy effects [38], and other
second-order hydrodynamics effects [60], as well as those employing the light-cone formalism [61]. It has been found
that unlike ¢ mesons, rescatterings in the medium lead to a decay in the spin alignment of p mesons [62]. The spin
alignment of J/W¥ has also been explored within the holographic model [63, 64]. The spin alignment of vector mesons
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can also come from the shear viscous tensor [65, 66]. A study of the shear contribution in the quark-gluon plasma
[67] suggests that such a contribution is not important as compared with to that from the strong force field.

In this work, we investigate the spin alignment of vector mesons using Zubarev’s approach [68-71] in quantum
statistical field theory. In this approach, hydrodynamical quantities can be computed by the quantum statistical
method in global and local equilibrium. The approach has alrealy been applied to study the spin polarization of A
hyperons in both global [27, 72-74] and local equilibrium [33, 34, 75].

The structure of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the spin density matrix of vector
mesons. In Sec. III, we expand the spin density matrix in the gradient expansion. We derive the p° in the first
and second order in the gradient expansion in Sec. IV. We study the spin alignment induced by the shear tensor
under time reversal transformation in Sec. V and summarize in Sec. VI. Throughout this work, we choose the metric
g = diag{1,—1,—1,—1} and Levi-Civita tensor €123 = 1. For simplicity, for a four vector A* = (A% A), we define
Ar = (A%, —A) and 4" = (0, A).

II. VECTOR FIELDS AND SPIN DENSITY MATRIX
We start from the Lagrangian for charge nuetral spin-1 particles,
1 A N )
where j# represents the source term, and
= orAY — 9v A, (2)

is the field strength tensor for the spin-1 particle. Note that the A* field is real for charge neutral particles. The
equation of motion derived from this Lagrangian, known as the Proca equation, is

(02 + m*)A* — 919, AY = j". (3)
Taking another derivative d,, on both sides of the above equation, we obtain

1 .
A = 0, (1)

If the source current is conserved, d - j = 0, the above equation leads to a constraint equation
0-A = 0. (5)

Under this condition, the Proca equation can be reduced to the Klein-Gordon equation for each component of the
field,

(0% + m*) A = jH. (6)

In free space without the source, j* = 0, the solution to the Proca equation under the constraint (5) can be
expressed as

3
M@ = [ G X e e e ()], ™

3
(27) Vv 2Ep s=+1,0

where s = +1,0 denote three polarization states, and EZ(p) is the polarization four-vector corresponding to the spin

state s and the on-shell momentum p* = (Ep, p) with Ep = /|p|? + m?, (through it is denoted as a function of the
three-momentum p). Here, the creation and annihilation operators satisfy the following commutation rule,

lag, agl] = (2m)°6°(p — @)drs. (®)

Note that the convention in the expansion in (7) is different from Eq. (5) of Ref. [76] by a factor y/2E}, so the the
commutation rule (8) is different from Eq. (6) of Ref. [76] by a factor 2E},. The constraint equation (5) becomes,

ple(p) = 0, 9)



which implies that EZ(p) is space-like and has only three independent components. In the particle’s rest frame, the

polarization vector is €/ = (0, e;) or €;, = (0, —e;), where e; is a unit vector for the spin state s. For instance, if the

quantization direction is along the y-axis, we have

€y = (07150)7
1 .
€1 = _E(’L?Oal)v
1
er = ——(i,0,-1). (10)

V2

These polarization vectors in the rest frame can be transformed to the laboratory frame by the Lorentz transformation,

i) = (P e B p). (1)

One can check that these polarization vectors satisfy orthogonal and completeness relations
e.(P)el (p) = —dss, (12)
v v P'p”
> eh(p)e(p) = — (g“ - ) : (13)

S
We can define the Winger function for the vector fields as

W (2, k) = /d4y (4" (x- %) A (a4 %)>e’“’ (14)

where <O> = Tr($0) with ¢ being the density operator to be defined shortly. Inserting Eq. (7) for A* fields into the

above formula, at the leading order in A, we obtain
W (x, k) = 2n6(k* —m?)
X Z{e(kO)EZ* (k)eﬁ(k)fsr (xu k)
+0(—ko)e (k)& (k) [0rs + frs(z, —K)]}, (15)

where 0,5 stands for the vacuum contribution, and fs,(z,k) is the sr component of the matrix valued spin dependent
distribution function (MVSD) [77-80],

dsq —1iq-x A8 r
for(z, k) = / ik Ty (Qakﬂq/zakﬂm) : (16)
where ¢ = (Ex1q/2 — Ex—q/2,d). Note that the MVSD in (16) is different from that defined in Eq. (12) of Ref. [76]
by a factor 2Ey and a transpose in spin space. The factor 2Ey is due to the convention in the expansion (7) and the
corresponding commutation rule (8). The spin density matrix p for the vector meson is just the normalized MVSD,

_ far(z. k)
psr(z. k) = m (17)

In general, the MVSD can be defined in a variety of ways. We will present an alternative definition for the MVSD in
Sec. IV C.

In this work, we adopt density operators in Zubarev’s approach, following Refs. [68, 70, 71, 81]. The local equilibrium
density operators have different forms corresponding to different pseudo-gauges. For example, the Belinfante or
canonical forms of density operators are

on = oo |- [ w80 (18)
1

o = g-ew{= 2, |72 Wa0 - 32w w] | (19)



where # = u* /T with u* being the fluid velocity, Q,, is the spin potential, and ¥ is a hypersurface. The subscripts
“B” and “C” represent the Belinfante and canonical forms of energy-momentum tensors which are related by pseudo-
gauge transformation

~ 1 1

Tgv _ FuotauAa gHV (ZFO‘B FO"Q — §m2AaAa) s

) . 1. . : A

TR = TE + S00(SM — G — 5w, (20)

In Eq. (19), the rank-3 spin tensor Skab s given by
Sual — piB g _ pre AP (21)

As mentioned, we consider real vector fields with vanishing current density in Egs. (18, 19). If we aim to compute the
spin density matrix at the point z, then X is the hypersurface passing x [33, 82]. The choice of ¥ depends on what
kind of physics we would like to address, e.g., if we take X as the freeze-out hypersurface, p(x, k) represents the spin
density matrix on that hypersurface.

III. SPIN DENSITY MATRIX FOR VECTOR MESONS IN GRADIENT EXPANSION

In the previous section, we show in Eq. (17) that the spin density matrix for the vector meson is actually the
normalized MVSD which can be evaluated by Eq. (16) involving the density operator ¢. In this section, we will
expand ¢ in terms of creation and annihilation operators and compute the MVSD through Eq. (16).

As shown in Egs. (18, 19), ¢ depends on S* and Qy,. As a common strategy, we assume that g*(y) varies slowly
in the region where the correlation length of the system is much larger than the distance |y — z|. So 8*(y) can be
expanded in gradients [33],

Buly) = Bu(x) + 0aBu(2)(y — 2)* + O(8?). (22)
The symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of ,,3, are the thermal shear and vorticity tensors respectively,
1
g = (08" +0"8"),
1
wh” = —5(8“[3” — 0" pH). (23)

It has been widely discussed that the spin potential is proportional to the thermal vorticity tensor in global equilibrium,
1
Q= —5(8”[3” — 9" ~ O(0Y). (24)
For further discussions on the spin potential, we refer the readers to Ref. [81] in quantum statistical field theory and
to Refs. [83-87] in spin hydrodynamics (see, e.g. Ref. [51] for a recent review).

In this paper we consider two types of density operators ¢ and dc in Egs. (18,19) and make gradient expansion
of op and g¢ to the linear order. Inserting Eqs. (22) and (24) into Eqgs. (18) and (19), we obtain

n = o0 [ -Aulo) [T W - n) [T -0 + 0], (25)

o = oo |80 [[a5,T2 W) - 038(a) [ as, T2 )y - 0
+%QM(x) /E dE#S‘“’\”(y)JrO(az)]. (26)

For convenience, we introduce the momentum operator PY and an auxiliary operator fﬁ“’, both related to Tg”,

= [ ande ) 27)

2 = [ as, -2 1), (28)



Replacing Tg” in Eq. (25) by Tg” in the Eq. (20), we can express the density operators as

b5 = o o[BI () - JR @Y + O], (20)
B
and
R 1 ~ 2V 1 SNV 2
oo = Z—exp [—@(a?)P“ — OBy (z) L™ (2) + 59/\1/(517)30 +0(0 )} , (30)
c

where S%” and S are operators related to spin tensors
sy = [ asu [ + 8 + 8] (31)
s
Sy = / d%,.5" (). (32)
)

In Egs. (29) and (30) we neglected second order terms in gradient expansion (22) and focus on effects related to 9,,5,.

Previous studies have shown that the spin polarization vector for A and A hyperons in local equilibrium depends
on the choice of the hypersurface ¥ in Zubarev’s approach [33]. Therefore, to study the spin density matrix in local
equilibrium, it is essential to specify the hypersurface ¥ in density operators (18) and (19). In this paper, we adopt
the isochronous hypersurface ¥ following Refs. [33, 88, 89], then the integral on % is

/ dxt = /dgyn”, (33)
3o

where n* = (1,0,0,0) is the time-directed normal vector for the ¥, so the spin density matrix will depend on n*.
Now we deal with the trace in the distribution function (16)

st r — ~ st r
<ak—q/2ak+q/2> = 1Ir (QBvCak—q/2ak+q/2)
1 A 5 st T
= ZB,CTr {exp [A(x) + BB)C(,T)} aqu/QakJrq/Q} , (34)

where Zp ¢ = Trop,c, and

Aw) = —Bu(x) P, (35)
Bola) = ~oniu(e) () + 383 ). (36)
Bole) = ~0rB(@) I () + 200 (2)SY. (37)

Hereafter we will suppress indices B and C' for simple notations. Using Eq. (8), we obtain following commutators

Ay = —Bupayf. (38)
[0, = Butas,, (39)
[Boal] = DT 0y + Y =T (), (40)
[B,ai p: = Y= e + S BT (p)al . (41)

where B represents Bg or Be, and =7 (i,j = %) are given by Egs. (A21)-(A24) for Belinfante and canonical cases

with detailed derivations in Appendix A.
With the help of Baker-Hausdorff formula




and Eqgs. (38 )-(41), we derive

e*Aféa;TeAJrB = Z (eﬁ.pasr + DiTJr) ag + Z DY _a”,+ 0(8%), (43)
e~A-B S_peAJrB = Z (e P76, + D Ya ,+ Z DS—T+‘1::T +0(9%), (44)

where B represents B or Be, p' = (Ep, —p), and coefficients D}, with i,j = +, are given in Egs. (A25)-(A28). By
applying the cyclic property of trace and using Eqgs. (43) and (44), we find

() = 3 (7765 + D) (atag ) + >y (a¥ gt ) +0(07), (45)
(apat )y = (777800 + D) (a¥pap ) + 3 D (aptay, ) + 0@, (46)

where (-) is defined in (34). Combining Eqs. (45) and (46) with following relations,

(anyasly = (asfal,) + (27)%6(p — P')drs,
(apraly), (47)

T~
S
|<IJ

ko]

IS
Sl
~——

I

we can solve < ;Tap > as,

x [(e — )T+ Dyy — Dy A'D_] - + 0%, (48)

where A = (e7#? — 1)I + D__ with I being the unity matrix in spin space. Inserting Eq. (48) into Eq. (16), we
derive the expression for fs,. up to O(9?),

. —1
fsr(z, k) = /dgqeﬂq'z {(eﬁ'(kﬂm) DI+ Dyy - D+7A71D7+} é(a), (49)

ST

where p* = (k — q/2)". Note that D4 and D__ contain momentum derivatives.
We then consider the gradient expansion for fs,(z,k),

forlz, k) = fQ (@ k) + £ (@ k) + £ (2. k) + O0%), (50)

where the superscripts “(7)” (i = 0,1,2,---) denote the power of the gradient. The zero-th order contribution is

fO (k) = eﬁ.Tésr = fBE(7, k)0, (51)

which automatically yields the Bose-Einstein distribution fgg(x,k) when s = . The first and second order results

are,

(k) = /d3q€_iq'm {_fIBE(‘Tvp)E-l--i- + %f}IB/E(%P) (B 'P75++]} (a), (52)

sTr

—1iq-x 1 1
fs(f)(:v,k) = /d3qe 4 {5 BE(T 7P)~++ 6'B e, P)Ery [B-p,Eiq]

T I VTR R g

+/(2,%) (B+—E-4),, (53)
where f};;/ denotes the n-th derivative 9" fg/0"(8 - k) with n being the number of primes, and f(z, k) is defined as

1 ek 1 =Bk _ Bk
C2B0Ex (PF—1)2  ABZEL (ePk — 1)(e—Fk — 1)

fla,k) = (54)



In general, as mentioned, there will be additional second order terms in the density operators ¢p,c. The results
presented above do not account for these contributions.
After integrating over the d3q, Egs. (52,53) we obtain

s(rl)(xak) = fpp(,k)Fs, (55)
(2) _ l 1" ~ —ss’ =sr
sr (Iak) - fQ(Iak)55T+ 2fBE(:E7k)Z]:SS’]:S’T+f(xak) = ———> (56)

s/

where fo(x,k) is defined as

fa(z, k) = (5/3(7 - wPU)(guV - Wul/)
1 kP kH
X [E BT, K)k ) (gpu - E_kny) (9“)‘ - E_kn)\>

1 v kp 1% o k“ [ea
+§ng($ak) <gp - E_kn ) (9“ - E_kn )
1 APH FeH JeP
+ap et ior s (e + )

B "B (57)

with £# = (0,k) and A* = g" — g"9%g"0 and the functions F, corresponding to Belinfante and canonical cases read

1 m

1
(B) = PPN ) g, — kw 58
For Wiy (Ek—l—mn sr+2 ST)+7/§)\VEkEk+m s ( )
) 1 Ek—m 7 1 Ek—m
F(C) _ 3 L — kv\IJ)\ R VA
st 2By B +m T 25/\ Ex Exy+m ™"
7 2m 1 Ex —m
—— O (U —— 0D+ — kv 59
2 A ( ST‘+Ek+mn S’I‘+EkEk+m ST ’ ( )
where
k- e k-e€:
wr € b _ €r e = —(0,—k x (es x e)),
m m m
U = ey — el (60)

and e/ = e (0) = (0,e;) is the polarization vector in the particle’s rest frame. After a lengthy but straightforward

’ ’
—=ss' —s's

calculation, we obtain expressions of ), 55° =° % for Belinfante and canonical cases,
’

—ss’ —=s's 1 AV ¢po (=SS
Z:(B)+—:(B)—+ = 15 £ (E{E)88) wipors (61)

ry

’_‘SS/ ’_‘SIS 1 v 174 g log =SS 1 v g (S8
D Es-Eid = 7€ =M =) Eyss) e + 72 (Ei00)wwipe

1 v v leg —SSs —Sss *
‘f’z(f/\ —w )Q2° [(:(c)ﬁsz)/\u,pa"'(:(c)ﬁsz)po,w ) (62)

where the coeflicients Z°° are given in Appendix B.

IV. GRADIENT EXPANSION FOR p"

A. First order results

To the first order in the gradient expansion, the spin density matrix pg, in Eq. (17) is given by

(0) (1) 2 1 1
sr’ + fsr +0(9%) = 84 + —fs(rl) + (’)(62). (63)

psr(z, k) = Tr (f(o)+f(1))+(9(a2) 3 3fBE




We can explicitly express the components of pg, as

B C

pi (k) = pio)(x,k) + O(8?),
B B

pgo)(ka) = pg) ) (‘Tak)

fBE 1 A kV
— - kPe® jng L= g
3fpe | Ex+m M0 (T ¢ Ex
1
+§wuyeuupanp€i—1:| ’

P\ (@, k) = pi?, (2,k)

IsE 1 A\ Ex—m Ex —m
- _ - " kP ,uvkyi _ ,uuku
6fBE | Px + m e R @ mEy ¢ mEx

B —
x —Q ), =X m_ QQWn,,) — Q””ewpgn”eil} +0(9%),
mEx
B,C
(@ k) = 0(0). (64)
In global equilibrium, the Killing condition [81] gives £ = 0 and Q" = w"”. The result in Eq. (64) reproduces that
in Ref. [90], and we have pgf) = péf) to the first order in the gradient expansion. In local equilibrium, however, the

thermal shear stress tensor £*¥ is non-vanishing, so we have ps T) # pST except s = r = 0 to the first order.
A discussion about the result Eq. (64) is needed. We notice that the unit vector e, satisfies the identity e
(—=1)*e_s which leads to

W = ()0, kx (e x @) = —(—1) W, (65)
U = (Sl = lel) = — (=) (66)
Using the above relationship, we obtain
F o= (1R (67)
which further leads to
[P @) =~ (e k), (68)

and
1 1 1
Tl“f(l) = éo) = 1(31 = fil),l =0,
1 _ )
10 — Jo,-1-

These properties of fs(i) follows Eq. (64).

B. Second order results

To the second order in the gradient expansion the spin density matrix reads

(0) f(l) f(z) + 0(83)

s\, k) =
porle ) = F @ 1 D 4 @) + 0(0P)
1 1
ey CyC 07O+ 0@ 69
597+ g U+ 1) = g ST 0, (69)
We focus on the pgg component of the spin density matrix. Inserting Eq. (56) into Eq. (69), we obtain

(B) 1 L 2
z, k = 3 are— Q - €
Poo ( ) 3718 f fBE (B) — 6f5m Bl (B) 0)

——FEEP BB sp)avwe — D (Ei)55)ampe | +O(0°), (70)

S

3f



for the Belinfante case, and

(C) _ 1 1 " 2 1 i 2 1 ~
k) = - — ——— Qi — ——— Qo) - €0)” +
Poo” (2. k) 3 18fpn PE O " Gfpm BE(Q(C) - €0) 36fBEf

x {(5“ — W) - W) lss(a?gwmg — S (Ey ) avipe

S

_

(€ = M) (30 s + 3Ep0) o

— > (Ei&)p0) 0 — Z(E%)fm);"x“]

S

+Q)\VQP(T

} +0(9%), (71)

3(E00y00)wwe — O (Ei&ya0) o

S

for the canonical case. Here, we introduced the 2y and Q¢ vectors for both Belinfante and canonical cases

e 1 log v k:l/ 1 vpo
B = o me,u)\P nak, (wwn — @WE—k) + 5”#115“ P,
1 1 Ek —m Ek —m
O° _ _ pApo k Vku — &k
(©) 2B +m- M (““ mEe o
By — 1
Q2 km - 2an”) + 5 Q. (72)

We find that non-vanishing contributions to ppo — 1/3 appear in the second order of gradients. In the Belinfante case,
the contributions come from quadratic forms of thermal shear and vorticity tensors, while in the canonical case there
are extra terms of (0*3¥)(9757), (9*B¥)Q2P7 and Q Q.

In the global equilibrium characterized by £*¥ = 0 and w*’ = Q' p0 converges to the same value for both
Belinfante and canonical cases

1 1 " 2 1 " 2
- = — - 0.
3 18fps BE 6/nm BE( €0)
+0(9%), (73)

poo(z, k)

where 7 is given as

:Ek " me“)‘p“nAkprn” + %wwe’“’panp. (74)
In local equilibrium, the expressions for pgg are different for Belinfante and canonical cases, even when integrated
over space. The difference stems from distinct definitions of the density operator 9 in Egs. (18) and (19). Notably,
in the context of the spin polarization for A and A hyperons, ¢ is typically chosen to be in the Belinfante form, as
utilized in the modified Cooper-Frye formula [27, 28]. However, we note that the results of the canonical and other
forms of density operators are very different from those of the Belinfante form [75]. This discrepancy has led to
discussions regarding the physical appropriateness of these forms, particularly in how they align with experimental
data. The choice of a specific form is often made a posteriori, emphasizing the need for further empirical validation
[75]. So which form of the density operator has more reflection on the physical reality remains an open question. This
underscores the importance of continued experimental and theoretical investigation to resolve this issue.

C. Another choice for MVSD

There is an alternative definition for the MVSD f,.. From the definition of the Wigner function in Eq. (15), we
can decompose the Wigner function into time-like and space-like parts in momentum |79,

W (x, k) = Wi¥(x, k) + W (2, k) + WE” (2, k), (75)
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where WEY (2, k) is the space-like part and W4"(z, k) are the time-like parts (upper/lower sign corresponds to the
positive /negative energy branch respectively), defined as

W (2, k) = W (a, k)0(ko)O(k2), (76)
W (z, k) = WH(z,k)0(—ko)0(k?), (77)
Wgu(ka) = W"(z,k)o(— 2) (78)
Different from Eq. (16), one can also introduce an alternative MVSD (also see Refs. [77-80] for fermion’s MVSD),
forlz k) = o€ (K)e) (KWL (2. k)
1 / d3q
(27T)3 V 4E‘kJrq/2-Ek7q/2
o Ex_q/2 + Exiq)2 s
<3 i (ko = ' a/ <aqu/2ak+q/2>
% s vk _ g n g
X (k)es (k) e (k 2)er, (k—i— 2). (79)
We can make a gradient expansion following the same procedure as in Eq. (50), we obtain
Dl k) = 6(k* = m®)0(ko) [ (2, k)3, (80)
£ @ k) = ok = m*)0(ko) fi (2, k) For
1
FO (2, k) = 6k —m?)0(ko) [ £ (2, k)55 + 5/ k) S FeoFor
k)Y = E
1 k" ke o £ 1.8\, 1* s
=1 /B(@ ) (€ = wan)(Epo = woo) = (Fek*)(FLR7 )€y (K)e (k)
1 ooy [(APY kPR
=150 =~ B (10 — ) € bR (G + i ) 0 1)
with §'(2) = 06(z)/0x and
Ap ]%)\]%p
010 = faok) = (6 — ) € — i (55 + 5 ) (52)
47 P per 2 B} Bl
FB = —iwyer (k)ed (k) + igA,,kin (e (k)ed (k) — €2 (k)e (k)] (83)
k
FE = —ihwe (k)e) (k)
il = D — R S [ 19} ) — R)e (19 (54)
In the comparison with Egs. (58) and (59), FP and 7 in Egs. (83) and (84) have an additional term
AFE) = AFD = (08K 10 e (K)]e (k). (85)

where 8, = (0, —V}). In global equilibrium, we observe that FEO in Bas. (83) and (84) do not depend on n*, while
#2 in Eq. (81), FEO in Bgs. (58, 59) and F5 in Bqs. (55) and (56) do depend on n*. According to Eq. (85),
the extra term proportional to d} e} (k) cancels the terms related to n in FP in Bas. (58, 59).

From Egs. (17) and (69) we can obtain the spin density matrix as the normalized MVSD in Egs. (81),

B 1
p((JO)(‘Tvk) = 37 18Fnn f fBE

1

1

"o(Q) € 2
~%7sn 5e(QB) - €0)

(B)

— AV, po

_% gE(é-)\V - wN/)(ﬁPG Wpa')\—*(_’_)

g Fee

3(ElBysp)Avipo — Z(E?SB)B,B)AMPU +0(0°),

S
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for the Belinfante case, and

() 1 1 " 2
xz, k = 3 Q c €
Poo” (2, k) 37 f —— 5 )~ 658 —— BE(Q(C) - €0)

I =Av,po
36 BE(Ew — W) (Epo — wpg)uz\ﬂp
! f v v o g = —ss
+36fBEf {(5)\ — w>‘ )(é‘ﬂ — WP ) [3(:?8)ﬂB)Ay,po - Z(:(C),@B))"#PU

€ = ™) (30 p0) s + 3(E)0) s

- Z(Eﬁé)ﬁQ))\%PU - Z(Eﬁé)lﬂl);a’,)\v]

S S

+Q>\UQPU 3(E?g)QQ))\V,pU - Z(Efg)SZSI)AV7PU

S

}+O@% (87)
for the canonical case, where we defined

- 1 o ., m kY kY
(B) = —ehP ’rL>\/€p (OJHVTL m +wuum —fqu—k)

m
8
Q((rc) _ _%Eukrﬂn/\k,} (@VZ—I; —wuug—:{ - uug—:{g:%:
Ek2+ mQW ) * %Quuew’m”m (89)
BT |+ (8 ) "

Here, we simply drop 6(k? —m?) in the numerator and denominator in the definition of the spin density matrix (69)
and take ky = Fi.
We can define the momentum dependent spin density matrix as,

k) — [ dxfs(z, k) B §(k? — mQ)Tr(@afjak)
Per a J 3T f(x, k) B oo 0k — mQ)Tr(gaiTak)
Tr(gak ay)

X ey ay)’ oy

where in the third equality, 6(k*> — m?) functions cancel in the numerator and denominator and ko = Fj is taken.
Interestingly, although pé]g’c)(:v,k) in Egs. (86) and (87) differ from pgg"c)(x,k) in Eqgs. (70, 71), the momentum
dependent spin density matrix is the same for both choices of MVSDs.

V. TIME REVERSAL PROPERTY OF SPIN ALIGNMENT INDUCED BY SHEAR STRESS TENSOR

In this section, we discuss the time reversal property of the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor, which
is related to the question if the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor dissipative.

If a transport coefficient in hydrodynamics is even under the time reversal transformation (T-even), the transport
effect is called non-dissipative, while it is called dissipative if the corresponding transport coefficient is T-odd [91, 92].
For example, the chiral magnetic effect is described by j = £gB with g being the transport coefficient and is non-
dissipative as it does not lead to entropy production [93, 94]. This can be seen by the time reversal transformation of
the current and magnetic field, j — —j and B — —B, so the coeflicient £p is T-even.
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Table I: The time reversal transformation (TRT) for components of the shear stress tensor and spin density matrix.

terms| do | Bo oo oi &ij (—1)5* " psr(t, x, k)
TRT | =00 |+po —&00 +&oi —&ij p—r—s(—t,x,—k)
terms| 9i | fBi |(=D)*"ep" (k)ed(k) | (=) g (k)ei (k) [ (=1)° e (k)¢5 (k)
TRT |40; | —Bi |+e5 " (=k)eg * (k) | —¢o " (—k)e; *(—k)|+¢€; " (—k)e; *(—k)

1 J

We counsider the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor in this work. From Eq. (79), we have
psr(z, k) ~ €, (k)e, (k) WH. (92)

Given WH being a symmetric rank-2 tensor, it can be associated with other symmetric tensors. In this context, we
consider following terms

e (Ke, (WH ~ ag e (k)€ (k)
+b (£ + €6 € (K)ey (k) + O(E, ), (93)

where @ and b are interpreted as transport coefficients. Under the time reversal transformation, the polarization vector
transforms as

eg(k) = (=1)""eg (=k), €(k) = (=1)%¢ (k) (94)
which leads to the time reversal transformation of the spin density matrix pg, as
psr(t,x, k) — (=1)°T"p_,. _(—t,x,—k). (95)

Additional related quantities under the time reversal transformation are detailed in Table I. From this analysis, we
find that the transport coefficient a is T-odd while b is T-even for pgg. Therefore, following this analysis, it implies
that the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor in the first order of the gradient expansion is dissipative.

The density operator gr for a real system in local equilibrium differs from ¢ introduced in Eqs. (18) and (19).
From gr and ¢ we can obtain statistical average values of the energy momentum tensor 7% = Tr(orT*") and
TH = Tr(pTH) wheih are related by [70, 82],

n, IR = n, T, (96)

where n,, is the unit vector perpendicular to the hypersurface ¥ chosen in the density operator ¢. It is important to
note that T}" is not necessarily equal to T"”, which is computed from the density operators in Eqgs. (18) and (19).
Following the Refs. [70, 82], one can demonstrate that the entropy production rate is given by

s = (T —TH)9,B,. (97)

When ¢ = gr, we have T = T", resulting in conserved entropy. Consequently, any thermal quantity Tr (@O)
computed using the density operator ¢ in Egs. (18) and (19) are non-dissipative. While the real ensemble averaged
quantity Tr (9rO) can be dissipative which can be computed using the Kubo formula [69, 70],

Tr[orO()] — Tr[00 ()]

t t
— 3 4 1 Fuy / A —ikv(;ﬂ/—;ﬂ)
.5, () g%lmT/tod @ /t d9<[T (9,x),0(x)]>ﬁ(x)e . (98)

For the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor computed using the above formula, we refer the readers to
Ref. [67].
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VI. SUMMARY

We have computed the spin density matrix element ppg up to the second order of gradient expansion at local
equilibrium using Zubarev’s approach. The spin density matrix is obtained through the matrix valued spin dependent
distribution function f,,. It is defined as the ensemble average on the density operators ¢ which depend on the choice
of the energy-momentum and spin tensors or pseudo-gauge. We choose two forms of the energy-momentum and spin
tensors: Belinfante and canonical ones. Then we obtain f,,. up to the second order by making the gradient expansion
for 0.

The results for pgp to the first order are given in Eqs. (64). We find pog = 1/3, meaning that there is no contribution
from the thermal vorticity and shear stress tensor to the first order. The off-diagonal elements of the spin density
matrix are nonzero.

The results for pgg in the second order are presented in Egs. (70) and (71) with non-vanishing contributions from
both the thermal vorticity and shear stress tensors. The exact expression for pgy depends on the pseudo-gauge, so pog
are different in the Belinfante and canonical cases. In global equilibrium with Killing conditions, pgo in both cases
converge to a unique expression as shown in Eq. (73). The choice of the pseudo-gauge is a posteriori and should be
validated by experimental data.

The definition of f, is also not unique. We discussed an alternative choice of fs, in Eq. (79). The expressions for
fsr up to the second order of gradient expansion are given in Eq. (81). Although the spin density matrix are different
from the previous one, they give the same integrated result over the spatial coordinate, as shown in Eq. (91).

We finally discussed the time reversal property of the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor, which is
related to the question if the spin alignment induced by the shear stress tensor dissipative. The effective transport
coeflicient for the spin alignment induced by the thermal shear stress tensor is T-odd in the first order, impling that
the first order effect is dissipative. For the ensemble defined by the density operators in Eq. (25) and (26), the
contribution to the spin alignment from the thermal shear stress tensor only appears in the second order, since such
density operators can only give non-dissipative effects.
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Appendix A: Derivations of Egs. (38)-(44)

From Egs. (7), (21), (20) and (27), we obtain

Pu_%/d?’yn#/%/%;

% {q)sww (p,q)ai:‘aaei(pfq)'y + O (p, q)a;aaTe*i(p*q)-y

M+- (1)—+
—@?I)’i”_ (p, q)ai,aZe‘“”*“”'y — @?I)i’jr(p, q)aijaa’rei(pﬂ)'y 7 (A1)

where the auxiliary functions ® ;) are

O (pa) =[O (0.0)]
1 1

—g" g -e5(P)] [P er(a)] +2¢"€"(p) [p - er(a)]} (A2)
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ST UV *
P

e (pg) = | P

(D)++ (pv Q)

—
[E—"

- > 1E {[(p-q+m*)g" —2p"¢"] [es(P) - €r(q)]

es(P)]p- (@) +2¢"€(p) [p- er(q)]} - (A3)

g
After integrating over y and ¢ in Eq. (A1) and replacing p with ¢ as the integral variable, we obtain

|
S
—
[N}

nv

q .

P= / g Z O (0 9)ag ag + P{, (g, g)agay
(I).(SI),MU (q q) zl qu —21eqy _ @?Bil;(q q) st TTq 21eqy]7 (A4)

where ¢ = (Eq, —q). The commutators are

[PYayl] = nuZ[ o (o) + @ (pp)} o

5 (B 5p) + O (5] ar e

= p’ay,

“y s 1 TSI UV [~ ST UV N
[P”,a% ] = —5%2 ‘I’mu (B,0) + @), (B D) | aZp

1 TSI UV STV [~ ) r i
+§nﬂz fb(l)iJr(p, b) + ¥, (B,p)| a arfe2iBety
= —plaly, (A5)
where we have used following identities
m [0 (0 0) 4 B (0p)| = 2
m [ Bop) + O (0 B)| = ma [ R (0.9) + O (o) = 0. (A6)

Analogy to above formula, we obtain expressions for other operators. From Egs. (27), (28) and (A1) we obtain

ivo— _IAI:,V+1/d3yy>\n / d3p /
2 "] (2r )3

% [ g)uv (p, q) st Z(p 9y —|—<I>?T)‘“’ (p, q)a a e~ ir—a)y

—@izgﬁ'L(p,q)af,age—“p*q)' — O, (p. q)agfagfe ] (A7)

From Egs. (21), (31) and (32), we obtain

d3p d3q
v 3
o = ‘2/ dy”“/ @3 ) (2n)? 4

~ {q)f;“)#jr)\v(p’ q)a; st Z(p q)y+q)?r)#h’(p7 q)a; TT —i(p—a)y

] (89
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=~ [ /d3 S

% {|:(I)sr ,u)\u @fg)‘“”\(p q)} sTarez(p Q)-y
+ e @f;;% )] agagie -0
= [0 (,0) — €35 (0, )] apage
- [ 0 - 25 0 o) gl (A9)
where auxiliary functions @) are
SN (p,q) = B (p,q)
- ﬁlT ﬁ%zw e (p) — p et (p)]et (), (A10)
o5 (poa) = ‘1>f§§ﬂ’*(p, 9)
- ped(p) — pe (p)]et (a). (A11)

ﬁm

Now we integrate over y and ¢ in Eqs. (A7) - (A9) and replace p with ¢ as the integral variable, we obtain
- 1 d3q
v )\ v
= P g [ S

A
q ST v STy S T
X { [tyfq)(l)# (q,q) +1g; 8q(1)<1>(1)i_(q, q) aqTaq

+ig; @f{)ﬁ” (¢,9)(OLag)ay,

q ST 17 ST v ] S r
|y, 205 (@0 g aq<1>‘1’<15”+(q7‘1) agag

'g%fﬁ“i( Q)(0ia3)al;

~

+ q (I)ST»HV (q7 q) Zgl aq(l)(l)sr,ul/ (q7 (j) e —2iEq4t, aqa

I 1)—- 1)—- q
—ig} ‘WB’“’ (¢, q)e*"Pat(0}ad)a’ o
- A -
q STy - Aai sriuv ~ 2iEqty s rf
=+ tyfq)(l)iJr(qv )+ 19; 3q(1)¢(1)i+(q,q) € ! aqTa—q
HG O (0. GG, A
Sy)\y - _9 d q sr,u)\u st T (I)sr,u)\u s rf
B T | B Z @)1 (@ a)ag ag + " (a; a)agag
ST AV s r —23 v ST AV r i v
q’(z)ﬁ_ (9. Daga’ qe Pt — @Y (g, g)agfall 2ot (A13)

3
SO\U - d q Z { [(I)sr;u)\u(q Q) (I)sr,uu)\(q q)} T r
C 14 (27_‘_)3 (2)+—-\1 (2)+ aq

ST AV ST VA s .r
[@(2)M+(q q) — (I)(z)H (q, Q)} qu@q]L

— 05 (0,0) — @35 (0. @)] agar e Eat

ST AV ST UV ~ st T 7
~ o5 @) - 5N, )| aqm_fqez Eats ), (A14)
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where 0(1) acts only on the first variable of ®(1,2) in Eq. (A12). We can also define d(5) which acts only on the

second variable of ®(1,2). The commutators between OAM and spin tensor operators are
[iAy,CLg‘} = —I)‘pl’aST
L ; Sy sy
*3 {[m“g{\ (8 (1)q)(1)i (p,p) +9, @ 1)M+(pap))
1
+2t, E—p ApY 8y + 2i85p” g)‘az] rf

+Z'7’Lugi [a (1)(1)25)#11 (~ )+ 61 (I)sr),uu (p p)} QzEptya_p}7

{I:Au,as_p} = 2’p’a’,
! ) TSIUV (s i STV [~ ~
+§ { {_m"gi)\ (8 (1 )(I)(l)# (p,p) + 0 2)(1) )# (Pap)>
Ay
rp ; ~v T T
_2 Ep — s 21557«[) gi)‘ap:| a’,

—ingg |04 O (0, B) + Doy L1 (5,p)] Pt |

TS UAV ST AV r
[0t = —2m, {[O0512 0.0) + 95N (0.1)| 0y
= [OE Bop) + O (0 B)] e ar, )
GA\v s ST AV TS UAV r
(58 a%s| = —2m{ = |91 G.0) + ¥ (5,)] o

TS AV ~ ST AV i r
{rb(z,)i Y (0.5 + @ (5, p)} 2 EptyapT}7

[ser.aif] = = { o5 )~ 95 )
+ [0 (0,0) - @35 (0,0) |
T8 UAV "S; V)\ !
— |0 5.p) - %)L )| e,
— OB (0.5) — O 0, 5)] €M val }

(52,02, =~ {= 852 (.) - B35 (5.5)] o7
— O 5.5 — 05 5.9)| oy
|G (Bp) — O (5p) | P v
+ @I 0,5) - O 0,9)] 2 Fetvart )
Using Egs. (36,37), the commutation coefficients of Eqgs. (40,41) become,

Hflra')-',--',-( ) = _E?g——(pr’)
= >\ V(akﬁu) sr

((9)\611) |: znugl 6p( p(l)q)’glssiy ( )+a 2)(I)SI) l;(p7p))

1 ”’S v v
+t, E—p PS5 + 860" g0 — @3 (p, p) — m, LY (p,p)] ;

(A15)

(A16)

(A7)

(A18)

(A19)

(A20)

(A21)



=ty (p) = S50 D)

—92i 1 i TSIUV [~ 7 STV ~
—(0xBy)e 2 Frlun, {529{\ [3p(1)¢(1)i,(p7p) + 8p(2)‘b(1)ﬁ,(p,p)}

TSI UAV [ ~ ST AV ~
TP (B p) + 5 (p,p)} :

=tes D) = S0 oD
- :EApy(a)\ﬂv)ésr

1 - 7 7 TS UV 7 ST UV
_(akﬁu) {Eznugi)\ap [ap(l)q)(l)i_(pap) + ap(2)(1)(1)li+(pup):|
1 ,
+ty FPAPIQSST + Z(Ssrpygf\a;z}
i
1 TS} UAV TS} UVA ST AV STV
—5 M [fb(z)i_ (P, p) = 27 (0 p) + 25 (0, ) — P10 (pm)} ;
=T, (p) = S04 (p )
1 —27 7 TS UV [~ 7 ST UV ~
= —i(OnB)e o v ) (04 O (5rp) + Oy O (0 )]
+%Q>\Ve_2iEPtyn#
> (I)rs;uku(~ _(I)rs;uu)\ ~ (I)sr;u)\u ~ _(I)sr;uu)\ ~
@ (B,p) = )20 (B, ) + 5" (0, D) — Py (P, D) |-
We use Egs. (38)-(41) and (42) to evaluate Eqs. (43) and (44), the coefficients are obtained as

1
st Bp —AB-p=sr AB-p
Dy, = —e /Od)\e =V, e
1 )\1 , ,
+§ eﬁ-p/ d>\1/ d/\ge*)‘lﬁ'pEije)‘l5"’67)‘2&7”5116)‘25"’
0 0
S/

1 )\1
Bp —A1Bpmss’ ,—MBD A2BP=s'r A2Bp
+ e dA\y dXse Ye e ‘e
- . —_— )
" 0 0

1
DS = —efr / d\e MPEY_ AP
0
1 A1
+Zeﬂ-p/ d>\1/ e MBPE NP NBDZIT N
" 0 0
1 A1
+3 e / d\ / dhge MPPESS o= MBI DS T = N2B D
> 0 0
1
DY = —e PP / AN PEST AP
0
1 A1
+3 e / X / Ao PPESS = MPPABPES T o= 22fP
" 0 0
1 A1
+Ze—ﬂ-ﬁ/ d)\l/ DM PFES NP ABDZIT NPT,
> 0 0
1
D = —e PP / AN PEET PP
0

1 )\1
+> e h? / dA\ / Ay PPE o= MBPABPES T Aabp
o 0 0

1 A1
+ E e*ﬁ-ﬁ/ d\ / d)\2e>\1ﬁ'ﬁESS;_eklﬁ':veszﬁ-PEiiekzﬁ'P'
7 0 0
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(A22)

(A23)

(A24)

(A25)

(A26)

(A27)

(A28)
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Appendix B: Coefficients for Egs. (62, 61)

Here, we list the coefficients in Eqgs. (61) and (62):

(Eps)rme = —BaBpe = Ax (€57 +e57e8) — Apo(e7es + €3es)
—i—(ep ef,AM + € EVA)\p + €, E)\Al,g + ef’,*ei&,,p)

m ~ k. €e* _ _ ke

)AAV { ms (exko +€5kp) + -

S+ R

- Ex(Ex +m)
m A k - 5*(515 + s]})_‘_k'es(s*% + S*E})
- € v €, € v €,
Ex(Bx+m) 7| m A A m Ve A
m k-
+Ek(Ek—|—m) — (A)\pk €, —i—Al,pk e)\—|—AM €5 +A,,gk )
m k-€s, ~ - o
s A kv A a'k Aygk A yk Ss*
+Ek(Ek +m) m (Bprhves” + Dok + A€+ Apukaer”)
m?2 k-efk-e ~ - - O -

s s A kl,ko- A Uk,‘l,k Au k ka
+E2(Ek+m)2 m m (Ax T BxgRukp 1+ Buphia
+Aua’k)\k — 2A)\V k — 2Apo'k>\k ) (Bl)

=22 k k k S 8%
(:(c)gﬁ)ku,pg = _A)\VAPU(SSS + E2 55

ke k-€f ,« ko k- e NS Erk,

T Zep Ay S* Ay — ——

Fx m EpA +E - [( A B2 > B

k, k-e€ k: k- k,k kok

s S*A o s A . Rplg |\ Rpho

B ' +E " 6/\ [< g Eg > mEy

—(mA k A , B2
(mA, )E2(Ek+m) m m EZ "M m m (B2)
s k ks K2 . kK k,,ke; < ke ko€,
Eorsalier = @S A" T w0 VE T
ko k- € Eak,\  ka kuko k- e
S* A Yy — —— _ S*
+Ek m < A Eﬁ) m EZ m ‘r
kyko k- ke - - - 2 k-erk-e
+A 2+ kykokaky 2 i) B3
o EZ m m platA E}(Ex+m) m m (B3)
(¢ ) kuko K s I;vkd Igpk €5 s
= Ve = — ——= €€} — — — €
(C)QQ) Av,p Eﬁ m2 P A Eﬁ mom
kyky kx k- €s kyko k- e k- e
_ _n Sk S A B4
EZ m m %t EZ m m AP (B4)
where we defined
. k. k,
A = N+ };2 (B5)
k
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