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Vector and Tensor Spin Polarization for Vector Bosons at Local Equilibrium
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We derive expressions for the vector and tensor components of the spin polarization of
massive vector bosons at local thermodynamic equilibrium up to second order in the space-
time gradients of the thermodynamic fields pertaining to the canonical stress-energy tensor
and spin tensor of the free Proca field. A set of Feynman rules is devised to calculate the
Wigner function and the matrix-valued spin-dependent distribution (MVSD) functions order
by order in space-time gradients. Due to constraints imposed by time-reversal symmetry,
the leading contribution to spin alignment - defined as the 00-component of the tensor
polarization - arises from second-order terms in MVSD, for which we provide an analytic
formula. We discuss the physical meaning of different contributions to vector and tensor
polarization. These formulae provide a prediction of a contribution to the spin alignment
which can be compared with the observations in relativistic heavy-ion collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin polarization is a ubiquitous topic across several fields in physics. In atomic physics and
condensed matter physics, spin has been a frontier research subject for a long time. In cosmology,
the B-mode polarization of the cosmic microwave background photons can be used to test the
existence of primordial gravitational waves [1, 2], as well as to elucidate the nature of dark matter
and dark energy [3]. In particle physics, the proton spin problem has triggered extensive discussions
that have greatly advanced our understanding of Quantum Chromo-Dynamics [4, 5].

Lately, spin has become an important observable in Quark-Gluon-Plasma physics. Following
early predictions based on partonic angular momentum transfer in relativistic heavy-ion collisions
(HICs) [6-9] and on the quantitative predictions based on statistical local equilibrium [10-12], the
experiment of the STAR collaboration found evidence of global spin polarization of A (and A) [13~
15], 27, and Q™ hyperons [16] supporting the predictions based on hydrodynamic and statistical
local equilibrium. However, these predictions were not confirmed in the study of local polarization,
that is spin polarization as a function of momentum [17-27]. It was later found out that further
terms which are linear in the gradients of the thermo-hydrodynamic fields are responsible for spin
polarization at local equilibrium (spin-thermal shear and spin Hall effect) which can reproduce the

local polarization data; for recent reviews, see [28-34].
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Similar spin polarization phenomena could occur in HICs for vector mesons [35]. In this case,
the benchmark quantity is the so-called spin alignment parameter, ©gy — 1/3. Here, Oqg is the
00-element of the spin density matrix of a vector meson, representing the probability of the vector
meson being in the state with spin-0 in its rest frame in a specified quantization direction, i.e. the
longitudinally polarized mode (see Section II for discussions of the spin state of vector bosons).
Spin alignment is essentially a component of vector meson’s tensor polarization, which will be
discussed in detail in Sec. II.

Recently, the STAR Collaboration reported the measurements of the global spin alignment of
#(1020) and K*°(892) mesons [36], i.e., the average spin alignment with respect to the direction
of the global orbital angular momentum (OAM) of the colliding system (which coincides with
the direction of the reaction plane for symmetric collisions such as Au + Au). They found that
©0o—1/3 > 0 for ¢ meson and Ogo—1/3 ~ 0 for K** meson at BNL Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) energies. On the other hand, the ALICE Collaboration reported that ©gpp—1/3 < 0 for both
¢ and K*V in the low-pr region at the LHC energy [37]. A substantial spin alignment of .J/1/(3097)
meson with ©gp — 1/3 < 0 at low-pr has also been observed by the ALICE Collaboration [38, 39].

Spin alignment is a challenging puzzle in HICs because the results depend strongly on both col-
lision energies and meson type [36]. Moreover, its magnitude for ¢ meson is large (O(1072)), which
is at variance with extrapolations from the hydrodynamic-local equilibrium model and other mod-
els proposed in the literature. For instance, in a quark coalescence model, supposing that quarks
coalesce to form mesons and that their spins are at local equilibrium at the time of hadronization,
one may naively expect that the spin alignment of vector mesons would be of the order of Pg
with P, the spin polarization of quarks and antiquarks. However, this is of the order of O(107%)
assuming that P, is about the same magnitude of the global spin polarization of A [13]. In view of
these failures, theorists have proposed various mechanisms beyond local equilibrium calculations,
such as contributions from electromagnetic field [40-45], strong ¢ mean field [41, 46, 47], medium
modification to meson spectra [48-52], and gluonic color fields [53, 54], based on various theoretical
approaches such as quantum kinetic theories [54-59], effective models [43, 49, 51], linear response
theories [48, 60], and holographic models [45, 61].

In a quantum hydrodynamic picture, a full calculation of spin alignment has not been carried
out yet. An estimate in [41] shows that the contribution to ©¢y — 1/3 from B-part (E-part) of
fluid vorticity is around O(107%) (O(10~%)). But it was based on a quark coalescence scenario
with quarks polarized by the vorticity field without incorporating the direct coupling between
meson’s spin and vorticity. On the other hand, most of the aforementioned hydrodynamic estimates
rely on formulae that apply to global equilibrium, where the thermal shear tensor vanishes. At
local thermodynamic equilibrium, the contribution from thermal shear tensor to vector meson
spin alignment, unlike to fermion spin polarization [62, 63], also vanishes at the linear order, as
will be shown later. Nevertheless, there might be a non-vanishing dissipative contribution at the
linear order in the thermal shear; a particular calculation has been carried out in Ref. [48] which,
however, shows a critical dependence on the lifetime of the vector meson. This was confirmed in
the framework of relativistic kinetic theory [57, 60].

In this article, we use quantum statistical methods, notably the Local Equilibrium Density
Operator (LEDO) [64-66], to derive a formula (“Cooper-Frye type”) for the vector and tensor spin
polarization of vector bosons at local equilibrium, which is complete up to the second order in
space-time gradients. Quantum statistical methods take into account the effects of non-constant



thermodynamic fields in a very effective way and, particularly, they show that even local equilibrium
involves gradient corrections to the distribution functions. This method has been used to derive the
spin-thermal shear coupling [62, 67] and the mean spin polarization vector for spin-1/2 fermions at
both first order [68, 69] and second order [70] in space-time gradients. The second-order gradient
corrections we report in this work most likely include those found in Ref. [58] in that they are
obtained by expanding the local equilibrium density operator. It should be emphasized that, as
the calculation is at local equilibrium, its result depends on the specific form of the stress-energy
tensor and spin tensor, the so-called pseudo-gauge choice [71]. In this work, we focus on the
canonical stress-energy and spin tensors obtained from the familiar Proca Lagrangian (see Eq. (1))
and we allow a spin potential ) differing from thermal vorticity w. It should be pointed out that
the corresponding expressions in the Belinfante pseudo gauge cannot be obtained from our results
by simply setting 2 = w.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we briefly discuss the definition of the Matrix-
Valued Spin-dependent Distribution (MVSD) and the description of the spin state of massive
bosons using the spin density matrix. In Sec. III, we introduce LEDO and its cumulant expansion
based on our power counting rules which will be given accordingly. In Sec. IV, we show how to
extract the vector and tensor polarization from the MVSD. The zeroth- and first-order results of
the MVSD are given in Sec. V. In Sec. VI, we introduce a Feynman diagram scheme and apply
it to the calculation of the second-order terms. The second-order MVSD is given in Sec. VII
with diagrammatic representations. In Sec. VIII, we take the global equilibrium limit and obtain
the spin alignment at global equilibrium. We also derive a new contribution from the space-time
gradients of the thermal vorticity beyond global equilibrium. We summarize our results and give
an outlook in Sec. IX.

Throughout this paper, we use the Minkowski metric 7,, = diag(l,—1,—1,—1) and adopt

0123 _

natural units kg = ¢ = h = 1. The Levi-Civita tensor ¢#*?? is normalized as € —€eo23=1. A

bigger hat over a symbol, such as 6, denotes an operator in Hilbert space. A smaller hat, such as
k, denotes a suitably normalized four-vector, for example, k* = k* /(t-k) with t# = (1,0) being the
normal vector in the time direction. We also define the shorthand notations A B*l = A#BY — A¥ B#
and AWBY) = ALBY + AY B for arbitrary two vectors A* and BX.

II. SPIN STATE OF A MASSIVE VECTOR BOSON

We consider free neutral massive vector bosons, such as ¢ and J/t, which are described by the
Proca Lagrangian

1 1
L=— FuF" + imQAMA“ (1)

with m being the boson’s mass and the field tensor
Fr = ogrAY — 9" A,
The equations of motion (EOMs) for massive vector field A* obtained from Eq. (1) are given by

(0> +m?)A* =0, (2)
AP =0, (3)



where the second equation is the Lorenz condition for the massive vector field.
The mode decomposition of the vector field A* after quantization reads,

dski 1 AS —ik-x |, ~ST _ux ik-x
Z/ om) 28, ke (R)e T g T (k)] W

where k¥ = Ej, = vk? + m?2, €5 (p) is the polarization vectors !, and @}, and Zifj are annihilation and
creation operators for vector boson of momentum k and spin state s. They satisfy the commutation
relation

a5, a5] = (2Bx) (27)%6®) (k — K')5" . (5)

The decomposition in Eq. (4) can be straightforwardly extended to the case of charged vector bosons
(such as K* and D** mesons) by introducing different operators for particles and antiparticles.

The physical meaning of s, which is a quantum number taking values —1,0,1 depends on
the choice of the so-called standard Lorentz transformation [k], which is defined as the Lorentz
transformation turning the standard vector kf = (m,0) of a particle with mass m into its actual
four-momentum k. As it is well known, if [k] = R.(¢)R,(6)L.(&) where ¢,6,& are the polar and
hyperbolic coordinates of the four-vector p, R; are rotations around the axis ¢ = z,y,z and L;
boosts along axis i, s is the helicity of the particle. On the other hand, if [k] is chosen to be a pure
Lorentz boost, s can be thought of as a spin component along the boosted quantization axis. It is
important to stress that both the creation and annihilation operators as well as the polarization
vectors €5 depend on the choice of the standard Lorentz transformation, so that, strictly, one should
write

even though their combination, summed over s, in the field expansion is altogether independent
thereof. Throughout this paper, this dependence will not be explicitly shown in the notation, and
we will keep indicating @, and ek (k). Of course, if k* = kf, there is no dependence on the standard
Lorentz transformation, which is the identity in all cases.

The Lorentz condition in Eq. (3) enforces the polarization four-vectors to satisfy ke (k) = 0,
and such a condition ensures that e (k) in boson’s rest frame has a vanishing time component.
Therefore, there are only three linearly independent €% (ko) vectors, which can be chosen as the basis
vectors of the spin-1 representation space, with, e.g., the y axis as the spin quantization direction.
In this case, these vectors are the eigenvectors of the representation matrix of the generator J,,
that is

el = — 7(201)
60:(010)
1( i,0,1).

=%

The polarization four-vectors are then ek (ko) = (0, es) and the €5 (k) can be obtained by applying
the standard Lorentz transformation [k], that is €5 (k) = [k]",€% (ko). Furthermore, one can also

! Note that €% (p) depends only on p, but for later use, it is convenient to consider Ep in €% (p) as p°.



introduce the “scalar” polarization vector as e (ko) = t* in the rest frame, with * = (1,0).
Thereby, the four four-vectors €/, e, €, €, at either ko or k form a vierbein that satisfy the

following orthonormality and completeness relations

ab vk v Ux
neley” =", nueley” =N, (6)

where a, b take the values from 0,0, 41, n*® and 7, are defined as

1 a=>b=o,
Ny =1"={ -1 a=b=0,+1 (7)
0 else.

For a reason that will become clear below, it is convenient to choose [k] as a pure boost L(k)
carrying the four-momentum k) to k*, so that e (k) = L*, (k)e’ (ko) with

LY (k) = Ex/m,  L°%(k) = L'g(k) = k'/m,  L';(k) = & — k'k;/[m(Ex +m)]. (8)

7

Therefore,

k-e k-e
By = (2258 oo 4 —2 % g —+1,0. 9
i) = (B eh k) s ©

or, in a manifestly covariant form

k- es(ko)

et (k) = et (ko) — m

! (k" +mi"), s=+£1,0. (10)
Since the €4 (k) are perpendicular to the four-vector k#, the polarization vectors €5 (k), s = 0,+1
form a set of a complete basis orthogonal to k* (which can also be obtained from the first relation
in Eq. (6)),

= kH kY

Y chk)e (k) = =" + sl (11)

s=—1

The spin polarization state of a relativistic particle is described by the so-called spin density
matrix. In a relativistic quantum field theory, this matrix can be defined as [72]

Tr (ﬁafa;;)
>, T (paga,)

where r, s are the spin-state indices running from —S to S with S the particle spin and k is the

Oys(k) (12)

four-momentum of the particle in a conventional global frame (e.g. the laboratory frame). The spin
density matrix can be used to express all measurable quantities related to the spin of the particle.
However, the spin density matrix, featuring a quadratic combination of creation and annihilation
operators, also depends on the choice of the standard Lorentz transformation. Notably, it can be
shown (see Appendix A) that if one defined it by using a different standard Lorentz transformation
[k]’, then the new spin density matrix would be

O (K)e =Y _ D¥(R7)1rO(k)rs D% (R)su ,



where R = [k]7'[k]’ is a rotation as it keeps the time direction unchanged, and D® stands for the
spin-S irreducible representation of the SO(3) group.

Even though the spin density matrix depends on the standard Lorentz transformation, measur-
able physical quantities must be independent thereof. For instance, it can be shown that the spin
polarization four-vector in the conventional frame (i.e. the frame where the four-momentum of the
particle is k), defined as the mean value of the Pauli-Lubanski vector reads [72]

3
SH(k) =Y _tr (DS (J)O(k)) [k]";, (13)

=1

where J? are the generators of the rotation group (also known as angular momenta) and D (J?)
their associated matrices in the representation of spin-S. The four-vector S*(k) in Eq. (13) turns
out to be independent of the choice of [k] (see Appendix A), hence S¥(k) is that of an actual
physical vector. To determine the spin polarization vector in the rest frame of the particle, which
is the measurable quantity, a Lorentz transformation is to be carried out. This is usually done
keeping in the rest frame the same space axes of the conventional frame: otherwise stated with a
pure Lorentz boost L(k)~!. Looking at Eq. (13), it can be then concluded that the spin polarization
vector in the rest frame can be expressed as

Srest (k) = tr (D*(J")O(K)) , (14)

(with the time component vanishes) only if the standard Lorentz transformation [k] in Eq. (13) is
a pure boost L(k). Note that in Eq. (14), the spin vector components are in the rest frame of the
particle, but its argument £ is the four-momentum in the conventional observer frame.

Similar arguments apply to all other physical quantities that can be formed out of the spin
density matrix, like tensors. For the spin-1 case, being O(k) a 3 x 3 Hermitian matrix with unitary
trace, it can be decomposed as follows

3 3
1 1 i i 1 ij ij
O(k) = §I+ 3 E Srest (K)S" + 1 E T (k)XY | (15)
i=1 i5=1

where S' = D!(J%) (fulfilling [S?, 57] = i >, €¥*Sk), §% = 2] and £ = 597 + §I 5% — 26254,
Choosing gy as the spin quantization axis, one has

; 0—-1 0 10 0 1 010
Slzszzﬁ 10 —-1|, s?=5,=(00 0|, 53:52:% 101]. (16)
01 0 00 -1 010
Since
trS' =trx¥ =0 tr(SiSj) = 26%
tr(sizj’f) —0 tr(ZijZlk> = 25759 4 gikoily
one can readily invert the above formulae
Srest (k) = tr (S'O(K)) (17)

T (k) = tr (Z7O(k)) . (18)



Therefore, comparing with Eq. (14) and recalling the discussion of its meaning, it turns out that
the Si (k) in Eq. (15) (in accordance with the chosen notation) are just the components of the
spin vector in the rest frame of the particle, provided that the standard Lorentz transformation
is a pure boost. Similarly, the proper physical polarization tensor should be defined in the frame
where the particle four-momentum is k, and it turns out to be

(k) = D tr(SYOR)) [k (K]

which is independent of the standard Lorentz transformation. Equation (18) provides the compo-
nents of the same tensor in the particle rest frame only if the standard Lorentz transformation is
a pure Lorentz boost.

Instead of the Cartesian components of the above operators, we can use their spherical irre-
ducible (under the rotation group SO(3)) components. Denoting with S; ,, and S ,, the spherical
components of S, that is S1 o = Sy, S1,+1 = F(S5, £ iSz)/+v/2 and

1
SQ,m == Z <17m1;17m2|27m> Sl,mlsl,mg 5 (19)

mi,mo=—1

where (1,m1;1,mgo|2,m) are the Clebsch-Gordon coefficients; and further denoting with:
Py (k) = tr {S1,mO(k)} Tom(k) = tr{S2,mO(k)} (20)
the relevant traces of the spin density matrix, one has:

1 2
OW) =31+ 5 3 ("R n(BSim+ 3 ()T (F)Sam. (21)

m=—1 m=—2

for more details, see Ref. [73]. After lengthy calculations, one can show that:

©p0 — 1/3 = —/2/3%20

which is, by definition, the spin alignment parameter of the vector boson associated with a given
spin quantization direction (here, g).

The irreducible tensor T2 ,,, plays a major role in the decay of polarized vector mesons. For exam-
ple, in the decay ¢ — KT+K~, this tensor determines the angular distribution (1/N)(dN/dQ)(0, ¢)
of either daughter particle. Due to the transformation property under rotation, the angular distri-
bution must have the following form

2
%%(9, ¢) = i + « Z (—1)mP1’mY1’7m(9, ¢) + 0 Z (_1)m‘3:2,my2,fm(97 ¢) ’ (22)

m=—1 m=—2

where (0, ¢) are the polar and azimuthal angles with respect to the spin quantization axis in

the rest frame of the mother particle and Yj,,(, ¢) the spherical harmonic functions. One can

_./ 3
107

pseudoscalar meson productions, which is obtained after explicit calculation using the Wigner D-

show that a = 0 for strong decays because of the pairty conservation, and § = for

matrix formalism [40, 74]. Therefore, only the tensor polarization ¥ ,, can be measured in the



pseudo-scalar meson decay modes of the vector mesons. If we integrate over the azimuthal angle,

1 dN 11 ) \/§
— == = — 1)1/ 2%a0. 2
Ndcosf 4r 47r(SCOS o ) 252’0 (23)

Thus, ©gp — 1/3 = —1/2/3%5 is the only parameter that determines the polar angle distribution
of the decay daughters in the rest frame of the vector meson.

we have

For the purpose of the calculations of polarization in a relativistic fluid, it is very useful to
introduce the Matrix-Valued Spin-dependent Distribution (MVSD) operator

Jro(w, k) = sy (R)es (k)W (i, k) (24)

277”

with /I/IZ’:V (z, k) standing for the positive-energy (particle) part of the Wigner operator
W) = [ty A (o= 2) A (4 D) 002)00). (25)
where 0 is the Heaviside step function. With Eq. (4), we obtain

= d3py d3py 1
W (1. k) = (2 —i(p1—p2)-x
+ (x7 ) / (27T) (27T)3 2EP1 2EP2 Tr (;ag ‘ (26)

P1 P2\ gt
<ot (k= B - ) aplagi et et vo).
In general, the argument & is not on the mass shell in Eq. (24) and Eq. (26). However, since p/

and p} lie on the mass shell, we have (p; — p2) - (p1 + p2) = 0. Then, the Wigner operator fulfills
the equation (k- ;)W (z, k) = 0 [72]. Likewise, from the Eq. (24), we have

(k- 02) fra(z, k) = 0. (27)

It can be shown in Ref. [72] that this equation makes the argument k an on-shell four-vector after
integration over an arbitrary 3D hypersurface ¥ with suitable boundary conditions. From Egs.
(24), (26), and (12) it can be shown that

/E s - k Tr(ﬁﬁs(x,k)> - %5(1@2 — m2)0(k%) Tr (ﬁa”ak) :

so that the spin density matrix in Eq. (12) can be expressed as an integral over an arbitrary 3D
hypersurface X

e dS -k Tr(ﬁﬁs(m,k))
Y, fedS -k Tr(ﬁﬁT(m,k)) '

Eq. (27) ensures that the four-vector k is on-shell, i.e. k2 = m2. Eq. (28) is a very useful form for

the applications to relativistic hydrodynamics because the MVSD, unlike the spin density matrix
overall, depends on z and its value is mostly determined by values of hydrodynamic fields around
x at local thermodynamic equilibrium.

It is also possible to parametrize the MVSD as the product

frs(x, k) = Ops(x, k) f(x, k), (29)

where f(x,k) =), frr(z, k) is the trace of the MSVD, so that tr ©(z, k) = 1. The function f(x, k)
will be henceforth denoted as scalar distribution and ©,4(z, k) as the spin density matrix in the
phase space.



III. LOCAL EQUILIBRIUM DENSITY OPERATOR

From the free Lagrangian for a neutral spin-1 particle Eq. (1), one can derive the canonical
form of the energy-momentum and spin tensors

~ ~ ~ 14 4 I 92 ~
TH = —FHegr A, — g <_4FPUFP‘7 + 2m2ApAp> , (30)
Sheo — e o 4 fro Ap (31)

The corresponding local equilibrium density operator (LEDO) describing a local Gibbs state spec-
ified by the thermal velocity 3,(x) and spin potential Q,,(x) is given by [64-66]

i = e { = [ 45,00 [P 08,0 - 187 00 (0)] | (32

where d¥,, is the shorthand notation for dX n, with dX being the measure of the hypersurface
Y and n, being its normal vector. Zyg is the local equilibrium partition function, which is the
trace of the exponent term and ensures that the LEDO is properly normalized, Trp = 1. Note

FIG. 1. A sketch of the space-time diagram of a relativistic heavy ion collision. Y g is the 3D space-like
hypersurface where the local thermal equilibrium is achieved. Ygg is the freeze-out hypersurface, consisting
of space-like hypersurface = and time-like hypersurface ;. In €2, the volume surrounded by X1 g and Xro,
the matter is in the QGP phase. Zp is the hyperplane connecting the boundary of Ygg.

that, in the LEDO, we treat the spin potential as an independent parameter. This is in line with
the perspective of spin hydrodynamics [75-81] (for a review of spin hydrodynamics, see Ref. [82]),
where the spin polarization density relaxes to local equilibrium comparably slower than momentum
degrees of freedom [71, 76, 78]. The spin potential will affect the spin alignment of vector bosons,
as we will show.

The coupling field §,(z), Q,s(x) should be understood as Lagrange multipliers for the maxi-
mization of entropy

S[E) = —Tr(FIn 7).
under the constraints
m T (@) =y, Te { T (@) 8,90} (33)

nuSH77 () = ny, T { 4 (2)elB, ) | | (34)
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where, on the left-hand side, there are the actual renormalized values of the currents.

The actual density operator in the Heisenberg picture must be static and prg, in general, is not.
Nevertheless, the actual density operator of a system that achieves, at some time, local thermo-
dynamic equilibrium can be expressed as the LEDO for some fized hypersurface (X1 g in Fig. 1).
By means of the Gauss theorem, the density operator can be rewritten as an exponential of the
3D integral over the hypersurface at some ”current” time plus a 4D integral over the encompassed
region between the two 3D integrations [66]. Provided that the thermodynamic fields 8 and €2 are
slowly varying, the 4D integral, which represents the dissipative contribution to any observable,
can be neglected and one is left with the local equilibrium density operator at the current time;
for relativistic heavy ion collisions, this is the freeze-out hypersurface ¥ ro. Therefore, in practice,
if the dissipative part is neglected, the calculation of mean values can be carried out at the local
thermodynamic equilibrium at the freeze-out by replacing the hypersurface ¥ with ¥ rp in Eq. (32).

In view of the above discussion, for a local Heisenberg operator 6(90), such as frs (x, k), we have
its ensemble average given by

O(x) = (O(x)) = Tr|pieO(=)| = ZlLE Tr A F0()] (35)
where we have introduced the abbreviations

A=—PrB,(z), (36)

B [ a0 (Pwas) - 357 0)%0) (37)

with P = [ d, ()T(y) and ABu(y) = Bu(y) — Bu(a).

In the following, we assume that AfB,(y) is small on Yo, which is justified when 3, varies
slowly within the correlation lengths between O and the operator Tr . Meanwhile, we assume that
Q5 (y) is also small on the hypersurface ¥ro, which could be of the same order as AfB,(y) (this is
supported by the fact that the observed spin polarization of hadrons is small). Thus Eq. (35) can
be calculated in a perturbative way in derivative expansion using the power counting rules

ABu(y) = (y — ) 0a, Bu(z) + %(y — )" (y = )00, 00y B (2) +--- = O(9) (38)
Qo (Y) = Qpo () + (Y — 2)* 0oy Qo () +--- = O(9) . (39)

It should be emphasized that in the current content, the gradient expansion is equivalent to the A
expansion.
Using the cumulant expansion

A+B _ A Z By, By=1, (40)
n=0
=R 1 A1 An—1 N N
B, = d)\l/ d>\2-~/ d)\nB()\l)---B()\n), n>1 (41)
0 0 0

with E(AZ) = e MABeNA | we rewrite Eq. (35) as
020 (BuO(@))
S0 (Ba)

O(:L') = 0 ) (42)

0
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where (---), denotes the expectation value with density operator py = A /Zy with Zy = Tr e, In
our power counting scheme, Ais O(1) and B contains an O(0) term as well as higher order terms
O(0™) with n = 2, 3,4, ..., therefore we find that the lowest order part of B, is O(9™). This allows
us to expand the ensemble average O(x) in powers of 0

O(z) = 09 (z) + OV (z) + 0P (x) + 0(8%), (43)
where we denote
00(z) = (O()), = 10Tr A0()) . (44)
0W(z) = <§16(az)>0,c = <§16(x)>0 - <J§1>Oo<0>(g;), (45)
0®(z) <§26($)>0,c = <§26(x)>0 - <§2>OO(O)(33) - <J§1>Oo<l>(a;). (46)

In the above expressions, (-- -)07 . represents the connected part of the correlator. The term “con-
nected” is not entirely coincidental. One may notice that Eq. (42) resembles Feynman’s path
integral formula in perturbative QFT, where terms in the denominator are called vacuum fluctua-
tions and can cancel out the vacuum fluctuations in the numerator.

We note that B,, contains not only (’)(8") terms but also O(9") terms with n/ = n+1, n+2,-
For clarification, we introduce operator B to represent premsely the O(0") terms in B The
relations Eqs. (43)-(46) remain valid for B,.. The leading two B,’s are given by

~ 1
B [ [ @) [0 ) - 0T o)+
Xro

A1
/ e / ars / 050, (1) 05 (12)
0 0 YFro

X | D B (200, B () — ) (32 — )2 T () T2 ()

1 ~ ~
5 01 B (0) Qs () (g1 — ) TP () S22 ()

1 as Q o Ty
= 520101 (2)9as B () (g2 — )2 5717 () T2 () (48)

1 ~ ~
1D (2) Qo ()51 () o0 @B))}

Vproy (@) 5112171 (y PNy | (a7)

By

/ 6“1/2 %, y1>[ %a@ﬂm() (y1 — ) (y — )2 T (yY)

+ 30 (@)1 — 2)1 5007 )

with y(ﬁ)

;) =y —iX\if(x). Such a shift in position is obtained from

NP B(y)e PP = By, — inB(x))

which is because ﬁ# generates space-time translation for operators in the Hilbert space.

IV. FROM MVSD TO POLARIZATION

In a system described by the LEDO in Eq. (32), the actual spin density matrix as a function
of the momentum in Eq. (28) is most conveniently expressed as an integral over the freeze-out
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hypersurface (we remind that ¥ is arbitrary) because this is the most convenient choice in order
to make an expansion of the thermodynamic fields. By using the decomposition Eq. (29) we thus
have

S @5k frs(@, k) [, A kO (z, k) f(2, )

O,s(k = 49
(k) = fEF d¥ -k f(x, k) fZFOdZ-kf(x,k) (49)
By using the definitions Eq. (17) and Eq. (18), we then have

dY - kSl (z, k) f(x, k

St (h) = 220 . ,jf ),f S (50)
fEFO ’ f(ﬂ?, )

d¥ - kZom(x, k) f(x, k

Ty (k) = Jero 2,m (@, k) f(x, k) (51)

[ A5k f(, k) ’

where the integrands are obtained by tracing the spin density matrix in phase space instead of the
properly defined one, in Eq. (17) and Eq. (18).

Replacing the spin density matrix with the spin density matrix in phase space in Eq. (17) and
Eq. (20) we obtain

Skt (. k) m [ (@, k), (52)

Sl k) = f(; 5 ;2fl2’+l< ), (5)

CHNEN: o (@ k), (54)

T2 k) = 1o Z\f TP k)~ 15 k)] (55)

Toi(z, k) = —T5_y (k) 3 G2 (4 k), (56)
Too(@, k) = Tp _y(2,k) = Z FEF (g (57)

z, =0

where f(z,k) = Z;’io[Zfl(f (x, )—l—fom(a:,k)] because fﬁzli)_l(a:,k) = fl(fl) (x,k) and fgiﬂ)(w,k) =
- f @i+1) ( k) (see Eq. (58)). Here frs denotes the O(9") part of the whole MVSD. The MVSD

at zeroth order in gradients should be f,ES) = fég)drs . Note that, in Egs. (52)-(57), the even (odd)
order terms do not contribute to the numerators of vector (tensor) polarization. This is due to the
following space-time reversal property of MVSD (For details of the derivation, see Appendix C)

f (@, k) = (1) ) (k). (58)

The leading order contributions to the vector and tensor polarization are

{ rest restvsgest} ~ 0 {2\/§I 01)7 2f1(i)? 2\@]‘:{6 fé})} ) (59)

{T20, %21, T22} =~ L {\[(fn — ), —ﬁfé%),f?ﬂ}v (60)
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where f(©) is the zeroth order scalar distribution f(©) = ZTZO, 11 fﬁi?) =3 fég). Accordingly, the
spin alignment in phase space is given by

(2 _ ¢
Ol k) L~ 208 — 1),

3% 350 (61

Therefore, the evaluation of Eq. (61) does require the expansion of the MSVD at the second order.

V. ZEROTH- AND FIRST-ORDER RESULTS

In this section, we focus on the zeroth and first-order parts of the MVSD. The zeroth order part
can be easily calculated using <EZTZL\Z>O = (2E)(27m)%6®) (k — q)6"*np(B(x) - k). The result reads

£z k) = 6(k2 = m»)0(k°)6,.sn5(8(x) - k), (62)

where ng(8(z) - k) is the Bose-Einstein distribution, i.e., 1/(e#®)* —1).
For the MVSD at first order in gradients, we split it into two parts as fg) = f,(;)kp + fﬁ;)| S
with

1 A~ ~
Pl = - /0 dA /E A3 (1) O B ()] — ) (T () s, ) (63)

0,c

1 1~ N
fr(i)|55/ dAl/ dzm(yl)Qplgl(x)<2SN10101(y§B))fm(x,k)> , (64)
0 YFo

0,c

where f,g ) I ( f,g ) |s) represents the contribution from the correlation between the energy-momentum
operator (the spin operator) and the MVSD operator. By substituting Egs. (24), (25), (30), and
the quantized field operator Eq. (4) into fg)|T, we obtain

1 3 1 3
d Pi 1
£ =€ (k)ele (k / d)‘l/ d¥u, (Y1) [Oa, o, ()] (y1 — )™ /
| (B w) | - 11 (1) [Das Bon ()] ( ) 1_10 :Z @n) 2,
X (27r)35(4) (k; — % — %) { [plltlplzqn'ng _ p'lynglnmpl
1 1 )
_ 5 (p1 .p2) 77#11/1777172 + 577#11/1 (pszgl + m2n'yl’yz) :|€Z(p()—p3)-x

< [(aaet) (agztass) cro®(po)est (pr)esz” (pa) 2 (pa)e 72 1 =0ha5(e)

~ ~ao * * 3 — . —iA
+(apytag ) (aman’) €0t (o)t ()€ (pa)ess e =L

For the integration over Yo in the Cooper-Frye type formulas, we consider a scenario that
=, the space-like part of Yo (see Fig. 1), is a flat hyperplane and is sufficiently large, while the
contribution from >, the time-like part of Yo, can be neglected. If these conditions are relaxed,
=’s non-planarity and the evaluation of f,s(z, k) with z € 3; will bring additional complexity to
our calculation (see Appendix D), which will be studied in a separate paper. Based on the above
assumptions, for the integration over Yo in an expression like Eq. (65), we can replace Ypo by
hyperplane =, which can be verified in Appendix D. Without loss of generality, in the following,
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we take the hyperplane = to be perpendicular to the time direction 2, t* = (1,0), namely the
isochronous freeze-out 3. This leads to

2 dgpi .

i=1

2 (66)

i I ([ 525 ) @05 (o~ (-3 ) (98" = 931,

i=1

where the transverse derivative operator is defined as Vi’ = 9,7 — £ (t - 9;) with 8;’ = 8/9p.q,
being the covariant momentum derivative vector. Noting that V? is always zero because the four-
momentum p!' is restricted on the normal mass-shell with p? =4/ p? + m?2, indicating that pg is not
an independent parameter. Therefore, for a; = 0, both sides of the equation are identically zero.
When calculating Eq. (65), we first do the integration over py and ps, then an integral by part shown
in Eq. (66). We note that the momentum derivatives in Eq. (66) also act on 6@ (k — 2L — 22).
However, one can check that the delta function commutes with the partial derivatives, which allows
us to move it outside of the momentum derivatives. Using <a§ja3>0 = (2Fy)(27)%60) (k — q)6™*np
and <Zi};a§>0 = (2E)(27)36®) (k — q)6"*(1 + np), Eq. (65) is simplified to the following form

F Ol K) = L6 — 20 ns(1+ np)e* () () {00 @R} (67)

with np standing for np(5(z) - k). (The detailed derivation of Eq. (67) is tedious but straightfor-
ward. We first do the integration over pg, p1, p2, p3, then the integration over A;.) The calculation
of fﬁ;)\s is completely the same, which gives

P15, k) = L6 —m0( (1 + np) P ) () {20y + M0 g} (69)
As the terms in the curly braces of Eqgs. (67)-(68) are both antisymmetric w.r.t. 7o <> 73, we have

FO (@, k) = =9 (a2, k),

which agrees with Eq. (58). Such a relation implies that fé(l)) (z,k) =0and fl(})(w, I{:)—I—f(_ll)’_1 (x, k) =
0, leading to a vanishing spin alignment at the first order in gradients, which agrees with the results
in Refs. [40, 41].

VI. DIAGRAMMATIC SCHEME

In order to derive a formula for the spin alignment, we need to evaluate the second-order
MVSD since the zeroth- and first-order results do not yield a tensor polarization (see Sec. IV). For
this purpose, we develop a diagrammatic scheme analogous to the Feynman diagram to calculate
frs(x, k) order by order in space-time gradients.

2 Due to the Lorentz covariance of the Wigner function, the coordinate time direction, #*, in our expressions can
always be replaced by the normal vector for a general flat hyperplane.

3 If the integration over the four-volume € in Fig. 1 does not contribute to spin polarization [62], we can replace
the integration over ¥ro by the integration over Zg. Our results can be applied to this scenario as well by simply
replacing = by =p.
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Similar to Eqs. (63)-(64), we split the second-order MVSD into six terms, respectively related

o~

to the six terms of By given in Eq. (48),

e <l§2ﬁs>0 = FPlrr + fPrs + Plsr + fPss + fPlr + £Ps, (69)
where “T” and “S” represent the energy-momentum and spin operators, respectively. The term
fr(g) |77, for example, denotes the contribution from the correlation between two energy-momentum
operators and the MVSD operator. Another term, fg) |75, is the contribution from the correlation
between one energy-momentum operator, one spin operator, and the MVSD operator. The other
terms can be understood similarly. Therefore, we would expect (and we will show) that fyg)\TT x
(98)(98), 12|75 o< (9B), £i2|sT < Q(0), £2]s5 o QQ, f12|7 o< 998, and 2|1 o O

Let us take f,S?\TT as an example. It contains a term as follows
i / d’p; )
(2m)3

1 A1 5
" (k)€ (k) [0a,1 Buy (2)] [Oay B, ()] /0 dA\y /O Ay (

i=0 \a;=-1
X /EdEul (Y1) A=, (y2) (41 — )™ (y2 — )€’ PO P3) Temilprtp2) v (70)
i : Po  Ps v v
x e an)s) (k5 = ) i et (57, (< 1)

x e (po)elh (P)eg3 (po)els ()€t (po) €23 (o) (aaggapataptanytany )

where we denote

e~ M (p1+p2)-B
t Hiv1

(P1:02) === | PV P8 N1y — D105 NN
(1) 7172 2Ep, 2Ep, L2 iz 122 m (71)

1 1 1
- §(p1 ‘p2)77"/17277m’j1 + ipl»ysz»nnmyl - §m2n717277“11j1 ,

which comes from T+ (z); t?;)wwm (ps, p4) is completely the same but from Thrav2 (z). We empha-

size that the expression (70) is just one part of the whole f,gf)\TT. The full result for fg)’TT will
be shown in Sec. VII with a diagrammatic scheme.
Utilizing the Wick theorem, we obtain

P17PpP27P3 "P4 "Po "P5
_ [za15a0t ~az>azt ~asfas ~a1 a4t ~az~agT ~azt~as
- <aP1 Gp, >0 <ap2ap3 >0 <ap4 ap5>0 + <ap1 Qpy 0 Qpyp, 0 Gps Apy 0 (72)
~a1azt ~az~aot ~asTas ~aj ~aot ~az~ast ~azt~as
+ <ap1ap3 >0 <ap2ap0 >0 <ap4 ap5>0 + <ap1ap0 o \4p29pa ) \%ps Ups ) -

We can use diagrams to express these different terms. For instance, the first term is represented

by
ay m Po

~a1 a0t ~az~azt ~astas _
<ap1ap0 >0 <ap2ap3 >0 <ap4 ap5>0 - ’ (73)

az “P2 as \pa_as/ ps

</da1 a%2qas Taa4’[aa0Taa5 >
0,c
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where the left arrow “aq, p1 < as, p2” represents <aglla;§>0 and the right arrow “a1, p1 — a9, pa”

a2t

represents <ZL\Z}TZ€“2>O. Since a mean value like <Zi“116p2 >0 is proportional to 84,4,6®) (p1 — p2),

p2 p
the momenta and the spin indices connected by a line should be equal, respectively. On the other

ay *pl

az + P2
al a2

represents any c-number function that multiplying with ag!ag?.

represents the annihilator @, while the arrow going out of the box represents creator a'.

hand, the diagram element

(74)

The arrow going into the box

Furthermore, we can generalize the rules of the diagram to incorporate other terms in the
expression (70). We introduce some details to the diagram, namely

Y 3 0
al p1 a p3 ao \ po
DTy DTy~ fl - (75)
as /) Ps
92 a NS 5

We clarify the meaning of various symbols in the following. By comparing with Eq. (70), we can
infer that each line entering (exiting) the boxes should carry the polarization vector (the conjugate
of polarization vector), namely

Vi 5
aj | Di a; 4 Pj
~  en(pi), ~ el (py)- (76)
Since we will sum over the spin indices, each line yields a term of (—nY% + pzipj-j /m?).
Each operator “T"” in the red box produces a té‘ll)ylv . (pi, pj):
iYj
Vi
a; | Di
mz
Ty " | ~ )", Pisps) (77)
a; pj
Vi

with (/) standing for the serial number of the red box. If p; enters the box and p; exits the box,

this should yield ¢ ’(Ll’)”ﬂ/ (i, —p;), which resembles the vortex rule in the standard Feynman rules.
iYj
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Based on the above rules, we have included most of the terms in Eq. (70), except for the
hydrodynamic parameters, 93, the integrals over “\”s, and the integrals over space and momenta.
Of these, the last is the most complex. Due to space limitations, we present three examples

. —_— d3p1 d?’p] —q (P'+P')-(yl—a:)
*pl /Edum (yl)/ (273 (27T)36 j
bj — i ' ‘
* ’ / (2m)3 (27)3 (2m)20% (pi + pj)tu, »

* - /ﬁdEM () (yr — $)am€_i (pitp;)-(y1—=)
D(lsn E -, A i o

+ Dj ~ (21)36®) (p; + py)t (_2> (V?m +V§‘m) 7

* 0 /_dEMz(yl)(yl - x)o‘me*i (Pi—pj)-(yi—z)
Doy = | “

7 t Qm Qm
T Pj ~ (2m)%6®) (p; — pj)ty, <—2> (Vi —Vj )

with “~ ” denoting that the calculation is done with the integrals over the momenta, /N the total
number of the red boxes in the diagram, i taking a value from 1 to 2N —1 (j = i+1) and m in the oy,
standing for the serial number of the “D”. To verify these equations, we recommend transforming
the variables by l1 = p; —pj, lo = (pi+p;)/2, otherwise swapping the delta function and the partial
derivatives may be difficult. Another technique used here is that we multiply an extra exponential
term e “(PoFP1E—PeN+1)T  which always equals 1 by the restriction from the delta functions on
the lines. For example, in Eq. (70), the extra term is e *(Po=P1=P2+ps+pa=ps)  With this term,
the x dependence, except for the hydrodynamic fields, e.g., 0,5, (), always appears in (y; — x).
Therefore, we can deal with = together with ;.

Based on those examples, a delta function emerges from each red box, which constrains the
momenta across the red box to be the same (opposite) if the line preserves (reverses) its direction
across the box. Therefore, we denote
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These “D”s (whether from the same box or not) commute with each other and commute with
the delta functions from other boxes. Therefore, we can apply this rule to diagrams with multiple
boxes and multiple “D”s, without worrying about the sequence of “D”s. We should note that here
V™ denotes the transverse momentum derivative with respect to p;, with the time component
V? = 0 by its definition.

However, we note that “D”s will act on the delta functions from the lines and the 6 (k —
Po/2 — pan+1)/2) from the MVSD. Therefore, the calculation is still not trivial. We need to swap
“D”s with these delta functions. (For details, see Appendix B.) These swaps convert “D”s into

=
D = (_2> Z; o Vi™, (81)

where ), denotes summing over all the “p”s (in our case, from pg to ps) and az@ ==1 (az(l) =1if
i(l) = —1). We should point out that we have neglected
the derivatives acting on §(k° — Ep, /2 — Ep,n41)/2), indicating that we have neglected the off-shell
terms. After moving all the delta functions, from boxes and lines, to the left-hand side of the
derivatives, we can integrate them out (except for 6(k° — Ep,/2 — Epani1y/2) ). This restricts p;
to either k or k, where k* = (Ey, k) and k" = (Ej, —k). Due to the delta functions, We need to

assign p; = k if the line of p; points to the bottom of the green box, and assign p; = k otherwise.

the line of p; points to the box I, otherwise o

In conclusion, the Feynman rules are as follows.

1) Write out l?n and draw all the diagrams by utilizing the Wick Theorem.

2) MVSD
2 2 0 2F Y(@N+1)*
f ~ 6(k —m )9(1{; )mEzo(lﬂ)Er 1 (]C)

3) Lines

Yi i R N L

> ~  2(t-pi)np(B-pi) (=0 4 plip)? /m?)

Di Dy

Yi Vi R oy

” :pj ~  2(t-p) [np(B-pi) + 1) (= + p)ip)” /m?)

The momenta connected by the same line should be equal, p; = p;.
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4) Vertices

%’*pi

— N\ B-(p;+p
Tp,ll/l t#lyl e 18 (pz+p])

& ~ O v (pi’pj) - 9B 9F. pglp?ln'\/i'ﬁ - pz‘,vjp}'l??“l%
i + pj ) pi4p; . X
B 5(]% D)0 iy + ipiﬁjpjmnmw N §m2n#wln’yﬂj}
Vi * pi
Sl;lplgl Wip1o] . e*)\zﬂ-(pierj) " - o "
O L~ s Bieps) = 20 S (™, = o)
7] * p] V2 Pj

5) Derivatives

%‘*pi

Dy, i\ L0
W | ~ Dgr= <—2> > oV
Vi + P i=0

0

i

W= 1

i =

If the line of p; pointing to the box [ then o’ = 1, otherwise o

It should be put on the left-hand side of all lines and vertices.

6) Momentum conservation

After evaluating the “D” derivatives, replace p; by k if the line of p; points to the

bottom end of the green box, otherwise p; = k.

7) Integrate over all the A

Jhdn M drg - [t d,
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For example,

ar ' p az 1 ps a0 Opo
a1 1Vl Q2 rmp2V2
DayTh) DigyTi) f
as / DPs
2 a4 N 75
(82)
2 2 ! A a1 Mo 2E) 1
— _ Y0 Y3 1 2 ==k v
—(5(k’ m )68 (k)Gr (k)/ﬂ d/\l 0 d)\2 D(l) D(2) 2Ep12Ep(2N) t(l) 7172(1717172)
X 4oy (=P3, —pa) (2 p1)[np (B - p1) + D)2 - p2)[np (B - p2) + 1)(2E - pa)np(8 - pa)
Y0,y V2, V4,7 p1=k,p2=k
% <_777071 +P10p211) (_n’yg’yg 4 p22];23> (_777475 + W) } ' ’
m m m p3=k,pa=k
with
7 SN 0 SN 0
() e
(83)
+ (nalCl _ fmf@) 8@ _ (nalCl _ imf@) - :|
op3! opy'
and
7 SN 0 SN 0
- () [l o) )
1 2 (84)

_ (nazﬁfz _ £a2f42> 9 _ (na2C2 _ {Cmf(z) 9 ]
o (2 o 2
P3 P4

So far, we have set all momenta to be on the normal mass shell p!' = (Ep,, p;). In practice, we
can relax these restrictions by replacing Fp,, by an energy pg, which is treated as being independent
of p; during the calculation, for Feynman rules of the MVSD, lines, and vertices. The related “D”s
should be modified to the following form

i 2N+1 0
iy = (-5) X o m 0-00] )

After evaluating the “D” derivatives, we still need to assign p; = k or k, with k* = (Eg,k) and
k" = (Ei, —k) on the mass shell.
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Using the diagrammatic scheme discussed in the previous section, the six terms for the second

order MVSD in Eq. (69) can be expressed as follows.

fqu) |TT - 7?#17’?#2 [&ll 51/1] (x) [6112/81/2] (:L')

DOll TH'IVI DO!Q 2{;\ .
X 1) ) f + other 15 diagrams ¢ ,

NI

1. .
f£§)|TS = _it,ultm [8(115,/1](%)90202(1’)

/V"\ U/;\
X { D(all) T(lil) ' S”) ’ f + other 15 diagrams},

T

1. .
fg)‘ST - _§t#1t#2QP101 (x)[8a26V2](ac)

7N

s
X { Sﬁl)plal D ?2 (2)V2 f +other 15 diagrams} ,

1. .
fvg)|55 = Ztultuzgmm (x)QPNz ()

TN~

X { Sﬁl)plal S f + other 15 diagrams} ,

W

(86)
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fg) ’T = _iﬂl [604180!261/1] (.CC)

X

MM~ @) OONS"

N ~

N\
{ Dal DOlQTﬂlVl § f + Da1 DaQT '9/} }’ (90)

1.
f;g) ’5' = §t#1 [81119;7101](1')

N 1
D Sm D Smma\ (91)
x| PP Fl+{Pore fie

S ~

Note that for fg)|TT, f§§)|TS, fr(z)| ST, f£§)| ss, they contain 16 diagrams each

One can utilize FeynCalc [83-85] to evaluate the diagrams. The final results are

f(§)|g((17, k)
=3k~ mA)O () (1 +np)elt, (K)el, (k)7 [a(; Q7 ()] (92

Eorerfys 7]% ];‘9177’73041 _ <na1p1 _ kall;m) st] :

3
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FD (k) = 812 =m0 ) (L-+ ) {3, (0 () 1108, 0, ()]

X [(Qf”l + RPN 1302 (2N pO2VL 4 A2 0 02 VY1013

oo 4 B g 2 o0

5 =m0 ns(1 + nB><sm2]13k[a;a;ﬂm (2)] (93)
Lo k) R e — i 4 ki)

+ @ el B2 + FRR 4 L2 onp(1 -+ ) + 1]

<[5 4 (@ BEerke — 24 HEVE] |

£ 2155 (2, k) = 6(k* = m®)0(K)np (1 + np)e(s, (k)€ (k)20 (2) a0, (2)

2 2 2 Y0 £
X 16m2E12€ {(2713 + 1) |:(Ek: —-m )kﬂl kﬂ27770017775<72 + 2m k,pl kmt“/otmnvsaz

_ kam kp2£70n0102£’75 _ 4m2Ekkp1 777002£[7577p2]01 _ 4m2Ein,0192n’YoU1 77’7502
+ A [ _ 2Ekl?:‘71 k02 P10 n”/spg + (EIQc _ mQ)Eal k02 777501 nvom _ m2n01a2 LPL P2 75§70

B Qka;pltA'yO fgl EPQ 777502 4 kPLEP2 f’ys fﬁo ];:01 kaz] } , (94)

F2Nrs (@ k) + f2s7(2, k) = 8(k* = m®)0(K)np (1 + np)e, (k)€ (k) [y Bun (2)]2pa0r, ()

> (2nB + 1) _ (EIQC + mQ)k,Vl koznm%n%m + Ekk:al gl k02f70n7502
8m2E,%

+ 2m2Eka1 Lf[’Yonpz]Oéln’YsUz + m2k¥ kpzf’yof’ysnalaz —m2kn ]{;927?70{(0611702)’75]
+ A [(QE,% _ mQ) (nocl“/okm LY — QEkk(alnm)WoLfm) L?%L?m + (El2c _ m2)]2.0'2 EVlnawon%pQ
+ 2(EIZ o mQ)k’jl ka1£70£02n75p2 — By (n°% — 2{70{@)];1/1 kP2{s o 4 mQ{[Vonm]Uz kP25 M1

+ m2Ekna1V1 (n’YoUz _ zfvofdz)kpzf’% _ mQEknOélVln’Yo@L?’Ys ]_6,02} } 7 (95)

£ rr (@ k) = 5(k* = m)0(R)np (1 + np)ers, (k)€ ) (k) [Oay Bur (2))[0az Bs ()]

1

x ———2(2 1| - (E? 2) V2 V1 Q170 Q@275 | 9 [ L0 V1 V2 £70 n Q275
16m2E§{(”B+ )[ (Ej +m”) NN + 2By, U

+ om2E2 koo no — mZanOéz V2 RVLEY0EYS _ fO2 [0 V1 L2 f70£75:|

+ A[ _ 4Ek(2E,2c _ m2)naﬂ0£757§m£1/2 kOt (EI% _ mQ)nOél’YonCmWs JREyRe:
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+ 4(E12<: _ m2)77a1’70 L2 {5 V1 02 + KL V2 £10£75 O o2 4 2Ek77a1’yof75 k1 V2 o2

i 2m2770t1V1 104 (k"2 — k"2)k2 — anal‘D‘?fVOf% EV kY2 4 2m277a270 kv o1 {75
o 2m2Ekna1’7077a21/2£’Y5 (k”l _ klll):| } 4 Opg v - , (96)

where we have introduced the following shorthand notations: ng = ng(8(z) - k), ng = np(5 - k),
Ve = Ep/m, 03, = Oay — oy (i 9), f = mp, and
1

A= ——F—
2(t-B)" E}

[2(20p + 1) sinh?® ((£ - B) By ) — sinh (2( - B)Ey) + 2(f - B)Ek] .

Note that the terms proportional to d,s do not contribute to tensor (vector) polarization up to
O(83) (0(8?)), and hence we do not show such terms in f£§)|TT. With these results, the full
second-order expression for the spin density matrix in phase space is obtained through

k) FD @ k) O (k)
O k) [fO(x, k)2

Note that the second term does not contribute to the second-order tensor spin polarization (see

0L (a, k) (97)

Eq. (60)). The corresponding Cooper-Frye type formulas for spin density matrix and for vector
and tensor spin polarization are obtained through Egs. (49)-(51).

VIII. GLOBAL EQUILIBRIUM AND BEYOND

In order to check the obtained results and to better understand the physical contents of the
formulae for vector and tensor spin polarization, it is useful to consider the global equilibrium limit.
Global equilibrium is notably independent of pseudo-gauge transformations and it is achieved by
requiring the LEDO prg to be independent of the choice of hypersurface, which implies that the
four-temperature vector fulfills the Killing equation:

a,uﬁzx + auﬁu =0,
and the spin potential equals the thermal vorticity and is constant in space-time
1
Qpo () = Wpe = iﬁ[gﬁp] (), Oufpo(x)=0.
The four-temperature is then given by
Bu(x) = by + wua” (98)

with b, and w,, being constants independent to z .
Substituting Eq. (98) into Eqs. (67)-(68), we obtain the first order MVSD

F D (2, k) = —id(k2 — m®)0(E)np(1 + np)e’ (k) e (k)w,, . (99)

Now the thermal vorticity w,,, as it is well known, can be decomposed into two space-like vectors
wt and ao* by choosing a four-velocity vector u

W = €Cuupew’u’ + ayuy, — oy, . (100)
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where

1
v
wh = ~ 5 Curpr@rpllc at = wu, .

If we choose as u the particle four-velocity k/m, w, and « are the “thermal angular velocity”
and the “thermal acceleration” four-vectors having only space components in the rest-frame of the
particle. At the leading order in thermal vorticity, from Eqs. (13), (28), and (99), we obtain

1 fz d¥-knp(l+np)kewy, 2f2 d¥-kng(l+ ng)wh

— o = . (101)

SH(k
() 3m fEdE-knB 3 f2d2~]€’l’LB

12

which is in agreement with the ansatz presented in Ref. [86].

On the other hand, as it is well known, the leading term of the tensor polarization ¥ in Eq. (18)
at global equilibrium is quadratic in thermal vorticity. Utilizing Eqgs. (92)-(96), one can obtain the
second-order MVSD at global equilibrium

£ (k) = — %5%2 = m*)0(k°)np(1 +np)(1 + 2np)el (ke (k)
1 1 (102)
X |:<,',]p0' — Tanpko.> + Wkpka:| WonWov + - y
where terms proportional to 6,5, which do not contribute to the polarization, have been omitted.
By using Eq. (61) and Eq. (62) for the zeroth order MVSD, one obtains the contribution to spin
alignment in phase-space

1 N 1 1
0000 (x, k) = _6(1 +ng)(1+2np) |:63 (k)eg (k) + SA’“’} [Ap" + Wkpk"] Wop@ov,  (103)
where we have defined
g g 1 ag g g
AP? = (77’) —Wk:pk ) = (n’7 —ufu’) .
Plugging the decomposition Eq. (100) with u = k/m into Eq. (103), one obtains

1 1 1 1
(5@00(1‘, k) = _6(1 + nB)(l + QTLB) |:|€0 : w\Q + §w2 + §|60 . 04’2 + 6a2 . (104)
It can be shown that, at global equilibrium, the contribution from « in Eq. (104) vanishes after
integrating it over the freeze-out hypersurface, according to Eq. (49). Indeed, both terms including
thermal accelerations in Eq. (104) give rise to integrals of the kind

1
/dZ'k:nB(lJrnB)(quQnB)a”a”:2/dZ-knB(1+nB)(1+2n3)k:pkgwp"ws”
b LLL) >

_ 1/ ds - k9 ng .
b

_m2

Since at global equilibrium (k- 9, )np = 0, the integrand is divergence-free and we can transfer the
integration over a hyperplane at constant Cartesian time ¢

0
o [z koot = [ e otetns(h (o). (105)
= m= Ja0=¢

m2
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provided that boundary terms vanish altogether. Again, provided that boundary terms vanish, the
right-hand side of Eq. (105) vanishes for any choice of the indices except u = v = 0. However, in

0\ 0\?
0 3 9 _ (2 0 3
k /mo:tdw <3z0> np (875) k /xo:tda:nB.

Now &° fxozt d3x np is a constant of time as (k- 0z)np = 0 at global equilibrium, thus the above

the latter case,

derivative vanishes. Therefore, we have the spin alignment at the global equilibrium

_lfdg ' kf(xv k)(l + TlB)(l -+ 2’@3) [|€0 . u}‘2 + %U)Z]

©00(k) ~ —¢ Jd% -k f(x, k) |

(106)

which is in agreement with the exact form of the spin density matrix at the global equilibrium at
all orders in thermal vorticity reported in Ref. [87].

For the general case at local equilibrium, other hydrodynamic fields, e.g.“shear-shear” terms
or the gradient of the thermal shear and thermal vorticity, can also be the sources of the tensor
polarization, as shown in the last section. In order to isolate the contribution of each out-of-global
equilibrium source, we can turn on only that source and keep other out-of-global equilibrium sources
off.

As an example, let us consider the contribution of the gradient of the thermal vorticity, On@ .,
in fr(g) We substitute the hydrodynamic fields in Egs. (92)-(93) with

1
anQplal — 8a1wp101’ anaocgﬂm — _ia(alwag)ul )
and obtain
£ (@, k) = 6(k* = m®)0(K"np(1 + np)el; (k)e, (k)

1 P
= flergul ov _ o) 4.,
X 4Ekt [0M w0 ()] (277 kot ) +oe

(107)

where we ignore the terms proportional to é,s as they do not contribute to the polarization at
this order of gradients. By using equation Eq. (61), we have the contribution to spin alignment in
phase-space

_ 0 0 1 I 5 ov 1.0 fv
5000] . (7, F) = (1 m5) | (R)ELE) + 5 8| 0[P (@)] (207 —h78) . (108)

Similarly, we consider the contribution of the gradient of thermal shear in spin alignment by

substituting the hydrodynamics fields in Eq. (93) with

1
aalaazﬁul — 58(041‘5042)1/1 )

where ¢ is the thermal shear defined by §,, = 9(,,)/2 . We obtain the spin alignment in the phase
space

1
@ [&lfpcr ()]

X [(21@” + ’y,%l%p)no‘“n"” + (np(al%o‘) + 'y,%l;:al%pl%")f“f” (109)

6O0olog(w, k) = (1 +np) [eﬂ(k)eg(k‘) + ;AW}

O C Vzlgp];(a)no)uy} '
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Then, we obtain the contribution of the gradient of net spin potential, the difference between
spin potential and thermal vorticity, in spin alignment by substituting the hydrodynamics fields in
Eq. (92) with

QplUl - 6Qp101 = QPIUI — Wpio1 -

The spin alignment in the phase space is

1
——10a09," ()]

6B, 7 (110)
(oo — o oy — e

6O©nolasa(z, k) = (1 +np) [eg(k)eg(k) + ;AW]

These contributions could be important when the thermal vorticity (thermal shear, or spin po-
tential) itself is small but has strong spatial gradients, a situation that might be encountered in
heavy-ion collisions.

IX. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have calculated the spin density matrix of neutral vector mesons up to the
second order in the gradient expansion of the local thermodynamic equilibrium, i.e. neglecting
the dissipative part of the density operator. The tensor component of the spin density matrix,
which is responsible for spin alignment, appears only at the second order in the gradient expan-
sion, that is quadratic in the first order derivatives or linear in the second order derivatives of
the four-temperature field 3, and quadratic in the spin potential €1,, or linear in its first order
derivative. This calculation has been carried out in the so-called canonical pseudo-gauge, that is
with the canonical stress-energy tensor and the canonical spin tensor coupled to a non-vanishing
spin potential €.

To carry out our calculations, we have introduced the Matrix-Valued-Spin Distribution (MVSD)
function defined from the Wigner function and developed a set of Feynman rules to compute them.
We found that, at this order of the expansion, the spin alignment parameter in the rest-frame of
the particle reads

(2) 542
Ooo(z, k) — 1. 2/ (z, k) —2f17 (=, k)

3 S, (2, k)

where the zeroth-order MVSD fﬁS’ is presented in Eq. (62) and the second-order MVSD fr(z)
includes six different contributions

D = 1R1rr + 121rs + 1D s + £D1ss + £ + £Ds

The above sum represents contributions from different hydrodynamic fields and derivatives thereof
and their final expressions are reported in Egs. (92)-(96). We have also presented the full expression
for the vector component of the spin density matrix - responsible for the mean spin polarization
vector - and the tensor component of the spin density matrix. Additionally, we have discussed
the vector and tensor spin polarization at global thermodynamic equilibrium and compared with
previously obtained exact results, finding agreement at the second order in thermal vorticity ex-
pansion.
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The formulae derived in this paper are in principle applicable to phenomenological calculations
of vector meson spin alignment in relativistic heavy ion collisions to assess the contribution of
second-order local equilibrium contributions.
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Appendix A: Spin density matrix and standard Lorentz transformation

In quantum field theory, the single-particle eigenvectors of four-momentum depend on the so-
called standard Lorentz transformation (denoted by [k]) transforming the four-momentum ko with
components (m,0) into the actual four-momentum £, i.e.,

k = [k] (ko) -

One has [89]

—

|k r) = [K] ko, )

where r is the spin index and, sometimes, this dependence is emphasized by writing the state as
I[k],r) [89]. By choosing a different standard Lorentz transformation [k]’, it can be readily shown
that

|K),r) = DS (k] K] )ar |, )

where [k]71[k]' = R is a rotation (because kg is left unchanged by it) and D its associated
representation matrix of spin S. It is a straightforward consequence of the above relation that
creation operators also depend on the standard Lorentz transformation

a,' => D5(R)say
S

and annihilation operators likewise. Therefore, the spin density matrix defined in Eq. (12) depends
on the standard Lorentz transformation and it can be readily shown that

O'(K)w =Y _ D¥(R)1rO(k)rs D¥(R)su ,

where the left-hand side is the spin density matrix defined with the primed creation and annihilation
operators according to Eq. (12). The important question arises as to whether one can define a spin
four-vector (and tensors as well for S > 1/2), which is objective, that is independent of the standard
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Lorentz transformation. Indeed, Eq. (13), reporting the components of the mean spin vector in
the frame where the four-momentum of the particle is k, is independent of the rotation R

S (k Ztr (DS(JHO' (k) [K]"; = > tr (D¥(J)D5(R™1)O(k)D*(R)) [K]™,

=1 =1
3
= tr (DY(R)D(J)DS(R™MO(kK)) [k]"; = Y tr (D(J))O(k)) (R™)[k]™,;
3
= tr (DS(J)O(k)) [K]"; = S* (k).

In the above equalities, we have used the cyclicity of the trace and the well-known relation in group
representation theory

), D5(J7).

Mw

D3(R)D*(JHD(R
]:1

Conversely, an expression like Eq. (14) without further specification would not be independent of
the standard Lorentz transformation

Si (k) = tr (D¥(J)O/(k)) = tr (D¥(J)D? (R—l)@(k)DS (R))
=tr (DS(R)D®(J) DS (R~ Ztr (D3 (J7)0(k)) (R

75 tr (DS(Jz)@(k)) S;est(k)

Similar arguments hold for all tensors defined from the spin density matrix, like the tensor polar-
ization T for vector bosons in Eq. (18).

Appendix B: Derivative Operator D

In this section, we present some examples of how to calculate the Feynman diagrams.
Among the second-order diagrams, a typical derivative structure reads

p1 3 Po 5 ,
D% 3. o _1 eI wie' o
(1) N/Hd pi 0(p1 — p2) ( 2) (Vi = V3)d(po—p1) Bl
D2 P~ D5 i=0 (BL)

S oo (e T

where all the & represent 3-dimensional delta functions 6, with superscripts “(3)” being embedded
for simplicity. Our purpose is to move the derivatives to the right-hand side (RHS) of the delta
functions. To this end, we first perform variable substitutions as

qi = p; — Pi+1, withi =0—4,
Po , Ps (B2)

G=5 5



30

We can express the substitutions in the matrix form,

1 -1
1 -1
1 -1
1 -1
1 -1

5
@i =Y Aypj, with Ay =
=0

(B3)

1

1
2 2
Such a matrix A is reversible (det A = 1). Then the formula in Eq. (B1) is converted to the
following form,

Bl—/Hd pid(q1) (ZV Uz) )0(42)5(a3)(q4)5(k — g5)

-/ [[#aola SO Aty | Slao)d@san@t - g (B)

1,j=0

with v = (—i/2) (0,1, —1,0,0,0)”, where we have used

5

V¢ = Z VA (B5)
j=0

and the derivatives with respect to g; is defined as

ga 0, with « =0, (B6)
(@i aq‘? , else.

In Eq. (B4), derivatives with respect to g;, i = 0,2, 3, 4,5 will give boundary terms after integrating

over q;, which would in general be set to zeros. Only the V?q) , term survives in the calculation,

5
Bl = /Hd3Q¢5(Q1) <Z V?quuvz‘) 6(g0)6(g2)6(g3)d(qa)o(k — gs) - (B7)
i i=0

Then all the delta functions can be moved to the right-hand-side of V?‘q) , because §(q;), i # 1 is
commutable with V?q) .- Finally, we perform the variable substitution again and obtain

5
Bl_/Hdpz‘5((10)5((11)5((12)5((13)5(Q4)5(k_Q5) S VAP Ay | (BY)

i,j,s,w:O

where Pj; = diag{0,1,0,0,0,0}. We then obtain

DY Z V&AL PisAsuwvw = <—2) (V§+V§—V§—-V§-V] -V . (B9)

,7,8,w=0

This technique works even for multiple “D”s because one can always deal with the “D”s on the
far right.
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Several other examples are presented as follows.

p1 /T\po ,
(0% ? [0 (0% (0% « 6] [0
b/ T - (D) SEevrevevioviovn. @)
D2 P~ D5
n mpo
/ D) (B11)
P2 pi po—~" D7
1
Dy = (=5 ) (V5 + V5~ V5 — V3 + V34 V5 - V5 - v3)

Appendix C: The Space-Time Reversal Property of the MVSD

In this section, we will study the property of fﬁg)(fn, k) under space-time reversal (the combined
transform of parity P and time reversal 7) as shown in Eq. (58). This results from our assumption
that for the integrals over the hypersurface, we only consider the contribution from =, which is
assumed as a large enough flat space-like hypersurface.

Under spacetime reversal with respect to a certain point x, the field operator and the derivative

are transformed as

PT : Au(x) — AL(2QS' —-v), (C1)
PT :0y — —0,. (C2)

Since we consider neutral Proca particles, namely A = Af, the dagger is irrelevant for now but it
will be important later. Based on Eqs. (C1)-(C2), the energy-momentum tensor and spin tensor
are transformed as

PT - T (y) — T (22 — y), (C3)
PT : §H07 () — —SHP7 (22 — ) . (C4)

Then the Wigner operator is transformed as follows

TV -1 __ 4 ik-s A R NY o S 2 0
PT W (x,k)(PT) —/d se™CAr (2 —y 2)A 2z —y+ 2)9(k: )O(K”) ()

:/WJI:LL(Q"L‘ - Y k) )

from which we obtain the transformation properties of the MVSD operator

PT Foslar, KY(PT) ™ = el (B)eX (B) V2" (20— y, B)
= (LR (BT (20— y, B) (C6)

= (_1)T+Sf—s,—r(2$ -, ]C) .
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The nth-order MVSD is constructed by terms like

fﬁ?) D [Hydrodynamic parameters and intergrals over A] [ . / d=,, () - - ]
R R R (C7)
X[ (yp — ) -] <Operators (T'(y — iAB) or S(y —i\B)) frs(x, k)> .
The sum of the number of (y — x) and the number of S should be equal to n. After all, a (y — )
corresponds to a 0 on hydrodynamic parameters and an S corresponds to a spin potential 2. For
example, one can test these correspondences from Eq. (47) and Eq. (48).
We construct the space-time reversal transformations of the operators and we choose the fixed
point to be x, the space-time coordinate of MVSD. We obtain

<61 T 6”/0;8(557 k)>
= (P! (PTIOUPT)(PT) - (PT) N (PT)OUPT)  (PT) frsla. b)),

0,c

,C

= ((PDYOLPT)™ - (PTIO(PT) (P rsla, )PT)T) (C8)
which is valid because py = exp{—f3- P}/Z is invariant under P7. The operators are transformed

according to

(PTTH (y — iA8)(PT) ! =Tt (20 — y +iAB) = TH (22 — y — iAB)
(PT)SH7 (y — iAB)(PT) ™' = — 7 (22 — y + iAB) = =7 (22 — y — iAB). (C9)

Since we take fE d=,(y) on a flat space-like hyperplane, we can substitute the variables by y —z —
x —y. Then we observe that, in Eq. (C7), under space-time reversal, a factor of (y — x) produces a
minus sign, an operator S also produces a minus sign, and the MVSD operator produces (—1)"%.
Therefore, we have an extra factor of (—1)""*%" while the MVSD operator is transformed to
f_s_r(:c, k). Finally, we conclude that

T (@ k) = (1)) (k).

—8,—T

Appendix D: Contribution from Time-Like Hypersurface

When deriving the Feynman rules, we only include the integrals contributed from =, the space-
like part of Yo, which has been regarded as a large enough space-like hyperplane that is per-
pendicular to the time direction. In this section, we show that the diagram rules related to “D”s
should be revised if one evaluates the Wigner function on the time-like part of the Xpq.

In this section, we assume that the space-like hypersurface = can be approximate to a flat
hyperplane =4 with small variations in time. For any point on the auxiliary hyperplane Zp, the

time component is a fixed value,
t-x =tgwithe € Eg, (D1)
while the time for any point on =4 is another fixed value,

t-x=tp+ At, withe € Z4. (D2)
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Here At is the distance between =4 and =g on the time axis. Meanwhile, for any point x on Xgg,
it should satisfy

t-xz=tp+ At+6t(z), (D3)

where §t(z) is a small time deviation from the hyperplane =4 .
We evaluate the integrals over space (e.g., Egs. (78)-(80)) again, by extending the integration
domain from Z to Yo . Using the Gauss’s theorem, we decompose the integrals over Ypo as

/ZFO ply) = /: i d=Z.(y) + /Q dﬂ(y)£, (D4)

where the former integration is fu fEB d3x . We assume that the integration over € is approximate to
the integration over a square 4D region, whose space extent is infinitely large and whose boundaries
in time direction are composed of = and =4 . Therefore the integral over €2 is approximate to

9 tp+At . , 0
dQ(y N/ d /d D5
Logn~ [ [dugs (D3)

We calculate terms similar to Egs. (78)-(80)

/ ¥, () e~ pi—pj)-(yi—2) fm(277)35(3) (pi — pj), (D6)

Yro

/E A%, () e~ pitpi)-(yi—2) gm(gﬂ)i%(;(i%) (pi +pj)€if~(pi+pj)5t’ (D7)
FO

d¥, () (i — o)ay,e —i(pi—p;)-(y1—)
Zro | o
~ tAm (27T) > Q. Vjﬂm — Qifam (5t] eit'(Pi—pj)& 7

/ A%, (y) (g1 — x)ay,e Pitr)- =)
Zro

' . (D9)
~ fm(27r)35(3) (pi + pj) <—;> [Vz-,am + Viam — ity 5@ ¢t (pitp;)ot
/ d¥, (1) (Y — ) ey, (Y1 — m)ane*i(Pi*Pj)'(yrm)
2ro
~ t,(21)%6®) (p; — p)) <—;> (Vi = Viam — 2ita,,0t] (D10)

i . - ‘
X <_2> [vi,an = Vijan = 2itam5t] et (pimp;)0t
with “~ 7 denoting that the calculation is done with the delta functions of the momenta and the
integrals over the momenta. Compared with formulas in the main text, here we obtain additional
terms from &t. Therefore, we conclude that, by extending the integration domain from = to Xgg,
the diagram rules should be revised.
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We find that the new term from ¢ does not contribute to polarizations (including both vector

and tensor) at O(9). The vector polarization at O(9?) will contain a new term proportional to

5t

while the tensor polarization is not affected by &t at (O(9?), which is a consequence of the

invariance of the tensor polarization under space-time reversal.
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