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We study the event-by-event generation of flow vorticityhie BNL Relativistic Heavy
lon Collider Au + Au collisions and CERN Large Hadron Collid&b + Pb collisions by us-
ing the HIJING model. Different definitions of the vorticifield and velocity field are con-
sidered. A variety of properties of the vorticity are exgldyincluding the impact parameter
dependence, the collision energy dependence, the spaidbuation, the event-by-event
fluctuation of the magnitude and azimuthal direction, arelttime evolution. In addition,
the spatial distribution of the flow helicity is also studied

PACS numbers: 25.75.-q, 12.38.Mh, 25.75.A¢g

I. INTRODUCTION

In high-energy heavy-ion collisions, two atomic nucleiltd at relativistic energies such that
the energy deposited in the reaction region can be largegénmuproduce the deconfined quark-
gluon matter — usually called the quark-gluon plasma (Q@&Paddition, recent studies revealed
that the heavy-ion collisions generate also extremelyngtedlectromagnetic fields. The numeri-
cal simulations found that the magnetic fields generatedunr+Au collisions at the top energy
currently available at the BNL Relativistic Heavy lon Cdir (RHIC),/s = 200 GeV, can reach
eB ~ severam? (wheree is the absolute value of the electron chargeands the pion mass) and
in the Pb + Pb collisions at the CERN Large Hadron Collider @)t¢nergy,,/s = 2.76 TeV, can
reacheB ~ several tens ofn2 [1-5]. The generated electric fields, owing to the event-by-even
fluctuation of charge distribution of nucleus or due to thgnametric collision geometry (e.g., the
Cu + Au collisions), can be of the same order of magnitudeasidgnetic fieldsd, 4, 6-8]. When
coupled to theP and/orC odd domains in the QGP, these strong electromagnetic fialugduce
remarkable anomalous transport phenomena, includinglaehegnetic effect (CME)9, 10], chi-
ral separation effect (CSE)L, 12], chiral magnetic wave (CMW)1[3, 14], chiral electric separa-
tion effect (CESE) 15-18], etc. Recently, the measurements performed by STAR Galdion
at RHIC [19-23] and by ALICE Collaboration at LHCZ4, 25 showed features consistent with
the expectation of CME and CMW although the experimenta¢olables receive significant con-
tributions from background effects which are still not sessfully subtracted; see Ref&6f29]
for reviews.

The existence of strong magnetic fields suggests that theydmfast rotation and/or large flow
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vorticity in the produced quark-gluon matter in heavy-iatlisions. In fact, in classical physics,
the Larmor’s theorem states that the motion of a chargectj®airt a magnetic field3 is equivalent

to the motion in a rotating frame with angular veloctyy = —¢B/(2m) (plus an additional
centrifugal force) wheren andg are the mass and charge of the particle. On the other hand, it
is also very natural to expect the appearance of flow voytiniheavy-ion collisions. Consider a
non-central heavy-ion collision with impact paraméteT he initial angular momentuns, of the
two nuclei with respect to the collision center is roughlyegi by Ab./s/2 with A the number of
nucleons in one nucleus. We can easily estimate the magnatiudy. For example, for Au + Au
collisions at,/s = 200 GeV atb = 10 fm, J, ~ 10°; and for Pb + Pb collisions ays = 2.76
TeV with b = 10 fm, J, ~ 107. After the collision, a fraction of the initial angular momtem is
retained in the interaction region. This fraction of inigggular momentum manifests itself as a
shear of the longitudinal momentum density or velocity fiddd a consequence of this shear flow,
nonzero local vorticity arises which should be roughly eeqticular to the reaction plane.

Such voticity provides us the possibility to monitor the travial topological sector of quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) via the so-called chiral vorticagetf(CVE) which is the vortical analog
of CME and CSE and represents the generation of vector aatiaxrents along the vorticitysp—
32]. The CVE can be neatly expressed as

J = Xxw, (1.1)
Js = Xsw, (1.2)

wherew is the flow vorticity, 5 andj; are the vector and chiral currents, respectively. The two
conductivities arey = N, upus/(272) andys = N[T?/12 + (u® + p?)/(47%)] with x the baryon
chemical potentialy; the chiral chemical potential, andthe temperature. The coupled evolution
of the vector and axial currents and densities lead to pretpagcollective mode called the chiral
vortical wave (CVW) B3] which is the vortical analog of CMW. In presence of both @ty
and magnetic field, even complex collective modes, like thiematheat wave and its mixture with
CMW and CVW, can emerge&fl]. Phenomenologically, the CVE can induce baryon charge sep
aration along the vorticity direction which can be detecot&dspecifically designed two-particle
correlation B5, 36] (see also SecV F). The CVW can cause flavor quadrupole in QGP which
in turn can lead to elliptic flow splitting effect fok baryons that may be experimentally mea-
sured B3]. Recently, the STAR Collaboration at RHIC has reportedhaig that are qualitatively
agree with the expectation of the CVE]. The flow vorticity may also lead to other novel effects
in heavy-ion collisions; see e.g. Ref87H48].

There were already works that investigated the vorticityaavy-ion collisions39, 40, 45, 49—
55]; some of them will be discussed in the present paper. Hokvasdar as we know, a systematic
study of the following issues within a unified framework i#l $acking *: how large the vorticity

1 After the main results of the present paper were being caeghlave learned that the authors of Réf6][also
performed detailed numerics to study the vorticity by ustPT model. Their results have some overlap with
ours.



can be, how it depends on centrality in different collisigstems especially in RHIC Au + Au
collisions and in LHC Pb + Pb collisions, how the vorticitydistributed over space and time, how
the magnitude and azimuthal direction of the vorticity fliate over events, and how its orientation
correlates to the matter geometry. These issues are vegriamp for the understanding of various
vorticity-induced effects, e.g., the CVE and CVW in heagy-collisions; see the discussions in
Sec.VF. In this paper, we will study these issues in detail in a mamaeallel to the previous
study of electromagnetic fields in heavy-ion collisions eff [4, 7, 28, 57, 58]. We will consider
different kinds of definition for the vorticity field and vediy field and perform numerical sim-
ulations of the generation of vorticity on event-by-eveasis by using HIJING modebp-62].

At the mean time, the event-by-event fluctuating particigdanes will be also calculated by us-
ing HIJING model and the azimuthal correlation betweenigiytand participant plane will be
studied as well.

This paper is organized as follows. In Séc.we will give a brief review of some theoretical
aspects of the vorticity in hydrodynamics. In SBk, we will set up our numerical simulation. The
numerical results will be presented in S&¢.and SecV. A hydrodynamic analysis of the time
evolution of the vorticity is presented in Sad.. Finally, we will summarize the main findings in
Sec.VIl. Throughout this paper, we use natural ufits ¢ = kz = 1 and the metrig,, = ¢"" =
diag(1,—-1,—1,—-1).

II. REVIEW OF VORTICITY IN HYDRODYNAMICS
A. Non-relativistic case

In non-relativistic hydrodynamics, the vorticity (pseldector field is defined by
w(x,t) =V x v, (2.1)

wherew is the flow velocity. Hereafter, we will use; to denote Eq.Z.1) in order to avoid
confusion with the vorticity that will be defined in next selsion. The vorticityw, is a measure
of the local angular velocity of the fluid. For ideal barotiofiuid, i.e., the fluid whose viscosity
is negligible and in which the pressureis a function of the mass densityi.e., P = P(p), the
evolution of the vorticity is governed by the following vimity equation,

0
% =V X (v X wy), (2.2)

which has the following two remarkable consequences.
(1) The Helmholtz-Kelvin theorem (circulation consereaf. This states that the closed con-
tour line integral of the velocity field (called circulatipis conserved as the contour is transported

2 This definition follows the convention of classical fluid rheaics, see for example, Re&d. In the literature on
chiral vortical effect, a factor /2 is usually inserted in front of the curl to define the vorticit



by the flow, i.e.,

d
E%v-dm—o, (2.3)

whered/dt is understood as the comoving time derivative. Another weestate the Helmholtz-
Kelvin theorem is that in an ideal barotropic fluid the vortieres are comoving with the fluid as
if they are frozen in the fluid.

(2) The helicity conservation. From the velocity and vatyidields, one can construct a pseu-
doscalar field,

he(x,t) = v - wy, (2.4)

which is called the helicity density of the flo4]. The integral ofi.; over the whole space,

He = /d3a: he = /d3w v - wi, (2.5)

is the total helicity of the flow. When the vorticity equati¢h2) holds, the total helicity#; is
conserved §4, 65]. Moreover, as first pointed out by Moffatt, tl#; is actually a topological
invariant of the flow — it measures the degree of intertwighefvortex lines in the fluidg4, 66,
67].

To end this subsection, we note an interesting similaritywben the vorticity in an ideal fluid
and the magnetic field in a perfectly conducting plasma. Bét, t) be the magnetic field and
A(x,t) be the vector potential, i.eB = V x A. The equation that governs the evolution/®f
in a perfectly conducting plasma reads

%§:VX@XB% (2.6)

which bears immediate similarity with EQR.Q). In fact, from Eq. 2.6) the magnetic frozen-in
theorem §§] follows, which states that the magnetic lines are frozea iperfectly conducting
plasma just like that the vortex lines are frozen in an ideabtyopic fluid. Furthermore, by
replacingv with A andw; with B in Eq. 2.4) and Eq. 2.5), one can define the magnetic helicity
density

hy=A-B (2.7)

and the total magnetic helicity in the plasma

Hszfwm:/fme. (2.8)

Although hy; is gauge dependent/,; iS a gauge invariant quantity. It is straightforward to
show [69] that ), is a conserved quantity under the time evolution of Egg)(and it is also
a topological invariant that measures the degree of intstrof the magnetic liness, 67].



B. Relativistic case
A natural extension of the definitio (1) to relativistic fluid is
1
wh = e""7u,0,u, = ie“ymuyww, (2.9)

whereu* is the 4-velocity of the fluid which is normalized @, = 1 withuy = v =1/v1 — v?
andu = v, andw,, is a rank-2 skew tensor,

W = Optty, — O, uy, (2.10)

which we will call the kinematic vorticity tensor. Hereafteve will denotew” andw” aswh and
wh”, respectively. It is worth writing down the componentsu/gf The spatial components are

wy = V2w + Y2V x Ov, (2.11)

and the time component is

W) =~V w; =v-w,. (2.12)
Thus, in the non-relativistic limitys — (h¢, wy), as we expect.

In accord with the definitions aby andw,,,, it seems natural to identify) as the relativistic
helicity density and define the circulation along a closeatgor line in spacetime as

7{ u,dz", (2.13)

which, after using the Green’s theorem, is transformed th&ohypersurface integral of,,,, .
However, such-defined circulation and the total helicitye(integral ofw) over space) are in
general not conserved even for ideal barotropic fluid.

In order to maintain the circulation conservation and higliconservation, other definitions of
vorticity have been introduced(), 71]. For example, if the fluid does not carry any conserved
charge, one can define the vorticity tensor®as 2],

Q= 0, (Tu,) — 0,(Tuy,), (2.14)

whereT is temperature. The corresponding circulation along aecl@®ntour line in spacetime is
defined by

%Tu“dx“. (2.15)

By using the thermodynamic relatiods = T'ds anddP = sdT', the relativistic Euler equation
for ideal fluid,

(e + P)diTu” = V'P, (2.16)



wheree and P are the energy density and pressuiglr = "0, is the proper time or comoving
time derivative, and&/,, = 9, — u,,(d/dr), can be deduced to

d
wY — A
dT(TU ) =0"T. (2.17)
Thus one finds that for ideal fluid,
—ddT Tu,da* = 7{ 8, Tdz" = 0. (2.18)

This is the relativistic Helmholtz-Kelvin theorem.
The vorticity (pseudo)vector correspondinglg, can be defined as

1
O = 56“”””Tuy§2m = T2, (2.19)
It divergence reads
1
8,0 = §EWPUQWQPU — 201, u”, (2.20)

which vanishes for ideal fluid upon noticing that E&.1(7) can be rewritten as
Quu” = 0. (2.21)

Therefore, the integral o’ over space is conserved and we can idertifyas the conserved
helicity density. (In general, when the quantum effectketainto account, the flow helicity could
be converted to other helicities, like the magnetic halioit helicity of the constitutive fermions,
and thus is not conservedd, 74].)

If the fluid carries a conserved charge (e.g., the baryon mumbne can define the vorticity
tensor as{0, 71]

Q= Ou(wu,) — 0, (wu,), (2.22)

wherew = (¢4 P)/n is the enthalpy per particle withbeing the density of the conserved charge.
The circulation conservation and helicity conservatiomfolated by usinngW is presented in
AppendixA. However, in the following numerical simulations, we Witbimonsidelﬁw because
the quark-gluon plasma produced in relativistic heavyeoltisions carries almost zero conserved
charges.

Ill. SETUP OF THE NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we describe the general setup of our numlesimulations. The coordinate
system of the heavy-ion collisions is illustrated in Fig.We choose the axis to be along the
beam direction of the projectile, axis to be along the impact paramebewrhich points from the
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FIG. 1: lllustration of the heavy-ion collisions with impggzarameteb. Here “T” stands for target and “P”
for projectile.

target to the projectile, anglaxis to be perpendicular to the reaction plane. The origthetime
axis,t = 0, is set to the time when the two colliding nuclei overlap nnaily.

We will focus mainly on the mid-rapidity region, but will @gliscuss how the vorticity varies
with rapidity in SecV C. We will numerically compute the initial vorticity at propgme = = 7,
with the value ofr, will be given later. We will only briefly discuss the time eutibn in SecVI
based on analytical treatment of hydrodynamics. A full eisc hydrodynamic simulations is
however beyond the scope of the present paper.

A. Definition of the velocity field

To compute the vorticity, we must first define the velocitydielumerically. This can be
achieved by introducing a smearing functid®z, x;) wherez is the field point andz; is the
coordinate of theth particle. The effect ob(z, x;) is to smear a physical quantity, e.g., energy or
momentum, carried by thigh particle which locates at; to another coordinate poimt Therefore,
®(x, z;) somehow represents the quantum wave packet oftthparticle. Having®(zx, z;), we
can have two natural ways to define the velocity field for agiselliding event,

afy _ 1 i
vi(z) = mzﬁ(ﬁ(m,xi), (3.1)

2. P ®(x, )

i) = ST et ) (3:2)

wherea = 1, 2, 3 is the spatial indiceg; andp? are the momentum and energy of thie particle,

and the summation is over all the particles. In our simuregjp; andzx; in each event are generated
by HIJING.

3Note that one may introduce other ways to define the velocigidfi for example, v$ (z) =
Sipi®(z, )/ Y, p)®(x, z;) which, however, has less transparent physical meaningthamdvS. In fact,
vg, is related to the energy momentum tensowBy= 7°¢/T°° which in nonrelativistic limit is reduced taf; but
in relativistic case, it represents neither the velocitgérgy flow nor the velocity of particle flow.



Now we clarify the physical meanings of andwv,. Let f(z,p) be the particle distribution
function. It is related teb(z, x;) by

flw,p) = NZ (2m)* 0% p — pu(B)]®(x, 34), (3.3)

with V' = [ d*x®(x, z;) a normalization factor. Then the energy-momentum tensopanticle
number current are given by

) = [ Gt e = 5 3 et ) 3.4
) = [ S e - 5 > (e, ) (3.5)
These give
T = Z Pid(w, 2;),

1 anb
T% = —Zplglq)(x,fm),

. P
J' = iZq)(x x;)
N - Y Y
o _ LD
Jo = Nzi:—gé(x,xi). (3.6)
Thus we can identify that
JCL
'U? = ﬁv (37)
" TOa
b2 = T00+Taa’ (38)

that is, v, is the velocity of the particle flow associated wiftt and v, is the velocity of the
energy flow (see Appendi®). We note that the frame in which the flow velocity is chosebéo
vy is usually called Eckart frame (more precisely, Eckart eamquires/* to be associated with
a conserved charge which is not the case for a gluon-dondipateonic matter) while the frame
in which the flow velocity isv; is usually called Landau frame&%).

Different choice for the smearing functidr(z, z;) gives different result for the velocity. In our
computations, we choose a smearing function whose furaltform atr = 7, is a Gaussian/[g),

(I)G(IL' xz) — K o ('T _ xi)z + (y B yi)2 _ (77 B 77@>2 (39)

exp
29 2 2 2 J
Toy/ 20270} 207 20,




whereo, ando, are two width parameters arfd is a scale factor. The spacetime rapidity and
proper time are define by = (1/2) In[(t + 2)/(t — z)] andT = /2 — 22. This kind of smearing
function has been widely used in hydrodynamic simulatierts, in Refs.T6, 77]. The parameters
that we will use are the following. For RHIC Au + Au collisios /s = 200 GeV: o, = 0.6
fm, 0, = 0.6, K = 1.45, andr, = 0.4 fm; For LHC Pb + Pb collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV:
o, =0.6fm, 0, = 0.6, K = 1.6, andry = 0.2 fm. The initial energy momentum tensor obtained
by using these parameters can fit the experimental datawelitafter the viscous hydrodynamic
evolution [76]. We note that the parameteks and 7, in &g do not change the velocity because
they cancel out in Eq3(1) and Eqg. 8.2); however, they do influence the values of energy density
and temperature.

We in AppendixC discuss another smearing functi®n (x, z;) and give the numerical result
for velocity field computed by usin@a (z, x;).

After performing the event average, we have

() (z) = Ni S (), (3.10)
(5)(2) = 3 o) (3.11)

where(- - -) denotes average over event§, is the total number of events, and the summation of
e is over all the events. For the purpose of numerical checkwiNelso compute the following
guantities:
a Ee ZZ e(p?/po)q)(‘r7xi>
(v§)(x) = =it , (3.12)
Ze Ziee (JI, xl)
a Ze Ei ep?q)(x7xi)
(v])(z) = 5 s 5 . (3.13)
Ee ZZEe[p + (pz) /p ]@(Jf, xl)
We note thatwv;) and (v,) are event-averagedl andv,, while (v3) and(v,) can be considered
as first accumulatingV. events into one event and then calculatingandv, of that event;(vs)
and(v4) cannot be defined on event-by-event basis.

B. Definition of the vorticity and helicity fields

Once the specific definition of the velocity field is given innmerical setup, the vorticity is
calculated according to

w; = V X, (3.14)
wy = ¥’V xv. (3.15)

Note that we have neglected thév?) term~?v x d,v in w, (see Eq.2.11) because, as we will
show, the velocity is small in the central overlapping regioat we are most interested in. We will
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also compute various helicity densities:

hy = v-wy, (3.16)
Wy = v-wy, (3.17)
Q0 = T?v - w,. (3.18)

IV. GLOBAL ANGULAR MOMENTUM AND LOCAL SHEAR FLOW
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FIG. 2: The impact parameter dependence of the angular ntaroéthe participents (black), the remnants
(red), and the QGP (blue) with respect to the collision aente- 0 for RHIC Au + Au collsions (panel (a))
and LHC Pb + Pb collisions (panel (b)). The sum of the angulamenta of the remnants and the QGP is
equal to the angular momentum of the participants.

As we have discussed in the Séadn a non-central heavy-ion collision with impact paramete
b, the total angular momenturfy of the two nuclei with respect to the collision center is rolyg
given by Aby/s/2. After the collision, a fraction of, is carried away by the spectators which
fly rapidly apart from the collision region, the remainedctran of J, is carried by the remnant
nucleons (the wounded participants with large longitudmamenta) as well as the produced
QGP. In Fig2 we show our numerical simulations for the event-averaggdlanmomenta carried
by the participants, the remnants, and the QGP for Au + Augioiis at\/s = 200 GeV and for
Pb + Pb collisions at/s = 2.76 TeV. The results are obtained by averaging oM&revents. In
calculating the angular momentum, we use the formula

J = /d3.’13(ZT0$ — 2T%). (4.1)

Our results for the Au + Au collisions are qualitatively ctstent with previous studies in
Refs. B8, 49, 54, 78]. We find that about 0% of the angular momentum of the total participants
is retained by the QGP at mid-centrality region.

Such a global angular momentum of the QGP manifests itsalilynia the form of local fluid
shear rather than a global rigid rotation. Our numericalltdsr the event-averaged longitudinal
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shear flow profile at zero rapidity arbd= 10 fm is presented in Fig3 (a) for Au + Au collisions
at /s = 200 GeV and in Fig.3 (b) for Pb + Pb collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV, where we show
(v,)(z) as a function of the transverse coordinater four different definitions ofv.) according
to Eq. 3.10 — Eqg. 3.13. We emphasize that due to the use of the Gaussian smeariatpiu
s, (v,)(x) remains finite even for very large values ofwhere the QGP is not expected to
realistically exist. The simulation is more sensible foradler values of: so that we will mainly
concentrate on the region near the collision center in theviing discussions.

It is obvious that for given impact parameter, the angulanmaotum in Pb + Pb collisions at
Vs = 2.76 TeV is larger than that in Au + Au collisions gfs = 200 GeV; however, Fig3
gives that the longitudinal velocity at = 0 for Pb + Pb collisions is smaller than that for Au +
Au collisions at the same impact parameter. As we checkddltigis partially attributable to
the fact that for larger collision energy the moment of irzedf the partonic system is also larger
and partially attributable to that for larger collision egyethe large-rapidity particles contribute
a larger fraction of the total angular momentum. We will presfurther discussion on this issue
when we discuss the collision energy dependence of vgriitiSec.V B. The main information
from Fig. 3 is that near the center: (= 0) of the overlapping region(v,)(z) grows withz and
thus has a finite shear that naturally suggests a finite laécity perpendicular to the reaction
plane which we now study in detail.
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FIG. 3: The event-averaged longitudinal velocity profilezato rapidity for RHIC (panel (a)) and LHC
(panel (b)). Different curves correspond to different défins of the event-averaged velocity, see B310

— Eg. 3.13.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR VORTICITY
A. Impact parameter dependence

We begin by studying how the vorticity at= 7, depends on the impact paraméteFor each
event, we compute the vorticity gt= 0 averaged over the overlapping region in the transverse
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plane according to

[ d}m;r;(in;(i(;m (5.1)

if the vorticity is computed by using the patrticle flow veltyct,, or

w

[ dPxie(z))w(z,))
[ &z ie(x)) (5-2)

if the vorticity is computed by using the energy flow velocity. In Eq. 6.1) and Eq. §.2), w

is representative of eithew; or ws, n(x, ) ande(x ) are the parton number density and energy
density obtained in HIJING, and, is the coordinate in the transverse plane. Such spaceggeera
vorticity more appropriately reflects the strength of thetiedy acting on the whole overlapping
region. We then average over10° events to obtain the event-averaged space-averagedityortic
(w), which we will call the double-averaged vorticity.

In Fig. 4, we show they-component of the double-averaged vorticities (7o, = 0)) and
(wo(19,n = 0)) for RHIC Au + Au collisions at,/s = 200 GeV and LHC Pb + Pb collisions
at/s = 2.76 TeV. We have checked that after the event average: ttied - components of the
vorticity are vanishing, as we expected from the left-riggmnmetry of the colliding geometry.

w =
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FIG. 4: The double-averaged vorticity at= 7y andn = 0 for RHIC Au + Au collisions at\/s = 200
GeV (panel (a)) and LHC Pb + Pb collisions\gk = 2.76 TeV (panel (b)). Only the;-component of the
vorticity is sizable, other components are negligibly draatd are not drawn. Different curves correspond
to different definitions of vorticity and velocity.

First, we notice that the magnitude of the vorticity genedain either RHIC or LHC is big.
For example{w,) of the energy flow, atb = 10 fm is about10*'s~* or 20 MeV for RHIC Au
+ Au collisions aty/s = 200 GeV. According to Eq.1.2), the strength of axial CVE is roughly
proportional to7T?(w,) ~ 10° MeV? if we plausibly assum& ~ 300 MeV. This is competitive
to the strength of CSE in RHIC which is proportional;teB,, if the vector chemical potential is
abouty ~ 10 MeV and the magnetic fieldB, ~ 5m?2. Second, the vorticity of energy flow is
generally larger than the vorticity of particle flow, in c@stence with the longitudinal velocity
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profile, Fig.3. Third, asb grows from zero{w,) first increases and reaches its maximum value at
abouth ~ 2R 4, after that the two nuclei are essentially not colliding aag) drops. This behavior

is consistent with the fact that the angular momentum of t6®Qhows a similar non-monotonous
feature.

Although thex and z components of the vorticity vanish after averaging over ynewvents,
their magnitudes for each event can be finite due to the fltiotuaf the nucleon positions in the
nucleus. Such event-by-event fluctuation of vorticity miagte is characterized b§w?) which
we show in Fig.5 where the vorticity is calculated based on the energy flgw If there is no
event-by-event fluctuatior{w?) should be equal t¢w,)?. But by comparing Fig5 with Fig. 4,
we observe clearly thato?) > (w,)?. This is most evident fob = 0 where(w,) = 0 but (@?)
is still finite. Another feature that Fid exhibits is that fo > 2R 4, unlike (w,), (@*) does not
drop, which indicates that the event-by-event fluctuatibtie vorticity is stronger for larger.
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FIG. 5: The vorticity squared of the energy flowrat= 7y, andn = 0 for RHIC Au + Au collisions at
Vs = 200 GeV (panel (a)) and LHC Pb + Pb collisions gk = 2.76 TeV (panel (b)). Different curves
correspond to different definitions of the vorticity.

B. Collision energy dependence

From Fig.4, one can observe that, for given impact parameter, theciyrfor Pb + Pb col-
lisions aty/s = 2.76 TeV is smaller than that for Au + Au collisions gts = 200 GeV. This
suggests that the vorticityw,) decreases when the collision energy increases. We thusriperf
the numerical simulation fofw,,) of v, at fixedr = 0.4 fm andn = 0 in Au + Au collisions
with b = 10 fm at different,/s. The result is drawn in Fig6 which shows clearly a decreasing
vorticity as/s increases. We note that similar feature was also observBeéfin56] where the
event-averaged moment-of-inertia weighted vorcity wasmated. At first sight, this behavior
appears to contradict the collision energy dependenceecatigular momentum of QGP which
increases with/s (see Fig.2), because the vorticity measures the local angular vglaithe
fluid, thus the whole angular momentum of QGP would be roughly [ d*zI(x)w(x) where
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FIG. 6: The collision energy dependence of the double-geetavorticity (iw,,) at fixedr = 0.4 fm and
n = 0 computed by using the energy flow velocity.

I(x) ~ [*— (x-w)?*|e(x) is the moment of inertia density. However, as noticed in F&, with
increasing collision energy, the moment of inertia growgen@apidly than the increasing of the
total angular momentum of QGP, and thus makes the vortieityehse. Furthermore, as we will
show in next subsection, with increasing collision enethg, vorticity becomes more and more
peaked at finite rapidity and thus the vorticityrat= 0 is relatively weakened. This reflects the
fact that at higher collision energy, the system at the majldity region behaves to be closer to
the Bjorken boost invariant picture and thus allows smaiteticity.

C. Spatial distribution of vorticity
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FIG. 7: The event-averaged vorticity as a functionzdbr RHIC Au + Au collisions at,/s = 200 GeV
(panel (a)) and LHC Pb + Pb collisions g = 2.76 TeV (panel (b)). Different curves represent different
definitions of vorticity (see Eq3(14) and Eq. 8.15) based on different definitions of the velocity field (see

Eqg. 3.1 and Eqg. 8.2).

We show in Fig.7 the event-averaged vorticity as a functiomofthe coordinate in the impact
parameter direction). The full distribution of the vorticiwe present onlyws,) of v, as an
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example) in the transverse plane (the- y plane) is shown in Fig8. Obviously, the vorticity
distributes in the transverse plane very inhomogeneokstyn Fig.7 and Fig.8 we observe three
remarkable features. (1) From FBwe notice thatw,,) varies more steeply along thedirection
than along the direction in consistence with the elliptic shape of the tajgping region. (2) From
Fig. 7, one finds that the magnitude @#,) reaches its maximum value not at the center(0)
but at a positionz,, which becomes larger for higher collision energy and finaligomes well
localized around the outer boundary of the overlappingore@ive have checked this for collision
energy other than00 GeV and2.76 TeV). Note that although in Fig. and Fig.8 it seems that the
vorticity of v, at/s = 200 GeV peaks at = 0, this is not the case as we have checked at higher
resolution near: = 0. (3) The vorticity drops steeply far larger thanz,,. The vorticity of energy
flow even shows a flipping of direction at>> z,, which is due to the drop ofvs.)(x) at largex
as shown in Fig3. The last two features are closely related to the boundatihiebverlapping
region and thus can be called a corona effect for vorticitycivimeflects the fact that near in the
boundary layers the velocity field varies severely.
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FIG. 8: The spatial distribution of the event-averagediuityt (w2,), in the transverse plane for RHIC Au
+ Au collisions at,/s = 200 GeV (panel (a)) and LHC Pb + Pb collisions\@ = 2.76 TeV (panel (b)).

In Fig. 9 we show the double-averaged vorticity,,) of energy flow as a function of the
spacetime rapidity in Au + Au collisions for various colbsi energies. We find that for collision
energy/s S 550 GeV (w,,) peaks at zero rapidity (for our best resolution) while {85 > 550
GeV it peaks at a finite rapidity which increases\as grows. This feature may be understood
by noticing that for fixed proper time, the boundary of thelis@n region in they direction is
increasing withy/s; thus the appearance of the finite-rapidity peak may be alssidered as a
corona effect im direction.
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FIG. 10: The event-averaged helicities w; andwv - w- alongy axis. Different curves correspond to

different definitions of the vorticity and velocity fields.

D. Spatial distribution of helicity

We in this subsection present the spatial distribution @fedgnt kinds of helicity field. In
Fig. 10, we show(v - w) and (v - wy) along they axis for RHIC Au + Au collisions at/s =
200 GeV and LHC Pb + Pb collisions afs = 2.76 TeV. Clearly, the event-averaged helicity
is negative fory > 0 and positive fory < 0. This becomes more transparent in Fid.where
we show the spatial distribution db - w;) and (v - wy) in the transverse plane. Clearly, the
reaction plane separates the region with positive evestaged helicity from the region with
negative event-averaged helicity. Similar helicity sepian is also observed in low energy heavy-
ion collisions B2]. In Fig. 12, theT?-weighted helicity(T?v, - w,) for RHIC Au + Au collisions
at+/s = 200 GeV is presented; its physical meaning is given in $d&. Comparing to{ v - wy)
and(v - wy), (T?v, - wy) is much more confined in the overlapping region owing to tiue tlaat
T'(x, ) is concentrated in the overlapping region.

The underling mechanism of the helicity separation is syntple to the fact thatv,) as a
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function ofy changes its sign from region with > 0 to the region withy < 0 while (w,) does
not change the sign. This is similar with the electromagrigdiicity E - B in heavy-ion collisions
whereE, changes its sign from the region below and above the reaglsoe butB, does not4].
The flow helicity separation may have interesting experit@emplication, for example, it may
generate chiral charges separation via the CVA [
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FIG. 11: The spatial distribution of the event-averagedciigl (w, - vs), in the transverse plane for RHIC
Au + Au collisions aty/s = 200 GeV (panel (a)) and LHC Pb + Pb collisions @k = 2.76 TeV (panel

(b)).
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FIG. 12: The spatial distribution of the event-averagedchgl (72w, - v7), in the transverse plane for
RHIC Au + Au collisions at,/s = 200 GeV.



18

AutAu, s =200GeV (@ Po+Pb, \[s=2.76TeV (b)
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FIG. 13: The histograms af,, — 1), at impact parametets= 3 and10 fm for Au + Au collisions at RHIC
energy (panel (a)) and Pb + Pb collisions at LHC energy (pdn&l Herey,, is the azimuthal direction of
the space-averaged vorticidy, (aty andn = 0) of v, andi is the second harmonic participant plane.

E. Histogram of ¢, — 1o

As already mentioned in the Introduction, on the eventmnebasis the vorticity field fluctu-
ates not only in its magnitude but also in its azimuthal dicec The direction otv is important
in experiments as the vorticity-driven effects will inttehis information and reflect it in the final
obervables. Thus we in this and next subsection will stuéyetvent-by-event fluctuation of the
azimuthal direction otv with respect to the matter geometry (more specifically, theigipant
plane) in detail. Our study will be parallel to the analogestisdy for electomagnetic fields in
Refs. [7, 57, 58]. For this purpose, we first determine the participant-plangle (more precisely,
the second harmonic component of the participantsyvhich is known to be firmly correlated
to the event plane angle or reaction plane angle. We use toeviiog formula to define), and
corresponding eccentricity: exe™? = — [ d*x | p(z, )2t e??/( [ &Pz p(x )23 ) wherep(x )
is the participant density projected onto the transveraeel

In Fig. 13 we present the histogram ¢f, — ¢», modulo byr over10° events for two different
centrality binsp = 3 fm andb = 10 fm, for both RHIC Au + Au collisions at/s = 200 GeV
and LHC Pb + Pb collisions af's = 2.76 TeV, wherey,, is the azimuthal direction of the space-
averaged vorticityw, based onw, (calculations based on other definitions of the vorticitg an
velocity show very similar results). The histograms havprapimate Gaussian shapes centered
atvy,, — v, = /2 with the corresponding variance widths very largeifes 3 fm and relatively
small atb = 10 fm. This shows that for central collisions the azimuthaédiron of the vorticity
suffers from strong event-by-event fluctuation which edfintly kills the correlation between,
andi,; while for noncentral collisions there is indeed a significeorrelations between the two
although suppressed by the fluctuation as well. We now tumdre quantitative measure of the
correlation betweeg,, and)s.
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F.  Azimuthal correlation between vorticity and participant plane

To reveal the azimuthal correlation between the vorticitgt the participant plane more quan-
titatively, we define the following two correlations,

Rl - <COS[2(¢UJ _wZ)Dv (53)
Ry = (@ cosf2(is, — va)) 54

where(- - -) denotes the event average. Similar quantities were useddy the azimuthal cor-
relations between the magnetic field and the participameylaee Ref.57, 58]. If there is no

correlation between the magnitude of the voriticity andaggmuthal direction R, should be re-
duced toR;.

Before showing the numerical results 8f and R,, we discuss first the physical significance
of them. We take the chiral vortical effect (CVE) as an examnpther vorticity induced effects can
be similarly analyzed. The CVE can induce a baryon numbearsg¢ipn along the direction of the
voriticity which can be measured through the baryon-nurdegrendent two-particle correlation,

Yap = (CO8(Pa + ¢p — 2102)), (5.5)

wherea (and ) labels the baryon number of the measured patrticle, i.eetlen the measured
particle is a baryon or anti-baryon, amdg is the corresponding azimuthal angle. The CVE can
induce a special term into the two-patrticle distributiondtion of the measured hadrons,

SﬁvE o w? cos(Pa — Y, cos(dp — V). (5.6)

This in turn translates into the following form,

2 2

HE oc - cos( — 6) + o cos[2(t, — )] cos(da + B — 2)
2
%5 s[4, — o) sin(@a + 05 — ) 5.7)

from which we can extract the correlations as

Yag 0¢ {w* cos[2(t, — ¥n)]). (5.8)

So if the vorticity is perfectly perpendicular to the paigint plane, we would have thats is
proportional tow?. However, as we have seen from the preceding subsectisristhot the case;
the event-by-event azimuthal fluctuationwfwill provide a suppression factor given Bs.

The correlations?; and R, for both RHIC Au + Au collisions and LHC Pb + Pb collisions are
presented in Figl4 and Fig.15. The vorticity fields are calculated based on veloeity but the
results based on velocity, are qualitatively the same. Evidently, the correlatiomtsetne,, and
1o are suppressed comparing to the ideal case without fluctyate.,s,, — 1y = 7/2. Both R;
and R, are significantly suppressed in the most central and mogihgal cases (indicating no
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strong correlations) and are maximized aroand 7 — 10 fm with peak magnitudes 0.8 for
RHIC and~ 0.7 for LHC. Furthermore, we find that practically; ~ R, for both RHIC and LHC
cases suggesting no noticeable correlation between thaitndg and azimuthal direction af.
We note that all these features are very similar with thaeoked for magnetic fieldq7, 58).

VI. ON THE TIME EVOLUTION OF THE VORTICITY

So far, we considered only the vorticity at the fixed properetr,. In this section we turn
to discuss the time evolution of the vorticity in the QGP bypdoying a hydrodynamic analysis.
We will not perform full viscous hydrodynamic simulatiomsstead, our discussion will be based
mainly on analytical estimation. We will restrict oursedv® the core domain of the overlapping
region where the flow velocity is small and we can use nonrelativistic vorticidy = V x v to
proceed with our analysis. To simplify the notation, we w#notew; by w in this section.
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The time evolution of the vorticity is goveined by the follmg vorticity equation $3],

%_c: =V x (v xw) +vViw, (6.1)

wherer = n/(s+P) = T~!(n/s) is the kinematic shear viscosity is the dynamic shear viscosity
ands is the entropy density). The first term on the right-hand sdke convection term while the
second term represents the diffusionuofiue to shear viscosity. The ratio of these two terms is
characterized by the dimensionless Reynolds number,

Re=UL/v, (6.2)

whereU is the characteristic velocity of the flow ardis the characteristic length scale of the
fluid. Although Eq. 6.1) is hard to solve in general, we can get important insightavialyzing
two limiting cases witlRe < 1 andRe > 1 4.

If Re < 1, the convection term can be neglected, and Ed) pecomes

aa—‘;) = vViw. (6.3)

This is a diffusion equation whose solution is easily olediby Fourier transformation (suppose
thatv is a constant),

w(t, k) = w(0,k)e ", (6.4)

wherew(t, k) is the Fourier mode of(t, ) of wave-numberk. Therefore, the vorticity will
decay exponentially with higher wave-number modes decggafdaster. More specifically, for il-
lustration purpose, let us consider the initial vorticiigtdbution in the transverse plane to be a
Gaussian,

w(0, ) = woe *1/77 (6.5)

with o, a width parameter. The solution to E§.J) is then
d*k 5 ,
_ 3 —vk=t ik-(x—
w(t,x) = /d y/we w(0,y)e* @Y
02 2

_ r o T
B woaf vt P ( o + 4Vt). (6.6)

Thus, for Gaussian initial profile, the vorticity is neanhyariant fort < t,, = o /(4v) and decays
exponentially whert > ¢,,. As we know that;/s for QGP is quite small{,, may be quite long.
This is very similar with the previous analysis for the tinweleition of the magnetic field in QGP
with a large electric conductivity but a small magnetic Rags number79-81].

41f we assumel/ ~ 0.1 — 1, L ~ 5fm, T ~ 300 MeV, andn/s ~ 1/(4r) for a QGP produced at RHIC,
Re ~ 10 — 100; at LHC Re would be even larger. Thus it is practically more reasontbéssumeére > 1.
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If Re > 1, the diffusion term can be neglected, and Byl becomes

aa—(: =V x (v xw). (6.7)

This is just Eg. 2.2). As well-known, this equation leads to the remarkable Hwdhz-Kelvin
theorem of circulation conservation (see $cln this case, the vortex lines are frozen in the
fluid and the vorticity will decay due to the expansion of tlpggtem. To gain some quantitative
estimation of this expansion-driven decay, let us decomplues flow velocity into two parts,

v = v, + v, (6.8)

where the first part represents the expansion which we assutre irrotational,V x v, = 0,
and the second part represents the vortical flow= (1/2)w x x. Let us consider a small region
around the collision center where the vorticity is alonggjluirection (after event-average) and can
be treated as constant (see RBY. Thenw,. does not contribute to the right-hand side of Ey7)
and Eq. 6.7) becomes

Ow
o= V X (v, X w). (6.9)

To proceed, let us assume a Bjorken expansion along thetlwingal direction and a pressure-
gradient driven expansion in the transverse plane. Thus

vE = ; (6.10)

Because the early-time transverse expansion is slow, wet @adinearized ideal hydrodynamic
equation to describe it,

ov 1 1
—_ P=-¢V,1 6.11
o E—l—PVJ— c:V lns, ( )
wherec, = /0P/0e is the sound velocity anglis the entropy density. For simplicity, we choose
an initial Gaussian profile fof,

[L’2 y2

s(xy) = spexp <_2Tq§ - 27%24), (6.12)

with a, , the widths of the transverse entropy distribution. Theygidy express the size of the
overlap region. For example, for RHIC Au + Au collisions, ~ a, ~ 3 fm atb = 0 anda, ~ 2

fm anda, ~ 3 fm atb = 10 fm. One then solves Eq6(11) with [87]

2

vy = —ut,
2

v = S (6.13)

Y

a
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Substitutingv, into Eq. 6.9), we obtain a linear differential equation far(¢, ) which can be
solved analytically and gives
2

C
2a2 (t2 - tg):| wy(t07 m0)7 (614)

t
wy(t,x) = ?Oexp [—
wherex is related tar by
G oo
r = Tpexp {ﬁ(t - to)],
@),
t

z = ZO%. (6.15)

C2
—= ex S5
Y Yo €Xp {2%2/

These express that a fluid cell locatedrgtat timet, flows tox at timet. The inverse of the
prefactort® exp [— 2232 (12 — tg)] in Eqg. 6.14) represents how much the area encircled by a stream

line projected to the — = plane expands from timg to ¢, and thus Eq.q.14) is nothing but just
the manifestation of the Helmholtz-Kelvin theorem. Esplygjatx, = 0,

2
Cs

2
2a%

w0, (1,0) = %Oexp {— (- tg)}wy(to, 0), (6.16)
expresses clearly how the vorticity is diluted by the expems = — =z plane. Setting,, ~ a, ~ 3
fm, to ~ 0.5 fm, and¢? ~ 1/3 for RHIC Au + Au collisions, we find that fot < 7 fm, w, is
approximately inversely proportional to

Before we end this section, some comments are in order.

(1) In the case oRe > 1, the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability may be developed whiafeyents
the persistence of a stable laminar flow with finite vorti¢&g]. The underlying mechanism is the
circulation conservation. Consider a laminar flow of vetpei alongz direction with a constant
flow sheardv/dx in x direction (which leads to a constant vorticityyrdirection) as an example.
Suppose a disturbance is applied at one moment which slidistplaces one layer of the fluid into
a sinusoidal shape in the- = plane. Then the basic laminar flow will drive this sinusoidsker to
be further distorted in such a way that the vorticity at onéstaf the sinusoid with positive slope
will be transported to its neighboring waist with negativepe (as required by the circulation
conservation). The accumulation of the vorticity will therake the disturbance to grow and an
instability forms. Detailed analysis shows that the Kelidalmholtz instability grows asxp (at)
with a oc kU (k is the wave-number of the disturbance dndhe relative velocity between two
fluid layers). Thus the disturbing modes with larger waveabars grow faster. In a real fluid,
the viscosity is always nonzero which will tend to damp thdvikeHelmholtz instability. As
the viscous dissipation is stronger for larger wave-numiber competition between the Kelvin-
Helmholtz instability and the viscous dissipation sets ugriical wave-number (Kolmogorov
scale) above which the viscous dissipation will overcomee Kielvin-Helmholtz instability and
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drive the hydrodynamic disturbance into thermal fluctuatidn heavy-ion collisions, the Kelvin-
Helmholtz instability was studied in detail in Re84] which shows that for small viscosity and
large centrality there indeed appears the Kelvin-Helnzhaktability which can drive the fireball
to distort in the rapidity direction and can possibly beadghrough very careful analysis of the
directed flowv; .

(2) In case where the viscosity can be neglected (soRkeat> 1), there are known exact
solutions to the hydrodynamic equations with rotation (bgeneous vorticity)43, 85-87]. It is
interesting to notice that the rotating Hubble flow givemby: (x + tywo x x/2)/t with w, the
initial vorticity [85], which solves the relativistic Euler equation, gives timeet evolution of the
vorticity in the form ofw(t) = (to/t)wy. Our solution, Eq.§.8) to Eq. 6.15 which are obtained
by solving relativistic hydrodynamic equations althoubk torticity equation is nonrelativistic,
can be viewed as a rotating Hubble flow expanding in the longiial direction plus a transverse
expansion due to thermal pressure (In fact, if we turn offtthasverse expansion by setting the
sound velocityc, = 0, our solution is in exactly the form of a rotating Hubble flowpanding
in longitudinal direction). In Refs.g6, 87], the nonrelativistic ideal hydrodynamics with rotation
is solved and in this case the decay of vorticity is againadritey the expansion of the system,
w(t) ~ (R%/R(t)*)wo with R(t) the system size transverse to the vorticity direction, i) has
a quite nontrivial time dependence.

(3) Finally, we emphasize again that the above analysisigigd only near the collision center;
in a region far from the collision center, there would be gigant correction due to relativistic
flow and the novel spatial distribution of the vorticity. Thua full relativistic hydrodynamic
simulation is desirable to reveal the detailed time evolubtf the vorticity covering more spatial
region. An early trial in this direction can be found in RefJ] where the time evolution of
the longitudinal momentum shear is computed in viscousdgyitamics. Besides, the transport
models like the AMPT model may also be used to reveal the tivodugon of the vorticity;
recently, such a study was performed by the authors of Béfifi which the spatically averaged
vorticity is simulated at different moments.

VIl.  SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In summary, we have studied the event-by-event generatitredlow vorticity in relativistic
heavy-ion collisions by using the HIJING model. To perfoime humerical simulation, we have
adopted a Gaussian smearing functi®®)(to define the velocity field and based on which we have
computed the vorticity field. Two types of velocity fields pmaly, the particle flow velocity, and
the energy flow velocity, are defined and two types of vorticity, namely, the nonreistic vor-
ticity w; and relativistic vorticityw, are simulated based an andv,. From the simulations, we
find the following.

(1) In non-central relativistic heavy-ion collisions, aable fraction of the angular momentum of
the two colliding nuclei are accumulated in the collisiogiom. This fraction of angular momen-
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tum is manifested in the form of longitudinal flow shear whiekults in large local flow vorticity.
After suitably averaged over the collision region and theereanany events, the vorticity is found
to be perpendicular to the reaction plane.

(2) The vorticity is generally growing with the centralitynen the impact parameter< 2R 4 with
R4 the radius of the nucleus; féor> 2R 4 it drops.

(3) Although the total angular momentum of the partonic eraticreases with increasing colli-
sion energy, the event-averaged vorticity decreases natieasing collision energy.

(4) For large collision energy, a corona effect is seen indpatial distribution of the event-
averaged vorticity, namely, the maximum vorticity is laharound the boundary of the collision
region in both the transverse direction and in the spacatapielity direction.

(5) The event-averaged helicity density exhibits a cle@oldir distribution along the out-of-
reaction-plane direction.

(6) Both the magnitude and the azimuthal direction of theigity suffer from the event-by-event
fluctuation. In particular, such fluctuation blurs the vatti from being perfectly perpendicular to
the reaction plane or participant plane. Quantitativélg, absolute values of correlatiois and
R, are suppressed by the event-by-event fluctuation from bebogat most).8 for RHIC Au +
Au collisions at/s = 200 GeV and0.7 for LHC Pb + Pb collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV.

(7) The time evolution of the vorticity is sensitive to theyRelds numbeRe or equivalently the
shear viscosity of the QGP. Ke < 1, the vorticity decays due to viscous diffusion.Ré > 1,
the vortex lines are effectively frozen in the fluid and thetiity decays due to the hydrodynamic
expansion of the QGP.

The presence of vorticity in heavy-ion collisions can haveiiesting implications in experi-
ment observables, via, for example, the chiral vorticad@fand chiral vortical wave. Our study
provides an important step towards quantifying these eitytdriven effects in relativistic heavy-
ion collisions, but there are still many aspects of the edstias well as the effects it drives that
need to be explored, which will be the future tasks.
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Appendix A: Vorticity for a fluid with a conserved charge

We have noted in Sed.B that for relativistic fluid different vorticities can be deéd according
to the contexts of application. If the fluid carries a consdreharge, one can define the vorticity
tensor as

Dy = Ou(wu,) — B, (wuy), (A1)
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wherew = (¢4 P)/n is the enthalpy per particle withbeing the density of the conserved charge.
The circulation in correspondencet,, is

f wu,da. (A2)

By using the thermodynamic identitie; = wdn + nT'd(s/n) anddP = ndw — nT'd(s/n) (s is
the entropy density), it is straightforward to recast EXj16€) to

 (wt) = 0w + TV(s/n), (A3)
which can be rewritten as the following form (known as thet@akichnerowicz equation)

Quu” =TV, (s/n). (A4)

Thus for isentropic flow, i.es/n is strictly constant, one obtains the following circulaticonser-
vation:®

d
p wuy,drt = 7{8uwdx“ =0. (A5)
Define a (pseudo)vector field
. 1 .
O = 56”"”"1011,,9,)0 = wol. (AB)

Its divergence reads (a consequence of the Carter-Liclez@quation),

1

® vpo )y O T~ S
000 = S0, 0,0 = —2— 0,2 (A7)

w n
Thus for isentropic fluid we hawg,* = 0 which implies that[ @>zQ° is conserved. This is the
relativistic version of the helicity conservation for fluidth a conserved charge.

Appendix B: Transformation between Cartesian and proper-ime coordinates

In the Cartesian coordinates; = (t,x), g, = g" = diag(1,—1,—1,—1). From energy-
momentum tensor of ideal fluid (whergr = 0, 1, 2, 3)

™" = (e + P)u"u” — Pg"", (B1)
whereP ande are pressure and energy density, and= (1, v) is the velocity of energy flow:

T"u,, = eut. (B2)

5 The isentropic condition can be relaxed. In fact, a weakesioe of circulation conservation can hold following
directly the Carter-Lichnerowicz equatiodd, 89.
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From Eqg. B1), we obtain
% B TOa
1+ (v2)2 - 700 4 7aa’
wherea = 1,2, 3 and the repeated indices are not summed. Solving this equativ®, we get

(B3)

1—+1—4V2
= (B4)
2V
with V = 7% /(7% + T%%). In case thal’ is not large, we have
" TOa
VR W. (BS)

This expression is used to defingis Seclll A.

In the proper-time coordinate®” = (7, z,y,n) with the proper time- = \/t2 — 22 and space-
time rapidityn = (1/2) In[(t + 2)/(t — z)] or inverselyt = 7 coshn andz = 7sinh 7. The corre-
sponding metric igj,, = diag(1, —1, -1, —72) and its inverse ig"” = diag(1, —1,—1,—1/7%).
Let A*(x) be a vector written in the Cartesian coordinates and itesponding counterpart in the
proper-time coordinates i4(z). The transformation betweett* and A* is given by

t - -
Ax) = ;AT(i) + 2A"(2),
A*(z) = A™(1),
Al(z) = A¥(z),
A#(z) = §AT(~) + AN (7). (B6)
Or in a compact forma#(z) = A*, A”[#(z)], with the transformation matrix given by
£.0,0,z
0,1,0,0
a) =1 ool (87)
%7 07 07 t
By usingA*,,, it is easy to find the relation betwe@” (z) andT" (i):
2 ~ ~ ~
TOO — t_2TTT 4 22/]7717 4 2{,27#17777
T T

t ~ ~
TO:(: — —TTx+ZTnx,
T

Ty — ETT@/ + Zjﬂny’
T

tz -~ 24 22 -
TOZ — _iTTT+ +z TTU_‘_tZTm?’
T T
T"E(E — T"E(E7
TYY — Tyy’
22 - 2tz ~ 9
T = —2T”+—T7"+t . (B8)
T T
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FIG. 16: The event-averaged longitudinal velocity profile@ro rapidity for RIHC (panel (a)) and LHC
(panel (b)). Different curves correspond to different défins of the event-averaged velocity, see B310

— Eg. 3.13.

These relations are used in our computations. EspecidlBera rapidity, the two coordinate
systems coincide with each other which simplifies our comfpars.

Appendix C: Another method to extract the velocity field

The numerical result for the velocity field depends on theichof the smearing function
®(z, x;). In the main text, we use the Gaussian smearing method. drAfpendix, we discuss
another smearing function which generaliz€s[z — x;(¢)] (which corresponds to zero smearing)
to

Dalz,2;) = 00 (@ — (1)), (€1)

which is defined as follows. Ifz — z;(t)] < Az, |y — vi(t)] < Ay, |z — 2z(t)] < Az, then
8 (@ — x,(t)) = 1; otherwise it is zero. In practical simulation, such a srimgacan be achieved
by discretizing the space into small cells of voluhe Ay A~ and the velocity at point is set to
be the velocity of the cell that belongs to. Such a smearing is widely used in transport nsodel
Recently, the voticity field was computed in Hadron-StringnBmics model$5 and A Multi-
Phase Transport(AMPT) moddi§] by using such a method to define the velocity field.

The event-averaged longitudinal velocity profilerat 0 computed by using the above method
is shown in Fig.16 which we run107 events and choosAz = Ay = 1 fm andAz = oo.
We checked that varyinghz and Ay from 0.1 fm to 2 fm results no more tham0% variation
in velocity. The behavior at smadlis similar with the result obtained by usidg;. At largez,
the two smearing methods give different results. Partibylé@ . does not lead to finitév,) for
x > Ry + b/2 whereR 4 is the radius of the nucleus.
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