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Strongly Interacting Matter under Rotation

Gaoqing Cao and Iurii Karpenko

1 Connecting Theory to Heavy Ion Experiment

1.1 Feed-down effect of hyperon decays on the A polarization

Only a fraction of all A and A hyperons detected in heavy ion collisions are produced
directly at the hadronization stage thus are called primary. Indeed, a large fraction
thereof stems from decays of heavier hyperons and one should account for the feed-
down from higher-lying resonances when trying to extract information about the
vorticity from measurements of A polarizations. Particularly, the most important
feed-down channels involve the strong decay £* — A + 7, the electromagnetic (EM)
decay =° — A+, and the weak decay 2 — A+ [[1]]. Of course, there are also many
heavier resonances which decay to either Z° or A. As a matter of fact, in the heavy
ion collisions of RHIC at energy /sy = 200 GeV, the primary A hyperons were
predicted to contribute only a quarter to all that measured [[I]]. Therefore, the non-
primary A contributions from heavier hyperon decays dominate the final yield and
may alter the polarization features of primary A. When polarized particles decay, their
daughters are themselves polarized because of angular momentum conservation.
In general, the fractions of polarization, which are inherited by the daughters or
transferred from the mother to the daughters, depend on the momenta of the daughters
in the rest frame of the mother.

Even though the theoretical predictions and experimental measurements are
consistent with each other on the global polarization of A, that is, along the direction
of the total angular momentum of fireball; they contradict with each other for the sign
of either the transverse local polarizations (TLPs) [with the global one excluded] or
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longitudinal local polarization (LLP), see the theoretical calculations with primary
A 2L Bl 4, 3] and recent experimental measurements at STAR (6] [7]. Before any
further great efforts are devoted to solving the "sign puzzles", one has to firstly check
the simplest possibility: the feed-down effect from higher-lying hyperon decays on
the A polarization. In this section, we’re going to explore the feed-down effects on A
polarizations, especially the local ones. The theoretical derivations are mainly based
on [} [8l O] and the relevant experimental measurements were reported in [6] [7]).
All the secondary contributions to A are two-body decays, thus we can generally
denote the decay as H — A+ X, where H and X refer to the mother particle (heavier
hyperon) and byproduct daughter particle (usually pions 7 or photon y), respectively.

In the following, H, A and X will be simply called Mother, Daughter and Byprod-
uct, so that the derivations and discussions can be generally applied to any other
two-body fermion decays. Local thermodynamic equilibrium will be assumed for
both the kinematics and spin dynamics of the system, and the small scattering inter-
actions between hadrons will be neglected after the hadronization stage. Generally,
three reference frames are involved in the study: the QGP frame (QGPF) which is the
center of mass of the colliding nuclei in a collider experiment and the laboratorial
observations base on, the Mother’s rest frame (MRF) and the Daughter’s rest frame
(DRF). We assign different notations for the physical quantities in these frames:
regular in the QGPF, subscript "+" in the MRF and subscript "o" in the DRF.

This section is arranged as follows. As a first trial, in Sec[I.T.1l we derive the
proportional coefficients for global polarization transfers from Mothers to Daughters
by following the simple momentum-integrated formalism. The following sections
mainly focus on the complicated local polarization transfers: In Sec[L.T.2] spin
density matrix and derivation of momentum-dependent polarization are presented
for the Mothers. Based on that, in Sec[T.1.3] we further use a formalism of reduced
spin density matrix to calculate the local polarization of the Daughter in the decays,
which is then weighted over the momentum distributions of the Mothers in Sec [.T.4l
Finally, we compare our numerical calculations with the experimental measurements
in Sec[T. T3

1.1.1 Global polarization transfer to the Daughter

As long as one is interested in the momentum-integrated mean spin vector (MSV)
of the Daughter in its own rest frame, we will show that a simple linear rule applies
with respect to that of the Mother, that is,

Sro = Cs SH+, (1)

where Cs is a coefficient which may or may not depend on the dynamical matrix
elements. The proportionality between these two MSVs should be expected as, once
the momentum integrations are carried out, the only special direction for the MSV of
the Daughter is parallel to that of the MSV of the Mother. In many two-body decays,
the conservation laws constrain the final state to such an extent that the coeflicient Cg
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is independent of the dynamical matrix elements. This happens, e.g., in the strong
decay X*(1385) — Arx and the EM decay X° — Ay, but not in the weak decay
2 — An. Thus, this section will be devoted to determining the exact expressions
of the coefficient Cs for both strong and EM decays. For the exploration of global
polarization transfer, the summations over all angular momentum components of the
Daughter and Byproduct, A,, /1;\ and Ay, should be understood for both the MSVs
and the normalization factors. For brevity, we will suppress the summation symbol
"> " over these indices in this section.

We will work out the exact relativistic results. In the relativistic framework, the
use of the helicity basis is very convenient for complete descriptions of the helicity
and alternative spin formalisms, we refer the readers to [T1] 12| [13]]. For the
Mother, with spin j and the z component m in its rest framd}, decaying into two
particles A and X, the final state |¢/) can be written as a superposition of states with
definite momenta and helicities:

|¢>o<fdg* DY (01, 0., 0) 7 [Par Ap, Ax)T7 (Ap, Ax). @

Here, 1 = A5 — Ax with 45 and Ax the helicities of the daughters in the MREF, p. is
the three momentum of the Daughter A with 6, and ¢. its spherical coordinates and
dQ, = sin 6,dé.de. the corresponding infinitesimal solid angle, D/ is the Wigner
rotation matrix in the representation of spin j, and T/ (15, Ax) are the reduced
dynamical amplitudes depending only on the final helicities.

Then, the relativistic MSV of the Daughter is given by:

no_ QM
S = WIS) 1Y)
with ([¢) = 1, hence we have explicitly
e [ dQ. |DJ (g.,0.,0) [T/ (A, Ax) |2

[dQ.DY (9., 6.,0)7 DI (., 0., 0)7 (X, IS |ANT (An, Ax)TY (A, ,/IX)*{?))
- T (Ap, Ax) 2 )

An
2j+1
According to our conventions, we emphasize that the numerator should sum over
AA, /l;\ and Ax and the denominator over A5 and Ay, separately. To derive this
expression, we have used the known results for the integrals of the Wigner D matrices
and the fact that the operator S, does not change the momentum eigenvalue as well
as the helicity of the Byproduct X.
Now, the most important term in (@) is the transition amplitude of the spin operator:
(/1;\|SK*|/1 Ay- To evaluate it, we decompose the spin operator as the following:

!In the rest frame, helicity coincides with the eigenvalue of the spin operator s, conventionally S,
see the textbooks.
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Sax = Z Stni(ps)
i

with n;(p.) the three spacelike unit vectors orthogonal to the four-momentum p..
Their expression can be obtained by applying the so-called standard Lorentz trans-
formation [p.], which turns the unit time vector 7 into the direction of the four-
momentum p. [10]], to the three spatial axis vectors e;, namely,

ni(ps) = [p+](ei);

so that
Sae = [p.] (Z §"A*ez-) )

by taking advantage of the linearity of [p.]. It is more convenient to rewrite the sum
in the argument of [ p.] along the spherical vector basis:

_1 .
e, = +ﬁ(e1 +iey), ey = e3,

upon which the D/ matrix elements are defined. We have

1
=~ 1 12 = -
Z,-: S e = — e \/—isj\*e_ +50,e0 = HZI anSy"en, (5)

where §;_§* = :S’\ll\* iigi* are the familiar spin ladder operators and a,, = —n/ V2 +05.0-
The actions of these new operators onto the helicity ket |1, ) are precisely the well-
known ones onto the eigenstate of the z component of angular momentum operator
with eigenvalue A4, e.g.,

</1;\|§(/)\*|/1A> = AA02,, 1, -

Then, we can utilize (@) and (3)) to rewrite the transition amplitude in a more explicit

form as
1

ALISaaln) = D7 antAy ISR AN [P (en). (©6)
n=—1
In order to work out (&), we need to find an explicit expression for the standard

transformation [ p.]. In principle, it can be chosen freely but our choice treats A the
Daughter’s helicity [12]], then the expression is

[p«] = Rz(‘P*)Ry(g*)Lz(f)- (7)

This is just a Lorentz boost along the z axis with a hyperbolic angle ¢ such that
sinh& = ||p.||/mx, followed by a rotation around the y axis with an angle 6, and
another one around the z axis with an angle ¢.. Then,
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1
[p](e2) = Re(9)Ry (8.)(ex) = " D' (., 6.,0), e
I=—1

as e, are Lorentz invariant under the boost along the z axis. Conversely, e( is not
invariant under the Lorentz boost and transforms as

[P+] (eo) = COSthz(‘P*)Ry(e*)(eO) + Sinthz(‘P*)Ry(e*)(f)

1
& ~
= > D16, 0., 0)hes + 27,
i=—1 " A

where p. = ||p.|| and the energy . = \/p? + m% By substituting these transforma-
tions into (6), we eventually get the most explicit form

pI8aclA0) = D 5D (91, 00, 0 (L S AnYer + Anday o, 2l (8)
Ln ma

where b,, = —n/ \/§+)’A*6n,o with YA« = ea«/my the Lorentz factor of the Daughter.
We can now write down the fully expanded expression of the MSV Sy, following
([@). The time component is especially simple: By using (8)), one has

p. An [ A D7 (pu,6,,0) PITI (An, Ax)?

SO _
M m Ti(An, Ax)|2
A |T7 (Ap, Ax)|

- , ©)
2j+1
which then reduces to )
o _ Ps AT/ (n, )P
M ma T (s AP
after carrying out the integral over Q, in the numerator. Similarly, the spatial com-
ponents read:

(10)

TV (An, AX)T7 (X, Ax)*
%Wj(/l/\, Ax)|?

xb,,fdQ* DY (¢.,0.,0)"* DI (¢.,6.,0)"D" (., 0,,0) e, (11)

E;/\* =

D UALIST AN

n,l

Since the analytic results for the angular integrals in (II) are well known, the
expression can be greatly simplified in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients:

T (A )T (A, A%)" S0t bnd A 83 1A0) (Gl j 1 mi) (A1 nyey
A T7 (A, Ax)|?

T (A )T (X, Ax)" b S 1A (il f1mO) 1112 nyeg

- TJ (Ap, Ax)|?

12)
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Note that the only non-vanishing spatial component of the MSV Sy, is the one along
Z axis or proportional to ey = e3. As the Mother is polarized along z direction by
construction, this is a consequence of rotational invariance. We’d like to mention
that the integrands in both (9) and (1)), as functions of the angular variables 6, and
¢, are proportional to the MSV Su.(p.) at some given momentum p.; see more
details in the following sections.

So far, what we have calculated is the MSV of the Daughter in the Mother’s rest
frame. However, one is more interested in the MSV in the Daughter’s rest frame. For
a given momentum p., this can be obtained by means of Lorentz boost:

P+

8/\*(8/\* T mA) SA* (P*) . p*

Sao(Ps) = Sa«(p+) —

As S, is a four-vector orthogonal to p, hence S, (p:) - P« = S%*(p*)sA* , We can
evaluate the momentum-integrated MSV in DRF by following

<p*59\*(p*)> —Sh. - <p*59\*(p*)>

R

(13)

The first term on the right hand side is just the MSV shown in (12). While by adopting
() and an alternative presentation of the momentum:

1
P = P« Z Dl(‘ﬁ*, 0., 0)(l)el,
I=—1

the second term can be evaluated according to

p? AT/ (A, Ax)1* Xy € [ dQ. DI (¢., 6,,0)7* D! (., 6., 0))

0 —
®Sppe) = 00 ST (An, Ax) 2
_p2 AT, Ax) P 2 e(jmlj1Iml)(jA]j1120)
T oma |77 (Ap, Ax)I?
_ P AT (A, A PGiml Lm0y GAljN1A0) (14)
ma IT7 (Ap, Ax)|?

Then, by collecting both (I12) and (I4) in (I3), one finally gets

T QA AT (A, A%)" Sy cnd Ay S1ANY G 11mO) (Al /112 )
ho = T (A Ax) 2

eo(15)

with the parameter

Br A
Cp=——+ (7/\* - AetA On0=——=+0n0 (16)
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the same as a,. Note the disappearance of any dependence on the energy of the
Daughter or the masses involved in the decay, once the MSV of the Daughter is
boosted back to its rest frame; see also (1)) and (IZ).

The MSV in (]]§I) pertains to the Mother in state | jm), which is a pure eigenstate of
its spin operator S, in its rest frame. For a mixed state, the MSV should be weighted
over the probabilities P,, of different eigenstatesﬁ. Since it is known that

m

ViG+1)

(jml|j1|m0) =

the weighted average turns out to be

; T (Ap, )TV (X, Ax)* 2L e SN Gl n
Sho = ) mPyeg (Aa, BT (A Ax)” Xy en A ISREIAN G AL >(17)

m=—j VI G+ DITI (An, Ax)[?

It is easy to identify that anz_ y mP,,eq is just the MSV of the Mother Sg .., so we
finally verify that (1) holds, that is, the MSV of the Daughter in DRF is proportional
to that of the Mother in MRF. And the explicit form of the proportional coefficient
is now clear:

VG + DITI (A5, 2%)[?

According to the group theory, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients involved in the
estimation of (I8) can be given directly as

T, )T (X, Ax)" Sy enlALISAN) (AL 112 )

s (18)

(FA+D)( D
2j(j+1)

A
GAUNA0) = ——=., GAjUH@F1) £ 1) = $\/ 19

Vi +1)

As has been mentioned before, the somewhat surprising feature of (I8)) is that Cs
doesn’t explicitly depend on the masses involved in the decay as ¢, is independent
of them. There of course might be an implicit dependence on the masses through
the dynamical amplitudes 7/, but this actually cancels out due to the normalization
in several important instances.

If the decay is driven by parity-conserving interaction, such as the strong decay
¥ — Arx and EM decay X° — Ay, there is a known relation between the parity
partners for the dynamical amplitudes [13]:

T/ (=Ap, =Ax) = nananx (=1)7S8SXTI (4, Ax). (20)

Here, ni, na and nx are the intrinsic parities of the Mother, Daughter and Byproduct,
and j, Sx and Sy are their spins, respectively. Note that the helicity is constrained to
Ax = +Sx in (20) if the Byproduct is massless [12]]. In all these cases, one has

2 In the non-polarized case, Py, is the same for any m € [—j, ..., Jl
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77 (=An, =Ax) P = |T7 (Ap, 2x) . @

The (20) and 1) have interesting consequences: First of all, it can be readily realized
that the time component of the MSV (10) vanishes. Secondly, if only one dynamical
amplitude is independent in (I8) because of the constraint from (20), the coeflicient
Cs can be finally reduced to a constant that is determined only by the conservation
laws. We will see below that this is precisely the case for the decays X* — An and
0 - Ay.

A. Strong decay X" — Ax

In this case, Ax = 0,1 = A5, j = 3/2 and T/ (1) is proportional to 7/ (—-1) through a
phase factor, which turns out to be 1 according to Q). As 15 = +1/2, there is only
one independent reduced helicity amplitude thus the coefficient Cs simplifies to

1 . .

. Cn (JAljL|A n)

Cs = (1S : (22)
ZMZA G +1) 25a+1

We now evaluate the three terms in the above summation over n one by one. For
n = 0, one obtains

yole L1
a2 iG+D 15°

where the first equation in (19) has been used. For n = 1, the corresponding ladder
operator in (22) is S, ,, which selects the term with A’ = —1/2 and A = 1/2 as the only
non-vanishing contribution. Similarly, for n = —1, the corresponding ladder operator
S7, in @2) selects the opposite combination: A’ = 1/2 and A = —1/2. According
to the second equation in (I9), the corresponding Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are
opposite to each other for n = +1. Then, by inserting (1)), their contributions turn
out to be the same, that is,

1 /8 1 1 2
2VI5V24j(j+1) 15°
Therefore, the coefficient Cy is just

1 2 1
_E+ZE_§’ (23)

which indicates that the MSV of the Daughter is along that of the Mother.

Cs
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B. Electromagnetic decay =° — Ay

This case is fully relativistic as the Byproduct is a photon, then the helicity basis is
compelling with Ax = +1. Now j = 1/2, @) indicates that

[A] = [ = Ax| = 1/2,
thus only two choices are possible:

Ax=1= A)=1/2 = 1=-1/2 ,
/lXZ—l - /lA=—1/2 - /121/2,

from which we can generally identify Ax = 245 and A = -1, in (I8). The same
argument applies to A’ = /l;\ — Ax, so we also have A1x = 2/1;\, whence /l;\ = A and
A’ = A. This in turn implies that only the term with n = O contributes in (I8), which
then reads

_ AT (A, 240) P4) = Anli1] = Aa0)
Vi + DITI (A, 22012

Like the previous case, there is only one independent dynamical amplitude because
of the constraint from (1), so (24) becomes

_ (=1Aa) 1

Cs = Z AT
et JG+1) 250+ 1

Cs (24)

(25)

by inserting the first equation in (I9). With the spins j = S5 = 1/2, we eventually
recover the known result [[14} [13]]:

1
CS = - 55
which indicates that the MSV of the Daughter is along the opposite direction to that

of the Mother.

1.1.2 Spin density matrix for the Mother and its polarization

In general, the Mother’s eigenstates do not have definite spins in a local thermody-
namic equilibrium (LTE) system with angular momentum-vorticity coupling, which
means that the Mother’s spin can be altered. To account for the spin transition, the
spin density matrix (SDM) can be defined: For the Mother with four-momentum p g
in QGPEF, the form is given by

tr(pa’ (pu)oa(pu)o) (26)

O(pr)oo = Yo tr(pat(pu)oa(pu)e)’
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where a’(py) o and a(py ) are creation and annihilation operators of the Mother
in the spin state o, respectively. As mentioned before, the meaning of o~ depends on
the choice of the standard Lorentz transformation [py| which transforms 7 to the
direction of pg [10]. For convenience and consistency, we adopt the choice that o
stands for the particle’s helicity [12]] in the following. Similar to that for the Daughter
(@, the transformation is explicitly given by:

[PH] =R(g,0,0)L:() = R:(¢)R, (O)L- (&), 27)

where the functions have the same meanings as those in (Z) but is for the Mother in
QGPF here.

Then, by operating the transformation over the space-like orthonormal vector
basis e; as n;(py) = [pr](e;) [, [10], one can readily determine the MSV of the
Mother from the SDM (26)) as:

3

3
St (pu) = Y e [DIWNO(p)| ni(pr)* = [pult [DI(I)O(pr)] .(28)
i=1 i=1

where J! are the angular momentum generators of the Mother and D/ (J?) their
irreducible representation matrices with total spin S. It should be stressed that, in
spite of the appearance of the Lorentz transformation [ p g |, the MSV is independent
of its particular choice as should be for any observables. Actually, the SDM ([26)
also depends on the convention of [py] implicitly through the definition of the
spin variable o, which just compensates the explicit dependence. By adopting the
covariant form of the irreducible representation matrix

. 1 . .
D/ (JY = —Ee’l’””Df ()i, (29)

which indicates D/ (J°) = 0 for the unit time vector 7 = (1,0,0,0), the MSV (28)
can be conveniently rewritten with the full Lorentz covariant indices as:

Sk (pu) = [pulytc [D/(3)O(pn)] - (30)

Now, the most important mission is to evaluate the SDM for a general spin S, which
is not an easy task in quantum field theory (QFT): Even for the simplest non-trivial
case with the density operator involving the angular momentum-vorticity coupling,
an exact solution is unknown. However, it is possible to find an explicit exact solution
for a single spicy of relativistic quantum particles by neglecting quantum statistic
(or quantum field) effects. In this case, the general density operator p for a system in
equilibrium is given by

~ 1 ~ 1
pzzexp —b-P+§w:J}
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where b is a time-like constant four-vector, @ an anti-symmetric constant tensor,
and P and J are the conserved total four-momentum and total angular momentum
operators, respectively. As the scattering effects are neglected in our study, the system
can be viewed as a set of non-interacting distinguishable particles. Then we can write

P-YP.  T=Y1

and consequently p = ®;p; with the density operator for a single particle specy

—~ 1 —~
—b'Pi+—7D'IJi].

- 1
Pi=Zz o 2

i

By following the Poincaré group algebra for the generators of translations P, « and
Lorentz transformations j;“, [12]]:

[P,,P,] =0, [Pe, o] = =i(Putlve — Pyl 31)

it can be shown that

_ 1 (k) .
Fij H( —b- P)( @ 1) l,(—b-P,-)U)

viva

—(—i)kﬁl'f‘ (T @ Ty ) DS o, (32)

k times

where [A\, E(k)] = H .- [Z, E] ,] ,E] with k times of nesting commutations and

Fy; commute with each other for any & and j. In the most general case with arbitrary
operators A and B, an identity has been derived:

" "

where the higher level commutation exponents in rely on the lower ones
through some recursion relations [16]. In our present case, all the non-vanishing
commutation exponents must be functions of ﬁ# according to (3I) and commute
with each other. Thus, a general identity can be applied to the density operator and
we have [16]

k — —
{Z ((kli- DI }exp[—b - P;] exp [%w : Ji} . (33)

Then, it can be rewritten in a very simple factorized form as:

1 - =
pi = = exp[—b - Pi] exp
Z

1 —~
Ew : J,-] (34)
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by defining a @w dependent effective four vector

~ i )
e kZ‘) Goaty T @ T

k times

As the non-commutative operators P; and J; are completely separated from each
other into two independent multiplying exponential functions in (34), the SDM for
the Mother can be reduced to a simple form:

1.7 ’
(pu.olpulpu.o’) {pr,olexp [2“ : JH] lpa,o’)

2olpu,olpulpH, o) Y Apw. ol exp [%w . ]H] \pa. o)

(35)
It is now completely determined by its single particle density operator py or more
precisely the angular momentum dependent part.

To derive the explicit form for (33), we use a convenient analytic continuation
technique: we first derive ®(p g ) for imaginary @ and then continue the result back
to real value. In the former case, A = exp[@ : Ju /2] is just a unitary representation
of Lorentz transformation, then the well-known relations in group theory can be used
to obtain:

®(pH)0'o" =

(P, Alpr. o) W(pn)eo2en*Pu — Apn))
Solpu.oANpu,oy  WPH)oo2en8 (Pa — A(PH))

®(pH)0'o" = (36)

Here, A(py) stands for the spatial part of the four-vector A(py) and the covariant
normalization scheme is used for the Mother eigenstates, that is,

(pr.olp}y.0') = 2646 (P — P}y oo
In (36D, the matrix W(pp) is the so-called Wigner rotation matrix:
W(pn) =D/ ([Apul"'Alpn]),

where D/ is the (2S + 1)-dimensional representation, the so-called (0, 2S + 1) [12],
of the SO(1,3)-SL(2,C) matrices in the argument [8]. Altogether, the SDM for the
Mother is simply
D/([pul'Alpu]) oo

tr [D7(A)] ’
which seems appropriate to be analytically continued to real @.

However, it is not satisfactory yet as the analytic continuation of (37) to real @,
that is,

®(pH)0'0" = (37)

Dj(A) — exp [%w : JH] s (38)
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does not give rise to a hermitian matrix for ©(pg) as it should. This problem
can be fixed by taking into account the fact that W(pg) is the representation of a
rotation hence unitary. We thus replace W (p g ) with (W(pg)+W(pg)~'") /2 in B8)
and obtain, by using the transparency to the adjoint operation property of SL(2,C)
representations,

Di([pul 'Alpul) + D/ ([pu]iA~1 [PH]‘”').

Olpw) = tr [DJI(A) + DI (A) 1]

As the analytic continuation of A~!T related part reads
S 1
D/(A™") - exp Ew D)), 39)
the final expression of the SDM in a rotational system is:

Yooit [DI(lpu) " explw : DI()/21[pu])]°

O(pu) = tr [exp[@ : DI (J)/2] +expl@ : DIT(J)/2]]

) (40)

which is manifestly hermitian.
The expression can be further simplified: By taking the involved matrices as
SO(1,3) transformations and using known relations in group theory, we have

_ 1 | _ 1 .
[Pl 1eXP[§U : J} [pH] =eXp[§1U" [Pl lJ,w[pH]] = exp EW*B(PH)JaB]’
where the effective anti-symmetric tensor @, is defined as:
@ (pu) =" [pul ol (1)

Actually, " % have physical meanings themselves, that is, the components of thermal
vorticity tensor in the MRF. They are obtained from the ones in QGPF by taking the
inverse transformation of [py]. Finally, (40) becomes

D/ (exp[@.(pn) : D' (J)/2]) + D/ (exp[@: (ph) : D”'(J)/2])'

O(pn) = tr(exp[w@ : D/ (J)/2]) +exp[@ : DIT(J)/2])

(42)

In many cases, such as in peripheral heavy ion collisions, the thermal vorticity @
is usually < 1 due to the relatively large proper temperature [3]], so the SDM can
be expanded in power series around @ = 0. Take into account the traceless of the
generators of Lorentz transformation, that is tr(Jg ) = 0, we have:

07, 1 . . o
(C) o —= r D7 (Juy) + D7 (T
(P)F = 555 g @ o) (D7) + DT )

to the order o(w). The representation D7 (J uv) can be decomposed as the following:
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D’ (Juy) = €uype DY (PP)i7 + D7 (K,)iy — D7 (K, (43)

with D/ (J%) hermitian and D/ (K’) anti-hermitian matrices, respectively. Then, we
find that the SDM is only rotation relevant:

wfv(pH)e,uvp‘rDj (‘Jp)g——'f‘r- (44)

O ~ T
PH)o =5 i1 T 2025+ 1)

Note that the number of the generators DS (J) is more than three for § > 1/2, but

only three is involved in (44) with the others functioning through higher order terms
of @. By substituting @4} into (30), only the second term of ([@4) contributes:

Sia(pi) = [Pi )i 5y @ (Pr)€apprtr (D) (F)DT(39) £

LG+

= T[pl‘l]/plw*aﬁ(pﬂ)faﬁp‘rf-r =

_](] + 1)6aﬁ,ur

w b}
6mH aBPHT

(45)

where we have transformed back to the QGPF by inserting (&) in the last equality.
As we will see in next section, the MSV can be boosted to the MRF to give the
true spin observables Sy . and then the polarization of the Mother is defined as

Py =Su./j.

1.1.3 Local polarization transfer to the Daughter

Now, with the Mother’s local polarization determined in the previous section, it’s
the right time to study the polarization transfer to the Daughter from the feed-down
effect of the Mother in two-body decays. Concretely, the most important mission is
to derive the reduced spin density matrix for the Daughter in the MRF by tracing
over the quantum states of the Byproduct, which thus indicates that this reduced
SDM should be mixed rather than pure in general. In the MRF, the magnitude of the
three-momentum of the Daughter is fixed due to energy-momentum conservation,
that is,
— _ 1! 1/2
Dsx = PDAx = —— n(mH+smA+th) . (46)
2m H
s, 1=+

As mentioned in Sec.[L.T] as long as the decay hasn’t been observed, contribution
of the Mother state to the quantum superposition of the Daughter and Byproduct

reads in the helicity basis as [10]

|psjmAndx) ij(AA,AX)/dQ* D7 (g, 0., 0)7*|peAndx). (47)

Once a measurement is made for the momentum of either final particle hence p.
is fixed down, we can define the non-integrated form of the two-body spin density
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operator asﬁ

T (Ap, Ax)T7 (A, ) D7 (s, 0., 0)7* DI (9., 05, 0) 7 [PeAndx ) (P Ay |

p(ps) = : :
IT7(An, Ax) 12| D7 (¢, 6, 0)7 > (pedndx [PsAndx)

(48)
for a given state of the Mother with z component of spin m.

However, as we’ve illuminated in the previous section, the spin state of the Mother
can be shifted according to (42)) in a rotational system. In this case, the two-body
density operator should be a mixing of different spin states of the Mother:

J
DT O peimAndx e jnd) Ay, (49)

m,n=—j

rather than the pure one with @(pg)” — 6. To be consistent with the setup, the
involved matrices D/ (J) in [@2)) are now also defined in the MRF, which then allows
us to apply the usual matrix algebra in later explicit evaluations. Following (@9)), a
more general density operator for the daughters with fixed momentum p.. reads:

p(ps) o< TV (Ap, )T/ (A, A5) DY (91, 6., 0)7*O(p 1 ) DY (1, 65, 0",
IPArdx HP A A | (50)

Then, the normalized two-body spin density matrix follows directly:

T/ (/lA, /lX)Tj (/l/ > /l;()*D]((P*a 0., O)T*Q(PH);?D](QD*, 0., O)Z/

O (s, 9*)/1/\/1)( =

/l;\/llx |Tj (/l/\’ /IX) |2Dj(‘10*’ 9*’ O)T*G)(pl‘l)rr{ll)j(‘p*’ 0*’ 0):11
(51)
Combining (30) and (31}, the MSV of the Daughter can be obtained from (30) as
VvV /l,
S (pe) = [P IV D3 ()10, 0.3, (52)

where the summation over Ay reduces the two-body SDM to the single-particle one
for the Daughter. In general, the MSV of the Daughter depends on (2j + 1)? — 1
real parameters through the (2; + 1)-dimensional and trace 1 hermitian SDM of the
Mother. This means the MSV of the Daughter can not be definitely determined by
the MSV of the Mother, which only involves 3 real parameters, except for j = 1/2.
Indeed, this was well known in the literatures and illuminated explicitly
in [9]. Nevertheless, the SDM of the primary Mother can be well approximated by
the first-order expansion form (@4), which surprisingly implies that the MSV of the
Daughter can be definitely determined by that of the Mother now, as we will see in

3.

3 For brevity, the summation convention is assumed: if an angular momentum component index

(only for superscripts and subscripts) shows more than once in the formula, the index should

summed over. For example, we should sum over m in the numerator of @8} and over m, 1, and
. . : PR :

Ax in the denominator as | D/ (¢, 6,0)7'|* = D/ (¢, 0,0)7'* | D’ (¢, 6,007 _, .
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By applying the approximation @4) for @(pg)™ to the (5I), we explore the
feed-down effect to first order in thermal vorticity @.(pg ). The first term in (4 is
proportional to the identity matrix and selects m = n in (Z1)), then one is left with:

Dj((P*a 9*, O)T*D](QO*, 9*, 0):{5 = 51/

due to the unitary of D/’s. On the other hand, the second term gives rise to the three
D-matrices multiplying term:

DY (., 6.,0)"* DI ()" D (., 6.,0)", = DI TV (., 6., 00, DI ()" DI (., 6.,0)",

which, according to a well known relation in group representation theory [12]], equals
to
R(¢., 6., 007D’ (J7)7, (53)

where the rotation R transforms the z axis unit vector ez into the p, direction.
Altogether, we get the explicit form of (&) as:

A 1 / A P
@(cp*,H*)j,Aj,X . 6t + zw*(pﬂ)aﬁg(,ﬁp,,D/(JT)A,R(%,9*,0)#", 54)
MY T QAT (A ) )™ ST (A, )2

where the denominator gives the normalization factor solely determined by the
dynamical amplitudes. For parity conservative decays with the property 1), by
substituting (34) into (32)), we find that the first term of (34) does not contribute as
trDS2(J”) = 0 and the MSV of the Daughter is proportional to the thermal vorticity
w.(pg) in the MRF:

X
1 R Sax [P*]ffDS"(J")AAD/(JT)//},R(%,9*,0)3
SX*(p*) = —w*(pH)“ﬁeaﬁpvt" Z Xx A

- NN -
2 At [T7 (A )T (A, A5)*] ™ 53 1T (An, Ax) 2

X
_ 3Suswp(pm) S5, [P1 D (J) 2D (I3 R, 62, 0)7
- (7 P TOU ’ -1 / '
JU+D 5 17 (A )T (A 23] ST (A, ) P

(55)

In the last step, (@3) has been used to reexpress the formula in term of the MSV of
the Mother in its rest frame, Sy (py).

As a first step, we would like to apply (33) to the simplest parity conservative
decays: strong decays with the Byproduct X = 7 and EM decays with X = y. As
mentioned in Sec. [LT1] the dynamical amplitude has a definite sign under parity
inversion in these cases, see (20). After that, the parity violating weak decays will
be discussed in more detail with the Byproduct X = 7.
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A. Strong decays

For the strong decay H — A + m, the spin-parity structure is explicitly j7H —
1/2* +0~. Hence, (20) becomes

T/ (=5,0) = PST/ (A0, 0),  Ps = qu(=1)7*3,
and (33) can be reduced to

Yy .
3Sap(pr)  LPIEDAI) DI (IT) PR, 6., 0)7
JG+D iy, 0ri,, 0] Zapeat 77 (0, 0)2

_ 3SHup(pu) Ps+ (1= Ps)oa,

H —
SA*(p*) -

Ry i
[p+JiD 2 ()2 DT ()3 R(ge, 62,017

iG+D) 2
3SHw(PH) ; . -

= AT (PSCHPER (e, 0,007 + (1= P)C] P15 R(g., 0., 0}
3Su+p(pH) ; S

= = PSC P dER (e 0,007 = (P5CY = Cp. 15 R(p., 6,0}

(56)

In the derivation, the following conventions of D/(J) matrices are used for the
Mother and Daughter:

D1/2 Jl :ﬂ, D1/2 J2 :ﬂ, D1/2 J3 :ﬂ;
(D=2 =5 =5 -

DW=, DW= DI =S

where DE/ ? are the 2 X 2 matrices for the Mother with spin 3/2, reduced due to the

restrictions of the indices A,, /1;\ = +1/2. One can easily check that

1111 1
1/2 3/2
c2=cl2, ¢ =(_’_’_’_)=C3/2_Z‘53

with C'/2 = 1/4 and C3/? = 1/2, where the irrelevant coefficients C/, as RP? = 0,
are introduced for the brevity of presentations.

In the helicity scheme, the matrix [p.] can be expanded according to (@), so we
take advantage of the orthogonality of rotations R to obtain

3
JG+1)

Sh.(p) = [PsCILy. (€185, (1) = (PSCT = CShp(PIR(g.. 0., 0}

L (€)§R(..0., 007}, (58)
where Ly, (€) = R(¢s, 0+, 0)L (&) R~! (., 6., 0) is the pure Lorentz boost transform-

ing 7 into the p. direction in the MRF. The Lorentz transformation involved in the
second term of (38) can be expressed explicitly as a function of ., that is,
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R(¢., 0, )y L (£)YR(gs, 0., 07
=R(¢., 0., 0)5 L. (£)3R(¢2, 0., 00" + R(g., 0., 0)f' L (£)JR(¢s, 0., 0)°

= — cosh & pX'p! — sinh & p5fy = _EApPpH p* pf: (59)
my
then (38) becomes
3
I __ 9 j i P _ J_ iy (Er
S8.(02) = < | P Lp €055 (pin) = (PC = €D (S (o) - b

280 (o) o) | (60)
ma
So with the help of the well known formulae for the pure Lorentz boost:

EAx 0 p*p i i pip*p pfk
Ly, (6)0 , Ly =pl o P T
(&)= A ma 0 (&)p =1 ma(eps +mpy)  mp

1p0, (61)

we get the explicit forms for the time and spatial components of the MSV of the
Daughter in the MRF as

J

3
JG+ 1) ma

SO.(ps) = H*(PH) L

3 : : . o
Sa«(ps) = HTE) [PSCJSH*(PH) - (PSCJ - 3) Su«(pH) -p*p*} .
Finally, we boost the MSV to the DRF as that is the one measured in experiments
and find

S *—S* * SO *7
Ao(P+) = Sax(ps) = Sy, (ps) P,

|PsCISu(pu) = (PsC = C)Su.(pu) - Bob.| . (62)

TG+

The average over the whole solid angle Q. gives

. 1 . . ﬂ
(Sro(p:)) = ﬁ PsC/ — E(PSC] - C;)‘/o dé. sin 6, cos’ 9*} (Su«(pn))
2PsCJ + CJ S
—](]+1) 2 (Su.(pn)) (63)

for a given Sy .(pm) independent of P.. The result is consistent with that found in
Sec. [[L.T1 In Sec[I.T.4l we will see that Sy.(py) does depend on p. for a given
momentum of the Daughter in the QGPF, thus the application of (&3) should be
taken cautiously.
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B. Electromagnetic decays

For the EM decay H — A+, the spin-parity structure is explicitly j 7 — 1/2%+1".
Hence, (20) becomes

. : 1
T/ (=An, =Ax) = PEMT? (Ap, Ax), Peym =nu(=1)/72
with Py = —Py for the same 1 and j. In this case, (33) can be reduced to

= K 2, (1T
351—1*p(p1-1) G 5/lx/l’x [p*]l;Dl/z(J ),lj:D](J )}R(‘P*,@*,O)g

TG+ [T, )T (A 25) ] S22 117 (s ax) 12
(64)

S (pe) = -

Keeping in mind the parity inversion properties of the irreducible representation
matrices:
j -2 5o+l yj 1
D/(JN) 2 = (-D)°"" ' D/ (I7)y

with the component indices |1[, |1’| < j, itis easy to show that

A P
3Smap(pi) B O [P ms (D201 DI D) R, 0., 00

2jG+1) /lxz;il [T7 (An, Ax)TI (X ,/13()*]_1 ST (An, Ax) P

Ax==1
’ = /l/ r
 3Sulpr) S Saxa [pdEDA(I) DI (IR (91, 0, 0)
- = D j . —1 = -
JUHD 2 [T7 (s )T (U, X)) ] =2 i (A, ax) 12

Ax==%1

S (ps) =

_ _3SH*p(pH)

j j '\ sK3
AT (V= = NDSS) (1R, 0., 0%, (65)

where the D/ (J¥) and T/ (15, Ax) relevant normalization factors are

_ V3 Zau=e12 T (A, DT (=40, 1) NI Z (=D)W*2 (1=A0)|T7 (A5, D)2
- = .

2 Zj;\;ill/z |T7 (Ap, Ax)|? Ap=£1/2 Zj;\;ill/z |T7 (An, Ax)?
(66)
Now, we can immediately identify the similarity between (38) and (&3). So the final
results for the MSV of the Daughter and the averaged one in the DRF can be given
directly as

N/

Sro(P) = gy [V/Sua(pin) = (W = N)Suo(pm) - Beb | (67)
N7+ N
(Sno(p+)) = m(SH*(l’H» (68)

by changing the coefficients
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PsC/ — N/, ¢ — NJ

from (62) and (&3).

For j = 3/2, the formula (&€7) can not be simplified further in general, as the
transition amplitudes in (G6) can not be canceled out. However, fortunately for the
study of A polarization, only the EM decay X° — Ay is relevant and j7+0 = 1/2*.
Then, we immediately find that N'/> = 0 and N31 2 = —1/4 due to the restrictions
|4], 4’| < 1/2 [0, so the MSV and the averaged one are explicitly

Sao(P+) = =Su(pH) - P« P (69)
1
<SAo(p*)> = _§<SH*(pH)>- (70

The result is also consistent with that found in Sec.[[.T.1]

C. Weak decays

For weak decays, it is well known that the dynamical transition amplitude is a mixture
of parity even and odd modes. Only one kind of weak decay channel is relevant to
A polarization, that is, 2 — A + 7, so we stick to the simple case with j7= = 1/2%.
First of all, due to parity violation, the first term of (34) will give rise to a finite
contribution to the MSV of the Daughter [9]]. Assuming the dynamical amplitude in
the following form

TV (£1/2,0) =T, + T,,

this contribution is simply

, a R 2R(T;T,)
Sy () = ﬁ(mn"o +endl), aw= W (71)
e o

and the corresponding MSV in the DRF is proportional to the three-momentum unit
vector:

, Ay
Sho(Ps) = =P (72)

Next, the polarization transfer effect from the Mother can be deduced from (33) as

py
[P J&D 2 (I) 2 DY) R, 62, 007

SX*#([)*) = _4SH*p(pH) - - 1 ) N
[Tj(/lA’O)Tj(/l ’O)*] Z/l,\:j:% |Tj(/1/\’0)|

= =S (P[P 1t (1= 7)™ =y ™+ €78, ) R(..6..0)7
(73)

with the dynamical parameters
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_23(TUT,) A A

W= ——, Yw = ————2 (74)
T, +|T,|? T |* + T, |

Again, we can immediately recognize the similarity between the first two terms of
([Z3) and those in the strong decay (36)), hence simple alternations of the coeflicients
will give the final results. By noticing L, (&)Y = §Y for 7 = 1,2 in 27), the Lorentz
transformation in the last term of (73) can be evaluated as

€7 [PIER (9., 0, 0)7 = € R(gs. 0., 0)(R(¢... 0., 0)7.
As we already know the explicit forms of the involved rotations:

R(¢x, O, 0)’1‘ = (oS @ €08 ., sin @, cos ., —sin 6,,),
R(¢x, 0., 0)5 = (—sin ., cos ¢.,0),

the transformation can be shown to be simply
€“TR(¢s. 0., )X R(9:. 6. 0)7 = € Py (75)
So, gathering (39), (6I) and (Z3) all in [Z3)), we will find

14 1
SA*O(P*) = m—ASH*(PH) P+

EAx—Ywi A A A
¢SH*([7H) . p*p*"'ﬁwSH*(pH) X Px,

SY.(p+) = YwSH«(pH)+
and the MSV in the DRF is

SN, (Ps) = YwSH«(pH) + (1 = vw)Su(PH) - Db+ + BwSH(PH) X Ps
=SH«(pH) - PP+ + BwSH«(PH) X Ps + YD X (SH+(pH) X P:)(76)

Finally, the total MSV of the Daughter is
SAO(p*) = S;\o (P*) + S;\/O(p*),

and the average over the whole solid angle Q. gives

(Sao(p+))

1 T
7w+(1—7w)§/ dé. sin 6. cos’ 0. | (Su.(pu))
0

1+ 2y,,
T3

Su+(pH)). (77)

As expected from the arguments in Sec[I.T.1] the spontaneous local polarization
S\, (P:) doesn’t contribute to the global one.

For the convenience of future use, we summary all the polarization transfer from
the decays of the Mother with polarization vector Py = Sy« (p )/ Jj to the Daughter
with polarization vector Py = 2S5, (p.) in Table[I] where explicit decay channels
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are also listed. The results are completely consistent with those given in Ref.[9] to
linear order of the thermal vorticity. We notice that Ps = —1 in the strong decay
1/2* — 1/2%07, that is, only the dynamical amplitude with odd parity is involved.
Thus, the polarization transfer result can be alternatively derived from the more
general formula of the weak decay 1/2* — 1/270~ by setting a,, = B, = 0 and
Yw = —1 as T, = 0. The results are truly consistent with each other according to
Table[Tl

Table 1 Polarization transfer formulae for the decay H — A + X in the Mother’s rest frame.

Decay channels Local polarization Py (PAY/(PHs)
i i j A 2(2PsCi+CY)
A. Strong® o | PsCIPy. - (PsCT = C))Py. - p.p. #;3
1/2+ > 1/2*0" —Py. + 2Py, - Pps -1/3
1/2= — 1/2+0" Py. 1
3/2t = 1/2%0" 2 2Py, — Py - Pup:] 1
3/27 = 1/270° 1 [-2Pp. + 3Py, - p.p.] -3/5
b 6 : : i A 2(2N7+N7)
B. Electromagnetic TaD N/Pyg. - (N’ - NSJ)PH* NN TU}
125 5 1/241° ~Py. - ps Ps -1/3
C. Weak®

1/25 = 1/2°07 (@ + P - D)o + BuwPrie X Pu + Yo De X (Prr X pu) 20w

“ Pg =y (-1)7*2,CY? =1/4,C32 = 1/2and C)* = ¢}/ = 1/4.
b See (G6) for the definitions of N/ and N3j .
¢ See (1) and (Z4) for the definitions of a,,,, B,, and y,,.

1.1.4 Average over the momentum of the Mother

In previous section, we have established the formulae for the polarization transfer in
two-body decays, where the momentum of the Daughter is given in the Mother’s rest
frame. However, we are more interested in the polarization inherited by the Daughter
as a function of its momentum p, in the QGP frame. In the QGPF, the Mother is
in a momentum distribution which has to be averaged over before useful results are
obtained to compare with experimental measurements. So first of all in this section,
we establish the Mother’s momentum averaged formula for the mean spin vector
of the Daughter with a given momentum in the QGPF. The coordinate systems are
parallel to each other in the QGPF and the MREF, see Fig[Il where the momenta of the
Mother py and the Daughter p, in the QGPF and the momentum of the Daughter
p- in the MRF are also illuminated. Note that these momenta are related to each
other through the Lorentz boost from the QGPF to the MREF, rather than the simple
triangle algebra for vectors in a single coordinate system, see Appendix[T.1.3

Let n(py) be the un-normalized momentum distribution of the Mother in the
QGPF such that f d3py n(py) yields the total number of the Mother, one would
then define the MSV of the Daughter fed-down from a specific decay as:
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\4

Fig. 1 The coordinate systems in the QGP frame, with solid axis and vector lines, and the Mother’s
rest frame, with dashed axis and vector lines. py and p, are the momenta of the Mother and the
Daughter in the QGP frame, respectively. p. is the momentum of the Daughter in the Mother’s rest
frame with the azimuthal angle ¢, and polar angle 6.

J &pa n(pr) Sao(p.)
[ &py n(pr)
where the MSV of the Daughter in the MRF Sy, (p.) is listed in the second column

of Table[Tl Since the magnitude of p. is fixed in two-body decay, see [@6); the three
components of py are not completely independent for a given pa, see the Lorentz

boost relation: 1
E€H
EAv = ——ENT —PH "PA= \/pi* +mi
mp mp

with the energy e /4 = /7, wt m3, 1 in the QGPF. Taking into account this fact,

one should redefine the MSV of the Daughter with momentum p, in the QGPF by
multiplying the integrands by a delta function, that is,

Sao(Pa) =

[ &pu n(pr) Sao ()5 (p. = pas)
[ &pu n(pu)s(pe —pa)

Sno(pPa) = (78)
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By altering the integration variable from py to p. through the Lorentz boost relation
(see Appendix.1):

_ 2mpy(eas +&7)(PA —P+) _ mH(EA«+EA)(PA — Ps) . PA—DPs
(ens +€r)> = (PA — Ps) my + EAEA«+ PA - P« IPA — P+l
(79)

and completing the integrations over the magnitude p., only solid angle integrations
are left over:

J a0 n(oin) |22 $r0(p.)

[ @) || 2|

Here and in the following, one should keep in mind that p. is fixed to p. and the
absolute value of the determinant of the Jacobian (AVDIJ) reads (see Appendix.1):

Sho (pA) = (80)

_my(eas+80) [(ean +€0)7 = (8a8As +PA - Ps +m3) ] &1)
Env(EAEAL + PA - Pr +m3)1

opu
op-

The most involved thing in the evaluation of (80) is that Sp,(p.) implicitly
depends on ¢.. and 6, through Sg.(p g ), besides explicitly through p.. The features
of Su.(pm) have been well studied by following the symmetries, associated with
the parity inversion and rotation around the total angular momentum axis, of the
fireball produced in peripheral heavy ion collisions. So the three components of
Sz« (pH) can be expanded as Fourier series of the momentum azimuthal angle ¢y
to the second-order harmonics [3 4, 21]):

_2G+D

SHux = —3 [h1(ply. Yu) singy + ho(phy, Yi) sin2¢y |,
2j(j+1

SHuy = 1(13 ) [0(Phy. Yi) + 81(Phy Yir) cos op + 82(phy. Yir ) cos 20y |
2j(j+1 .

St = %ﬁ(pz,m sin 2¢. (82)

where PZ and Yy are the magnitudes of the transverse momentum and the rapidity of
the Mother, respectively. According to the (@3)), the prefactor 2 (j + 1)/3 is extracted
out from all the functions f, g and & so that they don’t depend on the total spin j
any more. The aforementioned symmetries imply that z; and g; are odd functions
of Yy whereas go, f>, g2 and h, are even. Furthermore, in a right-handed reference
frame with x-axis on the reaction plane and y-axis in the direction opposite to the
total angular momentum, both the hydrodynamic model and AMPT model
prediced the magnitudes of all the coefficient functions and particularly their signs
to be:

h(ppy, Y > 0) >0, ha(ph.Yu) <0, go(ph,Yu) <O,
1(ph, Yy >0) <0, g (ph.Yu)>0, f(ph,Yu)<O. (83)
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For the study of A polarization, the Mother’s masses are at most 24% larger than
that of A, so we can assume f, g and & to be the same as those for the primary A
according to (&I).

It’s more convenient to represent py and p, with cylindrical coordinates and p.
with the spherical ones as:

Pu = pL cosppe + PZ sinpr ey +przes,
PA = DA COS@a€| + DA sinres + paes,
P+ = P« sin 0, cos .eg + p. sin B, sin p.€; + p. cos 6..e3. (84)
In the following, we stick to the simplest case of midrapidity A with py; = 0. . Then,

the rightmost equality in (Z9) can be used to express the trigonometric functions of
the Mother in terms of the spherical coordinates of the Daughter as:

p2 sin” 6, sin 2¢, + pIT\2 sin 2¢x — 2p.p}, sin 6. sin(@. + ¢x)

sin2¢y = 5
p2sin’ 6, + ph " = 2p.p} sin 6. cos(¢. — @a)
= A0, ) sin2pp + B(0.,¥) cos2pp,
5 p? sin® 6, cos 20, + p£2 cos2¢pp — 2p*p£ sin @, cos(@« + @a)
cos2¢py =
p2sin” 6, + p/T\2 — 2p.ph sin 6. cos(@. — @p)
= A0, ) cos2pp — B(., ) sin 2,
) B pi sin @A — ps sin @, sin @,
sin gy =
: 2 .
\/pf sin” 6, + pl = — 2p.p sin 6. cos(¢. — @A)
= C(0., ) singpp + D(6., 1) cos pp,
~ P} COS @A — P 8in 6, cOS @,
cospy =

\/pf sin® 0, + pIT\2 — 2p.p} sin 6. cos(¢. — ¢n)
= C(0, ) cospp — D(O., 1) sin pp (85)

with the introduced variable = ¢.. — ¢ and the auxiliary functions:

p? sin” 6, cos 2y — 2p,p’ sin 6, cos ¢ + p[T\2

‘ﬂ(e*’ lﬁ) = B

p? sin® 6, + p/T\2 - 2p*p£ sin 8, cos ¥
B(6..0) p? sin® 0, sin 24 — 2p*p£ sin 6, sin ¥

v p2sin’ 6, + p/T\2 — 2p.ph sinf. cosy ’
T .
Py — P« sin b, cosys
C(e*’ lﬁ) = A 3 >
\/pf sin” 6, + pl = - 2p.pl sin 6, cosy
—Ps sin 6, sin Y

D(0..¢) = (86)

\/pf sin® 6, + pIT\2 — 2p.pj sin 6. cosy
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One can easily verify the even-odd and normalization features of the auxiliary
functions, that is,

ﬂ(g*, —lﬂ) = ﬂ(Q*, lﬁ), B(Q*, —lﬂ) = _B(G*, lﬁ),
C(G*, —lﬂ) = C(H*, lﬁ), D(Q*, —lﬁ), = —Z)(H*, W)
A (0., 0)+B% (0., 0) = 1, C*(0.,9) + D*(0.,9) = 1. (87)

With the variable transformation ¢.. — ¥, the integration over the solid angle d€.
in (80) can be replaced by another one:

bg 27— bg T
‘/dQ* =f do., siné*/ dyr =f do, sin 9*‘/ dy,
0 —PA 0 -

where the last step is owing to the 2n-periodic in ¢ of all the functions in the
integrands.

The spectrum function n(pg ) depends on the specific model of the collision, but
it must be even in "cos g " because of the symmetries of the colliding system and
isotropic in the transverse plane when the usually small elliptic flow is neglected.
So, n(py) can be assumed to only depend on the magnitudes of its longitudinal and
transverse momenta pﬁ and PZ to a very good approximation. In this case, pﬁ and
PZ can be given explicitly with the variables for the Daughter by following ([Z9) as:

I (ers + €p)|p«cos b.]
Py =MmMH B
my

) 88
+Eeeps + p/T\p* sin 0. cos ¥ (88)

, (e + sA)\/pf sin” 6, + p[T\2 — 2p} p. sin . cos

=m , 89
Py = MH m} + &€, + P . sin 6., cos ¥ 9

which imply that the Mother’s spectrum function is even in both cos 8. and ¢. Then,
as the polar angle of the Mother is given by
coseHslsH-e3=—|p = == SR . (90)
PA = P- \/p§+p/T\2 —2p’ p. sin 6, cosyr

the rapidity Yp is found to be an odd function of cos 6, and even function of v, that
is,
T _ _ T
my sinhYy = py - €3 = py tanfy,

where the transverse mass mITLI = ,/(pﬁ)z +m%_1. For the convenience of future
discussions, we summarize the even-oddness of all the functions relevant to the
evaluation of (80) in Table[2l

Now, we can well understand the advantage of introducing the new variable "y

In this way, p}, and pk, thus g, f,h,n(py) and “?TH”’ are all independent of

5
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Table 2 The even ("+") and odd ("-") properties of relevant functions in (8Q)) (top row) with respect
to the variables (first column).

Variables g1 hagognfh AC 8D new) |22

cos 6. - + + + + +

v + + + - + +

the observable ¢, and the integrations over the new solid angles ¢ and 6. can be
numerically carried out easily.

We now pay attention to the parity-conservative strong and EM decays first, which
share very similar expressions for the MSV of the Daughter, see Table[Tl For brevity,
the following general formula will be used:

SKC (p.) = [ASy. +BSq. - p.p.]. 1)

JG+1
where the strong (EM) decay coefficients A = PsC/ (N/) and B = C;' - PsC/ (N;' -
N7/) are constants solely determined by the helicity properties of the transition

amplitudes. Then, the integrands for the transverse and longitudinal components of
the MSV of the Daughter can be given with spherical coordinates as

3
S/}\)S(P*) = m [ZSH*X (A + B cos? g, sin’ 9*) + B(SH*Z Cos ¢, sin 26,
+SH +y sin 2, sin’ 9*)],
3
SII\JyC(p*) - 2/ +1) [2SH*y (A + Bsin® g, sin’ 9*) + B(SH*Z sin ¢, sin 26,
++ Spux sin 2¢, sin’ 0*)],
3 .
S/}\)ZC(P*) = m [ZSH*Z (A + Bcos® 9*) + B(SH*X oS ¢, sin 26,

++ Sirsy sin . sin 29*)] . (92)

Inserting (82) into these integrands with the help of the trigonometric function
relations (83) and using the even-odd properties listed in Table 2] only the following
terms are non-vanishing when the integrations over the solid angle are taken into
account (see Appendix.2):
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B
SPC(p.) = [haF A + Bgo sin” 6. cos 2] sin 25 + 51;93— sin® @, sin 4y,

X

B _ .
Sfyc(p*) = [goF + 512 75 sin® 6,

+ [ngﬂ - Bgo sin® 6, cos Zw] cos2¢pp
B
—5137—‘2_ sin® 6, cos 4¢pn,

¥4

S/f\’C(p*) = [Zfz (A+B cos? 9*)ﬂ+§lf(c cosy—Dsiny) sin 29*] sin2¢pA (93)

where we define the auxiliary functions as:
I*=h,+g,  F=2A+Bsin’6,, Ff = Acosny + Bsinny.

So, both the single-¢g harmonics in the transverse components of the MSV of the
Mother contribute to the LLP SII\JZC (p+«), while its local feature ~ sin2¢y is well
inherited by the Daughter with the polarization ~ sin2¢x. The decays also give
rise to higher mode of harmonics to the TLPs of the Daughter, that is, sin4¢, and
cos4p,, even though the primary ones of the Mother are only to 2¢x harmonics.
Asboth A1 and g1 vanish for primary A with p. = 0, we arrive at a conclusion: only
even-time harmonics of ¢, are relevant to midrapidity A polarizations, even after
collecting the feed-downs from the strong and EM decays of the primary Mothers.

In weak decay, the previous polarization transfer pattern (@) remains important
with the coefficients defined as A = y,,, /4 and B = (1 — y,,) /4 now. However, more
terms are involved in weak decay, that is the a,, and ,, dependent terms listed
in Table[Il The «,, term is irrelevant to the initial polarization of the Mother, and
the contributions to the transverse and longitudinal components of the MSV of the
Daughter can be given directly as

Sy (p.) = Y in 6, cos ¥ cos ga,

2
ay _ @y . .
Shy (D) = - sin 0. cosy sin g,
Sis (o) = 0. (94)

The explicit forms for the corresponding contributions from f3,, term are

S (B2) = B (Str.y c0s6. = Sn.csin g, sind. ).
Sﬁv): (P*) = Bw (SH*Z COS @ Sin B — Sp.x COS 9*)’

B (D) = B (SH*X Sin @, sin 6, — 1.y c0s @, sin 9*). (95)

Then, by following a similar procedure as that for the strong and EM decays, the
terms giving rise to finite contributions are just
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Sy (ps) = % [(—fz?'fr sin 6. + g1C cos 6.) cos op + foF, sin @, cos 3<pA],
SA”yV (ps) = % [(fﬂ—‘l’r sin@, — h1C cos6.)sinpp + foF, sin 6. sin 3<pA],

Sr (ps) = % sin 0, (1; F," cos op — I3F, cos3¢n). (96)

Notice that a,, and §,, terms only give rise to odd-time harmonics of ¢, contrary
to the even ones in strong and EM decays.

Thus, by gathering (93),([4) and (@), the most general integrands for the trans-
verse and longitudinal components of the MSV of the Daughter fed-down from a
single decay in HICs are

Sai(ps) = SRC(p) + ST (p) + 55 (p.), i=xy,z 97)

For the transverse components of the A polarization, the 3, contributions are much
less important than the a,, ones because of the smallness of the polarization coef-
ficients 4, g and f, thus they are suppressed in the following discussions. For the
longitudinal component, the §,, term from weak decay breaks the pure sin2¢p
polarization structure of the Daughter inherited from the strong and EM decays
in principle. However, for the specific case with A polarization, the relevant decay
parameters for Z° and Z~ are [20]:

o2 =-0.347, BZ = tan(0.366 + 0.209)% , y= =0.85,
£ =-0.392, 85 =1tan(0.037 £ 0.014)y5 , y5 =10.89.

So B /y5 = 0.037 + 0.014 is very small and the breaking effect can be safely
neglected for the weak decay of Z; but B /3= = 0.158 — 0.648, the breaking
effect might be large for that of Z°. If we assume |hs|, g2 < |f2|/2 which is always
true in HICs [2], the magnitudes of the integrated coeflicients in front of cos pa
and cos 3¢, are at least one order smaller than that of sin2¢, for the largest ratio:
ﬂio / yVEVO = 0.648. The reason can be well understood by comparing the prefactors
in the integrands: Keep only the dominant A related term in ¥ *, the ratios between
the prefactors are roughly

=0
Bw hy ¥ g2
Y2+ (1 =y cos20, 2/2

sin 0. cos .

Then, they are double trigonometric function suppressed especially by cosy when
carrying out the integrations, besides the initial suppression by ,Bio /vavO. Similar
comparisons can also be applied to the TLPs, thus the contributions from g,, term
will be neglected for A polarization in the following.

At sufficiently high energy, because of the approximate longitudinal boost invari-
ance, we expect all the functions g, & and f in (82) to be very weakly dependent on
the rapidity Yg. As a consequence, compared to the other rapidity-even functions,
the rapidity-odd functions /1 and g can be safely neglected as they vanish at midra-
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pidity Yy = 0. Finally, by inserting (@3] and (94) into (80Q), the total transverse and
longitudinal components of the MSV of A can be put in simple forms as

1 . .
Sax(ph) = 3 (HIT"t(p[T\) cos ga + H,(ph) sin 295 + H*'(ph) s1n4¢,pA)
H
1 . .
=5 Z (Hf”(p/T\)cosgoA+H§’I(p£)sm2cp,\+H£/1(p£)s1n4go,\)
M=A
1
=3 |Ra, 2 sin2pa+» Ry (h{’ cos pa+ht sin 2o +ht! sin4<pA) , 98)
H
H
0 = 12 [ 0 ntom) | 22| sing. cos.
2 0 .
hy (py) = —fdQ* n(pu) Pr [ha(ph) FP A + BY go(ply) sin® 6. cos 24|,
Nu ap-
B d o
hil (py) = —/dQ* n(p) | 222\ 12 (ph) 75 sin? ..
Nu op-

1

Say(Ph) = 5 (G (PR) + GT™(]) sin e + GI* (b)) cos 2 + G (p]) cos e )
H
1 .
= 3 2 (G 0D)+GY (Bh) sin ea+GY (b)) cos 20+ GY! (b} cos den )
M=A
1 .
=3 [RA,, (80 +82c052¢n) + Z Ry (géq +hil singa + g5 cos 20n
H
~hf! cosden) | (99)
1 OpH _ .
80 (PA) = R~ / dQ. n(pu) H 6‘; [220(pE)F™ + B (py) 75 sin” 6. ],

2 0 .
o) =~ [ a9 npr) HaLpHH [62(05) F™ A = B go(pfy) sin® 6. cos 2],

H
1 . 1 ,
Saz(ph) = 5 F3™(pR) sin2en = 5 | D B (p)) [ sin 2
M=A
1 .
=5 | Rap o(0}) + D R ! (pi)l sin 2¢a, (100)
H

4 opn 2
RONE N_H./ dQ. n(pn) ”—61’* ” H(ph) (AH+BH cos 9*) A
with the normalization

opu
ap-

Nu =/dQ*n(pH)
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Here, h" (pi), gt (p/T\) and fH (p/T\) are the polarization transfer coefficients from
the Mother and R’s are the A number fractions from different contribution channels:
Rn,, primary and Ry secondary. Due to the 2r-periodicity of all the components
with respect to ¢, we can fold the transverse ones SAx(p/T\) once over the region
oa € (=m/2,37/2) to (—m/2,7/2) and Say (p/T\) twice over the region g, € (0,27)
to (0, /2), respectively. Then, all the trivial harmonics of ¢, contributed from aﬁ
terms will be removed from [@9) and (@9), and the even-time harmonics of ¢, can
be explored in advance. For cascade decays, the evaluations of the MSV of the last
Daughter should be done step by step, that is, iterating (39), (@9) and (I00) over
and over until the Daughter we're interested in. Take the EM decay £ — Ay for
example, we should first obtain the total polarization coefficients for X° including
both the primary contributions and feed-downs from higher-lying resonances. Then,
these total polarization coefficients, instead of the primary ones, are used to evaluate
the contribution of £° decay to A polarization, see [}, 9] for numerical calculations.

1.1.5 Theoretical predictions and sign puzzles

In this section, we perform numerical calculations by adopting (99), (@9) and (100),
and compare the results with experimental measurements if available. In [8], we
just focused on the most important feed-down effects on the LLP of the A, that is,
from the strong and EM decay channels with the Mother H = X* and H = X0,
respectively. A more complete study of all decay channels had been performed in
[O] and the conclusion remains the same for LLP. As mentioned before, these two
parity conservative channels correspond to the decay types 3/2* — 1/2%0” and
1/2* — 1/2*17, and the decay coefficients are respectively

AT =1/2, BX =-1/4;  A¥ =0, B¥ =-1/4.

The fractions of primary and secondary A can be estimated by means of the statistical
hadronization model. At the hadronization temperature 7 = 164 MeV and baryon
chemical potential of 30 MeV for /sy = 200 GeVAu+Au collisions, they turn out
to be [19]:

Rp, =0.243, Ry = 0.359, Ryo = 0.275 % 60%, (101)

where 60% is the contribution fraction from primary X° and the left from higher-
lying resonance decays is assumed to cancel out for simplicity. At this hadronization
temperature, the quantum statistics effects are negligible for all these particles, so the
Boltzmann distinguishable particle assumption adopted in Sec[T.1.2]is an excellent
approximation.

To perform numerical evaluations for the longitudinal component of the MSV of
the Daughter (I00), two ingredients are still unknown: the primary LLP prefactor
f>(p") and the momentum spectrum n(pg ). A precise fit to the data obtained in [[]]
for fg(p/T\) of the primary A yields:
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NE [—7.71 (%) +3:32 (%) - 0.471 (p1) | 107

with p, *sunit"GeV". As faras n(py ) is concerned, itis plausible that the dependence
on its form is very mild, because it shows in both the numerator and denominator of
fZH (p/T\). For the purpose of approximate calculations, we have assumed a spectrum
of the following form [[]:

1 T mz T
n(py) « ———e "M/l = Hemmpy/Ts (102)
coshYy EH

where T is a phenomenological parameter describing the slope of the transverse mo-
mentum spectrum. It had been checked that the final results are almost independent
of Ty within a realistic range: Ty = 0.2 — 0.8 GeV.
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Fig. 2 (color online) Left panel: longitudinal polarization coefficients F» (pi) of the A. Primary

(Ap) and secondary (H = £*, %) components, weighted with the production fractions are shown
together with the resulting sum F2T°t (p{) (solid line). Right panel: comparison between the total

polarization coefficient F2T°‘(p£) of the A and the one fz(pi) of only primary A [3].
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Fig. 3 (color online) Left panel: the azimuthal angle dependence of the longitudinal polarization
P, =S\; (pz\-)/S =28z (pz\-) of the A. Primary (A,) and secondary (H = X*, =°) components,
weighted with the production fractions are shown together with the resulting sum (solid line) at fixed
transverse momentum p. = 2 GeV and slope parameter Ty = 0.3 GeV. Right panel: comparison
between the total polarization profile of the A and that of only primary A [3]].
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The relevant polarization prefactors FZM (pi) for primary and secondary decay
components and the total FZTO‘(pi) are shown together in Fig. 2 and the associated
LLP features are illuminated in Fig.[3l where we choose pi =2 GeV as an example.
As expected from the polarization transfer coefficients list in Table[Tland the fractions
in (I0T), the strong and EM decays give large positive and small negative feedbacks
to the primary A polarization, respectively, see the left panel in Fig. 2l It happens
that Fg"t(p/T\) is close to the primary fg(p/{) and only slightly suppressed in large
p/T\ region, see the right panel in Fig.[2l In principle, there are also feedbacks from
EM decay of secondary £° and weak decays of Z’s (positive), but their weights in
A productions are quite limited and definitely not able to flip the sign of fg(p/{) in
Fig. [l see the results presented in [9]. Compared to the theoretical predictions for
the LLP profiles in Fig.[3] the experimental measurements nicely verified the sin 2
feuture but with an opposite sign [6} [7]], see Fig. @ for both A and A polarizations.
We’d like to point out that this contradiction is not due to different conventions of
the coordinate system in the theoretical and experimental studies. It is a real sign
puzzle because the experimental measurements follow the same sign as that given
by the differential of elliptic flow: —d,v2(¢) [6, [7] but the theoretical predictions
give opposite sign due to the negative prefactor d7'/dr [3]]. Of course, this statement
bases on the fact that the model calculations could well reproduce the elliptic flows
measured in HICs, see hydrodynamic and AMPT simulations for example.
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Fig. 4 (color online) The 0 1l
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Au+Au collisions [6L[7]). Solid
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fit: p0+2p1sin(2q)-2l+'2)
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For the TLPs, radial component P, was discovered mainly due to the parity-
violating effect from weak decays [9]]. According to (99) and ([@9), the radial polar-
ization of A should be approximately proportional to &%, Rz with Rz ~ 15% [9]. The
results are shown in Fig. 5] for pi =2 GeV, where the — cos ¢ and — sin ¢, features
are just inherited from the sign of «,,, see [O] for more realistic calculations. Now
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getting rid of the spontaneous radial polarization, we focus on the folded TLPs with
the feed-down effect of the form (O3)). First of all, the folded results for Sf\’f(p[T\)
is studied and shown in Fig. [6l where very nice 2¢ harmonics can be identified.
The higher harmonic ~ sin4¢, vanishes here because the chosen parameters sat-
isfy hy + g2 = 0 and we’ve checked that this contribution is very weak even for

g2 =hy=-f/4
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o >* N
0.001 | 50 ,," _____ {.\f.~ )
Q0000 jpeaszaszemzamsantaseans e e -
Fig. 6 (color online) The \\~ ________ *':,
azimuthal angle dependence -0.001p 4 7
of the folded transverse po- _0002f S’/ Tot
larization Py = 2Sax (p})
of the A The parameters and ~0.003 - o2 oz o5 oz o
denotations are the same as
Fig[ll Al

For the more involved TLP Sf\’yc (pi), the comparison between theoretical pre-

dictions for p/T\ = 2 GeV and experimental measurements is illuminated in Fig. [
Due to different conventions for y-axis, the polarization — P, predicted in theoretical
study corresponds to Py measured in experiments. Then, we immediately find that
the signs of the azimuthal angle averaged —P, and the global Py are consistent
with each other, which just follow that of the total angular momentum. However,
the relative magnitudes between the in-plane (¢4 = 0) and out-plane (pp = 7/2)
polarizations are opposite in the theoretical and experimental studies. The theoretical
profile originates from the opposite signs between go and g» as discussed in (83)
and the feed-down effect from the Mothers would not change that, see also [9]. So,
this is another sign puzzle in A polarization and definitely rules out the naiive guess
that the contradictions between theoretical and experimental results are only due to
different conventions of the coordinate system.
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As indicated in (O3), secondary decays can give rise to 4¢, harmonic of A polar-
ization along the total angular momentum even though only up-to 2¢y harmonics
of the primary Mother polarizations are considered. Similar to Sf\)f (pi), this higher
harmonic vanishes in the left panel of Fig.[7] because of the choice 4y + g = 0 and
this contribution is still very weak even for go = hy = —f>/4. We give the best fits
to the experimental data in the right panel of Fig.[Z} though the fit with up to 4¢x
harmonics has more advantage to reproduce the central values, the fit with up to 2
harmonics is also consistent with the data within errorbars.
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Fig. 7 (color online) Left panel: the azimuthal angle dependence of the folded polarization along
total angular momentum Py, = 25, (pi) of the A. The parameters and denotations are the same
as Fig[3l and we choose gy = —0.004 and g, = —hy = —f5/4 according to the simulations in [2].
Right panel: the experimental measurements of the polarizations of A and A hyperons as functions
of the azimuthal angle ¢ relative to the first-order event plane ¥ for 20% — 50% centrality bin
in \/syn = 200GeV Au+Au collisions [6]. Solid and dotted lines show the fits with even cosine
harmonics up to quadruple and double angles, respectively.

We conclude that while the theoretical predictions and the experimental measure-
ments are consistent with each other for the global polarization of A, the azimuthal
angle dependences for either the longitudinal and transverse polarizations give oppo-
site signs. Though the component Sif (p/{) has not been measured in experiments,
we expect the sign to be also opposite to the theoretical one, which then shares the
same origin as the previous sign puzzles. Taking into account the feed-down effect of
higher-lying hyperon decays [8l [9]], the final amplitudes of the 2¢» harmonics are al-
most the same as that given by the primary A. Thus, sign flips are still impossible even
after taking into account the contributions from resonance decays. Compared to the
global polarization, the local polarizations always involve the thermal vorticity with
time component (TVWTC) [213]], so the answers to the sign puzzles might be closely
related to this component. Actually, several definitions of vorticity including
"thermal", "kinematic" and "temperature" ones are compared in [22]]: The kinematic
one gives the same signs as the thermal one which indicates the overwhelming role
of VWTC, while the temperature one gives the correct signs as the experiments
because its dependence on temperature is inverse to that of thermal one. Besides,
getting rid of the TVWTC, the sign was found to be consistent with experimental
measurements for the LLP of A [[7,[3]]. In this models, the opposite effects seems to be
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simply originated from the opposite contributions of @y, wo, (< 0) and w (> 0)
to the MSV of the hyperons in the last equality of (@3). However, even the hydrody-
namic simulations, following the non-relativistic definition of vorticity, doesn’t give
the same sign as the experimental measurement. Thus, the reason is not so trivial.
We have a better proposal: it might be the higher-order derivative corrections to the
commonly adopted thermal vorticity that change the whole features.

Appendix 1 Lorentz boost and Jacobian determinant

In this Appendix, we demonstrate details to derive (79) and (1) shown in Sec.[L.T.4
As mentioned in the context, px = (ea, pa) and p!' = (£a+, p+) are the four-momenta
of A in QGP frame and Mother’s rest frame, respectively, and p’IfI = (ey,py) the
four-momentum of the Mother in QGPF. The pure Lorentz boost transforming the
momentum of A from QGPF to MRF reads:

ens =YH(EA = VH *PA)s (103)
-1
P« =pa+ (7112 VH *PA ~ YH 8A) VH, (104)
H

where vy = pg/eq is the velocity of the Mother and yg = e /mpg the corre-
sponding Lorentz factor. Hence, the explicit forms of (IQ3)) and (104) are:

1
en = —(EHEA — PH - PA)> (105)
mu
p. = pa+ [—p” P By, (106)
my(eg +my) myg

then the expression of py - pa from (I03) can be substituted into (I0) to get

EHEN —MHEAs &€ Err + E
CHEA “MHEAx  &A szpA_upH_ (107)

= A+ -
p-=p my(eg +myg) myg EH + My

Move pj to the left-hand side of (I07) and take square of both sides, we have

(8r +&0)° gg —myg
(p* - pA)2 = (SH + mH)2 p%—[ = S +my (8A* + 8/\)2’ (108)

which then gives the energy of the Mother in terms of the energy-momenta of the

Daughter as:

,Enten)’+ (B —pa)’
(ens +&0)% = (P —PA)?

By substituting back into (IQ7), the final expression for the momentum of the

Mother follows directly:

(109)

EHg =m
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p,,=2;q11L,82‘9+—1"2 with &, =ex+er Po=pa—p..  (110)
7

Now, the above equation (I10) can be easily adopted to alter the integration
variable involved in ([Z8) from py to p. by fixing pa. The Jacobian matrix of the
transformation can be evaluated as:

OpHi 2mpy P+j 2e4p-i Psj
- LA R ’ tpo 11
Op«j &2 —pZ {[p tens e g2 —p2 o EAx Py (1

fori, j = x,y, z, and the determinant follows directly after some algebraic manipu-

lations: 3 9o )
_Amyei(ef+po)

ens(er - p2)°

’apH (112)

op«

Appendix 2 Integrands for the transverse and longitudinal
polarizations

Herein, we work out the integrands for the evaluations of the transverse and longitu-
dinal components of the mean spin vector, fed down from the strong and EM decays.
Take the most complicated component S /I\ch (p+), along the total angular momentum,
for example, inserting (82) into the second equation of (92)) gives

Sfyc(p*) =2(go+g1cospy +grcos2epp) (A + Bsin? ¢, sin’ 9*) + B(f2 sin2¢p gy

sin ¢, sin 26, + (h sin @ + ho sin 2 ) sin 2¢, sin® 0*). (113)

Because hy(Pr,Yy) and g1 (Pr, Yy) are odd functions of Yy thus also of "cos 6.."
and all the trigonometric functions of the Mother in (83) are even functions of
"cos 6.", the terms proportional to /1 and g do not contribute at all after integrating
over ... Likewise, the term proportional to f>(Pr, Yy ), which is an even function of
"cos 6", vanishes upon integration over 6, because the function sin 26, is odd. So
we are left with:

Sfc(p*) = (go+grcos2¢y) (F — Bcos2¢, sin’ 0*) +B hy sin 2¢y sin 2¢, sin® ,,

y
(114)
where F = 2A + Bsin? 6,.
Insert (83) and replace ¢, by g + ¢, (I14) becomes explicitly

[g0+82(A cos2pr—Bsin2¢p)] [ F—B(cos 2 cos 2 —sin 2¢, sin 24) sin” 6., |
+B hy (A sin 2 + B cos 2¢4) (cos 2¢ sin 2 + sin 2¢x cos 2) sin® 6., (115)

Remember that any terms that are odd functions of "cos 6.." or ¢ vanish after solid
angle integrations. Thus, by taking into account the even-oddness of the relevant
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functions listed in Table[2] the following terms are left:

(80+82A cos 2¢p) (F — B cos 2¢ cos 2y sin” 6,) — g2 BB sin 2¢, sin 2y sin” 6,
+Bhy (A sin® 2¢ cos 20 + B cos’ 2¢, sin 24 sin? 6,. (116)

Finally, we adopt the double-angle relationships for the trigonometric functions:

2

1
cos” x = E(COS 2x + 1), sin’

1
X = 5(—0052x+ 1)

to put the result (I16) in harmonics of ¢, :

B
Sfyc(p*) = [goF + E(hz — g2) (A cos 2y + B sin 2 sin’ 6,

—(goB cos 2y sin® 6, — g2 FA) cos 2pp
B
-5 (o + g2) (A cos2y — Bsin2y) sin 6, cosdpy.  (117)
One finds that 4> and g, terms give rise contributions to both global and 4¢p
harmonic modes for the TLP P,,.
Similarly, A, g; and f> do not contribute to the TLP P, because the relevant

terms in the integrand Sff (p«) are also odd functions of "cos 6..". So by combining
(82) and (83) with the first equation in (92)), the integrand is explicitly

S/}\)C(p*) = ha(Asin2¢pp + B cos2¢p) (F + B cos 2, sin’ 9*)

X

+B[go + g2 (A cos2pp — Bsin2¢,)] sin2¢, sin® 6,,  (118)

which becomes
. .9 B . . . 9
hy | Asin2¢, (F + B cos 2y cos2¢p sin 0*) - EB sin 2y sin 4@y sin” 0,

+B

B
(go + g2 A cos2¢pp) cos 2y sin2¢pp — 827 sin4p sin 2¢] sin? 6,.  (119)

after replacing ¢. by ¢ + . And the double-angle relationships give

S/I\)C(p*) = (haFA + goB cos 2y sin® 6,.) sin 2

X

B
+§(h2 +g2)(Acos 2y — Bsin2y) sin’ b, sindey,  (120)

where we recognize that the coefficient of the 49, harmonic is opposite to that of
She (ps).

For the longitudinal component, go, g> and hy do not contribute because the
relevant terms in the integrand S /I\JZC (p+«) are also odd functions of "cos8.". So by
combining ([82) and (83) with the third equation in (92), the integrand is explicitly



Strongly Interacting Matter under Rotation 39

Sfc(p*) =2/ (Asin2¢pp+B cos2pp) (A+B cos’ 9*)+B[h1(C sin pp+D cos pyp)

v4

cos @, + g1(C cospp — D sin gy ) sin @] sin 20, (121)

which becomes

S (p.) =

B
2f2?l(A+B cos? 9*)+E(hl +g1)(Ccosy—Dsiny) sin 29*} sin 2¢pp

(122)
after replacing ¢. by ¢ + . Note that the LLP keeps the same harmonic as the
primary one without any other mixing, that is, ~ sin 2¢x.
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