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Impact of Tracking Resolutions on ¢-Meson Spin Alignment Measurement
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Measurements of global spin alignment of vector mesons in relativistic heavy-ion collisions can
provide unique insights into spin-orbit interactions and vector meson dynamics in the Quark-Gluon
Plasma (QGP) produced in those collisions. The global spin alignment is measured by the 00" co-
efficient of the spin density matrix, poo, via the polar angle (0*) of the decay-daughter momentum in
the parent rest frame with respect to the direction of the orbital angular momentum of the collision.
Such measurements are affected by the angular and momentum resolutions of the reconstructed
tracks in the experiment. Such effects are nontrivial because of kinematic complications caused by
the boost to the parent rest frame, and could be important given that the global spin alignment
signal is weak. In this paper, we investigate the effects of experimental tracking resolutions on mea-
surements of the ¢(1020) meson poo. We study these effects for two methods of pgg measurements,
the conventional method analyzing the ¢-meson yield versus cos? * and the invariant mass (Minv)
method utilizing <cos2 9*> versus Mminy. Using typical resolution values from experiments, we find
that the effect of track resolution on poo is small, well within typical measurement uncertainties.

I. INTRODUCTION

A large orbital angular momentum (OAM) is present
in non-central heavy-ion collisions [1, 2]. This large
OAM produces a vorticity field in the Quark-Gluon
Plasma (QGP) which can polarize spin-1/2 quarks in
the medium [1, 3-5]. These polarizations impact fi-
nal state hadron production and can be measured by
parity-violating weak decays of hyperons and by parity-
conserving strong decays of vector mesons [1]. A finite
global spin polarization of the A-hyperon has indeed been
observed, suggesting the presence of an ultra-strong vor-
ticity field in the QGP [6]. Finite global spin alignment
of ¢-meson has recently been reported by the ALICE [7]
and STAR [8] experiments, with opposite signs. Global
spin alignment is measured by the angular distribution
of a daughter kaon from the ¢ — K+ K~ decay [7, 8],

aN 2 p*
deosO* X (1= poo) + (3poo — 1) cos™ 0", (1)

where 6* is the polar angle of the kaon’s momentum
vector in the ¢-meson rest frame with respect to the
global OAM in the lab frame. The parameter pyg is
the 00" coefficient of the spin density matrix. A uni-
form angular distribution gives pgo = 1/3. The devia-
tion of pgg from 1/3 indicates a finite spin alignment.
Since all known physics mechanisms yield only negligible
poo—1/3 ~ 10™*, the relatively large values of ~ 1% mea-
sured of pgg — 1/3 may suggest novel physics mechanisms
such as fluctuations of the strong color field [5, 9].

In experiments, charged-particle trajectories are recon-
structed from hit information recorded in tracking de-
vices. Measurement resolutions can cause inaccuracies in
the reconstructed track parameters. Moreover, because
of small-angle multipole scattering of charged particles
in detector materials, the particle trajectories will derail,
the magnitude of which being dependent on the amount
of detector materials they traverse. These physics pro-
cesses will cause inaccuracies in the reconstructed parti-
cle kinematics even with a perfect detector. Since pgg is

measured through the angular distribution of the decay
daughters, the angular resolution of the reconstructed
tracks is important. Because 6* is measured in the par-
ent rest frame, both angular and momentum resolutions
can impact the Lorentz boost, which can unpredictably
affect the measurement.

In this article, we investigate the effects of angular and
momentum resolutions on pgy measurements using toy-
model simulations.

II. SIMULATION AND ANALYSIS DETAILS
A. Track Angular and Momentum Resolutions

The two-dimensional angular spread due to multiple
small-angle scattering of singly-charged particles in de-
tector materials is given by [10]
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where p and 8 are particle momentum magnitude and
velocity in units of the speed of light, and /Xy is the
amount of materials the particle traverses in units of the
radiation length. It is convenient to use the transverse
material length =, /Xy, independent of the particle’s po-
lar angle.

In addition, tracking accuracy is affected by the de-
tector position resolution. The angular resolution of the
track trajectory is given by the position resolution over
the typical track length, which is more or less fixed by the
size of the detector. Thus, the detector position resolu-
tion impacts the angular resolution in an approximately
uniform way.

Experimentally, one typically measures p; and pseu-
dorapidity n. Within a given n range close to midrapidity,
p is approximately proportional to p; on average. The
average effect of multiple scattering is therefore inversely
proportional to 8. p,. Thus, the standard deviations in



the polar (f) and azimuthal (¢) angles can be parame-
terized with the following function:
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where 81 =py/+/p? +m? (m is the particle rest mass).
Note that we have used 8, in place of 8, which are not
strictly proportional to each other. They are equal for
midrapidity particles. However, in practice, Eq. (3) is
a good parameterization for angular resolutions. While
Ap = Ay = ons, Bs and By can differ depending on
the position resolutions (granularity) in the polar and
azimuthal directions.

The inverse of the particle p; is determined by the
track curvature in the transverse plane (p,), 1/p; =~
p1/(0.3B) where B is the detector magnetic field. Track
curvature is equal to the angular bend of the track over
the detector range (L), so the precision of p| and ¢ are re-
lated by dpy ~ d¢/L. The relative momentum resolution
is therefore given by the azimuthal resolution multiplied

by p.,

__ 1 Ay ’ + (Byp.)? (4)
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where B, L and p; are in the units of Tesla, meter, and
GeV/c, respectively.

Typically in experiments, the angular and momen-
tum resolutions are obtained from GEANT simulation
of Monte Carlo (MC) tracks going through the detec-
tor materials [11]. To illustrate the effects of tracking
resolution on spin alignment measurements, we consider
the STAR Time Projection Chamber (TPC) [12] as a
typical detector. The amount of STAR TPC transverse
material is approximately x| /X &~ 1%. This would give
Oms ~ 0.00136 for ap; = 1 GeV/c light hadron at midra-
pidity. Typical position granularity gives an angular res-
olution on the order of per mille for straight-line tracks
(high py). We therefore use the following parameters in
our subsequent simulations:

Ag = Ay =0.0015 GeV/c, (5a)
By = B, =0.0010. (5b)

We take the typical B = 0.5 Tesla and L = 1 m (like for
the STAR detector [13]) for momentum resolution.

B. Setup of Toy-Model Simulations

We generate ¢ mesons and kaons to mimic real data
events, according to the measured yields, p; spectra, and
va(p1) of ¢-meson [14] and charged kaons [11] in Au+Au
collisions at /s = 200 GeV, respectively. We generate
charged kaons and ¢ mesons with uniform # distributions
within |n| < 1.0.
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FIG. 1. The parameterized (a) angular and (b) momentum
resolutions of Eq. (3) and Eq. (4), respectively, used in our
toy-model simulation.

The kaon p, is sampled in 0 < p; < 10 GeV/c ac-
cording to the Boltzmann distribution with a temper-
ature given by the kinetic freeze-out temperature and
then boosted by a common flow velocity. The kinetic
freeze-out temperature and flow velocity are taken from
Ref. [11] according to the measurements in 40-50% cen-
trality Au+Au collisions at 200 GeV. The kaon vy is
taken to be vo = 0.06 x p; /GeV/c, up to p; =2 GeV/c
and constant above this p, value, according to the
charged hadron measurement [15].

For ¢ mesons, p; is sampled within 1.2 < p; <
5.4 GeV/c according to a fit to the p; spectrum mea-
sured in 40-50% centrality Au+Au collisions [14]. The
¢-meson v9 is taken to be vy = 0.064 x p, /GeV/c, from
fit to ¢-meson 200 GeV data in the 10-40% centrality
measured in [14] up to p; = 3 GeV/c and constant above
this p, value.

The average multiplicity density for ¢-mesons is taken
to be dNy/dy = 1.44 as measured in the 40- 50% cen-
trality [16]. The kaon multiplicity density dNg+/dy =
dNg- /dy = 9.35 is used and taken to be the average of
the measured K+ and K~ multiplicities [11]. The event-
by-event multiplicities are generated by Poisson distribu-
tions with twice these averages. The ¢-meson’s rapidity
is uniformly sampled within |y| < 1, and the kaon pseu-
dorapidity is uniformly sampled within || < 1; Pseudo-
rapidity is used for kaons by choice to conform with data



analysis [8].

We decay the ¢-mesons into kaons according to the
angular distribution of Eq. (1) with an input pjiC value.
We smear the direction of the momentum vectors of the
kaons (both primordial and decay) by Gaussian distribu-
tions, with standard deviations according to the parame-
terization in Eq. (3). We smear the p, of the kaons using
a Gaussian distribution with standard deviation param-
eterized according to Eq. (4).

C. Analysis Methods of Spin Alignment

We require the kaon pairs (K K) included in the anal-
ysis to have kinematics of 1.2 < p; xx < 5.4 GeV/c and
lyx k| < 1.0 (where the ¢-meson mass is used in calcu-
lating yx ) as in the STAR results [8].

We examine two methods in analyzing pgo: the yield
method and the invariant mass (miny ) method. The yield
method is conventional [7, 8]. It analyzes ¢-meson yield
vs. cos 0" and extracts pgg from a fit over cos 8* bins, as
in Eq. (1). To extract the ¢-meson yield, a mixed-event
Miny distribution of K+ K~ pairs is first subtracted from
that of real events; this removes the majority of the com-
binatorial background. The resulting m;,, distribution
is then fit with a Breit-Wigner (BW) function together
with a certain function to model the residual background,

dNg+g- AT <dNK+K)
dminv (minv - m¢)2 + (F/2)2 dminv bkg ’
(6)
where the BW amplitude A and width I" are fit param-
eters, and mg is the mass of the ¢-meson which can be
treated as a fit parameter or fixed (in our analysis it
is treated as a fit parameter). In the published STAR
data [8] the residual background was assumed to be a
first-order polynomial function. The ¢-meson yield is
obtained from the fit BW function. If the combinatorial
background was precisely known and the ¢-meson signal
shape is precisely BW, then the ¢-meson yield can be re-
liably obtained in each cos #* bin and the pyg be reliably
extracted. A major systematic uncertainty in such anal-
yses is the background modeling in each cos#* bin, and
several other functional forms are assessed for the system-
atic uncertainty. Another systematic uncertainty comes
from the BW assumption for the signal shape. This sys-
tematic uncertainty is not straightforward to assess, but
may be important.

The invariant mass method is newly developed. The
idea is not new; similar methods have been used in hy-
peron polarization analysis and in anisotropic flow anal-
ysis of resonances. First, the cos#*-inclusive myy, distri-
bution is fit by BW and a background function, typically
polynomial, and the ¢-meson signal-to-background ratio,
7(Miny ), is obtained from the fit [17]. The r(mijy,y) is then

used to fit a profile of the <cos2 9*> VS. Mipy by

7(Miny) (5po0 — 1)/2 + (cos? 9*>bkg

2 nx\ __
<cos 0 >— ) 1
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to extract the spin alignment pgg parameter. In Eq. (7)

we have converted <0052 0*> of the ¢-meson decay Eq. (1)

into poo, (cos? 6*) = 5(poo— %)+ 1, s0 poo can be directly

extracted from the fit. This method is expected to be
less vulnerable than the yield method because it does
not have to fit the signal and background of the mjy,,
distributions of several cos #* bins, but only the inclusive
Miny distribution and the fit of <cos2 9*> VS. Miny. The
latter fit involves modeling the background <0052 9*>bkg
as a function of mjy,, which depends on the kinematics of
the background kaons. We use a first-order polynomial
in My, for the background <0052 9*>bkg.

The details of these two analysis methods will become
clearer along the way when we present the results of our
study. Angular and momentum resolutions can affect
both methods in non-trivial ways, and this will also be-
come clearer when we discuss their effects on the results.

IIT. SIMULATION RESULTS
A. Pure ¢-meson Case

We first examine the impact of track resolutions on
the reconstructed <C082 0*> of the real ¢-mesons (with-
out including combinatorial background) as a function
of Miny. The input of ¢-meson is given as pyy = 1/3
(that is, without spin alignment). Figure 2(a) shows the
My distributions of the ¢-mesons before (black) and af-
ter (red) angular and momentum smearing. The curves
are BW fits. As expected, the smeared case has a lower
amplitude, larger width, and worse x? goodness of fit for
a pure BW signal, relative to the one before smearing. In
other words, the signal is no longer a BW function, and
this will be discussed further below. Figure 2(b) is the
¢-meson (cos? 6*) vs. miyy for the unsmeared (black) and
smeared case (red). Without smearing, we see roughly
uniform <0052 9*> VS. Miny; With smearing, we see distor-
tion near the ¢-meson mass—there is a considerable peak
at mg and dips at lower and higher mj,,. An example
constant fit is shown in Fig. 2(b) demonstrating that the
weighted average <C082 9*> over the ¢-meson mass region
recovers the input pgo = 1/3, or <C082 €*> = 1/3, despite
the momentum and angular smearing.

Figure 3 shows the individual effects of the § and ¢
resolutions and the momentum resolution. The angu-
lar smearing has a much larger effect than the smear-
ing in transverse momentum. A (cos?§*) peaked re-
gion means that the large cos?§* bins have more KK
pairs than its fair share, and the dipped region means the
opposite. Therefore, the center-dipped and side-peaked
<C082 0*> VS. Miny distribution from the ¢-angle smear-
ing implies that the m;j,, distributions of the ¢-mesons
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Resolution effects on true ¢-mesons in
the invariant mass method. (a) ¢-meson miny distributions,
and (b) <(3052 9*> as a function Mminyv, before (black mark-
ers) and after (red markers) angular and momentum smearing
by Egs. (3-5). Only those real ¢-mesons (no combinatorial
Kt K~ pairs) are used in these plots and the input pgo = 1/3.
The BW fits by Eq. (6) (with no background) are superim-
posed on (a); The horizontal lines in (b) are constant fit to
the data points of corresponding color.

are broadened from small to large cos? #* bins. The op-
posite behavior from the f-angle smearing implies that
the ¢-meson my,, distributions are narrowed from small
to large cos? 6* bins. These opposite behaviors are pre-
sumably due to non-trivial interplays of the different Ja-
cobians involving the # and ¢ angles and the kinematic
boost to the pair rest frame. Note that we have used the
same resolution parameters as in Eq. (5) for the smear-
ing of the angles € and ¢. The opposite effects of polar-
and azimuthal-angle smearing largely cancel each other
out. Asymmetric polar- and azimuthal-angle resolutions
would make the overall effect larger.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Effects of smearing for 6 (red mark-
ers), ¢ (blue markers), and p, (black markers), separately, on
<(3052 €*> for true ¢-mesons. The effect of momentum smear-
ing is insignificant compared to those of angular smearing.
Equal 6- and ¢-angle resolutions are used as in Eq. (5).

B. ¢-meson with Combinatorial Background

We now perform a “data-like” analysis with the myy,
method and the yield method with input pgo = 1/3.

Figure 4 shows the K™K~ pair mj,, distribution in
the upper panel and the <0052 9*> VS. Mipy in the lower
panel, similar to Fig. 2 but including a combinatorial
background. The unsmeared data are shown in black,
and the smeared data are shown in red. We see that an-
gular and momentum smearing broadens the decay mass
distribution in Fig. 4(a). Unlike the uniform distribu-
tion of <cos2 0*> for the unsmeared pure ¢-meson case in
Fig. 2(b), the {cos? #*) distribution for the realistic case
in Fig. 4(b) before smearing is peaked atop a decreasing
pedestal. The pedestal is from the background K K pairs
and their <cos2 9*> is not 1/3, dictated by the single kaon
kinematic distributions. The ¢-mesons with pgg = 1/3,
therefore, appear as a peak in the plot in Fig. 4(b). The
<0052 €*> vS. Miny for the smeared case is similar, with
subtle differences from the unsmeared case. For illustra-
tion, we fit the m;y, distributions in Fig. 4(a) with a BW
function for the ¢-meson signal and a linear function for
the combinatorial background; We obtain the signal-to-
background ratio from the fit. We then fit the {cos? 6*)
vs. Miny plot in Fig. 4(b) with Eq. (7) with the back-
ground function also being linear in mi,,. We choose
a linear function for the background in both fits, which
is a good approximation within our limited fit range of
1 < Mminy < 1.04 GeV/c2. One could open up the fit
range and use more elaborate functions to study back-
ground systematics; however, this is outside the scope of
the present study.

Next, we perform an example yield method pgg extrac-
tion. For each cos 6* bin, we take the real event my,, dis-
tribution of K™K~ pairs and subtract a “mixed event”
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Resolution effects in the invariant mass
method. (a) K™K~ miny distributions, and (b) (cos® 6*) as a
function Mminv, before (black markers) and after (red markers)
angular and momentum smearing by Eqs. (3-5). The kine-
matics of the ¢-mesons and the background kaons, including
v, are taken from Refs. [11, 18] according to the 40-50% cen-
trality Au+Au collisions. The input ¢-meson poo = 1/3. The
BW and linear background fits by Eq. (6) are superimposed
on (a); The fits in (b) are by Eq. (7) with a linear background.

background. We then fit the resulting mj,, distribu-
tion with a BW signal and a linear residual background,
Eq. (6), to extract the yield in each cos#* bin. In this
case, we use a fixed BW width T" in each bin, where this
width is obtained from fitting the cos@*-inclusive pair
distribution by Eq. (6). Alternatively, the BW width
can be allowed to vary from bin to bin, which we ex-
amine later. Regardless of how the yields are extracted
poo is obtained from a fit to these yields using Eq. (1).
Figure 5 shows the extracted ¢-meson yield as a function
of | cos *| for the unsmeared (black) and smeared (red)
data, superimposed by the fit curves of Eq. (1). The un-
smeared data are consistent with poo = 1/3, while the
smeared data show a slight increase in the yield with
| cos 0%, thus a pgo larger than 1/3.

Our toy-model simulations demonstrate an effect of
track resolutions on pgg. Such an effect can be experimen-
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Yield vs. |cos6*| bin. The ¢-meson
yield is obtained from fitting to the mixed-event subtracted
Mminv distributions by Eq. (6) with a linear residual back-
ground; the BW width is fixed to that obtained from the fit
to the cos §*-inclusive data for demonstration purpose. Sim-
ulated data before and after tracking smearing are shown in
black and red markers, respectively.

tally verified by comparing tracks of differing qualities.
For example, in the STAR experiment, tracks are recon-
structed from TPC hits (called global tracks), and then
refitted by including the primary vertex position (called
primary tracks). Primary tracks are more precise than
global tracks; the differences in their track parameters
can be considered as reflections of tracking resolutions.
It would be interesting to compare the pgg values mea-
sured with global tracks and with primary tracks.

C. Strategy to Extract ¢-meson poo

As we have seen in the previous subsections, the an-
gular and momentum smearing can distort the <0052 9*>
VS. Miny shape in non-trivial ways. These complicated be-
haviors are presumably caused by the interplay of many
factors, each of which is affected by resolution smearing.
These factors include the mj,, calculated from smeared
KT K~ pairs, the boost to the rest frame of the smeared
pair, and the fact that 6* is defined as the angle of a
daughter in the pair rest frame with respect to the OAM
direction in the lab frame (perpendicular to the reaction
plane).

As mentioned above, the <(3052 0*> peak at the ¢-meson
central mass value, such as that in Fig. 2(b), means that
relatively more particles are found at the ¢-meson mass
position in large cos? §* bins. This in turn means that
the large cos? #* bins will have a narrower mi,, peak than
the small cos?6* bins. In other words, the mi,, peak
width decreases with increasing cos?#*. This shuffling
of K+ K~ pairs across cos? §* bins and across mi,, bins
also renders that the signal shape is no longer BW. The
extraction of pgy with the assumed BW signal is there-
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Extracted poo by various methods from
simulation data before (black markers) and after (red mark-
ers) track smearing. The methods used are from left to right:
the yield method by Breit-Wigner fit of Eq. (6) with fixed
width (fit yield and bin counting within twice widths both
sides), by Breit-Wigner fit with free width, and by Voigt fit
with free width; the invariant mass method by Breit-Wigner
fit of Eq. (6) and then a fit to <0052 9*> vs. Minv by Eq. (7),
by manual calculation (bin counting) subtracting the fitted
backgrounds, and by Voigt fit and then the <cos2 0*) fit of
Eq. (7). See text for details.

fore questionable. Furthermore, the width is often fixed
across all cos? #* bins in order to have better controlled
systematics. However, resolution smearing narrows the
mass peak with increasing cos® 6*; This makes the ex-
tracted yields more questionable.

Figure 6 shows the extracted pgg in Section IIIB as-
suming the BW function for the ¢-meson signal (with
both fixed and varying widths) and a linear function for
the residual combinatorial background. We also show the
poo value obtained with yields from bin counting within
a mass range of £2I" about the peak mass from the fixed-
width fit. The extracted pgy without resolution smearing
(black points) is slightly above the input value of 1/3,
presumably because of systematics in the yield extrac-
tion, e.g., the imperfect linear background assumption.
The extracted pgg values with resolution smearing (red
points) differ from those without, indicating the effect of
track resolutions on pgg. However, the effect is small, less
than 0.0005, well within the typical experimental uncer-
tainties of the order of 0.001 [8]. We note, as mentioned
in Sect. ITT A, that we used the same angular resolution
for polar and azimuthal angles and unequal resolutions
between them would likely increase the effect of resolu-
tion smearing on pog.

We may improve the yield method in several ways.
For example, after momentum smearing, the signal peak
is no longer BW and may be better modeled by the Voigt
function (a convolution of BW with Gaussian mass res-

olution). The slight difference in the extraction of the
yield from a Voigt function compared to the BW across
cos 6 bins can have an effect on the extracted pgg, as
shown in Fig. 6.

In the invariant mass method, we fit the mj;,, his-
togram within 1.0 < mj,, < 1.04 GeV/c? using BW
and a linear background function to extract the signal-
to-noise ratio, and then fit the <cos2 9*> VS. Miny using
bkg func-
tion. The results are shown in Fig. 6. The effect of
track smearing in the invariant mass method is similar
to that in the yield method. We can improve the ex-
traction of the signal-to-noise ratio by fitting the my,,
histogram using a Voigt signal function. The pyg using
the new signal-to-noise ratio is also shown in Fig. 6; no
significant change is observed.

Lastly, due to the shuffle of pairs across cosf* bins
and across miy,y, bins, the pgp quantity is no longer a con-
stant over mj,, for the signal ¢-mesons. The pgo value,
treated as a fit parameter and extracted from fitting to
Eq. (7), may be biased. To circumvent this, we calcu-
late poo “by hand,” analogous to bin counting. To do
this, we multiply the pair count by <0082 9*> for each
bin of myy,, within [1.01,1.03] GeV/c?, subtract the cor-
responding background quantity, and divide by the total
number of signal pairs. The background pair count and
the background (cos? 9*>bkg are obtained from respective

fits by Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) as before. The obtained signal
<0052 €*> can be readily converted to ppg. This “manual”
(bin count) calculation of poog does not use a signal shape
and is therefore not affected by the distortion of the signal
shape caused by the momentum and angular smearing.
The results are shown in Fig. 6. Again, no qualitative
differences are observed from all other methods, presum-
ably because the track-smearing effect is small.

the signal-to-noise ratio and a linear <cos2 9*>

IV. SUMMARY

In this work we have investigated the effect of tracking
resolutions on ¢-meson spin alignment by toy-model sim-
ulations. We examine the yield method and the invariant
mass method in extracting the spin alignment observable
poo- Using typical values of tracking angular and momen-
tum resolutions (see Eq. (5)), we find the effects on the
extracted pgg from both methods to be small (< 0.0005),
well within typical experimental uncertainties (~ 0.001)
on the measured pgg.
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